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I will not pursue the argument of the Supreme Court any further 
in that immediate connection, because I think that part of the sub- 
ject is sufficiently elucidated. Without reading the connecting part 
of the opinion, which would make it very much more clear, I will 
content myself with reading from page 224 of 15 Curtis, as follows: 

Whenever the United States shall have fully executed these trusts, the munici- 
pal sovereignty of the new States will be complete, throughout their respective 

riders, and they and the cele ey States will be upon an equal footing, in all re- 
spects whatever. We therefore think the United States hold the public lands 
within the new States by force of the deeds of cession, and the statutes connected 
with them, and not by 8 sovereignty which it as Berd sup) they 
possess, or have reserved by compact with the new States, for that cular pur- 
pose. The provision of the Constitution above referred to, shows that no such 
power can be exercised by the United States within a State. Such a power is not 
only repugnant to the Constitution, but it is inconsistent with the spirit and in- 
tention of the deeds of cession. The ent, so much relied on by the counsel 
for the plaintiffs, that the a ment of the people inhabiting the new States,“ that 
they forever disclaim all right and title to the waste or unappropriated lands 
lying within the said Territory; and that the same shall be and at the sole 
and entire disposition of the United States,“ cannot operate as a contract between 
the parties, bat is binding as a law. 


It cannot operate as a contract between the arto It has none 
of the elements of a contract about it. It is called a compact, which 
needs no consideration for its support as a contract. Itis a mere 
agreement between two governments, depending upon the good faith 
of the one or the other for its execution, according as each may have 
the power to execute it, and as either is under an obligation to exe- 
cute it. 

wer is given to “to make all needfal rules and lations re- 
epectinig tho 2 2 or Genes e of the United States.“ This authorized 

0 ge of all laws necessary to secure the rights of the United States to the 
public lands, and to provide for their sale, and to protect them from taxation. 

— 2 ONES, of Florida. Will the Senator yield to me for a mo- 
ment 

Mr. MORGAN, relat 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Iwould call the Senator's attention to the 
language employed in the act of Congress admitting the States of 
Florida and Iowa into the Union. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have noticed that. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The act of March 3, 1845, provides— 

That in consideration of the concessions made by the State of Florida in d 
to the public lands, there be ted to the said State eight entire sections of 
for the purpose of fixing their seat of government. 

The act also included 5 3 cent. of the net proceeds of the sale of 
lands within the State which should be sold by Congress, after de- 
ducting all expenses incident to the same, provided it should be appro- 
f to public schools. I make no claim that it is a contract 
enforcible as contracts usually are; but I say that that stipulation is 
just as binding upon this Government as a moral person as any con- 


tract that could be entered into between two individuals would be 
binding upon them. 
Mr. MO GAN. I will ask the Senator from Florida if the words 


“in consideration of” were stricken out of that act, it would not be 
just as imperative and its force just as great as it is with the words 
in? 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Perhaps so. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then they do not amount to anything. Those 
words have no bearing on the question. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Oh, yes; they show that Congress did 
not wish to leave anything to implication. They were put there for 
the purpose of showing that in consideration of the abandonment of 
the right to tax and the other things stipulated here these conces- 
sions were to be made. They did not want to leave it in doubt at 
all. The words would have been implied if they were omitted; but, 
in order to relieve the case of ambiguity and to leaye no cause for 
implication, the words were put in specifically. 

Mr. MORGAN. They have left that just as it was left in the case 
of any other State, except the expression of the consideration, which 
the Senator from Florida says is not ni to the validity of the 
law or the binding force of the contract. that throws no new 
light on the construction of the statute; that does not prove whether 
the lands were to be actually sold, all of them, or whether the Gov- 
ernment had its discretion: power remaining to donate some of 
them to the citizens of Florida for the building of railways and 
oan si or for asylums or colleges or public schools, or matters of that 

ind. 

I notice the words in the a ment between Iowa and Florida on 
the one part and the United States Government on the other, in the 
act of their admission, being an act for the admission of both States 
jointly, and I cannot see that the words “in consideration of the re- 
5 of the power of taxation,” or whatever it might have been in- 
tended to release, had the slightest effect on the construction of the 
law, and certainly they had no effect on its validity or its efficacy as 
a binding compact with the United States. 

Now I proceed to read further from this opinion of the Supreme 
Court: 
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may happen to be, contains its own refutation, and requires no further examination. 
The proposition submitted to the papie of the Alabama Territory, for their ac- 
ceptance or rejection, by the act of Congress authorizing them to form a constitu- 
tion and State government for themselves, so far as they related to the public lands 
within that Territory, amounted to nothing more nor less than rules and regulations 
respecting the sales and disposition of the public lands. The supposed oper 
relied on by the counsel for the plaintiffs conferred no authority, therefore, on N 
gress to pass the act granting to the plaintiffs the land in controversy. 

Now, we have the full definition by the Supreme Court of the 
United States of what this compact means so far as it relates to the 
public lands. They say these compacts are no more and no less than 
mere rules and regulations enacted by e for the disposal of the 
public lands. That the Government of the United States has mor- 
ally and equitably satisfied the demands of the people of any State 
whatever when it has rer disposed of the lands to its people. And 
when, as in the case of Alabama, the “rules and regulations” which 
are provided in the original compact have been altered by Congress 
for the greater facility of immigration and settlement in the State, I 
do not understand that we have got a right to go into its Treasury 
and to get out of it money mougn to compensate us for all the sup- 
positious advantages which might possibly arise in our imagination, 
or under our estimation of our rights, to compensate us for possible 
losses. I do not understand that we have got any solid legal ground 
of right to stand upon, but that Congress has the right to alter these 
rules and regulations, being controlled in the exercise of that power 
by what is right and equitable and moral and just between all the 
people of this country. 

ow, we see the nature of the powers of ENS gir over this subject 
as defined by the Supreme Court of the United States, and I think 
that this elucidation of the subject by this opinion, in which all the 
judges concurred except one, Judge Catron, of Tennessee—and he did 
not dissent on this proposition—this elucidation of the law clears up 
a great many of the difficulties which gentlemen have suggested in 
the conrse of the debate on this bill, and we are left now to the con- 
sideration of the power of Congress with reference to the disposal of 
the public lands as a power to be exercised under that clause which 
gives to us the anthority to provide rules and regulations for the dis- 

lof the public lands, — the compact that Was entered into with 
bana it seems, was nothing more nor less than a series of rules 
and regulations 2 upon at the time by the Government of the 
United States and since that time very essentially modifled in Ala- 
bama at the request of the Legislature. 

I will therefore leave the subject with this statement of my opin- 
ion on the general merits of this bill. 

If the Senate should refuse the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, and the bill should still remain for the consideration of the 
Senate, I shall be induced, perhaps, to make some little criticism on 
the provisions of the bill, which I think in themselves are not just 
either to the Government or to the people, and certainly may be the 
means of very great abuse and very great partiality by a Secretary 
of the Treasury. I cannot understand why the Secretary of the 
Treasury should have the power to be given him under this bill to 
pay money to one State and issue 3.65 obligations to another State, 
as he clearly has the power under this bill to do if it be passed as 
amended by the committee. I will read that part of the bill: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury may, at his option, pay the said 
amounts allowed, or any part thereof, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

And if it is optional, of course he can pay the amount or any part 
thereof to any State in 3.65 bonds. Ido not think, when we are mak- 
ing a 3 by which four or tive millions of money are to be paid 
out of the Treasury, that we should leave it entirely to the option of 
the Secretary of the Treasury whether he will pay some States in 
bonds or money, and give the States no option as to what they may 

refer. However, that isa matter which will come up more properly 
in the further consideration of this measure, if the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont to indefinitely postpone, which I hope he will 
modify as I have indicated, shall not prevail. 

I haye but one word to add, Mr. President, on this subject and that 
is that a trust which is created in the original deed of cession by the 
State of Georgia, the trust created between it and the United States 
Government, is a trust that . the admission of two States, 
one originally, and afterward by the amendment of the act of Con- 

two, out of that Territory lying west of the boundaries of 
Georgia, and east of the Mississippi River. That was a beautiful, fer- 
tile country. None, perhaps, surpassed it on this great continent. 
It was one of the most inviting countries for immigration that could 
possibly be found. Slaveholders were going in there in large num- 
rs and occupying the richest lands of the country. Asa matter of 
course the small proprietors in the eastern Southern States were not 
willing to sell their homes and go West, and the young men who were 
rising up in society were not willing to take their wives and house- 
hold goods and march into the wilderness and settle up that conntry 
unless they had some encouragement from the Congress of the United 
States, Among the very first acts of legislation, among the very first 
resolutions adopted in my State by its Legislature were acts that were 
intended to invite the people to come from the older States and occupy 
their lands, but particularly they desired the yeomanry of the country 
the hard-working American citizens, white men, to come there and 
occupy the lands. And so from the time the State was first intro- 
duced into the Union down to the commencement of the war, the 
constant clamor and appeal on the part of the people of the State of 
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Alabama was to Congress that they would reduce the price of the 
public lands. Congress co-operated with them in granting this de- 
sire, and in the carrying out of this joint purpose of Congress and 
of my State, population was invited there; it increased with great 
rapidity, and now to-day we have as contented, as happy, as indus- 
trious and honest a population as can be found in the world, and I 
hope and pray that it may be triplicated in the course of the next 
twenty-five years. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 
to ask him whether there was anything in the deed of cession from 
the State of Georgia to the Government of the United States which 
was inconsistent with that provision in the constitution of Alabama 
which to the compact ; whether, in other words, when the State 
came to be admitted into the Union as a State, the people of that 
Territory did not have the right to enter into the compact, so called, 
with the United States that was made, or was. that in the opinion of 
the Senator inconsistent with the agreement entered into between 
the Government of the Union and the government of the State of 
rors ia which ceded the land which now comprises the territory of 

at State. 

Mr. MORGAN. The people of the State of Alabama did not put 
it in their constitution ; they passed an ordinance. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is the same thing—an organic law. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say it is an organic law, having as much force 
as if it was in the constitution. Ido not understand that that ordi- 
nance was unconstitutional as violating the act of cession, provided 
it is consistent with the proposition that the C of the United 
States retained the absolute right of disposition of the public do- 
main, because the land ceased to be land and became money when 
the trust attached. That is the reason of it; but if the trust goes 
back of that proposition, and instead of attaching to the money 
when realized attaches to the land, and thereby becomes an incum- 
brance upon the power of Congress absolutely to dispose of it, then 
I should say it was unconstitutional. 

As I understand the argument of the Senator from Florida and 
other Senators, they would impute to that ordinance of the State of 
Alabama and the act of Congress in which the two governments 
concurred an unconstitutional character. They would make it un- 
constitutional if they undertook to infuse into that ordinance the 
idea which I understand prevails here, to some extent, that by the 
making of that ordinance Congress gave up its power to dispose of 
the public lands otherwise than by sale, or in giving it up assumed 
as a debt to the States 5 per cent. upon their value. I have not 
heard as yet much discussion about this branch of this curious trust 
spoken of, this most important and essential feature of it, namely, at 
what price did agree that. these lands should be sold, and 
when did Congress 2 up its right to reduce the price? Upon what 
hypothesis do you fix a dollar and a quarter an acre as the amount 
of money which shall be the basis of computation of the 5 per cent. ? 
Is Zn a part of the contract? Is that understood to be one of its 
terms 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Iwill say very frankly to the Senator that 
from my stand-point I do not think it is. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very Then what is? What is the price of 
it? What is the extent of the trust created? What is the value of 
it? What is the measure of it? Suppose we had it before a court 
for adjudication now and you wan the trustee to account for the 
execution of the trust or for his failure to execute it, what would be 
the measure of the dam: to the cestui que trust? None is stated in 
the compact at all, no price fixed upon the land. Con can sell 
it for a quarter of a dollar an acre or one cent an acre if it pleases, 
and the compact is complied with, so that there is a sale. 

Mr. JO „of Florida. The minimum price of land at the 8 
day throughout the United States is $1.25 per acre. I should be glad 
to see it less. I should like to see the re-enactment of the graduation 
law under which a class of land after being in the market a term of 
years could be purchased at twelve and one-half cents per acre. I 
say to the Senator most frankly that I should be very glad to see 
that law re-enacted ; but the Government itself has established this 
minimum price and we thought that was a proper view to take as 
to the valuation of the land. 

Mr. MORGAN. But that has not been always the minimum price; 
some of the lands were down to twelve and a half cents an acre at 
one time, reduced at the demand of the States, one of the petitioners 
being my State. Land warrants were allowed to be located upon 
those lands. How are they to be appraised? At one dollar and a 
quarter? You admit the power of the Government to reduce the 
selling price of the lands down to one cent or a fraction of a cent if 
it pleases. The truth is, Mr. President, that this trust that is claimed 
here is not a trust in the proper legal signification of the word. It is 
not a trust that can be enforced, in my humble judgment, against the 
United States Government, if we were to open every court in this 
see I whether of law or equity, to the access of the States or to 
individuals who may suppose they are concerned or interested in this 
matter. There is no price put on the lands; itis discretionary. The 
truth is, it is not a trust at all that attaches for one moment of time 
until the Government in the exercise of its plenary power to sell these 
lands has sold them and converted them into money. 

Mr. LOGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand the Senator from Illinois does not 


care to go on to-night. I therefore move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. FARLEY. Before that motion is put I wish to submit the fol- 
lowing amendment, to be added at the end of the second section of 
the bill, and I ask that it be printed: 

And led further, That the State of California is hereby placed u the 
same footing as re, the 5 cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of all publio 
lands in the said with the Btates named herein, and shall be entitled to all 
benefits and payments to which they or either of them are entitled under this and 
all previous acts of Congress. 

The pro amendment was ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND in the chair.) The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL. } 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock 
and forty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 19, 1880. 


8 House met = igh Me o' clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
2 N, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HAYES. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is right. Let us get on with the report of the 
Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour, which will 

1 5 at twenty minutes past twelve o'clock. 
. BLAND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 
are authorized to report at any time. I have a report which I desire 
to submit from that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order to report from the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, which is authorized 
to report at any time. 

MINT AT SAINT LOUIS. 

Mr. BLAND, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported back, with amendments, the vill (H. R. No. 2946) to 
establish a mint at the city of Saint Louis; which bill and amend. 
ments, together with the accompanying report, was ordered to be 
printed, and recommitted to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAYES. I now insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour. á 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER, That requires a two-thirds vote under the rule. 

Teor was taken ; and upon a division there were—ayes 88, 
noes 25, 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

a LENIS said: I make the point of order that no quorum has 
vo 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Lewis and Mr. BLACKBURN were 


Gy! hang aja 
he House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 98, noes 54. 
So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion of Mr. BLACK- 
BURN to dispense with the morning hour was not agreed to. 
ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the privilege of the floor for Hon. 
J.W. Laird, late a member of the Ohio Legislature; for Judge O Fer- 
rall, of Virginia; and for B. H. Hill, jr., of Georgia. These requests 
arè made at the instance respectively of the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. NRAL, ] the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. FEA and the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [ Mr. SPEER.) 

There being no objection, the several requests were granted. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty-seven min- 
utes after twelve o’clock; and the House resumes the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act 
to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United 
States, and to regulate the removal of canses from State courts, and 


for 57 55 approved March 3, 1875. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. ERT, ] who occupied the floor at the expiration of the 
morning hour yesterday, is enti to the floor. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, this subject has been so thoroughly 
and ably discussed that I cannot but feel embarrassed in attempting 
further to debate it; yet, sir, the measure is one of great importance 
and the subject is not yet exhausted. This bill is a step in the direce- 
tion of a return to the wise system of jurisprudence established by the 
act of 1789. We bir to go further and strike out some recent pro~ 
visions relating to the removal of criminal causes, but the committee 
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have deemed it wise not to encumber the bill with too many changes of 
existing law. We believe the country demands now all we have in- 
corporated in the bill and we are seeking practical results. My - 
ment will be addressed only to those two features of the bill assai 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON. ] 

The gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. Horn] spoke of 
the condition ef the docket of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the crowded condition of that docket being such as to render 
it almost impossible for the judges there to dispatch the business. In 
1875 an act was passed by this Congress entitled “An act for facili- 
tating the disposition of causes in the Supreme Court of the United 
States and forother purposes.” That act was reported in this House 
by that distinguished jurist, Judge Poland, of Vermont. He stated 
at the time that it was the unanimous report of the Committee on the 
Judiciary and that he supposed no one could object to the bill. The 
only reply was made by a gentleman from Massachusetts, General 
Butler, who said he agreed to that; so that bill was passed through 
this House, as it was subsequently passed through the Senate, with- 
out any discussion at all. Nobody doubted its propriety, no one 
doubted its wisdom; and yet, Mr. Speaker, the principal provision of 
that bill was one which ara the amount necessary to enable a p: 
to appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States from $2,000, 
where it had been since the passage of the act of 1789, to $5,000; and 
there was no gentleman on this floor to rise then and say in his place 
that that act did injustice to the poor man, to the man who, in the 
language of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON, ] had 
been able by dint of labor and saving to scrape together as much as 
a thousand dollars. That act denied to such a man as that the right 


of a : 

The sight of appeal from the decision of one man or one court to 
another court is a most valuable right; a right that experience in 
courts of justice is daily making to be considered more and more val- 
uable in the estimate of every lawyer. There is not a State in this 
Union that does not provide for the right of appeal from one court to 
another by constitutional provision. And yet the legislation of this 
Congress in 1875 and for years past has been such as to multiply by 
removing into the United States courts the cases in which citizens of 
the United States are denied the right of appeal. 

Mr. S er, the House is perhaps becoming anxious to know how 
much longer this bill is to be discussed. It is taking up the morning 
and preventing the reports of committees, I therefore think it is 
prope for me to say that the gentleman having charge of the bill in- 
tends, as I learn, to close the discussion in one more hour after the ex- 
piration of the present morning hour. 

When I wasinterrupted yesterday by the expiration of the morning 
hour, I was calling attention to the fact that the result of the legis- 
lation of Congress on the subject of the jurisdiction of the courts of 


the United States for the last ten years has tended very largely to 
increase the number of cases in which the 7 7 of appeal was taken 
away from the citizen. I stated that this right of appeal was secured 


in all State courts in some form or other, even for amounts the most in- 
considerable, not only by law but by constitutional provision; and it 
seems to me that this concurrent testimony of the law-makers of all 
the different States of this Union, all pointing in the same direction, 
is strong and conclusive evidence to show the value placed by the 
papie of all sections of the Union upon this great right. 

If we would know the will of wno poopie we represent I know of 
no better mode of arriving at that an by an inspection of the 
laws they themselves have passed for their own government, If in 
looking over these laws we find everywhere written—in every or- 
ganic act, in every system of statutes—the sentiment, “it is against our 
sense of natural justice, it is not according to due course of law to de- 
prive any man of his 1 by the Jonem of a nisi prius court, he 
shall have the right of ap ” then, sir, Í think we have conclusively 
and authoritatively arrived at what the will of the people is, what es- 
timate they put on the value of this right and that we ought to re- 
spect that will and guard sacredly that 1 9 05 This bill closes up by 
$1,500 the gap between $500 and $5,000, which now covers the cases 
in which the right of appeal is at present denied in our system. In 
other werds this bill says to the poor man of whom the gentleman 
from Massachusetts spoke, the man who has only $1,000, “you shall 
not be forced to litigate for that and have it taken away from you 
by what may be the whim, the caprice, the prejudice, or the error of 
any one man,” 

And yet gentlemen on the other side, and especially the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. BARBER, I were eloquent in denouncing this bill 
as erecting the courts of the United States into courts for the rich 
and not for the poor. Are Lov poar people in the gentleman’s district 
especially anxious for the privilege of getting into a court from which 
there is no appeal? If there be in his district any widow of a poor 
man who spent his daily savings to secure a life policy of athousand 
dollars in some foreign insurance company, and if such widow is now 
prosecuting a suit upon that policy against the insurance company, 
will she concur with the gentleman that this bill ought to be defeated 
because it takes from that insurance company the right to remove 
her cause from the home court into the court of the United States, 
the right to ree her to travel a greater distance, to employ law- 
yers whom perhaps she is unacquainted with, and to incur additional 
expenses for attendance of witnesses and there try her case without 
the right of appeal? If this bill is defeated and she be forced to the 


alternative of doing all this or of compromising with the insurance 
company open its own terms will she concur with her Representative 
in saying this bill is discriminating against the poor? 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will pass now to the secon int, and the onl 
point I desire further to consider in connection with this bill. Ish 
endeavor so far as I may to answer the argument of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. RohixsON] in relation first to the constitu- 
tionality, and second to the propriety of that feature of the bill which 
in effect declares that an incorporated company doing business in any 
State shall not in suits between itself and citizens of that State be 
deemed by the United States courts in that State a foreigner, an alien. 
That is in substance and effect the provision of this bill; and in order 
to defend that provision it is totally unnecessary to attack any de- 
cision that the Supreme Court, or any other court of the United States, 
has ever made. Those courts in fact have never decided that a cor- 
poration is a citizen of a State, When we examine the decisions, 
when we go to the foundation upon which all these decisions rest, 
we find it well stated by Chief-Justice Taney in a case in 1 Black, 
The Ohio and Mississippi Railroad Company vs. Wheeler, where he 
says the courts have decided that where a co tion has its origin 
in a State and does business in that State the courts will simply 
presume that the stockholders and members of that corporation are 
citizens of that State, and that this intendment is so conclusive that 
the court will not hear any allegation or proot against it. That is the 
extent and the only extent to which any decision of any court of the 
United States has ever gone on this question. In other wo: it is 
simply a fiction indulged by the court for the convenient administra- 
tion of justice. 

Will any gentleman say that if the Constitution of the United 
States, in so far as it speaks of the jurisdiction of inferior courts of 
the United States, were self-executing, as it is not, Con, would 
not even then have the right to say to the courts, “ You shall not in- 
dulge any presumption; you shall not establish any rule of evidence; 
you s admit proof; you shall hear what the facts are, and if all 
the members of any corporation are indeed citizens of one State, while 
the other party is a citizen of another, then, and in that event only, 
you will have the right to entertain jurisdiction?” Ithink that even 
the gentleman from Massachusetts would admit this much—that 
Con would have the right to declare a rule of evidence, or rather 
to say that the Supreme Court shall make to itself no such rule of 
evidence as that upon which it seems to have gone heretofore. In 
the legislation of every State we find provisions prescribing the rules 
of evidence according to which the courts shall be governed. A famil- 
iar instance of this is in regard to tax sales. In many cases the courts 
have decided that the tax deed—the deed of the collector—shall be 
no evidence whatever that any of the prerequisites of the statute nec- 
essary to confiscate a man’s property by tax sales have been complied 
with ; yet, where the Legislature has prescribed that such deed shall. 
be prima facie evidence that these agro ee have been complied 
with, the courts have sustained such legislation. 

It is, beyond all doubt, in the power of every Legislature to declare 
rules of evidence ; what they shall be and what they shall not be; 
and if the gentleman admits that this Congress wea | have the right 
so to declare in relation to corporations, namely, that the court should 
find the facts and base its jurisdiction upon the citizenship of the 
members of the corporation, then he admits that it is not the charter 
of incorporation and the fact of doing business in a State that would 
be looked to. These would not constitute the jurisdictional facts. 
Citizenship of its members would be the jurisdictional fact. Every- 
thing would depend upon this and nothing would depend upon the 
charter. It would have no effect whatever—would not eyen be 
looked at. In other words, if he admits this he admits the power of 
Con over these rations, the power to strike them down at 
the door of its courts when they would come in, and say, “ You shall 
not come here by virtue of your corporate power; your charter gives 
you no authority ; it gives the court no jurisdiction whatever ; your 
members may, if they have the required citizenship, but that ideal 
entity, the corporation, is not a citizen.” 

Mr. Speaker, suppose that in Massachusetts some law had been 
passed that every citizen of the State had the right to devote as 
much of his property as he saw proper to the earrying on of any 

icular business ; that Mr. ROBINSON, still retaining citizenship in 
assachusetts, had gone into the State of Colorado and engaged there 
as an individual in the business of mining ; would the United States 
court there in a suit between him and a citizen on a contract made 
there hear his plea that he was responsible, not personally, not in- 
dividually, not as a citizen, but only so far responsible as the amount 
of money he saw proper to risk in that particular business? -Would 
it refuse at his request to render a judgment against him personally 
and only render a judgment to be collected ont of that portion of 
Bis property which he had invested in the business of mining? I 
need not answer the pare act The court would undoubtedly answer, 
“You cannot claim the privileges here of a citizen and at the same 
time avoid the responsibilities; yet this is exactly what corporations 
do. In nearly every State the members of a corporation are not per- 
sonally responsible for any judgment against it. The property only of 
the corporation is responsible. By going into a corporation the cor- 
porators disrobe themselves of the powers and the rights of individ- 
uals, at the same time they evade the: responsibility of citizens. Has 


not Congress the power to say to any persons coming into the courts. 
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of the Union, “Come here as citizens in your own individual rights 
and then we will entertain your suit, but if you seek to evade the 
responsibility which belongs to a citizen by going into a corporation, 
we will not give you any standing in court?” I say this Con 
would have that right by virtue of that general power which all 
Legislatures have to make discrimination. 

“ Why,” says the gentleman, “shall we discriminate?” Sir, thatis 
what every Legislature does continually. Cooley on Constitutional 
Law, page 390, speaking of discrimination, says: 

These 8 me — 3 and Pop’ 5 ua laws are of Bon 
Or 8] 0 on 0) not 8. ren: em obnoxious in principle. 
The Legislature ma; alas deem it Ace to prescribe peculiar rules for the bev. 
‘eral occupations and to establish distinctions in the rights, obligations, duties, and 
capacities of citizens. 

Now, if the Legislature sees proper to establish a distinction between 
an individual citizen and a citizen coming into the United States 
court in his corporate capacity, has it not the right, if the reasons 
for it seem good? Cooley says further: 

If the laws be otherwise unobjectionable, all that can be required in these cases 
is that they be in their application to the class or locality to which they 
apply, cat they are then public ia character, and of their propriety and policy the 
Legislature must judge. 

There are some discriminations we cannot make. 

But a statute would not be constitutional which should proscribe a class or a 
party for opinion's sake. 

Wow, the gentleman has asked me a question which I will endeavor 
to answer; and in order that the House may have that question fairly 
before it, as he put it to me privately, I ask him to state the question 
from his place. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have listened and have not interrupted any gen- 
tleman replying to my argument; but, of course, I accept the invita- 
tion the gentleman given me at this time. He asks me to state 
to the House the question which I put to him in private conversation 
yesterday; and, as preliminary to that, I ask him and the House to 
consider that the replies which have been made as I conceive to the 
argument I had the honor to submit have been addressed upon the 
theme of subject-matter and not upon N The t number 
of cases which the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee cited yesterday, for instance, those applying to assigned promis- 
sory notes, were Tarena appertaining to subject-matter, and that 
Congress may well legislate upon. But in no instance has Congress 
undertaken to say that when it discriminates as to subject-matters 
that may come before the courts it may also go further and discrim- 
inate as to the classes of citizens who shall come into the courts for 
adjudication on the same subject-matter. I think that distinction is 
plain, and if the gentlemen who are discussing in opposition to my 
position will keep that before them they will in my mind make their 
arguments clearer to the House and of more service in this discussion. 

ow, in the direction of that suggestion, I said to the gentleman 
yesterday in a conversation, What I want you to do is this: if you 
say that Congress has the right to discriminate against a class of cit- 
izens, I beg you to tell the House whether this Congress may say that 
the citizens of Montgomery, Alabama, where you reside, shall not go 
into the Federal courts for adjudication of their rights. If you can 
discriminate as to a class of citizens, classifying them because of their 
occupation, then why not because of their locality ?” 

The gentleman says that Judge Cooley recognizes in his book on 
Constitutional Limitations—and he will pardon me if I state his point 
now in order that he may answer the whole ground—that we may 
make these discriminations, but the same author also says they must 
not be open to the objection they are discriminations against a class 
or a party or for opinions, and it is but the next step to say “and for 
occupations.” And all the gentleman’s argument against corporations 
which he makes this morning is this: He says that the court shall be 
bound by a rule of evidence hereafter; that they shall take evidence 
to ascertain whether the citizens who call themselves members of a 
corporation in any State are citizens of that State; but the gentleman 
leaves a great gap in his argument, because he concedes when citizens 
of any State, for instance, come together to make a corporation then 
they ought to have aright to go into the Federal court because of 
their residence in one State. But this bill excludes all such corpora- 
tions as well from the Federal courts. Ihave put my question, and 
have done more. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman seems to have studied that portion 
of Cooley which he has quoted very closely, because he quoted almost 
the exact l age used by that author. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I quoted it as you read it. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman, however, mistakes one word in 

the quotation he makes, and he mistakes the meaning of the passage. 
It reads: : 

But a statute would not be constitutional which would proscribe a class or party 
for opinion's sake. 

He read that as if it were a statute “will not be constitutional 
which shall proscribe a class.” But it means which shall proseribe 
any one, any class, or any party “ for opinion’s sake,” and the gentle- 
man has by mistake inserted the word or as if the passage read as he 
puts it, “ shall not make discriminations inst a class, or a party, 
or for opinion’s sake,” whereas Cooley puts it forbidding discrimina- 
tion against a class or a party for opinion’s sake. He does not say dis- 
eriminations cannot be made against a class, for he has elsewhere said 


such discriminations can be made against classes. Here he says, and 
says only of discriminations against classes, that such discriminations 
shall not be made against a class “ for opinion’s sake,” or against a 
party “ for opinion’s sake.” His words are elsewhere that all that is 
required is that these discriminations shall be “ general in their ap- 

lication to the clas * * towhichtheyapply.” Why, this is so 

undamental, so elementary that the 3 author did not deem it 
n to cite authorities for the proposition. 

Elsewhere he says: 

Laws public in their objects may * * * embrace many su or 
they aeti extend to all citizens be confined to — — re er 
married women, bankers, or traders, and the like. 

It will not do, Mr. Speaker, for any eee to assert on this floor 
that Congress has not the power to discriminate between classes if 
there be any reason for it. Every Legislature does it. I think 
in the gentleman’s own State—the State of husetts—the right 
to vote is confined to persons who can read and write. Is not that a 
discrimination against a class—the class who cannot read or write? 
I am not quoting this for the purpose of raising any prejudice, but 
simply as an illustration. It is a distinction drawn by the Le islature 
of Massachusetts in the exercise of a right which exists under their 
law as it now stands. 

Mr. ROBESON. The right to vote isa political, not a natural right. 

Mr. HERBERT. And the right to sue is a political right in a cer- 
tain sense, because it is always in the control of the people of the 
State. In a case reported in 14 Peters, Suydam vs. Broadnax, Judge 
Wayne, in delivering the opinion of the court, uses substantially this 
language: 

Every sovereign. State unembarrassed by constitutional limitation could abso- 
lutely refuse its citizens the right to sue in its courts, and thus destroy contracts. 

Thus clearly extending the power of a State not only so as to reach 
subject-matter, but parties in all cases. But, sir, the distinction made 
by the gentleman from New Jersey does not in any manner destroy 
the foree of my illustration. Judge Cooley, in the chapter I am quot- 
ing from, makes no distinction between political rights and other 
rights. He is discussing the prosd power of legislation—legislation 
whether on political or non-political questions. Under the principles 
he lays down it is competent in legislation on political or non-polit- 
ical questions to make discriminations for sufficient reasons. But the 
law in Massachusetts would not permit discriminations to be made 
for opinion’s sake. I take it that a law even there which should pro- 
vide that greenbackers or democrats should not vote would be void. 
No, Mr. S er, I think the illustration is a fair one and that no gen- 
tleman who admits the power of a State to proseribe a class and pre- 
vent it from voting can fairly deny to Congress the power, for reasons 
seeming good to it—the power, if it chose to exercise it—of saying to 
citizens “ We will admit you into our courts, but we will not admit 
that ideal being, a corporation, as a party to any suit whatever in our 
courts. 

But, sir, the bill does not go that far. It only forbids corporations 
a standing in our courts where they are doing business in the States 
where the other parties to the same suit have their citizenship. If I 
show we have the broad power to exclude them altogether we have 
certainly the power to exclude them in the case mentioned in the bill, 
and thus, sir, I close up the gap the gentleman finds in my argument. 
But, sir, the gentleman in restating his whole position in the midst 
of my speech, which he did with great ingenuity, assumes again the 
fallacy upon which his whole 1 rests. He says we who reply to 
him e upon the theme of subject-matter and not of citizenship, and 
he further says that in no instance has Congress while discriminat- 
ing as to subject-matter ever undertaken to discriminate as to the 
classes of citizens who should be allowed to come into court to liti- 

ate as to the same subject-matter. Now, sir, if the gentleman means 
$ this to assume that corporations constitute a class of citizens, I 
think I have already shown this is a mistake, I have said, and I re- 
peat, the courts have never decided a corporation was a citizen. On 
the contrary, it is expressly decided in Paul vs, Virginia (8 Wallace) 
and elsewhere that a corporation is not a citizen. To hold that it 
was would lead to this absurdity: The fourteenth amendment de- 
clares that all persons born in the United States are citizens, dnd we 
should then read the Declaration of Independence as amended by the 
fourteenth amendment thus: that “all persons, including corpora- 
tions, born in the United States are citizens entitled to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness;” and further, that no State should make 
any distinction against corporations on account of their “race, color, 
or previous condition.” g 
ir, I venture to assert that no court ever will decide an} such ab- 
surd proposition as that a corporation ib or can be a citizen. If not, 
then the question the gentleman puts is whether Congress can dis- 
criminate against the class of citizens who have rights in corpora- 
tions. I reply that I do not claim any right, any power to diserim- 
inate against them as citizens. If this bill passes all the citizens 
interested in the parau class of corporations excluded will still 
have the same rights as all other citizens, the right to go into court 


whenever they sue individually ; the discrimination is not against 
them as citizens—they, as such, are in no manner affected except as 
to one particular subject-matter, when that subject-matter relates to 
their claim to send their corporations into court, they themselves 
staying out, then they are indirectly affected becanse their corpora- 
, sir, ingenious as the gentleman’s distinction 


tions are excluded. 
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is, and admitting for the purposes of argument its soundness, it still 
geen not raven the TPE er pi he inveighs against. The simple 
and conclusive reply is that as citizens the persous who are members 
of such corporations are not discriminated against. All their other 
rights remain untouched by the bill, but as to one particular right 
they claim that is taken away from them as from all others who may 
hereafter choose to put themselves in that condition. There can be 
no ible distinction between this and the cases quoted by the 
distinguished gentleman from Kentucky of an assignee not being 
allowed to sue where his assignor had notsuch right. Such assignees 
may as well be called a class as corporations. Assignors as citizens are 
not excluded, but the courts would not enforce their rights as assignees. 

The particular class of corporations here affected are not exc uded 
as citizens, but if this bill passes they will simply no longer have a 
right to do business in a State and then claim that as to that State 
they are foreigners. ? 

Sir, on what ground did the Supreme Court put these cases in 
which it said that an assignee of a promissory note could not main- 
tain a suit unless the original payee might have brought it? 

Mr. TUCKER, Is that the payee of mercantile paper or of com- 
mon-law paper ? ¢ 

Mr.. HERBERT. All paper according to the act of 1789, except 
foreign bills of exchange. A plain promissory note under the act of 
1789 made by a citizen of a State to another citizen of the same State 
could not be transferred so as to give jurisdiction to the United States 
court in favor of the citizen of another State. k 

Mr. TUCKER. Did that apply to the indorsee of negotiable paper? 

Mr. HERBERT. Not if it was a foreign bill of exchange. It ap- 
plied to everything else except a forei, ill of exchange. The gen- 
tleman’s question was proba ly intended to suggest this idea, and I 
thank him forit. The plaintiff might show himself to be an indorsee 
of negotiable paper—an inland bill of exchange—and yt even 
though holding thusthe legal title, Congress did not permit the United 
States courts to enforce his right. Did any court ever decide that 
Congress had not this power? Yet, sir, to buy such paper—inland bills 
of exchange—was a right every citizen had, aright protected by the 
common law; a right as much favored as the right to become a mem- 
ber of acorporation. Can it be that Congress would have the power 
to refuse the aid of the courts of the Union to a citizen to enforce such 
a right and still not have power to refuse also to enforce the rights 
he acquired by becoming a stockholder? I can see no difference, and 
T insist there is none, and that the true rule is that without making 
any discrimination against a citizen we have the power to prescribe 
that rights acquired under certain circumstances, or, if the gentle- 
man prefers it that way, particular classes of rights, the courts of 
the United States are to have no jurisdiction over. We are to judge, 
and, to use the terminology of the gentleman from Massachusetts, it 
is our discretion. Without denying to any citizen his equal right in 
our courts, we are to say what subject-matter—in other words, what 
contract rights—will give a citizen standing in the courts. The legis- 
lative power is to judge of the expediency of the law. When we 
deem it expedient, all that is required, in the r of Cooley, is 
that the law be general in its application to the class. 

This is an answer also to the gentleman’s statement that the doc- 
trine we refer to would empower ag, to exclude, if if desired 
only the citizens of a certain town. aright claimed and asserted 
in the analogous case of assignees includes no such power. I put it 
on the gentleman’s own ground, the power of Congress over the sub- 
ject-matter—the power to say what contract rights it will permit or 
authorize to be enforced in the courts of the United States. Cer- 
tainly, sir, we have the power to say to the citizen, “While we will 
enforce your rights when you come into our courts in your own per- 
son, in your own individual Bi ade subject to our process, yet when 
you go into a corporation, shufiling off your responsibility as an indi- 
vidual, and seek to send that pean | into our courts, we will refuse 
it admittance.” Yet we do not go that far, and there is no intent to 
do it. We simply desire to put corporations doing business in any 
State on the same level, so far as the United States courts are con- 
cerned, with the citizens of that State. 

Mr. Speaker, I have never had any doubt of thispower. Itseemed 
to me beyond all doubt on the broad ground taken by the honorable 
chairman of the committee, the power so repeatedly affirmed by 
the Supreme Court—the power of Congress to grant or withhold from 
the inferior courts of the United States any portion of the jurisdic- 
tion it was authorized by the Constitution to bestow. It seems to 
me equally clear upon the ground I have pat it, and I should not 
have argued the question but for the unqualified respect I entertain 
for the opinions of the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts. 

And now, sir, let us look for a moment at the reasons why we should 

ass this bill, and this provision of it particularly to which I am ad- 
ing myself. Is there any reason founded in justice why the rail- 
road in my State running one hundred and thirty miles through it, 
now called the Western Railroad of Alabama, but formerly called the 
Montgomery and West Point Railroad, should have ‘the right now 
which it did not have before it changed its name to take any citizen 
who may have a contest with it anywhere along its line into the Uni- 
ted States courts at Mon ery, where they will have no right of 
appeal unless the amount is over $5,000? 
t road is being operated 5 ae same employés with but few 
changes who operated it before the change of name. It carries pas- 
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citizens and through the same agents. But now it has that powersolely 
because it is owned by two Georgia corporations, acting together as 
partners, without any act of inco 
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ration whatever from the State 
of Alabama. It has the right—a right which cannot be justified on 
any ground whatever, unless upon that attempted to assumed 
here, that the owners of these corporations cannot get justice in the 
State courts. There is nothing in the condition of our State govern- 
ments, of our State courts, or of the people of the States, that would 
warrant so unjust an imputation—an imputation that goes to the ex- 
tent of challenging our very capacity for self-government. Every- 
where our State courts are open to all; everywhere those courts are 
presided over by men learned in the law. And above all and beyond 
these nisi prius courts in every State is a court of errors and appeals. 
And if in that higher court justice is not done, that is to say, if any 
right, if any privilege, any immunity granted by any law or by the 
Constitution of the United States, is denied, then an appeal fies to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 

On the other hand, what advantages do the courts of the Union 
possess over the State courts in the administration of justice? Take 
the circuit court judges of the United States, Judge Woods, for in- 
stance, who presides in the fifth cireuit, and gos from Georgia into 
Florida, Alabama, Louisiana, and Texas. He must preside in all 
these States and administer in each State a separate system of laws, 
a system of laws in which he is not specially trained. He is a man 
of great ability, of t industry, and a thoroughly honest judge. 
But I submit to this Congress whether even such a 13 as that, giv- 
ing his opinions upon cases as they arise, taking them partly from 
the lawyers and partly from such reports as are handed to him upon 
the bench—his docket crowded, and it being impossible for him to 
clear it in any one court he attends—I ask this Congress if the decis- 
ions of that judge, under these circumstances, are better than the 
decisions of a judge of the State circuit or poh pie courts presided 
over by men trained in the laws of that particular State. 

And remember, too, that from these nisi prius judges there lies an 
appeal for any error of law whatever to the highest courts of the 
States, which courts, after due deliberation and careful consultation 
of all the authorities, decide upon the law. 

Take, if you please, Judge Bradley, of the Supreme Court; and no 
one has a higher respect for his abilities as a judge and as a lawyer 
than Ihave. He will go this spring down south into Georgia to preside 
there. He has been called there heretofore, perhaps as much as two or 
three weeks pay Saher That is all the time he has been able to spend 
there in the study of the laws of that State, which, according to the 
practice, he has to administer when he gets there. His decisions will 
necessarily be made by consulting in a hurried manner the reports of 
the supreme court of Georgia. Now, will any gentleman say that those 
28 18 thus made by even this learned judge of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, will be more reliable, entitled to ter weight 
on questions of Georgia law than the opinions of the judges of that 
State court who have made those decisions? Remember, too, all the 
time that whenever any Federal geron is decided adversely to the 
claimant in any of these courts of last resort in the State an appeal 
lies to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Sir, what I have said in relation to the injustice and wrong of 
allowing railroad c who contract by agents who are citi- 
zens of the State, who deal directly with the citizen, who touch the 
perpin of the State at all points, to have an advantage over citizens 
of that State in the choice of forums applies with almost equal force 
to insurance companies and other corporations so far as they are af- 
fected by this bill. 

How, for instance, will a New York insurance company do business 
in the State of Indiana? It will select as its agent a resident of that 
State—a man known for his capacity, for his influence, for his ac- 
quaintance with the people of the State. Through that agent it will 
make its contracts. Now, if that agent is capable because of his resi- 
dence, his acquaintances, and his capacity of making contracts for that 
insurance company, is there any injustice in saying that he is also ea- 
pable of attending to lawsuits for them? He knows the lawyers 
and the jurors, and the presumption is a fair one that he will exer- 
cise in attending to lawsuits that same knowledge, capacity, and 
influence which gave him the position as agent of the company. 
Now, if a company deals directly in this way through its resident 
agent, a citizen of the State, with the people of the State ander the 
home laws, it ought to be compelled to seek justice in suits with 
those citizens in the home courts. It ought not to be allo to 
treat them as aliens and as enemies. It ought to be compelled to 
cultivate the good-will of the people among whom it lives and moves 
and has its being, its business entity. Corporations, like individuals, 
may, by a course of fair-dealing with the citizens with whom they 
are brought in contact, popularize themselves; and, on the other 
hand, they may by a system of oppression and wrong bring down 
upon themselves the just and honest indignation of the people whom 
they oppress. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts seems to think that there is 
much prejudice in some States of this Union against corporations, sim- 
ply because they are foreign. I deny it. I deny that in any State, 
anywhere in this Union, there is prejudice against a corporation sim- 
ply because of the fact that it is a foreign corporation—unless, in- 
deed, by the unjust, the unconscionable, the oppressive use of this 
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unrighteous advantage of removal given to it by the laws of the United 
States, it has outraged the pope among whom it does its business. 
The only proof of any enmity the gentleman has quoted here consists 
of statutes passed by the States of Wisconsin and Indiana; and I think 
his proof signally fails. These statutes do not in any manner show 
hostility to foreign corporations as such. Why, the gentleman him- 
self says that Indiana still invites foreign capital to come into her 
midst, in the form of co! ons; that Wisconsin still does the same; 
but he quotes statutes which intend on theirface only to prevent these 
corporations from exercising that right of removal to the United States 
courts and dragging a citizen away from his home courts. Those 
statutes prove, abundantly prove, a widespread and deep-seated hos- 
tility on the part of the people of those States, not to the foreign cor- 
poration, but simply to this right of removal—this superiority over 
the citizens of a State that corporations claim, even though they are 
actually resident in the State—as much resident there as anywhere 
else. And when I speak of corporations being thus resident, I do not 

k loosely. It was decided in England, under a statute of Henry 

III, taxing inhabitants owning lands, that a corporation was resident 
for the purposes of that act in whatever riding or shire it actually 
was in possession of lands, and that decision is quoted as good law by 
Lord Coke. That ought to be the law to-day. eee can only 
manifest themselves through their officers, their agents. A natural 
person cannot occupy two places at once. A corporation can. It has 
many oflicers, many agents, all of whom are parts and parcels of it. 
They can and do reside and act for and manifest the existence of the 
corporation in widely separate places, in different States at the same 
time, and many of these corporations permanently exist at the same 
time in different States. It is nothing but a fiction to say that a cor- 

ration can have but one home, a fiction the courts fell into by fol- 

owing a false analogy, a monstrous fiction, ruinous sometimes to the 
administration of justice. You may go into some of our Western 
States and Territories to-day and find there immense corporations at 
work, changing water-courses, felling forests, digging ore, their man- 

ng agents contracting daily with the citizens of those States and 
Territories, all the business apparently transacted there, yet if you 
want to find the home of one of these corporations you must go to the 
State of New York because there it had its orgin and because in the 
city of New York in some corner of an office or some nook in a gar- 
ret sits some gentleman called a president corresponding with the 
manager in the West. Is it the Janguage of fact or of fiction to say 
the home of that corporation is in New York ? 

Take the Credit Mobilier of America. It was originally the Penn- 
sylvania Fiscal Agency, a corporation under a charter from Pennsyl- 
vania. By an amendment it me the Credit Mobilier of America. 
It never I believe did a stroke of work in Pennsylvania, but it spanned 
half a continent with its mighty railroad west from the Mississippi. It 
beslimed with corruption the very corridors of this Capitol. Is it any- 
thing but fiction to say its home was all the time in Pennsylvania? 

Take a case in my own practice. I brought suit by attachment 
some years since against the Pensacola Lumber Company in Escam- 
bia County, Alabama. This corporation was doing the business of 
milling just over the Florida line. It owned land in Alabama, and 
contracted with my clients there for logs. When they had invested 
their all and it owed them large sums and refused to pay, I attached 
the lands of the company. a few weeks I was notified that the 
Pensacola Lumber Company, doing its business of milling in Florida, 
had gone into bankruptcy in New York, and that thus the attach- 
ments were dissolved. I believed the bankruptcy was fraudulent, 
but my clients were broken and had no money to make a contest in 
New York. This is one of the practical ts of that monstrous, 
unnatural fiction. One purpose of this bill is to deprive corporations 
of the benefits of this unnatural fiction—to put them on a level so far 
as we may with those with whom gai transact their business. 

Let us do this, Mr. S er, and I have no fear that the forebod- 
ings of the gentleman from Massachusetts will be realized. He fears 
that corporations from the North and East will be compelled to with- 
draw from the South and West. Sir, this, I trust, will not follow. 
We need capital. We invite it by our laws to come. We will deal 
justly by those who bring it in our midst. Self-interest, as well as a 
sense of what is right and just, will prompt us to this course. Money 
is keener-sighted than politicians, and the men who manage these in- 
stitutions will soon awake to the fact, to which the legislation of the 
past ten years has tended to blind them, that fair-minded and fair- 
dealing persons can rely on each other in all parts of this Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. „ of Virginia.) The 
Chair has been informed that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT] proposes to yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. WADDILL.] The Chair therefore notifies the gentleman 
that he has now only ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move that the gentleman from Alabama be al- 
lowed to by unanimous consent till he closes his remarks. 

Mr. ROBESON. I hope this request will be agreed to. The gen- 
tleman is about to conclude. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will not occupy more than five minutes, after 
which I desire to = ten minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 


Mr. SPARKS. Let it be understood that this will not extend the 
morning hour. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The morning hour will expire at half 


past one o’clock. 


Fi arg being no objection, the motion of Mr. TUCKER was agreed 


Mr. 1 HERBERT. I am very much obliged to the House for its 
courtesy. 

In conclusion I desire to call attention, which I do with great 
leasure, to a remark made by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Pat. ROBINSON.] He said in the course of his speech: 


Is there aay Aaa that we shall have no United States courts that shall adju- 
dicate upon rights of citizens of the different States? I think not. 


Again, the gentleman says, speaking of these courts : 

We want them. Weare here to-day with a Union more strongly cemented than 
ever before—destined to be perpetual. 
The gentleman in this part of his speech has given manly utter- 
ance to what has come under his observation and must be a familiar 
truth to every gentleman on this floor—that there is no desiré in any 
quarter to banish the courts of the United States or to deprive them 
of any portion of . o power For the South I can speak. 
The of fire and bl that fifteen years ago separated us from 
the North is closed forever. The Union is, indeed, in the language 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, cemented more firmly than 
ever. During the earlier years of our history there was talk, now in 
one quarter and now in another, of disunion. The right of separa- 
tion was claimed as a reserved right. It was looked to as a possible 
future contingency. We have be now an era in which all men 
know that the Union is indissoluble. Secession is dead—renounced 
in the constitutions of the Southern States, cast out of the minds of 
their people. There is no longer any slavery to divide us; and noth- 
ing can separate us. This Government is to be ours always—ours in 
the West and in the East, ours in the North and in the South. Its 
courts are our courts; its President is our President; its Congress 


is our Con ; and the glory and stren and justice of these in- 
stitutions dedicated to freedom are to the heritage of our chil- 
dren. Every 


motive of self-interest, every instinct of patriotism, 
every sentiment of love for our posterity, prompts us so ig legislate 
as to preserve and perpetuate them to the remotest posterity. This 
bill, I believe, is in that direction. 

The SPEAKER pro a The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WADDILL] is now entitled to the ten minutes which remain of the 
time of the 88 from Alabama, [Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. WADDILL. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allotted to me I 
could not, if I desired, enter into a full discussion of the provisions 
of this bill. I shall therefore hastily touch upon some of its pro- 
visions, involving statutes with the operation of which I am more 
familiar. I do not propose, sir, any unjust or causeless war upon 
United States courts as such. The judicial system of the United 
States has its origin in the Constitution and is essential to our sys- 
tem of government. The objections of thoughtful men are not to 
the system of a Federal judiciary, but more to the acts of courts in 
the constraction of statutes, and still more to the statutes themselves. 

Nordo I propose to indulge in a senseless tirade against corporations. 
Corporations are creatures of the law, chartered by the people, and 
in the great majority of cases by the people of the States themselves, 
and not by the Federal Government. And when operated under 
proper limitations and checks, they are a great blessing to the people 
and the country, 2 as they do the material resources of the 
nation, and carrying forward great and gigantic enterprisesof internal 
improvements which no individual could do or would risk his fortune 
in undertaking. It is when o ized without proper restrictions 
and checks that — which ought to be unmixed blessings, 
become a curse to the people—when, led on by avarice and greed, 
they become soulless monsters of oppression to the citizens, overrid- 
ing in their strength individual rights and converting themselves 
into selfish and sordid engines of evil and wrong. 

Now, sir, I favor this bill because its provisions will relieve the 
people of many sections of the country of a grievous cause of com- 
plaint; because it provides that the rights of the citizen shall be 
tried by a jury of his peers and of the vicinage; because in the ma- 
jority of cases it will remit causes to domestic home courts for trial; 

use it will put a stop tothe harassment and burdensome expense 
of sending honest suitors for trial of their causes hundreds of miles 
distance from their homes to a strange court, whose modes of pro- 
cedure, whose methods of trial and practice are alike unknown to 
him, and where, unknown to all around him, probity, honor, reputa- 
tion, character, all go for naught. 

Mr. Speaker, we hear a great outcry and complaint about United 
States courts in these days. Numerous bills are now pending in this 
House to modify and mollify their jurisdiction. Is all this complaint 
without cause? Are there no reasons for it? Is it a mere passing 
humor of the people? Sir, there is justice in this outcry. There is 
reason for this protest. It may at times be unreasonable in its man- 
ner, and enmethadieal in its assaults, but it has its full justification 

the harassments and burdens arising out of the act of 1875 now 
sought to be partially remedied. 

Let us look at its working fora moment. In the district which I 
have the honor to represent here the United States court division 
in which one-half of the district is situate is at the nearest point by 
the usual lines of travel two hundred and seventy-five miles distant 
from the city where the court is held, and thousands of citizens of 
my district live from three hundred to three hundred and fifty miles 
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from the place of holding the court. Now, sir, let us illustrate the 
workings of this law. Mr. Jones, in my district, executes his note to 
Mr. Smith for $525. The note is, as nearly all notes are now drawn, 
negotiable. Tho consideration for which Jones executed the note 
fails, or for some other cause, coustituting a good and meritorious 
defense, Jones refuses to pay. Smith, through some legal friend, 
transfers or assigns the note by indorsement for value to a citizen 
of Illinois, being just across the Mississippi River on the Illinois side, 
and this citizen of Illinois at once brings suit against Jones in the 
United States court, three handred miles from where the contract 
occurred and tho witnesses and original parties to it reside, and so 
Jones is forced to go to work, employ a lawyer to go three hundred 
miles away to defend his case, to take his witnesses or testimon 
that distance, and to appear among strangers in a strange court, an 
as I said before, with strange modes of procedure, and a strange jury 
to try his cause; or else he is forced to make an unjust and unwilling 
compromise of his rights. Now, sir, is this a wholesome law to permit 
such injustice; to cause a citizen so much trouble and annoyance, 
aud to force upon him such ruinous burdens? Is it strange that Jones 
should éomplain of such a law, and, in his ignorance, feel a prejudice 
against the United States court itself? Is not all this known to his 
neighbors, and do not they share in his feelings of indignation and 
injury ? Most assuredly. 

Now, let us take a hasty glance at the workings of the present law 
with reference to corporations. It has been again and again decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States that a corporation is a 
citizen of the State under whose authority it receives its charter. 
Here is a corporation, a life insurance company, chartered by the State 
authority of Massachusetts or Illinois or South Carolina, I care not 
which. It comes into the State of Missouri, establishes its branch 
office in the city of St. Louis, does business continuously all over the 
State by virtue and authority of the laws of Missouri, and is protected 
in its rights by those laws. Its Arons out in my district insures the 
lige of one of our citizens for $1,000, and shortly after having his life 
insured for the benefit of his wife and little children the citizen dies. 
The widow and children are left nothing but the life insurance, The 
company refuses to pay the insurance money, the widow sues in the 
circuit court of the county where she lives, where the contract of in- 
surance was entered into, where the premium for it was paid by her 
husband, and where the company rorun y transacts business through 
its agent. The insurance company as defendant comes into court and 
states that it is a citizen of another State, the State granting its char- 
ter, and ask its cause to be removed to the United States circuit 
court for that district, and it must be done, and isdone. The widow 
and orphans of this citizen are thus forced to to trial of their 
rights, nvolving all the husband and father left them, three hundred 
miles away from their home and friends, to get their witnesses and 
testimony before this strange court, and employ lawyers to go there 
and fight and contest with this powerful tion of capital— 
this soulless entity of the law—and when the suit is terminated, 
allowing that the poor plaintiff gains it, the larger part of the little 
sum is gone for expenses in conducting its prosecution. Or, if she 
cannot carry on the suit, as is frequently the case—and I may say most 
frequently—she is compelled to compromise away her rights, and 
receive such pittance of what was justly hers as this favored cor- 
poration may see proper to bestow upon her. 

Mr. Speaker, it is said extreme cases test rules. I have put these 
cases as illustrative of the zonna, of the law of 1875, which is 
sought to be amended and modified by this bill. And they are not 
extreme cases as a matter of fact, but of actual occurrence in my pe 
of the country, and I doubt not in numerous other localities. These 
are mere examples of hundreds of cases which have happened in Mis- 
souri and allover the Union. The United States courts are too re- 
mote to be the arbiters of the rights of the citizen as a rule. Espe- 
cially is thisso in the South and West, where the suitor often is com- 
pelled to travel three and four hundred miles, with his witnesses and 
counsel, to try his cause. And much of this harassment and expense 
in fact, by far the most of it—arises from suits between individuals 
and corporations doing business in the State where the individual 
resides, and under and by virtue of the laws of that State, too. 

This bill makes no assault upon corporations as such, but only seeks 
to place the individual citizen on an equal footing with the corporate 
or artificial citizen in the courts. here is the wrong to corpora- 
tions, of which the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] 
so eloquently complains? Is it wrong to say that a corporation doin 
business in a State, protected by its laws and permitted to go with 
its goods or business right to the doors of the people of the State, 
shall only have the same privileges with reference to a forum for trial 
that the citizens of the State have? Is it an outrage to say that a 
poner corporation shall not have the right, while transacting its 

usiness under the laws of a State, to drag citizens of that State hun- 
dreds of miles from their homes, at great expense and attended with 
vexatious and often disastrous delays, to a strange court, with its 
strange procedure, to hear and try their causes which their home 
conrts are perfectly competent todo? Sir, I fail to see the injustice 
of forbidding to corporations doing business in a State the right of 
removal to Federal courts when it is not nted to the citizens of a 
State. The objection to the present bill is that it does not go far 


enough. Certainly if there is to be post Steal shown in the dispensa- 
tion of justice it should go to the w 


er party, the individual citi- 


zen, and not as is the case now under the law of 1875, to the stronger, 
the wealthy and powerful corpora’ 


tions, 

Mr. S er, the passage of this bill will go largely in the direction 
of softening the feelings of the peuple d co: S ve It is no- 
torious that in most eae of the Union to-day there is, not to use a 
stronger term, a decidedly unfriendly feeling on the part of the citi- 
zens against corporations. In my opinion, sir, one great cause of this 
ill feeling is the poring: nted to corporations by the present law. 
Under this law they have been enabled to harass and oppress indi- 
viduals. And in too many instances they have used the power given 
them by the law relentlessly. They have pursued only their own in- 
terests, regardless of the interest of individuals. They have overrid- 
den private rights in pursnit of corporate gains. They have in many 
instances damaged and despoiled the citizen and refused all redress; 
and when the poor citizen has sought it in the courts, they have so 
h him with 5 und removal of his cause to re- 
mote and strange courts, that many, ay, thousands of citizens of this 
3 to- day look upon corporations with undisguised hostility. 

Mr. Speaker, it is the part of statesmanship to remedy this evil, to 
allay this hostility, to bang into healthy co-operation all the means 
of bestowing happiness and p. rity upon the people, and of de- 
veloping the material wealth of the nation. 

No thinking man will deny the necessity for corporations in the 
development of the vast resources of our country, in devising means 
for the transportation of our immense products, and in carrying for- 
ward vast and varied enterprises for the interest and convenience of 
the people, enterprises which single individual effort and wealth can- 
not accomplish, but which require the agg tion of men, money, 
and brains in the form and by the method of ies-corporate for their 
successful issue. But, sir, while all this is admitted, it is also true 
that one of the most sacred duties of the law-making power of this 
Government is the absolute and perfect protection of the individual 
citizen in his property and person. No power, however strong; no 
interest, however important to the Government, must be permitted to 
trench upon the rights of the citizen. 

ir, the present bill is a step in the direction of the cure of the 
evils of which I have spoken. It restrains corporations when they 
most need restraint, and in doing so relieves the citizen. Let sorpo- 
rations be granted and pro in the enjoyment of all just rights 
in the courts, but give them no rights or privileges not given the in- 
dividual. Let them be shorn of all power to oppress and harass the 
people, Remit them to their remedy and their defense in the foram 
erected where they transact their business, and they will soon con- 
form their acts and policy to the situation, so as to have friends among 


the people in whose ntidst pa A aaa their labors, and the ill-will 
and hostility of the people will cease with the departure of its cause. 
And thus will have been taken a great stride toward the reconcilia- 


tion of the diverse interests of our country and the unification of all 
interests for its sublime development. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of the report 
of the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Price] for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Lowx, J which the Clerk will 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of h 3 insert the following: which retrenchment shall not 
be by inference, but in express words specify onits face the amount of money 
to be saved by the amendment.” 


The amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. WARNER. If in order I desire at this time to offer the follow- 
ing as an amendment to the pending amendment. 

r. PAGE. I should like to have the original amendment read to 
which this is offered. 

The amendment of Mr. Lowe was read, as follows: 

Provided, however, That no provision or amendment of a partisan character shall 
be in order. 

Mr. WARNER. Now read my amendment to that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word order” and insert, except it shall be in order to 
reduce the expenditure of money authorized or requ by such existing law 
and covered by the bill and to change the law only to the extent necessary to make 
it conform to such reduction.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order if offered as a substitute 
for the motion to strike out and insert the words proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WARNER. I offer it as a substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama, 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission of the commit- 
tee to be heard on this subject for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending clause and all amend- 
ments thereto was limited by order of the House to twenty minntes, 
and that twenty minutes have expired. 
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Mr. ROBESON. I move the gentleman be allowed to speak by 
unanimous eonsent. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the Chair will interpose 


any objection to the gentleman from Georgia being heard on this or 
any other subject which he chose to speak on, but is it in the power 
of the committee to change the order of the House? Iam ying to 

t a vote on these rules under an order of the Committee on Rules. 

e House has limited debate to twenty minutes, and that time has 
expired. I do not understand it is competent for the Committee of 
hos Whole, even by unanimous consent, to rescind that order of the 

ouse. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ofcoursethecommitteecannot rescind or change 
in any respect the order of the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Except by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only way the committee could do it would 
be not to raise a question of order against the gentleman from Geor- 


a. 
Mr. LOWE, If no objection is raised to the gentleman from Geor- 


The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Kentucky has raised 
the question of order. 

Mr. LOWE. Does the gentleman from Kentucky raise the point of 
order 8 1 Ehe gon Nonian arom Georgia? 

Mr. BLACKB „The gentleman from Kentucky means just 
this: If further debate is to be had on this rule it cannot be limited 
to any one gentleman. We will have to rescind the order of the 
House limiting debate altogether or else we must execute that order. 

© The question, then, is on the adoption of the 
oo to the amendment proposed by the gen an from 
0. 
Mr. SPEER. I move the committee rise for the purpose of extend- 
ing debate, so the gentleman from Georgia may be heard. This House 
has never failed to do itself an injustice when it refused to hear the 
gentleman from Georgia. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not understand, Mr. Chairman, it is proper, 
and I deny the propriety of thrusting anything of a personal character 
into the matter just now pending here. The disclaimer I made was 
sufliciently broad to protect the objection from any such criticism. 
I shall op any extension of the time for debate on this rule. 

Mr. SPEER. I insist on my motion. 

The 8 Seat di Chair will be pardoned for suggest- 
ing to the gentleman from Georgia under the circumstances, even if 
the committee should rise the time could be extended in the House 
only by unanimous consent as there was a motion to reconsider, and 
that motion was laid upon the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ishall object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman still insist ? 

Mr. SPEER. As the gentleman from Kentucky notifies me he will 
object, of course I shall not insist. 

e CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is on the amendment to the 
amendment of the 8 from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER. ] 

Mr HOOKER. I ask for the reading of the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to make a motion. If the majority of the 
House desire it, I move the committee rise for the p of then 
moving that the House go into the Committee of the ole on the 
state of the Union generally. 

Mr. HOOKER, t the amendment be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the amendment will be read. 

Mr. WARNER’s amendment to the amendment was in read. 

Mr. PAGE. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. So do I. Ihavenotheardit hitherto. Imake the 
point that the committee has voted substantially on that already. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the point of order made 
and pending, but the first question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan that the committee rise, announcing it as his purpose 
when the committee gets into the House to move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


nerally. 
ari CONGER. For the purpose of hearing the remarks proposed 
to be made by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. STEPHENS. ] 

The question being taken on Mr. ConGEr’s motion, there were 
ayes 92, noes 87. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. [I call for tellers. 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a parliamentary question. I want to 
know, for my own information and the information of the House, 
whether, if the motion prevails in the House to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union generally, that will simply 
operate so as to allow the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] 
to k, and no longer than that detain the action of the House in 
aga 8 g into Committee of the Whole to consider the revision of 

es 


The CHAIRMAN. That is not a N scald question, or one 
which can be properly addressed to the Chair. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. To save time,I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. Suppose this motion should prevail, would it not require 
unanimous consent to resolve the House into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union generally? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; I call for tellers. 

Mr. CONGER. I had hoped the gentleman who had charge of the 

none. rules of the House would have been able to give us that informatien 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam certainly the last man who would offer | himse 


lf. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman who has ch of the report 
on the rules will give the gentleman from Michigan that information 
a = proper time, and a good deal more, if he will only listen pa- 
ently. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
know if the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, whether those gentlemen who are down on the list 
tos will not be first recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. That be a question for the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, if the House should resolve 
itself into that committee. an 

Mr. CHALMERS. I believe that my name stands first on the list. 

Mr. ROBESON. Ihope we will go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union notwithstanding that. [Laughter. 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to say I am on the list and will wihingly 
1 in favor of the gentleman from Georgia. 

. HOOKER. I eve tellers have been demanded. I hope we 
will be allowed to have them. 

Tenan. were ordered; and Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. CONGER were 
appointed. 

8 committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 101, 
noes 99. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the report of 
the Committee on Rules and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union generally. My object is to 
allow the gentleman from Georgia to address the committee. 

Mr. DA of North Carolina. I rise fo a question of order. In 
submitting a motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union a gentleman has not the right 
to state the object he has in making the motion. 

Mr. CONGER. That has been done many times in the House when 
gentlemen have moved that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the object isnot in order. The 
Chair will submit the motion. The gentleman from Michigan moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union penny 

Mr. BLACKBURN. itin order by way of amendment to move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the report of the 
Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. The same object can be arrived at by voting 
down the motion of the gentleman from Michigan. 

_ Mr. BLACKBURN. ve Inotthe right to offer the motion I haye 
indicated as a substitute for the motion of the gentleman from Mich- 


igan? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was bound to recognize the gentleman 
from Michigan; and the Chair thinks the motion made by that gen- 
tleman is not amendable. The remedy is to vote it down. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I call for the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Michigan. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 115, not 
voting 60; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 

Aldrich, N. W. Felton, Martin, Joseph J. Russell, W. A. 
Aldrich, eld, Mason, Sapp, 
Anderson, Fort, MoCwid, Shallonberger, 
Bailey, Frye, McKinley, Smith, A. Herr 
Baker, Garfield, Miles, Speer, 
Ballou, Gillette, Miller, Starin, 
Barber, Gods! : Mills, Stone, 
Belford, all, Mitchell, Th 
Bingham, Hammond, John Monroe, Thompson, W. G. 
Bowman, er, Morton, 
Brewer, Harris, Benj. W. Murch, ‘Townsend, Amos 
. g 3.2 

„ awk, New 5 
Browne, Hawley, Norcross: . 
Burrows, Hayes, O'Neill, Valentine, 
Butterworth, Hazelton, Orth, Van Aernam, 
Calkins, Heilman, Osmer, Van Voorhis, 
Cannon, Henderson, Overton, Voorhis, 
Carpenter, Horr. Ward. 
Caswell, Hubbell, ‘Warner, 
Claflin, James, Persons, Washburn, 
Conger. Jones, Pierce, Weaver, 
Cowgill, Keifer, Pound, White, 
Crapo, Kelley, tt. Williams, C. G. 
Bee Sas ger, Price, Willits, 
Davy: rgeR. Lap Wood, Walter A. 
Donnell Lindsey, Young, Thomas L. 
Dunne Loring, Robeson, 
Errett, Lowe, RO 
Farr, Russell, el L. 
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NAYS—115. 
Ackl Cox, Johnston, Sawyer, 
a Cravens, Kenna. Scales, 
Armfield, Culberson, Kimmel, Shelley, 
Atherton, Davidson, 5 ` Simonton, 
tkins, Davis, Joseph J. Ki Singleton, J. W. 
Bachman, Darie, Lowndes H. 2 —— O. R. 
e, brell, „ 
Beltzhoover, Di A Ladd, Smith, Hezekiah R 
Y, Dae Le Fevre, Smith, William E. 
ar Ellis, Le — — 
Blount, Finley, Martin, ‘Benj. F. Steele, 
Bouck, Forney, McKenzie, Stevenson, 
Bragg, Frost, Mahon, Talbott, 
Rocker Goose, ERY Thompeon, P. B 
ckner, e, ‘orrison, jompson, 
Cabell, y Gunter, 1 Townshend, R. W 
w Hammon: yers, Tucker, 
Carlisle, Harris, John T New, Turner, Oscar 
Chal Hatch, Nicholls, Upson, 
Clardy, Herbert, O Connor, Vance, 
Clark, John B. Herndon, O'Reilly, Waddill, 
Clymer, Philips, Welborn, 
Go ath, Hostet : Williams, ‘Th 
Coffro er, jams, Thomas 
Colerick, House, Ri J.S. Willis, 
Converse, Hull, Robertson, W. 
Cook, Hunton, 5 5 Wood, Fernando. 
Covert, Hutchins, Ryon, Ji W. 
NOT VOTING—60. 
Barlow, Einstein, Joyce, 
Bayne, Elam, Ketcham, Ryan, Thomas 
Blake, . Ewing, Lounsbe: ‘ord, 
Bland, Ferdon, Martin, ward L. Sherwin, 
Bliss, Fisher, McCook, tephens, 
Boyd, Ford, M Turner, Thomas 
Camp, Forsythe, McLane, Urner, 
Chittenden, Gibson, Money, Wait, 
Clark, Alvah A. Henkle, Mi 5 i 3 
Crowley, Henry, Maller, Whitthorne, 
Davis, Horace Hiscock, O'Brien, ilber, 
De La Matyr, Houk, Phel 
Deuster, Humphrey, Poehler, , Wright, 
Dick, Hard, Richardson, D. P. 
Dwight, Jorgensen, chmond, Young, Casey. 
So the motion of Mr. CoNGER was agreed to. 


During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. MANNING. My colleague, Mr. Money, is paired with Mr. 
JOYCE, of Vermont; and my colleague, Mr. MULDROW, is paired with 
Mr, DWIGHT, of New York. k K ‘ 

Mr. ROBERTSON. My colleague, Mr. ELAM, is paired with Mr. 
Dick, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I should vote “no” on this motion, if I were not 
paired with Mr. CHITTENDEN, of New York. 

Mr. WISE. I would vote “no,” if I were not paired with Mr. 
HOUK, of Tennessee. 

Mr. WILLIS. My colleague, Mr. THOMAS TURNER, is paired with 
Mr. McGowan, of Michigan. 

Mr. CABELL. I desire to announce that Mr. Ross, of New Jersey, 
is paired with Mr. FISHER, of Pennsylvania. 

r. LOUNSBERY. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. McCook; 
if he were present, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to announce that Mr. 
EwINd, of Ohio, is paired with Mr. Ryan, of Kansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. MULLER is paired with Mr. Wart, of Con- 
necticut. 

1 HISCOCK. On this question I am paired with my colleague, 
. BLISS. 

Mr. CROWLEY. I am paired with Mr. O'BRIEN, of New York. 

Mr. EINSTEIN. I am paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. BLAKE. Iam paired with my coll e, Mr. Ross. 

Mr. McGOWAN. Iam on all political questions with Mr. 
Tuomas TURNER, of Kentucky. This question having taken a polit- 
ical turn, I decline to vote. 

Mr. BAYNE. Lam paired with Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. If not 
paired, I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. I am paired on all political questions 
with Mr. HENKLE, of Maryland. 

Mr. BOYD. Iam paired with Mr. Henry, of Maryland ; if he were 
present, I should vote“ = i ; 

Mr. TALBOTT. My colleague, Mr. MCLANE, is paired with my col- 
league, Mr. URNER; and my colleague, Mr. Henry, is paired with 
Mr. Boyp, of Illinois. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I desire to vote. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish the Chair would ask the gentleman if he 
was within the bar before the last name on the roll was called. 

Mr. KLOTZ. I was in the Hall during the call of the roll. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he was within the 
Hall, but outside of the railing. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose the rule would be the proper guide. 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule and the practice. 

The name of Mr. KLOTZ was then called, and he voted in the neg- 
ative. 
ae PHELPS. I ask leave to vote; I was not in during the roll- 


Mr. CONGER. I object. 
Mr. POEHLER. I ask leave to vote. 


Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. WHITEAKER. I ask leave to vote. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection ? 

Mr. CONGER. There is objection. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to reconsider the vote by which the- 


motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] was to. 

Mr. CONGER. And I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And on that motion I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. CONGER. How did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. SPEER. I rise to a point of order. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. BLACKBURN } 
has not the right to make the motion to reconsider, if itis questioned. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My right to make that motion was not ques- 
tioned; and it was covered by the motion of the tleman from 
Michigan to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, and on that 
motion I have demanded the yeas and nays, and the Speaker has recog- 
nized that demand. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair certainly recognized the gentleman, 
but the Chair will never take advantage—— 

Mr. GARFIELD. I rose to make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD} 
say that he rose for that p ? 

. GARFIELD. I rose for that purpose, and intended to make 

the point the first moment I could get the attention of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the fact that the gentleman 


rose. 

Mr. CON GER. I desire to say that I did not dream a gentleman 
having charge of the rules would undertake to make a motion he had 
no right to make. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, There are many svn 0 in this world that the 
gentleman has never dreamed of, but which he ought to know. I 
made a motion to reconsider. Nobody questioned my right to do it. 
The gentleman from Michi my right in moving to lay 
the motion on the table. On his motion I demanded the yeas and 

7 


na [Cries of Rognlar Order. 
ho SPEAKER. e Te order is for members to keep order. 

Mr. FINLEY. I rise toa repens inguiry. I desire to ask 
the Chair whether it would be in order for me to change my vote 
with the view to move to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The 8 from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] asks 
leave to change his vote. there objection ? 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did recognize the gentleman from 
Kentucky, no one objecting, and submitted his motion; the demand 
for the yeas and nays was alsosubmitted. ButtheC accepts the 
statement of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that he rose 
to object to the gentleman from Kentucky making the motion to 
reconsider, 

Several MEMBERS. But he did not do it. 

The SPEAKER. Whether he did it or not, the Chair takes the 
gentleman’s word. 

Mr. PAGE, I was on my feet myself to object. 

The SPEAKER. . On the vote just taken the ayes have it; and the 
House determines to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union generally. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], 
will take the Chair. 

The House accordin gly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

Mr. CONGER and Mr. BLACKBURN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CONGER. I claim the right to the floor because it was on my 
motion that the House went into Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to make a statement. 

Mr, GARFIELD. The Chair has the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair requests gentlemen to take their seats. 
and be in order. . 

Mr. CONGER. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to announce that the House 
is now in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for gen- 
eraldebate. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
CoNGER] who made the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 


REVISION OF RULES. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I made this motion in the interest 
of free speech. [Laughter and applause.] I desired, as others on 
this side of the Chamber did, the opportynity to hear the views of a 
distinguished gentleman of this House from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] 
whose legislative experience, whose familiarity with the rules of this 
House, dates back to a time when the fierce democracy of the other 
side believed in free speech, in free discussion, in fairness, the old, 
hard-fisted Jacksonian democracy of whom we have before us still a 
living representative, thank God. [Applause.] 

Sir, if in the progress of events in this country it happens that that 
democratic party once so honored, once so respected, once so estee 
once embracing so large a portion of all the people of the Uni 
States of all sections and all regions, has slipped its moorings—if it 
has been wandering for years upon unknown seas of adventure—if it 
has forgotten the principles of Jefferson and Madison and Monroe 
and Jackson, what a glorious thing it is for the country that there 


Was 
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with 
all his intellectual vigor intact, an old representative of the democ- 
myo those days, then a whig, [laughter and applause, I then acting 


still lives and breathes in our midst, with memory unimpai 


the whig party, true to the tution, but upholding the 
Jeffersonian ideas of democracy, [laughter and applause, ] and to-da 
acknowledged by all true democrats as a representative of the old- 
time democracy, honored by them as such, elected by them as such, 
having brought into the fold the ark of the covenant of whiggery, 
and placed it in democratic hands. [Laughter and applause.] How 
fortunate for all of us—and I address myself to my young compa- 
triots of the democratic party—how fortunate for the old represent- 
atives of the whig party, how fortunate for the old representatives 
of the Jeffersonian and Jacksonian democracy, that the ark of the 
covenant is still held by the gentleman from Georgia, and that he 
can tell us what the democracy was in the earlier days, what it was 
when the whig party became the depository of its principles, how 
he has borne that ark along down through all these scenes of revo- 
lution and rebellion, all these driftings of parties, and is ready to 
present it here to-day. 

Sir, is it not wonderfal that modern democrats refuse to hear this 
venerable statesman? I know his sentiments; I know his views; I 
have read them in his ag pogo books. Why should the democracy 
refuse to listen tohim? Yet we have the unwonted spectacle to-day 
of a refusal to hear, even upon the subject of rules, the gentleman 
from Georgia! Sir, my friends around me at present, the only living 
representatives in this House of free speech and fair play, joined by 

ntlemen from Georgia and by a few others from that side of the 

m; have at last brought us to a position where my friend may 


Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CONGER. Where the gag is removed from him. And now, 
sir, with pleasure exceeding that which I have words to express, 
[laughter, ] yielding to the earnest willingness of my friends on this 
side of the House, yielding to the earnest willingness of the young 
dem , even from Kentucky, on that side of the House [ h- 
ter] to hear the old words of democracy from the old and elo- 
geot expounder of their doctrines, I yield as much of my hour as 

e gentleman from Georgia may desire to 800 e f. 138 and 
meg on the republican side of the House. will give the Koen. 

eman all of the hour he may wish, and then I will resume the floor. 
{Laughter.] If there be any time left I would like to have it. I 
should like to — — a moment or two after he gets through. 

Mr. STEP S. I will yield the floor before the expiration of the 


hour. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to have a moment or two to reply to 
what the gentleman may say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Geor- 
Fi STEPHENS. Mr. Chairman, I am certainly under obligation 
to the gentleman from Michigan, and to the House, for the privilege 
of addressing them on this occasion. It was not my pu in com+ 
mittee before, nor is it my purpose now to speak of the history of 
parties, democratic or hig, of their principles or my connection with 
their organizations. I will take occasion, however, to say that my 
py attachment from the time I entered public life and as long as 

shall continue on earth, is as strong and earnest to party, in its 
right sense, perhaps, as any other who ever lived; I mean to party 
founded on phe ey not to party o ization merely. Organiza- 
tions are ephemeral; principles are incorruptible and live forever. I 
in the J an school of democracy, in which I have 
lived and moved and had my being, and in it I shall die. Organi- 
zations in all things human tend to corruption, and as much so in 
political organizations as others. 

Now, sir, I did wish to say a few things on Rule XXI and the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. W. J without 
taking into view, however, the grea of party organization on this 
or the other side of the House. It was upon the great principle which 
I think involved in the amendment. I take this occasion, as my 
time is not so much limited as it would have been, to say I have taken 
a deep and profound interest in this codification of the rules. I 
think I may assume that I have labored as hard in season and out of 
season to put the system reported to this House in its present sh 
as any member of that committee. I had not in the discussion of the 
report consumed but five minutes of the time of the House. The 
Committee of the Whole had discussed it fully for months—every other 
member of the Committee on the Revision of the Rules had been heard 
repeatedly ; and, therefore, I did trust I might be permitted ten min- 
utes to give my views on this very important amendment. It is indeed 
important in my view. The aes system reported does certainly 
em a8 porn improvements. It has simplified, it has codified, it has 
rende: intelligible the rules of our Government in legislation, and 
if adopted by the House will accomplish great good. I think I may 
assume this. 

Sir, I said in the five minutes I had before that in the committee 
on the revision of the rules the first thing done was the adoption of 
a resolution that we should not report any rule, or any change in ex- 
isting rules when there was not perfect unanimity in the committee. 
I mean, that we should not touch any one of the existing rules 
which did not receive the sanction of every member of the commit- 
tee; that is, we should touch nothing except by unanimous consent 


— 


of the committee. This n On Rule XXI, as re- 
, there was diversity of opinion. The committee therefore left 
it just as we found it. 
ow, Mr. Chairman, sup the House should do the same ; of the 
opposite side of the House I would ask: Are they worsted? Because 
you defeat all these rules, we stand, so far as Rule XXI is con- 
cerned, just as we are—with the rules of the House as they now are. 

I was opposed to that Rule XXI as reported, individually. The right 
was reserved to us all to oppose its adoption as it stands. Every mem- 
ber of the committee, by mutual agreement, could move any amend- 
ment he pleased, or 8 or vote against any part of the report which 
was not carried by unanimity. I was op to this rule as it stands 
in our 3 system. And why? Ido not believe, according to demo- 
cratic doctrine, Jeffersonian, Madisonian, Jacksonian, and Jefferson- 
ian Lp Gon ae ase also, that it was ever intended that appropriation 
bills should be encumbered by any other legislation than appropria- 
tions. [Applause on the republican side.] Never, sir! If there has 
been any progress in this country in le tion, it has been in pre- 
cluding from appropriation bills the incorporation of matters upon 
them as riders. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Hurp,] if I under- 
stood him correctly, the other day said that it was the democratic 
doctrine to seek redress of grievances by withholding appropriations, 
standing upon British precedents, 

If that be his position—and I so understood it—I repudiate it toto 
clo. [Applause on the republican side.] Never was there any such 
doctrine announced in any authorized democratic creed I ever heard, 
of. It has its origin in a monarchical government where there is no 
written constitution. This doctrine came from England. Withhold- 
ing appropriations there has been, and is to-day, a legitimate mode 
of seeking redress of grievances, because that isa monarchy. Powers 
are not divided there as here. We live under a government founded 
upon a written constitution; we live in a free representative repub- 
lic. Here sovereignty does not reside in acrown. There (in England) ~ 
all sovereign powers are considered as inherentin the Crown; and the 
Commons, the representatives of the people, for centuries in granting 


sopis, which is their right, have held the power in their hands to 
wi 


old them until their grievances have been redressed. In this 
way the petition of right, if you please, habeas corpus, or any other of 
the great and essentia neha of British subjects were secured, from 
Magna Charta down, and of which American citizens may well be 
proud to-day. ; 

But, sir, we live under a different form of government. Ours is a 
written constitution. We present to the world a system of govern- 
ment unknown in the annals of history. Our sovereign powers are 
all held in trust—none are inherent in those who exercise them; they 
are divided into three departments, the legislative, executive, and 
judicial, each separate, co-ordinate, and coequal departments, each one 
within its own sphere exercising that class of sovereign powers dele- 
gated to it. Under our Constitution the powers delegated to Congress 
(the legislativedepartment) arespecifiedandenumerated. The powers 
delegated to the President—the Executive—are specified and enumer- 
ated. The powers delegated to the judiciary arespecially enumerated— 
all limited and all equally sovereign within their respective spheres 
under that fundamental law, the Constitution of the United States. Re- 
dress of grievances isnot provided for in our Constitution by withhold- 
ing the necessary rp seas to carry on the machinery of government as 
established. The ss of grievances in this country, the repeal of 
obnoxious laws or other wrongs, is through the peaceful instrumentali- 
ties of the organic law, first by an appeal to the legislative body te 


take off any oppressive burden. The next is to the judiciary—to the 
courts. And the last to the ballot-box, to the masses of the people 


at the polls. 

Under our written organic law there are no inherent or hereditary 
rights in the Executive, in members of the Senate or the House, or 
any other officer of the Government. With us two years is the limit 
of our service in the House. It is six years in the Senate and four 
1 8515 for the Executive. But, mark you, in the Constitution of the 

nited States the Executive has the same power—rightful power, 
constitutional power—to veto a bill that we have to pass it. It is 
his constitutional ment to do so if he sees fit. 

Now, then, if the Honse or if Congress should set up a new doc- 
trine of so loading an appropriation bill with a re of laws which 
we do not like—many of them I do not like—but if we do that with 
a view to seek redress by waging a war upon the veto or the consti- 
tutional exercise of it by the Executive, I ask the House and this 
country, not if it be democracy or republicanism, but is it not anti- 
constitutional? I state that the President has as much right to veto 
as we have to pass. Then, as to this veto power, it has from the 
beginning been, as I understand it, a democratic doctrine to sustain, 
uphold, and maintain it. The only war waged against it was b. 
those old whigs to whom the gentleman from Michigan alluded. 
did belong to that organization under the lead of the gifted Clay— 
clarum et venerabilenomen. His is one of the few immortal names that 


were not born todie. But exercising that independence of thought and f 


action which I do to-day, I disagreed with him and his organization at 
that time on that a or article in his creed. But where stood the 
entire democratic party organization of that period, if I should be 
disposed to say anything about party politics on this occasion? They 
stood solid, North and South, in maintaining the Constitution as it 
was. When and where has the democratic party—the true Jeffersonian 


1880. 


democracy, to which then and now I belong—ever changed their 
sition on this subject? In this creed I was born and reared, oe gS 
it I will die. Whoever may make departures from it can do so, but 
I never shall. I shall still cling to the ark of the covenant of our 
fathers and the time-honored creed of Jeffersonian democracy and old 
Jeffersonian 8 3 
But, Mr. Chairman, it was not urpose to refer to that o 
litical history. I want to speaks ot ar rules. I want these ne — 
which we have passed, and which we are now considering, not to be 
made or shaped with ie Bartel to the advantage or disadvantage of 
one party or another. forming the fundamental law, constitu- 
tional or penat organig law, all wise and true men should look to that 
system which will work best for the maintenance of right and justice 
in the great future. It is immaterial which party isin power. Iam, 
as I have said, against all political riders, so called, upon appropria- 
tion bills and such riders as are intended to coerce executive action, 
In this I think I am maintaining nothing but what the advanced 
thought of the age in political science the world over has already 
arrived at. Isay here thatin my sixteen years of experience in Con- 
before the late separation or war, more corruption and the 

most mischievous of all legislation which ever occurred during that 
time, so far as I am aware, came from riders, or amendments to ap- 
propriation bills—amendments that could not be on their own 
merits. So greatly was this recognized as the fact that when those 
members of the old Congress met in Montgomery to make a new con- 
stitution, as the gentleman from Michigan referred to it the other 
. day, one of the t wants, as we thought, and I acting my part in 
it thought, was in that fundamental law to put “ the sting of disa- 
bility in the temptation,” to use the lan of my able and most 
distinguished colleague on that occasion, [ Mr. Toombs, ] in the very 
constitution of the republic. 

~ The first constitution made for one year—the provisional constitu- 
tion—had a provision which was referred to by the gentleman from 
83 the other day, in these words, which I will ask the Clerk 
to 


The Clerk read as follows: 
The President to ropriation and 
other appropriation or appropriations . 1 andaa 5 pors- 
Mr, STEPHENS. That was what was done in the provisional con- 
stitution, which remedied the great evil to a considerable extent. I 


ask the Clerk to read what were the provisions in the permanent con- 
stitution. 


The Clerk read as follows. i 
SEC. 9 . 9. Congress shall a) no money from the treasu’ — phe 
avota of two-thirds of both house en Saa ARA MAYE NOIRA 96 be oie 


estimated for by some one of the heads of 


ents and submitted to congress 
by the president; or for the 0 
A tho p of claims m 


f g its own expenses and contingen- 
cies; or f e ee c against the Confederate States, the justice of 
which shall have judicially declared by a tribunal for the in gation of 
claims against the government, which it is by made the duty of congress to 


establish. 

Sxo. 10. All bills appropriating money shall specify in Federal currency the exact 
amount of each appropriation oad the purposes for which itis made; and congress 
shall t no ex! 3 to any public contractor, ve See or sery- 
ant t such contract have been made or such service rend 
à " * 


Pair se po 20. law, or every resolution having the of law, shall re- 
late to but one su! and that shall be expressed in the title. 

Mr. STEPHENS. These extracts need no a ene But, Mr. 
Chairman, what I wish understood is that what I have asserted here 
to-day is no newborn idea with me with a view to advance the interest 
of one party or another on this floor or in the country, but to advance 
and secure the interests and prosperity of the people everywhere. 

The principles embodied in these extracts were the matured thought 
of years before; they were wisely incorporated in the Confederate 
States constitution, and I would be glad to see them to-day incorpo- 
rated not only in the rules of this House but as an amendment in our 
33 ee geny are rn fle oe a, 
acter; they watch an 0 and protect the rights o 

sople, 8 x 


the people, and especi the mone e people. 
Ganan on this sido of the House speak of being desirous of 
economy. Economy! Yes; that is the ery—economy! I am for 


economy, and I say the best way in the world to have true, real, last- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The eral appropriation bill shall embrace nothing except a 
fixed y previous — the —— of ‘the executives sa 
r %s governmen yment ablic an 
ablic institutions and the otbeensional 
ons shall be made by 
ii , 1879, article 


riations 
‘ive, and 
interest 
interests of 
te bills, each embrac- 
section 7, paragraph 9. 


thi 
thereon, 8 
the State. All other approp 
` ing but one subject.— Ù 
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Mr. STEPHENS. Iam for the same rule here that I aided by my 


advice and counsel in getting established in the new constitution in 

Georgia. I would, if I could, myself have incorporated in the rules 

g a House the identical idea that is in the constitution of my na- 
ve State. 

We have been asked what becomes of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations? Why, sir, that committee will have its hands full enough 
to bring forward appropriations according to the estimates under 
existing laws—labor enough if they will do it well. The labor of 
that committee is immense when restricted to its legitimate duties. 
Let them bring forward their bills ptecisely in the way stated in the 
Georgia constitution, and who will be harmed by it? Does the pro- 

amendment prevent that committee from reporting any bill of 
reform or retrenchment it may see fit? Not atall. The amendment 
leaves them as untrammeled in reducing expenses as they will be 
without it. Is their power not unlimited in that t even with 
the amendment? If retrenchment is the object, I am for it. If reform 
is the object, I am for it. Does the power laid down in the Georgia 
constitution or what I pro prohibit them from going on in that 
direction if they choose? It does not. : 

Suppose in this twenty-first rule reported by the committee it should 
be moved to strike out everything after the word “pro pik 
would vote for that rather than let it stand as it is. But I prefer the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WaARNER.] I am will- 
ing to compromise on that. But I would be willing to vote for strik- 
ing out the whole of that last sentence. Suppose you do that, will it 
prevent the Committee on Appropriations from introducing a bill to 
reduce expenditures in anything under existing laws? No. Will it 
prevent them from bringing forward any bill of reform? No. Will 
it prevent any other committee of this House or any member from 
bringing in a bill to change or repeal an obnoxious law? It will not. 
If they see fit to reform the Army or to reform any of the other de- 
partments of the Government, or to reduce salaries generally, is not 
the door just as wide as itis now? I think so. 

My opinion, therefore, is as I stated at the beginning, that in the 
appropriation bills there should be no rider. I will state to the com- 
mittee frankly that one reason why I feel so much interest in this 
question is found in the intimation of the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
Hund, ] to whom I have alluded, that gentlemen want the rule to 
stand as it is, that a majority of the House may use it to tack riders 
on appropriation bills, which appropriation bills must pass or ought 
to pass, such as the Constitution requires us to pass, and thereby to 
force the redress of grievances, or the repeal of obnoxious laws, and 
thus to compel the executive sanction or stop the wheels of govern- 
ment. That is the intimation, as I understandit. Well,sir,my opinion 
on that subject was very clearly given, not to the world, but to that 
gentleman and the democratic caucus, when that scheme was tried at 
the last session. Iwas opposed to it then; I am o to it now, 
and shall forever be o to any such 1 lation. [A 
plause.] Hence I think it best that there should be no door for suc. 
tacking in the reformation of our rules, There should be no loop- 
hole left for allowing any such legislation to be ruled in order. 

I again thank the House for this indulgence to me. Had I been per- 
mitted to s when I wished I would not have occupied ten min- 
utes. I yield the floor back to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
9 

Mr. CONGER. I feel unwilling to detain the House from the con- 
sideration of the rules, which is a matter of pressing importance; 
and having now accomplished the object in behalf of free speech 
and fair play which I desired, if there be no others who wish to dis- 
cuss this matter I move that the committee rise. 

The question being taken on the motion that the committee rise, 
there were—ayes 104, noes 8. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER 5 that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the state of the Union generally aud had come to*no 
resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Unless it be the pleasure of the Honse to waste 
more time, I will noy mere that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the p of 
proceeding with the further consideration of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. i 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Before that motion is put I desire 
to move that the House take a recess from half t four until half 
past seven o’clock p. m., for the pu of er considering the 
report of the Committee on Rules. weare to have any tion 
this session we should conclude the consideration of that report. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] yield for that motion 7 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam willing that there shall be a vote = it. 

Mr. CONGER. I take exception to the remarks of the gen 
from Kentucky—— 

A MEMBER. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. There has been interv business. 

Mr. CONGER. It is in regard to the present business. The gentle- 
man said that in order to waste no more time—— 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman said no such thing. 
The SPEAKER. There has been intervening business. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illi- 
nois ; and it was not agreed to. 
The question was then taken upon the motion of Mr. BLACKBURN; 
and it was agreed to. 
REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

Tho CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of 8 With the consideration of the report of 
the Committee on Rules. The pending question is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER, ] upon which 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] makes the point of 
order that the amendment is notin order. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] will be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “order,” in the last sentence of the third clause of 


Rule XXI, and insert the following: 
Except that it shall be in order to reduce the diture of money authorized 
Tred by © bill, and to change the law 


such existing law and covered by 
make it conform te such reduction. 


reported appropriation bill, or be in 

t thereto, for any expenditure 3 authorized by 
£ — — for such public works and objects as 

are already in progress. Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment 
xisting law toe in action anceps thas I aball be in order to reduce 

the expenditure of money authorized or Say Saga by such existing law and covered 
by the ect how: to SAnS EO ANY to 


Mr. HOOKER, Imake the poot of order that substantially the 
same amendment has already offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER] and voted down by the committee. It is true 
that the pending amendment proposes to strike out something more 
of the twenty-first rule than did the original amendment; but in sub- 
stance and reality it proposes to bring the Committee of the Whole 
to a vote again upon substantially the very same subject-matter that 
it has already voted down. I therefore hold that the amendment is 
not in order. 

Mr. WARNER. The amendment offered by me some days since, and 
voted upon in Committee of the Whole, was not the same as this 
amendment.. I think no amendment has heretofore been submitted 
proposin, y to limit the change of law so as to make it con- 
form to reduction of expenditure proposed. I think, therefore, 
my amendment is clearly in order, as it has not previously been sub- 
mitted to the committee. 

The C . The Chair has rye nec eye tanta the two 
amendments. While it is evident to the Chair that they are intended 
to accomplish the same 073 ak there is so much difference in their 
phraseology that the Chair does not feel disposed to take the respon- 
sibility of deciding that they are the same thing. The Clerk will read 
the amendment which was offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER] the other day and rejected by a vole of the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the third clause all after the word “ order,” in the last sentence, 
and insert the following : 

Except that it shall Be in order to reduce the amounts of money provided for by 
existing law and covered by the bill, and to that extent only to ge the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair has already observed, the a 
of the two amendments is undoubtedly the paran Oe they are couched 
in very different language, and may be very different things. For 
instance, in one amendment the words “ amounts of money” are used ; 
whereas in the other the words “ expenditure of money authorized or 
required by such existing law” are used. And the concluding por- 
tions of the two amendments are in quite different language. The 
Chair therefore overrules the point of order, and will submit the 
amendment to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair rules the amendment to be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair having doubts upon the subject has 
deemed it best to submit the question to the Committee of the Whole. 

The question was then taken by a viva voce vote, and before the 
result was announced 

Mr. WARNER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WARNER and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
i pr 

committee divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 117, noes 109. z 

So the amendment submitted by Mr. WARNER was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I give notice that I will call for the yeas and 
nays in the House. 

8 I move to amend the third clause of Rule XXI as 
amended, by adding thereto the following: 

But any amendment reducing customs and internal-revenue taxes shall be in 
order on any appropriation bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that that is not germane 
to the subject-matter of the pending clause. 

Mr. MILLS. There is no rule that amendments shall be ane. 
We are now making rules not in accordance with any previous rules 
of the House, but Whatever rules we may please to make, under the 
Constitution. 


© extent necessary to make it conform 


The CHAIRMAN. The subject under consideration by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole is the proposed revision of the rules of the 
House. Of course it must be in order to move any amendment which 
pro to change any existing rule or to establish a new rule, 

. CONGER. My point of order is that the proposed amendment 
is not germane to the pending clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has had occasion heretofore to decide 
that it was not the duty of the presiding officer of this committee to 
say where a particular provision should be inserted in the report of 
the Committee on Rules; that is within the province of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The Chair therefore would not rule an amend- 
ment out of order because it was not germane toa icular clause 
under consideration, for the Committee of the Whole might deem it 

roper to put the amendment in that place rather than where the 

hair might think it ought to be put. 

Mr. CONGER. But if the Chair pl we have followed this re- 
vision by paragraphs as if they were sections of a bill; and we can- 
not go back to a former paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas does not propose to 


return to any former paragraph. He pro to add this to the clause 
or paragraph now under consideration. Chair thinks the amend- 


ment is in order. 

The question being taken, the amendment was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes 24, noes 86. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to amend by adding the following : 

And any amendment shall be in order that 
circulation of national banks, or that prohibits the renewal of their charters. 

The question being put on the amendment, there were ayes 61. 

Before the negative side was counted, 

Mr. FINLEY called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Murs and Mr. ConGER were ap- 


pointed. 

Mr. CONGER. I am in favor of the adoption of the amendment in 
the Committee of the Whole, that we may have a vote in the House 
by yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILLS. I will agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] will 
paw 24 as a teller, instead of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 

ONGER. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59, noes 99. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Tmove to amend by adding the following: 

And any amendment shall be in orderthat provides for the coinage of silver upon 
the same terms as 


Mr. CONGER. Is that an addition to the clause or an amendment 
of an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas has pro it, the 
Chair understands, as an addition to the clause which has been 
amended by vote of the committee. 

i. 5 So that it does not affect the amendment already 
opted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. 

The question being put, there were ayes 55. 

Before the negative side was counted, 

Mr. MILLS called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The negative vote being taken, there were noes 81. yae 

Mr. COOK. No quorum has voted. ‘ 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the committee may give unanimous consent 
that a vote by yeas and nays be taken on this proposition in the 
House, [Cries of “Oh, no!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cook] 
insist on the point that no quorum has voted 7 

Mr. COOK. I withdraw it. 

Mr. FINLEY. I renew it. 

onai were ordered ; and Mr. MILLS and Mr. GARFIELD were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 34, noes 114. 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] indi- 
cated an amendment; when will that be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey would have been in order at the time he sent it to the desk, if 
other amendments had not been pending; but since that time the 
committee has adopted the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] which strikes out the very words that the 
gentleman from New Jersey proposed to strike out, and inserts other 
words in lien of them, The Chair is therefore of opinion that the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey, in the form indicated 
by him the other day, would not now be in order. 

Mr. ROBESON. move, then, to strike out all after the word 
“ changing,” and to insert “ the effect of existing law be in order.” 

1 = CHAIRMAN. This amendment differs from the other, and is 
in order. J 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Let it be reduced to writing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would not this amendment e out the amend- 
ment adopted on motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER ?}, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands; but the gentleman 
from New Jerse; 3 to strike out that amendment and some- 
thing along with it, which makes it in order. 


rovides for the retirement of the 


— 


-order as an amendment thereto, for an 


-are already in 


law, unless in continuation of appro; 
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Mr. ROBESON. I offer this amendmen 
to present the square issue whether we s 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) 
we shall have any 

Mr. 
tion of the amendment of the 


Mr. Chairman, in order 
have any “riders.” 

The square issue is not whether 
riders“ but whether we shall have any economy. 
PAGE. I ask that the clause as already amended by the adop- 
gentleman from Ohio be read. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk, before reading the amendment of the 


rt the clause as it now stands 


gentleman from New Jersey, will re 
hole. 


amended by the Committee of the 


The Clerk read as follows: 
3. No appropriation shall be od in an; eral a 9 
z — — not — usly authorized by 

law, unless in continuation of a — Dot for such public works and objects as 
Nor a any provision in any sach bill or amendment 

existing law be in order, except that it shall be in order to re- 
iara of money authorized or required by such existing law and 
© bill, and to change the law only to the extent necessary to make it 


thereto chan 
duce the ex 
covered by 


-conform to such reduction. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. ROBESON] 
pro to amend so that the clause will stand as the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


3. No appropriation shall be in any general ap; jon bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized by 
for such public works objects as 
. Nor any provision in any such bill or amendment 
thereto changing the effect of existing law be in order. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to make a parliam ay inquiry. If the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from New Jersey be adopted, 
will it strike out the amendment already offered by myself and 


adopted by the Committee of the Whole? 


The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. ROBESON. And that is what it is intended to do. 

MrgWARNER. I only wanted to know. 

SPRINGER. Does this take the place of the amendment of 

the gentleman from Ohio ? z 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition is now to strike out that part 
of the clause which was adopted on the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, and along with it other matter which was reported by the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ATKINS. Have it read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been twice re 

There was no objection, and the amen 

Mr. BLOUNT demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ROBESON and Mr. WARNER were ap- 


inted. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 115, noes 43. 

So Mr. RoBEson’s amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I give notice I shall demand the yeas and nays 
on this in the House. 

Mr. MORRISON. I offer what I send to the Clerk’s desk as a sub- 
stitute for the clause as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. N. shall be in tion bill, or be in 
order — i riit — 8 sa ture not p ously . by 
law, unless in continuation of a ropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. Nor 8 any provision in any such bill or amendment 
thereto changing existing law be in order, except such as, being germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the reduc of the num- 
ber and salary of the officers of the United States, br the reduction of tho com- 
pensation of any person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the 
reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill: Provided, That it shall bo in 
order further to amend such bill upon the re of the committee having juris- 
diction of the matter of such ent, w. amendment, being germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditure, 

Mr. BLACKBURN demanded tellers, 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Morrison and Mr. GARFIELD were 


8 
he committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 123, noes 95. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I offer the following as an addition: 

But no proposition or amendment shall be in order except as to amounts of 
money. 

I want to restrict all the changes provided for to money. 

Mr. McMAHON. I make the point of order on that. The com- 
ntittee has already agreed to this clause in the shape it is. This is 
inconsistent with it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. This is an addition. J 

Mr. MCMAHON. But it is inconsistent with the clause as the com- 
mittee has adopted it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whether it is or not is a question for the com- 
mittee to determine. The committee can always add a proviso. ` 

Mr. GARFIELD demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
5 

e committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WHITE. I move to strike out all after the word “ progress” 
in the ongoa clause reported by the committee. Then the amend- 
ment of the House has inserted and added to the original report of 
the committee certain written matter. I pro 


rted. Is there objection? 
nt was again read. 


to strike out some 


-of the lines of the original proposition together with what has been 
‘ately inserted. That is in order. = 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Is thatin order? I make the point it is not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he understands the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Itis to strike ont a part 
of what has just been inserted by a vote of the committee. The gen- 
tleman says that is in order because he proposes to strike out with 
that some part of the original report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WHITE. That is right. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order, for that brings it within the 
rules. 

Mr. WHITE. I 5 the pee of order is not welltaken. It 
is competent to strike out part of the original p ition together 
with what has been just inserted by the House. That is not like an 
5 of striking out what has been inserted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The fee ill remember the gentleman 
from Illinois in his amendment incorporated the whole of the first 
part of the report made by the Committee on Rules, and the com- 
mittee by its vote just taken have agreed expressly not only to the 
new matter which the gentleman from Illinois proposes but to the 
original matter which the Committee on Rules reported. 

r. WHITE. I understand that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now the gentleman 
part of the very matter that the committee agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish tosay a few words upon the point of order. 
As I understand it, the text of the report of the Committee on Rules 
has been amended by the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the whole of clause No. 3, as reported by the Committee 
on Rules, has been stricken out on the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois, and a new clause inserted as a substitute. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The whole of it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The whole of it. That was the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois which was agreed to by the 
committee. : 

Mr. LOWE. I re to amend the clause. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I trust that the point of order may be decided 
now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already decided that point. 

b 3 I submit that the point of order is no longer de- 
atable. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the gentleman from 
Alabama now rises to propose an amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. [understand that the gentleman from Georgia de- 
sires to debate the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understood that the point of order had already 
been decided by the Chair. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Iask for the reading of the amendment proposed 
by the D rains from Illinois. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That has been passed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I wish to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks that the 
amendment already voted upon be read. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Kentucky objects. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. What is 
before the committee! 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing, unless the gentleman from Alabama 
offers an amendment. The Chair understood the gentleman to rise 
for the purpose of offering an amendment. Does the gentleman de- 
sire to offer an amendment? 

Mr. LOWE. Ido. I ask it to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i however, no vision or amendmen a 
na —— That pro t of a partisan character 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 102. 

Mr. LOWE demanded tellers. 

ee were ordered; and Mr. Lowr and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
appointed. 

Re he House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 70, noes 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or in- 
corporating therewith the sabstance of any other bill or resolution pending before 

5. All bills for improvement of rivers and harbors and for the establishment or 
change of post-routes shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in the case of petitions and 
memorials, for reference to appropriate committees. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to this clause 5. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


roposes to strike out a 
to 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to say a worduponthatamendment. It 
simply provides that all private bills shall be put into the petition- 
box the same as bills for the establishment of post-routes and peti- 
tions or memorials. They will then to their N com- 
mit the same as petitions go, and when re to the House 
by the committee it will be in order to print them, but not other- 
wise. Up to this time we have had introduced into this Con- 
gress near five thousand bills, the great majority of them being of a 
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private nature, and we have been compelled not only to print them 
at great expense but to wait here until the Journal of each.day has 
been read, Now, this p tion is for the of economizing 
time and money by requiring that all these private bills shall goin the 
first instance to the committee as petitions are now refe; „ and if 
re by a committee they can then be peton, ana nototherwise. 
8 MILLS. Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois that I have 
had some experience in that direction myself. Ican refer him to an 
instance where I had a private bill which was sent to a committee 
and lost, and I was unable to obtain any information whatever in 
reference to it. What is to be done in such a case as that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Introduce another bill. It would take the gentle- 
man but a very short time to write another or get it ready for presen- 
tation. 

Mr. MILLS. All of these bills ought to be printed; it costs but 
little and is a matter of safety as well as convenience. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The great bulk of these bills are merely for pen- 
sions and private claims of various kinds, and the nse of print- 
ing them ought to be avoided when there is no necessity for it. 

r.CONGER. Mr. Chairman, upon this point I desire to say a few 
words. Among all these bills which come in under the name of pri- 
vate bills—— 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman yield until the amendment 
can be again read? 


The 0 amendment was again read. 

Mr. os GER. Mr. Chairman, there are bills which would be called 
private bills, and would be ruled to be such, embracing frequently 
very large amounts. I think it would be the desire of every one 
that bills introduced here to which the attention of the House is 
called should be printed, so that we can have opportunity to know 
their contents and examine them, and be prepared with our views to 
act intelligently upon them before the committee report. They 
ought to be printed, and there is no reason why they should be sent 
to the committee without printing any more than a t number of 
unimportant public bills. Ihope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Of course bills as to harbor and river improvements can be sent 
without printing, because they go to a committee which prepares a 

neral bill. So with bills in reference to postal routes. They may 

sent to the box, because they have: Il to be incorporated in a gen- 
eral bill. But private bills must all b: considered separately. They 
do not go into one general bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 1 have no objection to the printing of private 
bills if anybody wants them printed. 

Mr. DUNN „Lask the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
whether his amendment proposes a continuation of the present rule 
that private bills shall not be printed ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The present rule, which provides that private 
bills shall not be printed when they have been printed by a previous 
Congress, will remain in force, if a part of this revision and adopted. 


It was thought unnecessary to have these bills printed which are | p 


introduced session after session, and can be found in the document- 


room. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But under the practical operation of the new rule 
bills that are private without any exception are not printed, whether 
they have been previously printed or not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It may be provided at a subsequent point in the 
revision that such private bills as haye not heretofore been printed 
shall be printed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think all bills, private and public, should be 

rinted, and then we will have but one place to go to to find all the 
Bills and know what they are. Now we have to go to the document- 
room for public bills and to the file-room for private bills, which is 
exceedingly inconvenient. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to clause 5 of Rule XXT the following: 

For the consideration, pre ion, and report of the river and harbor bill the 
Committee on Commerce consist of thirty-eight members, one of whom shall 
be selected from each State, and that the S er shall at once add to the present 
committee one member from each State not now represented thereon. 


Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Chairman, it seems from the action of the 
House that the river and harbor bill must necessarily be completed in 
the committee-room. I desire to say that this amendment is offered 
after consultation with the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
and while I do not say he is in favor of it he certainly did not indi- 
cate any opposition. Upon the contrary, he agreed with me that every 
State in this Union should have a representative upon the Committee 
on Commerce in the preparation of the river and harbor bill. It is 
not intended by this amendment to add to the committee so as to pre- 
vent it from being sufficiently small to work well. The amendment 
simply applies to the river and harbor bill and not to general ques- 
tions of commerce. - 

The C + There is too much confusion. The tleman 
from Mississippi will please suspend until order is eared 

Mr. CHALMERS. As I said before, inasmuch as the practice of the 
House now is well established that the river and harbor bill as per- 
fected in the committee-room becomes the law of the land, it is essen- 
tial that every State in the Union should have some voice in the prep- 


aration of that bill while it is passing through the committee. As 
it is now, some of the most important States, as the State of Missis- 
sippi and the State of Tennessee, both of which are deeply interested 
in rivers and harbors and their improvement, have no representative 
on the Committee on Commerce; California has no representative on 
the Committee on Commerce. I maintain that every State should at 
least have a representative on that committee in the preparation of 
e pena that equal and exact justice should be done to all parts of 

e country. 

I hope gentlemen will think well before they oppose this amend- 
ment. It is not brought here in any factious spirit. It is true I made 
as much of a fight as I could for the Mississippi Levee Committee; 
but that committee, as we all know, was killed by the action of this 
Committee of the Whole. The determination to permit the river 
and harbor bill to be prepared in the committee-room of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and then to be passed in this House is the clear 
declaration on the part of a majority of this House that that is the 
proper and best way to prepare such a bill. 

South Carolina, I believe, has no representative on this committee. 
There are but fifteen members on it and there are thirty-eight States. 
If it was intended to extend the membership of the committee to 
thirty-eight for all the considerations of commerce it might become 
toounwieldy. The gentleman from ia suggested a moment ago 
it migis be necessary in that case to build an extra room to put them 
in. That is not a good objection since the proposition applies simply 
to a single bill. It does not interfere with the ordinary legislation 
considered by the Committee on Commerce. We are all deeply in- 
terested in this subject and I hope gentlemen will reflect well before 
they reject the proposition I have submitted. 

The question being taken on agreeing to Mr. CHALMERS’S amend- 
ment, there were—ayes 36, noes 70. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 
a 


greed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Oscar TUR- 
NER] desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HAYES. I move that the committee rise. 

The question being taken on the motion that the committee rise, 
there were—ayes 83, noes 104. 

So the motion was not to. 

à PN OSCAR TURNER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XXI by adding as a sixth clause the following : 

he poopie the roan sind mays shell be taken on tar 
u n: 8 
in the 8 entero on the J ournal. 

Mr. CONGER. Have we not passed to the next rule! 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has passed from the fifth clause 
of Rule XXI; but the pe peer from Kentucky [Mr. Oscar TURNER] 
AY ager to add a sixth clause to that rule. 

. PHISTER. As my colleague [Mr. OSCAR TURNER] may desire 
to submit some observations to the committee upon his amendment, 
I will move that the committee now rise. [Cries of “No!” “No!”] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let him take his five minutes now; he can 
only have five minutes, 

. PHISTER. I will not press the motion. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Mr. Chairman, as I argued this question 
at the time I gave notice that I would offer this amendment, I do not 
feel inclined again to trespass upon the time of the committee; but 
as there may be some members present who were not then, I shall 
briefly refer to the points that strike my mind, showing conclusively 
that this amendment, or one embodying the same principle to some 
extent at least, ought to be adopted. Bills making appropriation of 
public money have for many years been passed by this House without 
the call of the yeas and nays. Indeed, the journals show that they 
are rarely called unless there is some political rider upon the bills or 
extraneous legislation in them. The result of thisis that frequently, 
in the hi of legislation and the noise and confusion, although the 
attention of mem is invited by the Speaker to these bills, very 
few vote upon their p: It is a fact well known to every mem- 
ber of this House that many bills appropriating millions of the public 
money pass here by the votes of perhaps four or five members; it 
may be the votes only of those constituting the committee from which 
the bills come. 

These are facts that no gentleman will deny. Now, sir, this is all 
wrong. No appropriation of money ought to pass unless the attention 
of members is drawn directly to the passage of the bill, and no such 
bill ought to pass without it is voted for by a majority of all the mem- 
bers elected. Now, how are you to effect this result? I know of no 
way except to require the yeas and nays npon all bills appropriating 
public money. Itis no new idea. Look, Mr. Chairman, at the array 
of States in this Union that have adopted this provision in their con- 
stitutions. I referred in my remarks before to seven States; since 
then I find that the provision is incorporated in the constitutions of 
the following States, twenty-two in number: 


a charge or debt 
enon the final — of such bills 


1. New York. 7. Alabama. Indiana. 19, North Carolina. 
2. Pennsylvania. 8. Arkansas. 14, Kansas. 20, Ohio. 

3. Vi 9. California, Missouri. 21. Oregon. 

4. Maryland. 10. Colorado. 16. Nebraska. 22. Tennessee, 

5. Minnesota. 11, Florida. 17. Nevada. 

6. Wisconsin, 12. Illinois. 18. New Jersey. 


> | 
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Kentucky requires yeas and nays on all bills appropriating over $100. 
Many of the old States had tried for over half a century to do with- 
out this safeguard of the peoples’ money, but it would not do; they 
were forced to amend their constitutions and incorporate this provis- 
ion in them. I will refer to the great States of New York and Penn- 
sylvania, which adopted this provision in 1873, and Kentucky and 

irginia in 1850 and 1851. Now, sir, if it is right in the State consti- 
tutions why is it not right here? Are the taxes less burdensome on 
the people when imposed by Congress than by the States? Sir, there 
is greater reason for it here, for where the Legislatures of the States 
vote away hundreds of dollars we vote away millions, all coming ont 
of the pockets of the toiling millions of the country. 

I have heard but one member urge a reason against this amend- 
ment, and that was that it would take too much time. Are the peo- 
ple to be told by us that we have not time to call the yeas and nays 
upon bills appropriating their money? Weare paid by the year and 
let us take the time. Why, sir, the yeas and nays are called hun- 
dreds of times every session -upon unimportant questions, frequently 
even upon the question of daily adjournment. Yet we are told upon 
these important bills we have not the time. Mr. Chairman, this may 
be good logic here, but I apprehend gentlemen will find it bad logic 
on the stump before their constituents. But, sir, the truth is it would 
not take an unreasonable amount of time. There is too much special 
legislation here. It is bad enough in the State Legislatures, but it 
is worse here. Let us pass general laws providing remedies for 
claimants, and let them resort to the Departments and bureaus and 
courts, and bring their cases within those laws. If they cannot, then 
let their claims fall, as they ought to, and not come here to Bes their 
claims through where we have not the time to investigate 
and where they frequently pass as a sort of favoritism. 

Mr. Chairman, this is all wrong, in my judgment. Why, sir, there 
are now over two thonsand private bills for pensions before this Con- 
gress y; and God knows how many more will be offered, for 
they come in by hundreds every bill day; yet we have a pension bu- 
reau and laws designating who are entitled to ions, and under 
what circumstances. If general laws granting nsions are in- 
sufficient, let us change them and enlarge the grounds for pensions, 
but not sit here as a great pension bureau instead of attending to 
general legislation for the public good. If these views were carried 
out we would not have so many bills appropriating money. I have 
made these remarks in no partisan spirit, and, sir, I appeal to gentle- 
men to support the amendment or offer a better one. Let the 

le know who it is that votes away the money. No man will shrink 
m it when it is a just appropriation, and if it is not the people 
have the right to know who voted for it. Mr. Chairman, if this 
EAEE te adopted it will save millions of dollars. It has done 
it in the States and it will do it here. I hope the amendment will 
revail. I am not afraid to put myself on the record on such bills. 
Bpecial legislation-and private bills are a curse in the State Legisla- 
tures and they are a curse here. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was taken upon the amendmentof Mr. OSCAR TURNER; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 103, noes 19, 

No further count being called for, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I give notice that I will call for a vote by yeas and 
nays upon this amendment in the Honse. 

Ar. LACKBURN. You have that right. 

The Clerk read the following of Rule XXII: 

Rule XXII. Of petitions and memorials—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. f 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the pro 
revision of the rules Gy sabes from the Committee on Rules, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr, Wiss, for five days, on account of important business; and 


To Mr. Houx, until Wednesday next, on account of sickness and 
important business. 


e proof, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHITE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask my colleague [Mr. WHITE] to yield to me for 
a moment. 

Mr. WHITE. I am willing to do so. 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The re order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
fifty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
wa, Viz: 


the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as fo 5 
By the SPEAKER: The petition of Mrs. L. T. R. Akin, C. L. Stew- 
art, and citizens 


Titusville, Pennsylvania, and of Mary 
Byrnes, Elinor Story Potts, and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 


sylvania, for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
serung woman suffrage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of Joseph Baughman and 32 
others, ex-soldiers and citizens of Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill, and to put the soldiers of the country on an equality with 
the holders of Government bondsin respect to their pay—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 3 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of O. P. Stoner and 190 others, citi- 
zens of Kosciusko County, Indiana, for legislation to protect innocent 

urchasers of articles infringing patent-rights—to the Committee on 
atents. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, opposing the construction of the proposed brid 
over the straits of Detroit as a serious injury to the commerce of the 
lakes—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, asking that the Committee on Commerce be instructed to 
examine the plans for improving the Ohio River proposed by Gen- 
eral Haupt, and to report thereon—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Mary E. Pocock, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of W. T. Dowdall and other publish- 
ers, of Peoria, Illinois, for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. > 

Also, the petition of Clark W. Van Pelt and others, for the passage 
of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of A. W. B John Fitzpatrick, 
and 40 others, citizens of Pontiac, Michigan, for increasing the pen- 
sions of totally disabled Union soldiers of the late rebellion—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Frank Conn, Andrew Robb, and 260 others, 
citizens of Clinton County, Michigan, for legislation to protect inno- 
cent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Frank Conn, Andrew Robb, and 263 others, 
citizens of Clinton County, Michigan, for legislation to protect the 

ple against railroad and other transportation monopolies—to the 
ommittee on Commerce. 

By Mr, CALDWELL: The petition of John G. Lervis, George H. 
Sturgeon, and others, citizens of Warren County, KT. for leg- 
islation regulating charges for carrying freight and passengers on 
railways—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOSEPH G. CANNON: The petition of D. Wallace and oth- 
ers, of Hoopeston, Illinois, that certain articles used in the manufact- 
5 of paper be placed on the free list to the Committee of Ways and 

eans 


Also, the petition of Samuel Clark and others, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Clark and others, against the passage 
of Senate bill No, 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of Peter Sconden, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLYMER: The petitions of Isaac Hinckley, president Phil- 
adelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Company, and of A. J. 
Cassett, vice-president Northern Central, Baltimore and Potomac, and 
Alexandria and Fredericksburgh Railroad iy +1 wage against a reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton, as proposed in 
House bill No. to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The 0 -of M. D. Waters and 33 other 
soldiers, citizens of Franklin County, Ohio, for legislation to equalize 
the payments made to soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of Millborn Day and 56 others, 
citizens of Huntington County, Indiana, for a shi nal connecting 
Lake Erie with the navigable waters of the Wa River—to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Simeon Atwood and 34 others, of 
Wellfleet, Massachusetts, for the improvement of Scituate Harbor— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LOWNDES H. DAVIS: The petition of Missouri soldiers in 
the war, for the difference between the value of greenbacks and 
the es of gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on Mili- 
5 $ 
Ci a e e da e e 

u cago, Illinois, the p of the pro 
for sixty pension districts—to the Committee on Invalid ns. $ 

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Board of Trade, asking that suit- 
able * be provided at the Lake Michigan entrance and the Stur- 
geon Bay entrance to the canal connecting Lake Michigan with the 
waters of Green ale the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, e ee against the erection of a bridge over De- 
troit River; also, favoring an examination of Haupt’s plan for im- 
proving the navigation of the Ohio River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of George W. Kemp and 25 soldiers, 
of Marseilles, Ohio, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWK : The petition of W. O. Wilson and 44 other soldiers, 
of Gelee Illinois, for the equalization of pay while in the serv- 
ice of the United States, and that such equalization be effected by 


— 
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payment in a full legal- tender greenback, not to be funded into bonds 
of any rate or class—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAZELTON: The petitions of William T. Henry and 50 
-others, and of William Jeffrey and 214 others, of Mineral Point; of 
Henry Eastman and 50 others, of Wingville; of Charley Baxter and 
75 others, of Linden; of Thomas Vickers and 70 others, of New Dig- 
gings; of C. Hutchinson and 54 others, of Beetown; of Joseph Ben- 
nett and 97 others, of Dodgeville, Wisconsin; of John Howell and 
230 others, of Council Hill, Illinois; of Robert Raisbeck and 66 others, 
of Jenkinsville ; of Jefferson Crawford and 61 others, of Hazel Green ; 
of William Bainbridge and 109 others, of Mifflin; of Charles Ohler- 
king and 55 others, of Highland; of verre Allen and 41 others, of 
Martinsville; of George E. Weatherly and 122 others, of Shullsburg; 
of Thomas Bainbridge and 100 others, of Benton, Wisconsin, against 
any reduction in the tariff on metallic zinc, &c.—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: The petitions of Thomas C. Kinmont and other cit- 
izens, of Defiance County; of P. Raredon and others, of Van Wert 
County, and of James Nicholas and others, citizens of Allen County, 
Ohio, for ne ewes of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of Thomas C. Kinmont and other citizens of the 
United States, and of P. Raredon and other citizens, soldiers of Van 
Wert County, Ohio, 5 the passage of the sixty-surgeon bill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. o 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of citizens of McComb City, Mis- 
sissippi, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of McComb City, Mississippi, for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Mili Afairs. 

By Mr. HORR : The petition of Asa W. Aldrich and others, of Petos- 
key, Michigan, 1 the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of M. W. Shekell, that the Washing- 
ton Sionement be constructed according to the plan of Clark Mills—to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of citizens of West Washington and Georgetown, 
of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: The petition of Robert F. Williams & Co., of 
Richmond, Virginia, to be refunded customs duties illegally paid—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of Edward Hub- 
for pay for carrying United States mails—to the Committee of 


By Mr. MAGINNIS: The petition of Mrs. E. F. Bond and others, 
for legislation against polygamy—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, the petition of citizens of 3 against withdrawing from 
pre-emption and homestead entry lands lying west of the one hun- 
dredth meridian—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the penna of Eli Davis and others, for com 
services performed in the Post-Office Department—to 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Montana, favoring the estab- 
lishment of a 3 at Henry’s Lake, Montana—to the Com- 
mittee on wpa! 

By Mr. Mc ZIE: A paper relating to the pension claim of A. J. 
Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petitions of J. W. Taggart and 50 others, 
and of Frank Howenstein and 30 others, citizens of Wayne County, 
Ohio, and of B. W. Gilbert and 60 others, of Portage County, Ohio, 
for legislation to protect innocent purchasers and users of patented 
articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of W. C. Cook and 90 others, ex-soldiers of the 
Federal Army, citizens of Wayne 8 fox a law to pay the 
soldiers who served in the late war the difference between gold and 
the greenbacks in which they were paid—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 5 

Also, the petition of J. W. T: and 50 others, of Frank How- 
enstein and 36 others, citizens of Wayne County, Ohio, and of E. M. 
Frost and 40 others, and B. W. Gilbert and 75 others, citizens of 
Portage County, Ohio, for legislation to prevent unjust discrimina- 
tions and fluctuations in freights—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MILES: The petition of citizens of Connecticut, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Connecticut, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of G. H. Mains, pontet of the 
Wakeman Independent Press, for the reduction of the duty on print- 
ing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

so, the petition of S. S. Parker and 88 others, citizens of Ohio, 
for the passage of the bill equalizing bounties—to the Committee on 
‘airs, 


nsation for 
e Committee 


Military 
Also, the petitions of H. S. Beardsley and 46 others, soldiers, and 
of General G. W. Shurtliff and 43 others, citizens of Ohio, t 


the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
si 


ons. 
By Mr. MYERS: The petition of William C. Phares and 11 others, 
of similar import—to the same committee. : 
Also, the petition of Samuel Harden and 75 other ex-soldiers, for 
the passage of a bill equalizing bounties—to the Committee on Mili- 
airs, 


tary Affi 


Also, the petition of William Mitchell, for the removal of the duty 
on printing paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

‘Aino, the petition of Dr. D. P. Nuzum and 36 others, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of J. W. Whetstone and 9 other sol- 
diers, citizens of Ross County, Ohio, inst the passage of Senate 
bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John N. Peacock and 9 other soldiers, citizens 
of Ross County, Ohio, for the passage of the bill equalizing boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEW: The petition of citizens of Indiana, for the passage 
of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Indiana, for the amendment of the 
patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Geo. R. Griffin, for the reduction of the duty 
on printing eae the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. : A paper relating to the petition of Hiram Russell 

: ; 571 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of G. W. Connell and 53 other 
soldiers, of Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the 
equalization bounty bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of G. W. Connell and 54 other soldiers, of Wy- 
oming County, Pennsylvania, against the passage of Senate bill No. 
496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Gilbert W. Greene and 100 oth- 
ers, of New Haven, Connecticut, for the passage of the Weaver sol- 
dier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of John B. Auxier and 63 others, 
citizens of Johnson County, Kentucky, soldiers in the late war, for 
the equalization of bounties—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John F. Stewart and 63 others, citizens of John- 
son County, Kentucky, soldiers in the late war, against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 496, providing for the examination and ‘adjudication 
of pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

y Mr. PIERCE: The petition of L. V. Davilliers, that his name 
be placed on the rolls of the Navy as professor of mathematics, from 
the date of his resignation—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of Henry G. Rising and 33 others, 
ex-soldiers, citizens of Lincoln County, Minnesota, for the passage of 
the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of citizens of Iowa, that arrears of pen- 
sion be granted Samuel Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of 76 citizens and soldiers of Holt 
County, Missouri, for the equalization of the pay of soldiers—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, calling attention to the plans of 
General Herman Haupt, for the improvement of the Ohio River, and 
asking that the Committee on Commerce examine and report upon 
the same—to the Committee on Commerce. i 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, against bridging the straits of Detroit—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of S. A. Murdock, of Mason 
County, Illinois, for the reduction of the duty on printing paper, and 
to place on the free list such articlesas are used in the manufacture 
of r—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

. TALBOTT: Papers relating to the claim of John Boyle for 
pay as acting Secretary of the Navy during the years 1831 38—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: pe of the Republican Printing 
Company of Berea, Ohio, for the reduction of the duty on materials for 
making paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, asking for the enact- 
ment of laws for thesuppression of the use of deleterious compounds 
in the adulteration of food, particularly coffee—to the Committee on 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of 45 citizens, honorably discharged 
soldiers, of Lenawee County, Michigan, for the equalization of boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petition of 45 citizens, honorably discharged soldiers, of 
Lenawee County, Michigan, against the passage of te bill No. 
496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petitions of the Adrian Press, of W. T. B. Schermerhorn, 
of the Hudson Gazette, and of Applegate & Lee, of the Adrian Times 
and Expositor, Lenawee County, Michigan, to have sandry materials 
used in the manufacture of paper put on the free list and for the re- 
duction of the duty on paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Lucius Ranney and 34 others, citizens of Hills- 
dale County, Michigan, for relief for innocent purchasers and users 
of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

, the petition of Lucius Ranney and 34 others, citizens of Hills- 
dale County, for legislation for relief against transportation monopo- 
lies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of the Hollister’s Tele- 
graph, California, for the abolition of the tariff on printing-type—to 


the Committee ef Ways and Means. 
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Also, the petition of Charles A. Dana and Isaac W. England, for the 


abolition of the duty on articles en into the manufacture of pa- 
per, and for the reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 


committee. 
tition of P. H. Dean and 90 others, citi- 
of the bill (H. R. 
homestead act—to 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 20, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a me- 
morial of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, relating to the 
Des Moines River lands; which will be referred to the Committe on 


Blr. ALISO 
Mr. N. I ask that the memorial be read at length, it being 
from a State Legislature. 
The memorial was read, as follows: 


tof land was made to 
3 navigation of the 
pan 


on and Railroad Com: to complete 

8 to Stato as provided by sald grant, and to be done for the 
bility of the State; and 

ereas the for the purpose of a settlement with said corpora- 

tion, made a deed to the said pry! og of what title the State then had to certain 
lands therein described north of A Beerdom Fork; and 


cers. 78 no title whatever to the lands 
ani 
of March 2, 1861, all the remainin 


interestin said Raccoon Fork so erroneously certified was rel 

to the bona holders of the patents of the State, and by the act of Congress of 
July 12, 1 said tof was extended so as to include the odd-numbered 
sections wi five miles of said river between the Raccoon Fork and the 
north line of the State of Iowa; and 


Whereas numerous settlers entered upon the said lands foes ase a of the Rac- 
coon Fork at various times, some of them as early as 1854, ving them to be 
Government lands open to settlement under the pre-emption and homestead laws 
of the United States, and have made valuable improvements thereon with a view 
to ultimate ection of their title, many of whom have long held possession from 
the United States under said laws; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior, Hon. O. H. Browning, on the 9th day of 
May, 1868, in an opinion eee eee the acts of 1846, 1861, and 1862, and 


what is known as the Harvey settlement of 1866 under them ; also, the contradic- 
tory opinions of the various officials — the original grant of 1846 and the decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and particularly that known as 


the Wolcott case, decided that thesaid lands heretofore improperly certified, north 
of the Raccoon Fork, were open to pre-emption and settlement under the laws of 
the United States; and 

Whereas in pursuance of such opinion and decisions, and aes thereto b; 
such authority and the advice of eminent several hi of said 
tlers to file their declarati 


d 
a land and Local homestead entries thereon; and 
pho ery litigation is now pending in the various courts of the State 
8 nited States relating to the title to said lands, improvements thereon, 
an 

Whereas, on account of the very great hardship that has been brought about by 
the conflict decisions aforesaid, great disturbance and trouble has arisen 
and is likel; arise unless some satisfactory and just action be taken by the State 

and Gen Government relating to this subject; and 
Whereas the settlers aforesaid are wholly without remedy under the effect of said 
of the various ts and officers of the General Government and 


CFF to 


evi 
relating to these lands in which the United States and the interest of the United 
States have been fairly and properly represented in court and only desire that this 
* be done: Th 

e 


iately commence - 
or as may be necessary, and a 
ane all clouds from the title to : d lands, in which suits an erase hel ate 
in of, or claiming title to, any tract or tracts of land under the nited 

ts ma; unite with the United 
the prosecution of such sui Bo titia; or titles; of aiy 


person, or , Claiming said lands, may be forever 
Approved Wehechey 16, 1850. z 


Mr. ALLISON. I present a memorial of the Legislature of Iow: 
relating to another subject, which I ask to have read at length an 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


X65 


The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 
Memorial and joint resolution in reference to remitting and abating the internal- 

revenue legacy tax. 

Whereas the General Governmentin the year 1864 passed alaw requiring the pay- 

ment of al „CCF 
t, during the time that said law was in force, a great estates 

have been settled up by administrators, guardians, and others, who were le for 
said tax without any knowledge of the existence of such a law; and 
Whereas the said tax that is now claimed to be due is from parties scattered over 
the entire country, north, south, east, and west, many of whom are dead, or if living 
unable to pay the same; and 

Whereas the expense attending the collection of this tax, scattered as it is in small 
amounts over the country, will leave no margin to the Government, but, if any, it 
will be so small as to be no compensation for the annoyance, trouble, and expense 
it ge the people; and 


ereas there is now FCC 
tire said tax, ther with » all ties due or to become due: Therefore, 


vi m unnecessary ble and in litigations that would arise, and 
8 this preoer Aite andans 70 each of our Representatives. 

Approved February 14, 1880. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented a memorial of the Chicago Board of Trade, 
in favor of prompt and adequate appropriations for the completio 
of the Saint Mary’s Ship-Canal, the improvement of the Saint 
River, and the deepening of the channel at the Lime Kiln Crossing 
the Detroit River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of pik aes deee presented a petition of E.G. Owen 
and others, citizens of ord County, Pennsylvania, praying such 
an amendment of the patent Iaws as will protect innocent users of 
patented articles from prosecution as infringers ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

He also — the petition of John E. Passmore and 21 others, 
citizens of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, praying for such legis- 
lation as will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust discrimina- 
tions in charges for transportation ; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce. 
present the petition of H. M. Ross and 1,500 


n 
8 
on 


Mr. PADDOCK. I 
others, citizens of the State of Nebraska, asking that some action 
should be had in reference to a subject of most vital concern to a 

number of settlers in that State. Indeed I myself consider it 
a subject of such great importance that I desire to read the petition 
in full, in order to call the attention of the committee to which it will 
be referred particularly to the subject in question: 

Your itioners, citizens of Nebras! tfully show that some teen 
thousand acres of land, the same . — been Dorn Y ees 
chased between the time the Saint Joseph and Denver City Railroad Com 
filed their plat in the office of the Secretary of the Interior and the time the 
office received notice thereof, along the line of the Saint J —_ and Denver City 


has forfeited the land or obtained 


erefore we respectfully ask our representatives in Congress 
relief of all 3 who settled u 
y 


Railroad t 
Government, and that 9 


y, its represen 
ose so patented, or in lieu thereof be paid the value thereof. 

I will state that under the ruling of the Interior 8 in 
respect to these ane to railroad companies the filing of the plat in 
the office of the Secretary of the Interior is the virtual withdrawal of 
the lands, In many cases, and particularly in this case, during the 
interval of time that elapsed between the filing of the plat in the 
Interior Department and the giving of notice through the local land 
offices, which was not given for many months, to those who were 
seeking to purchase or to locate apon the public lands, very many 
claims were made upon which patents were issued and afterward 
were canceled, and great suffering therefrom was endured by a large 
number of citizens, not only in our State but in Kansas, I do not 
think it was the intention of Congress to cause these lands to be so 
withdrawn at the Interior Department and yet leave the local land 
offices without notice thereof, and permit homestead and other loca- 
tions to be made by consent of the offices, the agents of the Govern- 
ment, and then Re afterward, when upon these lands the settlers 
had expended they had in improvements thereupon, take their 
farms from them. Recently I introduced a bill upon this subject 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and I move 
that the petition take the same reference. 


The motion was to. 

Mr. BAILEY presented a petition of the officers and members of the 
Tobacco Board of Trade of Nashville, Tennessee, relative to the sale 
of tobacco in foreign countries, proving, inasmuch as the markets of 
the United States are open to the citizens of all other countries for 
the importation of tobacco, that such tion be had as will re- 
quire them to open their markets and do away with monopolies rela- 
tive to tobacco produced in the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. WINDOM presented the petition of George D. Wilcox and others, 
citizens of Renville County, Minn esota, praying such an amendment 
of the patent laws as will 8 parties from the threats of patentees 
or owners of patented articles, or from the 1 of impostors, 
and to make the manufacturer or vendor of all such articles alone 
responsible for the infringement; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. A 
He also v presona the petition of S. Burch and others, citizens of 
Renville County, Minnesota, praying for such legislation as will pre- 
vent fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in 
for transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. ALLISON presenton a resolution of the Board of Trade of Bur- 
lington, Iowa, relating to the improvement of tbe Mississippi River 
in connection with the act of Congress March 3, 1875, “for 
the further security of navigation on the Mississippi River,” which 
authorizes the Secretary of War to inquire into the my of 
causing sheer-booms to be placed on the upper end of all or any bridge 
piers on that river; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of James B. Shores and 34 
others, citizens of Howard County, Missouri, favoring the passage of 
a law for the regulation of interstate commerce. They complain, as 
the producing c of the country, that corporate monopolies “ ex- 
ercise and abuse their power by discriminating unjustly between 
individuals and localities, building up or destroying at , and, to 
use the words of a United States Senate committee, recognize no re- 
sponsibility’ but to their stockholders, and no principle of action but 

mal and corporate dizement,” They recommend the pas- 
sage of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill or some similar measure. 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. KELLOGG presented the petition of Jack Lecomte, of Natchi- 
toches, Louisiana, praying the passage of a law allowing him com- 
pensation for best-oattle furnished the United States Army in the 
year 1864; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


“REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 
1349) for enlarging the City Hall for the accommodation of the courts 
ip records of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1316) making an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a light-house and fog-bell on Whale Rock, at the entrance of 
Narragansett Bay, reported it without amendment, 


RESUMPTION AND FUNDING. 


Mr. FERRY. The Committee on Printing yesterday reported back 
adversely a resolution to print 5,000 extra copies of Executive Doc- 
ument No. 7, Forty-sixth Congress, being a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting letters and documents pertaining to 
resumption and funding, and the resolution was indefinitely postponed. 
5 7 78 that order be reconsidered and the resolution phased on the 

endar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, no objection being 

e. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 180) for the relief of E. Parliman ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1348) for the relief of James D. Wood; which was 
rom twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill ss No. 1350) for the relief of C. N. Felton, late assist- 
ant treasurer of the United States at San Francisco, California; 
ss was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 83) for the restoration of the 
books of the Beaufort Library, of South Carolina; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

WILLIAM ENGLISH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar under the standing order of the day, commencing at 
the point reached yesterday. 

e first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 332) authorizing 
the appointment of William English to a second lieutenancy in the 


Mr. BURNSIDE. This gentleman has already been appointed to 
the Army, and been confirmed by the Senate, I do not know exactly 
according to what law. It seems that the action of the Senate on this 
bill is unnecessary in the case. I therefore move that the bill be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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FORT LEAVENWORTH RESERVATION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 159) to provide 
for ihe sale of certain portions of the Fort Leavenworth military res- 
ervation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that might go over. It is to sell land to 
a railroad oe 2 

The VICE-P. SipENT. The bill goes over. 


JOHN CUTLER, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 942) releasing 
the title of the United States to a certain parcel of land to the as- 
signs of John Cutler; which had been reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands with an amendment, in line 8, to strike out “ as- 
signees” and insert “ assigns;” so as to make the bill read: 

Bereda Ta Be tet Bo Dat in it yar te. E 

— an -one hun near 

aunty of Tu S State of California, which was conveyed tothe United States by 

a fre ya on the 2d of October, 1865, is hereby released to the assigns of 
ae 8 nih as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no report. 

Mr. BOOTH. This bill the Senate at the last Congress with- 
1 40 os ai I will state the circumstances under which this relief 
is à 

In 1865 a company of troops was ordered to the vicinity of Visalia 
for some Aol that I do not now remember. The citizens of that 
place su $300, and bought abont forty acres of land for an 
encampment. Mr. Cutler was the owner of the land, and he executed 
an instrument which he way Rep conveyed to the United States a 
right to the free use of this land for military purposes. The troops 
were there less than ten days, and made no improvements; they were 
simply encamped there, and after they left, three years afterward 
Mr. Cutler, supposing he had a right, sold the land and reimbursed 
the men who had subscribed to buy if for the use of the United 
States. The instrument that he executed to the United States has 
been construed to be a deed, so that the purchaser under him takes 
no title. There are only forty acres, and there are no improvements 
on it. I hope that the bill will be passed. I have an abstract of the 
title before me. The land has passed into other hands since Mr. 
Cutler sold it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did this gentleman, Mr. Cutler, sell by a war- 
ranty deed or a quitelaim? 

Mr. BOOTH. I think by a quitclaim. The abstract does not 
show. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it was by a warranty, a release to Cutler 
would be a little safer for the United States and would inure to the 
benefit of the assignees; but if it was by quitclaim, then it would not. 

Mr. BOOTH. I have no objection to any amendment the Senator 


may s St. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it would be safer for all the parties, and 
for the United States in particular, to say “to said John Cutler and 
his amigas: so that it would be left as a matter between them to be 
settled. 

Mr. BOOTH. I accept that amendment. 


The VICE-PRESID . The Chair hears no objection, and the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont will be consid- 
ered as to 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ? 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill releasing the title of 
the United States in a certain parcel of land to John Cutler and his 
assigns, 

— SURETIES OF HENRY L. NORVELL, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1004) for the 
relief of the sureties of Henry L. Norvell; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. WAL- 
LACE January 13, 1880: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the potion of Lamsford B. 
Yondell and others, sureties on the bond of Henry L. Norvell, late collector of 
internal revenue for the second district of Tennessee, praying to be relieved from 


respectfully report: 
hat Henry L. Norvell was appointed 88 for the old second district of 
gave bond in $100,000, with Woods, Elliston, 
This distri thirty counties 


ict included some 


second di and claimed a balance 
1874, Elliston in 1870, Woods in 1875, and Claiborne in 1876. The executors of the 
e Norvell _ All of the parties are insolvent save the estate 


When the old second district was subdivi Norvell was required to certify to 
the new collectors the balances — ati was done, but he was not ored- 
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ited with these amounts save as thereof The whole bal. 

ance now the of Norvell is $42,528.79. The Commissioner 
of enue advises t is believed that the 

of this balance ts uncollected taxes which probably could have 

ted to the office at 


sureties 
the Department. 
Tt that during the proper time for the 3 
largest part of the district by the forces of fe netay, aod (hat those taxes never 
view of the great lapse of time from the date 
17... Comin une pert 
„ should be granted, and report to the Senate here- 
with a that purpose. 
Mr. BAILEY. I move to amend the bill in line 8 by striking out 


3 


“1861” and inserting “1864,” so as to read, “upon a bond executed 
in the year 1864.” ere is evidently a mistake as to the date. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the same bond referred to in the report ? 


Mr. BAILEY. That is the bond referred to. Mr. Norvell was ap- 
pointed in 1864. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a misdescription ? 

Mr. BAILEY. A misdescription. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to say about this and this bill that 
I fear there is a deal of danger in the asa precedent. It 
may be right in this particular case; but to discharge sureties, on the 
ground that there has been a considerable ee of from the 

yment of their 8 applied to the cts of the 
United States I Sink, wania agreat mistake. But Ihave * 
out by experience it is not a very prosperous occupation to re- 
sist reports of this character upon 8 ine and so merely 

ressing my opposition to the principle embodied in this case, in 
a part of it, if it will do any good, I leave it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to say that the circumstances in this case are 
a little peculiar. The only solvent name now remaining upon the 
bond is the estate of William R. Elliston. Mr. Elliston died in 1870, 
more than six years before an action was brought upon the bond, 
and after his estate had been distributed among his heirs. The other 
parties upon the bond were solvent. It is stated in the memorial 
that the aggregate wealth of the sureties be ps the bond in the year 
1866, when the liability was incurred, if any at all, exceeded $1,000,000, 
whereas all of them have become insolvent save alone the estate of 
William R. Elliston, and all the sureties are dead save two. 

There is another fact which is not referred to in the report. Mr. 
Norvell was the collector for that district in Tennessee during its 
occupation by military forces upon either side; he was collector at 
the time of the battle of Nashville; and it was utterly impossible 
for him to collect the taxes due to the Internal Revenue artment 
in the manner prescribed by law. He executed a new bond in 1866. 
He settled all his liabilities under that bond; but the Government 
still waited, and no demand was made of him or his sureties until 
after he was dead, after all the sureties but two were dead, and when 
it is utterly im ble to show whether there is in law orin equity 
any no msib; wb vy Sbe pantos the sureties. 

is is an extraordinary case. Since I have been in the Senate two 
or three similar cases have been before the Senate for its considera- 
tion, and in every such case the sureties have been relieved. Ire- 
member one case from Indiana a year ; another I believe that 
came from the State of Missouri or from me of the Western 
States. The Committee on Finance, to which this bill was 
I ee er wore unanimously in its favor, and there is a rec- 
ommendation from the Internal Revenue Commissioner that the 
sureties in this case shall have the relief they ask. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The report of the committee does not quite state 
that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue or the Secre of the 
Treasury recommends the e of this bill. It states that the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue thinks that the larger portion of this 
balance might have been abated on account, I suppose, of the circum- 
stances named by the Senator from Tennessee, and so far as they relate 
to the state of military disturbance that existed there, they are cer- 
tainly entitled to very great weight. If the matter were to rest upon 
that ground alone, I do not know but that Ishould bein favor of the 
bill; but to put it upon the ground that time has elapsed and that 
some of the sureties are insolvent is equivalent to saying to everybody 
who goes surety on official bonds that i lao part ot bis baie to 
see to it that his principal performs the duty that the bond requires 
him to perform, and that if the Government does not keep constant 
watch, through the agents that it is obliged to employ, and sue before 
any change of circumstances occurs, then the equitable liability upon 
the bond is gone and we are bound to release it. I do not believe in 
that doctrine. I believe it would be ruinous to the Treasury to adopt 
any such doctrine. 

United States has to carry on its business by agents whose duties 
are prescribed by law. The gentlemen who agree to be bondsmen for 
collectors of internal revenue and other public officers know what the 
law is, and they know that it is their duty to see to it that their prin- 
cipal pays up balances that are against him; and it is no laches 
on the part of the United States, or the part of the people and its 
Government, if some clerk in the Treasury whose business it is to re- 
port these balances to the district attorney or the Solicitor of the 


* they are not boun 


Treasury, or whoever it may be, does not do it. The bondsmen know 


that they are not di for any such reason ; and as the law now 
stands it is a stimulus to sureties to see to it that their eng ents 
Sro Eph Raul ik halpa She Government aaa dae ank bats hom 
to be sureties and need not be unless they choose, 
But as I say, Mr. President, I have found by experience that it is 
useless to stand upon any such ground apparently. In of it cer- 
tainly I agree with the r from Tennessee, and if the case stood 
upon that ground I think he would be right, that this state of war 
there made such a condition of things exist that very likely this 
gentleman did all he could. That is a very strong ground, I think. 
Mr. BAILEY. Do not misunderstand me. I do not mean that a 
state of war existed during the entire period; I did not wish to be 
so understood, but during a part of the period. Norvell has been 
dead for e sone. His sureties are all dead save two who are in- 
solvent, and their estates have been divided, and in some instances 
they have been 


as 
read simply osing 
eee eee Internal 

There have been some peculiar circumstances connected with this differing 
9%. Ä and I would therefore recone 
mend the prayer of the petitioners to your favorable consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is stronger than the report. It may be a 
later letter. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SETTLERS ON KANSAS INDIAN LANDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 619) for the relief 
of certain settlers on the Kansas trust and diminished-reserve lands 
in the State of Kansas. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As neither of the Kansas Senators isin the Cham- 
ber, I ask that the bill 8 over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 


JURISDICTION OF SUPREME COURT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 216) to extend 
the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill is reported from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary adversely. The Senator reporting it [Mr. CAR- 
eet is not present. 

Mr. D. It had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
J. P. ZIMMERMAN AND H. P. SNOW. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2003) for the 
relief of J. P. Zimmerman and H. P. Snow, of Clinton County, Ken- 
tucky; which was considered in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for the payment of to J. P. Zimmerman and H. P. Snow, 
citizens of Clinton County, Kentucky, being the amount of a forfeited 
mail-route bond paid by them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SURPLUS REVENUE DEPOSITS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 877) to relieve 
the Treasurer of the United States from the amount now charged to 
him and deposited with the several States. 

Mr. OOD. That bill had better go over, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

UNITED STATES NOTES AS A LEGAL TENDER. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. rg relation to United States Treasury notes, 

Mr. PENDLETON. Let that go over. 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over. 

DUTIABLE MAIL MATTER. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 843) providing for 
the delivery of dutiable articles in the mails and for indemnity for 
lost regi i ; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It declares that the provisions of section 17 of the act of 
March 3, 1879, “ making a for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for th 


enue: 


: : ~ respecting 
the payment of an 1 fifty francs in case of loss of a 
registered 


le exchanged 


the formation of a universal pestal union, 
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of the United States on the 13th of August, 1878;” so as to make the 
last clause of the first section read: 

Shall be Soe to and embrace all mailable articles of dutiable matter re- 
ceived by mail from foreign countries and admissible by the convention for the 
formation of a universal ponar union, ratified by the President of the United States 
on the 13th of August, 1878. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

` DEPUTY COLLECTOR AT LAKE CHARLES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2785) author- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a deputy collector at 
Lake Charles, Louisiana; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 66) in relation to an interoceanic canal. 

Mr. PLATT. I move the reference of that resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FERRY. I call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut 
to the fact that the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. GORDON] who takes 
an interest in this question is not present. I see the Senator from 
3 is now present, and I call his attention to the motion just 


made. 
Mr. PLATT. I thought at the time I introduced this resolution 
that it was a resolution which was properly referable to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations; but inasmuch as the question of raising a 
select committee was then pending, before the Senate and I thought 
it would be disposed of in a day or two, I asked that the resolution 
lie on the table. This resolution relates particularly to the action 
which foreign powers may be requested to take upon this matter; 
and inasmuch as there seems to be no present poe of settling the 
8 of raising a select committee, I think it may be as well re- 
erred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. If a select committee 
shall be 5 the Committee on Foreign Relations can report 
it back and have it referred to the special committee. 

Mr. GORDON. May I hear the resolution read? If it is very long 
I shall not ask it. 

Mr. PLATT. It is short. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Joint resolution in relation to an interoceanio canal. 

Whereas an improved and cheaper maritime communication between the At- 
lantic and Pacific seaboards of the United States, by means of a ship-canal through 
some on'of the Central American isthmus, has become im t to the com- 
mercial interests of this country pa 

D 


Whereas Congress deems it to and expedient that the national and 
public interests ın such a communication should be secured rather than merely 


rivate and speculative ends: Therefore, 
33 and House o resentatives of the United States of Amer- 
dent be requested, if he shall deem it ex- 
ernments of the principal maritime nations of 


the co-operation of such governments in the selection of a route of isthmus shi 
transit which shall be found to subserve most largely the general interests of 

the maritime nations; and also to communicate to such ernments the desire of 
this Government to come toa mutual understanding with reference to the neutral- 


ity of such an interoceanic transit when it shall have been opened by the enter- 


prise and capital of their respective citizens. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I do not rise to antagonize the mo- 
tion but more to 7 pote to the Senator that inasmuch as the question 
has not been decided as to whether the Senate will organize a select 
committee on this subject, it would be better probably to let it lie 
until that question is decided. It certainly will be decided in the 
next few days. t 

Mr. PLA’ Of course an objection takes it over under the rule, 
but I have waited a very long time for the matter of a select com- 
mittee to be decided, and while we may think itis going to be decided 

uickly, it may not be. I should very much prefer t the resolu- 
Aon be referred at the present time to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 
~The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Georgia to object ? 

Mr. GORDON. I do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The resolution goes over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1060) to incor- 
porate the Interoceanic Transit Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. My colleague who in- 
troduced it is not in. 2 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


WAGON-ROAD TO SIOUX RESERVATION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 754) to authorize 
the relocation and improvement of the military wagon-road from Sid- 


ney, Nebraska, via Forts Robinson and Sheridan, to the Sioux Indian 
reservation. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is reported pave y, 
Mr. PADDOCK. Iask that it be passed over. Another bill involv- 
ing the same is before the Senate. 
e VICE- RESIDENT. The next bill will be reported. 


JAMES A. BARR. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 50) for the relief 
of James A. Barr. 

Mr. PLATT. Inthe absence of the Senator who reported the . 
without an explanation I shall object. If there is any member o 
the Military Committee who can make an explanation I shall be will- 
ngs listen to it. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is objected to. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not object if there is any member of the Mili- 
tary Committee present who can explain the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Perhaps the report had better be 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
on the 2lst of January: 


fully re; ? 
That the facts and equities of the case presented Sen claimant for relief can- 


the same month entered u; ge duties of that 


the company and paid on thecompany rolls. Owing to the interruption of commu- 
3 from the governor of Ohio never reached him. He was sub- 
sequently promoted to be first lieutenant and mental quartermaster, and was 
mus to date from December 1, 1862. He dnot then be regularly mustered 
into the rank of second lieutenant to cover the 1 4A 75 during Which be 
served in that capacity, because, as has alread: tiated, ie Connla tok 
settlement of his accounts with the Treasury Department 


that he ought to be paid the sum withheld from on accoun 
st him. A bill substantially the same as the one under consideration passed 
e Senate in the last kape ae and as we are ed, the approval of 
the Military Committee of the House, which committee, however, had no opportu- 


nity to report it. 
e committee, therefore, recommend the passage of the bill without amend- 


Mr. PLATT. The objection is withdrawn. 

1 Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. ROSS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 707) for the relief 
of William W. Ross; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the payment to William W. Ross, of Sparta, 
Oregon, of $56.63, being the amount of funds in his possession as 

tmaster belonging to the Post-Office Department, and destroyed 
y fire July 30, 1874, without his fault. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADVANCEMENT OF NAVY AND MARINE OFFICERS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 593) to re 
the provision authorizing the advancement of an officer of the Navy 
thirty numbers in rank for extraordinary heroism ; which was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I wish to make an amendment for which I am 
indebted to the su tion of the chairman of the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs; after the word “ six,” in line 3, insert “and 1605,” and in 
the fourth line the word “are” instead of “is ;” so as to read: “ That 
sections 1506 and 1605 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let an explanation be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let those sections of the Revised Statutes be read. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This is a bill to re the provisions which author- 
ize the advancement of officers of the Navy and the Marine Corps 
thirty numbers for extraordinary heroism, an act that was passed 
during the war, but the time has passed for any such advancement 
now. 

Mr. HARRIS. It proposes to repeal certain sections of the Revised 
Statutes, and I suppose we had better have those sections read so 
that we may know what we are repealing. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The sections will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 1506. Any officer of the Navy may, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, be advanced, not ex g numbers in rank, for eminent and 
conspicuous conduct in e or extraordinary heroism. 

Sec. 1605. Any officer of the Marine Corps may, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, be advanced not ex numbers in rank, for em- 
inent and conspicuous conduct in battle or extraordinary heroism. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were a to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The title should be amended so as to read: “A 
bill to repeal the provisions authorizing the advancement of an offi- 
eer of the Navy or Marine Corps thirty numbers in rank for extraor- 
dinary heroism.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title will be so amended. 


1880. 
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JOHN DOLAN. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 556) to authorize 


the President to appoint Se t John Dolan, of the Fifth Cavalry, 
lekei States Army, a second lieutenant, and place him upon the re- 
tired list. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In connection with that bill I desire a telegram 
to be read that I send to the desk, which will show that that bill is 
an act of supererogation. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
‘WASHINGTON, February 11, 1880. 


From the War Department to Senator COCKRELL, United States Senate.] 

os Demet Ste Den eens Sah Gre Mot Seren 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 

Adjutant-General. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senate is so fond of putting back officers of 

the Army and Navy who have been dismissed, that I do not know 

that the Senator sie ae to interpose an objection on account of the 

man haying been killed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely postponed, 

if there be no objection. . 
PATRICK SULLIVAN. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 426) for the re- 
lief of Patrick Sullivan. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill was called up by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] some time since, and postponed at my 
suggestion. I suggest to him, in view of the evidence which has been 
obtained by him, that the bill had probably better be recommitted 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I do not object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

JACOB B, KING. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 388) for the relief 
of Jacob B. King; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It is a direction to the Secre' of the Treasury to pay to Jacob B. 
King, of Illinois, the pay and allowance of a first lieutenant of in- 
fantry, from June 30, 1864, to January 31, 1865, less the pay of a ser- 


geant of 5 
Mr. WIT. Let us hear the report read which justifies this. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Lo- 
GAN on the 21st January: 


eutenant of 9 Eighty-first 
tered until J: 31, 1 C . — 
mus until January 31. 

on the march attr Prion in Missouri — Arkansas, rendering it ioe 

ble for him to appear before a mustering officer. Failure to be mustered not 

i g by lect on his part, he is legally and fairly entitled to the relief 

sought, having his duty as first lieutenant during the time intervening 

between June 30, 1864, and January 31, 1865, and his company having the requisite 
— to authorize his muster- in. The committee recommend that 

0 pass. 


e bill 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN S. CUNNINGHAM. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 286) for the re- 
lief of John S. ingham ; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It is a direction to the pees accounting officers of the 
Treasury to place to the credit of John Scott Cunni 81,284.19, 
being the amount embezzled by his late clerk while at the San Fran- 
cisco Spd ay office. 

Mr. CO Loet the report be read in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. AN- 
THONY January 21: 


was accustomed to draw his checks Poe age to order, but the pre — treasurer at 
Francisco refused payment of them, and required him to make them payable 
to bearer. In acco with this requirement he drew three checks, one — $720, 
5 a bill of the California Cracker Company; one for $361.72, to pa; 
ittier, Fuller & Co.; and one for $202.47, po pay a belt st James E. Jordan ; in 


all, $1,284.19, which were intrusted to Franklin his clerk, a sworn officer, 
proved by the Navy Department, and who embezzled t them and applied the proceeds 


E 


protestan sna een ber bo Dad bonn tted to draw them in the mode which he 
boca f for the greater security of the Government, the loss would not have oc- 

se nn SBAS IDO ane rae Canes Wa Seas ae lect of the memorial- 
F cers that the should be made 


2 o committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER PHILLIPS, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 389) for the re- 
lief of Peter Phillips; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the paman to Peter Phillips, of Illinois, of 
the RS and allowance of a first lieutenant of cav: from October 
14, 1863, to March 9, 1864, less the pay of asergeant of cavalry, which 
was received by him for that time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE V. HEBB. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 180) for the relief 
of George V. Hebb; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
audit the claim of George V. Hebb, late captain and assistant quar- 
termaster in Mexico, for any balance of pay that may be found due 
him as an officer, and to pay the amount due in full settlement of the 
same, not to exceed the sum of $136.50. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARK WALKER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 2) for the relief 
x Mark Walker; vih ze conics 77 in . of the Whole. 
t proposes to suspend the provisions of law re; ing appointments 
in the Army so far as they affect Mark Walker, late first lieutenant 
Nineteenth United States Infantry, and to authorize the President, 
if he so desire, in the exercise of his own discretion and judgment, 
to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
appoint Mark Walker to the same grade and rank of first lieutenant 
held b him on May 13, 1878; and heis thereupon to be placed upon the 
retired list of the Army, provided the same shall be recommended by 
the retiring board. 
The Committee on Military Affairs reported the bill with an amend- 
ment to add the following proviso: 
Provi That the of the provisions of this act shall be a waiver of all 
88 and 5 The pension laws of the United States. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the report be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 


January 21: 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No.2) for 
the relief of Mark Walker, have had the same under consideration, and make the 
N 

That the records of the War Department show that Walker entered the mili: 
service as a CO} of Company G, Fifteenth Indiana Volunteers, June 14, 1861, 
was su 


ibseqnently appointed sergeant, promoted to second lieutenant, January 1, 
1863, and to first lieutenant March 1, 1863. He was so severely wounded at the 
battle of Stone River, December 31, 1862, as to compel his absence from his regi- 
ment until March 1, 1863. He rendered faithful service until June 25, 1864, when 
6 He re-entered the service as a captain in the 
‘Two hundred an 

in the Shenandoah Valley and in this city until Jan 22, 1866, when mustered 
brevetted major of volunteers March 13, 1865, “for 

torious services during the war.” He was subsequently appoin 


the thirty-eighth article of war,“ to take effect May 13, 1878. 

The cation of the charge on which Lieutenant Walker was tried is— 

“In First Lieutenant Mark Walker, Nineteenth Infantry, on duty in 
command of his com at undress parade at retreat, at Fort ‘on, Colorado, on 
or a December 2, 1 , was found drunk.“ 


è duty! upon which the accused was found in an intoxicated condition, 
while falling within the 
ees on the part of 


that character which in egree of responsi 
the officer. The shows that Lieutenant Walker, during hi 


teen 2 had never before been accused of any misconduct. 

It is abundantly shown, as well by the records of the War De; t, setting 
forth frequent absences on sick leave, as by the concurrent tes my of brother 
officers and the certificates of Army that, at the time of the commission 
of the offense, Lieutenant Walker was, and for several years had been, suffering 
from a complication of diseases, which for long periods had rendered him wholly 
unfit for active service. Hed to 5 

o 


ered before a retiring board with a view to retirement for disability, but the aj 
of this — 2 
at the same post 
that Walker had fre- 
valvular disease 
alker would never be fit for such service, and that the diseases mentioned were 
contracted in the service. Prior to the commission of sa offense, namely, on No- 


vember 8, 1877, the colonel of his regiment had recommended that he be 
re a retiring board for examination, with a view to his being retired from 
service.“ ts 
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of War for the action of the President, 
ted upon the record as follows: 
offense for which has „ informal 
mitted the w and of tħe 
character of the duty upon which he was en, his misconduct, it is submitted, 
rdinary mstances it 


well be exercised; the more clearly so when the accused's ill health, appa- 
— See tia ripenata didawa Aen Melgosa had huntedhile reset, are tian 


General P. ypacke: r, the dent of the court-martial, writes to the Adjutant- 
the. ae ot March 9, 1879, recommending that Walker be 


mended by eS a bill identical with the one now under consideration was recom- 
favorably by this 
adopted, and with such its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. N ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

KANSAS MILITARY EXPENSES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 80) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain and report to Con; the 
amount of money expended and indebtedness assumed by the State 


of Kansas in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities. 
Mr. ROLLINS. Neither of the Senators from Kansas is present. 
Let that bill 


over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
JOHN W. CHICKERING. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 131) for the relief 
of John w Chickering; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 11, after the word “ purpose,” to insert— 


Provided, He shall be appointed only when a vacancy happens in that grade: 
And provided— 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be now read as it is amended. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 


That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to nom- 
inate and, if ane with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint John W. 


cavalry in š 
mission held by him prior to the 27th day of January, 1875; and the law of promo- 
tion in the line is hereby suspended in this case for this purpose: — 7 He 


when 
That nothing shall be paid to him for the in: of time between the 27th day of 
January, 1815 

Mr. WITHERS. I ask for the reading of the report or an explana- 
tion of the facts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report is quite lengthy. The Sena- 
tor from Ilinois [Mr. LoGan] reported the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave e edit ase Ai bills that while I 
remember the case I cannot remember specifically the reasons for the 
recommendation; hence the report will have to be read. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator will remember that the committee came 
to the conclusion that the charge against this officer was a mistake. 

Mr. LOGAN. The reason is set out in full in the report. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


DUNBAR B, RANSOM. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 390) to authorize 
the President to restore Dunbar B. Ransom to his rank in the Army. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I object to the consideration of that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


FORT LARNED MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 193) to provide for 
the ition of the Fort Larned military reservation. 

Mr. ISON. Let that be over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill will be passed over. 


FORT HARKER MILITARY RESERVATION. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 194) to provide 


for the di of the Fort Harker military reservation. 
Mr. . Let that go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill will be passed over. 


NAVAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 888) to authorize 
the compilation and printing of the naval history of the war; which 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, after the word “order,” in line 17, to strike ont: 


And for the said publication the sum of dollars is hereby ropriated, 
which shall be available from and after the passage of this act, and where extra 


services are performed after office hours, and in addition to other regular duties, 
by the clerks employed u this work, they shall be paid such reasonable extra 
compensation therefor as the Secretary of the Navy may determine. 


And insert : 

And for the of such publica the Navy is here! 
authorized to employ three additional pray „ of Sle aad * 
3 81. 1 per — and a $1,500, ret ars ners e 
may be necessary, is hereb ‘Treasury 
otherwise appropriated, to pay © same for the —— fiscal year. 
` The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
age the bill, why he confines the selection to a line officer of the 

avy. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no 8 to that limitation being 
stricken out. Say an officer of the Navy,“ so as to give the Secre- 
tary the whole corps to select from. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let him have the whole range of the Navy. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think that is an improvement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move tostrike out the words “a line,” before the 
word “officer,” in line 4, and insert an;“ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be authorized to detail an officer of the Navy to 
compile, &. 

The amendment was 2 to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


time, and 
LE VERT & MASTEN, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1088) for the 
relief of Claude H. Masten, 5 of the firm of Le Vert 
& Masten, of Mobile, Alabama, and children of Oetavia Le Vert 
deceased; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

vides for the payment of $1,200 to Claude H. Masten, as surviv- 
ing partner of Le Vert & Masten, one-half for the use and benefit of 
the surviving child or children of Octavia Le Vert, deceased, the 
other half for the use and benefit of Masten; this sum to be received 
in full 5 and satisfaction for the rent of the Le Vert hospital 
by the United States authorities. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, the third time, and passed. 


SUITS BY AND AGAINST CORPORATIONS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1089) to amend 
section 640 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
the removal of suits by corporations, and to make further provision 
relating to suits by and against corporations. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


SOLOMON MORRIS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1100) for the re- 
lief of Solomon Morris ; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the payment to Solomon Morris of Company A, 
Thirty-eighth Illinois Infantry Volunteers, of the pay and allowances 
of a second lieutenant of infantry from the 30th of July, 1863, to the 
Hh Se February, 1865, deducting the pay he received as sergeant of 

try. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Lo- 
GAN January 21: 


com and regiment, is based upon the facts as follows: 
sem manta eg have carefnlly onnsidered the 


a sergeant already received to the date of his muster-out, March, 1865, 

equitable grounds, he having performed the duties of second lieutenant to 

date of his capture at the battle of Chickamauga, September 20, 1863. Hewas 

not permitted to go to a mustering officer on account of the Army being under 

orders. The failure to be mustered was not caused by any neglect or omission on 

his part. He is fairly and legally enitled to the relief sought by the bill, and 
the committee therefore recommend its passage. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not object to the passage of this bill, but I 
would suggest to the Military Committee the propriety of passing 
some general bill applying to all officers in the situation this officer 
is. This I think is the third bill this morning we have passed re- 
lieving lieutenants and other officers because of a failure to muster. 
I know that there are quite a number of officers similarly situated in 
my own State, and some years ago I endeavored to secure relief for 
one or two of them, but not being on the Mili Committee I did 
not hear of the cases afterward. But I think justice to these officers, 
from whatever State they may come, requires that a general bill be 
passed making provision for them on cient proof being furnished 
to the military authorities. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Committee on Military Affairs would be very 
much gratified to pass such a bill, because it would relieve the com- 
mittee from a great deal of labor; but the fact is that every case from 
its very nature stands on its own bottom. We reject a great many 
of these claims; and I believe more advantage would be taken of the 
Government under a general bill than there can be where each case 
is carefully examined by the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. The merits of each case of course depend upon the 
fact whether the failure to muster was on account of some act on the 
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part of the Government or on account of some act of the officer him- 
self. It seems to me that discretion could be lodged very well with 
the Secretary of War where he is satisfied that a failure to muster 
was caused not by the act of the officer but by some casualty or some 
circumstances not the fault of the officer, to allow the error to be cor- 
rected. 

Mr. MAXEY. As the regulations now stand, and I believe the law. 
an officer cannot be paid except from the date of his muster, and yet 
it happens just as in the case we have just passed that the officer who 
had been promoted was in the field and could not be spared from the 
field to be mustered, not by reason of any negligence of his but be- 
cause he was doing his duty. In a case like that, I think it is equity 
to override the tions and say the man shall get his pay. But 
in any case whatever if the officer failed of muster by his own laches, 
by his own negligence, or if from auy cause he does not show a para- 
mount equity in his favor, we reject the claim. I have no objection 
to a general law, but I do not think it would be as safe as a careful 
examination of each case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE CALENDAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The extended morning hour has expired, 
and the Senate proceeds to the consideration of its unfinished busi- 


ness. ` 
Mr. VOORHEES. Iask unanimous consent that the morning hour 
be extended half an hour lo: for the consideration of the Calendar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senator from Indiana asks the Senate 
to consider the Calendar until two o’clock. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. The Secretary will proceed with the call of the Calendar. 


MONROE DONOHO. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 996) for the relief 
of Monroe Donoho; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the payment to Monroe Donoho, late register 
of the United States land office at Tuscaloosa, Alabama, of $169.45. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us hear the report in that case, 

The Chief Clerk read the following report,submitted by Mr. GROOME 
January 22: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 996) for the 
relief SWW have considered the 

6, and report: 
hat a like bill was referred to the Committes on Claims in the last Senate, who 


made the thereon : 
“The of the United States land office at Tuscaloosa, in 
the State of the 28th 1861, and it appears from an account 
stated by J. A. Williamson, Commissioner ‘Public Lands, on the 3d day of May. 
1877, that the Government was indebted to the claimant on account of salary and 
86 pes * the sum of $169.45, which amount the Commissioner recommends 
The committee report the bill back with the recommendation that it pass.” 
ea cee after a careful re-examination of the case, adopt that report as 
own. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. NICHOLLS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 523) for the re- 
lief of Charles H. Nicholls, late superintendent of the Government Hos- 
pital for the Insane. 

Mr. CONKLING. From what committee does the bill come ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I ask that it be not passed over, and nobody 
here, I think, will object to it when I make a statement. 

Dr. Nicholis’s salary was fixed by law in 1855 at $2,500 a year as 
superintendent of the Government Hospital for the Insane. Years 
afterward—the exact date I have fo his salary was fixed at 
$4,000. He drew pay according to that act. After a while the work 
of revision was going on, and we have one of the beauties of the re- 
vised code in this instance. The revised code adopted at the first 
session of the Forty-third Congress, in 1873~74, went back to the first 
act, and in revising the laws revived the repealed law of 1855, ignor- 
ing the act which 8 him $4,000, and placed him upon the 
of $2,500 a year. It was not the intention at all, but it was one of 

the blunders for which the revised code under my hand is very re- 
markable. Dr. Nicholls, in entire ignorance of the blunder that had 
been made in this revision, made out his accounts as before, and the 
officers of the Treasury, likewise in ignorance of it, proceeded to pay 
him d to the last act, $4,000 a year for two years. As soon 
as they found out this blunder of the revisers, of course they ceased 
to pay the salary at that rate, and went back to the rate of $2,500 a 
year. This bill is for the purpose of settling his accounts without 
Charging him with the excess which he drew during this interval. 
It was prepared at the Treasury Department upon my uest in 
order to settle his accounts upon a basis of justice. It provides that 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they hereby 
are, authorized and directed to to the credit of Charles H. Nich- 
olls, late superintendent of the Government Hospital for the Insane, 
the sum of 83,037.09, that being the amount disallowed in his ac- 
counts, and being the difference in salary between $2,500 and $4,000 
annum from June 22, 1874, to June 30, 1876; said disallowance 
ving been made to conform to the uirements of the Revised 
Statutes, section 4839, adopted June 22, 1874; and the salary of the 
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said superintendent is hereby fixed at $4,000 per annum, as origina 
provided in act of March 2.4867 . ad 

The whole thing is of very easy comprehension, and it is no fault 
of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

In answer to the inquiry of the Senator from New York, I will 
state that this bill was introduced by me at the extra session of Con- 
gress, and it was referred to the Committee on Finance, of which I 
amamember. When it came up for consideration before that com- 
mittee at the present session, it was thought by some members of the 
committee that it was not germane to the business of the Finance 
Committee, but that it was germane to the business of the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws. It was thereupon transferred in 
the eae way to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, of 
which the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALLACE,] who is not 
now in his Seat, is chairman, and the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. Davis] 
and the Senator from New York to my right [Mr. KERNAN] are mem- 
bers, and others whom I do not now 5 It is here upon a unani- 
mons report of this committee. It is one of those pieces of injustice 
which have been inflicted upon a citizen without any intention, per- 
haps, by 8 but it is a case which 1 4775 for immediate ré- 
lief, and this bill ought to be so that his accounts may be set- 
tled according to the law under which he drew his g 

That is all there is of the case. It comes here with the unanimous 
report of the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and it would 
not have devolved on me to have made this explanation if the chair- 
man of that committee had been here, or indeed if I had observed 
that the Senator from New York [Mr. TA was present; but I 
enw 15 e bear witness that I have faithfully stated the purport 
0 $ 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, no one could be more unsuspect- 
ing of unconscious than I was when I inquired of the Secretary from 
which committee this bill came, as I have inquired in the case of sev- 
eral other bills, that I was about to draw out so eloquent, so instruct- 
ive, and so copious a statement from the Senator from Indiana or 
from any other Senator, to all of which I have listened with great 
pleasure. I inquired merely as I have done in the case of some other 
committees, from which this bill came, not knowing. However, I 
N iad to hear the Senator. y 

Mr. VOORHEES. I pete ay the inquiry was very proper, and I 
tried in faith and candor to give an answer. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam making my acknowledgments to the Sen- 
ator, although I did not at the moment think of inquiring about the 
merits of the bill but simply whether it came from a committee, and 
if so which committee,—an inquiry I often make in respect to bills, 
I beg to assure the Senator from Indiana that I had no ill-will toward 
this bill in respect of which he seems to feel an interest. 

However, after hearing his statement, I venture to ask this ques- 
tion: how does it apd eve that this icular claimant—not challeng- 
ing now the merits of this claim any higher night to consider- 
ation than all the other persons who by the repeal of the act of 1873 
were in the same position as this claimant? Iam not mistaken 
about the statute to which the Senator referred, it was a statute 
which had created some comment because it gave back pay, and its 
repeal affected a many persons alike. I see that the Senator 
shakes his head mildly, from which I infer that Iam mistaken. IfI 
am, I wish that he will set me right for I have an impression that 
there are a good many persons whose equity must be exactly like that 
of this claimant. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There is no question of back pay in this matter. 
It is simply this: when the Government Hospital for the Insane was 
5 the salary of the superintendent was fixed at a certain 
amount. Time passed on. It enlarged its proportions; the cares 
and duties became infinitely greater; and it was thought in the 
wisdom of Co: I think in 1867, that $4,000 a year was needed 
to pay a capable, efficient man at the head of that institution. It 
did not retract at all. It simply increased his salary to the amount 
which was thought to be just and proper. He drew his salary ac- 
cording to this last act, not thinking of any change, nor did Con, 
think of making any. . Finally, when the laws were re 2 
the revisers of our statutes overlooked the act that increased his 
salary and adopted in the revision the act which gave him $2,500. 
In the mean time he had drawn the amount spoken of in this bill 
aie pel pai euie olr pisek bh ben cigar by a 
whic ranches of Con ani nsi e 
President of the United States. Gir Š 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator understand that the act increas- 
in ac salary referred to this single individual? 

T. VOORHEES. Yes, sir; it did. 

Mr. CONKLING. Has the Senator the act under his hand? My 
recollection is different, and I find the recollection of other Senators 
supports mine. 

. VOORHEES. I think my recollection is right on this subject, 

and I venture without fear of contradiction to state that the — 85950 

of the superintendent of the insane asylum was increased. Whether 

other increases took place at the same time or not, I do not know. 

pier. there were other officers whose salaries were increased at 
t time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Very well. Now, the Senator will see upon that 
hypothesis that my criticism is a just one. If there were several offi- 
cers whose salaries were affected in the same way by the same act, 
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whatever is true of one as to merit is true of another; and therefore 
I on Sar of the Senator, assuming that to be so, why it was, partic- 
ularly this bill coming from the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws which ought to proceed upon the idea of correction of an error 
in the revision, that that committee selected from the flock one single 
individual and reported him? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iwill answer the Senator. Whenever the Sen- 
ator from New York or anybody else calls my mind to any other act 
of injustice like this I shall be ready to correct it. The case of Dr. 
Nicholls has no higher merit than any other case of a similar charac- 
ter. Any other case of a similar character ought to be corrected, and 
I stand ready to do it. I answer further the question which the Sen- 
ator from New York 3 He asks me how the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws came to select this case from others. I did 
not know of others; I knew of this. My attention was strongly 
called to the case of Dr. Nicholls, and knowing that wrong and in- 
justice had been done him I introduced this bill 55 58 It was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, as I have y stated. 
Thinking it was not germane there, the Committee on Finance had 
it referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. An abler 
committee does not exist in this body, and they have brought it here. 
They did not select it out of any lot. They perhaps know of no other 
such case. I do not. If they do, or if I do, I will go as far as the 
Senator from New York to remedy the injustice. 

Iam indebted to the courtesy of the Senator from Texas Mr. MAXEY] 
for a citation of the very act which the Senator from New York in- 

uired about, for which I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Texas. At the second session of the Thirty-ninth Congress, in 1867, 
I find the following provision in an appropriation act: 


GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. | 

For the Ge rt, clothing, and medical treatment of the insane of the Army and 
Navy and revenue cutter service, and of the indigent insane of the District 
of Columbia, at the Government Hospital for the Insane in said District, including 
$500 for books, stationery, and incidental expenses, $90,500 ; and the of the 
superintendent of the pat fh hospital is hereby fixed at $4,000 per annum. 

There is the act, and it standing there he proceeded in the discharge 
of his duty to receive that sum. A few years afterward it was cut 
down by the revision; the revision cut it down unintentionally I 
have no doubt. The revisers took the original act fixing $2,500 and 
put it inthe revision, and Con adopted the revision as an entirety, 
as we have often heretofore discussed. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator from Indiana to let me say 
now that I think the statute he reads is a complete answer to the 
question I put to him. My recollection was that in place of this be- 
ing an item of itself in ay appropriation bill, which was omitted in 
the subsequent revision, it was an act embracing not only this indi- 
vidual but others, and in that event I should insist more strenuous] 
than I have done so far, that if an error of revision is to be corrected, 
that error should be corrected for what it is worth and for whomever 
it applies to. But now the Senator reads a section of the statute 
which shows that the provision I had in mind is not the provision 
upon which this bill rests, and therefore my onjootion is not a good 
one and tke section he reads answers it completely. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I believe I have given as full an explanation to 
the Senate as I wish. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My attention was called to this bill when it was 
first placed upon the Calendar. I have been making some inquiries 
in regard to it. I made my objection when it was first brought up. 
Had there been a printed report accompanying this bill, stating the 
facts as they have been stated by the Senator from Indiana, it might 
have saved a great deal of trouble. It is a very dangerous way for 
bills of this character and importance, and amounting, as this may, 
to aprecedent, to be brought into the Senate without any report. The 
very able Committee on the Revision of the Laws could have given 
us their reasons in writing and in print for the consideration of this 
case; and so that I could have more time to look into it myself, I en- 
tered my objection as I did at the 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. HEREFORD in the chair.) The 
bill will be passed over. The next case will be reported. 

Mr. VOO ES. A single objection does not take this over when 
it is under consideration. 

Several Senators. Oh, yes. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The bill is under consideration, and I ask a vote 


on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. One objection takes the bill over dur- 
ing the morning hour. 

. VOO ES. By unanimous consent we proceeded to consider 
the Calendar until two o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I made my objection in the 3 The 
e asked me to listen to an explanation, but my objection still 
stands. 

Mr. WITHERS. An objection can be interposed at any time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I did not so understand the Senator from Mis- 
souri; but asa matter of course I am not going to controvert his 
statement. I now move to lay aside the pending orders and proceed 
to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I venture to say that both these Senators on re- 
flection will withdraw what they have done. The Senator from In- 
diana himself obtained unanimous consent to proceed with the 


Calendar under the Anthony rule for half an hour. Now I suggest 
to the Senator from Vermont that he ought not to demand the regu- 
lar order and that the Senator from Indiana ought not to make a 


motion in derogation of the unanimous consent. : 

Mr. VOO ES. Will the Senator from New York read me the 
Anthony rule? It has escaped my recollection now. 

Mr. CONKLING. It provides in substance that we proceed with 
unobjected cases, and a single objection carries a case over. 
rd 5 Then the Senator from New York is correct on 

at poin 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has so ruled. 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1117) to provide 
additional accommodations for the Library of Con b 
Mr. CONKLING. From which committee does that come? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. From the Committee on the Library. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and insert as a substitute for the bill: 
That a joint select committee, consisting of three 
of the House of 3 with three 
rary 


Senators 
Represen persons to be 
~ President of the United States, 3 hereby is, thorieed — 


er 

au 
examine the question of a site for the Lib of and report 
to cable, what location would be a riate for 
the Library and afford highest advantages for its future gro and perma- 
nent accommodations. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President I do not think there will be quite 
time to consider this question in the five minutes re ing. { am 
very clear that the 0 roposition presented here will only result 
in a delay of the buil go the Library for another year. Iam quite 
sure that there will not be time, and with the consent of the Senator 
from Indiana, as there are but five minutes left in which we can con- 
sider this bill, I object to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The bill will be passed over. The 
next bill will be read. 

JOSEPH R. SHANNON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 33) to ascertain 
the amount of the claim of Joseph R. Shannon, of Louisiana. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee 
will first be read. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Claiins was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to 


insert the following: 
the of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
Joseph R. Shi ormerly of the State of Louisiana, for the steamboat A. W. 


a EN E attics peg ch neg sed 
u „the sum 
s ja ra N ot 848, ow any money 6 ary not 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
from the Committee on Claims, January 26, 1880, but was 
interrupted by 
Mr. ALLISON. There are but two minutes left of the time speci- 
fied, and I object to the consideration of the bill. The report seems 
to be a very long one, 
FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. RANDOLPH. I ask for the following order: 


That Senate bill No. 1139, for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, be made 
the order of the Senate, to follow immediately upon the completion of the 
pending ed business. 

Mr. ALLISON. But not to the exclusion of appropriation bills, 
With that modification, I have no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is sags in place to make that 
order in the absence of the chairman of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, who gave notice that he would ask, immediately on the com- 

letlon of the pending bill, to follow it up by the Geneva award bill. 

t would hardly be fair to make another eet fo order. I ask the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey to let his motion remain on the table until the 
Senator from Ohio comes in. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. When the Chairman of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee gave the notice to which the Senator from West Virginia alludes, 
I stated to the Senate that I would insist on this order, and I also 
stated that it was the 3 the Senate that immediately 
upon the completion of the pending business the order which I have 
so frequently asked for and several times obtained would prevail. 
That has been I believe the understanding of the Senate ; at least up 
to this moment there has been no objection save the one that was 
made by the Senator from Ohio. The special order in the case I have 
referred to was made ten or twelve days ago. This is a mere repeti- 
tion of it, and for the purpose of having it distinctly unders' 
and not 3 understood that the order which I ask for 
shall follow that which is now before the Senate. I think I am right 
about that. ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is no question about the 
statement of the Senator from New Jersey, and the ort ere bys I 
made was to let the matter lie on the table until the e of the 
Committee on the Judiciary comes in. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. If it can be taken up to-day and acted on, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 9 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the regular order. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour having expired, 
the unfinished business of yesterday is now in order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 80) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
transport contributions for the relief of the suffering poor of Ireland. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the fo 5 joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr and 
to pay three messengers of the Senate ; 

Teint resolution (H. R. No. 200) for printing the eulogies deliv- 
ered in the Senate and House of Representatives upon Hon. Rush 
Ciark, deceased; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 203) making appropriations for the 
Reform School of the District of Columbia. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


Am from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 18th instant approved and signed the act (S. No. 325) for the relief 
of Henry Page; and on this day the act (S. No. 185) for the relief of 
Gibbes & Company, of Charleston, South Carolina. 


MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 19) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain and ce the amount of land located with military 
warrants in the States described therein, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the motion of Mr. EDMUNDS to postpone 


the bil 1 

Mr. LOGAN. . President, I desire to detain the Senate a short 
time on this question. I must premise by saying that the arguments 
made use of before the Senate by some of the Senators who have opposed 
the bill have struck me as very peculiar. The Senator from Alabama, 
[Mr. Pryor] the other day ad the Senate; I listened to his 
ent attentively ; andmy understanding was about this : that his 
State had neglected so long to call attention to this claim that it 
struck him unfavorably. I also listened to the argument of the other 
Senator from Alabama, [Mr. MORGAN, ] yesterday, in which he took 

the position that his State would not receive more if this bill 


than she would be taxed for its payment. The inference I drew 
from his ent was that this was a sufficient reason why the bill 
should not be voted for. I think I do not misstate the positions of 


the Senators from Alabama. Now for one moment I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to this curious argument. 

If we as Senators representing the different States are not to in- 
uire into the legality and r of a claim presented by another 
tate than our own unless the passage of the bill shall in some way 

materially benefit the State we represent, I think in such case we 
will have traveled far from that which ought to guide us in forming 
our judgments in reference to passing laws. Upon the same princi- 
ple every bill appropriating money for the harbors of New York, Bos- 
ton, or Charleston, or for any other harbor in this country, the con- 
stituents of other Senators not being benefited by the bill, those 
Senators may say “ our State will receive no benefit from this appro- 
priation, but we shall be taxed so much in order to provide this fund, 
and therefore we cannot afford to vote for it.“ I must say that this 
would be a very incorrect position to assume, and one that I cannot 
consent to for one moment. In legislation there should be no ques- 
tion in our minds as to whether our own States are directly interested 
or not in the of a bill that is pending. We should consider 
only whether the bill is a just and a proper one to be passed, no mat- 
ter whether it affects one State or all the States, At least I have 
tried, so far as my short legislative career has gone, to govern myself 
by that principle. È 

What is the question involved in this bill, Mr. President? It is 
not what has been stated in some parts of the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS, ] as I understand it. Arguments 
are sometimes calculated to confuse and obscure the real question, 
and in many instances obstruct the main pathway to the true merits 
of a bill. I will not say that this has been intentionally done in this 
instance, but that has been the effect in some de 

Now, sir, I assert this proposition to be true, that the trust which 

was to be executed by the Government of the United States in rela- 
per cent. of the 5 per cent. of the pro- 


tion to the expenditure of 2 
ceeds of the sales of public lands payable to the different States 
nothing whatever to do with the question in this bill. ‘The trust re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Vermont and by one of the Senators 
from Alabama yesterday was in regard to internal improvements 
that were undertaken by the Government of the United States. 
For the completion of those improvements 2 per cent. of this 5 per 
cent. fund was to be ie! pens 

Without discussing that question in this connection, I kere assert 
that by the action of Con by the decisions of the departments 
of the Government, by an absolute abandonment of that trust on the 
part of the Government of the United States, it was turned over to 


the different States, and ceased further to exist so far as the Govern- 
ment of the United States was concerned. 

Then this proposition is entirely independent of that. What is this 
proposition? It is whether or not the contract entered into between 
the Government and the States mentioned in this bill, whereby they 
were to receive 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, embraced entries of lands other than for money. In other 
words, whether or not land warrants, which were given by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States as payment to its soldiers as com- 
pensation for their services, should be treated by the Government as 
an obligation of indebtedness, and whether lands exchanged by the 
Government in payment of these obligations should be subject to the 
ch: of the 5 per cent. thé same as if of for money; 
whether or not there was a consideration between the soldier an 
the Government—a consideration between the State and the Govern- 
ment? These are the questions presented by this bill. 

In order that we may understand these questions fully I will call 
the attention of the Senate to the different laws that have been | jem 
giving lands or bounties, as they are commonly called, or land war- 
rants, or scrip, to persons who served the Government of the United 
States. The theory upon which the Government acted at the time 
in the enactment of these laws was that this was part payment for 
the services performed in behalf of the Government by the soldiers. 
The very first enactment on this subject shows this to be true, and 
will be found in the Journal of the American Congress of 1776. Sep- 
tember 16 Congress provided for the raising of eighty-eight battalions 
to serve for the war. The resolution of Congress was as follows: 


That in addition „ to each non-commissioned 
e 


cers and 
erein to the close of the war, or until y ingress, 

to the representatives of such officers and soldiers as shall be slain by enemy, 
such lands to be provided by the United States; and w. her gonada 
C the said expense shall be paid an taii dupe 
United States in the same proportion as the other expenses of the war, 
a colonel, five hundred acres ; to alieutenant-colonel, four hundred and fifty acres; 
to a major, four hundred acres ; toa captain, three hundred acres; to a lieutenant, 
two handred acres; to an ensign, one undred and fifty acres; to each non · oom · 
missioned officer and soldier, one hundred acres. 


By this act the land was a part of the Ray pees to the soldier 
for services that he should perform in behalf ofthe Government. The 
$20 cash bounty and the land, which has been called a bounty in this 
discussion, were each a part of the a ment between the Govern- 
ment and the soldier at the time. The Commonwealth of Virginia, im- 
pressed with the importance of augmenting the Army at once, almost 


immediately after the of the above act by Con passed 
an act 1 for raising fer part of the troops demanded by Con- 
gress: 
October, 1776.—An act for raising six additional battalions of infantry on the Con- 
tinental establishment. 

Whereas it has been thought necessary by the American Con, that the armies 
of the United States should be 5 to eighty- eight bat to be enlisted 
to serve during the continuance of the present war, 


sooner and 
that fifteen of said battalions should be furnished by this Commonwealth, and that 
the said team. ee by their resolutions, have to give to every non-co ed offi- 
cer and private soldier a present bounty of twenty dollars and to provide 
the following portion of land to be given at the close of the war, or whenever 80 
discharged, to the officers and soldiers who shall engage in said service, or to their 
representatives, if slain by the enemy: To every non-commissioned or sol- 
dier, 100 acres ; toevery ensign, 150 acres ; to every lieutenant, 200 acres; toevery 
cap 300 acres; to every major, 400 acres; to every lieutenant-colonel, 450 acres ; 
Me er a tarafore canceed ty the General A of the Virginia, 

‘ore Commonwealth 

vernor, with the pram | his privy 


That it s and gr fog lawfal for the 

council, and he and they are hereby req to take such measures as to them 

shall seem most expedient for engaging the said battalions * and for that 
officers commanding the same, or to send 


purpose to give recruiting powers to the 
commissioners, if that measure appear more effectual, or to adopt any 
other way or means most likely to their y enlistment, &c.—Henning's 

Statutes of the Commonwealth of Virginia, volume 9, page 179. 
We find also following this, Henning’s Statutes at Large, volume 

9, page 558 : 
October, 1778.—An act for the speedy recruiting of the Virginia regiments or Con- 
tinental establishment. gim 
Whereas the different modes heretofore adopted for the . the de- 
ficiencies in the quota of Continental to be furnished by tato have 
been found inadequate to the purpose, and it is indispensably ni that the 
regiments of infantry be 8 to render the operations of the ensu- 
campaign more decisive and honorable to the American arms, 

it enacted, That twenty-two hundred and sixteen men, rank and file, be forth- 
with raised within this Commonwealth, and that each person who shall enlist to 
serve eighteen months, to commence from the day of their several rendez vous, 
shall be entitled to $300, and that each person who will enlist for three years or dur- 
ing the war shall be entitled to $400, together with the Continental bounty of lands, 


In 1779 (Henning’s Statutes, volume 10, page 7 we find the land 
grant was extended to the marines, also to the soldiers under Colo- 
nel George Rogers Clarke ; also to chaplains and surgeons, and their 
mates, in the Army. 

We find also in October, 1779, an act extending the same privileges. 
This act declares the quantity of land which it was intended the 
officers and soldiers should have at the end of the war, namely: Col- 
onel, 5,000 acres ; lieutenant-colonel, 4,500 acres; major, 4,000 acres; 
captain, 3,000 acres; every subaltern, 2,000 acres; every non-com- 
missioned officer, 400 acres; every soldier or sailor, 200 acres. 

It will be seen by the foregoing act of the first Con of the 
United States that the policy was early adopted of offering induce- 
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tion of, 
war, by appropriating public lands in part payment of those who 
enlisted and fai thfally served in the mi tary service, i in addition to 
the money bounty and monthly compensation paid. 

Afterward, in the warof 1 15 with Great Britain, we find that 
before the declaration of that war Congress p rovided as a part of 
the compensation to those who enlisted or re-culisted | in the military 
service of the United States that they should receive, upon certifi- 
cate of faithful service, one hundred and sixty acres of the public 
domain. 

December 24, 1811.—An act for completing the existing military establishment. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House es of the United States 
— assembled, That the fi, rbagor Mawr Bo now — 


ments to enlistments in the Army in time of, or in antici 


ized by law, be ediately completed. 
Src. 2. it further That there 8 d to each effect- 
ive, ed man, recruited or re-enlisted for that servi the term of five 


ears, unless sooner the sum of $16; fen tee ye t of one-half of 
eare, unless sooner dlacharged. the sum of $ be mustered and per vo joined the corps | Of 


shall be ee shall have obtained from - 
ing officer of his 1 
moreover be allowed and paid in 


performed his duty while in servico 7 
tion to the aforesaid bounty three aaun e one hundred and sixty acres 
of heirs and representatives officers or 


3 EE eee 
in manner and upon such terma and conditions as may bo 
United States Statutes at Large, volume 2, page 669. 


This takai, it will be seen, gave this bounty upon the condition 
of the service of the soldier, when he received a certificate at 2 7 
time of his that he had served ve come . faithfull 
the service of the Government. When we come to read this ac 1. 


for his services in behalf of the Government of the United States. 

The following enactments by Congress, which in every instance 
relate to future enlistments, entitled the enlisted men to lands for 
services in that war: 


January 11, 1812.— An act to raise additional military force. 

F 17... de gg TONIE A ab onsen ode iw i rv 

America in Congress assembled, That there be immediately raised ten 

eee , And ono regiment of light dragoons, to be 
for the term of Rye years aa 


ee And de ar ead, That there shall be allowed and paid to each 
man recruited as aforesaid to serve for the 151 five 
Sean Fat 86, but oe grr ben rake mar rable ee d 
he Aged © joined some military corps of the United States f for 
service ; pry 8 any non-commissioned officer or soldier shall be disc 
from service, who shall have obtained from the commanding officer of his com- 
, battalion, 5 a 5 that he . . ‘ormed his dut; 
Pnilst in in service, h be allowed and e sai 


bounty three 9 "pay and one M one hundred 75 * acres of land, and the heirs 
and pee phy | cers or soldiers who may be 
killed in action or die in the 3 af the the Tater States, shall likewise bo pai 
and . srl eg additional bounty of three 1 mant one Supera aag 
sixty acres be designated, surveyed, any atthe expense 
in such a manner and upon such terms and conditions as may be povided by law. 


[Volume 2, page 676.) 
F 6, Tiie . — N the ee mrt the ee States to 
‘ebruary ing te aa r eneit accept 


Sporos 1. Ba it enacted by the Senato ond House of Represent ves of the United 
merica in e That the ent of the United States 
of any company or 1 of volun- 
intry, who may associate and offer them- 
thousand men, who shall be be clothed, and 
at their and armed and 


in 
and . 


pelong in the several ery = Territories 5 such compan: 
That where any com regimen’ 
ion 8 to becommanded by e holding 
at the time of such tender; and any vacancy the 
the mode pointed out b law in the I State or Territory wherein 
re anes — 5 division 8 have nee e 
* 


3 6, And And be be it further anid, That tho heirs 5 EEEE of any non- 
officer or we edie ‘who tory! be killed in action or die in actual service 
— the United Sta tled to receive one hundred and 
land, to be otal y — laid off at the public mp red in suc! 
and upon 8 and conditions as may be provided by law. 


(Volume 2, page 788.] 


December 12, 1812.—An act increasing the pay of non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, ok cca and Rosier = y, =~ for other a se 


the 
Seo. 
the boca ee cael 


— 


[Volume 3, page 96.] 
January 27, 1814.—An act mal Thien’ . Brinda weal 
, Sncouragin; ents for longer periods of men whose terms 
— about to expt. E 
SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House e 
States of Americain assembled, 
tn the 


Representatives 
in Congress Thatin 3 to complete . 
tary establishment to the full number authorized by Congress and the 


hundred and sixty acres, and 
| at-law at any land office of the United Si 


8 
SS. 
Hl 
55 


0 
ta! pay at the expat 
and of three 80 07 Ten 

sore 


=F 
888 


i 
3 
ii 


killed in action or dio 5 the, service of oat theo United St States, shall 55 Ale ow 
tore porte organization ot the fou 


wn Serge nao eee. day of Janua 1 
— an 8 of $24 on account of his pay, 
pealed. 


Ey 


— 
HE 


175 
ggi 
FE 
BFE 
See 
PE 
a 
3 
a 
7955 


* * * . 


ays 3. And be it further enacted, That every 
ho has been recruited in th 


* 
* 
* 


non 

and private w! e regular Arm: af tho niin; Sinton ae 
6 the act of the Phor Apri 1818, — 2 ap eee 
ery Sate, passed Jannary ma; re-enlis term 

of five uring the war; and that every - Coraratesloned officer, musician, 
and private recruited under the the act of the 29th of January, 1812, 
entitled “An act in addition to an act ‘An act to raise an itary 


force, and for other purposes,’” may be re-enlisted for five years or during the war, 


Sec. 4. And be it enacted, That the non-commissioned 
and recat un er the au receding <commlesioned offers musiciana, 
tied be the bows 3 or five years or during the war. 


{Volume 3, chapter 9.) 


Jan 24. 1814.—An act authorizing 7 — Ernon of the United States to cause 
regiments therein mentioned to be enlisted for five years or during the 


enacted by the Senate and House 
That the 


them, or 

best promote the public 
n And doit That each man enlisted under the authori 

PE apo Further enacted, e wed by 


be 9 5 as the other 

rogula® troops of the United States. Aesi = 
[Volume 3, chapter 11.) 

February 10, 1814.—An act to raise three regiments of riflemen. 


SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of Americain eee ee eg hes ny mony Fg 3 
Der of regimentaof lomen notex gas in the opinion of the t will best 
promote the military service, to serve for five years or during the war, unless sooner 

* * 


Sec, 4. And de tt further enacted, That e staan the 8 
of this act be allowed the same bounty in money and land as is allowed by law to 
men enlisted for five years or during the war, and that the officers, non-commis- 
sioned offi musicians, and privates shall receive the same pay, clothing, sub- 
sistence, and forage, and be entitled to the same provisions for wounds and disa- 
bilities, the same ts and allowances, and be placed in every respect on the 
same footing as the other regular troops of the United States. 

Megat 3, aged) 10.) 


December 10, 1814.—An act making rovisions for filling the ranks of the 
amy ot thet Uni ed = 


> > 
enacted, That in lieu of 8 of one hundred and 


sixty i of land now allowed by law, there shall be allowed to each non-commis- 
sioned officer and soldier h enlisted, when disc from service, who 
shall have o the commanding officer of com battalion, or regi- 


same in every t in a manner 
and chi if there be 5 and oe the 
missioned 1 officer and soldier to nent who ae 
the service of the United States shall be the same not pase to col- 
lateral relations, any law heretofore p: to the contrary notwithstanding. 


It will also be observed that 8 „during the war with Mexico, 
in providing for raising a military fox that purpose, induced en- 
listments by offering lands, as SGA by the following acts : 


[Volume 9, page 124.] 
February 11, 1847.—An act to raise for a limited time an additional military force, 
and for other paves ee 

SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
States of America in assembled, That in ee peer 
tablishment of the United States, there shall be raised 
of the P. t for and * 8 
to be composed of the same number and rank s 

ed offi mn ai ih va 


A 


ss ra A se 

resont war war with Mexico, and who 

been killed, or died of wounds re- 
have beer 


5 


curred the coavas of auch serving, sar who 
FCC ce of wounds 

received or sickness incurred in the course of such service, shal al be entitled to re. 
CFF tor the quantity of one 
55 Dr an waatea heirs- 

tes, in one body, and in conformity to the 


1880. 


FTT 
upon the return of such certificate or warrant, with of the location 
bien pre er been legally made to the General Land Office, a patent shall! be is- 


officer, musician, or private 
or war- 


or 

ip to bear interest of 6 nt. able semi wall f 

an cen annum, e unn „ro- 

1 the pleasure of 8 that ooh private, 8 

musician who shall have been received into the service of the 

States since the commencement of the war with Mexico for less than twelve 

83 shall have served for such term or until honorably discharged, shall 

be enti Se eeeatre K WET toe Siete moyen of Teas, Tan may be subject to 
private entry, or $25 in scrip if pi i 

[Volume 9, page 183.] 
March 3, 1847.—An act to amend an act entitled “An act to raise, for a limited 
time, an additional military force, and for other purposes.” 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
America in ess assembled, That under the 


t kept in 
of the Treasury un er the direction of the Secretary, who shall cause the seal of 
po er eee to be affixed thereto; and no other signature shall be required to 
. [Volume 9, page 520.) 
tember 28, 1850.—An act ting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
Sep who nave bows eugene’ tec the — — 7 of the United States. 
S 


America in 
of 


m 
be entitled to land as follows: Those 


y 

The legal effect of all these acts of Congress, and the enlistment 
of the soldiery of the country under them in our several wars, is, that 
as soon as the soldier enlisted under and pursuant to the provisions 
of any of these statutes, a contract sprang into existence, whereb 
the enlisted soldier, by reason of his enlistment, contracted an 

d with the United States to render military service in the Army 
of the Government, in whatever capacity he might be assigned, ac- 
cording to the laws and rules governing the Army, for a given time; 
and in consideration of that service the United States, by her statute 
under which the enlistment took place, contracted and to pay 
such enlisted soldier the bounty in money 8 by that act—a 
stated monthly wage—and at the end of his term of service, upon 
the certificate of the proper officer that he had faithfully performed 
his duty as such soldier, to secure to him, of the public domain, one 
hun and sixty acres of land, or whatever quantity agreed upon 
under the law. 

You will find the laws passed in reference to this pos with one 
exception preceded the enlistment of the soldier. They were passed 
at the time the compensation was fixed, when it was provided that 
he should receive any money, and became a part of the payment for 
his services rendered to the Government, and was not considered in 
any single instance as a gift, or, as we might term it, a bounty. It was 
based upon a consideration passing from the soldier to the Govern- 
ment as a part of his pay. He received it for services and not as a 


The first question, as I stated, is, was there a consideration between 
the soldier and the Government for the bounty land warrant or scrip, 
as it is termed, that was issued by the Government to the soldier for 
his services? I take it that there was a consideration and a good and 
valid one. It is immaterial whether it was in scrip, whether it was 
a land warrant, a Government bond, a United States note, or gold or 
silver. When I say it was a payment to the soldier, I mean that it was 
an obligation from the Government to the soldier, to him of value, 
and that obligation ht be discharged by the Government in acer- 
tain way. It could be discharged by the Government when the Goy- 
ernment permitted that soldier or his assignee to lay the warrant upon 
a certain number of acres of land belonging to the Government. He 
then obtained his deed or certificate of purchase, and it was as much 
a payment by the Government of an indebtedness when it gave a deed 
for the loca’ on of this warrant or scrip asit was if he h: ure 
the land with the money of the Government. There is no distinction 
between the two cases; it was the same to the Government. 
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Sup according to our land laws, lands could only be purchased 
from the Government by the payment of money, and that Co 
to-day should pass a law authorizing the Government to receive the 
4 per cent. bonds of the Government in lieu of money for the land 
subject to entry at the land offices, I ask any one to tell me if such 
a bond would not be a payment to the Government for that land? 
Would that land not be sold by the Government? It would not be 
sold for cash, we would say, but it would be sold by the Government 
for the p of releasing it from an indebtedness it owed to the 
individual otag the bond. If that be true, the man who held a 
land warrant of the Government, it being an obligation of the Gov- 
ernment that could only be by the Government allowing 
him to take so much land in lieu of that warrant, it was a di 
of an obligation upon the part of the Government, and was as much 
a sale of land as if the land had been sold for cash. 

But some of our friends say, in fact it was said by one of the Sen- 
ators from Alabama that if this bill should be passed the Government 
would become responsible for all of the lands that have been given 
to railroads and canals, that have been given for schools, &. far 
as Iam concerned my mind leads me in a very different direction. 
There is a broad distinction between a grant and an exchange for an 
obligation based on a consideration, such as this was, passing 
between the individual and the Government. So far as the question 

the lands given to railroads is con it was well an- 


The question then arises, shall the Government pay this 5 per cent. 
on the lands entered with warrants to the different States with whom 
they entered into a contract or compact at the time of their admis- 
sion into the Union that they were to receive 5 per cent. of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the public lands? Was a consideration 
for that between the States and the Government? Before I under- 
take to give my views in reference to that question, I will say that 
the Congress of the United States has construed that law, and I call 
the attention of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] to the 
fact that Congress has construed this law in reference to own 
State. At the time that this trust was abandoned by the Govern- 
ment that it was attempting to execute in reference to all of these 
States, of using 2 per cent. of this 5 per cent. for public improve- 
ment, Congress passed a law to make a settlement with some of these 
States in reference to this whole question. The act for the admis- 
sion of the States of Alabama and Mississippi contains similar pro- 
visions to the act for the admission of the State of Illinois —that is, 
that 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of the public lands 
shall be used for certain purposes. Two = cent. was to be used in 
reference to the Northwestern Territory in building a certain road. 
In to Alabama and Mississippi it was to be used in a different 
way; but up to that time the trust had not been executed by the 
Government, and it was concluded on the part of the Government 
that it should be abandoned. Mississippi and Alabama then asked 
for a settlement between the Government ànd these States. Follow- 
ing that Missouri did the same thing. Upon what basis was this set- 
tlement made? 

In the case of Alabama, Congress recognized the doctrine we con- 
tend for now, by an act entitled “An act to settle certain accounts 
between the United States and the State of Alabama,” approved 
March 2, 1855. By that law it was enacted— 

That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and he is hereby, required 
to state an account between the United States and the State of Alabama, for the 

urpose of ascertaining what sum or sums of money are due to said State, hereto- 
unsettled, under the sixth section of the act of March 2, 1819, for the admis- 
sion of Alabama into the Union, and that he be required to include in said account 
the several reservations under the various treaties with the Chickasaw, Choctaw, 
and Creek Indians within the limits of Alabama, and allow and pay to said State 
5 per cent. thereon, as in case of other sales. 

When the Government abandoned the trust, as I said, that it had 
undertaken to execute for the State of Alabama in reference to the 
expenditure of the 2 per cent. fund, and when the settlement was 
made, it settled with Alabama upon what condition? Upon the con- 
dition that all the Indian reservations within the State of Alabama 
that had been withheld from public sale by the Government? On 
the consideration, sir, that the Government of the United Stateshad 
given these Indian tribes certain lands in Alabama in lieu of lands 
that the Indians possessed prior to that time. 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe that at the time of the passage of the law 
to which the Senator refers there were mili land warrants out- 
standing which were then permitted by law to be located upon pub- 
lic and land warrants had been located. Will the Senator 
from Illinois explain to me, if he can, why in the making of this set- 
tlement Alabama contented herself simply with including the reser- 
vations in favor of the Indians and said nothing about the military 
land warrants ? 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator, being a representative of Alabama, is 
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rtainly much more competent to explain why Alabama rested sat- 


isfied than I am. 
Mr. MORGAN. I can ag give an opinion, if the Senator will 
allow me. Up to that time Alabama never thought of making such 


a claim. 

Mr. LOGAN. That may 5 be, but at the time this law was 
passed, n the same principle, if Alabama never thought of mak- 
ing this claim for lands taken by the Government in the payment of 
its own debts on the sales on which the Government had contracted 
with Alabama to pay 5 per cent., how did Alabama come to think of 
the Indian reservations. I should like to know the distinction be- 
tween the Government reserving lands to pay Indians, and taking 
lands to pay land warrants. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know that there is any distinction, but 
Alabama evidently was contending at that time for an amendment 
to this law, a construction of it, and she did not see that it was just 
or in accordance with her relations to the Union at that time that she 
should press her amendment any further than covering Indian reser- 
vations, and she made no claim on account of the military land war- 


rants. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam only disc this question from what the law 
says, and from what, upon a fair and honest construction of this law, 
any one would understand that it means. If the Senator from Ala- 
bama, who isso fearful that his State will pay more in taxation if this 
bill passes than it will receive from the 9 will explain to 
me Why Senators and Representatives of ama would ask for the 
payment ef 5 per cent. upon the Indian reservations, and then say that 
upon the same principle land upon which warrants have been laid 
should not be paid for, I should like to hear it. I should like to 
have some gen versed in the law explain to me the distinction 
between the Government paying on Indian lands reserved in Ala- 
bama and norms j and paying on soldiers’ lands given for land 
warrants, in view of a consideration passing between the soldier and 
the Government, the same as between the Indians and the Govern- 
ment. 

Alabama received, I believe, about $120,000 as 5 per cent. on these 
Indian reservations at that time. The lands then were estimated at 
$1.25 per acre, that poing the minimum price of the public lands of 
this country. Alabama sh 3 received that, now criticises other 
States because they say that the lands were taken to pay soldiers, 
and therefore we should not receive it. The distinction is this, that 
the Government owed the Indian and paid him in lands, and Ala- 
bama took the 5 per cent. of the land that the Government owed the 
Indians, but the soldiers to whom the Government owed land they 
are not willing to take the 5 per cent. on. Is the Indian better than 
the soldier, or the lands different ? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Illinois undertakes to attribute 
to me any expression of that sort from anything I said I desire to 


sa — 

in. LOGAN. Not at all; I say no such thing. Iam making my 
own t. Iam speaking of the logic of it. 
Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Illinois expects to make cap- 
ital by putting me in a position of antagonism to the soldiers he has 

en 

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all. I mean no such thing. The Senator knows 
that I am eye of doing a thing of that kind; at least he ought 
to know it, for I have never attempted that anywhere. Idid not say 
the Senator said so, but I say there is no principle upon which Ala- 
bama can receive 5 per ceńt. on Indian reservations given by Congre 
to the Indians in lieu of other Indian lands and refuse to receive 5 per 
cent. upon the lands given to the soldiers, unless there is a difference 
between the Indian and the soldier in reference to this question, which 
there certainly is not as far as the question is concerned. t is 
what I said or intended to say. There is no distinction so far as the 
principle is concerned. The question is whether the Government, 
when it received a consideration for this land, made such a sale as 


will authorize them to pay to a State 5 per cent. as they in the 
ommo they made with the State when it became one of the sister- 
h of States. 


Now, let us go a little further with this law. My friend from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] dwelt long the other day on the words “ sales 
of public lands” and “net proceeds of the sales of public lands.” 
8 75 here, in this very last line of the law, the matter is explained, 
and a construction is given to the word “sales” as applicable to 
these lands. Whatisit? Speaking of these treaties with and res- 
ervations for the Chickasaw, Choctaw, and Creek Indians within the 
limits of Alabama, the act of March 2, 1255, which I have just read, 
says: 

And allow and pay to said State 5 per cent. thereon, as in case of other sales. 


„Other sales.” I ask the Senator to tell me what the Congress of 
the United States meant when it said “as in case of other sales.” 
Did it not consider that a sale? Why did it use the words “other 
sales?” When Con, was giving the 5 per cent. on these Indian 
reservations, if it did not consider them sales by the Government to 
the Indians, why did it not say that 5 per cent. shall be counted on 
the Indian reservations the same as on sales of lands? But it said 
these reservations shall be counted “the same as other sales,” show- 
ing conclusively that the Government then understood that this was 
a sale made by the Government to the Indians, and therefore the 


Government became ible to the State of Alabama for the 5 
per cent. the same as on lands sold for other p 8 

Let us go a little further and see what Co intended. Two 
years later Congress reaffirmed this doctrine by an act entitled “An 
act to settle certain accounts between the United States and the 
State of 8 and other States.“ What other States? It had 
settled with Alabama. What other States were there then? The 
very States that are now mentioned in this bill, excepting those that 
have become a part of the Union since that law passed. Ilinois, 
Ohio, Indiana, and a number of States had the same compact with 
the Government of the United States in reference to the 5 per cent. 
on the sales of public lands. Alabama having had a law passed and 
receiving her 5 per cent., Congress passed a law for Mississippi and 
in the very title they say to settle certain accounts with the State of 
Mississippi and other States. What other States? Other States hav- 
ing the same contract with the Government. None other could have 
been intended. What is that act? It is “An act to settle certain 
accounts between the United States and the State of Mississippi and 
other States,” approved March 3, 1857. The act provides: 

That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and he is hereby, required 
ty sete sa enero Letwene toned Sinton altho Deiat Minato 

are due 
Fore unscttled, on accoeut of public lands in said Stixte-- 5 

Showing that it included all the public lands in their construction 
at that time— 
and u the same principles of allowan 
act to settle certain — between the United — end ¢ e er Ale 

the 2d of March, 1855, and that he be required to include in said 
several reservations under the various treaties with the Chickasaw and 
Choctaw Indians within the limits of Mississippi, and allow and pay to said State 
5 per cent. thereon, as in case of other sales, estimating the lands at the value 
of $1.25 per acre. 

Another section was added to the act. What is that? It reads: 

That the said Commissioner shall also state an account between the United States 
and each of the other States upon the same principles, and shall allow and pay to 
each State such amount as thus be found due, estimating all lands and per- 
manent reservations at per acre. 

It seems to me quite manifest that the thing sought to be accom- 
plished z the bill under consideration was fully intended by Con- 
pae in e passage of the second section of the act last referred to. 

ere can be no question but the section referred to States other than 
Tepid & which under their ive acts of admission were en- 
titled to 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of all the lands 
within their borders. Then, mark the language of the second sec- 
tion. It commands the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
state an account, &c., and to allow and pay, &c., “ estimating all 
lands and permanent reservations at $1.25 per acre.” 

The precedent established by authority of the acts of 1855 and 1857, 
relating to the States of Alabama and Mississippi, would justify the 
allowance of 5 per cent. on all lands embr: within any of these 
newly admitted States not granted as I have before stated. Then 
how much more forcibly must it strike our reason, that the lands 
absorbed in those States by the location of military land warrants 
(which is but an outstanding obligation of the United States for 
services rendered the Government) would entitle the State within 
which the lands thus absorbed are situate to the 5 per cent. provided 
for in the act of its admission ? 

I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama, who has criticised this 
bill, a question. He says that Alabama did not dream that land 
warrants were included perhaps. Let us see whether that was the 
intention of this law. In the second section reference is made to 
other States having the same contract with the Government. The 
Commissioner shall state an account and settle with the other States 
upon the same principles. What Lier nay Upon the same prin- 
ciples that the 83 authorized him to settle with Alabama. 
What were those principles? Congress explained it in this second 
section : 

APE aap etal Ana ee State such amount as shall thus be found due, 
estimating all lands and permanent reservations at $1.25 per acre. 

„All lands.“ What lands? Lands entered with money? Not at all, 
but “all lands.“ „AlL lands?“ What lands? All lands having been dis- 
posed of by the Government upon the same principles that these lands 
were di of, that is for a consideration passing between the Gov- 
ernment and the party obtaining the land. That was the principle. 
Hence, inasmuch as consideration passed between the Indians and 
the Government, all lands in those States were to be included and 
were included that had been disposed of upon that principle that 
is, not for cash, but where the consideration passed between the Gov- 
ernment and the party. Noconstruction has ever been given to this 
statute in any different way by the best lawyers of this land, That 
is the construction given to this law by Judge Curtis. He held that 
the Government had abandoned its trust in reference to this 5 per 
cent., and that the Government must settle upon the principles found 
in the Alabama and Mississi eh eee The present Secretary of State 
gave an opinion that the ciple involved in the Alabama and Mis- 
sissippi cases applied to the other States. So have judges that 
were on the supreme bench held, and many others of the best lawyers 
in this country. 

Of course at the time that those questions were raised the matter 
of land-warrant entries was not in the case. The question then was 
as to the 2 per cent. fund, as to whether the Government had aban- 


bama, 
account the 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1037 


doned its trust and turned it over to the sage man the States were, 


therefore, entitled to receive the 2percent. T 
and in deciding that question they affirm the 
in the statutes in reference to Alabama and Mississippi, and insist 
that the Commissioner of the General Land Office should settle with 
the other States upon the same principle that he settled with these 
States. 

What was the consideration between the Government of the United 
States and the States upon which we base this claim? There must 
have been some consideration. It was nota gift. What wasit? I 
will take Illinois merely for the purpose of il eied because the 
same principle applies to all the States mentioned in this bill. 

The convention of the people of the Territory of Ilinois, that 
framed the constitution and established the government of that 
State, on the 26th day of Augnst, 1818, accepted, confirmed, and rati- 
fied the propositions contained in the act of Congress for her admis- 
sion into the Union in the following language : 


at was the question, 
rinciple as laid down 


of the le of the 
8 declare 


gagot Jan , 1819, shall remain exempt from any tax laid by order or under any 
au 
whatever, for the term 5 from and after the da: 


main exempt, as af d, from all 
after the dates of — 1 res) 
ding 


g to persons residing therein. And this convention do 
er ordain and d that the foregoing ordinance shall not be revoked 
without the consent of the United States. 

There was the consideration, and one, too, of the highest charac- 
ter. Ilinois as well as all these other States with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States that they would exempt from taxation 
the public lands within their States. hatlands? All lands of the 
Government, after they had been purchased or located with a land 
warrant, for five years or for three years. They denied themselves a 
large amount of revenue that they would have received for the ben- 
efit of their State. That amount of revenue doubtless would have 
equaled the amount to be realized from the 5 per cent. In the five years 
it doubtless would have amounted to more than 5 per cent. on the 
sales of the public lands. We withheld taxation an that no 
lands of a non-resident in the State should ever be taxed at a higher 
rate than the lands of a resident were taxed. That was our part of 
the contract. We have faithfully performed our part of the con- 
tract. No tax has ever been levied until the time expired, accord- 
ing to the compact and agreement between the Government and the 
State. We have keptit faithfully on our part. Why, then, shall the 
Government not keep it on its part? A contract between the Govern- 
ment and a State is just as binding or it ought to be just as binding 
as a contract between individuals. If a contract is made between 
individuals in the Senate to-day, and is complied with on the part 
of one, certainly the obligation is binding on the other that he shall 
comply and carry out his part of it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to ask 
him whether his State has not already received 5 per cent. on all the 
lands sold in the State? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; it has not. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand that the payment of 5 per cent. 
ba been made upon the proceeds of all the lands sold in all these 

tates. 

Mr. LOGAN. Isay that it has not; the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There is nothing in this bill providing for tak- 
wa vere out of the public Treasury by reason of the public lands 
which have been converted into money. I understand that on all 
the lands which have been converted into money by the Government 
5 per cent. has been paid to all the States embraced in this bill. If 
that is not true, then I am laboring under a misapprehension. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is not true. It might be true in the view of 
the Senator with his construction of the law, but in my mind it is 
not true. Inasmuch as the Senator asks if we have not received 5 
per cent. on all the lands sold, I say no. It is a long story to go back 
over it, but I will say to the Senator that the States of Ohio, diana, 
Illinois, and Missouri have not received up to this day a certain por- 
tion of the 12 85 cent. of the 5 per cent. fund. 

Mr. ALLISON. On cash sales? 

Mr. LOGAN. On cash sales. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator is speaking of the claim for 5 per 
cent, 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam; but the Senator asked me if the States have 
not received the 5 per cent. on all the lands sold for cash. I say no. 
There has been a bill before Congress for over twelve years, pressed 
by three States, to have the money paid to them that the Govern- 
ment pretended to expend hoig 2 per cent. of the 5 per cent. fund. 
That bill has passed the House, do not know how many times, and 
at one time it lacked two votes of ing the Senate. When the 
Senator asks me the broad question I answer as the facts are. I pre- 
sume the Senator meant to ask whether we were not asking 5 per 
cent. on lands that had not been sold for cash. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No, I mean just what I said. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then I answer the Senator as I have answered him, 
that we have not. The Senator, I presume, insists that lands taken 


up by land warrants are not sales. I say they are. On those lands 
we have received nothing whatever, not even 2 per cent.; nor 3 per 
cent., nor any other per cent. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That I understand to be the exact question 
raised by the bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the exact question, and that is the reason 
why I have answered the Senator as I have. While the Senator was 
out of his seat of course I could not inform him or give him any light 
whatever. I was trying to show that by the act of Con Provid- 
ing for a settlement with the States of Alabama and Mississippi the 
very construction that I now claim was given to this settlement of 
5 per cent. with those States; that there the authority was given to 
pay 5 per cent. on lands which had not been sold for cash but which 

been taken in exchange for other lands. Se were not cash sales 
but sales. I might use the term “exchange.” They were exchanged 
for other lands, and yet Congress passed a law nes pie 5 e cent. 
upon those lands. On thesame principle we ask to-day that ngre 
shall allow Illinois and the other States associated with her the 5 per 
cent. upon lands that have been taken RY land warrants given by the 
Government of the United States in order that it might be releaseđ 
from an obligation that it was under to the persons who held these 
warrants. I give a note to the Senator from Delaware for a thou- 
sand dollars and when that note becomes due he is under obligation 
to do a certain thing for some other p. and I release him from that 
obligation and perform his obligation, a though Ido not pay the cash, 
I cannot understand that this is not a full satisfaction of that obliga- 
tion, just as complete as if I paid a thousand dollars in cash. It is 
done at his instance. Does not the Senator so understand it? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I need not give the Senator my views on that 

uestion. 
= Mr. LOGAN. I only put that case to see whether it meets the 
Senator’s view or not. If I can release an obligation to the Senator 
for money in any other way that satisfies him, it is a release of the 
obligation; and he would not be acting in good faith, at least it seems 
so to me, if he would come to me in and say, “ You have got to 
repay that obligation because you did not pay it in cash.“ Ido not 
think it would be very sound, it certainly would not be very just, and I 
555 5 think that the Senator would indulge in a construction of that 

-When the Legislature of Illinois and all of these other States re- 
frained from taxing for five years the lands that were sold and dis- 
posed of by the Government, and withheld that revenue from their 
own coffers, and allowed the Government of the United States to re- 
ceive its benefits from the land, Isay then that that obligation was just 
as binding between the Government and these States as if the States 
had paid millions upon millions of dollars to the Government of the 
United States for this right to receive 5 per cent. of the lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my honorable friend a question? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To his very able argument I have listened with 
Say: pleasure; and I wish to put a question to him. As applied to 

he State of Illinois (of course there are so many States in the bill 
that we have to take one at a time) on the very point the Senator is 
now speaking of, the United States on account of this 5 per 
cent., as it is said, of the net proceeds, two-fifths to be disbursed by 
Con and three-fifths to be paid over to the State for learning, a 
part of it to be devoted for a university, first, that the lands sold 
should not be taxed “for the term of five years from and after the day 
of sale ;” but, second,“ that the bounty lands granted, or hereafter 
to be granted, for military services ~ = shall, while they 
continue to be held by the patentees, or their heirs, remain exempt 
7 for the term of three years.” Under those two clauses to- 
pother, I should like to ask my honorable friend, who I know, if any- 
iy, can explain it, how he maintains that bounty lands and sold 
lands are the same thing? The Senator’s argumentis, and that is the 
theory of this bill, that lands granted for bounties fall within the de- 
scription in the compact of lands sold, the net proceeds of which were 
to be devoted, while in the same act, as it a to me—I may be 
wrong—Congress regarded them as quite different things, and fixed 
one rule of taxation for one, and another rule of taxation for the other. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is very adroit, but if he will give me his 
attention for a moment while I answer his question I try to do 
it as well as I can. Does it make any difference, so far as the time is 
concerned, whether the term is three years or five years as to the con- 
sideration between the Government and the State? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not on the point of consideration; I am on 
the point of description. The question is whether the bounty lands 
fall within the description, according to the meaning of this contract, 
of lands sold. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will answer that, but I want to answer the ques- 
tion that is covered under it. The Senator is too good a lawyer not 
to know that the distinction between five years and three years, as 
to the consideration between the State and the Government, cuts 
no figure whatever. Whether the term is six months or ten years 
makes no difference. The question is whether the State withheld 
taxation that she was entitled to, and for that reason the Govern- 
ment agreed to certain propositions. That is the consideration, and 
it is not as to the time. 

Now, I will answer the other question as to the difference between 
sold lands, asthe Senator calls it, and lands taken by land warrants. Of 
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course the land was the same; it could not affect the land. What 
did it affect. Could it affect the Government? If so, how? The 
effect upon the Government was the same thing precisely, and that 
was what the Government was aiming at, that her lands could not 
be taxed, that she might dispose of ya and might afford 
inducements for parties to go and take these lan Certainly the 
consideration was the same? Thatis the question the gentleman 
wants answered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ohno; that is not the question. : 

Mr. LOGAN. Then, if that is not it, the question is, Was the pay- 
ment the same? Is that it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that is not it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then, what is it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question is, is the description the same? 

Mr. LOGAN. The description of what? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The description of the net proceeds of lands sold. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My question is this: How is it possible to main- 
tain that Congress supposed that bounty lands were lands included 
within the description of the 5 cent., which says the net proceeds 
of lands sold shall be paid out in such and such ways? 

Mr. LOGAN. I will explain that if I can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When it provided, if the Senator will allow me 
to state the question—— 

Mr. LOGAN . Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When it provided that in the one case of lands 
sold one disposition should be made in of the States giving 
up taxation and in respect of bounty lands another disposition shoul 

made. : 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, the Senator comes down to a nice point that 
can be answered, it seems to me, and it is in reference to the deseri 
tion or character of disposition by the Government; that is, that 
lands are described one class as lands sold and the other as lands 
located with bounty land warrants. It is the description, then, that 


is applied to the purchase. 
Of course at first the Government used the word “ sales” because 
that was for the p of disposing of the lands, but as the Govern- 


ment was under obligation to pay a debt that it owed, and it could 
discharge that debt in land, having more land than it had money, it 
took it upon itself to discharge its debt in lands, and perhaps that 
because they expected that most of these land warrants would be in 
the hands of persons Ligier iy them, getting them at probably a 
smaller price than they would for the money, and because the 
set apart as military land was selected out of the best lands. It was 
in re to the selection of the military tract in my State they re- 
duced the time of taxation in this particular. If that was not the 
reason I do not understand why; but so far as the distinction is con- 
cerned between the Government (and the Government is the one) I 
want the Senator to answer me if the Government owes him a million 
of dollars and discharges that debt with bounty land warrants, is the 
Government going to say that the land was sold and paid for in a 
different way from what it and therefore under no obligation 
to pay 5 per cent. and keep the compact? Is that the theory? Is 
that the honesty of this Government? Is that the manner in which 
this Government intends to keepitsobligations? Isthis Government 
to be made a quibbler here in reference to small amounts when deal- 
ing with great States from whom they have received the money for 
years that hel to support the Government? i 
Mr. EDM S. Does the Senator want an answer now, or at 
some other time? 
Mr. LOGAN. I would just as lief have it now as at any other time 
if the Senator wants to give it now. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I give it now. I with the Senator in 
his illustration that if the Government of the United States owes a 
debt and Pays it, it has no right to say it has not paid it. That is 
plain mong, ; but the Government being se proprietor of lands over 
which the Territory that asks to be admi as a State has no au- 
thority whatever, it has a a to make the compact with the State 
on coming in according to the terms that are agreeable to both of 
them and that they both agree to. If the Government says, there- 
fore, in so many words, to the State when it comes in, “ All the mone 
that I get from the sales of these lands I will divide with you, but 
reserve my dominion of 3 and as a Government having 

citizens that I owe debts to and wish to confer benefits upon, I re- 

serve my sovereign right not to sell these lands at all; my sovereign 
7 5 is not to be given up, but whatever money I do get in the course 
of the policy that I pursue about my citizens I will divide with you ”— 
I say in that case, if the Government does not choose to sell an acre 
o land, it is a perfectly fair bargain, and neither has a right to com- 
plain. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator says that is a fair bargain. Allow me 
to illustrate and see if it is. We will say that there were three States 
all having the same contract with the Government in . * to the 
lands that the Government owns within their borders. e contract 
is that when these lands are e sie of the Government will pay 5 
per cent. to the States in consideration that the States will not tax 
the lands for five years after they are taken by the purchaser. The 


object of that of course we understand to be to induce settlement on 
these lands. When the Government has made that compact with 
three States, all upon the same basis precisely, suppose the Govern- 


ment has issued land warrants enough to take up all the lands in one 
of the States. A law is then that these land warrants shall 
not be located in two of the States, but shall be located in one par- 
ticular State, say Illinois—Illinois, Michigan, and Indiana being the 
three States named. Hence by the land warrants they take ev: 
foot of land in Minois, and they leave the land to be bought for hong 
in the other two States, and pay to the other two States the 5 
cent. on the sales, while the one State does not get a cent for the 
p of advancing its schools, &c. Would that be fair? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would not be fair, and then there would be a 
ground to appeal to Congress and say, “ you, in the exercise of the 
sovereign dominion that you reserved, have thought it necessary to 
so shape your legislation, not for the purpose of grinding us but for 
the benefit of your soldiers, that the situation is entirely changed 


from what we sup it was going to be. Now we appeal to your 
sense of equity an generosity, to this thing right.” The answer 
to that would be, if such an appeal were © in a given case, “I 


am willing to be equitable, I am willing to be generous,” says the 
Government; ‘‘now, let us see what we have done for you; if we 
have not more than made it up in a great many ways we will make 
it up now.” But the Senators 5 Iowa, whose State has the 
share in this, say, we do not stand upon the poraa: principles of 
what the Government ought to do as a matter of generosity and fair- 
dealing, but we stand upon the construction of the bargain that we 
made, and we are willing to fall by that or stand upon it.” Then 
my answer would be, the in reserved this sovereign dominion 
and if you only stand upon the bargain you have nothing to say. 
If you 1 to our sense 3 and fair-dealing, as between 
man and man, then we will everything into consideration. 
eee ex. s Auth see ee the Senator ee pr it on 
un nerosity. He may put it upon any ground he may choose. 
if EDMUNDS. I am taking the construction of the Senators 
from Iowa. ; 


Mr. LOGAN. I understand, it is not mine. My construction is as 
I have said and tried to maintain, however feebly I have done so—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You have done so ably. 

Mr. LOGAN. My construction is, that the Government having 
made an ment with the State that it should have 5 per cent. for 
its withholding taxation, and that that 5 per cent. should be used for 
the rosie of education and for internal improvements within 
the States, when the Government disposes of the land in discharge 
of its obligations and then denies the 5 per cent. to the State, it vio- 
lates its agreement and does not act in good faith. As in the illus- 
tration I pat, if three States, under the same contracts or compacts 
with the ernment, make the same agreement that 5 per cent. shall 
be given to the States for these purposes, and if the Congress should 
pass a law that two of the States shall receive the 5 per cent. but 
that thé other State shall be set apart to have its lands located with 
land warrants and shall not be paid the 5 per cent., it is a dishonest 
and unfair course on the part of the Government. Itis taking the 
advantage of one State for the benefit of the others. The illustra- 
tion fits here. In the very time when these lands were open in my 
State to be located with land scrip or warrants Congress did pass a 
law exempting the lands of some of the States from these land war- 
rants, and put them on other States, which is just the very case that 
I have given. In Iowa, Illinois, and Missouri these land warrants 
were laid when other States by law were exempted from having their 
lands located or selected as soldiers’ lands. eref I say that if 
the Government claims that these lands were not sold within the 

ing of this comp: it has acted not only in bad faith, but it 
was a trick on the part of the Government to have the lands of our 
State taken and pay nothing for it, and pay the 5 per cent. to the 
other States where they shoved the location out of their border on 
to us. That is the case presented here. The State of Michigan to- 
day receives her 5 per cent on every acre ofland. Thelaw exempted 
her land from being taken in this way selected in permen to org 
diers by the Government for services, and our State to stand it. 
Was this within the meaning of the contract, and evidence of fair- 
dealing on the part of the Government ? 

In reference to this question I wish to ask the Senator from Ver- 
mont (because every one admits that he is not only an accomplished 
Senator but an astute lawyer) suppose I make a bargain with him 
to-day to pay him $10,000 in gold coin. My obligation is in writing; 
it is my ent. Suppose when that obligation matures, he says, 
“ LOGAN, I do not want the pold, I prefer the bonds of the Govern- 
ment of the United States.” I obtain the bonds and pay them to him. 
Is not that a satisfaction of that obligation as much as if I had paid 
the gold? Will the Senator not say so? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly I would say so. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; suppose that in the obligation.it was 
recited, “ that if this obligation shall be faithfully complied with on 
the precise day as speci then the interest on this obligation shall 
be reduced 2 per cent.; “ and the gate hat Vo ting pba money 
prefers and agrees to the bond inp of mogor and I carry it out, 
will-he not be as much under obligation to reduce the interest 2 per 


cent. as if I had paid the gold? 
Mr. EDM Vi fikely. 
Mr. LOGAN. If that be true, then tell me how it is when the Gov- 
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ernment of the United States agrees with my State that for every 
acre of land sold or disposed of within the borders of that State, if 
we abstain from taxation for five years and for three years respect- 
ively, it will give us 5 per cent. in consideration of that act, the Gov- 
ernment can afterward come in and say: “ We owe adebt to the sol- 
diers who have performed service for the country; we will pay that 
debt with land instead of money, having more land than we have 
money.” The soldier is willing to take the land. He does take it. 
It discharges the obligation of the Government. When the obli 
tion of the Government is discharged, it says to the State of Illinois: 
“Well, I did not receive for the land that which was first intended, 
and therefore I will not pay you the 5 per cent.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My honorable friend from Illinois misses the point 
in stating his case, as it a) tome. We differ about that, but it 
seems s0 to me. Now, as I read this compact of the United States 
and the State of Illinois, both agreed that the United States had 
sovereign dominion over these lands. 

Mr. LOGAN. There is no dispute about that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itsaid to the State of Illinois that was to come 
in, not bound to do anything for it, in the way of public lands, “in 
order to 1 education in your State and help the internal improve- 
ments, all the money that we get from the sales of land we will di- 
vide; we will 1 cent. to help you, 3 per cent. of it 
shall be appropriated to your education, which you can di of as 

ou like for those purposes, but we hand it over to you in trust, and 

per cent. we will 2 to help you in another way; but you must 
know at the same e”—which is my reading of these statutes— 
that our political dominion”—of course, I do not mean p li- 
tics in the general sense, but our political dominion—“ over this land 
for any purpose we think the publie good requires us to dispose of 
them remains.” If, therefore, it becomes desirable to give away a 
part of these lands to a railroad, to grant a of them for a con- 
sideration for the building of a railroad for the carrying of the mails 
free, &c., or to pay soldiers, if you call it pay, or to give bounties to 
soldiers who have served and are already out of service, (a mere act 
of generosity, bear in mind,) it is part of the agreement that we may 


do that, and we must be governed, you being a of the Govern- 
ment also, we must all be garom by the gen rinciples of what 
seems to be fair about the disposition of these lands. We 


simply that all the money that we get under our system of public 
lands we will divide in such a way. If that was the bargain, then 
it is not inequitable to have the b carried out, because both 
parties understood what might be done. 

Mr. LOGAN. What becomes, however, of the revenue of the State? 
If we have witbheld the taxation and depleted our revenues so that 
we cannot carry on our educational purposes, and the Government 
still gets her benefits, does the fact that the Government has sovereign 
control of the lands entitle the Government to enforce our part of 
the contract and answer us, when we ask that it be enf , with 
sovereignty over the public domain? According to the Senator’s the- 
ory, because the bargain said money, nothing but money will do. 
Now, in answer to that, let me put a case according to the Senator's 
theory. He asks me here, as a Senator from Illinois, to agree that 
Tllinois shall be treated differently from what other States have been 
having the same compact with the Government. If an Indian res- 
ervation—which is 5 the line of his argument—is 
carved out of the public lands in my State and given to a tribe of 
Indians in lieu of lands that they hold in New York, for illustratio: 
the consideration is the exc of the land in Illinois for the lan 
in New York, and according to the Senator’s theory we should not be 
entitled to the 5 per cent. on that. 

Mr. ED Certainly not. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator knows very well that the Government 
of the United States has paid Alabama, Mississippi, Missouri, and 
Indiana on that very principle. 

Mr. McMILLAN. And Wisconsin. 

Mr. LOGAN. And Wisconsin. On the very principle that I state 
in this case those States have received 5 per cent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not on the “ very principle.” 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir, I say on the very principle under the laws 
of Con , for under the law Alabama, and Missiasi ippi, and Indiana, 
and Wisconsin, and Kansas I think latterly, have settled with the 
Government, and the Indian reservations taken out of their lands 
have been settled for at $1.25 an acre by the Government of the 
United States and the 5 per cent. paid. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; but the Senator says it is on the princi- 
ple that is involved in this bill. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. It is ore, the principle involved in this-bill. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. t I entirely deny; and if it were involved in 
such a principle then I should say that Congress had done a tact 
of iuao to all the States together in doing anything of the kind ; 
but nr oe the principle on which that thing proceeded was a 
eee 9 ngaen: 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A principle of generosity, a generous sense of 
what it should do; and, therefore, if it had conferred on other States 
benefits in a larger degree of the same Konal nature that the other 
States who had got these other benefits that the particular States had 
not, would have no right to tee The Senator can cite a great 
many bad precedents undoub: 
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Mr. LOGAN, I like to have precedents applied to my constituents 
ongress 


as well as to others. Now, sir, when C steps in and settles 
with Alabama, pays her $120,000, as 5 cent. on Indian reser- 
aa ey were 57 sold for bsg Ba were taken in 8 
other ; pays Mississippi, pays Wisconsin, Missouri, Indiana, - 
sas, and Nebrask and because Illinois, forsooth, has no Indian res- 
ervations, but her lands have been taken with mili land warrants, 
you say e same principle shall not apply because t lands were 
not sold, They were sold just as much as the Indian reservations 
were sold. The Indian reservations were carved ont of the lands of 
the State, and taken in exchange for other lands belonging to the 

dians. So, too, were the lands taken in these different States and 
given in exchange for land warrants, or for the satisfaction of the 
obligation of the Government to the soldier, the land warrant being 
the certificate of the performance of his services to the Government, 
a certificate to him that he was entitled to so much for his labor or 
his soldierly conduct in behalf of his country; and because the land 
warrants are given in exchange for the services of the soldier, the 
States are not entitled.to be paid by the Government the 5 per cent., 
but the Indian land is to be paid for. I should like to know the dis- 
tinction in principle. 

The Senator from Vermont bases his whole argument upon the 
proposition that these lands were to be sold for cash, and the 5 per 
cent. applies only to the net proceeds of sales that are made for cash. 
And yet he is met in that ent with the thousands and hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars paid to nearly all the States, except 
Iowa and Illinois and one or two of the other States, for lands taken 
precisely on the same principle, and he says because a bad precedent 
was established in one case it should not be followed in another. It 
is not a bad precedent; it is an honest and just precedent. The 
Government with the States that we should have this per 
cent. on these lands for certain purposes. Why did the Government 
doit. Sir, it is nót necessary to describe the condition of our coun- 
try at the time these compacts were made. The great Northwest 
then was the plain upon which the tramp of the Indian was heard ; 
it was the plain of ager it was far out—a dangerous country. 
The Government of the United Srat i induce people to go and set- 
tle its lands, agreed with the States that it would do certain things. 
It agreed with them that the lands belonging to the Government 
within their jurisdiction should have 5 per cent. assessed upon their 
sales—that is, upon the benefit the Government derived from them— 
for educational purposes and for other purposes, and the States 
should withhold taxation. Why? Because people would more 
readily settle on lands that were exempt from taxation for five years 
after purchase than they would on any other lands, and this was a 

art of what entered into the agreement. After this ent has 
n complied with strictly on the part of the States in every in- 
stance, for every one has kept its agreement strictly, the Govern- 
ment now comes up and says, “I am not bound by the compact; I 
will not keep it.” 

Mr. President, we have no complaint to make of bad treatment 
from our Government, but we do say that the Government of the 
United States has dealt differently with every State in this Union 
from what it has with the Western States. There never has been a 
claim made by a Southern State or by an Eastern State that stood 
upon the same basis of justice that this does which has not passed 
Con Not one. When two States came from the South first and 
asked that these Indian reservations be paid for at 5 per cent., rating 
them at $1.25 per acre, Congress passed it. So in reference to Mis- 
souri. Three acts in reference to these three States, and the 
other States have been paid on that basis, because that construction 
had been given to the compact by the act of Congress of 1857 in refer- 
ence to the State of Mississippi. 

Now, sir, it does seem to me that it does not come well from the 
Senators from the States which receive nothing as they say by this 
bill, States which have their own lands, States which received the 
money that was obtained if hove sale of their own lands, to come now 
when the Government has in a great measure been supported by the 
sale of the lands in our States and deny us this pittance. Take the 

t State of Texas, e enough for four States. Every acre of 

d within her borders belongs to the State. She receives all the 
money that comes from the sale of her lands; and so with nearly all, 
the old States, while millions and millions of dollars have been paid 
intothe coffers of the Government from thesalesof publiclands inother 
States. Senators will answer me and say they were the landsof the 
Government. Iadmit it, but the Government made this compact in 
reference to them with these States, has sold the lands and in fact has 
been measurably supported in its prior to the war by the 
sale of public lands. Take my own State to-day. A Senator talks 
about the taxation of the other States. I must say that I was a little 
surprised at the Senator from Vermont supose to the Senators from 
other States here saying their States would taxed ran! this 
money. Why, sir, the State of Illinois this day pays $16,000,000 per 
annum to the General Government in in taxes. How much do 
we receive by this bill? Probably three or four hundred thousand 
dollars; and other States which do not pay the thousandth part as 
much as Illinois does will stand up here and complain that the Gov- 
ernment will keep its compact with Illinois amounting to three or 
four hundred thousand do ; you then talk about taxation, the 
very States that ask for this compact of the Government to be kept 
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are the States in this Union wagner pay taxes more heavily than 
any other States in the Union with one or two exceptions. To-day, 
sir, the State which I represent pays more money into the coffers of this 
Government from internal taxation than any other State in this Union. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean that that contribution is 
a taxation rong the people of his State? 

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all directly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does he mean? I suppose he asa statesman 
must readily understand—I know he does—that the taxation derived 
from internal revenue, in the main is a tax on consumption ; and if we 
secure from internal revenue in the State of Illinois a million dollars 
a year for whisky the people of Vermont drink the whisky and have 
to pay the tax. 

LOGAN. It was not necessary for the Senator to say that, 
a the people of Vermont cannot drink all the whisky made in 
IIlinois. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We do a good deal of it. et 

Mr. LOGAN. I agree they are very good consumers, [ laughter, J 
but at the same time they cannot consume it all by any means. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Somebody does. 

Mr. LOGAN. But that is immaterial. I do not use this as an argu- 
ment in favor of the bill—nearly all taxes are paid by the consumers 
finally—but I use it to meet not an argument but a fallacious as- 
sumption that was thrown into this debate in order to induce men in 
the Senate to vote against this proposition for fear their States would 
have to pay a part of this money. It is no argument in favor of the 
bill, but at the same time if it is no argument in favor of it, it is no 
argument against it; and when statesmen in this Chamber appeal to 
Senators that their States are peg t be taxed, and when honorable 
Senators stand in the Senate r and compute the amount their 
States are going to get, and say that the tax will amount to nearly 
as much as they get, and that the interest on these certificates will 
only amount to so much in so long a time, and therefore they cannot 
support it, I have no argument to answer any such suggestion as that. 

do not claim great statesmanship, but, sir, I do hope that I shall 
never grow to be a statesman who will use the argument before the 
American Congress that my State would pay five cents perhaps, and 
therefore cannot vote for a bill unless it shall get ten cents back. ` 

No, Mr. President, this contract between the Government of the 
United States and these States was entered into in faith, on the 
pen of the people at that time desiring the growth of this country, 

esiring that it should be peopled, that it should grow into great 
States. These inducements were held out to get le to o: i 
State governments. They did it,and at the door of this National 
Government for years back these States have asked that justice be 
done in reference to this particular thing; and it has been denied, 
because, forsooth, they say it will tax the propie of this pomy t So 
does money appropriated for the purpose of dredging out a harbor 
which might be convenient to the constituency of some Senators and 
not of others. So does an appropriation for the great harbor of New 
York tax the people of this country. So does an appropriation for 
our lakes and our rivers tax the people of this country. But because, 
perhaps, one of the great arteries of this nation does not wend its 
way throm some of the States, is that any reason why a general 
fund should not be taken for the purpose of opening up the high- 
way? Is that the argument that is to be used in this Chamber? If 
so, then the doctrine of the rights of States has gone so far that no 
one can vote for any appropriation unless it applies peculiarly to his 
own State. 

Sir, we, it seems to me, as an American people should look above 
and beyond this. This great country should be one country, one 
grand whole, where each and every man should be willing that his 
mite if necessary should be contributed for the general welfare, and 


that which is to be honest and just between the Govern- 
ment and Sta tween individuals and individuals, should be kept 
sacred and considered binding. Good faith should be carried out on 


the part of all, and then there will be no reason for complaint. 
Each and every compact with a State should be kept in the most 
implicit faith; everything pertaining to the welfare of the peo- 
ple should be faithfully fulfilled, and our arguments, in my judgment, 
should be in that direction which would benefit the whole—not that 
“my State will not be benefited if this thing is done for the East or 
for the South, but the whole country will receive the benefit.” So. 
too, in carrring out agreements and contracts, if they are honest and 
just we should all say, “let them be carried out ;” whether they ben- 
efit my State directly ornot is immaterial ; if the faith of the Govern- 
ment is pledged let the faith of the Government be kept. 

Mr. RIS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator from Tennessee to give way one 
moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. We are not making much popu with this bill, 
but I want to have it understood that this bill shall proceed in the 
regular way until disposed of, notwithstanding the notice given b; 
the Senator from Ohio the other day in reference to the Geneva aw: 
bill. I only want that unders' so that if we may go into execu- 
ley session at this honr, it shall not interfere with the progress of 


bill. 
Mr. BECK. Let us vote now. 


Mr. ALLISON. I am ready to vote on it. 
Mr. HARRIS. My motion is that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. Of course that does not interfere 


with the pendency of the present bill. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. ident—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion for a moment for the Sena- 
tor from Ney Jersey. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. In the early part of the session to-day I intro- 
duced an order, and I ask that that order be taken up and acted on 
by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the proposition ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the following order proposed by Mr. RAN- 
DOLPH : 


That Senate bill No. 1139, for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, be made 
tne special order of the Senate, to follow immediately upon the completion of the 
ess. 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Iwill say in reference to that, that this order 
pats in explicit form that which has been understood day after day 

or many in the Senate. 

Mr. ED. S. Iam always, except in some very extreme emer- 

ency, opposed to any special orders whatever; but I have not the 
2 objection to the thing taking place that the Senator desires 

ess it should happen that a deficiency bill should come over from 
the House to be acted on for the payment of marshals who it appears 
are never to be paid at all and who have been carrying on the judicial 
branch of the Government at their own expense now for eight months. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I am very glad we have such officers. I will say, 
Mr. President, that it was understood this morning that the appro- 
priation bills should of course take precedence; and I understand 
under the rules of the Senate they do at any rate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to taking up the 
order of the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My observation has led me to think that special 
orders are not good things. At the same time I wish to say to the 
Senator from New Jersey that so far as I am concerned I shall vote 
with him to take up the matter that he refers to immediately that 
this bill is enced of, unless some extreme emergency that I cannot 
foresee arises or an appropriation bill shall be on foot, in which case 
I should object. I hope, therefore, the Senator will not press this as a 
opeen order which I do not believe in, but will have a general un- 

erstanding (which I am quite willing to to) that except in 
the event named, the matter that he refers to shall come up next, 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I shall have no objection of course if that under- 
2 can be continued; but as I have repeatedly said within the 
last eight or ten days, ever since the special order was first had, I am 
anxious to secure action on the bill I have more particularly in charge. 
Now, at the close of the week I want it understood, so that there shall 
be no misapprehension or misunderstanding between myself and the 
Senator from Ohio who has been absent all day, and who gave notice 
the other day that on Tuesday next he would move to take up the 
Geneva award bill. I then said to him that I would have to oppose 
it. It was left in that condition, a condition of uncertainty. It was 
because I wanted to have something understood thorou, on all 
sides that I introduced the order which is now the caljeot of dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg leave to suggest to my friend from New 
Jersey that he ask the Chair to inquire whether there shall be a gen- 
eral understanding that, except as against an appropriation bill, the 
Fitz-John Porter matter shall come up immmedintaly. on this bill being 


disposed of. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Chair puts that question, in order 
that I may know how to answer it, I should like to inquire what is 
the particular reason for considering the Fitz-John Porter case, so 
called, a little sooner or a little later? Of course it ought to be con- 
sidered; but what is the particular reason for a special time? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Answering the Senator from New York, there 
are many reasons that operate upon me personally; but the public 
reasons perhaps can be briefly stated. This case has been before the 
Senate eleven months. It therefore has some right because of its 
priority over other cases that have been conside I need not add 
that the case has been under consideration in other ways for a very 
long number of years. I do not care now to go into other reasons - 
nor to touch the merits of the case. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, some time ago inquiry was made 
in the Senate very early one morning, during I think the first four or 
five minutes of the daily session when I happened not to be in my 
seat, why the Geneva award bill, so called, had not been proceeded 
with. A member of the Senate, with no doubt the most innocent if 
not the best intentions in the world, made a statement which con- 
veyed to a many people the idea that in some way or other I 
was responsible, more or less, for what was deemed in some quarters 
a belated consideration of the Geneva award bill. I had never then, 
and I have never since, delayed the consideration of the Geneva 
award, either in any committee, or in the Senate, or in any other 

lace one moment. Subsequently a report was made touching the 

va award and the distinguished Senator from Ilinois now before 
me [Mr. Davis] delivered to the Senate a very able and instructive 
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toit. Having been so far considered, 
it was laid down in order that the Senate might proceed to deal with 


speech, as I thought, in re 


the urgent obligations of the so-called compact upon which the other 
Senator from Illinois [Mr, LoGAN] so ably addressed the Senate to- 
day. That is the last we heard of the Geneva award bill. This bill 
relating to Mr. Porter has never been taken up. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I understood the Senator from New Jersey 
gave way to this 5 per cent, bill, which was temporarily laid aside to 
allow me to be heard on the Geneva award bill; and immediately 
afterward this bill was a; 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Rennie from Illinois ve sey 
corrects my form of statement. He says the Geneva award bill was 
taken up after this so-called 5 per cent. bill had been moved, which 
latter bill was laid aside to enable the honorable Senator himself to 
address the Senate. Thatistrue. It is also true, however, that the 
Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
having the Geneva award bill in charge, gave then in advance notice 
that he should move to press the Geneva award bill. He has repeated 
that notice since to be operative immediately when this t meas- 
ure of justice to certain neglected States, in which my friend from 

Illinois takes so much interest, should be di of. Now comes 

the Senator from New Jersey and proposes to follow this with a bill, 

-which has never been taken up at all, and as to which I say frankly 

I did not know and do not know now after hearing him that there is 
any special exigency of haste. I do not see how its consideration 
one week sooner or one week later affects any matters to which our 
attention has been called. The Senator from New Jersey proposes 
that that shall supersede the Geneva award bill and everything else 
excepting an appropriation bill, and that unanimous consent shall 
be given to that. 

I regret that I have found an objection as to the honorable Senator 
from Ohio like that which he found in respect of me during about 
two minutes at the opening of the session one morning—he is not in 
his seat, I observe, and the last thing in the world I want to intimate 
is that the Geneva award bill is suffering on his account or that any 
delay is likely to occur. Butin his absence I venture to say that 
do not see why, against that bill which has been pending in some 
form before one or both Houses of Congress for now several years, 
consent should be given that any other business should be taken up ; 
and I cannot doubt thatif the honorable Senator from Ohio were 
here, i pe as I know he is touching the Geneva award at all times, 
he would with | owe vigor put in aclaim for precedence for that bill. 

The honorable Senator from New Jersey says that he mentioned 
this morning that he would do this; be it so. I think Ihave detained 
the Senate to enable the Senator from Ohio to come in, as long as it 
befits me to do; and as I do not see him approaching his seat, I am 
afraid I shall have to allow the Senator from New Jersey to prevail, 
if he can, with the Senate. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The Senator from New York will allow me to 
say that I sought no advantage of the absence of the Senator from 
Ohio. I have sent for him and have endeavored to find him, and I 
had no desire to press the motion until his arrival, but I was com- 
peren to take some action because of the motion of the Senator from 

ennessee that we proceed to the consideration of executive business, 
after which, the doors being closed, I could not very well press the 
motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can settle it afterward just as well. 

Mr. BAYARD. Was the motion of the honorable Senator from New 
Jersey acceded to by the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was not. 

Mr. BAYARD. May Lask what is its position before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been taken up. 

Mr. BAYARD. The honorable Senator desires that it should be 
understood, or an order be made by the Senator to secure the fact, 
that after the pending order is decided, the question of the 5 per cent. 

claim of certain States, the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter shall 
become the special order of the Senate. Has that been objected to? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I certainly shall object to it until the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has an opportontty to be heard. I think the Geneva 
award bill should be dis d of first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is not given to 
mope ition of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. IS. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. EATON. I would suggest to my friend from New Jersey that 
this matter can be attended to after the executive session is ordered, 
and the doors can be considered open for the purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. While the doors are being closed 
2 that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Tues- 
ay next. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Tuesday 
next. 


in taken up. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I hope not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
modify his motion by providing that we meet on Monday next, in- 
stead of Tuesday. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Sunday is the 22d of February. 

Mr. HARRIS. So I understand. 

Mr. CAMERON; of Pennsylvania. And Sunday cannot very well 
be celebrated as the people would like to celebrate the anniversary 
of the birth of Washington. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to amend the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, if it is amendable, by striking out “Tuesday” and in- 
serting “ Monday,” so that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next instead of Tnesday. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The . from Pennsylvania 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Tuesday 
of next week. The Senator from Tennessee moves to amend the mo- 
tion by striking out “ Tuesday” and inserting in lieu thereof “ Mon- 
day.” The question is on the amendment. 

145 amendment was agreed to; there being ona division—ayes 25, 
noes 15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the motion 
as amended, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. š 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It cannot be withdrawn; it has been amended. 

Mr. BECK. Why not sit to-morrow ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion as 
pas that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Mon- 

next. 
e motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After twenty-three minutes spent in executive session, the doors were 
reopened, 

RELIEF OF COLORED EMIGRANTS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have the unanimous consent of the members of 
the Committee on Finance who are present to report back without 
amendment the bill (H. R. No. 3288) for the relief of colored emi- 
grants, which was referred to that committee, and I ask the Senate 
to consider it at this time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &., That all clot and other articl charitable contribu- 
tions or the avails of charitable contrioations, imported a gox faith for the relief 
or aid of col persons who may have emigrated from their homes to other S. 
and not for sale, and all such articles imported and now in bond, shall be admi 
free of duty under suon roule as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
scribe: Provided, That such articles shall be delivered only to State or — 

tions, or to some society or institution established for charitable 8 
And provided further, That the wee pega or consignees of such articles sh vS 
0 Amen 


to the 
provisions and intent of this act. This 

n ee eee February 10, 1880 

Attest: GEORGE M. ADAMS, Olerk. 
mee PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to taking up the 

Mr. PENDLETON. I object to it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I object. 

Mr. THURMAN. May I inquire how the bill just read comes up? 
I hope that bill will not be passed just now. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It cannot be passed now. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the people who live abroad interfere with the 
migration of persons from one State to another in the United States, 
or, as this bill has it, the migration of colored people from one State 
to another, I should like to have that matter very fairly and fully 
considered before the American people. There was migration to m; 
State when every man carried his life in his hands, because he did 
not know but what an Indian would seek to take his scalp. 

Mr. WITHERS. Let me suggest that objection has been made 
and the bill has gone over. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Under objection it will go on the Calendar as 


any other bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then let it be objected to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It has been objected to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say one word in reply to the Senator 
from Ohio as he has not been in the Senate Chamber during the whole 
day. This bill was reported to-day by the Committee. on Finance by 
the honorable Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL, ] and on motion 
the doors were opened to proceed, if the Senate would, to consider it. 
That motion having been made, a Senator, if I mistake not the Sena- 
tor from Ohio nearest me [Mr. PENDLETON] objected ; and he objected 
I suppose on the ground that having been reported to-day the bill 
ean be considered to-day only by unanimous consent. It is in the 
power of that Senator or any another, of course, to interpose effectually 
that objection. 

But now as I have the opportanity for a moment to do so, I beg to 
state how this bill came to be reported to-day. It was Me ie my ap- 
plication made to the Senator from Vermont. He was kind enough 
to bring it to the notice specially of the Committee on Finance, and 
he stated in making the report that it was by the unanimous assent 
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of all the members of the committee present if I understood him 
aright. Am I right in that? 

Mr. MORR Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, my application in this behalf was 
made because I have at this moment in my hand a telegraphic dis- 
tg from a charitable and prominent citizen of the city of New 

ork stating that thirty packages of clothing for Kansas refugees, 
given by friends in England and brought here free, have been re- 
ceived. He then refers to this bill which has passed the House, and 
asks whether it cannot be expedited on its passage here. 

That is the bill and that is the occasion of which the honorable 
Senator from Ohio the senior Senator [Mr. THURMAN] has felt moved 
to make the observations which have fallen from him. I trust he 
will take no offense and ascribe no unkindness to me if in reply I say 
thus much. Charitable persons in England, moved by asense of pity 
for the starving and the poor have sent at their own cost to usa 

uantity of clothing to cover and shelter them. The Senator from 

hio objects to even considering a proposition to allow this charity 
to reach its destination; and he does that in the same Chamber in 
which by unanimous consent we have very recently adopted a joint 
resolution tó send across the sea to the starving people of Ireland con- 
tributions given by the charity of ourown people. So that here stand 
the two facts and the two spectacles,in contrast with each other, that 
charitable people in Great Britain moved by charity send to a class 
of our people who are suffering clothing and raiment, and send this 
charity, to men born here, citizens of the United States, and to women 
and children born here, and the Senator refuses to allow the Senate 
to even consider the question whether we will permit the reception 
and application of this clothing. Onur citizens, in the midst of con- 
siderable need of our own, send food and send raiment to the suffer- 
ing people of other lands, and I think no member of any body, no 
oficial, as been found in England to object to receiving and apply- 
ing what we have sent there. 

ft seems to me, Mr. President, very hard that this should be so. I 
almost think if the honorable Senator from Ohio would reflect upon 
it he would scarcely feel moved to refuse to consider whether he will 
allow to perish and go for naught these contributions lying on the 
wharf in the city of New York or whether he will allow them to be 
sent on, not at his expense, not at the expense of the Government, 
but at the cost of the charitable people who chose to forward them, 
for the nse of those people for whom they were designed. 

Mr. BRUCE rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question, Mr. President ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no question. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the Senator 
from New York was permitted to make the remarks which he has 
made. The Senator from Mississippi now addresses the Chair. 

Mr. BRUCE. It is not my purpose to discuss this question. I have 
studiously avoided giving expression to any views on this floor touch- 
ing the movement of colored people from the South, and I have ho 
no occasion would arise for me to engage in that discussion, I shall 
not do so now. 

It seems to me that the only question involved now is whether or 
not we will relieve suffering humanity ; whether we will allow these 
people who are in Kansas—whether they have left their homes for cause 
or without cause, wisely or unwisely, is a matter of no importance, 
so far as this question is concerned to die by hundreds, rather than 
permit a charity which the English people have sent here to pass 
through the custom-honse free of duty. That is all. Money is being 
collected in this country by thousands of dollars to be sent across the 
seas to relieve the suffering pope of Ireland. It is right—— 

Mr. FERRY. Hundreds of thousands. 

Mr. BRUCE. Yes, hundreds of thousands. Iam glad to say Ihave 
been one of the persons who have contributed. Nobody up to this 
moment I believe has objected to this money being sent; and, if I 
mistake not, two or three days ago, a joint resolution was introduced, 
and on the next day reported and passed without a dissenting vote, 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to fit up a ship and use that 
ship in carrying provisions and clothing to those suffering people. 

Now, I do not believe that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] desires to be understood as opposing a movement simply to 
relieve these suffering people. It is not now a question of how they 
came there or why they went there; it is not a question whether 
they ought to have gone there or not; but they are there and they 
are in distress, and it seems to me that the honorable Senator from 
Indiana, [Mr. 8 whom I know well and favorably, does 
not intend to antagonize this bill because he may not believe, as many 
of us may not believe, that these people should have originally gone 
to that State. 

In the name of the hundreds of colored people now starving in 
Kansas I appeal to the Senate to pass the pending measure, that they 
may receive the immediate benefits of this charity. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I concurred; as one of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, in reporting this bill favorably and uniting in the 
request that it be acted on and passed now. I think—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the Senator goes on, as there is no ques- 
tion before the Senate, I want to repeat what my colleague said; that 
is, to ask unanimous consent that this bill be now considered. 

Mr. KERNAN. That is what I was going to ask after saying a 
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word or two. I hope there will be no objection, but that we shall 
consider and 95 5 it now. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I inte: dan objection to the 
present consideration of the bill. I did it for the reason stated by 
the Senator from Vermont who is farthest from me, [Mr. MORRILL, } 
that the Committee on Finance had unanimously agreed to it at their 
session this morning; and from the time 


FEBRUARY 20, 


Mr. MORRILL. The Senator is mistaken. I did not say their ses- 
sion this 7 7 
Mr. PENDLETON. I certainly do not desire to misunderstand the 


Senator or to misrepresent him. I so understood him. 

Mr. MORRILL. No; my statement was that I had the consent on 
the floor of the members of the committee. 

1 7 EDMUNDS. Now Twant to know before this debate goes any 
‘urther-—— - 

Mr. PENDLETON. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to know whether the bill is up or not? 

Mr. KERNAN. I have not yielded the floor. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I object to the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise to a question of order then. 

Mr. PENDLETON. IfI am not to be allowed to give my reason for 
objecting, I object now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill will 
go on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then let there be no further debate. 

Mr. KERNAN. Isimply wanted to sa 
Sega 1 Let us have the regular order if we cannot have 

e up. 3 

Mr. KERNAN. I hope we shall not tax charity that comes into 
our country to relieve any ge of our people who are suffering. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Regular order. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I move that all prior orders of busi- 
ness be laid aside temporarily, and that we proceed to act on this 
bill now. I make that motion. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. KERNAN. Then I simply want to say in a very few words 

Mr. CONKLING. Is the bill before the Senate now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask if there is any 
objection to the consideration of the bill. 

. VOORHEES. I say yes; I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes on the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not mean by my objection to antagonize 
the bill on its ; but— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No more debate. I must call the Senate to order. 

97 0 VOORHEES. The gentleman will have the full benefit of my 
objection. 
r. EDMUNDS. I call the Senator to order now. The bill is not 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes on the Calendar. 

Mr. WITHERS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and forty-two 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 20, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair,on behalf of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. DIBRELL, I asks that W. A. Cheatham, of Nashville, Ten- 
nessee, be allowed the privilege of the floor to-day. 
There being no objection, the request was granted. 
LIGHT-HOUSE ON GOOSE HILL FLATS, JAMES RIVER, VIRGINIA. 
Mr. JOHNSTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4597) to provide for the erection of a light-house on Goose Hill 
Flats, James River, Virginia; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committeo on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


VICKSBURGH AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD. 

Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 

No. 4598) to relieve the Vicksburgh and Meridian Railroad Company 

from the payment of certain internal-revenue taxes erroneously as- 

sessed ; whieh was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads a bill (H. R. No. 4599) to amend and re-enact 
section 22 of an act approved March 3, 1871, entitled “An act to in- 
corporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, to aid the construc- 
tion of its road, and for other purposes;” which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted, not to be brought 
back on a motion to reconsider. 
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REMISSION OF LEGACY TAX. 


Mr. McCOID, from the Committee on Man 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. No. 2975) to repeal section 17 of the 
act of June 14, 1870, and chapter 10, title 35, of the Revised Statutes 
of 1878, and to remit taxes and penalties thereunder; which, with the 
accompanying report, was referred to the Committee on the Revision 


reported back 


of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCOID also, by unanimous consent, presented a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Iowa in reference to remitting and abating 
the internal-revenue legacy tax; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD. It is as follows: 

Whereas the General Government in the year 1864 passed a law requiring the 
payment of a 1 per cent. revenue tax on all legacies thereafter due; and 

Whereas that during the time that said law was in force a great many estates 
have been settled up by administrators, and others, who were liable for 
said tax without any knowledge of the existence of such a law; and 

Whereas the said tax that is now claimed to be due is from parties scattered over 
the entire country, north, south, east, and west, many of whom are dead, or, if 
living, unable to pay the same; and 

ereas the expense atten: the collection of this tax, scattered as it is in 

small amounts over the country, will leave no margin to the Government, but if 

any it will be so small as to be no compensation for the annoyance, trouble, and 

8 it gives the people; and 

hereas there is now pending in Congress a bill, the purpose of which is to 
retire said tax, together with all penalties due or to become due: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Car be requested to use their influence to secure the pas- 
sage of said bill at as early a time as possible, to the end that the er yp may be 
saved from trouble and e in litigations that would arise, and 
that a copy of this resolution be fi ed to each of our Representatives. 

Approved February 14, 1480. 


ENGRAVED SIGNATURES ON BANK NOTES, 


Mr. PRICE, a unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4600) to prohibit engraved signatures upon national-bank notes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 
DISCRIMINATIONS AND OVERCHARGES BY RAILROAD COMPANIES, 


Mr. PRICE also, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Iowa, asking for the 8 law 
to control railroad corporations so as to prevent unjust discrimina- 
tion and excessive charges; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


Mr. PRICE also, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of 
the Legislature of the State of Iowa, relating to the Des Moines River 
lands ; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPEAL OF LEGACY TAX. 


Mr. PRICE also, by unanimous consent, pened a memorial and 
joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, in favor of 
the repeal of the legacy tax; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

SAMUEL HENDERSON. 


Mr. BENNETT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4601) granting a pension to Samuel Henderson, of Springfield, Dakota 
Territory; which was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 

Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4602) to equalize the rights of homestead settlers upon public lands 
within railroad limits; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

AGNES W. HILLS. 

Mr. BROWNE, by unanimous consent, re back, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, the bill (H. R. No. 1821) for the relief of 
Agnes W. Hills; when the committee was discharged from the further 
consideration of the same, and the bill was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims, not to come back on a motion to reconsider. 

J. K. SMITH. 

Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4603) for the relief of J. K. Smith, of North Caro- 
lina ; which was a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

SAINT JOSEPH AND DENVER CITY RAILROAD. 


Mr. HUNTON, by unanimons consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be respectfully requested to furnish 
for the use of the House the amount of subsidy in land granted the Saint Joseph 
and Denver City Railroad, together with all information as to what disposition has 


been made and is now being made of said land t, and why said road has not 
been completed to a — Sa with the Union Pacific Railroad at Kearney, Ne- 
braska, according to the survey of said road now on file in the Interior De 


part- 
PAPER AND PAPER MATERIALS. 


Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4604) to place certain articles imported and used in the manufact- 
ure of paper, owe unalog Pinupe paper W N for news- 
pa pamphlets, and magazines, on the free list; which was read 
a fret and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ment. 


CHARLES B. MEYER. 

On motion of Mr. CARLISLE, by unanimous consent, the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means was disc from the further considera- 
tion of the memorial of Charles B. Meyer, asking for relief for loss 
of distillery illegally seized; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


CLERK FOR INTEROCEANIC CANAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of Accounts have in- 
structed me to report back a substitute for the resolution referred to 
them providing for clerk, stenograpber, &c., for the Select Commit- 
tee on the Interoceanic Canal. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

wed, That the select committee on the subject of the interoceanic canal, 
and other proposed communication between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, be, 
and are hereby, authorized to employ a clerk, who shall be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund of the Honse at the same rate per diem allowed to the clerks of the other 
committees of the House, and during the sessions of Congress only. 

Mr. COX. I ask to amend the substitute in one particular. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield for that purpose ? 

Mr. MORSE. I do not know what it is. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will hear me, I think he will not ob- 
ject to the amendment I propose to offer. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Is it open to objection ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves his right. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by adding also a messenger for the 
Foreign Affairs Committee, who shall act as clerk, and I will give my 
reasons to my friend. The Committee on Foreign Affairs have had 
their property stolen for the last three weeks out of their room, All 
the little personal property in the room has been stolen. An attempt 
was made the other night to break open the desk of one of ourmem- 
bers where the Acklen testimony was placed. We have now no pro- 
tection there. We have no messenger at the door while we are in 
session. Three committees have been meeting in that room, and we 
are utterly without any Isent this matter before the Com- 
mittee of Accounts, but they have not acted on it, and I ask now the 
House will protect the 3 belongs to the Government. 

The 8P. R. That will be done by the watchman. 

Mr. COX. I move that amendment. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman yield for that purpose f 

Mr. MORSE. I do not; but demand the previons question ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask to have the resolution again read, 

The resolution was again 

Mr. ATKINS. Isit a report from the Committee of Accounts? 

The SPEAKER. It is. The Committee of Accounts report that 
as a substitute for the original proposition which embraced “stenog- 
rapher” as well as “clerk.” 

. ATKINS. Is it subject to the point of order? 

Mr. COX. If the previous question is voted down, cannot I move 
the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will bein order then to move the amendment, 
but the gentleman from Massachusetts declines to yield. £ 

Mr: COX. Then I hope the genaro question will be voted down. 
It is absolutely necessary the Committee on Foreign Affairs should 
have what I ask. 

The Honse divided ; and there were—ayes 21, noes 22. 

Mr. SPARKS. No quorum has voted. 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the gentleman to offer his 
3 8 

. COX. I did offer a resolution and sent it to the Committee of 
Accounts, but I can get no report from that committee. If this mat- 
ter had been attended to two weeks before when I offered it, we 
would have saved $50 in property. = 

Mr. MORSE. I assure the gentleman that he shall have a report 
on his case, but I cannot yield to his amendment to the report of the 
Committee of Accounts. 

No quorum having voted, the Speaker appointed Mr. MORSE and 
Mr. Cox as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 29, noes 58. 

Mr. COX. Lask the gentleman to accept my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no power to accept it. The 
House must vote on it. 

33 ANDO WOOD. Is it in order to demand the regular 
order ` 

Mr, COX. It is too late to make that point. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPARKS. I made it in the beginning. 

575 Rae ane, There is no quorum. g 

r. Did anybody make the point 

Mr. SPARKS. I did. K is 

The SPEAKER. Two gentlemen made it. 

Mr. MORSE. I will withdraw the report for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The report is withdrawn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. VAN 
AERNAM, for one week. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR, 
Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that Charles 
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Fargo, a prominent business man of Chicago, be admitted to the privi- 
1 of the floor during the day. 
ere was no objection, and it was ordered accordi 


ingly. 

Mr. SIMONTON, I ask unanimous consent that Hon. Samael P. 
Rose, of Colorado, be admitted to the privileges of the floor to-day 
and to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

MEXICAN VETERAN ASSOCIATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following communication : 
NORFOLK AND PORTSMOUTH MEXICAN VETERAN ASSOCIATION. 


(Organized 1873.) 
NORFOLK, VIRGINIA, February 12, 1880. 
HONORABLE Sm: In accordance with resolution, I am directed by the Mexican 
Veteran Association of this city to respectfully extend an invitation to yourself, 
and through you to the honorable body over which you preside, to be present in 
this eity on the 23d instant at the ceremonies to be held in honor of Washington's 
birthday, the anniversary of the battle of Buena Vista, and the occasion of the 
national convention of tee survivors of the Mexican war. 
Respectfully an yours, 
* z JAMES F. MILLIGAN, 
President Norfolk and Portsmouth Veteran Association. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
SAINT ANN’S INFANT ASYLUM. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, recom- 
mending an appropriation of $5,000 for Saint Ann’s Infant Asylum; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House | the 


a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to the purchase of Ring- 
gon Barracks, in Texas; which was referred to the Committee on 
ppropriations. 
G. T. A. NIXON. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petition of Private 
G. T. A. Nixon, Company H, Fifth Cavalry, to be retired; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affai 

ROBERT s. WYLD. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relative to the applica- 
tion of Robert S. Wyld for the reissue of certain bonds belonging to 
him, alleged to have been stolen or destroyed; which was refe to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
letters from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting papers in the 
Indian depredation claims of Charles N. Emery, James A. J. and Jo- 
seph H. McVay, and others; which was refe to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of tlfe Treasury, relative to pleuro-pneu- 
monia in neat cattle; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. : 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a memorial of the General 3 of the State of Iowa, relative to 
the Des Moines River lands; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

GEORGE WILLIAMS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, in reply to resolutions of the House 
of January 14 and 20, 1880, transmitting papers in the case of George 
Williams; which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

ASSAY COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting the annual 
report of the assay commission ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Coina eights, and Measures. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. I ask that this communication be 

rinted. ; : 

z There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
WIDOW OF THE LATE A. M. LAY. 


Mr. PHILIPS, by unanimous consent, submi the following reso- 
Intion; which was read, considered, and to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on pea greg be instructed to include in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill the sum of $6,000, for the benefit of the widow of 
Hon. A. M. Lay, deceased, late a member of the Forty-sixth Congress. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they bad examined and found truly enrolled joint resolutions of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


Joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr, and to 
pay three messengers of the Senate ; 


Joint resolution (H. R. No. 200) for printing the eulogies delivered 
in the Senate and House of Representatives upon Hon. Rush Clark, 
° Joint resolution (HL R. N 

0 ution (H. R. No. 203) making appropriations for the Re- 
form School of the Distriet of Columbine 2 


OBSERVANCE OF INDIAN TREATY STIPULATIONS. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I present a memorial, signed by some 
13,000 citizens of Pennsylvania, asking that in our dealings with the 
Indians 5 shall be respected; and I that the 
memorial, without the names of the signers, and also the explana- 
tory note ites yt A | it, be printed in the RECORD. I do not ask 
that the names of the signers of the memorial be printed, but simply 
the body of the petition and the accompanying paper. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the President of the United States 
and to the Senate and House of Representatives : 

We the undersigned men and women of the United States, resident in or 
Philadelphia, 5 do most respectfully but most earnestly WN 
President and the Houses of Congress to take all needful to prevent the en- 
eroachments of white settlers upon the Indian Territory, and to guard the Indians 
F righ which have been guaranteed to them on the faith 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


The accompanying memorial had its origin in a strong feel of lo: to 
treaties. It 9 with individuals, and spread to towns, es, ches fo: ag 


On it are names of thinkers and molders, who feel it a righ a duty to express 
their sentiments when a public interest demands it. ` 
We do not wish to clog the wheels of Government. We no policy to it. 


We only wish to express our sense of the moral obli 
treaty be between the strong and the strong or between the strong and the 
Wt is eaid that the Duke of Burgundy, & pan 
8 © Duke of Burgundy, a of Fenelon, in a cabinet council 
after hearing the reasons of state offered in abundance for viola 

was ght wou! of great advantage to France, placed 
instrument and said, with emphasis, Gentlemen, there is a treaty. 

PIR iv eee vines FVV 

parties is necessary. We pray that no considera’ terest, no pressu) 
no combination of difficulties whi shee 98 
a from this law of treaties. 

o are especially urgent in this case because we are strong and the Indians are 
weak, Our greater knowledge and power and our relations to the Indians give 
5 to our obligations. 

© cannot afford to seem unjust. EOR aye OE G aioe ye tha mus. The eyes 
of Him who “executed righteousness an . that are oppressed " 
are upon us. We live also under the law of the harvest; as we sow, so also shall 
we TR E O ODN ac KODRE TOAD JERAT E RO SOW LOROS: NO Prk 
rea) justice. 

‘Therefore, as citizens of this Republic, who have as individuals obligations to 
the Republic, we take this method—the only one known to us—of expressing our 
deep conviction of the moral obligations of a treaty. 

MARY L. BONEY, 

Senior Principal 


tion of a treaty, whether 


may arise shall influence our Government to 


MARINE J. CHASE, 
Mrs. GEORGE DANA BOARDMAN, | 


Philadelph 
Mrs. H. L. WAYLAND, Philadelphia, | 


COUNTING THE ELECTORAL VOTE, 


Mr. LORING. Mr. Speaker, I present the following petition, and 
ask that the body of it be printed in the RECORD. It is a short me- 


morial. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the memorial will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Committee. 


Petition of the Massachusetts Woman Suffrage Associa for such legislati 
as will secure a peaceful adjustment of presidential pm — * 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the printing of the petition 
in the Recorp? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. It is not a question of female suffrage, but an 
appeal to the House to enact a law in reference to counting the elec- 
toral vote. 

Mr. STEELE. I believe I will insist upon my objection anyhow. 

Mr. LORING. Then I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

DANIEL A. GIBBEY. 

Mr. GILLETTE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1494) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel A. Gibbey, and moved that the committee be 
disch. from the further consideration of the same, and that it be 
refe: to the Committee of Claims, not to come back on a motion 
to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed tp. 


EDWARD P. VOLLUM. 


On motion of Mr. CLARDY, by unanimous consent, the bill 8 No. 
296) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum was taken from the Speak- 
er's table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, not to come back on a motion to reconsider. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. FARR. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I move tosuspend the rules and dispense with 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1045 


the morning hour, so that we seg! r procona, with the consideration of | of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
es. 


the report of the Committee on ) 
Mr. CONGER. Is the motion to suspend the rules in order ? / 
The SPEAKER. The motion to dispense with the morning hour is 
in order, but it requires a two-thirds vote. 
Mr. CONGER. Thie is private bill day. : 
The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of an argument why this 
should not be done. The rule says that the morning hour for the call 
of committees for reports shall not be dispensed with except by a 
two-thirds vote, and it may be dispensed with to-day by that vote. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. b 
Mr. BRIGHT. Ihave only risen to make a parliamentary inquiry 
as to the effect of the motion, whether it extends further than to dis- 
pense with the morning hour? g 
The SPEAKER. It can do no more than dispense with the morn- 


ing hour. 

Str. BLACKBURN. That is the only motion that is submitted. 

Mr. CONGER. But the effect of it would be 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the motion, if adopted, would be to 
dispense with the morning honr; and the Chair supposes the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, when the proper time arrived for a motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, would 
raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. McMAHON. And that would only require a majority vote? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. i 

The question being taken on the motion to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour, there were—ayes 90, noes 65. 

Str. BLACKBURN. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. CONGER and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
appointed. 
Mr. GARFIELD. What is the object of the motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The object is that the House may go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us do that. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 97, noes 55. 

So (two-thirds not voting in the affirmative) the morning hour 
was not dispensed with. 

MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. The one” ae pad begins at twenty-two minutes 
to one o’clock, and, this being Friday, re from committees of a 
rivate nature are in order. The call rests with the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs, 
MARTIN L. BUNDY. 

Mr. BROWNE, from the Committee on 33 Affairs, reported 
back, with au amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 9273) for the relief of 
Martin L. Bundy; and the same was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 7 

MARK WALKER. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 249) for 
the relief of Mark Walker; and the samo was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re 
back, with adverse recommendations, the following petition and bill; 
and the same were laid upon the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed : 

The petition of Andrew Jones, praying for the allowance of aclaim 
in his favor against the Government; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 985) for the relief of Joseph Sawyer. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider the votes by which the 
above petition and bill were laid on the table; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JACOB DUNDORE, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3747) for the relief of Jacob Dundore 
for the loss of the barge T. C. Zulick while in the service of the United 
States under Slaten ie and moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 


R. G. COMBS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 3698) for the relief of R. G. Combs and 
others ; and moved that the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

MRS. FANNY S. CONWAY. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R.No. 1583) for the relief of Mrs. Fanny S. Con- 


e, of Louisville, Kentucky ; which was referred to the Committee 


report, ordered to be printed. 
MRS. ELIZABETH P, PAGE. 


Mr. GOODE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1902) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Elizabeth P, Page; and the same was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companyin 1 8 ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRE I desire to have the views of the minority printed 
with the report of the majority. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JOHN S. CUNNINGHAM, 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4605) for the relief of John S. Cunningham; which 
was read a first arid second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 


Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3526) for the 
relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. Culley; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DRS. THOMAS OWENS AND WILLIAM MARTIN. 


Mr. TALBOTT also, from the same committee, reported as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 2871 a bill (H. R. No. 4606) authorizing the 
President to appoint Drs, Thomas Owens and William Martin assist- 
ant surgeons in the United States Navy, not in the line of promotion; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. TALBOTT, I desire that this bill may be considered at the 
present time, and will ask that the report of the Committee be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred House bill No. 2871, 
authorizing the President to bg foc Drs. Thomas Owens and William Martin as- 
sistant surgeons in the United States — 5 not in the line of promotion, have had 
the same under consideration and submit the following ee 8 

Your committee find the papers and records furnished from the Navy De- 
partment that the said Dr. Thomas Owens entered the Navy as acting assistant 
surgeon A. D. 1864, and was assigned to duty on board of the iron-clad ram At- 
lanta stationed at Dutch Gap Canal, James Kiver; and further find that ho con- 
tracted on said station habit, which, instead of developing into either of 
the types of that disease, manifested itself into a periodical ee influenced 
in assuming this form (neuralgia) by the character of the ship. 

Your committee also find that said condition of the said Dr. Owens continued 
up toabout the month of March, A. D. 1879, without his being totally incapacitated 
for duty, when he was seized with a paroxysm of fever and ague contracted while 
on duty at the navy-yard in Washington, District of Columbia, which vated 
and 1 constant suffering; that under the act of Congress approved Febru- 
ary 15, 1879, abolishing the volunteer navy, he was found physically disqualified 
by disease occurring in the line of duty by the medical examining board created 
thereby and by the Heres J board as unfit then for activeservice from occur- 
ring in the line of duty,” but was mustered out of the service on or abont the 30th 
of Sone, 1879; that three days prior to being mustered out the naval medical ex- 
amining board reported to the honorable Secretary of the Navy that the said Owens 
should be placed on the active list as assistant &. notin the line of promo- 
tion; said examining board also reported that said Dr. Owens was suffering from 
sickness which was contracted while on duty in the service, and made said report 
8 in their judgment they believed he would be able for duty at some future 
time. 

Your committee further report that said Dr. Owens was attended prufessionall 


Bean Inspector Philip S. Wales, United States Navy, who ro that sai 
„Owens was suffering with malarial disease, and recommended a change of 
climate. 


Your committee further report that under the act of February 15, 1879, to abol- 
ish the volunteer navy, the Secretary of the Navy has the authority to place the 
said Dr. Owens upon the retired list but not the authority to appoint him to the 
service upon the active list, not in the line of promotion, as recommended by the 
board of medical examiners, and further report that the recommendation of the 
board of examiners is approved by the Secretary of the Navy, who recommends 
favorable action by Congress. 

Your committee beg leave to call the attention of the House to the exhibits re- 
turned herewith, namely, the report of medical examining board and the letter of 
the honorable Secretary of the wavy. dated January 27, 1880. 

Your committee also refer the House in the case of Dr. William Martin to the 
exhibits returned herewith, namely, the letter of the honorable Secretary ef the 
Navy and the report of the medical examining board, which they respectfulby sub- 
mit as their re his case. i 

Your committee recommends the adoption of this report and the passage of the 
accompanying bill. 


Mr. TALBOTT, I will ask that the letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 27, 1880. 
Sin: In reply to your letter of the 26th instant, requesting my opinion in the 
Toews and Martin, to accompany the ie ai called 3 com- 

munication of the 14th ſnstant, I have the honor to refer to Department's letter 
transmitted to you yesterday, and to add thereto that I approve the recommenda- 
tion of the examining board, “that Dr. Thomas Owens and Dr. William Martin 
be attached to the Medical Corps of the Navy as additional assistant surgeons not 
in the line of promotion,” and express the opinion that favorable action by Con- 
gress to that end would be a proper recognition of their services in the Navy. 


Very respectfully, 
e R. W. 1 
Hon. J. F. C. TALBOTT, y chy 
House of Representatives. 


The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pet) and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPH HUMPHRIES, 

Mr. BREWER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported ad- 
versely upon the bill (H. R. No. 1479) for the relief of Joseph Hum- 
phries; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

SHIP-CARPENTERS. 

Mr. BREWER, from the same committee, also reported adversely 
upon the bill (H. R. No. 2527) to authorize assimilated rank to war- 
rant officers of the United States Navy known as shi nters ; 
which was laid on the table and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. p 

Mr. BREWER. I move that the vote of the House in the last case 
re by me be reconsidered ; and that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ABSALOM KIRBY. 

Mr. HARMER, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No, 
4607) for the relief of Passed Assistant Engineer Absalom Kirby; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF FOR THE SUFFERING POOR OF IRELAND. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. I have been instructed by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to report back, with a favorable recommendation, the 
bill (H. R. No. 4298) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to desig- 
nate a vessel of the United States to carry, free of charge, contribu- 
tions for the relief of the suffering people of Ireland. It is a public 
bill, but I ask consent to report it at this time. 

There was no objection, and the report was received. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I understand that there is on the Speaker’s 
table a joint resolution from the Senate fora n Ihave 
consulted with the members of the Committee on Naval Affairs this 
morning, and they authorize me to ask that the Senate gon: resolu- 
tion be taken up and considered in place of the House bill. 

The 8 The gentleman from Tennessee having reported 
by unanimous consent a public bill from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to designate a vessel of 
the United States to carry free of charge contributions for the relief 
of the suffering of Ireland, now asks consent that the Senate 
joint resolution No. 80, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
transport contributions for the relief of the eee poor of Ireland, 
be taken from the Speaker's table and conside in place of the 
House bill. 

There was no objection, and the joint resolution was taken from 
the Speaker’s table and read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the joint resolution to be read a 
third time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Na’ 
ship or vessel belonging to the 
service, for the p of g to the 
tributions as may 


urpose. Any sum of money which may be necessary to 
ibis — — is hereby appropriated 1 of any money in the 
wise appropriated. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. I have no doubt this joint resolution will 
find a ready response in the heart of every gentleman on this floor, 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the third 


and passed. 
WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 3 
The bill (H. R. No. 4298) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
designate a vessel of the United States to carry free of charge con- 
tributions for the relief of the suffering poor of Ireland was then 
laid upon the table. 


poor of Ireland such con- 


the same 
out the object of 
ary not other- 


time, 
Mr. 


LOUIS P. DI CESNOLA. 

Mr. COX, from the Committee on Foreign Affai 
with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 1359) for the 
Di Cesnola, late consul at Cyprus. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COX. I ask that this bill be put on its e now. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I make the point of order fiat the bill makes an 
appropriation, and must receive its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. COX. I move, then, that the bill be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was to. 


reported back 
ief of Louis P. 


JOHN C. LANDREAU. 


Mr. HILL. The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of John C. Landreau, a naturalized citizen of the 


United States, for the aid of the Government of the United States in 
the furtherance of his claim against the government of Peru, have 
directed me to submit a report, accompanied by a joint resolution, 
which I hope may be put onits passage now. It does not involve the 
expenditure of a single dollar, but simply grants in behalf of a citi- 
zen of the United States the good offices of the President and Secre- 
tary of State in the settlement of a claim against a foreign govern- 
ment. I hope there will be no objection to the passage of this joint 
resolution. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No, 219) in relation to the claim of John 
C. Landreau against the government of Peru was read a first and 
second time. It provides that the petition of John C. Landrean, the 
report made thereon by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the 
accompanying rs be transmitted to the executive department, 
with the request that the President take such steps as in his opinion 
may be proper and in accordance with international law to secure to 
John C. Landrean a final settlement and adjustment of his claim 
against the government of Pern; and that if in his opinion it is 
proper to do so, the President invite the government of France to 
co-operate with the United States in his behalf. 
3j Matte deuce uc ee 
ing, was ingly e thi e, and p: > 

Kir. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL FRANCIS A. WALKER. 


Mr.COX. The Committee on Foreign Affairs have directed me to 
report back favorably, for present consideration, the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 208) authorizing General Francis A. Walker, Superintend- 
ent of the Census, to accept decorations from the governments of 
Sweden and Spain. I will say that General Walker, while engaged 
in this service for which the governments of Spain and Sweden have 
tendered him this recognition, was holding the office of Superintend- 
ent of the Census and, though receiving no salary, cannot techni- 
rg , under our Constitution, accept this honor without the consent 
of Con 
i a GARFIELD. I presume there will be no objection to this reso- 

ution. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows : 

Resolved by the Senate and Hi Representatives, de., 
Walker, 9 of the Oas of the United States, be 
thorized to accept a decoration of ao ge commander of the Sw 
tendered him by the government of Sweden, and also tha: 
Spanish order of Isabella, from the government of Spain, as a recognition of his 
meres as chief of the bureau of awards at the centennial exhibition at Philadel- 
U 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 
time, there being ayes 93, noes not counted. 

The joint resolution having been read the third time, the question 
recurred on its pasece: $ 

The question being taken, there were ayes 95, noes not counted, 

So the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIEUTENANT B. H. BUCKINGHAM. 


Mr. COX, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 110 
authorizing Lieutenant B. H. Buckingham, United States Navy, to 
accept a decoration conferred by the president of the French Republic 
eg service in connection with the universal exposition of 1878, at 

aris. 

The joint resolution wasread, It provides that Lieutenant Benja- 
min H. Buckingham, of the United States Navy, be authorized to ac- 
cept the decoration of the cross of the national order of the Legion 
of Honor, conferred upon him by the President of the French Repub- 
lic, in appreciation of services rendered by him at the universal ex- 
position of 1878, at Paris. 


General Francis A. 

and is hereby, au- 
edish order of asa, 
t of commander of the 


Mr. COX. As some gentlemen on this side of the House have seen 
proper to oppone this e of innocent legislation, I desire to say one 
word upon the subject. The Constitution of the United States pro- 


vides that— 


No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States: And no person hold- 
ing any office of profit or trust under them, shall, without the consent of the Con- 
gress, 5 of any present, emolument, office, or title, of any kind whatever, 

any king, prince, or foreign State. 

At the time this provision was adopted there was in this country 
a jealousy in regard to foreign distinctions, titles of nobility, &c. 
But the reason for this clause has long since passed away. Judge 
Story, in referring to this subject in his Commentaries, says: 

The other clause, as to the of any emoluments, title, or office from for- 


sign vernments, is founded in a just jealousy of aah rami of every sort. 
ether in a practical sense it can produce much effect. been thought doubtful. 


A patriot will not be likely to be seduced fom his duties to his country by the 
acceptance of any title or present from a foreign power. An enn. rag ek corrupt 
nt will not be restrained from guilty 
by such constitutional restrictions, 
The Constitution in that respect is almost a dead letter. There is 
no reason why these young men, or these old men, if you please, who 
* 


machinations in the se a foreign 
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are servants of the Republic and have distinguished themselves by 
courtesy or by utility abroad and at home toward foreign powers, 
should not have these ordinary decorations for the honor of our coun- 
try 


send to be read a letter from the minister of foreign affairs at 
Paris to Lieutenant Buckingham tendering him this decoration. I 
hope there will be no more of that perfunctory voting on this side of 
the Honse. Roan ged, 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the gentleman will not repeat that any part 
of the Constitution is a dead letter. 

Mr. COX. I did not hear what the gentleman from Michigan said. 

Mr.CONGER. Ihope the gentleman will not repeat in this presence 
that any part of the Constitution of the United States is a dead letter. 

Mr. COX. A dead letter sometimes in some parts of the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Speak for yourself. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pants, the 21st October, 1878. 


Sm: Ihave the honor to announce to you that the Marshal President of the 
republic, wishing to recognize by a particular mark of his esteem and well wishes 
the part that you have taken in the labors that have the success of the 
universal exhibition of 1878, has just, upon my recommendation, and upon the 
nomination of my colleague, the of agriculture and commerce, conferred 
upon you the cross of chevalier of the national order of the Tagen of Honor. I 
make haste to transmit to you the which are destined for you, and I will 
have care to have sent to you shortly the diploma of the order. 

Accept, sir, the assurances of my highest consideration. 

WADDINGTON, 
Minister of Foreign Affairs. 
B. H. BUCKINGHAM, 
Lieutenant of the Navy, 
Attaché to the Commission. 

Mr. COX. Inquiry has been made whether it is usual to pass these 
bills. They have never been rejected by Congress—neyer, but always 
have been passed. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the joint resolution was ordered to 
be en and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The gossen recurred on the passage of the joint resolution. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 90, noes 10. 

So (no further vote being demanded) the joint resolution was 8 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AUTHORIZING LIEUTENANT METCALFE TO ACCEPT DECORATION. 

Mr. COX. I have one more bill of the same character, which ends 
the chapter. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
to report back joint resolution (H. R. No. 112) authorizing First Lieu- 
tenant Henry Metcalfe, of the Ordnance Department, United States 
Army, to accept a decoration from the Sultan of Turkey, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The joint resolution, which was read, authorizes First Lieutenant 
Henry Metcalfe, of the Ordnance Department of the United States 
Army, to accept a decoration of the Order of the Osmanie, which has 
been tendered him by the Sultan of Turkey as an evidence of his ap- 
preciation of the efforts of that officer in conducting the inspection 
of arms and ammunition manufactured for the imperial Ottoman 
government in the cities of Providence, Rhode Island, and Bridge- 
port and New Haven, Connecticut. i 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
— sar belog engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY W. JONES. 


Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2572) granting a 
pension to Mary W. Jones; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH M. BIRDSALL. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the same committee, reported back favorably 
u bill (H. R. No. 3732) granting a pension to Sarah M. Birdsall; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO LAWS OF 1875. 


On motion of Mr. WHITEAKER, the Committee on Revolutiona 
Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of a bill (H. 
R. No. 3696) to amend chapter 275 of the laws of 1875, and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims, not to come back on a motion 
to reconsider. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF FRANCIS WARE, 


On motion of Mr. WHITEAKER, the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of the legal representatives of Francis Ware, praying for the payment 
2 ‘ia final certificate, and the same was referred to the Committee of 

ims. 


WAR OF 1812, 


Mr. WHITEAKER also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1867) to amend section 3 of the act of March 
9, 1878, relating to pensions for services in the war of 1812; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS WHO SERVED FOURTEEN DAYS IN WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. WHITEAKER. Iam also instructed by the same committee 
to report back joint resolution (H. R. No. 40) to construe the act of 
March 9, 1878, to include soldiers who served fourteen days in the war 
of 1812, although a portion of the time occurred after the proclama- 
tion of the treaty of peace with Great Britain, with amendments, and 
to ask for its passage at this time. 

The joint resolution and amendments were read. 

Mr. ITE. Is this a private bill? 

Mr. WHITEAKER. No, it is a general bill, 

Mr. WHITE. I am opposed to its being considered to-day if it is 
not a 5 bill. i 

Mr. DIBRELL. I hope the gentleman will not oppose it. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to know how many people it affects. 

Mr. WHITEAKER. Very well, then; let it go to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania object to 
the ere the joint resolution ? 

Mr. WHITE. I do not; let it go to the public Calendar. 

The joint resolution and amendments were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

BETSEY ELWELL. 

Mr. FARR, from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, reported 

a bill (H. R. No. 4608) granting a pension to Betsey Elwell, formerly 
Butler, widow of Jeremiah Elwell, a private in the Twenty- 
first Regiment United States Infantry, war of 1812; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
SOPHIA A. MELSON. 

Mr. COFFROTH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 4255) granting a pension to Sophia 
A. Melson ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Seles Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JACOB GELWICKS. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, repeats back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 205) granting a pension to Jaco Gelwicks ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES POLK KEGERREIS. 


Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 203) increasing the pension of James Polk 
Kegerreis ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
3 Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
p A 


JANE STOUT. 
Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 4257) granting a pension to Jane Stout; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MARY A. CASTERWELLER. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1467) granting a pension to Mary A. Cas- 
terweller, widow of John Casterweller, a soldier of the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW AND CHILDREN OF MICHAEL MEENAN. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No, 2331) granting a pension to the widow and 
minor children of Michael Meenan, deceased ; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. + 

JESSE T. MYERS. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2369) ting a pension to Jesse T. Myers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS BLUNDIN. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2550) granting a pension to Lewis Blundin; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD H. MITCHELL, 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2549) granting a pension to Edward H. 
Mitchell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
33 Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 
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JAMES B. FURMAN. 


Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1452) for the relief of James B. Furman, 
of Austinville, Bradford County, Pennsylvania; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. INNES. 


Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1885) for the relief of John A. Innes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. GORDON. 


Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1453) for the relief of James R. Gordon; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT O. MILLER. 


Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1455) for the relief of Albert O. Miller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PHINEAS GANO. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 1259 granting a pen- 
sion to Phineas Gano; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET R. COLONOY. 

Mr. COFFROTH also, from the same committee, reported a bill 5 
R. No. 4609) ting arrears of pension to Margaret R. Colonoy ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CARTWRIGHT, 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, from the same committee, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 3123) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the pension-roll the 
name of Joseph Cartwright; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the same committee, reported back 
with favorable recommendations bills of the following titles; and 
the same were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 802) granting a pension to Wyatt Botts; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2773) granting a pension to James P. Hunter ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2439) granting a pension to Henry Mills; 

A bill (H. R. No. 799) granting a pension to Richard P. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. No. 900) granting a pension to John H. Ferrell, late 
a pilot on the United States steamer Moose, in the Mississippi squad- 
ron; 

A bill (H. R. No. 853) granting a pension to Caroline Stief; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2764) granting a pension to William G. Thomp- 


son; 

A bill (H. R. No. 59) for the relief of John Murphy, of Chicopee, 
Massachusetts; and 

A bill R. No. 2075) granting a pension to Amanda J. McFadden. 

Mr. ON, from the same committee, reported back with favor- 
able recommendations bills of the following titles; and the same 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3309) for the relief of John T. Neale; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3568) granting arrearages of pension to Andrew 
J. Morrison; 

A bill (H. R. No. 192) granting a pension to Hulda L. Barnard, 
of Albion, New York; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2835) to increase the pension of George H. Black- 


burn; 2 

A bill (H. R. No. 172) for the relief of Phobe Meech ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 180) granting increase of pension to Edward C. 
Quincy; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4217) 55 a pension to John Taylor. 

Mr. MASON also, from the same committee, reported bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordéred to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. FENN granting a pension to Mary Leggett ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4616) granting a pension to Ann Paulding, 
widow of Hiram Paulding, late senior rear-admiral of the United 


States pad 3 
A bill f R. No. 4611) granting a pension to Benton C. Barnes ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 4612) for the relief of Mary P. Abeel, widow of 


Captain James S. Abeel, late ordnance storekeeper in the United 
States Army; and 
A bill (H. È. No. 4613) granting a pension to George Hugunin. 


Mr. CALDWELL, 
tute for House bill No. 1209, a bill (H. R. No. 4614) granting a pension 


from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 


to Joseph Bowers, Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment United States 
Colored Troops; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying 1 ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALDWELL , from the same committee, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 1198, a bill (H. R. No. 4615) granting a 
pension to Dennis Smith, private in Sixth Kansas Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOSTETLER, from the same committee, reported back with 
favorable recommendations bills of the following titles; and the same 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1006) granting a pension to Wellington V. Heu- 


A bin (H. R. No. 990) granting a pension to Enno J. Pruin; 
A bill (H. R. No. 30595 granting a pension to John Bartow ; 
een (H. R. No. 3059) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
t ne; 
A bill G. R. No. 3629) granting a pension to James C. Gibson; 
5 = bill (H. R. No. 3056) to increase the pension of General D. C. 
omas; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2965) granting a pension to Justus Beebe; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2303) granting a pension to Abram F. Farrar ; 
A bill E R. No. 1003) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Seeley; 
A bill (H. R, No. 3400) granting a pension to Daniel B. Hatfield ; 


and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1949) for the relief of John H. Scott. 

Mr. HOSTETLER also, from the same committee, reported bills of 
the following titles; which were severally read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

4 (H. R. No. 4617) granting a pension to Emmett Langston; 


an 

A bill (H. R. No. 4618) granting a pension to Samuel W. Overman, 

Mr. TAYLOR, from the same committee, reported back with a favor- 
able recommendation the bill (H. R. No. ) for the relief of Mary 
A. Lord; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Foree Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 

Mr. TAYLOR also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 2568, a bill (H. R. Ne. 4619) granting a pension 
to William J. Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accom ying re ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TAYLOR from the same committee, reported bills of the 
following titles; which were read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
. ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. o. 4620) granting a pension to Mary Gossett; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 4621) granting a pension to Hannah E. Oliver. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. BRIGHT. Has the morning hour ex- 


ired ? 
z The SPEAKER. It has; and this being Friday, the Chair will 
recognize the = from Tennessee, [Mr. BRIGHT.] 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
paves = the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private 

alendar. * 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to move, as an amendment to that mo- 
tion, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the report of 
the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the Chair will first submit the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. Bricut] that the House 
resolye itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to give notice that should that motion 
be voted down I will move to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
revision of the rules. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. BRIGHT; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 33, noes 78. 

Mr. BRIGHT. No quorum has voted, and I will call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BRIGHT and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
appointed. 

The House sgain divided; and the tellers reported that there were 
ayes 57, noes 9: 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. WHITE said: I think we had better have the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is no need of that. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well; I will withdraw the call. 

So the motion of Mr. BRIGHT was not agreed to. 

ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks, on behalf of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 

of Ohio, that Messrs. O’Hagan, Marriott, and Wilkins, of the Ohio sen- 
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ate, be admitted to the floor of the House during to-day and to-mor- 


row. 

Mr. FINLEY. And I ask the same privilege for Hon. W. W. Arm- 
strong, ex-secretary of state of Ohio. 

There being no objection, the above requests were granted. 


W. J. TAPP & CO. 
Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


4622) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co.; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
SALE OF CERTAIN PROPERTY IN NEW YORK. 

Mr. GIBSON. I am instructed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to request of the House that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union be disch: from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2268) to authorize the sale of certain property 
in the city of New York, and that the same be recommitted to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. f 

There was no objection, and the Committee of the Whole was ac- 
cordingly discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
the same was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, not to 
be brought back on a motion to reconsider, 

_ TRANSPORTATION OF IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 4623) to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate 
transportation of imported merchandise; which was read a first and 
second time, refe to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BATTLE-FIELD OF GETTYSBURGH. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4624) to provide for marking the positions of the regiments and bat- 
teries on the battle-field of Gettysburgh; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4625) to amend section 4414 of chapter 1, Title LII, “ tions of 
steam-vessels,” Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STEAM-TUG WANDERER. 

Mr. THOMAS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4626) to change the name of the steam-tug Wanderer, of Clinton, 
Iowa, to that of 1 B. Safford, of Mound City, Illinois; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

‘ MISSOURI ANDERSON. 

Mr. THOMAS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4627) granting a pension to Missouri Anderson, of Massac Creek, 
Illinois; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

F. D. DISMUKE AND T. W. THURMAN. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4628) for the relief of Frederick D. Dismuke and Thomas 
W. Thurman, of Georgia ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

THOMAS J. WHARTON. 

Mr. SAMFORD, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. No. 1349) for the relief of Thomas J. Wharton, of Jackson, Missis- 
sippi; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ J. M. MICOW AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SAMFORD also, from the same committee, by unanimous con- 
sent, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 2969) for the relief 
of J. M. Micow and others; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FAIN, 

Mr. SAMFORD also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 4629) for the relief of Thomas Fain; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that two members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, who were absent this morning when 
their committee was called, desire unanimous consent to make reports 
from that committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I must insist upon my motion to go into Com- 


mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of the report of 
the Committee on Rules. e 
Mr. WHITE. Doesit not take a two-thirds vote on private bill day? 


The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar has been voted down by the House. 
The motion of Mr. BLACKBURN was agreed to. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The House accordin gly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of further considering the report of the Committee 
on Rules. At the time the committee rose yesterday the Clerk had 
begun the reading of Rule XXII, but had not concluded it. The 
Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘ Rute XIII. 
OF PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

1. Members having petitions or memorials to present may deliver them to the 
Clerk, indorsing their names and the reference or tion to e ; 
and said petitions and memorials, except such as, in the judgment of the Speaker, 
are of an obscene or 5 character, shall be en on the Journal together 
with the names of the members presenting them, and the Clerk shall furnish a 
transcript thereof to the official reporters of debates for publication in the RECORD. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] if this rule does away with the present custom of ag 
senting memorials by placing them in the box at the Clerk’s desk? 

Mr. BLACKB . It does not. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The phraseology is different from that of the old 


rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In the opinion of the Committee on Rules it 
does not change the present practice at all. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. Any petition or memorial excluded under this rule shall be returned to the 
member from whom it was received; and petitions which have been inappropri- 
ately referred may, by direction of the committee having possession of same, 
be properly referred in the manner originally presented. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have not prepared any amendment to offer to 
this clanse, but during the general debate on this revision I called 
the attention of the committee to the clause; and the gentleman from 
Kentucky may remember the criticisms that were then made upon 
it. It is a departure from the present custom. Now, when a com- 
mittee has had placed in its possession a bill which in its judgment 
ought to go to some other committee, the custom is for the commit- 
tee to report it back to the House, and let the House refer it to that 
other committee. This, I think, is a very much better rule than that 


here propon, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the existing rule when a committee has 
been charged with the consideration of a petition or memorial which 
in its judgment should be referred to some other committee, there is 
no way for it to relieve itself of the custody of that paper, except 
by bringing it back to the House and letting the House make a change 
of reference. This proposed rule gives to each committee of the House 
the power of changing the reference of a petition or memorial re- 
ferred to it, when in the judgment of such committee it has been 
inappropriately referred. 

The only advantage that we claim will result from the adoption of 
this rule is in the time that will besaved. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota himself, in his long experience in this House, has often known 
it to be the fact that members of committees were struggling here 
for days and days to get an 5 to have a paper re- referred 
when it had been inappropriately sent to the committee. Thus action 
by the House is delayed and the time of the House taken up; and I 
know but very few, if any, instances in which such request has ever 
been refused. The Committee on Rules in proposing this clause of 
the twenty-second rule have taken it for granted that each standing 
or regular committee of the House is able to determine whether a 
petition or memorial sent to it belongs to it properly or not; and when 
such a paper has been improperly referred it was the opinion of the 
Committee on Rules that the committee having the custody of the 
paper should have the right to make a proper reference of it without 
coming here and occupying the time and attention of the House. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would not the gentleman have this change of 
reference apport on the Journal and in the RECORD ! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itmay be proper that the Journal should show 
the change of reference. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But how will the officers of the House get knowl- 
edge of that fact? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The rule does not provide, nor is it ible it 
shall provide, a method that would bring to the Favia of the 
journal clerk officially the change of reference, unless we adhere to 
the old rule and require that the document shall be brought back to 
the House, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Could there not be added to this rule a clause pro- 
viding that the committee in such case cause entry to be made on the 
Journal ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no objection to that; but it would 
‘simply impose upon the committee proposing the change of reference 
the duty of 1 journal clerk. 

Mr. HAWLEY. ere ought to be some provision of that kind; 
otherwise we would be put entirely off the track in hunting for a bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Shek no objection to such an amendment. 


Mr. HAYES. Let it be provided that the change of reference shall: 
be entered on the Journal. 
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Mr. REAGAN. It will be seen that the last part of this clause pro- 
vides that the paper is to be “ properly referred in the manner origi- 


nally presented.” In other words, the committee to whom it may have 

been improperly referred will refer it to another committee ree 

Be 3 and thus the new reference will be noted on the 
ournal, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Gentlemen will find on examining the 
pending clause that it has no reference to bills, but refers only to 
eee dene 

r. „(the Speaker.) Is there any proposition pending 

The GHATRMAN: The Chair understands not. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to amend the clause by striking out all 
after the word “ referred,” in the third line, and adding the follow- 
ing: 

Shall be rted back to the House for such further reference as the House 
shall determine. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the rule we have now. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This, I confess, is substantially a continuance of 
the present rule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that the clause now under consideration does not treat of bills at 
all. It speaks only of petitions and memorials which go through the 
petition-box. 

Mr. REAGAN. And when such petitions or memorials have been 
improperly referred, it authorizes them to come back through the 
petition-box for proper reference. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. This clause simply provides that petitions or 
memorials improperly referred shall come back for re-reference by the 
same channel through which they originally came into the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. In view of the explanation which has been 
made, I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HAYES. I move to amend the clause by adding the words 
and a record of the same shall be made upon the Journal.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This amendment is not necessary. If these 
papers come back in the same manner in which they were originally 
presented, as this clause provides they must—that is, through the pe- 
tition-box—the journal clerk is bound to take note of them. 

Mr. HAYES. If that be so, it is all I want. But when I have 
presented a memorial I want to know where it goes; I want to be 
able to trace it up. 

Mr. BLACKB If the gentleman will look at it Iam satisfied 
he will be content with the rule. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move as a substitute for the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois the following. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did not the gentleman from Illinois withdraw 
his amendment ? 

Mr. HAYES. If it be true, as stated by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky Saving ch of the rules, I withdraw my amendment, 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I offer it as a separate proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the second clause add as follows: 

Unless the member presenting said petition or memorial shall object, in which 
case said petition or memorial s not be referred to another committee except 
by order of the House, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky and of the gentlemen of the House to the fact that this 
clause should be amended in some way so as to provide for the print- 
ing of private bills. We all have had experience of the inconvenience 
of the present rule in that rd. If the gentleman will consent to 
the amendment to clause 5 of section 21—— 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speakon) I object. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I move the following as an amendment to 
clause 3 of section 22. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I reserve the point of order on that amend- 


ment. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to add the following: ` 

All bills of a private nature shall be referred to a riate commi and or- 
dered to be pristel: 8 8 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that is not germane, 
and therefore not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he cannot dictate to the com- 
mittee in what part of the report such provision shall be inserted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This relates to nothing but the petitions or 
memorials. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Bills are treated of elsewhere, and that part 
of the report we have already passed. 

Mr. FINLEY. Iam not at all tenacious about this matter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well, then; let us have a vote on the 
amendment. j 

Mr. FNLEY’s amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXIII. 
` OF COMMITTEES OF THE WHOLE HOUSE. 
1. In all cases in forming a Committee of the Whole House the Speaker shall 


leave his chair after a ting a chairman to preside. 
2. Whenever a Committee oft the Whole Honse finds itself without a quorum the 


chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and thereupon the committee shall 
and the chairman shall 
be entered on the Jo 4 


rise 
the names of the absentees to the House, which shall 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I move to amend the third clause 
of Rule XXIII b adding the following. 

The Clerk as follows: 

And this clause of Rule XXIII shall not be suspended when the amount involved 
exceeds $10,000, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. The effect of that rule is to require 
every bill involving an expense of 510,000 or more to be considered 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union before it 
can pass. I think the amendment is in the interest of economy and 
of judicions and discreet legislation, and I do hope it will pass. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out “$10,000;” for if it is good for 
$10,000 it will be for any amount, i 

The CHAIR Does the gentleman strike out the words“ when 
the amount involved exceeds $10,000?” 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir; those are the words I move to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. So it will then read: “And this clause shall not 
be 1 except by unanimous consent.“ = 

Mr. MILLS. Would that defeat the river and harbor bill on a two- 
third nsion ? 


Mr. DUNNELL. It seems to me the adoption of this rule would. 
very frequently stop legislation—render it impossible for the House 
to transact the business which might be before it. We might be on 
the very last day of asession passing an appropriation bill and might 
wish to suspend the rules to pass the bill, which, in the history of the 
House, very frequently is necessary, and yet we are here putting our- 
selves in the power of one objector, who can prevent the passage of 
any lett a psec bill. The two-third rule is guard and protection 
enough to a House of Representatives responsible to the people under 
the Constitution, It seems to me we are tying ourselves down by a 
rule which we shall be compelled to disregard. Are we not to be 
trusted in the transaction of public business? A two-third vote ought 
to be sufficient protection. Here we are asked to adopt a rule so one 
man may defeat the passage of a bill. I think this is a dangerous 
rule to 8 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, we have now under 
an amendment that was adopted rday a rule which requires the 
1 85 and nays to be taken on measures. That rule, I suppose, 

ike all other rules, can be suspended. I think there are many cases 
where it would be proper to suspend the rules where the amount 
involved is small, as for instance in pension and other small claims 
coming from the Committee on Invalid Pensions or other committees. 
But for one I desire that every bill requiring the appropriation of a 
ter amount of money than $10,000 shall be considered in the 
Jommittee of the Whole where amendments may be proposed, and 
where they may be considered. 

We all know the manner in which the river and harbor bill—and 
I speak not in any sense in hostility to the committee from which 
these bills have been heretofore in the habit of coming—but we all 
know that under a suspension of the rules these bills have been passed 
without an opportunity for considering or amending them in any form. 
They have been as they come from the committee, and I sub- 
mit there can be no ae gee when any appropriation of money is con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. But there is danger even of 
two-thirds of this House agreeing to pass through under a gag-law 
bills like the river and harbor bill, which cover many items. 

Mr. DUNNELL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that he has not held 
the gentleman in this instance to the strict rule, but he gives notice 
that hereafter he will do so. The gentleman from North Carolina 
addressed the committee and took his seat, and by a strict construc- 
tion of the rules he would not have been permitted to address the 
committee again. The Chair, however, allowed him to doso and will 
now grant the gentleman from Minnesota the same privilege. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to say, in reply to the gentleman who has 
just addressed the committee, that I do not suppose the House will 
adopt the rule that was made yesterday on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. While the gentleman very well stated his side 
of the case, I do not believe the House will adopt the rule that the 
gentieman introduced. : 

Now, for one, I hope that we will get through with this new code, 
and that the House will adopt it in some form as an improvement upon 
the old system. I desire to vote for it, and I will vote for it as it stands 
rather than see it defeated. But with reference to that portion of 
the report of the Committee on Rules which has not yet been passed, 
ĮI sincerely hope that it will not be loaded down with amendments 
like we adopted on yesterday, to which I have referred, and like this 
which the gentleman here proposes, 

Mr, SAMFORD. I desire to offer the following as an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rovided. be passed under a suspension of the rules by a two- 
ihinda rots omy 8 nays without going to the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina proposed 
an amendment, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] pro- 
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an amendment to that amendment, and until that is disposed 
of no other amendment can be in order. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I understand that the gentleman from North 
Carolina accepts the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I do accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is in order. 

Mr. SAMFORD. The object of that amendment is not to prevent 
the n restrictions which should be thrown around the dis- 
bursement of money. Many cases will arise such as have been sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Minnesota where we will not have time 
to put these bills into the Committee of the Whole for consideration, 
but this amendment will a ore sufficient consideration so that mem- 
bers of the House may be able to consider these bills before they are 
voted on, as it will require a two-thirds vote righ bared and nays to sus- 
pend this rule. At the same time it will not destroy that salutary 
restriction which should be thrown around every money bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from North 
Carolina to say that he accepted the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York. Was that correct? 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. It was. 

The CHAIRMAN. And now the gentleman accepts the amend- 
ment proposed by the A eee er from Alabama also, which takes 
the gentleman's original amendment away from the committee, and 
the question, therefore, now is upon the adoption of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COX. I would like to hear the amendment of the gentleman 
from Alabama read again. 

The amendment was again read. K 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now let us have the whole amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. COX. I have not accepted the amendment myself. 

Mr. SAMFORD. The gentleman from North Carolina accepted the 
amendment of the tleman from New York. 

The CHAI . The Chair will state the question. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina proposed an amendment, and the gentleman 
from New York also 8 an amendment, which was accepted by 
the gentleman from North Carolina, as the Chair understands. Then 
the gentleman from Alabama offered an amendment, which the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina also accepted, so that the only proposi- 
tion now before the committee is the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Alabama, which has been read. 

Mr. COX. I pro now to address myself to the amendment 
suggested by my friend from Alabama. That proviso seems to be 
based on the idea that a two-thirds vote can suspend the rules at any 
time, while our rules only fix certain times when it may be done, as, 
for instance, on Monday and the last six days of the session. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Iam in favor of all restrictions being thrown 
around our legislation which it is possible to have. But cases may 
arise when it is absolutely necessary that there should be legislative 
action, and if you have the rales so that you cannot suspend them 
at all you will occasionally be in a bad fix. 

Mr. COX. I will not detain the committee, as I know the anxiety 
of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. n get on with the 
rules, I am in favor of having every money bill that comes here 
discussed in Committee of the Whole. I am opposed to any bill of 
amoney character going through without debate and without amend- 
ment. wa only truly represent the people when we stand upon that 

rinciple. 
= Mr. CLYMER. My objection to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Alabama is that while now we can only move to suspend the 
rules on Monday, his amendment would make such a motion in order 
on any day. The effect of it would be to give us an eternal Monday. 

Mr. REAGAN. The rule as reported by the committee, it seems 
to me, covers all that is necessary; and I do not see the necessity of 
the House putting itself in a strait-jacket so that it cannot do any- 
roses We have all the n safeguards in the rules reported 
by the committee; and if gentlemen want the revision of the rules 
to be adopted they had better not fix them so as to compel the rejec- 
tion of the whole codification. This should be considered when it is 
proposed to provide restrictions additional to those reported by the 
committee. 

The question being put on Mr. SAMFORD’s amendment, it was not 


0. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of Rule XXIII and read as follows: 

4. In Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the bills on the 
Calendar shall be taken up in their order; but when objection is made to the con- 
sideration of 9 bill a majority of the House shall decide without debate whether it 
shal) be disposed of or laid aside for the present. 

5. When general debate is closed by order of the House any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to wel gre any amendment he may offer, after which the 
member who shall first ob the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes in 
eae to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; but the same priv- 

ege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment that may 
be offered to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an amendment to an 
amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless by the unanimous 
consent of the committee, 


Mr. PAGE. Clause 5 limits the debate on any amendment that may 
be offered in Committee of the Whole to an appropriation bill or any 
other bill to two speeches of five minutes eae. alter general debate 
has been closed. It seems to me that is bringing the thing down to 
a very narrow limit. 
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The CHAIRMAN. That is the rule now. 

Mr. PAGE. Then the rule is not enforced now. 

Mr. HAYES. You can move formal amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the identical rule which now exists. 

The Clerk resnmed the reading and read as follows: 

6. The House may, by the vote of a jority of the members present, at time 
after the five . — debate has 8 amendments 5 —— 
or paragraph to a bill, close all debate upon such section or paragraph or, at its 
election, upon 5 amendments only; but this shall not preclude further 
amendment, to be decided without debate. 

7. A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill shall have precedence of a 
motion to amend; and, if ied, shall be considered equivalent to its rejection. 
Whenever a bill is reported from a Committee of the Whole with a recommenda- 
tion to strike out the enacting words, and such recommendation is disagreed to by 
the House, the bill shall stand recommitted to the said committee without further 
action by the House. But before the question of concurrence is submitted, it is in 
order to entertain a motion to refer the bill to any committee, with or without in- 
structions, and when the same is reported to the House it shall be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole without debate, 

8. The rules of proceeding in the House shall be observed in Committees of the 
Whole House so far ab they may be applicable. 

Rute XXIV. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

1. Each Monday m during a session of C all the States and Terri- 
tories shall be called 2 85 alphabetical order for bills, joint resolutions, and me- 
morials of State and territorial latures, and House resolutions, for reference; 
and, on this call only, resolutions of tnquiry directed to the heads of the Executive 
Departments shall be in order, to be submitted and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees, which shall report thereon to the House within one week. 

Mr. MILLS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6 of the first paragraph of Rule XXIV strike out all after the word 
“submitted” and insert as follows : 

And said resolution shall lie upon the table; and the mover or of such 
resolution shall be permitted to call up the same after the reading of the Journal 
during any time after the expiration of one week and have the same submitted to 
a vote of the House without debate. 

Mr. MILLS. I have submitted this amendment to my friend from 
Maine, [Mr. FRYE, ] and he approves of it. I will explain it briefly 
to the Committee of the Whole, and when I have done so I am sure 
there will be no objection to it. 

Under the existing rule a resolution calling for information is re- 
quired to be referred to a committee, and that committee is authorized 
and required to report within a week and then the House can act upon 
it. The Committee on Rules in this revision also authorizes the 
committee to whom a resolution of inquiry is required to report within 
a week; but the report when it is made on the Calendar. You 
have then to wait until that point of the Calendar is reached, and it 
may be three or four months before you can get the information. 
This amendment simply requires that a resolution calling for infor- 
mation shall lie upon the table, after being submitted and read, for 
one week, that everybody may have time to think of it, and that after 
one week the pro r can call it up and submit it without debate 
to a vote of the House. ; ° 

The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
BLACKBURN] one question. As I understand, by this first clause of 
the twenty-fourth rule what is known as the morning hour on Mon- 
day is dispensed with, and all the States and Territories shall be 
called for the introduction of bills, joint resolutions, &c. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, and in their alphabetical order. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) So that on Mondayevery Member 
representing a State and every Delegate from a Territory who has 
bills, &c., to present for reference shall have that opportunity. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That is right. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Ioffer as an amendment, to come in after the first 
paragraph, what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Each member of this House shall be entitled to introduce one bill upon one gen- 
eral subject daring each Congress and to report the same upon his own authority 
for reference to its proper Calendar, and shall be eee for that purpose by 
the Speaker during the call of States for bills on Mondays. ‘These bills shall be 
known as individual bills, and shall be so designated upon their face, and shall be 
printed and placed upon their proper Calendar the same as if reported by some 
committee of this House. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. Chairman, each member of this House rep- 
resents abont one hundred and fifty thousand American citizens. 
When we come here charged by the votes of our constituents with 
some special duties, the introduction of some measures or policy dear 
to them, we come as absolute equals, as we were designed to be by the 
founders of thisGovernment. But we are hardly seated in our places 
before three-quarters of us are sent to the rear, or, perhaps, I should 
say, pigeon-holed in commit whose duties, if they have any, are 
utterly foreign to our mission here, and we find ourselves ciphers, 
or the next thing to it, in this con ional machine, and find it im- 
possible to get a solitary measure before this House for consideration 
unless by the grace of a handful of our brother members who were 
sent to the front by the same ipse dixit that sent us to the rear. With- 
ont a solitary vote of this House, before we knew it, in the twinkling 
of an eye, a Chinese wall of distinction was built up between the ins 
and the outs—between a half dozen committees and the rest of the 
members. In short, the purest despotism in the world was organized 
over our heads, and it was done by these rules, which we are asked 
to perpetuate, which we have tried to republicanize a little by divid- 
ing up the responsibilities between more committees, but have almost 
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entirely failed. Now, I ask for one crumb of justice to each district 
in the United States; I ask that each member shall know when he 
comes that during his two years of congressional duties he may be 
able to bring to the consideration of this House one measure in defer- 
ence to the desires of his constituents, in deference to his pledges to 
the people. 8 

I claim that under my amendment these individual bills would be 
as well or better considered than if in the hands of a committee, be- 
cause the 5 of each member . them would be at 
stake, and these bills would embody the wishes of each 5 
district. My measure would simply open one door for the direct rep- 
resentation of every section of the country upon this floor. It is not 
a partisan measure, but a national one in the interest of democratic 
government. Every man in my presence knows that I speak only 
the truth when I say that under these rules even a majority is help- 
less in this House. For example, last session we yoted by a handsome 
majority in favor of an income-tax bill, but it failed to pass because 
not reported by a committee, and although a majority of us desire to 
pass such a bill, we have not a committee in this House that will re- 
port it and let us vote upon it. More than one hundred members 
were sent here pledged to vote for the retirement of all national-bank 
notes and the issue in lieu thereof of United States money; pledged 
to restore to the nation the greatest prerogative of sovereignty, the 
control of the circulating medium. The only committee that could 
report æ bill for this object are as dumb as an oyster, and will remain 
80, 9 they have had a perfect shower-bath of bills re- 
ferred to them by the House for this purpose. I mention thisto show 
how this House is hampered and tied and gagged by these autocratic 
rules, and to appeal to every representative of freemen on this floor 
to demand this one measure of equality for the people of his district 
that this House may be in some sense a House of Representatives 
of the poopie I know the great committees that control us will 
object, but I appeal to the men all over this House, the three-quar- 
ters that are frozen out and sent to the rear, to stand by my demand 
that each shall have one chance in two years before this body. The 
people all over this conntry are groaning under rings and monopolies. 
Centralization in railroads gives them railroad kings to extort crush- 
ing tribute from them; centralization of capital, with corrupt class 
legislation, gives them over two thousand national-bank presidents, 
who organize with such power as to control the machinery of this 
Government and defy its authority, while they lay heavier burdens 
upon the people than they can bear. 

These and other abuses could not stand an hour outside but for the 
more dangerous centralization in this House; for it is utterly impos- 
sible to get a single measure of substantial relief before this body 
under these rules, There are rings everywhere, but the head-center 
of all rings is right here, created by these rules, and every bill intro- 
duced for the overthrow of centralization and rings outside has to ran 
the gauntlet of the centralization and rings in this House, and if we 
are not men enough to take the control and give this House a repub- 
lican government where one Representative stands upon the same 
footing as another, and each member hasa right to bring at least one 
measure before this body, then we can never hope to reach the monop- 
olies outside that are crushing the people and menacing their liberties. 
Physician heal thyself! 

In England during the latter part of the last and earlyin this cen- 
tury, when the right of franchise was extremely limited, all the elect- 
ive offices were purchased of the voters in open market by the most 
unblushing bribery. As soon as the right of suffrage was greatly ex- 
tended it became impossible to bribe the voters, and purity of elec- 
tionsensued. Soitisinthis House. If equal rights can be extended 
to all the members it will at once become impossible for corporations 
and capitalists to control legislation. 

I have heard of slaves so degraded that they would advocate slavery 
as preferable to freedom, bat it is the greatest wonder of the world 
that honored Representatives of proud, free American citizens will 
stand up in this House and vote away their rights and the rights of 
their constituents, imposing upon themselves fetters and disabilities 
of every kind by these rules, drafted in the interest of the canning 
few—drafted by members who now enjoy the best offices in this House, 
by leading republicans and democrats who have pooled their issues 
in order that they may continue to hold the key to legislation that 
belongs by every principle of justice equally to us all. They leave 
no stone unturned in their efforts to persuade all the members to vote 
for these rules. Whenever it is necessary the party tiger is brought 
out on either side in order to fill the minds of members with party 
prejudice and in the heat of passion induce them to vote their rights 
away. 

I pros sy ar ay a system of government for this House which cuts 
off from this body the pulsations of the American le, which prac- 
tically counts out the rural districts and gives the control of the na- 
tion into the hands of eastern cities and corporations. I warn all 
who hear my voice that if these rules as reported are to be the law 
of this body, the greatest danger to our liberties lies right here, in a 
centralized government, not a representative one—a government 
practically out of reach of the masses of the people. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman ought to extend the time of each 
Congress five years in order to carry out such a rule. 

The question bang taken on. Mr. GILLETTE’S amendment, there 


were—ayes 53, noes 


Mr. LOWE. A 9 has not voted. 


The CHAI A quorum not having voted the Chair will order 
tellers, and spouts the geokemio from ky, Mr. BLACKBURN, 
and the gentleman from lowa, Mr. GILLETTE. 

a committee again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 50, noes 


So ert count not being insisted on) the amendment was not 


Mr. GILLETTE. I offer now the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to come in as a separate clause after the first clause of Rule 


XXIV. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Each member of this House shall be entitled to introduce one bill upon one 
eral subject during each Co! to be knownas an individual bill, and to be so 
marked upon its face, which be referred to its proper committee for consider- 
ation and report. These bills shall be reported to the House within four weeks 
of the date of reference} with the committee report thereto attached, and shall go 
upon the proper Calendar with the report of the committee, whether that report 
is favorable or adverse, and in case they are not reported by the committee within 
the specified time, they are to be pl upon the Calendar as if reported for the 
action of this House. 

Mr. GILLETTE, I think I have left out everything which in the 
amendment just voted upon might have been looked upon as objec- 
tionable by any member of this House. These bills, under the ar- 
rangement I now propose, would go to the appropriate committees, 
and there would be one month for the committee to discuss and report 
them. The amendment simply opens the door so that each district 
of the United States can get before this House any measure on which 
its Representative particularly desires action, at least once during 
the existence of a Congress, 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. GILLETTE; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 25, noes 87. 

No further count being called for, the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2. On all days other than Monday, as soon as the Journal is read and approved, 


there shall be a morning hour for reports from committees, which shall be appro- 


riately referred and printed ; and the iker shall call — 
Tuite In regular pis ha and then upon ppd po er e, sad if — npr 
the hour is not consumed by this call, then it shall be in order to proceed to the 
consideration of other business, but if he shall not complete the call within the 
hour, he shall resume it in the succeeding morning hour where he left off. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I move to amend the clause just 
read by inserting, after the words “shall be appropriately referred 
and poneo" the words “and a copy thereof 3 to each Member 
and Delegate;“ so that the clause, if amended, will read as follows: 

On all days other than Monday, as soon as the Journal is read and approved, 
there shall be a pie. bee for reports from committees, which shall be appro- 
„ and printed, and a copy thereof mailed to each Member and Uele- 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that I have no authority from the Committee on Rules to accept his 
propossa amendment; but for myself I have no objection to it. 

. GARFIELD. I think it is a good thing. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So do I. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) If the amendment shall be adopted, 
then no member would ever have the right to say that he was not 
informed, because if he did not obtain the information under this 
proposed amendment it would be his own fault. 

A MEMBER. It might use up all the copies that were printed. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There are 1,500 copies printed, and the effect of 
this amendment would be merely to provide each member with a 
copy in hisown room. I think itis right. 

. ROBINSON. The amendment proposed does not impose this 
duty on any person in particular. It merely says “shall be mailed,” 
but does not say by whom. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. It merely refers to bills which are 
reported from committees. 

ROBINSON. I agree that it should be done, but who is to do 


it? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It can be done by the Clerk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Let them be mailed as the REC- 
ORDS are mailed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would suggest the insertion of the words 
“ by the Clerk.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. KEIFER. It may be imposing too much duty on the Clerk. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Insert the words “ by the Public Printer.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I will accept that suggestion. 

MEELED If those words are not inserted that would-be the 
resu 

The question was then taken upon the amendment as modified, and 
it was adopted. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have heard some discussion in to the 
construction that would be put upon this sentence of this pending 
clause: “ there shall be a morning hour for reports from committees, 
which shall be appropriately referred and printed.” The question 
that arises in my mind is whether it would be competent for the 
member of a committee reporting a bill to ask that it be put on its 
passage; or whether this is intended to be an iron arbitrary rule, 
sending each report so made to its proper calendar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Committee on Rules have in this proposed 
revision sought to do away with the practice of consuming the morn- 
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ing hour in the consideration of bills that may be re rted, and to 
provide for sending each bill when reported to its place upon the 
proper calendar. This clause of the twenty-fourth rule was framed 
with that view. It is the purpose, and the purpose will be accom- 
plished if this revision is adopted by the House, to put a stop to the 
consumption of the morning hour by the consideration and discus- 
sion of any report made from a committee in that hour. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The question was whether, in case I should make 
a report from a committee, I would be in order to ask for the consid- 
eration and of the bill so reported. 

Mr. CLYMER. You would be in order to ask it, but it would re- 
quire unanimous consent. fees > 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My construction of the clause is this: unani- 
mous consent could be ted for that purpose by the House, for 
the Honse can do anything by unanimous consent; but it could not 
be done otherwise. 

The Clerk read the following: 

3. The morning hour for the call of committees shall not be dispensed with 
except by a vote of two-thirds of those present and voting thereon. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I move to amend the clause just 
read by adding thereto what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to clause 3, Rule XXIV, the 9 

Nor shall it be in order at any time for the Speaker to ask that business be trans- 
acted by unanimous consent, except to dispense with the reading of papers, grant 
leave of absence, and present executive communications or other papers or make 
such communications as are proper for the Speaker to do; but where unanimous 
consent would otherwise be required to transact business the question, upon motion, 
shall be decided by the House without debate, which motion shall be subject to a 
call for the regular order of business by ten or more members, and shall not prevail 
unless sustained by a two-thirds vote of the members present and voting. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speke) Will the gentleman explain the 
effect of his amendment 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. On another occasion I spoke some- 
what at length upon this pro amendment. I desire now only to 
state its effect as understand it. It is this: that no business shall be 
done here by unanimous consent, but where unanimous consent would 
otherwise be required, it shall be determined by a two-thirds vote, and 
that motion be subject to a call for the regular order by ten or more 
members. 

Why should any one desiring unanimous consent object to this? 
If unanimous consent can be obtained, of course a two-thirds vote 
can be, for the greater includes the less. So that the only possible 
objection there can be is that it would take a little more time to ob- 
tain consent in this way, and that is just what I think very desira- 
ble andimportant. On the other hand if the members demand the 
regular order, or if, for instance, the members of a-committee desire 
to goon with the regular business before the House, being ten or 
more, they can call for the regular order; and the motion for the 
popom now requiring unanimous consent cannot be submitted to 
the House at all. 

In other words, the object is to take frem one man the power to 
block the wheels of legislation in this House, and invest it in ten or 
more. How many times within the last two weeks have we seen the 
business of the House e and jeopardized by a single objection? 
When we wanted to reach the fishery bill the other day, it was said 
that against objection it would take two hours to do it under the 
rules as they now stand, though if the proposition had been put to a 
vote of the House, nine-tenths of all the members would have voted 
to take that bill up. Yet they were powerless under a single omni 
otent objection. 1 esire to cast no reflection on the gentleman ri 
fecting, tirst because I have no idea who he was, and second because 

e was exercising his undoubted right under the rules of the Ho 
of which nobody had any right to complain. This amendment wi 
put it in the power of ten men, instead of one, to say when the reg- 
ular order of business shall be delayed, and put the matter under the 
control of the vote of two-thirds of the members, instead of a unani- 
mons vote. 

Look at the condition of business here. On every Monday morning, 
even at this stage of the session, one hundred and fifty, one hundred 
and sixty, or one hundred and seventy-five new bills pour in like a 
cataract. Then from ten to twenty-five more are brought in by unani- 
mous consent on eyery morning of the week. This badgering for 
unanimous consent must be a burden upon the Speaker. He is im- 
portuned by members for preference. And yet such proceeding rests 
wholly upon the temper and caprice of a single member. We crowd 
down in front of the Clerk’s desk with bills or resolutions or proposi- 
tions of which the House knows nothing, each seeks recognition. 
The Speaker does the very best he can, discriminating between mem- 
bers, I think, fairly. All at once some member whose breakfast possi- 
bly distresses him, demands “the regular order.” A few members have 
succeeded in getting recognized, and the rest go away disgusted, not 
ruled down by the Speaker or the House, but put down by a single 
member. Could anything better confirm Hatsel’s doctrine that!“ it 
is much more material that there should be a rule to go by, than what 
that rule is; that there may be a uniformity of proceeding in business 
not subject to the caprice of the e or captiousness of the mem- 
bers.” Yet what more complete y oren up uniformity and pro- 
motes confusion than the scenes I have alluded to. 

Memorials are presented with the uest that they be printed in 
the RECORD, by unanimous consent. y friend, the gentleman from 


California, [Mr. PaGr,] I believe, succeeded the other morning in 
having a memorial published in that way, and I was glad he did. I 
admired his pluck and push to get recognized; but immediately af- 
terward some gentleman on the other side asked a similar favor ; 
some member shouted “regular order!” as though he had awakened 
from a nightmare; and that memorial went the way of all the unfor- 
tunates to the petition-box. 

Now, why should not this power of objection be taken out of the 
hands of one man and placed in the hands of ten ormore? And what 
objection can there be, when the request for unanimous consent or 
its equivalent is asked, that we stop a moment, let the question be 
stated by the Speaker, let the House get full possession of it and un- 
derstand just what is going on, then, when 1 is asked for, let 
ten or more object if they desire, and, if not, let the question be put 
and decided by a two-thirds vote of the members ? o can object 
to this unless he does not want time, but wants these matters to go 
through under whip and spur before members can really know whether 
they wish to object or not? The effect of the amendment would be 
to put the House fully in possession of matters pore give it a 
moment to reflect, and enable it to act intelligently. At least that is 
what I desire by the proposed amendment, and if its effect should be 
to prevent the too frequent granting of unanimous consent I do not 
think it would be any the worse for that. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, WILLIAMS, of 
Wisconsin, it was not agreed to, there being—ayes 49, noes 68. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. After the hour shall have been devoted to rts from committees, the con- 
sideration of the unfinished business in which the Howes may be engaged at an ad- 
ee shall be resumed, and at the same time each day the r, other than 

onday, until disposed of; and the consideration of all other unfinished business 
— be resumed whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Rules to pro- 

certain amendments to this clause, which are rendered neces- 
sary by the adoption of an amendment which I offered at the request 
of the committee a few days since. I move to amend by inserting 
after the word “ committees,” in the first line, the words “it shall be 
in order to proceed to;” by striking out in the third line the words 
shall be resumed ;” by inserting in the fourth line, after the word 
and,“ the words “ it shall be in order to proceed to p and in the 
fifth line, by striking out the words “ shall be resumed.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. These are all formal amendments, necessary 
merely in order to make this clause conform to the previous action 
of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. With these amendments the clause will read as follows: 


After the hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees it shall bein 
ished business in which the House 


day, until disposed of ; and it shall be in order to proceed to the con: 
sideration of all other un ed business whenever the class of business to which 
it belongs shall be in order. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I wish to direct the attention of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Frye] to the necessity of another 
amendment in this clause. One of the amendments which the Com- 
mittee on Rules recommend for adoption is to provide in the twenty- 
eighth rule that motions for a suspension of the rales shall be in 
order only on the first and the third Monday of every month, so that 
the other Mondays of the month shall be devoted to the business of the 
House in the same manner as on any other day of the week. Isug; 
therefore, whether in this clause the words “other than Mon 
should not read “ other than the first and the third Monday.” 

Mr. FRYE. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 
Speaker of the House, whether it is not proper to make first the 
amendments required by the action of the Committee of the Whole 
already taken; and then no doubt unanimous consent will be given 
that if the twenty-eighth rule should be amended in the manner in- 
dicated, we may return to this clause and amend it so as to conform 
to that action. 

Mr. WEAVER. We do not want to do anything now that will bind 
the House to adopt the amendment which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, the Speaker of the Honse, has indicated. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Of course not. All we want is 
opportunity to make the rules consistent in all their parts. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the request is sim- 
ly that, if certain amendments be adopted to Rule III, the 
‘ommittee of the Whole shall have the privilege of returning to the 

pending clause for the purpose of making it conform. 

Mr. FRYE. That is it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Maine to move to amend so as to provide, it shall be in order to 
proceed to the consideration,” &c. Does the gentleman mean that, 
or does he mean to make the language read, “it shall be in order to 
entertain a motion that the House do now proceed to the considera- 
tion,” which is the language used in the next clause of the same 
rule with regard to business on the Speaker’s table? 

Mr. FRYE. I understand the meaning to be the same. The lan- 
guage I have suggested is that used in clause 2 and in two or three 
other places. 

Mr. WARNER. I suggest to the gentleman from Maine whether 
or not in the third line of this clause the language should not be 
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“may have been engaged” instead of may be engaged.” It refers 
to a previous stage 3 

Mr. HAWLEY. “May have been engaged” is better. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to including that modification in 
my amendment. 

e amendment of Mr. FRYE, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. FRYE. Was unanimous consent given that, if the twenty- 
eighth rule should be amended, we might return to this clause and 
amend it so as to harmonize with Rule XXVIII? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understood such consent to be given; 
but if any gentleman desires to object he can do so now. [A pause. ] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5. Unfinished business having been disposed of, it shall be in order to entertain 
a motion that the House do now proceed to 1 of the business on the k- 
er's table, which, prevailing, the Speaker shall dispose of in the following $ 

First. Messages from the President and other executive communications. 

Second. Messages from the Senate and amendments proposed by the Senate to 
bills of the House, 

Third. Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and second reading, 
that they be referred to committees or put on their passage; and the motions 80 
to refer shall have precedence of all other motions touching their disposition. 

Fourth. Engrossed bills and bills from the Senate on their third reading. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is not elegant. “Unfinished business hav- 
ing been disposed of, it shall be in order,” &c., then “to di of the 
business upon the Speaker’s table.” Say “the House now pro- 
ceed to the business upon the Speaker’s table.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not hear the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam su; ting a verbal correction in the second 
line of this clause, so it shall read, “the Honse shall now proceed to 
the business upon the Speaker's table,” instead of saying, “to en- 
tertain a motion that the House do now proceed to dispose of the 
business on the Speaker’s table.” The word “ dispose” is used three 
times where it is unnecessary. 

Mr. FRYE. That is all righ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; let the amendment be made. 


The amendment was to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
6. Business on the S er's table having been disposed of, it shall then be in 


order to entertain motions in the following order, namely: 

First. That the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union to consider, first, bills raising revenue and general appro- 
priation bills, and then other business on its Calendar. 

Second. To to the consideration of business on the House Calendar. 

Third. On y of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to 
entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House to consider business on the Private Calendar; and, if this motion fail, then 
public business shall be in order as on other days. 

Mr. WHITE. I move to amend the third division of this sixth 
clause, as follows: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private bills and 
private business. in preference to any other, unless otherwise by a 
majority of the House. 

That is identically the old rule known as Rule 128. That is spe- 
cific and well understood by repeated interpretations in this House. 
The difference between that and the 5 reported by the com- 
mittee is, that the proposition Set ap y the committee makes itin 
order every Friday after the reading of the Journal for the Speaker 
to entertain a motion to go into the Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the Private Calendar. Thereitstops. The practice 
hitherto and as now understood under the old rule is to give private 
business preference all the time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

uestion 
. Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will look on the same 
to Rule XXVI, I will ask him whether that does not meet his objec- 
tion. That rule provides that Friday in every week shall be set apart 
for the consideration of private business, unless otherwise determined 
by a majority of the House. 

Mr. WHITE. I see that if this eae is adopted it will do 
away with the necessity for Rule XXVI. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call the gentleman’s attention, if he will 
allow me, to the fact that this is the third division of the sixth clause 
of the twenty-fourth rule which he is now proposing to amend. We 
are not determining the right of that character of business on Friday, 
but simply describing here the order of business. The committee 
thought it was of sufficient importance to give one separate independ- 


ent rule to the priority of private business on Friday. 
Mr. WHITE. The gentleman will observe that the verbi of 
this clause of the rule will be the rule of proceedings for the House, 


and it is somewhat in conflict with the provisions of Rule 128. Wh 
the necessity of changing a rule which is so well understood an 
which has been so 8 administered here ? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. We mean to do the same thing the gentleman 
ro 
= r. WHITE. I withdraw my amendment. 
Mr. CALDWELL. After the word “and,” in the fourth line of 
clause 3, insert the following: 
tion h alternate Frida; 
2 2 —.— Prorail onae . pension bills on the said Calen- 
I simply desire to 4 Ses amendment is offered by direction of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, It is a well-known fact to the mem- 


bers of this House that fully oxe-half, if not more, of the private bills 
which go on the Calendar are pension bills either for increase of pen- 
sion or in the nature of an appeal from the Pension Bureau. If it is 
the purpose of this House to ere to those bills a fair opportunity to 
be , then, it occurs to the committee, it is but right to give to 
them the precedence at least two Fridays in the month. That is the 
view of the committee on the subject and that is the reason we have 
offered the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. How will it read then? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the clause as it will read 
if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Third. On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to 


entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 


House to consider business on the Private Calendar ; and if this motion prevail, on 
each alternate Friday pension bills on said Calendar shall have precedence in con- 
eae If this motion fail, then public business shall bo in order as on other 


IS. 

Mr. WHITE. I was going to make this remark: I am opposed to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. I nnder- 
stand the motive which prompts him to offer thisamendment. He 
states that it comes from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. All 
right, and then the pension claims ofsoldiers appeal to our every sense 
of gratitude and ma; imity. But I will remind that gentleman and 
the House that pension bills are not the only ones that come here and 
which go on the Calendar in which we are called upon to relieve sol- 
diers. The experience of every gentleman who has been here for 
two years is that there are quite as many bills relating to back pay 
and mustering out or for removing some disability of soldiers as there 
are for pensions, and I submit that if we give this Pension Committee 
the privilege here asked for, it should be extended to all these other 
classes of claims to which I refer. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I would suggest to the gentleman that he pre- 
pare an amendment to include what he desires. I have no objection 


to it. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I will offer to amend by inserting the words “or 
for the relief of soldiers.” 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I think that any amendment of 
this kind must be entirely unavailing for the accomplishment of the 
object which the gentleman has in view in proposing it. If this 
House should do no other business from now until the end of the 
session—indeed, Mr. Chairman, if we should sit here from now until 
the first Monday of December next, and devote three hours a day 
every day to the consideration of the pension bills now pending be- 
fore the two Houses of Congress and give ten minutes to each case 
we could not get through the list. Even if we gave but five minutes“ 
consideration to each one of these cases, and if we sat here for four 
months and did no other business, we would be unable to get through 
with the pension claims alone. 

Now, I suggest, therefore, to the gentleman who represents the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions in offering this amendment, that some 
other means should be adopted for disposing of these cases than by 
the method which he proposes. It is due to this House, and it is due 
to those who are entitled to pensions and who should long ago have 
had their pension dues, that some better mode of disposing of these 
claims should be adopted than that offered here. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
what other plan than the one suggested by the amendment offered 
by the gan eman from Kentucky he would propose? 

Mr. WARNER. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I would like to have the gentleman suggest a 
plan or present a motion by which these bills can be disposed of in 
the speedy manner he wishes. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I will suggest one, because I think the plan 
proposed here in this amendment is entirely inadequate. I think 
there should be a commission constituted to which all of these appeals 
from the decision of the Commissioner of Pensions should be referred, 
and only such cases brought before Congress as are not covered by 
the general law, but at the same time are clearly equitable. 

The idea, Mr. Chairman, that this House, composed of two hundred 
and ninety-three members, paid $5,000 a year each, to sit here as a 
court of appeals to consider cases brought from the Pension Bureau, 
making of House a mere appendage to that bureau, is in my opin- 
ion nti 6 ridiculous. 

Wy, it we should give fair consideration to pension cases, give 
the time that it would seem ought to be given to them, we could not 
get through this session with the cases that are now on the Calendar 
from Pennsylvania alone. We might perhaps then reach Indiana 
next session and some other State three or four years hence; or we 
might take in a few from each of the States and leave the rest ont, 
as we inevitably must under this system. Moreover, Mr. Chairman, 
at best, while we proceed in this way we do but poor justice. Rather 
I think we do much injustice. A claim is presented, for instance, for 
an increase of pension for a certain disability and it is granted, but 
there may be and probably are, one, two, or five hundred like cases. 
But only the one who has pressed his claim to a consideration here or 
who has been fortunate enough to get it on the Calendar gets the 
increase while his comrades, equally worthy, are left without it. Such 
cases should be classified and if deemed right to give an increase of 
pension, all of a class should have the same benefits, all should be 
treated alike. 
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I think, therefore, this amendment ought not to be adopted, but 


that a commission of some kind should established to which an 
appeal can be taken, and by which all such cases as are now brought 
here may be considered and be bersez! determined, and at the same 
time those who are not entitled to pensions and all fraudulent claims 
bekeptout. That would not only be in the interest of economy, butin 
the interest of all meritorious soldiers who are claimants for pensions. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I would like to ask the gentleman how many 
cases there are from Pennsylvania now on the Calendar? 

Mr. WARNER. If you were to devote but a very short time to the 
consideration of each one and call the roll on its passage, as proposed 
in the new rules, there is no knowing when you could get through 
with them. Suppose a half hour's consideration to be given to each 
case, including roll-call, where would we be? 

Mr. COFFROTH. The gentleman thinks that all the cases reported 
by the chairman of that committee came from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania; but he is mistaken. : 

Mr. WARNER. I said no such thing; the gentleman has entirely 
misunderstood me. I do say this House cannot get song, with the 
consideration they ought to have, the cases that are on the Calendar 
from a single State, and that is reason enough why the system should 
be changed. ; 

Mr. COFFROTH. From his own State one of his colleagues put in 
one hundred and eight petitions at one time; and gentlemen from 
Ohio ought not to complain about any other State. 

Mr. WARNER. I am making no complaint abont that State, but 
say that we cannot reach them all in five years the way we are doing. 

fr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to support the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CALDWELL.] This 
amendment was proposed under instructions from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and, I trust, will receive the sanction of the House. 
It is well known, sir, that a large number of meritorious bills grant- 
ing pensions are now upon the Private Calendar. These bills are 
continned from week to week for the sole reason that under the pres- 
ent rules, and with the various interests of a great country pressing 
upon us, we have no time to consider them. The House has shown 
no disposition to reject any of these bills when reported by the com- 
mittee, but they remain upon the Calendar undetermined for the sole 
reason, as I have said, that there is no time to pass them. 

Now, sir, let us pass this important amendment to the rules, Let 
a time be set apart exclusively for the consideration of bills of this 
character. Howeverimportant other legislation may be, there is none 
which imposes upon us an obligation more sacred than this. No olji- 
gation can rest upon this Government so nearly affecting its honor as 
that which it owes to its soldiers. The first duty of the Government 
is to its defenders, 5 

As is well known, Mr. Chairman, many applicationsof a meritorious 
character have been rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions be- 
cause of a failure of the applicant to comply with the strict regula- 
tions of the Department in the matter of proof. In many instances 
such compliance was impossible, and the applicant for a pension, 
maimed and crippled though he be, is turned away empty. The vex- 
atious delays in our Pension Department have become a reproach to 
our country. Turned away from the Pension Department upon a 
technicality, the only hope of the applicant is in an tg not to 
the mercy, but to the justice of Congress. This can only be meted out 
by special acts. 

But, sir, what avails the diligent labors of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions if the bills they have considered and reported upon favor- 
ably are to find a grave upon the Private Calendar of this House. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 
I yielded to him. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman inform us how these claims 
are considered by the Committee on Pensions? What I said respect- 
ing the consideration that could be given all these claims by the 
House applies also to the consideration that can be given to them by 
the committee. The committee itself cannot give ten minutes to a 
case and get half through the list this session. 

Mr. STEVENSON. In reply to my friend from Ohio, I will say that 
I assume and the House assumes when a bill is reported with a favor- 
able recommendation by a committee, that such bill has received the 
attentive consideration of that committee. The business of this House 
could be done upon no other hypothesis. 

The question before us is a practical one. I concede the difficulty, 
even under the most liberal rules of considering all of the pension 
bills which may come before us. But the duty imposed upon us is 
imperative—is one from which we cannot escape. 


he gentleman from Ohio insists that it is impossible for this House. 


to pass judgment upon all of the pension bills upon its Calendar. If 
so, then, sir, let a commission be established by Congress as a final 
arbiter between the soldier and his Government, to which all 1 8 
tions of this character can be carried—a tribunal unfettered by the 

merciless technicalities of the Pension Department, but one whose 
aim, and only aim, shall be justice, 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] has moved to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CALDWELL. ] 


Mr. CALDWELL. Iacceptthe amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GAN. I move to strike out the last word. It seems to me 
it is a strange procedure to assume that the Congress of the United 
States shall undertake to give special preferences to any particular 
class of meritorious claims pending before it. Are we to assume that 
the eee class of claims referred to have higher merits than those 
of the various other claims that come before Congress? The whole 
arguments that have been made tend to show that if Congress is to act 
upon these claims promptly and satisfactorily it can do nothing else, 
and they tend to the conclusion which many have reached long ago, 
that for the settlement of this question there ought to be a special 
tribunal organized that should consider claims whether for increase 
of pension or in the form of appeals from the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. If speedy justice is to be done to the claimants and if justice 
is to be done also to the Government, that is the mode, it seems to me, 

entlemen should pursue who desire to obtain it, instead of convert- 
ine Congress into a commission for the determination of one class of 
claims upon its equity and comity in preference to others, It seems 
to me such a rule as is now proposed would be anomalous, unjust in 
its character, and improper, and I trust it will not be adopted. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to occupy the attention of the committee 
for just one momment. I am in favor of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CALDWELL.] I believe that precedence 
should be given to this class of bills. e have but one day in the 
week on which appeals of this class can be considered; and on Fri- 
day a fortnight ago, when the House was in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, we observed that a few gentlemen making 
objections delayed or entirely preyented the passage or consideration 
of every bill that was read. 

Mr. WARNER. They could not be considered on that day. 

Mr. FINLEY. They could have been considered but for the objec- 
tions of a few gentlemen made to their consideration. 

Mr. WARNER. It was objection day. 

Mr. FINLEY. I know it was objection day, and those bills would 
have been passed but for the objection of those gentlemen, for which 
they assigned no reason except that the bills were in the nature of 
appeals from the decisions of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

see no good reason why if a soldier believes he has not had full 
justice done him by the Commissioner of Pensions, after having his 
petition or case considered by the proper committee of this Honse, 
and a favorable report made upon it—I see no good reason why this 
House shall not consider it, and why this class of cases should not be 
given precedence over other classes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr, RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I renew it. I have every sympa- 
thy with the object in view as proposed by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; but I am not clear in my own judgment whether it is not 
better to leave pension cases to the magnanimity of the House. And 
I want to say here, to the honor and credit of every Congress in which 
I have served, there never has been any objection to giving special 
ip for the consideration of pension bi 
4 8 ALDWELL. Was there not an objection to that the other 

ay 


Mr. RANDALL, (the PRESE There was a single objection the 
other day; but immediately the Committee on Invalid Pensions came 
into this House and asked and got the opportunity to offer a motion 
to suspend the rules so as to give them a special sitting; and I do not 
believe there would have been ten votes in this House against the 
proposition to give to the Committee on Invalid Pensions an oppor- 
tunity of presenting their bills and having them passed at a special 
session of the House. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Was not a motion made to defeat that? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) No, sir; Ido not think that was 
the motive which caused the objection. On the contrary, I think a 
very different motive was at the bottom of the motion to adjourn, 
although I am not permitted to judge of men’s motives. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Did the motion to adjourn not defeat it? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It did not, because on Monday next 
it will be again reached. I repeat I would rather trust to the mag- 
nanimity of the House to pass pension bills, I have seen as many as 
twenty pension bills in the House—coming with favorable 
recommendation from the Committee of the Whole—passed in two 
minutes, and have known as many as one hundred and fifty pension 
bills to pass in a single evening session. It is better to trust to the 
generosity of the House than tie down its action by technical rules 
in doin Justice to maimed soldiers of the Union Army. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I wonld like to make a suggestion. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I would s t to the gentleman that if we 
shall proceed under the rule as amended yesterday, and call the yeas 
and nays on everything requiring an expenditure of money, we will 
not be able to pass many private hills, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker) When the House shall come to con- 
sider that proposition, if it shall incorporate it into the rules, the 
gentleman’s criticism would be a just one. But it has not been 
adopted by the House. 

9 5 ROBINSON. It has been adopted by the Committee of the 
ole. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) And even then we could except 
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pension cases, But I really think it would be a great deal better for 
us to hold special sessions for the consideration of pension bills than 
to rely upon any particular day in the month, or peme two daysin 
a month, for the consideration of such bills. I think, ‘ore, that 
in the interest of speedy action on pension bills, in the interest of 
maimed soldiers, it would be better not to change the rule. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RANDALL, Ge Speaker.) Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. If penson bills are to be pàssed in the mannerin 
which the gentleman has stated they have been, a hundred in a few 
minutes—— 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) No, sir; I said twenty in two min- 
utes, and one hundred and fifty in one 8 session. 

Mr. WARNER. Even at that rate, would it not be better simply 
to say that we will add at once one thousand, or two thousand, or ten 
thousand names to the pension-roll, and let the committee, or some 
member of it, fill up tho list ? 

Mr. RANDALL, tthe Speaker.) I would doso, if the recipients are 
entitled to pensions and the Committee on Pensions so stated in 
their report. I would pass them as — as I could. 

WARNER. So would I; but I would not have two hundred 
and ninety-three members of this House turned into a court of ap- 
peals for that purpose. That is not the way these cases should be 


upon. 
= Mr. WEAVER. Why not pass my soldiers’ bill, and so settle the 
whole matter? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to add my testimony to that of the Speaker 
of this House in regard to the favorable disposition of every House 
of which I have been a member toward our soldiers. I think I am 
correct in the statement that when the last House adjourned there 
were not fifty pension cases upon the Calendar undisposed of. The 
House had, by unanimous consent, set apaes so many evening sessions 
for the consideration of pension bills that they were all disposed of, 
as I may say, with lightning speed, as my friend has intimated. 

I want to say to my colleague [Mr. WARNER] that if he will con- 
sider the manner in which pension cases are passed upon by the De- 
partment, I cannot see why he should give to the decision of that De- 
partment any peculiar presumption which may not be overcome by 
the report of our committee. o all know that it is not the Com- 
missioner of Pensions who — upon these claims. He refers them 
to this clerk and to that clerk, to this division and to that division, 
and they are investigated by ms who, many of them, are not 
qualified at all to weigh testimony; by men who have become accus- 
tomed, as it were, to cut down the pes of the Government, and 
who are always upon the side of the Government. If there is to be 
any presumption at all given to the conclusion of any tribunal I 
yous rather take the conclusion of our Pension Committee as a final 
result. 

I would also say to my colleague that when it comes to the ques- 
tion of money, to the question of giving the soldier his pension, back 
pay, or bounty, I for one have always n willing to accept the re- 
port of the committee, if upon the face of the report the case ap- 
pears to be a meritorious one. I have always been willing to accept 
that report as a final adjustment of the case, and always will be, un- 
til some other course is adopted; for instance, until there is estab- 
lished in this District a tribunal of three or five judges to consider 

these claims. And after all, who will they be? They will be but 
men. And in this House we have a committee of eleven or fifteen 
members to consider such cases. 

Of course, we understand that these pension claims are referred to 
individual members; but they report to the whole committee which 
passes upon their reports. It may be that there is a little looseness 
in regard to this matter; but I would rather see looseness on the side 
of the soldier than against him. It has been the policy of this Gov- 
ernment, ever since its foundation, to pension every man engaged in 
any of our great wars, after the lapse of a certain period of years 
from the close of that war. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, It has not been done in regard to the soldiers 
of the Mexican war. 

Mr. McMAHON. Such a bill as that has passed this House, and if 
it were not for the political questions which our friends on the other 
side are so much in the habit of bringing into the consideration of 
this subject, that bill would have become a law long ago. 

Mr. 5 Speaker.) I withdraw my formal amendment. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I move to strike out the last word, for the pur- 
pose of saying that there is no doubt on the part of myself or any 
member in regard to the 3 of this House in reference to these 
pension bills. But there has been a disposition growing up, since the 
passage of the arrears of pensions bill, not only here, but on the part 
of distinguished leaders of both political parties elsewhere, to defeat 
as far as possible every bill introduced into this House that proposes 
to grant arrearages of pensions. The Speaker of this House, I un- 
derstand, objects to the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Not to the object of it. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Iunderstand that; but he objects to my amend- 
ment for the reason, as he says, that we can have special night ses- 
sions set apart for the consideration of pension bills. The adoption 
of this amendment will not prevent that, but it will give us at least 
a fair opportunity to dispose of these bills. 

There has been some criticism of the chairman of the Committee on 
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Pensions [Mr. COFFROTH ] in reference to the number of bills which he 
himself has reported. I will say in justice to him, and he deserves 
it, that he spent his time here in this city when the other members of 
the committee were at home with their families, investigating the 
pension cases which had been referred to him by the committee. I 
o not know whether those cases were from his district or not ; it was 
his duty to consider them. So far as I am concerned I am willing to 
report to this House every meritorious case referred to me, — — — 
it come from Kentucky, Maine, or Kansas. I believe, as the gentle- 
man from a CMAHON] has said, that it is =a and proper 
to pass these bills, and if we err let us do so on the side of mercy. 

Mr. BAKER. If in order I desire to move an amendment of sub- 
stance, not one merely formal. I move to strike out the words “every 
other Friday,” and to insert the words “every Friday.” Ihadoccasion 
the other day to say something on this question. I desire to say now 
that, 1 the opposition tothe adoption of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. CALDWELL] arises 
from a disposition to give preference to other private claims over the 
claims of soldiers to pensions. 

It is a well-known fact—and I appeal to every member of this com- 
mittee to bear ef Fee to that fact that the great consumption of 
time in the consideration of private business Which has been com- 
plained of arises upon claims of a questionable character, which pro- 
voke long and oftentimes acrimonious discussion, oftentimes debate 
of a bitter political character. The result of having the business on 
the Private Calendarso arranged that these questionable claims may 
be sip i up for discussion in preference to other claims will un- 
doubtedly result in delaying pension bills, so that even if they shall 
finally pass the House they will go to the Senate so late in the session 
that they will sleep there the sleep of death. I believe it is the duty 
of this House to so arrange its rules that s ily and without dela 
every pension bill that is reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions may be disposed of. 

If such pension bills are given precedence, my experience in this 
House for the last five years justifies me in the declaration that no 
considerable time will be consumed in their discussion and determi- 
nation. Each Friday we can, within half an hour, dispose of all the 
pension bills which may have been reported in the course of the week, 
and then we will be ready to go on, if we desire, with these old, stale, 
and ancient claims on the Private Calendar, which have brought so 
much shame and reproach upon preceding Congresses. 

I submit that if we shall so amend the rules that on each Friday, 
upon the first call of the Calendar, all the pension bills reported dur- 
i gue week previous can be considered and disposed of, it would not 
take more than half an hour to dispose of them all, and the rest of 
the time can be devoted to other matters. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Believing that we have had about enough dis- 
cussion on this clause, I will now move that the committee rise with 
the view of obtaining from the House an order limiting debate upon 
this clause. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us have a vote upon it now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If we can get unanimous consent to vote upon 
the amendment without further debate, I will not press my motion. 
[Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the motion that the 
committee rise; but before putting the question upon it will call the 
attention of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER] to the form of 
the amendment which he has offered. The gentleman moves to strike 
out the words “every other Friday” and to insert the words “every 
Friday.” There are no such words in the amendment pending. The 
words in the amendment pro d by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. CALDWELL] are “on each alternate Friday.“ 

Mr. BAKER. Then I move to strike out the words “each alter- 
nate” and to insert the word “every.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If the word “alternate” be stricken out, the 
amendment will then read “each Friday.” 

Mr. BAKER. I will make that motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Why not strike out “ Fri,“ so that it will read 
“each day?” 

Mr. HAYES. Is a substitute for the amendment now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. * Nothing is now in order, except the vote upon 
the motion made by the gentleman from Kentucky that the commit- 
tee now rise, 

The motion of Mr. BLACKBURN was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the proposed 
revision of the rules reported from the Committee on Rules, and had 
come to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of resuming the consideration of the report of the Committee on 
Rules, and pending that motion I move that all debate apon the pend- 
ing clause of Rule XXIV and all amendments thereto be limited to 
five minutes. : 

Mr. GARFIELD. Say one minute. 

Mr. BURROWS. That of course relates only to pending amend- 


ments. 5 
Mr. BLACKBURN. My motion relates to all amendments, pending 
and that may be offered. 
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Mr. BURROWS. Is it in order to limit debate on amendments not 
yet offered ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the motion of the 
from Kentucky, [Mr. BLackBURN,] if adopted, cut off de 
any new clause that may be offered ? 

he SPEAKER. It would not. In the absence of objection, the 
House might agree to tie itself up by cutting off debate on all amend- 
ments to be offered; but that would have to be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I mean all amendments to the pending clause. 

Mr. BURROWS. On all pending amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am making Bo Sa motion. 

Mr. BURROWS. Les; and Iam g my objection to it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That you may do iry vote. 

The SPEAKER. The rule only allows the cutting off of debate on 
pending amendments if there is objection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is that the practice of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled on that point. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has that been the ruling of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. It has. The Chair has made that ruling since 
this report from the Committee on Rules has been pending. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; then I modify my motion so as to 
limit debate upon the paragraph and pending amendments to one 
minute. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
motion was to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the revision of 
the rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. 

The C By order of the House all debate on this par- 
-agraph and ar amendments is limited to one minute. 

Mr. W E. Ihave modified my amendment in such a form as I 
think will still be acceptable to the gentleman from Kentucky. I 
ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

If this motion prevail on each alternate Friday pension bills or private bills for 
the relief of who are or have been soldiers, for causes growing out of their 
military ce, on said Calendar, shall have precedence in consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. CALD- 
WELL] accept this amendment as modified ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I do. 

Mr. BAKER. With the permission of the Committee of the Whole, 
I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. W. Mr. Chairman, in the minute I have I wish to call 
attention to the fact that the pensions already granted if capitalized 
would amount to a debt of a thousand million of dollars, and is des- 
tined even under the law as it now stands to reach a sum much t, 
-at least for a time, requiring about $40,000,000 annually ; and if it 
be intended, as has been intimated, to open wide the doors and let in 
every one who has served at all in the y, then let us be honest 
and say so at once. We must be pre , however, if we do that to 

-see from seventy-five to a h millions of dollars taken annuall 
from the Treasury to meet it, and taxes increased accordingly. Suc 
a pension-roll as that step would lead to would, if capitalized, amount 
to more than the present national debt. On the other hand, if these 
cases are to be examined and relief limited to actual disability under 
the law, then I insist that our method of proceeding is a sham and a 
farce. It is utterly impracticable as all know to go over in this House 
and pass decently on even three hundred cases this session out of 
three thousand, and all others must be put off to another session, 
while to the Calendar is all the time being added ten cases to one that 
is disposed of. 

Now, the Committee on Invalid Pensions can bring into the House 
and have passed a measure by which all this difficulty may be reme- 

- died, so that the soldier who has wounds and scars or other actual dis- 
ability to show for it can get his pension dues without waiting till he 
is ready to die, and at the same time claims that are without merit, 
mere pretenses or wholly fraudulent, can be kept out. This is what 
as business men we ought to do. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HAYES. Is it in order to offer a substitute for the amendment 
of the 8 from Kentucky ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. HAYES. I offer the following: 

. foc the relief of soldiers end hair ropresensstives shall be cas, 

oners ani r the e Soldiers ves * 
— in preference to any other.“ 

This includes the cases of soldiers’ widows and orphans who are 

sped poran by the other pro 


ntleman 
te upon 


position. 
8 That would rule out bills reported from the Com- 
eee Military Affairs to correct a soldier's record or anything of 
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Mr. WHITE. As I understand the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Hayes, ] it is confined to men now in the service. 

Mr. HAYES. Oh, no. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Hayes, it was 
not to. 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, CALDWELL as 
modified by the acceptance of the amendment of Mr. WHITE, there 
were—ayes 64, noes 74. 

Mr. WHITE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CALDWELL and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 76, noes 78. 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXIV the following: 


When a public bill, resolution, or proposition shall have been referred to a stand- 


ing or select committee of the House and no report has been made thereon for 


y days, it shall be in order for the member who introduced said bill, resolu- 
tion, or proposition, on any Monday, after the call of the States and Territories for 
bills and joint resclutions, to offer a resolution or move to place said bill, resolu- 
tion, or tion on the nee ce, which resolution shall then be consid- 
ered, aie it decided in the ve, the bill, resolution, or proposition shall be 
— 9 on the Calendar, and the committee discharged from further consideration 
of the same. 


Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment, in 
accordance with the notice I gave several weeks ago, as a remedy for 
an evil which I think exists, and which perhaps has escaped the ob- 
servation of the Committee on Rules. 

It is the undoubted tight of every member upon this floor to offer 
a bill to redress any public grievance or for the public good when he 
comes here as a Representative. When he offers such a bill, under 
the rules it is referred to a committee, I take the incontrovertible 
position that when it is referred to a committee it is the duty of that 
committee to report the bill in some way, either to report it back fa- 
vorably or unfavorably. But, instead of that being done, there are 
many instances which have occurred, and which are complained of, 
where bills have been referred to committees, and because the com- 
mittees seemed to be opposed to them, they have refused to make any 
report on them whatever—either for or against them. In this way 
the bills are smothered. This is all wrong. It is one of the highest 
privileges of a member upon this floor to have a vote of this House 
upon any measure he presents for the public good. Well, how is he 
to get it if the committee refuses to report the bill at all? Howcan 
you force a committee under these rules to do it? If any gentleman 
will point ont aremedy now existing I will withdraw my amendment. 

But I Baro. talked with old e page? with ae as thor- 
oughly ve in parliamentary rules, perhaps, as any gentleman upon 
this floor. They all upon one point, that if ASN is referred 
to a committee which is o to it and that committee does not 
see proper to report the bill back to the House, they can hold it up, 
and the only gage Og for a member to offer a resolution of this 
House instructing that committee to report back the bill. Now, at 
first blush, that would seem to be a proper remedy. But it amounts 
to nothing at all, because a member can never offer such a resolution 
or make such a motion except apon a Monday, after all the States 
and Territories have been called ugh for the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions, before the expiration of the hour, and when 
during the remainder of that hour a second call is made for individual 
resolutions. I have been assured by members who have been upon 
this floor for the last twelve or fifteen years, that they never knew 
an instance of such a call to occur except once, and then when a mo- 
tion was made it was lost by the in ition of a motion to adjourn, 
because it had no place on the Calendar and no place provided for it 
under the rules of this House. 

Under the vision of the amendment I have offered, if a com- 
mittee has a public bill for thirty days and refuses to make any 
report on it, not a private, but a public bill, then the member may enter 
a motion on Monday, after the call of States and Territories has been 
completed, to put that bill on the Calendar, and that motion is then 
to be considered by the House, and, if they approve of it, it 
upon the Calendar; if not, that is the end of it. It seems to me it is 
a just and equitable provision. Itis the only remedy I can conceive of. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment not only protects the rights of in- 


dividual members on — 5 1 af pat it protects at rights of the 
majority, and prevents will of t rity from being stifled and 
smothered by a committee. How can this House exercise its legislative 


functions except by a bill or joint resolution offered by some mem- 
ber? It is immediately referred to a committee, and the House can- 
not act upon that bill and give its sanction to it, no matter if there 
is a large majority in favor of it, until it is reported back by the com- 
mittee either favorably or unfavorably; and if the committee is 

to the bill and will not report it, they not only defeat the 
ie of the member offering the bill or resolution, but they stifle and 
smother the voice of a majority of the representatives of the people. I 
assert, sir, that under the rules of this House as reported and as they 
are to-day in force a committee can exercise an unconstitutional 
power by withholding a bill which has been to them and 
which a majority is in favor of, and by this means Reever’ the will 
of a majority from being carried into a law for the public good. This 
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is clearly contrary to the spirit of our Constitution, and yet it has 
been done and can be repeated. No such power ought to be in the 
hands of a committee; it is dangerous to the liberty of a zren poopie. 
There ought to be some remedy provided such as I propose in this 
amendment. The will of a majority should control in this House, 
and it ought not to be in the power of any committee to stifle it, as 
it is under the present rules and those under consideration. The Con- 
stitution does not require two-thirds to pass a bill; a majority has 
the right under the Constitution, and the rules ought not to obstruct 
the will of a majority, or put it in the power of a committee to do it. 
Sir, I believe in the doctrine of “equal rights to all, exclusive privi- 

to none.” I hope the House will adopt the amendment. 

Here the hammer 7 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I offer this as an amendment to 
the amendment now pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words after call of States and Territories for bills and joint res- 
olutions,” and insert “immediately after the expiration of the morning * 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it will be observed 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Oscar 
Lah gig He =pelicotie only to public bills and pene resolutions, and 
not to bills of a private nature. The number of public bills is not so 
very ra 7 as many may imagine. Most of those introduced here are 
private bills. Therefore Ido not believe this rule will be impracticable, 

I have been here long enough, sir, to have learned the necessity for 
some such provision as this. I have known very important measures 
of a public nature brought in at an early day during the last Con- 
gress, which have been ignored by the committees to which they were 
referred, while they have instead devoted their time to the consider- 
ation of private bi I know of some bills of a public nature which 
have been introduced into this Congress at the extra session and re- 
ferred to important committees of this House, having proper jurisdietion 
of them, and which have never yet seen daylight so far as any report 
to this House is concerned, while the same comunittees nearly every 
time they have been called for reports have reported private bills, 
showing that considerable labor and care had been bestowed by the 
committees upon them. 

Now, sir, I am one of those who believe that legislation should be 
of such character as will promote the greatest good to the greatest 
number, and that private bills should give way to public necessity. 
. in my judgment, would be in furtherance of that 
principle. 

I can particularize many instances but will content myself with 
reference to only one or two. Before the holidays I in need into 
this House a resolution directing the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report an amendment to the Constitution fixing a limit of six years 
for the presentation of claims against the Government of the United 
States. When we remember the fact that there are bills now pend- 
ing in this Con which haye been introduced into every Congress 
since 1819—and although some of them have time and again been 
reported upon adversely they have been renewed in each recurring 
Con and pressed again for action with a hope that they may 
slip ugh a new and negligent Con we can all see that if 
an amendment to the Constitution like that I suggested should be 
Crea fixing a limit to the time for the presentation of these claims, 
it would settle forever the fate of many unjust and rotten claims 
and thereby save hundreds of millions of do in the future to the 
tax-payers of this country. 

The old schemes to plunder the Treasury and the chronic claims 
will never die, for when death ends their prosecution by original 
claimants they are followed up by heirs, or Ee casi, or claim- 
agent sharks, who have obtained control of them for insignificant 
sums. There is but one way to | signee the people from such fraudu- 
lent or stale claims, and that is by the method I have erer 

In another instance I introduced a resolution early in January in- 
structing the Committee on Foreign Affairs to report upon the ex- 


pediency of abolishing our useless diplomatic service. a bill was 
repo: from the committee for that purpose and by this 
House, we might in this Congress save over $300,000, being one- 


third the cost of our consular and diplomatic service, and rid our- 
selves of envoys extraordinary and ministers resident and their 
ive appendages. 

The intelligent public has long been convinced of the utter useless- 
ness of our ornamental diplomatic co: The cable and the present 
extraordinary rapid mail transportation facilities have enabled the 
metropolitan press to advise the Government and the public of every 
movement of foreign governments much more fully and much more 
speedily than any of our foreign missions. Indeed, it has been con- 
ceded by some of the highest officials inthe Executive Departments 
that we can with safety dispense with this service. This would not 
embarrass the transaction of business between our Government and 
poopie with foreign countries, for that will be as effectively con- 

ucted by our consular service. 

I refer to these two cases merely as illustrations. Neither of these 
resolutions has ever been reported from these committees. Now, what 
I want to accomplish is to give committees a fair opportunity to con- 
sider bills and resolutions referred to them. If they deem them 
unwise, let them report to the House, in order that the author may 
have an opportunity of getting the sense of the House upon them. 
If they are wise and advantageous to the country, they should not be 


buried in the committees. When committees fail to give proper atten- 

tion to such important measures, either from disinclination or because 

overcrowded with work, this amendment will enable others, who are 

eer more industrious or have more leisure, to secure action upon 
em. 

[Here the hammer fell] 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is a very important amendment offered 
by my colleague, and I think it best that the House should see it in 
print to see what is its scope and the bearing it may have. I do not 
want any . taken in any matter relating to this revision 
ot the rules. this amendment is adopted I think it will be found 
in the first place it is not as carefully worded as my colleague would 
like to have it. If it is adopted I think it will work an absolute revo- 
lution probably away beyond the scope he or any member of this 
House would propose to give it. 

For that reason, Mr. Chairman, I will move now that the committee 
rise in order that this amendment may be pending when we shall meet 
to-morrow or when we next meet for the consideration of this revis- 
ion of the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state before the committee rises 
that the sone from Kentucky has indicated his acceptance of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, as a modification of his. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I have sooepted it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis now moved by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the report of the Committee on Rules, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
ba Pees to meet on Monday next. 

r. STEVENSON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STEVENSON and Mr. DUNNELL were 
appointed: 

e House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 42. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 31, noes 135. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Monday is Washington’s birthday and I su t 
that instead of adjourning over to-morrow we have a session nse. es 
8 then 1 over until Tuesday. 

e SP The Chair will state that he has no optionin the 
matter but must announce the result. 

Mr. LOWE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. On the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota 
that when the House adjourns it adjourn to Monday next the ayes 
were 109, noes 42. On the demand for the yeas and nays, there were— 
ayes 31, which was one-fifth of the vote as counted on the previous 
division ; but further count was demanded, when the ayes were 31, 
and the noes were 135, which is not a sufficient number to order the 
yeas and nays. So the yeas and nays are not ordered, and the motion 
to adjourn over is to. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
adjourned over until Monday next; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leaveof absence was granted to Mr. TALBOTT, 
till Monday next, on account of important business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, without amendment, House bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 2003) for the relief of J. P. Zimmerman and H. 
P. Snow, of Clinton County, Kentucky; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2785) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to appoint a deputy collector at Lake Charles, Louisiana. 

m also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

An act (S. No. 2) for the relief of Mark Walker ; 

An act (S. No. 50) for the relief of James A. Barr; 

An act (S. No. 180) for the relief of George V. Hebb; 

An act (S. No. 286) for the relief of John S. Cunningham; 

An act (S. No. 380 for the relief of Jacob B. King; 

An act (S. No. 389) for the relief of Peter Phillips; 

An act (S. No. 593) to He ap the provisions authorizing the ad- 
vancement of an officer of the Navy or Marine Corps thirty numbers 
in rank for extraordinary heroism ; 

An act (S. No. 707) for the relief of William W. Ross; 

An act (S. No. 843) providing for the delivery of dutiable articles 
in the and for indemnity for lost registered articles; 

An act (S. No. 888) to authorize the compilation and printing of 
the Naval History of the War; 

An act (S. No. 942) releasing the title of the United States in a cer- 
tain parcel of land to John Cutler and his assigns; 
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An act (S. No. 996) for the relief of Monroe Donoho ; 
An act (S. No. 1004) for the relief of the sureties of Henry L. Norvell; 
An act (S. No. 1088) for the relief of Claude H. Masten, surviving 
partner of the firm of Le Vert & Masten, of Mobile, Alabama, and the 
children of Octavia Le Vert, deceased; and i 
An act (S. No. 1100) for the relief of Solomon Morris. 
ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, by unanimous consent, the priv- 


ileges of the floor were extended to Hon. John F. Follet ex-speaker | fa 


of the house of representatives of the Legislature of Ohio, for three 
days. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimous consent, the 
in the case of Richard H. Foutz were withdrawn from the 
the House and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, it was ordered 
that the papers in the case of Asa Faulkner, now on file with the Com- 
mittee of ays and Means, be withdrawn and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, there being no adverse report thereon. 

Mr. CONGER. In the first case, as I understand, it was not stated 
whether there was an adverse report. 

The SPEAKER. It was not a request to withdraw papers from the 
files, but to refer papers to a committee from the files of the House. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4630) 
to divide the State of Louisiana into two judicial districts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. j 

The question being put on the motion to adjourn, it was to; 
and accordingly (at four o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Monday next. 


Biles of 


es of 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: The petition of Henry B. Pratt 
and 50 others, soldiers, for the passage of a bill for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, the petition of Henry B. Pratt and 50 others, soldiers of Rhode 
Island, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, providing for the 
examination and ndication of pension claims—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George W. Hall and 42 5 of 
Providence, Rhode Island, for the p: of a bill abolishing com- 
pulsory pilot: to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ATKINS: A communication from J. M. Crow, relative to the 
removal of snags from the Tennessee River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of H. W. Reber and 136 others, citi- 
zens of Kosciusko County, Indiana, for the passage of the Reagan 
interstate-commerce bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of W. J. Mummack and 142 others, citizens of 
Kosciusko County, 5 the amendment of the patent laws so 
as to protect innocent purchasers from suits for infringement—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of James W. Miller, publisher of the Steuben Re- 
publican, that certain materials used in the manufacture of paper be 
admitted free of duty, and for the reduction of the duty on paper— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petition of John H. Campbell, publisher of 
the Pawtuxet Valley Gleaner, of similar import—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petition of C. A. Partridge and others, of 
Lake County, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of citizens of Osage County, Mis- 
souri, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Silas P. Knight, for the extension 
of patent No. 20353, for improvements in manufacturing electrotype 
plates—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of G. E. Morgan, A. E. Green, and 
80 others, citizens of Farmington, Michigan, for legislation limiting 
the power of railroad and other transportation monopolies—to the 
Committee on Commerce. i 

Also, the 8 of W. H. H. Smith, of Fenton, Michigan 
reduction of t 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Wolcott, G. E. Morgan, and 80 others 
citizens of Michigan, for ere to protect innocent users and 
purchasers of patented articles —to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: Three petitions from 75 honorably discharged 
soldiers of the United States in the late war of the rebellion, against 
the pesage of Senate bill No. 496, providing for the examination and 
adjudicationof pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of 77 soldiers of the volunteer forces of the United 
States, and of Daniel 8 and 13 other discharged soldiers of 
Nashua, New Hampshire, for the p: of a law for the equaliza- 
tion ef bounties 40 the Committee on ilitary Affairs. 


for a 
he duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 


Mr. CALKINS: The petitions of French & Connor, and of the 
La Porte Printing Company, for the reduction of the duty on white 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Also, the petition of Hon. W. G. Soape and others, against the re- 
duction of the duty on paper, and for the modification of the duties 
upon the chemicals used in its manufacture—to the same commit- 
tee 


Also, the petition of Henry W. Wise and 17 other ex-Union soldiers, 
for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Af- 


irs. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens, soldiers in the late 
war, of Osceola County, Iowa, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Crawford County, Iowa, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: The petition of the Vicksburgh and Meridian 
Railroad Company, for relief from the payment of certain internal- 
revenue tax—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of C. Orff & Co. and other busi- 
ness men of Fort Wayne, Indiana, for the passage of a bankrupt law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Nelson & Morss, publishers of Fort Wayne 
Weekly and Daily Sentinel, for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. CONGER: The petition of J. H. Wade, president Cincinnati, 
Wabash and Michigan Railroad Company, against a reduction of the 
duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 as Esini iis House bill No. 2234— 


to the same committee, 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petitions of the editors and publishers of 
the several newspapers published in Logansport, Indiana; and of the 
editors and publishers of the Peru Republican and Miami County 
Sentinel, of Peru, Indiana, that the materials and chemicals used in 
the manufacture of paper be placed on the free list, and for the re- 
duction of the duty on ee, aper—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William Shadinger and 113 other soldiers of 
of the late war, citizens of Cass County, Indiana, for the . of a 
law equalizing bounties—to the Committee on Military irs. 

Also, the petition of 114 soldiers of the war for the suppression of 
the rebellion, citizens of Cass County, Indiana, t the passage 
of Senate bill No. 496, providing for the examination and adjudica- 
tion of pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Herbert F. Washburn and 38 others, 
of New Bedford, Massachusetts, of similar import—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Memorial of citizens of Levy, Jefferson, and 
Monroe Counties, Florida, asking for an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the entrance to Cumberland Sound—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: Resolutions of the California Legislature, 
ene appropriation for dredging Humboldt Bay—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petition of F. H. Kales and 39 
others, citizens of Chicago, Illinois, that those citizens of the United 
States who snffered loss by the so-called confederate cruisers be 
given an immediate opportunity to present their claims before some 
. tribunal—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

, the petition of the Union Veteran Club of Chicago, Illinois, 

consisting of nearly one thousand honorably 8 soldiers, 

ainst the passage of the bill known as the Weaver soldier bill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DEUSTER : The petition of Henry hes and 36 oth 
citizens of Washington County, Wisconsin, for the amendment o 
the patent laws so as to make the vendor or manufacturer of pat- 
ented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petition of George W. Jones and 35 others, citizens of 
Washington County, Wisconsin, for legislation to relieve the people 
from the oppressions imposed by transportation monopolies—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of David Richey and 219 other soldiers, of Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin, for the of the law equalizing bounties— 
to the Committee on Military Affaire, 

By Mr. ELAM: The petition of Mrs. Clara Flowers, that a certain 
claim for property taken by the United States Army during the late 
war be referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. FERDON: The petition of soldiers of the late war, for the 

assage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 


‘airs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of publishers of Sandusky, Ohio, 
for the reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Union Register, Mount 
Gilead, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of B. F. Ward, publisher of the 
Casey Banner, of similar import—to the same co ttee. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of George Burt, jr., editor of the Henry 
Republican, of similar import—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of J. H. Wade, president Valley 
Railway Company, a; a reduction of the duty on steel rails from 
$28 to $10 a ton—to the same committee, 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of G. N. Harn and others, that ma- 
terials used in the manufacture of paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. HARMER: Memorial of citizens of the United States, ask- 
ing such legislation as will insure an impartial observance and en- 
forcement of the law constituting eight hours a day’s work for all 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the 
caine of the United States—to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petition of 23 honorably discharged soldiers 
of the United States Army, citizens of Shelby County, Missouri, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, providing for the examin- 
ation and adjudication of pension claims—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, two petitions of 98 soldiers of the United States in the late 
war, that they may be paid the difference between the value of gold 
and greenbacks at the time they were paid as such soldiers; and also 
the names of 67 citizens of Putnam County and 67 citizens of Macon 
County, Missouri, who indorse and approve the petitioners’ request— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEILMAN: The petition of the directors and officers of the 
German Protestant Orphan Asylum of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia, for an appropriation of $10,000, to be expended in the erection 
of buildings for said institution—to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Mercer & Smith, publishers 
Bureau County Tribune, and of Bailey & Bascom, publishers of the 
Bureau County arg Apher that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: The petitions of James J. Black and others, and of 
Daniel Harpster and others, citizens of Allen County, Ohio, for the 
passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, the petition of A. H. Osborn and 400 others, citizens of Allen 
and Putnam Counties, Ohio, for the passage of the interstate-com- 
merce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of A. H. Osborn and 400 others, citizens of Allen 
and Putnam Counties, Ohio, for the amendment of patent laws—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HULL: Eight petitions of citizens of Nassau, Bradford, 
Madison, and Alachua Counties, Florida, for an appropriation for 
improving the entrance to Cumberland Sound—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Margaret L. Paschell, to close 
an alley in square 504, in Washington, District of Columbia—to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Somes L. Payne and 59 other 
soldiers of the late war, of Clark County, Ohio, for the passage of a 
bill equalizing bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petitions of W. H. Hopkins and of Bol- 
ton & Sherwood, of Dutchess County, and Smith & Rogers, of Put- 
nam County, New York, for the repeal of the law requiring stamps 
on perfumery, &c.—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Dutchess County, New York, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Dutchess County, New York, for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of citizens of Nelson County, Ken- 
tucky, for an amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Nelson and of Spencer Counties, 
Kentucky, for legislation regulating railroad transportation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of citizens of New York, for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: The petition of Porter & Bigelow, publishers of 
the Record, Aledo, Illinois, and of J. B. & H. N. Patterson, for the 
3 of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McCOID: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Burlington, 
Towa, asking for the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of A. C. Culver, editor of the 
Quincy Times, and C. W. Bennett, editor of the Literary Reporter, 
of Quincy, Michigan, that materials used in the manufacture paper 
be placed on the list, and for the reduction of the duty on print- 
ing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

, the petition of Carleton & Van Antwerp, publishers of the 
daily and weekly Patriot, of Jackson, Michigan, of similar i 
to the same committee. 
By Mr. MCMAHON : The petition of L. A. Weaver and others, for 
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the protection of innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of L. A. Weaver and others, for the ese of 

Bengan a interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 
, the petition of William Page and other soldiers, for the pas- 
sage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. MILES: The petition of Gould & Stiles, publishers of the 
Farmer, arn Sa Connecticut, for a reduction of the duty on print- 
ing ps r—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. MONROE: The petitions of Messrs. Wickham & Gibbs, 

roprietors of Norwalk Reflector, of J. D. Lawler, publisher of the 

rd, North Amherst, Ohio, and of F. 8. Reefy, publisher of the 

Constitution, and S. E. Wurst, publisher of the Poultry Nation, Ely- 
ria, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of the firm of Cobb, Wright & Nor- 
ton, and 45 other ship-owners and ship-masters, citizens of kland, 
Maine, for the abolition of compulsory pilotage—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. MYERS: The petition of W. R. Brownlee, William M. Kin- 
nard, George Winter, and William M. Croon, publishers, of Ander- 
son, Indiana, for the removal of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of ten savings-banks in Chicago 
and elsewhere in Illinois, for the of the bill (H. R. No. 3430) 
in reference to the taxation of savings-banks—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: The petition of William M. Thomas, of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, for compensation for a cotton-mill taken and 
sold by the Government—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of Owen Johnson, for the removal of 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of E. B. Martindale and others, of Indiana, that 
certain articles used in the manufacture of paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on paper—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of La Fayette, Indiana, for an equali- 
zation of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petitions of Robert R. Russell and others, and 
of O. J. Ramsey and 25 others, soldiers of New Haven, Connecticut, 
for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHILIPS: The petition of ex-soldiers in the seyenth con- 
8 district of Missouri, for the passage of the equalization 

anty bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of James Delong and others, citi- 
zens of Kentucky, for pay for services rendered the United States 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of John P, Riffe and 85 others, Union soldiers and 
citizens of Johnson, Lawrence, and Carter Counties, Kentucky, that 
soldiers in the late war be paid the difference between greenbacks 
and gold—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of F. M. Castle and 89 others, Union soldiers and 
citizens of Johnson, Lawrence, and Carter Counties, Kentucky, for 
the equalization of bounties—to the same committee. 

B; . PRICE : The porna of citizens of Jones County, Iowa, 
Se Ne the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Iowa, for relief from railroad cor- 
porations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Jones County, Iowa, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Jackson County, Iowa, for an 
amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of citizens of Iowa, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Iowa, for legislation regulating 
interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of soldiers, citizens of Cass County, 
Missouri, for the passage of a law equalizing bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. Dunn and 30 others, soldiers and citizens, 
of Cass County, Missouri, against the pasigo of Senate bill No. 496. 
= unjust to pensioners of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petitions of John W. Hoffman, of Pe- 
kin; of J. H. Reed, of Delevan; and of L. L. Burr, of Bloomington, 
Illinois, that materials used in the manufacture of rinting-paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
pa to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

5 Mr. STONE: The petition of A. V. Phister, editor of the Hub- 
bardston Advertiser, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Marcus Buell and 28 others, citizens of Kent 
County, Michigan, for legislation to relieve the people from the op- 
pressions of transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of Marcus Buell and 25 others, citizens of Kent 
County, Michigan, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to 
aig ein innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of Messrs. Beem & Richards, edit- 
ors and publishers of the Duquoin Tribune, that materials used in 
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the manufacture of paper be placed on the free list, and for the re- 
duction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 3 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Virginia, for a pension 
or other relief for Ellen Cogan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEG F: The petition of William Weaver and 
others, citizens of Columbiana County, Ohio, against railroad monop- 
olies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF : The petition of 75 ex-soldiers, 
citizens of the third congressional district of lowa, for the equaliza- 
tion of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of 72 citizens of Fayette County, Iowa, of whom 
21 are ex-soldiers, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of 75 ex-soldiers, citizens of the third congres- 
sional district of Iowa, against the passage of the bill known as the 
sixty-surgeon pension bill, being Senate bill No. 496—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: The petition of soldiers of New York, 
against the p of Senate bill No. 496—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Chili, New York, against the oppres- 
sion of railroad corporations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Chili, New York, for the amend- 
ment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. VOORHIS: The petition of citizens of New Jersey, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Jersey, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petitions of Nathaniel Hancox and others, and 
of Peieg Hancox and others, citizens of Connecticut, for a change in 
the pilot laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Aiko. the petition of George W. Fanning, to be placed on the pen- 
sion-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN : The petition of John Doherty and others, citi- 
zens of Grant County, Minnesota, that the patent laws be amended— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of John Doherty and others, citizens of Grant 
County, Minnesota, for legislation restricting railroad exactions and 
discriminations—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The 9 777 of Atherton Clark, of Bureau 
Junction, and 24 others, and of William Brennan, of Lake, Illinois, 
and others; of Henry McFarlan, of Newton, and 21 others, and of C. 
F. Steele, of Jefferson County, Iowa, and 59 others; of Nicholas Gaus 
and 789 others, of Saint Lonis, Missouri; of Philo B. Whitty and 78 
others, of Van Ettenville, New York; of Robert Sawyer, of Alum 
Rock, and 19 others; of J. T. Conlin, of Monongahela City, and 21 
others; of J. R. Overdorf, of Brush Valley, and 18 others; of John 
Stumpf, of Gilpin, and 20 others; of Henry Aul, of Georgeville, and 
30‘others; of Samuel Marker, of Monongahela City, and 20 others; of 
J. B. Elder, of Plumville, and 19 others; of G. W. Brink, of Deckers 
Point, and 192 others; of Samuel Jones, of Clarion County, Penn- 
sylvania, and 169 others; and of E. W. Palmer, of Dane County, Wis- 
consin, and 42 others, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Roderick Munroe and 70 others, 
citizens of Fitchburgh, Massachusetts, for the of the bill (H. 
R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 23, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 


roved. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, yesterday, being Sunday, was the 
22d day of February and the e George Washington. To- 
day being the first secular day thereafter, I move that the Senate do 
now eae in respect to his memory. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I second the motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr, President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware, which is not debatable. 

Mr. McDONALD. I know that it is not a debatable motion; and 
Isimply desire to give notice that to-morrow I shall ask for a final 
vote on Senate bill No. 19, which is now the unfinished business. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask the Senator from Delaware to give way for a 
moment to allow me to submit an amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by me to the bill (H. R. No. 3288) for the relief of colored emi- 
grants; and I move that it be printed. 

The motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at twelve o’clock and twelve min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 23, 1880. 


5 House met s arare o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
see N, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 

ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is requested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. Morse, to ask the privilege of the floor for Hon. 
F. O. Prince, mayor of Boston, and a committee of both branches of 
the city council of Boston during their stay in the city. The Chair 
is also requested by the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Davis, 
to ask the same privilege for Mr. Jordan, of that State. 

The pen no objection, the requests were granted. 

Mr. FROST. I make the same request on behalf of Mr. Naylor 
and Mr. Russell, members of the Missouri Legislature. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I make the same uest for N. 
Van Slyck, city solicitor of Providence, Rhode Island, and a member 
of the democratic national committee. 

Mr. RICHMOND. I make the same request on behalf of Hon. John 
T. Lovell, State senator of Virginia and chairman of the democratic 
State committee. 

Mr. WILSON. I make the same request on behalf of Colonel Alex- 
ander Campbell, of West Virginia, a member of. the democratic na- 
tional committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I ask the same privilege for George D. Barnes, 
of Georgia. 

There being no objection, the several requests were granted, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Frost, 

for two weeks, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty-five minutes 

ast twelve o’clock. This being Monday, the first business in order 

onog the morning hour is the call of States and Territories for the 
in uction on leave of bills and joint resolutions for reference to 
their appropriate committees. During this call memorials and reso- 


lutions of State and territorial pray sgt ig are in order, and also 
resolutions calling for executive information, for reference to appro- 
priate committees. 


Mr. McGINNIS. I rise to a question of order. I wish to inquire 
of the Chair whether the call will begin where it left off last 


day. 

The SPEAKER. It will. Under the practice, for there is no rule 
on the subject, the call will commence where it left off last Monda 
with the State of Colorado. The ogy of the practice is that eac 
State shall have an equal number of calls. It is in analogy with the 
3 to resuming business when the same class of business is 
reached. 


on- 


THOMPSON, HORN & CO. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4631) for the relief of 
Thompson, Horn & Co., of Trinidad, Colorado; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

HEIRS OF JOHN S. FILLMORE. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4632) for the relief 
of the heirs of John S. Fillmore, late of Denver, Colorado; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

ACCOUNTS OF ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4633) to re-enact 
and continue in force the act of June 23, 1870, entitled “An act 
to authorize the settlement of the accounts of officers of the Army 
and Navy;” which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS FOR PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. BELFORD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4634) 
to amend section 2447 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in 
relation to the issue of patents for private land claims confirmed by 
act of Con ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRED. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4635) for the relief of 
Fred. Phillips, of Idaho Territory; which was a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

UTAH AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4636) in relation to 
the Utah and Northern Railway Company ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WYOMING, MONTANA AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4637) creating the 
Wyoming, Montana and Pacific Com y, a corporation or- 
ganized under the laws of the Territory of Wyoming, and for other 

urposes; which was read a first and second 5 to the 
Sommiktse on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
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CHARLES H. FRANK. 


Mr. FARR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4638) ting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Frank; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


STREETS AND ALLEYS IN WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4639) to legalize the changes 
in certain streets and alleys in Washington and Georgetown; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER E. PALEN. 

Mr. FERDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4640) for the relief of 
Peter E. Palen, second lieutenant Company C, One hundred and forty- 
third New York Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

BANERUPT LAW. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4641) to re an 
act entitled “An act to repeal the bankrupt law,” approved June 7, 
1878; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. COX. I would like to hear that bill read at length. 

The bill was read in full, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

` SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO INDIANS. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4642) to amend section 
2139 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the sale 
or giving of intoxicating liquors to Indians; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HAMPDEN MOORE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BRIGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4643) for the relief of 
Hampden Moore and others, heirs of Eli Moore, deceased ; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN NEW YORK CITY. 

Mr. BRIGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4644) to amend an 
act entitled “ An act for the construction of a public building for use 
by the United States Government in the city of New York,” approved 
June 15, 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 


printed. 
SOPHIA PARKER. 
Mr. BLAKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4645) granting a pension 
to Sophia Parker; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
tered. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HEIRS OF CORNELIUS BOYLE. 
Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4646) for the relief of 
the heirs of Cornelius Boyle; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


CULTIVATION OF CINCHONA. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4647) to provide for the 
introduction and cultivation of the cinchona plant in the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN NATHANIEL R. HARRIS. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4648) for the relief of 
Captain Nathaniel R. Harris; which was read a first and second time, 
asa referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

G. W. TOWN POST, NO. 46, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. e Sg ewes con- 
demned cannon and cannon-balls, or field-pieces, toG. W. Town Post, 
No, 46, Grand Army of the Republic, for their meeting-room; which 
was read a first and secend time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB LUSKEY. 
Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4650) granting an 


increase of pension to Jacob Luskey ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PHILIP J. LANGER. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4651) to place on 
the retired list of the Navy Philip J. Langer; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


COURT OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4652) to organize a 
court of 8 ; which was read a first and second time. 
Mr. CO. FROTH. I ask that the bill be read at length. 
The bill was read in full, and referred to the Select Committee on 
= Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
Tinted. 
p JOHN SHARPE. 
Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4653) for the re- 
lief of John Sharpe, of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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JOHN KEEFFE. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4654) ntin 

arrears of pension to John Keeffe; which was read a first shy ee 

time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ELIZABETH WOLF. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4655) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Wolf; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

WELLINGTON SHAFFER. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4656) granting a 
pension to Wellington Shaffer; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

EMPLOYES IN RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4657) to 
designate, classify, and fix the salaries of perans the railway mail 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR OF ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND. 

Mr. KIMMEL presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Maryland, relative to the removal of the obstructions to the 
harbor of Annapolis, Maryland; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

ALEXANDER WHITE. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4658) to relieve Alexan- 
der White, late a private of Company B, Tenth Michigan Cavalry 
Volunteers, of the ch of desertion; which was read a first and 
second time, and refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

VIRGINIA A. WYATT. 


Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4659) for the relief of Vir- 
ginia A. Wyatt; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

JAMES L. CARDWELL. 


Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4660) for the relief of 
James L. Cardwell; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


INDEX OF PATENT OFFICE LIBRARY. 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4661) to enable the Com- 
missioner of Patents to prepare an index to the technical books in 
the Patent Office library; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4662) to amend the 
internal-revenue laws, and to prevent abuses in the administration 
of justice in the courts of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAINT MICHAEL’S CHIMES, CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. O’CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4663) to admit free of 
duty one of the bells of Saint Michael’s chimes, Charleston, South 
Carolina, which has been sent to England to be recast; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ANACOSTIA AND POTOMAC RIVER RAILROAD. 

Mr. STEPHENS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4664) to 
amend the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress to the 
route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the. Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and o to be printed. 

GEORGIA INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. COOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4665) to provide for the re- 
moval of obstructions from, and the improvement of, the navigation 
of the Altamaha River, in the State of Georgia, and to e ap- 
ee therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4666) to provide for the 
removal of obstructions from, and the improvement of, the Oconee 
River, in the State of Georgia, and to make appropriation therefor ; 
which was read a first and second time, refe to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4667) to provide for the 
removal of obstructions from, and the improvement of, the navigation 
of the Ocmulgee River, in the State of rgia, and to make appro- 
priation therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPER ON THE FREE LIST. 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4668) to place paper 
suitable for books and newspapers on the free list; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY O'CONNOR. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4669) for the relief of 
O’Connor, of Beaufort, South Carolina; which was read a first 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 
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MOUTH OF RED RIVER. 
Mr. ELLIS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Louisiana, in to the mouth of the Red River; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


JAMES M. WILBUR. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4670) for the relief of 
James M. Wilbur; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

RED RIVER. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4671) to provide for deep- 
ening the mouth of Red River, and appropriating $200,000 for this 
purpose; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


POST-ROUTE BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND CENTRAL AMERICA, ETO. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4672) to authorize 
and direct the Postmaster-General to establish a post-route and mail 
facilities between the United States and Central America and the 
Bay Islands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


HISTORY OF LOUISIANA TERRITORY, ETC. 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4673) to authorize 
the Secretary of State to appoint agents to procure copies of all 
papers in possession of the Governments of Great Britain, of France 
and Spain relating to the history of Louisiana Territory and East 
and West Floridas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MOUTH OF RED RIVER. 

Mr. GIBSON also submitted joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of the State of Louisiana, in relation to the improvement of 
the mouth of Red River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

IMPROVEMENT OF RED RIVER. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4674) to deepen and im- 
prove the mouth of Red River, Louisiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS, 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 4675) to provide for the 

ayment of diplomatic and consular officers while in the United 
Btates under orders from the State Department; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GRAIN BLOCKADE. 

Mr. HILL introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 220) inquirin: 
into the evils of the present grain blockade in this country; whi 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


MILLARD D. TYLER. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4676) for the relief of 
Millard D. Tyler, late of Company D, Eighty-first Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HELEN s. MEADER. 

Mr. FINLEY (by Si ered also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4677) 
for the relief of Helen S. Meader, widow of John B. Meader, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

CAROLINE HILGEMANN. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4678) 8 a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Caroline Hilgemann; which was read a and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4679) to adjust 
and equalize promotion in the Army to length of service; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES, 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4680) for the sup- 
pression of infectious and contagious diseases of domestic animals; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION COMMISSION. 

Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4681) to establish a pen- 
sion commission; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HENDRIX, 

Mr. MCMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4682) granting a pen- 

sion to Charles Hendrix, Company H, Second Michigan Volunteers; 


which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHARLES RITTER. 

Mr. McMAHON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4683) granting a 
pension to Charles Ritter; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

POSTAL FINES. 


Mr, ATHERTON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 


MRS. JANE BLACKMER. 

Mr. DICKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4684) granting arrears of 
pension to Mrs. Jane Blackmer, of Clinton County, Ohio; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JOHN V. ADAMS. 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4685) granting a pen- 
sion to John V. Adams, of Highland County, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HARRIET GREEN. 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4686) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet Green, of Brown County, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

NANCY WEST. 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4687) granting a 10 5 
sion to Nancy West, of Adams County, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

DIANAH VAN PEARSE. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4688) granting a par 
sion to Dianah Van Pearse, widow of Captain John Pearse; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARY E. MELINE. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. iy pees y a 
pension to Mary E. Meline, widow of Major James F. Meline; which 
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

EDWARD A. ELLSWORTH. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4690) for the 
relief of Edward A. Ellsworth, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 


J. M. DARLING. 

Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4691) for the relief of J. 
M. Darling, eee. at Boke’s Creek, Union County, Ohio; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

JONATHAN L. GUTHRIDGE. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4692) for the relief 
of Jonathan L. Guthridge, postmaster at Mingo, Champaign County, 
Ohio; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

GEORGE W. COX. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4693) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Cox, late a private Company A, First Regiment 
United States Army; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ABOLITION OF TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4694) to abolish the 
tax upon tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4695) to reduce 
the tax on distilled spirits to fifty cents on each proof on; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANVILLE GARNETT. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4696) for the 
relief of Granville Garnett, of Owen County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OWENSBORO’, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. McKENZIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4697) to provide for 
the purchase of suitable grounds in the city of Owensboro’, in the 
State of Kentucky, and the erection thereon of a public building for 
post-office, United States collector’s office, United States commission- 
er’s office, and for the use of other United States officers in said city, 
and appropriating money for said pu ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES T. STEELE. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4698) to increase the 
pension of James T. Steele, of Covington, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

À JOHN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill 15 R. No. 4699) for the relief of 
John B. Davis; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4700) to amend 
section 4662 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4701) to protect that 

art of the Eastern band of Cherokee Indians living in the States of 
N and Georgia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES PARKS. 
Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4702) for the relief 


of James Parks, postmaster at Ducktown, Tennessee ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 
PROTECTION OF CAPITOL AGAINST FIRE. 

Mr. DIBRELL (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 221) authorizing the architect of the Capitol to purchase such 
number of eee machines as may in his judgment be 

to protect the Capitol building from danger by fire; which 
was pea a first and second time, refe to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


STEPHEN GUPTON, 
Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4703) prosin a pen- 
— io 


sion to Stephen Gupton; which was read a first an time, 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


W. C. HULL. 


Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4704) for the relief 
of W. C. Hull, late captain Sixty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers; which was a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW ALBANY, INDIANA. 


Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4705) to provide a 
building for the use of the United States courts, the post-office, and 
haaren eee officers at New Albany, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE OTIS, 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4706) to restore the 
name of George Otis, of Etna, Whitle Conair Indiana, to the pen- 
sion-roll; which was read a first and second time, and refe to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LEGACY AND SUCCESSION TAXES. 

Mr. FROST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4707) to release legacy and 
succession taxes, and for other p ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

THERESA SUMMERS, 

Mr. PHILIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4708) for the relief of 
Theresa Summers, widow and administratrix of Benjamin Summers, 
deceased ; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

THOMAS MAHAN. 

Mr. PHILIPS also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 4709) to place on 
the pension-roll of Mexican soldiers the name of Thomas Mahan, of 
Cole County, Missouri; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

SECTION 2260, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4710) to amend section 
2262 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to proof required in pre-emp- 
tion cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 4047 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4711) to amend section 4047 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Pest-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

CACHE RIVER, ARKANSAS, 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4712) to authorize the 

Secretary of War to cause a survey of the Cache River, in the State 


of Arkansas, and for the improvement of the same; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PAMELIA SMITH. 
Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill R. No. 4713) granting a pen- 
sion to Pamelia Smith, of Monroe, Michigan; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


JURISDICTION OF LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 
Mr. HULL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4714) amending an act ap- 
roved June 23, 1874, extending the jurisdiction of the Light-Honse 
d; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


GULBRAND HALVORSEN. 
Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4715) for the relief of 


the heirs of Gulbrand Halvorsen, of Forest City, lowa; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 
OSAGE NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. DEERING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4716) to authorize 
the Comptroller of the Currency to issue $9,000 in new notes to the 
Osage National Bank, at Osage, Iowa, to replace a like amount which 
have never been signed; which was read a first time by its title. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Let the bill be read at length. 

The bill was read the second time in full, and was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HANCOCK. 

Mr. BOUCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4717) for the relief of John 
Hancock; which was reau « ...s1 und second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

HARBOR AT STURGEON BAY, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. BOUCK also presented a memoria! ot tne Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, for an appropriation to build a breakwater and 
harbor at the entrance to the harbor of refuge, Sturgeon Bay, Wis- 
consin; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

DR. EMIL BESSELS. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4718) for the relief of 
Dr. Emil Bessels; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

OTTO D. GABRIELSON. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4719) granting a 
pension to Otto D. Gabrielson; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

FRANCO-AMERICAN COMMERCIAL TREATY. 

Mr. PAGE presented a concurrent resolution of the 8 of 
California, instructing their Senators and requesting their Repre- 
sentatives to use all honorable means to defeat the proposed Franco- 
American commercial ped and to inform Congress that the people 
of California, of all political parties, are adverse to any treaty or law 
which shall endanger their home industries, especially that of vini- 
culture; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

HUMBOLDT BAY, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PAGE also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of California, instructing their Senators and requesting their 
Representatives in Co to procure an appropriation of 000 
for dredging and improving Humboldt Bay for purposes of naviga- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

EMMA JOHNSON. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4720) granting a pen- 
sion to Emma Johnson, widow of John Johnson ; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

JOHN HURLBURT. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4721) granting a 
pension to John Hurlburt; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

SEA-GOING STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. DUNNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4722) to provide 
for the better security of life on sea-going steam-vessels ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PACIFIC SUBMARINE AND EARTHQUAKE-PROOF WALL COMPANY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4723) to 
liquidate the indebtedness due the Pacific Submarine and Earth- 
quake-proof Wall Company ; which was read a first and second time, 
tired to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

O. N. FELTON. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3 
for the relief of C. N. Felton, late assistant treasurer of the Uni 
States at San Francisco, California; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

CHANGE OF DUTIES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4725) 
to amend existing duties; which was read a first and second time, 
5 to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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TAXING RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4726) to provide for 
the taxation of certain lands granted by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railway and telegraph lines; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY C. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4727) granting a 
pension to He C. Williams; which was read a first and second 
time, and refe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HIRAM C. HENDERSON. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4728) granting a 
pension to Hiram C. Henderson; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


R. S. MORGAN. 


Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4729) for the relief of R. S. 
Morgan; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 222) for the 
disposition of the fund under the control of the Secretary of State 
known as the Chinese indemnity fund ;” which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NEBRASKA INDIAN WAR CLAIMS, 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4730) to reimburse 
the State of Nebraska for money appropriated by said State to pay 
for arming and equipping a company of territorial militia for service 
on the western borders, in protecting the settlers from hostile Indians, 
in the years 1861 and 1862; which was read a first and second time, 
and ..ierred to the Committee on the Territories. 


JOHN R. BROWNE. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4731) for the 
relief of John R. Browne, late postmaster at ver City, Nebraska ; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit: 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


HENRY GRERE. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4732) for the relief 
of Henry Grebe, of Omaha, Nebraska; which was a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 


JOHN D. HALE. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4733) forthe relief 
of John D. Hale; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4734) for the 
relief of Wesley Montgomery, of Cass County, Nebraska; which was 
read i. first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lan 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILLS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Enrolled B 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enroll 
joint resolution and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 2 

oint resolution (S. R. No. 80) authorizing the Secretary of the 
vila a 5 contributions for the support of the suffering poor 
00 ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2003) for the relief of J. P. Zimmerman and H. 
P. Snow, of Clinton County, Kentucky ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2785) authorizing the dec ee ot tua Treasury 
to appoint a deputy collector at Lake Charles, Louisi 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. HUNTON. I ask unanimous consent that the members of the 
national democratic executive committee, now in session in this city, 
be admitted to the privilege of the floor of the House during their 


stay here. 
There being no objection, the request was granted. 
DEATH OF HON. A. M. LAY. 


Mr. PHILIPS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of half pes one o’clock having arriv 
the Clerk will read the resolution of the House fixing the order o 
proceeding for that hour to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

esolved, That the special order for Monday, February 23, at hal ¥ 
shall spre presentation of suitable Bogaren haih on the death he 2. A. Ear, 
late member of the Forty-sixth 8 and the expression by the members of 
the esteem in which his memory is held. 

Mr. PHILIPS. Mr. Speaker, even if no memorial occasion were 
present with its swelling tide of reflections, I would have been re- 
minded on my return to this Honse, after a brief absence, that death 
had been busy here. I miss some well-remembered faces that on a 
yesterday all but were flushed with health and beaming with the pride 
of intellect. They have gone 

The way to dusty death. 


Broad as is that way, how it has been thronged in these latter years 
with Presidents, Senators, and Representatives. 
As I come to-day to offer this tribute of respect upon the new-made 


grave of my lamented predecessor, a troop of recollections, sad and 
pleasing, pass in review before me. The innocence of childhood, the 
buoyancy of youth, the panting ambition of manhood, the charm and 
rapture of true love that made a heaven of his domestic life, the con- 
flicts, defeats, and triumphs of the forum and the hustings, all pass 
pere my view, and I see how well he lived and how untimely he 


ALFRED Morrison Lax was born May the 20th, A. D. 1836, in 
Lewis County, Missouri, and died in this city on the Sth day of De- 
cember, A. D. 1879. He came of a paren that belonged to the 
ru , bold class of pioneers who, with no fortune but a stout heart 
and without patrimony or heraldry, crossed to the western bank of 
the Mississippi and drove back the savage and subdued the wilder- 
ness to make way for that splendid civilization which to-day points 
out Missouri among the constellation of States as the fifth in the 
American Union. 

In 1842 he removed with his parents to Benton County, Missouri, 
and there drank the inspiration of his political tenets from the groas 
Senator whose name this county bears. He graduated from Be y 
College, Virginia, in 1856. 

Sey | the law for his profession, he was admitted to the bar in 
1857, and located at Jefferson City, the capital of the State. With 
such assiduity did he apply himself to his profession and such at- 
tainments had he made that in 1860 he was appointed United States 
district attorney for the western district of Missouri. 

It was in the performance of the duties of t!*> .“ce that I first 
met him professionally and learned something of his rare qualities 
asa lawyer. This office he resigned in 1861. Yielding to what he 
and others in Missouri then believed to be a duty of obedience to the 
call of the governor of the State, he enlisted in the State Guards; 
and in the gathering storm of war then settling over the border line 
separating the slaveholding from the non-slaveholding States he 
was soon swept into the ranks of the confederate army. With his 
characteristic patience and fidelity he is represented to have served 
his cause as private and officer with admirable co 

The war ending, he returned to his home, broken in fortune and 
under the ban of political proscription. He 1 that proud 
en left, his personal honor and pride, and through the clouds of 

ortune there shone the light of the glad smile of her who waited 
his coming, to bid him look now toward the high summit of glory in 
the ascending path of his profession. Accepting with philosophic res- 
ignation the fate of war, he bent his energies anew to the study and 
practice of the law and soon found his way to the front at a bar emi- 
nent for itstalent. He may not have possessed the charm of a 
oratory or that vehemence of tonpo that leads into mere declama- 
tion, but his logic was clear and forceful and his analysis was often 
complete. He knew the law and he knew men. These made him for- 
midable before the judge on the bench and the jury in the box. Pos- 
sessed of that innate kindness of heart and keen sense of the right 
whichimpart to human nature its fascination and nobility, he seldom 
gave offense, and drew to him troops of friends. His rank as a law- 
er and personal popularity designated him as one most fit to aid his 
Btate in the reconstruction of its organic law. Accordingly he was 
elected a member of the constitutional convention of 1875, and the 
present constitution of the State, whatever be its merits, is in part 
the product of his labor and thought. 

But not these, Mr. * were the goal of his ambition. He 
plumed his feathers and fixed his eye for another perch. His aim 
was to sit as a popular Representative in this hall. This he never 
disguised. It was the temple upon whose turret his eye was fastened 
from childhood. To him it was not the vain delusion that haunts 
the steps of v: t youth. It was not a dizzy path, to be trodden 
only by the favorites of fortune. Nor was it that ambition called 
“the last infirmity of noble minds,” nor the consciousness of any 
extraordinary destiny in store for the child of genius. But it was 
the salient point of attainment to a resolute, healthy mind, of a man 
self-poised and impelled by an honorable pi 

How he fought and yielded not until he won his object is the tigh- 
est evidence of his indomitable nature, and the best incentive hi 
life has left on record to eyery American youth in whose breast burn 
the fires of laudable ambition. 

Three successive canvasses he made for this office. Defeat, that 
would have crushed with disappointment or stung to sullen 755 
the pride of ordinary men, only roused the lion in him and set hi 
furious for a renewal of the combat. 

It was in the pursuit of the honors of a seat in this Hall that his 
health received its death-shock. The friction and tension of the 
struggle were too great for a delicate, nervous organism like his. 

It was my fortune to be with him at his appointment in October, 
1878, when he was first stricken with ysis. That non he 
was unusually buoyant in spirit. In the midst of his address, glow- 
ing with the fervor of his cause, a 1 stroke, like electricity, 
shot through his frame, benumbing his left side and completely pros- 
trating him. Impressed as he was with the belief that his hour had 
come, his self- ion was marked and his cou was splendid. 


But that which then shone ont like quickening fire in his character, 
and sheds a halo of glory around the man and makes his memory 
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most 75 t to me, was the abounding love he exhibited for wife 
and chi 

The complications of varied business affairs, the honors and glories 
of the world, had little place then in his mind. The glamour of all 
these faded into nothingness inthe one yearning, burning desire that 

hted his soul like “the lambent purity of the stars,” for the presence 
of her who had loved, trusted, and cheered him in poverty as in riches, 
in shadow as in sunshine. Only if he could but fold her and the 
precious fruit of their wedded life to his bosom once more, he was 
ready to descend, as calm and intrepid as the grand marshal of Saxony, 
to his untimely grave. What a bright and beautiful page this is in 
the history of this man! It is as to all that might be writ or wrought 
on this national theater as the diamond to the ruby. 

From this first attack Mr. Lay rallied but never recovered. Anx- 
ious to justify public expectation and to serve his party in its criti- 
cal conjuncture, he came here and took his seat, only to realize in 
part the dream and desire of his life ; for here he died in the shadow 
of the Capitol and in the arms of his wife. 

You, his fellow-members, were not permitted to test the quality of 
his mind, nor to fee] the mesmerism of his social nature. Nor was 
the country allowed to know what he might have done for it. 

Iknow he would have done his duty faithfully and well. Eminently 
practical and conservative he had no visionary notions or a single 
atom of fanaticism in his political creed. He would have proven 
equally exempt from that rash spiritof empiricism which would tear 
to pieces the existing frame of society in quest of mere abstractions, 
ena: that coward spirit which would temporize with a able evil 
in government until it spread like a cancer over the y-politic, 
rather than put the knife to its root. 

Conspicuous among his cluster of virtues were his candor and 
frankness. He was a close friend and an open enemy. As odor to 
the flower and azure to the sky, was truth to him. As gentle as a 
woman in repose, he was as stalwart as a grenadierinaction. Noth- 
ing he sought for or won had the canker of lust or the breath of 

ison upon it. Faults and imperfections he had, for he was human. 

ut he so lived and died as to little need the seal of the sepulcher 
to exclude “from its slumbering tenant the breath of envy” or re- 
proach. He sleeps his last sleep at the seat of government of his 
native State, in sight of hisconsecrated home. As the dew of heaven, 
morning and evening, keeps redolent the flower, so the fond recollec- 
tion of the multitudes who knew him, and the matin prayer and 
vesper hymn of the widowed heart, will not let his good name fade 
away. 

Death has its conquest and the grave its gloom, but there is a vic- 
tory over both. 

All human bodies yield to Death's decree. 
The soul survives to all eternity. 

Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with profound t of the death of Hon. 
ALFRED M. Lay, latea member of this House from the State of Missouri. 

Resolved, That as a testimonial of respect to his memory the officers and members 
of this body will wear the usual badge of mourning for the of thirty days. 

8 That a 45 of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
House to the 2 he deceased. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these 
to the Senate, and that, as afurther mark of respect to the memory of 
the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. KNOTT. One of the most pleasing characteristics of humanity 
is the universal di ition among men to honor their dead, to perpet- 
uate the memory of their virtues while kindly covering their frailties 
with the beauteous mantle of charity. It is one of the remnants of 
a celestial nature left to a fallen race, and belongs to all classes and 
conditions of mankind. It is voiced alike in the funeral chant of the 
untutored rape and the wailing requiem that swells with its flood of 
mournful melodies the obsequies of the great. It is seen in the rnde 
stone that marks the last resting-place of the toil-worn nt 
and in the marble pomp that hides the moldering dust of departed 
grandeur. 

In obedience to this generous impulse, as honorable to our nature 
as it is natural to the human heart, we have again paused in the midst 
of our labors here to testify our appreciation of the virtues illustrated 
in the life and character of one whom the “silent sips has taken 
from among us, and I ask the melancholy privilege of seconding the 
resolutions offered by the distinguished gentleman who has n 
chosen to succeed him upon the new theater of usefulness and honor 
3 entered when summoned to a sphere beyond the dark waters 
of death. 

There is no one on this floor, indeed, upon whom that mournful 
duty could be more appropriately devolved. My acquaintance with 
Mr. Lay commenced more than twenty years ago, and was rendered 
by the peculiar circumstances surrounding us more than ordinarily inti- 
mate and pleasant. He had but recently been graduated from Beth- 
any College, Virginia, and prepared for the bar by a course of study 
in the office and under the tutelage of the then attorney-general for 
Missouri, and was just entering the arena of active manhood, with 
every promise of the su professional career he subsequently 
achieved. He was shortly afterward ppoe to the office of United 
States district attorney for the western district of Missouri, which he 


. 


filled with marked ability and distinction for one so young until 1861, 
when he resigned. 


Soon after I had the pleasure of formin 
to the marriage 
the most beautiful and accomplished daughters of his native Com- 
monwealth, a ae whose charms of person and brilliancy of intel- 


his acquaintance he led 
altar the object and idol of his youthful love, one of 


lect were equaled only by her own amiability of disposition and 
nobility of soul, and who, as a wife, preron herself the choicest bless- 
ing God ever vouchsafed to man. In hope she was ever his bright 
incentive, in the hour of triumph she was his joy, in prosperity his 

ride, in adversity his solace, in pain and 1 his support, in all 

is constant companion, his Ler piers angel, his heaven-sent friend. 
“The beanteous vine which had twined itself so tenderly about the 
stalwart young oak, its ornament in the bright sunshine of joy, still 
clung with its loving tendrils to the shattered fragments when the 
stately tree was riven by the tempests of misfortune.” When first I 
met them hand in hand, with their young hearts elate with 15 and 
hope, they were radiant with the approving smiles of angels looking 
down upon them. When I saw them last, the still loving wife was 
bending in anguish over the cold, pale form of the husband to whom 
she had devoted her love and her life. 

Intimately associated with Mr. Lay as I was, I enjoyed the amplest 
Me dap for becoming acquainted with the more prominent of 
his intellectual qualities as well as with the principles upon which 
his character was formed. His mind was at once acute and compre- 
hensive, inclining more to 8 and usefulness than to mere brill- 
iancy and ornament. His methods of thought were careful and pains- 
taking, and his conclusions accurate and reliable. Never ostenta- 
tious or self-suggestive in asserting his opinions, his convictions were 
unusually strong, and never abandoned unless his judgment was 
clearly convinced of their incorrectness. He was consequently a man 
of singular decision of character, acting in everything from a con- 
scientious sense of duty. His prompt, faithfal, self-sacrificing obe- 
dience to this t motor of his nature was perhaps the most distin- 
gmane trait in a character remarkable among his acquaintances 

m his earliest manhood. What a deliberate conviction of duty 
dictated to be done he attempted at every hazard or at any sacrifice 
of nal convenience or comfort. 

is heroic fidelity to his sense of duty was most strikingly illustra- 
ted by his course on the breaking out of the late unfortunate war 
between the States. He acted in that fearful emergency from no rash 
impulse, he was influenced by none of the allurements of military 
glory or political aggrandizement, but proceeded to consider calmly, 
coolly, and dispassionately what duty demanded at his hands, and his 
conclusion once attained, he closed his eyes to every other earthly 
consideration, to every thought of personal ease, to every aspiration 
of professional ambition, to the embraces of his young and beauteous 
wife, to the angelic smiles of his first-born babe, and all the endear- 
ments that clustered about his own happy hearth-stone, and, with his 
life in his hand, with sorrow, privation, toil, imprisonment, and death 
before him, entered the ranks of the confederate army as a private 
soldier, where the same courageous devotion to duty raised him to 
the rank of major. 

I know something of the struggle that conclusion cost him, but 
from the moment it was reach never saw him again until I met 
him at the opening of the extra session of the present Con where, 
impelled by the same supreme motive which had controlled him 
through life, he had dragged his shattered and emaciated form to the 
post of duty. What he might have achieved under the influence of 
such a sublime devotion to his convictions in the new arena to which 
he had been chosen had he not been cut down upon the threshold can 
now be only a theme for pleasing speculation. 

As a citizen Mr. Lay was an ornament to the community in which 
he lived—intelligent, public-spirited, generous, honorable, and digni- 
fied. As a soldier he was courageous and faithful. As a lawyer he 
was learned, able, careful, and unswerving in his fidelity to his clients. 
As a friend he was candid, sincere, and disinterested. As a husband 
and father he was gentle, tender, and affectionate; and in all the re- 
lations of life he was modest, courteous, and truthful— 

Cui Pudor et Justitiæ soror, 


Incorrupta Fides, nudaque veritas 
Quando ullum inveniet parem ! 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, it is painful when we come 
to pay the last sad tribute of respect to any departed associate and 
friend, but how much more poignant and bitter is the sorrow when we 
join in the memorial services of one struck down in the very begin- 
ning of a career so full of honorable promise of usefulness to his conn- 
try and of just renown to himself. In no instance is this more trae 
than in that of our lamented friend whose death we here to-day com- 
memorate. I knew him from his boyhood when, studious and patient, 
he prepared himself for admission to the bar, buoyed up with the 
hope that eminence some day would crown his efforts in the legal pro- 
fession. When he came to practice he was faithful, painstaking, exact 
in the preparation of his cases for trial. And when, at the early age of 
twenty-four, as the reward of systematic and energetic application, 
President Buchanan appointed him United States district attorney 
for the western district of Missouri, it was deemed by his professional 
brethren as deserved. He discharged the duties of this position with 
justness, fidelity, and applause until 1861, when he resigned it. Then 
civil war had begun. In the execution of a duty conscientious and 
deliberate he took sides and with all the energy and enthusiasm of 
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his nature went to work to ize the State Guards of Missouri for 
the popo of co-operating with the forces of the Confederate States. 

In this reference it is not my purpose to discuss whether Mr. LAY 
was right or wrong in taking the part of the South. Asa fact he 
and his companions joined their fortunes with that side, submitting 
the result to the dread arbitrament of the sword, and although defeat 
came with all its humiliation, it was nevertheless accepted in 
faith, and no man was more earnest than he in consigning to forget- 
fulness and deep oblivion the heart-burnings and gloomy oe of 
the past. My motive is not to recall the horrors of this bloody and 
unfortunate page of our national history, but I cannot forget that 
amid these stormy scenes I first grew intimate with Mr. Lay, and 
learned to love him for the generous, manly, noble traits which were 
so characteristic of him. e stood together on many hard-fought 
fields of battle. We bivouacked under the same tree, often slept 
under the same blanket, shared the same scanty meal, endured the 
same hardships, were li up with the same hope, depressed by like 
disaster; we were indeed companions in and when upon the 
same stricken field we surrendered our swords, we started together 
for our old ho five hundred miles away, without money, Sead 
bare, and sick at heart. He was tried in the furnace of war only to 
prove the fineness and purity of the metal of which he was made; 
and thus I knew him. His heart was tender as a girl’s, and none 
wept more sincerely over the wounded and suffering foe than he did. 
If he were here to speak for himself it would be in honest applause 
of the endurance and courage of the Union soldiers. His to 
the captive was as gentle as it was fierce and defiant to the enemy. 
He was the type of citizen, soldier, man which has added new wealth 
of honor to our national character. 

When Mr. Lay at the close of the war resumed the practice of the 
law at his old home, he was surrounded with clients. He was trusted 
and admired as much by Union soldiers as ic — old comrades, 

His duty was a religion to him. What he believed to be right, that 
he did with all his force. His election to this House was considered 
doubtful. He put forth all his energies, mental and physical. Suc- 
cess came, but overwork had prostrated Mr. Lay upon a bed of sick- 
ness. From this attack he never entirely recove He was never 
able to enter upon the active discharge of the duties of his position 

ve upon this floor from the State of Missouri. If he 
spared he would have been, if not brilliant and pre-emi- 
His mild demeanor and unques- 
tioned sincerity would have won all hearts. 


ers we can 8 Opportunity is everything for those who 
are tutored to high purposes and stimulated by an honest ambition 
to achieve success. To the unremitting toil of such men bet 
comes as a matter of course. Mr. Lay cherished in his youth the 
fond expectation of one day sitting in the national Legislature as the 
representative of his people; it strengthened with his increasing 

ears, and when the honor so ong pongas came to him it turned like 
Dead Sea apples to ashes upon li The world’s test men 
were of the material which made up his character, and what might 
not his co lofty aim, unbroken patience and noble resolve have 
accomplished? His was no vainglorious nature, swaying to the hopes 
and fears of donaga , but he forgot self and gave himself up to the 
F of what he really believed was the highest good of 

s country. 

He 3 in all the relations of life. His sweetness and amia- 
bility were beautifully illustrated in the tender solicitude he always 
manifested for his wife and children. His affection for them sprang 
from a deep and manly heart. The last faint trembling accents ere 
his spirit took its flight were a prayer for their protection. 

Mr. Speaker, thousands of hearts in his district which beat with 
pude at the mention of his name grew sad and desolate when his 

eath was announced ; and when on a cold December morning his 
remains were consigned to the grave the crowd of people who stood 
by ee from hearts the rich tribute of their sorrow for aman 
whom they had so truly loved. 


pow- 


Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in summing up the record 
of any public career it is of all things most gratifying to be able to 
say that it was an earnest and unse career; that its progress was 
marked by a single desire to elevate and bless the generation in which 
its lot was cast. And scarcely less gratifying is it to remember that 
amid the many and strong temptations to attain popularity and pre- 
ferment which surround such a life they had never been pure at 
the cost of dishonor ; that the glittering allurements of popular favor 
or public distinction were impotent to swerve it from the clear line 
of right and duty. That these were the distinctive and distinguishin 
characteristics of him whose loss we mourn all hearts will attest. 
claim not for him a soaring genius, formed to blaze with meteoric 
splendor through the intellectual firmament of his age; but I am sat- 
isfied to believe him the author of many a noble deed whose luster 
shall stream through eternity. It is not my desire to rest his claims 
to our consideration on the tness of his talents, for I remember 
that the best and most enduring work of this world is its heart-work; 
and I risk nothing when I assert that it is to modest talent, well 
directed, rather than to brilliant 8 that mankind is indebted 
for its substantial benefits. It is the great middle class of patient, 
faithful plodders, (men who in theirsphere, however lowly or obscure, 


do their work noiselessly and conscientiously,) whose hands reap for 
us the golden harvest of human pinge It is such as these that 
give character to an age and infuse vitality into the influences that 
mold the epochs of pey 

In this category of noble workmen I prefer to class our departed 
friend. To many he was known as a man of generous impulses, warm- 
hearted and steadfast in friendship. To all he was known as a man 
faithful to his trusts, vigilant in the discharge of every duty, ambi- 
tious only for the triumph of the ight, never seeking or desiring a 
victory that could not be won with honor and retained with dignity. 

As a member of the vast rank and file of enlightened American citi- 
zens he knew the needs and sympathized with the heart-beats of the 
masses. Ever keenly alive to their highest interests he saw intui- 
tively and resisted with all the power of his heart and clear 
brain any attempt to imperil the freedom or im the rights of his 
countrymen. And the force of his sterling manhood rose up instinct- 
ively but unostentatiously and stood like a wall between their in- 
terests and every baleful influence that threatened to assail them. 
And in all this broad land which freemen tread liberty, truth, and jus- 
tice found no more steadfast and uncompromising champion. 

Generous, humane, and gentle by nature, he was intolerant only of 
that which no true man should tolerate. Conscientious, pure in 
heart, of spotless integrity, and firmly unded in Christian faith 
his life was a triumphant vindication of human nature when directed 
by intelligence, wisdom, and virtue. 

When some men die—when most men die, we are constrained to 
offset the evil they did by the good we know of them; we hasten, in 
a Christian spirit, to forget that which it is painful or ungenerous to 
remember ; but we have no need to invoke the shadows of oblivion to 
fall on any of the paths his footsteps trod. 

He has gone from among us. We desire to honor his memory. Can 
we better accomplish this desire than by striving to imitate high 
example, to the end that the world not be a loser by his Separe 
ure? A noble determination to emulate his character is the 
conceivable method of perpetuating the memory of him we so rev- 
erently cherish. 

The resolutions submitted by Mr. PaIrLIrs, of Missouri, were unan- 
imously adopted ; and in obedience to the concluding resolution, the 
House (at two o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other panem were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: ; 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petitions of L. B. Pease, publisher, of 
Woonsocket, Rhode Island, for the abolition of the duty on printing- 
type; of L. B. Pease, and of John H. Campbell, publisher, of War- 
wick, Rhode Island, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petitions of R. Michaelis, editor Chicago 
Freie Presse, and other publishers; of the Illinois Staats-Zeitung 
Company, Tribune Company, Chicago Times, Evening Journal, Even- 
ing elegraph, and other publishers; of C. H. Howard & Co.. e 
lishers of Advance, Chicago, Ilinois; and of W. G. Alden, publisher 
of Enterprise, Palatine, Illinois, that materials used in making paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on print- 
1 the same committee. 

r. BELFORD: Memorial of citizens of Colorado, in reference 
to the disposition of public lands—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of Colorado, for the abolition of 
the duty on printing-type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petitions of E. C. Hart, of Willows, and 
Frank M. Swasey, of Redding, California, publishers, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN : The petitions of citizens of Bourbon County, 
and of citizens of Lexington, Kentucky, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BLAKE: The petition of Joseph C. Wallace and others, 
citizens of New Jersey, for a commission to investigate contagious 
diseases of domestic animals—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of Henry Bougers, for pay for dam- 
ages sustained on account of overflows caused by improvements by 
the United States of Fox River—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of John Hancock, for pay for a horse lost in the 
United States service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a communication from the Chamber of Commerce of Milwau- 
kee, Wisconsin, relative to interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. ; 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of William H. Little and other soldiers 
of Stark County, Illinois, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of William H. Little and other soldiers, of Stark 
County; of Thomas Kendall and 68 other soldiers, of Fulton County, 
and of W. Morris and 29 other soldiers, of Fulton County, IIlinois, 
against the passage of the sixty-surgeons bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of E. D. Tripp and 31 others, ex- 
soldiers of Saint John’s, Michigan, against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496, revising the pension laws—to the same committee. 
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Also, the petition of N. L. Webb and 101 others, citizens of Clinton 
County, and of S. S. Dewey and 25 others, citizens of Ingham County, 
Michigan, for a law to protect innocent purchasers of patented arti- 
cles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of N. J. Stewart and 111 others, citizens of Clin- 
ton County, and of R. S. Collier and 12 others, citizens of Ingham 
County, Michigan, for legislation to protect the public inst rail- 
road and transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Carrier & Carrier, publishers of the Ovid 
(Michigan) ter, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of John B, Clarke, of the Manches- 
bsr) (New Hampshire) Mirror, of similar import—to the same com- 

ttee. 

Also, the petition of James F. Watson and other citizens of Am- 
herst, New Hampshire, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-com- 
merce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of James F. Watson and other citizens of Hills- 
borough County, New Hampshire, for an amendment to the patent 
laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of Jamés M. Kissel and 2 others, 

ublishers, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
Fist, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petitions of the publishers of Three Rivers, 
and of Decataur, Michigan, of similar import—to the same commit- 


tee. 

Also, the petition of John Robertson, of Schoolcraft, Michigan, for 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of 55 citizens of Kalamazoo County ; of 61 citi- 
zens of Saint Joseph County; of 70 citizens of Constantine, Saint 
Joseph County; of 23 citizens of Van Buren County; of 12 citizens 
of Saint Joseph County, Michigan, for the enactment of such laws 
as will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust discrimination in 
transportation charges—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petitions of 75 citizens, of 12 citizens, and of 65 citizens 
of Saint Joseph County; of 19 citizens of Berrien County ; of 25 citi- 
zens of Van Buren County, and of 62 citizens of Michigan, for an 
amendment to the patent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers 
of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CALKINS: The petitions of the publishers of Notre Dame, 
of South Bend, and Crown Point, Indiana, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 


duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
„six petitions of citizens of Indiana, for a ship-canal connect- 
ing Lakes Erie and Michigan, via Kankakee River—to the Commit- 


tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Lake County, Indiana, for an 
amendment to the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of numerous ex-soldiers of the Union, for the 

ualization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. CAMP: The pee of publishers of Auburn, Ovid, and 
W. rt, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of O. C. Cooper, of Ovid, New York, that mate- 
rials used in making paper be BB on the free list, and for a re- 
duction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, for legislation regulating 
freight and passenger charges by railroads—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of New York, for the equalization of 
bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, for the amendment of 
the patent laws so as to protect innocent purchasers of patented arti- 
cles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GEORGE Q. CANNON: The petition of the publishers of 
the Ogden Junction and Logan Leader, Utah Territory, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on ty to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARLISLE : Sixteen petitions of 526 citizens of the sixth 
congressional district of Kentucky, for a law to prevent unjust dis- 
criminations in freight c to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James T. Steele for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

nine petitions of 260 citizens of the sixth congressional dis- 
trict of Kentucky, for an amendment of the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Hannah C. Grandin, administratrix of J. H. 
Piatt, for relief on account of money expended for the Government 
in the war of 1812—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petitions of citizens, attorneys, of 
Greene County, and of citizens, attorneys, of Ida County, Iowa, that 
said counties be attached to the central division in the readjust- 
er of the State for judicial purposes—to the Committee on the 

udici . 

Also, the petition of Der Democrat Printing Association, of Carroll 
City, Iowa, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. z 

By Mr. C : The petition of the Mississippi Valley Cot- 


ton Planters’ Association, for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the 2 Cotton Planters’ Association, 
to be made the distributing agents for seeds, plants, and publications 
intended for that section—to the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of Thompson W and 40 others, 
for the passage of the interstate-commerce bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Alexander Trotter, of the Pio- 
neer ; H. G. Chapin, of the Advertiser; Alex. Montague, of the Citizen, 
Tuscola, Michigan, and other citizens of Michigan, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of Adolphe A. Olivie and others, of 
Suffolk County, New York, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of soldiers and sailors of the late war, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Sharp’s Publishing Company, of New York City, 
for the abolition of the duty on printing type and paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Wilson A. 
Green to be relieved from accounting for money, belonging to the 
United States, destroyed by fire—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of William H. Wolf and 240 others, 
citizens of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, that a pension be granted Otto D. 
Gabrielson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the common council of the city of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, asking for the construction of a harbor of refuge at Mil- 
waukee—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of John M. Read, J. E. Darbellay, and 17 others, 
citizens of Kewaunee, Wisconsin, for the improvement of Kewaunee 
River—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Willard & Bray, of W. W. Coleman, P. V. 
Deuster & Co., G. Brumder, B. H. Gurterbook, M. Biron, and Isaac 8. 
Moses, publishers, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
daty on p So papato the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIC : The petitions of R. R. Sprung, publisher of the 
Highland Chief, Highland County ; of J. R. Marshall, editor Hillsbo- 
rough Gazette; of Winthrop Frazier, publisher of the New Richmond 
Independent; of C. A. Browno publisher of the Clinton Republican; 
of D. O. Cowan, publisher of the Sun, Clermont County, and of E. T. 
Kirker & Co., publishers of the Independent, Manchester, Ohio, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Oliver Perry Dunham, for the restoration 
of her name to the pension-roll—to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James Anderson and 37 others, of Adams 
County, Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military airs. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill for the improvement of the navigation of 
the L’Anguille River, in the State of Arkansas, from its mouth to the 
town of Marianna—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, a bill for the improvement of Little Red River, in the State of 
Arkansas—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petitions of G. A. Seavey and 80 others, 
of Charles Long and 7 others, and of E. S. Dunn and 90 others, citi- 
zens of Minnesota, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Henry Young and 40 others, and of A. H. 
Harvey and 40 others, citizens of Minnesota, for the of the 
Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military ‘Affaire. 

Also, the petition of Robert Taylor and others, for the increase of 
85 ponon of Thomas Graham—to the Committee on Revolutionary 

ensions. 

Also, the petition of O. G. Wall, of Minnesota, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on peua apee the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. F. : The petition of John D. Bridge, publisher of the 
Colebrook (New Hampshire) Weekly News, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Five petitions of citizens of Hardin, Wyandot, 
and Morrow Counties, Ohio, for legislation against transportation 
monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, five petitions of citizens of Hardin, Wyandot, and Morrow 
Counties, Ohio, for legislation protecting users of patents—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of soldiers of Fulton County, Penn- 
sylvania, to make the Wie of soldiers during the war of coin value 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petitions of William Atkins and 62 oth- 
ers, citizens of Thompson, and of Hiram Rice and 71 others, citizens 
of Ashtabula, Ohio, for the enactment of laws protecting innocent 
infringers of patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, memorial of the members of the religious society of Friends, 
of Salem, Ohio, for the enactment of a 1 option law in re to 
the sale of liquors—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 0. 

Also, the petitions of F. M. Leonard and 100 others, citizens of 
ones m; of Hiram Rice and 14 others, citizens of Ashtabula, and 
of C. 


Stone and 65 others, citizens of Ashtabula, Ohio, for the 
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enactment of laws protecting the public against railroad monopolies— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of E. W. Clarke, of the Painesville Advertiser, 
and of J. F. Schofield, of the Painesville l Ohio, that mate- 
rials used in making paper be placed on the ist, and for a reduc- 
ton of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By GEDDES: The petition of Estill & Newton, publishers of 
the Holmes County Farmer, and others, of Holmes County, Ohio, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of Jane Milligan, for pay for services 
rendered by her father, Bernard O'Neill, as bearer of dispatches from 
the State Department at Washington, District of Columbia, to Paris, 
France, in 1842—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of Charles F. Felker and 18 others, 
citizens of New Hampshire, for legislation regulating interstate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A paper relating to the pension claim of French 
Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petitions of S. Greenleaf & Son, Savanna 
Times, Savanna; of Charles Bent, Whiteside Sentinel, Morrison; of 
T. O. Johnson, Ogle County Reporter, Oregon; of J. W. Clinton, 
Ogle County Press, Palo; of P. Hurless, Christian Radical and Olive 
Branch, Palo; and of Maria Witt, Volksfreund, Galena, Illinois, 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: The petitions of J. W. Fornof, publisher of Free 
Press, Streator, and of Ferry Simmonds, publisher of Plaindealer, 
Marseilles, et of similar import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. HENDERSON: The petitions of Henry W. Young, pub- 
lisher of the Journal, Galva; of E. W. Faxon & Co., publishers of 
the Journal, Amboy ; and R. R. Ad publisher of the News, Am- 
boy; and of C. Winter, publisher of the Neue Volks Zeitung, Rock 
Island, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HILL: The petitions of Lewis & Griffin, of Fulton County; 
of A. P. J. Snyder and others, citizens of Mercer County, and of 8. 
Gilles and others, citizens of Bryan County, Ohio, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of J. H. Beadie, editor and 
proprietor of the Tribune, of Rockville, Indiana, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Mitchell, Lawrence County, Indi- 
ana, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to make the manu- 
facturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
big eres congue ase on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Mitchell, Indiana, for the passage 
of the bill regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Papers relating to the claim of James M. Hinton 
for pay for board of certain colored men employed on fortifications 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of J. M. Wilkinson and 42 othe 
for the passage of an act appropriating sixteen sections per mile o 
United States land to aid in the construction of a railway from Sault 
Ste. Marie to a point on the Marquette and Mackinaw Railroad—to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the common council of the city of Detroit, Mich- 
igan, asking that of pensions be granted to pensioners of 

e Mexican war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a communication from the Michigan board of corrections and 
charities, relative to the importation of foreign panpers—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of Robert McLelland and 31 others, citizens of 
Grand Traverse County; of Lewis Reinoldt and 50 others, citizens of 
Newaygo County, and of Abram Terwilliger and 55 others, citizens 
of Newaygo County, Michigan, for the passage of a law regulating 
interstate commerece—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of Robert McLelland and 31 others, citizens of 
Grand Traverse County; of Lewis Reinoldt and 51 others and of 
Abram Terwilliger and 56 others, citizens of Newaygo County, Michi- 
gan, for an amendment to the patent laws so as to protect innocent 
users of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of W. S. Stevens, publisher Hesperian, Hespe- 
ria; of Darr & Sawyer, publishers of the Mason County Record, Lud- 
ington, and of A. P. Swineford, publisher of the Mining Journal 
Marquette, Michigan, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
to the Committe of Ways and Means. 

Dy Mr. HUMPHREY: The petitions of G. O. Jones, editor Augusta 
Eagle; of J. A. and Ella Wells, editors Tomah Journal, and of W. H. 
Huntington, editor Pepin County Courier, Wisconsin, of similar im- 
port to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Wisconsin, relating to a 
soldiers’ reunion in that State, and asking that tents, & e., be loaned 
by the Quartermaster’s Department for use at said reunion—to the 
Committee on Military i 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, asking for the con- 
struction of a light-house at the mouth of Sturgeon Bay—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerre 


Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin, against the passage of a bill for the construction of a bridge 
over Detroit River—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin, asking for the regulation of interstate commerce—to the same 
committee, 

Also, the petition of J. B. Meehan and others, of El Paso, Pierce 
County, Wisconsin, for legislation relative to interstate commerce— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles P. Odell and others, of Buffalo County, 
Wisconsin, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, to complete the 
breakwater in the harbor of refuge in Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petitions of Ira Belville and 30 others, citi- 
zens of Union County, and of George Antrim and 410 others, citizens 
of Logan County, Ohio, for legislation making the manufacturer or 
vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringements—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of M. 8. Thompson and 310 others, citizens of 
Union County, and of Joel Eaton and 500 others, citizens of 
County, Ohio, for legislation to prevent fluctuations in freights, and 
unjust discrimination in transportation charges—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Smith & Ferguson, of the Richwood (Ohio) 
Gazette, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of the Charleston (West yugura 
bar and others, for an increase of salary of the judge of the Uni 
38 district court for West Virginia to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

Also, the petition of citizens of West Virginia, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petitions of R.H. Storrs and F. E. and 
W. W. Rice, of Hudson; of A. T. Williams, of New Hamburgh; of J. 
W. and G. A. Lockwood, of Philmount; of J. S. Bowman, of Pine 
Plains; of P. B. Van Wyck, of Valatie, and of John L. Shroder, of 
Wappinger’s Falls, New York, for the re of the stamp-tax on per- 
2 cosmetics, and medicines—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

Also, the petition of William Bryan, publisher, of Hudson, New 
York, for the abolition of the duty on printing-type—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of William Bryan, publisher, of Hudson, New 
York, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LADD: The petitions of M. F. Harding, publisher, of Dex- 
ter, and of W. H. Waldron & Co., publishers, of Lewiston, Maine, 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Mr. LAPHAM: The petitions of 88 of Phelps, Geneva, 
Dansville, and Springwater, New York, ef similar import—to the 
same committee. 

Also, eleven petitions of druggists and others of New York, for the 
repeal of the proprietary-stamp tax on medicines and perfumery—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. W. Neighbors and 71 others, of New York, 
for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, for the amendment of 

the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
„the petition of Charles Parshall, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of James M. Wescott and over 200 others, for the 

assage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

Also, the petitions of publishers of Phelps and pnan ney York, 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for 
a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Four portons of citizens of Montana against 
the peop change in the d laws as to lands west of the one 
hun th meridian—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN: The petition of Jacob W. Heav- 
ner, for pay as an officer in the military service of the United States— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of J. V. Williams and 15 others, for a change in 
the revenue laws relating to the manufacture of brandy—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of C. H. Vandever and others, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of Sloan & Rawley, of similar im- 


port—to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of druggists of Burlington, Iowa, for the repeal 
of the stamp-tax law—to ittee. 
By Mr. McGOWAN: The 
porter, Coldwater, and of 


6 same commit 
titions of S. H. Egabroad, editor Re- 
„ M. Potter, editor of The Hawk. Ver- 
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montville, Michigan, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of Richard H. Fouts, late regi- 
mental quartermaster Thirty-second Regimeut Ohio Volunteers and 
assistant commissary of subsistence, to be relieved from accounting 
for certain stores—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of A. G. Beer and 60 others, late soldiers of the 
Union army, of Ashland County, Ohio, againn the passage of Senate 
bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of Charles B. Webb, publisher Journal, and of 
Warren Peirce, publisher Commercial Printer, Garrettsville ; of James 
V. McElheine, publisher Journal, Doylestown ; of Darwin Weaver, 
printer, Minerva, and of J. C. Stubbs & Brother, publishers Times, 
Ashland, Ohio, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McMAHON: The petition of Lawrence Kernan, Thomas 
Carroll, and William H. Reynolds, inmates of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, for the immediate p of the joint 
resolution appointing General McClellan, General Palmer, General 
Donohue, and Major Fulton managers of the National Home—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLS: Two petitions of citizens of McLennan and Falls 
Counties, Texas, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Montgomery County, Texas, for 

islation against discriminations in freight charges—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MONROE: A paper relating to the pension claim of Clark 
Eldred, a soldier of the war of 1812—to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, 

Also, the petitions of John A. Clarke, publisher of the Enterprise, 
Wadsworth; of J. W. Houghton, publisher of the Enterprise, Well- 
ington, and of Werner & Nelson, publishers Germania, Tribune, and 
Sunday Gazette, Akron, Ohio, that materials used in making paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. MULLER: The petition of Mary P. Horner, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of A. Barleon, publisher of the Vinton 
Record, McArthur, Ohio, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
pa to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Mr. NEW: The petitions of E. E. Rettig, Seymour Democrat; 
of W. J. Baird, publishers Vevay Reveille; of J. M. Williams & Co., 
publishers La Fayette Sunday Times, and of Irvin Armstrong, Ve- 
vay Democrat, Indiana, of similar import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of H. M. Converse, of Easthamp- 
ton, Massachusetts, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of H. M. Converse, editor Easthampton Enter- 
prise, and of Henry S. Gere, of Northampton, Massachusetts, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William H. Boynton, for bounty—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William P. Kimball and others, citizens of 
Hampshire iaae Massachusetts, for a law regulating transporta- 
tion on railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNOR: A communication from Frederick J. Smith 
civil engineer, Charleston, South Carolina, relative to the openly of 
aship-canal across Charleston Neck, connecting the waters of the Ash- 
ley and Cooper Rivers, which empty into Charleston Harbor, accompa- 
nied with argas of bill—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 
Buy Mr. ORTH: The petition of W. T. McNeil, of Oxford, Indian 

that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, an 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of Clayton L. Hill, for the reduction 
of the duty on 5 the same committee. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petitions of Henry B. Platt and other sol- 
diers, of New Haven, and of Joseph A. Gardner and 30 other soldiers, 
of Colchester, Connecticut, for the passage of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petitions of R. W. Davis and 11 others, 
ex-soldiers, citizens of Renville County, and of Lord N. Rowe and 21 
other ex-soldiers, citizens of Redwood County, Minnesota, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. POUND: The petitions of J. H. and Ed. T. Wheelock, of 
Medford ; of J. N. Brundege, Paul Fontain, J. E. , and H. B. 
Philleo, of Grand Rapids; and of Hoffman & Cunningham, of Chip- 
pewa Falls, Wisconsin, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: The petitions of the Clinton Courier, of the 
Utica Mirror, and of the Camden Journal, New York, for the repeal 
of the duty on 1 the same committee. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petitions of T. E. Booth, of Anamasa; of pub- 
lishers of Davenport, and of W. O. Evans, of Bellevue, lowa, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduc- 
tion of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee, 


_ By Mr. REED: The petitions of H. W. Richardson, Daily Adver- 
tiser, Portland, and of the Portland 5 Company, proprietors. 
of the Portland Press and Maine State Press, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: The petition of 810 citizens of Kansas 
for the right of way for a railroad through the Indian Territory, an 
for the passage of House bill No. 3032—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kansas, for an appropriation for 
the improvement of Arkansas River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Greenwood, Woodson, and Shaw- 
nee Counties, Kansas, for legislation to prevent fluctuations in freights 
and unjust discriminations of transportation companies—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Greenwood and Shawnee Counties, 
Kansas, for such amendment of the patent laws as will protect the 
innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Sedgwick County, Kansas, that a 

nsion be granted H. H. Henderson—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, the petition of honorably discharged soldiers of Lyon County, 
Kansas, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, four petitions of honorably discharged soldiers of the late war, 
of Kansas, for the equalization of bounties—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Papers relating to the Indian depredation claim 
of Timothy McCormick—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of the Lumber- 
men’s Association, of Quincy, Illinois, relating to the improvement 
of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Hiram Smith and others, of Pike County, Illi- 
nois, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of soldiers of Nakomis and Irving, 
Montgomery County, Illinois, for the passage of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the same committee. 

_By Mr. STEPHENS: The petition of W. H. Barrett and other drug- 
gists, of Au Georgia, for the repeal of the stamp-tax on certain 
rugs—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENSON : The petition of Dr. C. Wakefield, of Illinois, 
of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petitions of L. Mulder, of Holland; of C. P. 
Nearpass, of Whitehall, publishers; of the publishers of the Lake- 
shore Commercial, and of A. B. Turner, and other publishers, of Grand 
Rapids, Michigan, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of George W. Loomis and 73 other citizens, of 
William Delon and 61 other citizens, of Andrew J. Provin and 26 
other citizens, of C. C. Hinman and 62 others, citizens of Kent County; 
of Henry Shultes and 58 others, citizens of Allegan County; of F. A. 
Bail and 21 others, citizens of Muskegan 8 of Niram Eldredge 
and 29 other citizens, of D. O. Cheney and 57 other citizens, of James 
McClaren and 28 other citizens, of G. V. Snyder and 48 others, citi- 
zens of Ionia County, Michigan, for the enactment of laws to protect 
the people from the oppressions of transportation monopolies—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of William Bonner and 22 others, citizens of 
Muskegan County; of Robert B. Bonner and 70 others, citizens of 
Kent and Muskegan Counties; of G. V. Snyder and 42 others, citizens 
of Ionia County ; of Robert Carlyle and 32 others, of Kent County; 
of C. C. Hinman and 61 others, citizens of Kent County; of R. G. 
Smith and 54 others, citizens of Allegan County; of Solomon Whit- 
ney and 56 others, citizens of Kent County; of Joseph McClaren and 
30 others, citizens of Ionia County ; of Niram El e and 31 others, 
citizens of Ionia County, Michigan, for an amendment to the patent 
laws so as to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The 8 of A. L. Babb and 
30 others, ex-soldiers, for the equalization of pay—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. G. Sehorn and others, editors and publish- 
ers, of owe, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 


free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of S. Brainard’s Sons 


and others, publishers, of Cleveland, 
same committee. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF : The petition of George McCelland, edi- 
tor ee (Ohio) Enterprise, of similar import to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: Two petitions of honorably 3 sol- 
diers residing in Nebraska, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, 
known as the sixty-surgeon bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of J. W. Fellows and 26 others, of 
Athens County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Susan Phenuster, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of J. W. Fellows and 30 others, citizens of Athens. 


hio, of similar import—to the 
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County, Ohio, late Union soldiers, for the equalization of bounties— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John Henderson and others, for legislation to 
protect innocent users of patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of John Henderson and 45 others, citizens of 
Athens County, and of Thomas Williams and 28 others, of Morgan 
County, Ohio, for the regulation of interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of H. C. Murrell & Co. and other 
merchants, of Louisville, Kentucky, for legislation to prevent the 
interstate traffic in adulterated food—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

Also, the petition of Thomas H. Merritt and 64 other soldiers, of 
Louisville, Kentucky, for the passage of the bill equalizing boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. i 7 

Also, the petition of vig M. Jones and 64 other soldiers, of Louis- 
vill Kentucky, against the passage of Bentley's sixty-surgeon pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of C. L. Easom and 20 other soldiers, of Jefferson 
County, Kentucky, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John P. Morton, general N e and pub- 
lisher of the American Practitioner and Medical News, Louisville, 
Kentucky ; of W. L. Halsey and other editors and owners of news- 
papers, of Louisville, Kentucky; of L. H. Bell, editor and publisher 
of the Catholic Advocate, and of J. Denkelspeil and J. H. Gardner, 
editors and publishers of the Argus, Louisville, Kentucky, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 


and Means. 
Mr. WILLITS: The petitions of D. A. Stephens, of the Method- 
Adrian, Michigan, and of John N. Bailey, 


M 
Bro 
ist Protestant cay o 
r, Michigan, of similar import—to the same 


of the Argus, of Ann Ar 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of William H. Osborne and 44 others, citizens of 
Lenawee County; of L. D. Bradley and 22 others, citizens of Hillsdale 
County, and of A.B. Slocum and 42 others, citizens of Hillsdale County, 
Michigan, for legislation for relief against transportation monopo- 
lies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of W. H. Osborne and 44 others, citizens of Len- 
awee County; of L. D. Bradley and 22 others, citizens of Hillsdale 
County, and of A. B. Slocum and 42 others, citizensof Hillsdale County, 
Michigan, for legislation for the relief of innocent users and pur- 
chasers of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Michael Reilly and others, mer- 
chants of Wheeling, West Virginia, for the enactment of a penal 
statute to punish the use of poisonous substances in coloring coffee 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of B. Rhodes, publisher 
of Rhodes’s Journal of Banking, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petitions of publishers of Salem, 
Hoosick Falls, and Cambridge, New York, of similar import—to the 
same committee, 

Also, the petition of H. D. Morris, of the Salem (New York) bee 
that materials used in making Sy td be placed on the free list, an 
for areduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee, 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 24, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers inclosing a copy of a report from Major William E. Merrill, 
Corps of Engineers, upon a survey and examination of the Allegheny 
River from French Creek to Olean, made in, compliance with the 
river and harbor act of March 3, 1879; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 
19th instant, a copy of Executive Document No. 47, Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, second session, being a report submitted by him, under date of 
January 14 ultimo, in compliance with the law referred to in the 
resolution of the Senate; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. VEST. I present a petition of James Charley, David Geboe, 
Me-tah-con-sa-quah, and others, chiefs, headmen, and heads of fami- 
5 the co sf yr bane and Miami — 8 Indians of the 

paw agency, i ‘erri rayin t such legislation ma; 
be had by Congress as will abolish the —— in common by whic 
= lands are now held, and giving them title to said lands in sev- 


ity. 
Mr. President, I haye been requested by a delegation of the united 


Peoria and Miami tribes of Indians, now in this city, to present this 
petition and ask for it the attention of the Senate. ese tribes own 
fifty thousand three hundred and one acres of land lying immediately 


south of Cherokee County, Kansas, and they ask that the tenure in 
common by which they now hold these lands may be changed to a 
tenure in severalty, and they be itted to sell the surplus of land 
allotted to each member of the tribes over and above a homestead of 
one 8 and sixty acres for such price as the owners may be able 
to obtain. 

Mr. President, there has been so much misrepresentation in regard 
to the Indian Territory and the pro legislation with reference 
to it that I shall not attempt at this time to even make allusion to 
the many misstatements upon this ge by ignorant or interested 

arties. This petition is but one proof ont of many that at an early 
te the condition of that Territory must receive the consideration 
of Con It has been repeatedly stated by the public press that 
the Indians themselves were satisfied with the present status of the 
Territory, and that the only agitation came from outside lobbies in 
the interest of railroads and land-jobbers, But two days Inoticed 
in the Chicago Inter-Ocean the statement that Jay Gould alarge 
lobby in this city to secure the passage of a bill establishing a United 
States court in the Indian Territory. 

This statement is absolutely false, without the slightest foundation. 
There has been no lobby, not even a single lobbyist here in the inter- 
est of that bill. The only lobby present in Washington for the pur- 
pose of influencing legislation in to the Indian Territory, 
within my knowledge, has been the so-called delegation from the In- 
dian Territory, who at each recurring session of Con punctually 
attend, and patriotically receive therefor some 3 or thirty 
thousand do of the money paid to the Indian nations by the 
Government. It has been the custom to declare that the Indian tribes 
desired no interference with their land tenure, and I present to-day 
this memorial signed by all the chiefs, headmen, and heads of fami- 
lies of the Peorias and Miamis, to show what reliance can be placed 
upon these statements. I am informed that five other tribes at the 
ar pa agency pro sending delegations to Washington for a 
similar purpose, and I am glad to believe, that notwithstanding the 
A REET attempts of designing men to deceive and mislead them, 
the Indians are rapidly izing the truth that forty-one millions 
of acres of the best land upon this continent cannot remain a blank 
upon the map of civilization, a Botany Bay, and, for all practical 
prepone, adesert. They are realizing the fact that they must provide 

omes for their wives and little ones, and that is the object of the 
memorial, 

Mr. President, it seems to me the man is a lunatic who does not see 
that the Indian Territory cannot remain in its present condition. At 
the extra session the President issued his proclamation inst an 
invasion of that territory by persons unauthorized to settle there; 
and but a few days since he was impelled by a sense of duty to repeat 
it. The Army is to-day required to enforce these proclamations, and 
each recurring spring the force must be inc Sir, I advocate 
and defend no lawless invasion, no di of treaty stipulations, 
but I simply declare what I believe when I say that this can have 
but one termination. The history of the acquisition of all our terri- 
tory from E deon Rock tothe Rio Grande teaches the lesson that with 
men, as with other animals, the t rule prevails of the “ survival 
of the fittest,” and under this rule fate decrees that the white races 
must the continent. 

Mr. President, I shall indulge in no sentimentality, but I declare 
myself a friend of the Indian and anxious for his welfare. Believing 
that he mU PALA to the inevitable, and that the Indian conntry 
must be opened to civilization, I am anxious to enact such laws as 
will honestly and equitably, without violating any treaty, remove 
this constant irritation from the borders of Missouri and at the same 
time do complete justice to the Indian tribes. I believe that the Com- 
mittee on Territories have perfected a bill which will effect this pur- 


pose. 
In the mean time I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. VEST presented the memorial of the Board of Trade of the city 
of Saint Joseph, Missouri, ay Paar’ an appropriation to construct a 
dredge-boat invented by F. M. Mahan, of Missouri; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River 
and its Tributaries, 

He also presented the memorial of Chauncey Ives, chief engineer 
of the Missouri Central Railroad Company, bee. one hundred 
and fifty miles of railroad, remonstrating against a reduction of the 
duty on steel rails from $23 to $10 a ton, as proposed in House bill 
No. 3234; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions from more than five thousand citizens 
of Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas, and Texas, praying for such legisla- 
tion by Congress as may be n to open the Indian Territory 
to settlement upon terms just to the Indian tribes and honorable to 
the Government; which was referred to the Committee on Territo- 


ries. 
Mr. FERRY presented the memorial of Ferdinand F. Waite and 23 
others, discharged Union soldiers of the State of Michigan, remon- 
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strating against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, otherwise known 
as the sixty-surgeons bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of Amos Paul, agent of the 
Swanscot Machine Company, and others, citizens of Newmarket, Rock- 
ingham County, New Hampshire, and the petition of George E. 

ifield and others, citizens of Newmarket, Rockingham County, New 
Hampshire, praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Exeter River in that State; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John M. Hill and others, citizens 
of New Hampshire; the petition of W. P. Fiske and others, citizens 
of New Hampshire; the petition of John H. George and others, citi- 
zens of New Hampshire; the petition of Hubert F. Norris and others 
citizens of New Hampshire; the petition of Mason W. Tappan and 
others, citizens of New Hampshire, and the petition of E. D. Rand 
and others, citizens of New an ire, praying for the removal of 
the United States circuit and district courts from Exeter to Concord, 
in that State; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of J. M. Bennett and others. 
citizens of New York, soldiers and sailors, and widows of soldiers and 
sailors of the late war, praying for the equalization of bounties, and 
that the same be granted at the rate of $100 per year for the time 
served, less the Government bounty already paid ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of H. P. Witherstine & Co., publish- 
ers of the Herkimer Democrat, Herkimer, New York, praying for the 
passage of a bill placing wood and straw pulp, soda-ash, and other 
chemicals used in the manufacture of r on the free list, and to 
reduce the duty on printing-paper or books, &c.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented the petition of William F. Graham, pub- 
lisher of the Meriden (Connecticut) Daily and Weekly Republican, 
praying for a reduction of the daty on printing-paper; which was 
ie sho to the Committee on Finance, à 

He also pesene the petition of Joseph C. Wiley and 50 others, 
citizens of Litchfield County, Connecticut, who were soldiers and 
sailors in the late war, praying for the passage of a bill for the equal- 
ization of bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of Roe Stephens, publisher 
of the bap ary newspaper, of Detroit, Michigan, praying for a re- 

. duction of the duty on printing-paper, &c.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER 8 the petition of James A. Edwards, W. K. 
Edwards, and 108 others, citizens residing in the valley of the Savan- 
nah River, praying for an appropriation to improve the navigation 
of that river; which was volte’ to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of William M. Thomas, of Charles- 
ton, South — praying for opnara for losses 1 it to 
have been sustain 7 im by the sale of his factory by the United 
States Government under the provisions of the cotton-tax law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a letter from Hon. George S. Bryan, judge of the 
United States district court for the district of South Carolina, ad- 
dressed to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
the importance and necessity of a United States court-house in the 
city of Greenville, South Carolina; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. JONAS. I present a joint resolution of the islature of the 
State of Louisiana in favor of an appropriation for the opening and 

the Red River. I ask that 


dredging of the channel of the mouth 
it be read. : 
The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, as follows: 

Joint resolution requesting our Senators and tatives in Congress to secure 
the passage e Congress of the United States of a bill appropriating a suffi- 
e e DONT DE en ee of the of the mouth of 
Red River. 


Whereas the mouth of the Red River is, at certain times, in such condition that 
af emacheig my Yeo Pe e A pee cdrom yA 

Whereas it eee secure a channel of a certain depth for 
the commercial interest of the State of Louisiana: 

SECTION 1. Be it resolved by the Louisiana, That 
our Senators and Represen tp pgp requested to use 
their best efforts toward securin FT appropriation 


SEC. , tte That a copy of this resolution be forwarded 
by the governor of the State of Louisiana, under the seal of the State, to our Sen- 
ators and resentatives in Congress. 
Mabie ‘af the Hoes wf ea lalina 
‘couse x 
8 8. MCENERY 


Lieutenant · Governor and Pesident of the Senate. 
Approved February 14, 1880. 
= LOUIS A. WILT: 
Governor of the State of 
A true copy. 


[SEAL] WILL A. STRONG, Secretary of State. 


Mr. SLATER presented a petition of Simpson Brothers and others, 
citizens of the customs district of Southern O , praying that the 
same may be created an inspection district, and also praying for the 


appointment of an inspector of hulls and boilers to reside at Coos Bay ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the memorial of J.C. Rummel and othe 
citizens of Kansas and soldiers of the late war, and the memorial o: 
Perry N. Tuttle and others, citizens of Kansas and soldiers of the late 


war, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, com- 
monly known as the sixty-surgeons bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Amos Chapman, resident at Camp 
Supply, Indian Territory, praying that a pension may be granted him 
for distinguished service performed during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of James R. Bennett and 
others, citizens of Indiana and soldiers in the late war, praying for 
the passage of a law for the equalization of bounties; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Lewis Cooper and others, citizens 
of Patoka, Gibson County, Indiana, and soldiers in the late war, pray- 
ing that they may be paid the difference between the value of green- 
backs and gold at the time they were paid during the war; which 
was refe to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of W. W. Davis and 153 others, 
citizens of Cecil County, Maryland, praying for an appropriation to 
deepen the channel of the Northeast River, in Cecil County, in that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME. I present joint resolutions of the General Assembly 
of Maryland, in favor of the removal of obstructions in the harbor at 
Annapolis, in that State. I ask that they be read. 

The joint resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as follows: 

Joint resolutions of the General Assembly of land relative to the remoyal of 
the obstructions to the harbor of Annapolis. 

Whereas the Government of the United States of America has 8 large 
sums of money in erecting buildings and enlarging tho grounds of the United 
States Naval Academy at Annapolis and in p ng ground and erecting 

for experimental purposes connected with the Navy at Fort Madison ; 


That our Senators and Rep- 


uested and to use 
an ap cassis Sane ret 
by cutting away said bars. 

the governor be requested to transmit to each of 


F in Con f the foregoin bl 

0 ves a copy of the fo; reamble 

and resolutions, that they E 893 
tes. 


fore. 
Be it resolved by the General Assembly of 2 
Congress be, and they are hereby, 
proper means in their power to induce Congress to 
the entrance to the harbor of Annapolis 
That his excell 


atives of the United Sta 
MAN STUMP, Jr, 
MoCULLOUGH, 
Speaker of the House of 


Mr, ALLISON. I present a memorial of the General Assembly of 
the State of Iowa, relating to what is known as the Des Moines River 
grant. The Vice-President presented a similar memorial, which was 
read at length a few days since. I move that the memorial be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

to 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also present a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iowa, in relation to interstate commerce, 
which I ask be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as follows: 


Joint resolution in relation to interstate commerce. 


Resolved by the General A of Iowa, That our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to use all their influence to secure 
the enactment by Congress of a law that will te a system of controlling 
railroad just discriminati 


and excessive transportai ji 

2. Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to furnish a copy of this 
resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congreas. 

Approved February 16, 1880. 

Mr. GORDON. I 8 the petition of Generals Winfield S. Han- 
cock, H. G. Wright, H. W. Slocum, and a large number of other offi- 
cers, praying that certain data regarding the battle of Gettysburgh 
be collected and published. Accompanying this petition are a 
number of similar petitions from various officers of the Union Army, 
as well as those of the late confederate army, on the same subject. I 
move that these petitions be referred to the Committee on Military 


The motion was to. 

Mr. GORDON presented additional papers to accompany the bill (S. 
No. 1134) to repay to the State of Georgia $27,175.50, money advanced 
by said State for the defense of her frontier against the Indians and 
= heretofore repaid; which were referred to the Committee on 

Mr. WALLACE. I present a resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, in favor of the of an electoral law. As the res- 
olution is brief, I ask that it may be read and referred to the select 


committee having that subject in charge. 
The resolution was read, and 8 


to the Select Committee to 
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take into consideration the state of the law ectin 

ing and declaration of the result of the Elections o: 

Vice-President of the United States, as follows: 
PHILADELPHIA, February 18, 1880. 


the ascertain- 
President and 


At ee ex the same nse Board of Trade held on — Leow 155 
lowing resolution was su and, upon motion, was unanim y approv: 
5 


That the business interests of the coun imperatively demand the 


immediate consideration and action of 88 in an electoral law provid- 
ing for a prompt settlement of any disputed election of a dent of the United 
tates. 


It was further resolved that copies of the above resolution be transmitted to 


Senf which is respectfully submitted 
* se i JOHN WELSH, President. 
GEO. L. BUZBY, Secretary. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a petition of J. F. 
Boyer and 98 others, citizens of Middletown, Dauphin County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying the p of a bill to equalize the pay of the sol- 
diers and sailors who served in the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of John L. Good and 39 others, citi- 
zens of Middletown, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania, praying the pas- 

of what is known as the SR OSR bounty bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of James I. Bennett, president of 
the Pittsburgh and Lake Erie Railroad Company, representing sev- 
enty-one miles of railroad, and the memorial of Thomas B. Kennedy, 

resident of the Cumberland Valley Railroad Company, and George 

3 e 1 of the Mont Alto Railroad, representing 
one hun and forty-three miles of railroad, remonstrating against 
a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton, as proposed 
in House bill No. 3234; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the memorial of T. B. Blackstone, president 
of the Chicago and Alton Railroad Company, representing six hundred 
and seventy-eight miles of railroad; the memorial of F. W. Kinder- 
koper, president of the Chicago and Eastern Illinois Railroad Com- 
pany, representing one hundred and fifty-two miles of railroad, and 
the memorial of J. B. Brown, president of the Chicago and Western 
Indiana Railroad Company, remonstrating against a reduction of the 
duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton, as proposed in House bill 
No. 3234; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented poy ents of John Cox, of Montgomery Coumt; 
Ohio, late nt of pany H, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteers. 1 We to be placed on the invalid pension roll; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Charles M. Cadwallader and 
others, citizens of McDonough County, Illinois, praying for the pas- 

e of a special act granting a pension to the minor children of Bes- 
ond Lieutenant James Depoy, late of Company A, Fifty-fourth Ohio 
Infantry; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John T. Cummins and others, cit- 
izens of Rose Hill, Jasper County, Illinois, and soldiers in the late 
war, praying for the passage of a law for the equalization of bounties; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of James H. Williams and others, 
citizens of Illinois and soldiers in the late war, praying for the pas- 
sage of a law for the 1 of bounties; which was referred 
to the Committee on Mi Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Robert Duncan and others, citi- 
zens of Illinois and soldiers in the late war, praying for the 
of a Jaw for the equalization of bounties; which was eee . 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN. I also present resolutions in the nature of a memo- 
rial from the Board of de of the city of Chicago, in favor of an 
appropriation for the completion of the improvements of Saint Mary’s 
River. I ask that the resolutions be printed in the RECORD without 
being read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee on Commerce; and 
are as follows: 

Whereasitis ted to this board that the depth of water in the Sain 
— a 1 5 age 2 — the larger class of vesae Is now 3 ain the 

ow Su or, there causin; great unnecessary 
28 the rapidly juerenaing — AÀ of this portion of the Treat lakes; 
an 

3 7 eee N. Nera 1 5 early completion — Fok improve- 
ments now in progress e y’s Ship-Canal, w 
deepening of the river, will enable the — class of lake vessels to — the 


Lake Superior trade; and 

‘Whereas the deepening of the channel at the Lime Kiln Crossing in the Detroit 
River, as contemplated by the Engineer Department of the Government, is of great 
= pressing importance to the vast commerce of the lakes passing that point: 

0 

Be it resolved, That in view of b Congress 
of the United States is Seo ees make prompt and adequate appro- 
n. 


priations for their early comple’ 
Resolved, That the president of this board be requested to appoint a committee 
to proceed to Washi n and press upon the PINTO e of 


the urgent necessity for such action at the present session in respect to the 
improvements as will insure their early completion. 
rdance with the authority contorted | by the last of the above resolutions, 
tof FFC 
si om the records of the board. Se eile = 3 : 
Curcaco, February 2, 1880. A * 
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‘| not aware of any citizens in the State of Illinois being 


Mr. LOGAN 8 the petition of Solomon M. King and others, 


citizens of the State of Illinois, and soldiers who served in the Union 
Army in the late war, 555 ing for the passage of a bill for the equal- 
ization of bounties ; which was referred to the Committee on i- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of L. H. Brock and others, citizens 
of Illinois, and soldiers who served in the Union Army in the late 
war, praying Congress not to pass the bill (S. No. 496) for the exam- 
ination and adjudication of pension claims; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of L. B. Dougherty and others, citi- 
zens and ex-soldiers of Mercer County, Illinois, praying the ere 
of the bill known as the Weaver bill, paying the soldiers the dif- 
ference between gold and greenbacks at the time of their receiving 
their pay during the war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of the New York National Guard 
Association, remonstrating against the passage of what is known as the 
national militia bill; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
itary Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Hon. Albert R. Hatch, General 
Gilman Marston, and others, attorneys and counselors of the courts 
of the United States in the district of New Hampshire, remonstrating 
against the removal of the place of holding the United States courts 
from Exeter to Concord, New Hampshire; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McPHERSON 5 the petition of Boyer & Kaufman, 
publishers of the Hudson County Journal, at Hoboken, New Jersey, 
praying for the abolition of the tariff duties upon printing type an 
paper which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

8 r. COCKRELL soar 2 petition a . of ee 
ounty, Missouri, praying for the of a law regulating inter- 
state commerce ; which — — referred to the Committee on ee 

Mr. COCKRELL. I also desire to Torens the petition of some 
five thousand citizens of Missouri, residing in forty-seven different 
counties, urging the importance of cane-growing in the United States 
for the manufacture of sugar and sirup, asking such legislation as 
will farnish 13 and e e to the same, and most 
earnestly and persistently urgin ngress not to enact any law 
granting a renewalor extension of patents now in use upon any arti- 
cle or machinery for the manufacture of sugar or sirup. They sa; 
such an extension or renewal would give control to a few to enri 
themselves at the sacrifice of an important industry of the country. 
I call the special attention of the Committee on Patents to this re- 
spectable pennon, and trust that they will act in accordance with its. 
request. I move its reference to the Committee on Patents. 

he motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There have been submitted to me by Mr. C. M. 
Carter, an attorney of this city, certain papers, evidence in the mat- 
ter of the bill (S. No. 714) for the relief of W. H. Barnhart. I desire 
to present them to the Senate that they may be referred properly to 
ee on Claims, and be before that committee by proper 
authority. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers will be so referred. 

Mr. FARLEY presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of California, remonstrating agains the proposed Franco- rican 
commercial treaty for the ction of American tariffs upon all 
French products, such as silk, woolen, iron, and glass manufactures, 
and wines and brandies; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 
He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
California, in favor of an appropriation by Congress of $30,000 for 


dredging and otherwise improving Humboldt Bay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of MeLennan and Falls 
Counties, Texas, praying such an amendment of the patent laws as 
will protect innocent users of patented articles from prosecution as 
ae rs; which was refe to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of McLennan and Falls Coun- 
ties, Texas, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations 
in freights and unjust discriminations in charges for transportation ; 
which was refe: to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented additional papersin reference to the claim 
of H. A. W. Tabor, late postmaster at Leadville, Colorado; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a letter from the Acting Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and also one from himself, relative to the right 
of J. H. Pinkerton to file for and enter public lands under the pe 
sopia laws; which were referred to the Committee on Publie 


ds. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented the petition of F. B. Mills, of Lin- 
coln, Illinois, publisher of the Lincoln Herald, and the petition of 
Aug. Saone and 5 others, publishers of German newspapers, of 
Chicago, ois, praying for the passage of a law A pisong wood and 
straw pulp, soda-ash, and other chemicals used in the manufacture of 
pa on the free list, and to reduce the duty on printing-paper used 

r books, &c.; which were referred to the Committee on ce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. A couple of weeks ago, in submitting some 
remarks on the Geneva award bill, I took occasion to sa; 3 

res 
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the subject; but I have received a petition which convinces me other- 
wise. I beg leave to present the petition of Francis H. Kales and 
39 others, citizens of Chicago; Illinois, praying Congress to pass some 
legislation which will give to all rightful c ts to the Alabama 
fund an opportunity to present their claims to some properly consti- 
tuted tribunal. Inasmuch as the bill is pending I move that the 
petition lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1031) for the relief of Edward T. Benton, 
submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 916) to authorize the United States to secure a title to certain 
military and timber reservations, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 81) to make the 
23d day of February, 1880, a legal holiday in the District of Colum- 
bia, reported adversely thereon ; and the joint resolution was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the select committee to investigate and report the 
best means of preventing the introduction and spread of epidemic 
diseases, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 11 ) to increase the 
efficiency of the National Board of Health, repo it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. PRYOR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 170) for the relief of Tolley and Eaton, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr, EA The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 29) providing for a treaty of 
reciprocity and commerce with the Republic of France, ask to be dis- 
cha m its further consideration, believing that the matter 
ought properly to be in the hands of another department of the Gov- 
ernment. We therefore recommend its indefinite postponement. 

The gps resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1125) to provide for buildin, 
a market-house on square 446 in the city of Washington, District o 
Columbia, submi an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 853) to pay members of 
certain military o izations therein named, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 


ned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same commit to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1087) for the relief of John F. Clancey, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 933) for the relief ef Edward S. Farrow, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was med indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
E No. 710) for the relief of Henry P. Seymour, William A. Frazer, 

van N. Sabin, and the heirs of Percy S. Leggett, late supernumer- 

second lieutenants of the Fifth Michigan Cavalry, submitted an 
avene report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
Dill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of M. W. Saxton, late first lieutenant Twenty-fourth United 
States Infantry, praying for his restoration to his rank in the Army, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
oe the committee were discharged from the further consideration of 

e petition. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the bill (S. No. 965) for the relief of D. T. Kirby; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1008) for the relief of William 
A. Winder, to submit an adverse report thereon, and to recommend 
the indefinite mement of the bill. 

The VICE- IDENT. The report will be printed, and the bill 
will be postponed indefinitely, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAI I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR subsequently said: There was a mistake in regard to 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 1008 by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, the committee not hearing me as was designed. I ask 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs for 
further consideration. 

8 So far as I am concerned, I have no objection to its 
recommittal in order that the Senator may be heard, if there is no ob- 
jection on the part of other members of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill will be recommitted. 


Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 597) for the relief of Rev. Erastus La- 
throp, of the State of Illinois, reported adversely thereon; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 698) for the relief of Richard Hawley & Sons, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Finance; which was agreed to. 

Mr, FERRY, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2649) to authorize the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency to issue $500 in new notes to the National Bank at Pontiac, 
Illinois, to replace a like amount which have never been signed, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1305) abolishing the military reservations 
of Fort Abercrombie, Fort Seward, and Fort Ransom, all in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, and authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
have the lands embraced therein surveyed and made subject to home- 
stead and pre-emption entry and sale, the same as other public lands, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3783) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Jerry Foley, reported it without amendment and submit- 
ted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOOTH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 191) to reduce the pee of public lands within 
railroad limits, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
rerred the bill (H. R. No. 2796) for the relief of George Eyster, reported 
it without amendment. 


COMMITTEE ON EXCISE REVENUE. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
report the following concurrent resolution : 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring.) That a joint 

consisting of two members of the Finance Committee of the Senate and 

the Ways and Means Committee of the House of resentatives, be appointed b 
the respective presiding officers, to take into consideration the all losses 0 
revenue ainar Baa the evasion of the stamp-tax on cigars and other articles sub- 
ject to excise duties, what remedy can be provided by law, and with power to 
recommend such measures as they may proper by bill or otherwise. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; it must go over. I am opposed to joint 
committees. I have no objection to the subject being considered by 
the Finance Committee or any committee of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution goes 
over. 

POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 


Mr. BUTLER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment, who were directed by resolution of the Senate of 
the 29th of May, 1879, to inquire into the alle violations of sec- 
tions 1754 and 1755 of the Revised Statutes, in tion to the appolni 
ment of wounded soldiers and sailors to civil offices, and into 
alleged violations of civil-service reform in the State of Rhode Island, 
to submit a report, accompanied by a bill. And I desire to give 
notice that the minority of the committee propose to present their 
views. I ask that leave for them. I move that the report be printed. 

The bill (S. No. 1366) to prohibit officers and employés of, and 
claimants against, or corporations created or aided by, the United 
States, or contractors under the United States, from contributing 
money for political purposes, was read twice by its title, and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

r. TELLER. The minority of the committee retain the right to 
submit their views. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have given notice to that effect. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not so understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The views of the minority will be re- 
ceived and printed when presented. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1351) granting a pension to Henry Thresher ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1352) for the relief of George G. Snyder; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, (by request,) asked, and by unan- 
imous consent obtained, leave to introduce a b sora No. 1353) for the 
relief of N. & G. Taylor Company; which was twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1354) for the relief of Cyrus 
K. Lord; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. AN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1355) for the relief of First Lieutenant Will- 
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iam H. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying pa referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1356) to provide for the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph line from the town of Fort Smith, on the line of 
the Indian Territory and the line of the State of Arkansas, to Ar- 
kansas City, on the line of said Indian Territory and the line of the 
State of Kansas, so as to secure to the General Government better 
postal facilities and a shorter line of travel for the general public ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


lroads. 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1357) for the relief of persons whose claims 
were not presented in time to the court of commissioners of Alabama 
claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1359) to authorize and enable the Eastern band 
of the Cherokee Indians to institute and prosecute a suit in the Court 
of Claims against the Cherokee Nation; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1360) granting a pension to Aaron Hatcher; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1361 ) grantin an increase of pension to Elisha F. 

rs; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
n apers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 

introduce a bill (S. No. 1362) creating the customs district of Southern 

n an inspection district, and povida for the appointment of 
an inspector of hulls and an inspector of boilers for the same; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 10) granting a pension to Eli Coopridee; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1364) for the relief of Edwin 
Mauck, of Crisfield, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1365) for the relief of Thomas P. 
Wollaston ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 84) to furnish a 
bronze statue of General Daniel Morgan to the Cowpens centennial 
committee of Spartanburgh, South Carolina; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CONSTANTINO BRUMIDI. 


Mr, VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a, bill (8. Neary to pay certain moneys to the heirs of 
Constantino Brumidi, de ; which was read the first time by its 
title. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Lask that the bill be read at length for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to pay to the heirs of Constantino Brumidi, deceased, the sum of $500, that etn 
the amount reserved from the last voucher paid him for painting in fresco the pic 
Sim at's Ea ns Perl e ee 

0 ; 
made out of the moneys a 8 act approved March 75 i679, entitled 
“An act making appro ions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and other purposes,” said appropriation 
engia the Leen ory, whem cag : “To pay C. B di for retouching blend- 
ing picture in on the canopy of the Dome of the Capitòl and for con- 
structing a scaffolding under said picture, $700.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the reason for the introduction 
of this bill grows out of the following facts: the Government made 
a contract with Mr. Brumidi for the painting, in fresco, on the canopy 
of the Dome of the Capitol. The 55 to enable the 
artist to do his work was furnished by the Government. When the 
painting was finished and the scaffoldi "Mein the Secretary of 
the Interior withheld the sum of 8500 of the contract-price as a guar- 
antee for any retouching which the work might need it dried out 
and became 1 seasoned to the air. This amount was held 
back, to be paid to Mr. Brumidi for such future attention on his part 
as the painting might be found to require. He was at all times in 
readiness to comply with the wishes of the Government on this sub- 

ect. No scaffolding, however, was ever replaced on which to work 
the canopy of the Dome, nor was he ever called on by the officials 
having this matter in charge to give his painting there any further 
attention. After waiting several years, Mr. Brumidi a letter 
on the subject to the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. DAWES, } as 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, askin 
to be allowed to retouch his work, if necessary, and to draw the bal- 
ance due him on his contract. This letter was referred by the Senator 


from Massachusetts to the Architect of the Capitol, who returned the 
following answer. I will ask the Secretary to read it. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ARCHITECT’s OFFICE, UNITED STATES CAPITOL, 
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1879. 

Sin: I have the honor to return herewith the letter of C. Brumidi, relative to his 
claim for $500, retained from his last payment for painting in fresco the picture 
on the canopy of the dome. 

The statement of Mr. Brumidi in relation to the retention of the $500 is correct. 
As itis desirable to have the picture finished, I respectfully recommend that an 
appropriation of $700 be made to pay the balance due him on the picture when 
finished and for the expense of constructing the necessary scaffolding for the pur- 
pose of such completion. 


Very respectfully, 
8 EDWARD CLARK, 
Architect United States Capitol. 
Hon. H. L. DAWES, 
Chairman Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, United States Senate. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Of course the $500 withheld by the Secretary 
of the Interior, as above stated, had been covered into the Treasury 
under the general law as an unexpended balance, and was no longer 
available. Hence the necessity for anew appropriation. In response 
to the recommendation of Mr. Clark the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and subsequently both branches of Con; made the follow- 
ing provision in the sundry civil act for the l year ending June 

2 

To pay C. Brumidi for retouching and blending the picture in fresco on the 
pel Aad Dome of the Capitol and for constructing a scaffolding under said 

The money thus . has been available nearly a year, yet 
no steps were taken by the proper authorities to enable Mr. Brumidi 
to ascend again into the canopy of the Dome of this Capitol, and none 
now ever will be. In the exact and legal fulfillment of a contract it 
is our duty to pay this sum of 3500 to his heirs, On this point I con- 
ceive there can be no difference of opinion. I haye ventured, how- 
ever, in the bill just introduced to ask Congress to apply the remain- 
ing $200 of the appropriation of March 3, 1879, to the payment of the 
funeral of the great artist who has just passed away. May 
I not be pardoned some brief mention of the wonderful genius, so 
long, so gently, and so beantifully associated with this Capitol? He 
di r, without penny enongh to bury his worn-out body, but how 
rich the inheritance he has left to the present and succeeding ages! 
During more than a quarter of a century he hovered along these walls 
from the basement to the Dome, leaving creations of imperishable 
beauty wherever his touch has been. Wherever he paused by a el 
or was seen suspended to a ceiling, there soon appeared the b iant 
conceptions of fertile and cultivated mind. o can form no cor- 
rect idea of the extent, the variety, and the perfection of his taste 
and skill as an artist without sometimes forgetting our pressing cares, 
and looking in detail over his field of labor. 

Almost every committee-room announces to the eye by historical 
or allegorical paintings in fresco the duties to which it is dedicated, 
Who ever passed tee the room of the Committee on Military 
Affairs without feeling that the very genius of heroism had left there 
its immortal inspirations? Who would mistake in after ages the use 
to which the room for the Committee on Naval Affairs been de- 
voted? The painter has told the whole story in a silent but in an 
8 La, Si Who would not know that he approached the 
room of the Committee on Patents when glancing up he beholds Rob- 
ert Fulton over the door, with his little steamboat in the distance 
plying in a small stream as it once did in Rock Creek between this 
city and Georgetown? As you seek the Committee on Indian 
you find Columbus, Las Casas, and the hapless Indian, recalling the 
whole history of the Indian race. Looking down from the ceiling of 
the Library Committee room are paintings denoting belles-lettres, 
painting and history, science and architecture. And so I might con- 
tinue through the whole range of ponio affairs, showing that to the 
unrivaled skill of the painter Mr. Brumidi added the resources of the 
historian and a full knowledge of the workings of our Government. 
See poetry of the artist, if I may so express it, had also its field of 
display. Toone who recalls the great forests of the West before they 
were ayer away, the birds and the specimens of American animals 
with which he has adorned a portion of this Capitol must be a source 
of unceasing enjoyment. The birds especially are all there, from the 
humming-bird at an 10 flower to the bald eagle with his fiery eye 
and angry feathers, I have been told that the artist loved these 
birds as a father loves his children and that he o lingered in their 
midst as if a strong tie bound him to them. Doubtless he heard, or 
seemed to hear, their woodland voices, He loved the beautiful objects 
and forms of this beautiful world and 

To him who in the love of Nature holds 

Communion with her visible forms, she speaks 

A various ; for his gayer hours 

She has a voice of gladness, and a smile 

And eloquence of beauty ; and she 

55 
a 

E 

Mr. Brumidi was engaged at the time of his death on what he re- 
garded as the greatest work of his life. He was unfolding with the 
magic of genius in the Dome of the Capitol the scroll of American 
history, from the landing of Columbus to the present day. He earn- 
estly 8 to live long enough to complete this vast conception. 


des 
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But he has left an empty chair, and his great design unfinished, as 
others have done and vil continue to do in other = Oe At no dis- 
tant day some memorial will be erected in some appropriate place in 
this Capitol to his memory. He who beantifies the pathway of life, 
who creates images of loveliness for the human eye to rest upon, is a 
benefactor of the human race. He will be crowned by the gratitude 
of his own and of succeeding generations. In the older countries of 
Europe, where the profession of art has a higher rank than here, Bru- 
midi would have had a public funeral, and his remains would have 
been deposited in ground set apart for persons of distinction. In 
England he would have had a place and a tabletin Westminster Ab- 
bey. It matters little, however, whether we or those who come after 
us do anything to perpetuate his memory. The walls of this Capitol 
will hold his fame fresh and ever increasing as long as they them- 
selves shall stand. 

The painter and the sculptor live in their works and achieve an 
immortality which belongs to no other class. When you and I, Mr. 
President, and all who hear me, have passed away and been forgot- 
ten; when these active times in which we now strive with each other 
are looked back to as a remote period of antiquity, and viewed 
through the mist and haze of perhaps a thousand years; when this 
Capitol, like the capitol of Rome, may have gone to decay and been cov- 
ered by the mold and dust of far-reaching centuries, the antiquarian 
will be found revealin ag to a wondering world the frescoed beauties 
of these walls, and with them the name of Constantino Brumidi. 

I move that the bill be printed and laid on the table, giving notice 
that I will call it up to-morrow for the action of the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I desire to express my hearty ap- 
proval of the measure pro by the Senator from Indi It is 
only justice—and that coldly measured—that we should now pay all 
we ever promised to one who can make no further demands upon 
but whose works will live to remind us of his twenty-five years 0 
most valuable service in a branch of art where he stood on this con- 
tinent confessedly foremost, whether among foreign or native artists. 
Covering as he has done so much with his paintin 
difficult and so durable—it is wonderful that so great a part should 
be fairly excellent and so little that competent critics esteem other- 
wise. he has not attempted the ambitious réle of the old masters 
on the walls and ceilings of churches, it may be at least said that his 
hand has rarely tonched anything which it has not decorated. Even 
after that accident by which his life hung many minutes fearfully 
imperiled under the Dome of the Capitol, his latest work there, un- 
finished though it be, shows that his hand had not lost its cunning, 
and his acquaintance with American pres fr skill in its portrayal 
has, perhaps, never been more happily displayed. 

Those who have, without any special intimacy, barely seen this 
poor and quiet old man as he slowly passed and repassed to his daily 
tasks, or who have but for a moment listened to his speech in broken 
English, and never heard his glib tongue when he met those with 
whom he could converse in his native language, will hardly compre- 
hend his merits as a severe student in the art to which he had de- 
voted his whole life, or his sensitiveness to the harmony and proper 
blending of colors; still less will they be inclined to credit the rapid 
and correct drawing of which he was undoubtedly a master; but the 
evidences of his rare genius and of swift work are too conspicuous 
to be denied. We have only to look around to behold them all. 

Brumidi was a diligent reader of Dante, of Gibbon, of Bancroft, and 
many other works from which he derived historical and classical aid, 
and desire was that he ri live to complete his last great 
work. long had he devoted his heart and strength to this Capitol 


that his love and reverence for it was not surpassed by even that of | b 


Michael Angelo for St. Peter's. 

He leaves a daughter in Italy dependent upon a regular remittance 
from her father, and he leaves an adopted son beginning to be taught 
in the line of his father’s vocation, but not so far advanced as to give 
any support. 

hope it will be the pleasure of the Senate unanimously to pass 
the bill whenever it comes up for action. 

Tke VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie upon the table and be 


printed 
BATTLE OF GETTYSBURGH. 

Mr. GORDON, In connection with the papers that I presented this 
morning I offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the letter of the Secretary of War of March 12 and the resolutions 
of the Society of the Army of the Potomac of December 3, 7 
ervation of the data concerning the battle of Gettysburgh, and all the papers relat- 
ing thereto, be taken from the files and FFF 
Also, that the memorials upon that subject be referred to the same ttee. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

LIKENESS OF THE LATE JOSEPH HENRY. 

Mr. GARLAND submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to into the 
expediency and propriety of securing an accurate likeness of essor Joseph 
Henry, late y of the Smithsonian Institution, for the purpose of placing 
the same in the institution. 


REPORT OF ENTOMOLOGICAL COMMISSION. 
Mr. LOGAN submitted the following concurrent resolution ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved Senate, (the House of Representatives 


concurring,) That there be 
printed, wii — — — Printing 


ice, 6,000 extra 


pares of Bulletin No. 5 of the United States 2 Commission, on the 

su of the chinch· bug; 3,000 copies for the use of the for 

the Senate, aed L008 onito ine Gone or the Department of „ 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. On the 2d of April a bill (S. No. 327) 
for the improvement of the Harlem River was introduced by me at 
the request of parties interested. The same parties now desire to 
offer an amendment to the bill. I present the amendment, and move 
that the bill with the amendment be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. THEODORE 
F. KING, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the 
following bill and joint resolutions; in which it requested the con- 


currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3000) authorizing the President of the United 
States to nominate Drs. Thomas Owens and William Martin assistant 
surgeons in the United States Navy; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 1105 authorizing Lieutenant B. H. 
Buckingham, of the United States Navy, to accept a decoration con- 
ferred upon him by the President of the French Republic ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 112) authorizing First Lieutenant 
Henry Metcalfe, of the Ordnance De ent, United States Army, 
to accept a decoration from the Sultan of Turkey ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 208) authorizing General Francis A. 
Walker, Superintendent of the Census, to accept decorations from the 
governments of Sweden and Spain; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 219) in relation to the claim of John 
C. Landreau against the government of Peru. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2003) for the relief of J. P. Zimmerman and H. 
P. Snow, of Clinton County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2785) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
appoint a deputy collector at 13 Louisiana; and 

joint resolution (S. R. No. 80) 5 the Secretary of the 
Navy to transport contributions for the relief of the suffering poor 


of Ireland. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LAY. 


The m also communicated to the Senate the intelligence of 
the death of Hon. A. M. Lay, late a member of the House from the 
State of Missouri, and transmitted the resolutions of the House 
thereon. 

THE CALENDAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar. 

The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 527) to 
that all persons sentenced to imprisonment by the Uni States 
courts shall be confined in the prisons of the States wherein they 
were tried and convicted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill was reported adversely from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and it will be passed over. 

NATIONAL CAPITOL INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 360) repealing 
the charter of the National 75 5 Insurance Company. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of that 


ill. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it is desired that an apaan huk petaly 
and satisfactorily made, I prefer that the bill go over in the absence 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] who reported it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
ABSALOM KIRBY. 
The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 68) for the relief of Passed Assistant Engineer Absalom Kirby, of 


rovide 


Navy. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let apis over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. © joint resolution will be passed over. 


INSPECTOR OF PLUMBING. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1894) author- 
izing the employment of an 8 of plumbing in and for the 
District of Columbia, and for other p å 

Mr. ROLLINS. Ithink that bill had better goover. The Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] is not here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are several other reasons why it should go 


over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
OMAHA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1136) to provide 
ir the sale of a portion of the reservation of the Omaha tribe of 


reported unanimously by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
just in the form of E ink passed EN years SEO: Dek tailed ta 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1077 


be carried out at the time for some reason, as the committee under- 
stand, and now there is no objection to this on the part of the In- 
dians or the whites, but there is anxiety on the part of both that it 
may be passed. There is no objection anywhere, and I hope it may 


be allowed to go through. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it will require more time than we can 
give it under the Anthony rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1139) for the re- 
lief of Fitz-John Porter, late major-general of the United States 
volunteers and colonel of the Army. 

Mr. TELLER. That had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


ALBERT V. CONWAY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 768) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, 
substituted trustee, for certain registered United States bonds re- 
deemed or assigned by the Government upon forged assignments. 

Mr. ED S. Let us hear the report, Mr. ident, if there is 

0. 


on 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no report. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a House rt. The facts are very brief 
in this case. Mary A. Boyd was a joint trustee, as I remember the 
facts, and in some way secured possession of these bonds and by means 
of a fo assignment they were paid to wrong parties. 

Mr, C CKRELL. She was one of two trustees ? 

Mr. ALLISON. She was one of two trustees. These bonds were 
willed to certain minor heirs. The heirs can get no relief at the 
Treasury. The matter was considered by the Committee on Finance, 
and they unanimously authorized me to report the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ill the Senator from Iowa answer the question 
whether this trustee was not as rightfully in possession of these bonds 
as any one could be? Was it not simply a breach of trust on the part 
of the trustee, and must the Government be made responsible for a 
breach of trast on the part of this trustee? Must not the injured 
parties seek their recourse against the trustee ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The matter has passed somewhat from my mind, 
but I think all the papers were returned with the bill. There is a 
report from the House committee connected with the bill. It may be 
that Mary A. Boyd was not strictly a trustee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would make a very material difference. 
If she was trustee, and had possession of the bonds, she had that 

ion legally, and there was only a breach of trust on her part, 
‘or which the Government is not responsible. 

Mr. ALLISON. She in some way secured possession of the bonds, 
and by means of a fo assignment they were paid. The proper 
trustee appointed by the court now applies for the bonds for the ben- 
efit of those rightfully entitled to them. But the facts are not fresh 
in my memory; and at the su tion of some Senators I will let the 
case go oyer for the present. am willing that the case shall be 
passed over until the papers come in. 

The VICE-PRESID The case will be passed without preju- 
dice, and the next case reported. 


REMISSION OF DUTY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3058) author- 
— 4.815 remission or refunding of duty on an altar from Rome, Italy, 
for the Saint John’s cathedral of Indianapolis, Indiana; which was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


HORTENSIA H. COOK. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 66) for the relief 
of Hortensia H. Cook. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read, in that case. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Pryor 
on the 29th of January: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 66) for the re- 
lief of Hortensia H. Cook, administratrix of Henry Cook, having had 
under consideration the same, and accompan: documents, $ 
That the letters, two in number, from Green B. Raum, Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, Treasury Department, g date Jannary 2, 1878, and Jan 
2,1879, furnishing information upon inquiries tou this claim, from therecords 
of the United States direct-tax commissioner for V. ja, on file in Office of In- 
ternal Revenue, 2 Department 
1. That a certain lot of ground on King street, in the city and county of Alex- 
andria, Virginia, (more particularly described in documents herewith fied) said 
to * — to A. C. Briggs, and charged to him on the land books of the State afore- 
— for 55 8 was Gal. = 5 — non peyment e direct taxes, on the Ist of 
‘ebruary, $ enry ‘or the sum of 8400, the amount of mali 
interest, and cost of sale being $7.05. . 
2. That the records of the oflice of United States direct tax commissioner for 
ieee on file as aforesaid, do not show that the money has ever been 
ack. 


sais; applto: a peka a Teny nanie iie tee 
le, app! reen B. m er as d, for return of thi 
P N aforesaid, under the provisions of the acts of Congress of the oth 
of MS oth aS — 9 G B. Raum, aforesaid, refu: 

š e er, Green B. m, sed the application to 
pay back said purchase-money so paid by Cook as aforesaid, upon the —— ds that 

acts of 1 above mentioned, only provide for the refunding or g back 
of the purchase-money when the purchaser has been evicted by Pag 8 hom Boe a 


United States court; and also rejected said application, and refused to refund said 
money, upon the further ground that it appeared that Cook had received 
a deed of com ce of said lot from said Briggs. 

5. That im this case it does not appear that Cook was ejected or evicted from said 
lot of —— by a judgment of a court or otherwise. 

6. That after the direct-tax sale the said Cook did receive from the said Briggs a 
conveyance of title to said lot. 

— — t the deed of conveyance from — the alleged owner, to Cook, the 
purchaser at the tax sale, recites a consid on of $200, and excepts from the oper- 
ation of the covenants as to warranty of title the forfeiture and sale of the lot 
conveyed for the non-payment of the United States direct tax. 

8. That in the case of the claim and act of Congress for the relief of Anthony 
Lawson, surviving oe of the firm of Lawson & Brewis, of Alexandria—Tuly 
19, 1876—the commissioner of the internal revenue for the direct tax in Virginia 
sapea a rule not to receive the tax due fash rtech di advertised uniess tendered 
by e owner in peen ; that the Supreme Court, in the case of Lacy vs. Irwin, 
(18 Wallace,) held that this rule was unauthorized, and rendered a sale under it 

The committee, after panama e the facts thus obtained from the accompanying 
documents, which are here refe to and made a part hereof, (papers are on file 
in Secretary's office to which reference is made ) have reached the conclusion that 
the sale, under the rules of the commissioners in Virginia, was void, and that in 
that event Cook bad the right to voluntarily do that which a court of competent 

risdiction would have decreed or adjudged he could or might do by way of per- 

— ia title to said lot sold at said tax sale; and that therefore ho did not prej- 
udice right to have 5 pue back by purchasing the lot vow. 
Briggs and receiving a deed of conveyance therefor from fim. But it is probable 
that Henry Cook, having obtained and received the deed of and for said lot, could 
not successfully main a suit where he would be both the plaintiff and defend. 
ant, and such would be the case if he, under the acts of 1872, should be required 
ent of eviction, as insisted topoa by the Commissioner, Green B. 
Raum, before the 8 could be ded to him under the acts of 1872; 

his administratrix. 


its passage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is one of a large class of applications that 
have been before Congress for a long time. 

Mr. PRYOR. I ask the Senator from Vermont, if he has any op- 

ition to the bill, to let it pass over until the Senator from Virginia, 

Ptr, WirHERs, ] who has manifested an interest in the welfare of the 
bill, can have an opportunity to hear what may be said. I ask that 
it be passed over without prejudice, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know that I shall be willing to pan it 
without prejudice unless it is to happen that I shall be in the Senate 
Chamber when without prejudice it shall suddenly come up some 


time. 

Mr. PRYOR. Iwill suggest to the Senator from Virginia, if the 
Senator from Vermont is not in his seat that he give him an oppor- 
tunity to be present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With that understandin 
but I wish to say just here that I am op to the passage of the 
bill. I think Congress deliberately laid down the most liberal rule 
in the general law that it has provided, which could be adopted in 
such a case, because we all know that upon principles of law and ad- 
ministration we are under no obligation to pure rs at tax sales. 
They buy whatever they can get, and usay buy as a speculation to 
take their chances. I think that one committee of this body has, at 
this present session, on not a tax sale, but a confiscation sale, held to 
that rule and refused to give relief. Therefore, I am opposed to this 
species of legislation. This is only one of a pretty large class. 

In the next place I do not think the committee has found that the 
circumstances of this case fall within any explicit decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. I know the decision to which ref- 
erence has been made in the report; but I should want a very care- 
ful examination of the facts to be sure that every fact brought the 
case within that decision, So Iam opposed to the whole bill as it 
stands, upon the principle of the thing; but certainly in the absence 
of the Senator from Sages I should not wish to have it taken up 
for consideration now. erefore I assent to its going over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will stand first on the next call 
of the Calendar. The Ee ies has expired. Before calling up 
the unfinished business, the Chair will submit some bills from the 
House of Representatives for the purpose of reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. No. 4606) authorizing the President of the United 
States to nominate Drs. Thomas Owens and William Martin assistant 
surgeons in the United States Navy was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The following joint resolutions were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 208) authorizing Generai Francis A. 
Walker, Superintendent of the Census, to accept decorations from the 
governments of Sweden and Spain ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 110) authorizing Lieutenant B. H. 
Buckingham, of the United States Navy, to accept a decoration con- 
ferred upon him by the President of the French punua; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 112) authorizing First Lieutenant Henry 
Metcalfe, of the Ordnance Department, United States Army, to accept 
a decoration from the Sultan of Turkey; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 219) in relation to the claim of John 
C. Landreau against the government of Peru. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE LAY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask now that the resolutions of the House of 
Representatives in regard to the death of Hon. ALFRED M. Lay be 


I have no objection, 
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taken from the Secretary’s desk and presented to the Senate for suit- 
able action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso- 
lutions from the House of Representatives; which were read: 


IX THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 23, 1880. 


Resolved, That this House has heard with profound r tof the death of Hon. 
ALFRED M. Lay, late a member of this House from the te of Missouri. 

Resolved, That as a testimonial of respect to his memory the officers and members 
of this body will wear the usual badge of mourning for the space of thirty da: 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk of this 
House to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to communicate a copy of these proceedings 
to the Senate, and that, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 


the House do now adjourn. 

Attest: GEO. M. ADAMS, Clerk, 

By GREEN ADAMS, Chief Clerk. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I offer a resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has received with profound sorrow the announcement 
of the death of Hon. ALFRED Morrison Lay, late a member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives from the State of Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, ALFRED MORRISON Lay was born 
May 20, 1836, in Lewis County, Missouri, and in 1842 removed with 
his parents to Benton County. He received his early education in 
private schools, and then entered Bethany College, Virginia, from 
which he graduated in 1856. He then entered upon the study of law 
in Jefferson City, Missouri, and was there admitted to the bar in 1857. 
He was soon afterward appointed by President Buchanan United 
States attorney for the western district of Missouri. 

He resigned this office in 1861, and soon thereafter enlisted as a 
private soldier in the division of General John B. Clark, a part of the 
military organization in Missouri known as the Missouri State Guard, 
and rose to the rank of major. He was subsequently captured by the 
Federal forces and held as a prisoner of war until some time in 1862, 
when he was duly exchan and entered the confederate army, in 
which he served to the close of the war. 

He then returned to his home in Jefferson City, and formed a part- 
nership in the practice of law with Hon. J. Ed. Belch, the speaker of 
the last house of representatives of Missouri. In 1875 he was elected 
in his senatorial district a member of the constitutional convention 
convened in that year. On July 25, 1878, he received the nomination 
for Con in the seventh district from the democratic congressional 
convention convened at Boonville, and immediately began an active 


canvass, 

On October 19, while speaking at Otterville he wassuddenly stricken 
with paralysis, and for weeks remained in a very critical condition. 
He was elected by a decided majority a member of the Forty-sixth 
Congress and, though very feeble, attended the opening of the first 
or called session of the Forty-sixth Congress in March, 1879, but was 
soon compelled to return home. He was again punctually at the pe 
of duty at the N of the present session in December last, 
with seemingly a fair hope of recovery. 

Sunday, December 7, in company with his devoted Christian 
wife, he attended church in this city, and about nine o’clock in the 
evening expressed himself to friends as very hopeful and of feeling 
unusually well. Soon after retiring he was stricken with the 
fatal disease which terminated his earthly existence about ten o’clock 
on the morning of December 8. His remains were escorted by com- 
mittees of the House and Senate to his home in Jefferson City, and 
there interred in the cemetery, attended by relatives, neighbors, and 
friends, deeply mourning his death and condoling with his bereft 
wife and children. 

An honored Representative of the good people of the seventh con- 
gressional district of Missouri in the Congress of the United States, 
at his post of duty and honor, has been taken by death from ns, his 
colleagues and associates. In expressing our regard for the deceased 
and paying a fitting tribute to his memory, according to ourcustom, 
I 1 not indulge in mere fulsome declamation and unmerited praise. 
I personally knew Major Lay from 1862 to his death, and was often 
thrown in businees and social relations with him. We were personal 
friends. I knew him in all the relations of life. As has been said 
of another, so I can truthfully say of him: 

So his life has flow’d 
From its mysterious urn a sacred stream, 
In whose calm th the beautiful and pure 
S 

Mr. Lay was the true gentleman. He was courteous in his bear- 
ing, gentle and kind in his disposition, conscientious in his convic- 
tions, and firm in his enopes, As a friend he was candid, sincere, 
— and warm-hearted. As an opponent he was just, fair, and 

onorable. He never sought his own promotion by defaming those 
opposed to him, mally or politically. In 1874 he was a candi- 
date for the nomination for Con. and was defeated. In 1876 he 
was again a candidate and defeated. In 1878 he was successful, after 
a heated contest. In all these contests he enjoyed the regard and 
friendship of his competitors, and never lost the confidence of his 
constituents. He relied for success upon his own character and 
merits. In the profession of law he was regarded an able lawyer, 
an effective advocate, and a safe counselor. As a father he was 


gentle and affectionate. Asa husband he was tender, devoted, and 


faithful. In the discharge of all duties he was diligent, laborious, 
and conscientious. As a citizen and an officer, a servant of the 
ple, he was faithfal, honest, incorruptible. In the convention which 
ze the present constitution to Missouri he was a useful and an 
onored member. On account of his physical condition and short 
term of service in Congress, no opportunity was afforded for the de- 
velopment of that career of usefulness to his country and honor to 
himself so confidently anticipated by his friends and constituents. 
Prior to his paralysis Mr. Lay had a robust physical constitution 
capable of great endurance and labor. 
en he received the nomination for Congress in 1878 his election 
was assured; he was in his forty-third year, in the prime and vigor 
of and enjoyed the t and confidence of the people of 
his district and State. His life was full of promise. While deliver- 
ing a speech to his constituents—suddenly, without a moment’s warn- 
ing, he was stricken down by that fatal disease which terminated in 
his death. Truly 
Death rides on 
He lurks in oan =e 
We have divine authority for saying, “No man dieth to himself.” 
Equally true is it, Mr. President, that “ none of us liveth to himself.” 
The life of our departed friend and colleague was one of the many 
millions cast upon the bosom of Time on earth as the pebble is cast 
upon the bosom of the ocean, which has caused waves of influence 
to rise and spread which will continue until they strike the farthest 
shores of eternity. 
He has left to his widow, children, and countrymen a priceless 
legacy—a spotless character. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. Mr. President, I was not personally acquainted 
with the deceased Representative from Missouri, but having been a 
member of the committee appointed to escort his remains to his late 
residence in that State, and to attend his funeral there, I have thought 
it not inappropriate to take some part in the proceedings now being 
had here in honor of his memory. 

The Senator from Missouri who has just spoken has spoken fully 
of Mr. Lay’s record as a public man and of his standing as a citizen. 
My pu is to speak very briefly, and from very limited means of 
knowl , of what I learned of him from his neighbors and friends 
3 short stay among them while attending his funeral. There 
is, perhaps, no better means of jndging of a man’s real worth than by 
hearing what may be said of him after his death by those among whom 
he lived and moved in the daily and familiar intercourse of every-da: 
life. Judging Mr. Lay in this way, and by this test, he was a gi 
and true man. During my short stay in Jefferson City his name was 
necessarily on the lips of all who knew him, and from all who spoke 
of him in my hearing I heard only high praise of his character while 
living and deep regret for his loss. far as I heard, all classes of 
his fellow-townsmen, the high and the lowly, the rich and the poor, 
the good and those not so good, spoke well of | him as an honest, truth- 
ful, and brave man; as a kindly, genial, and generous man; asa good 
and helpfal neighbor, and as a true and trusty friend. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, to simply state that I knew ALFRED M. 
Lay well, would be gross injustice to the intimate friendship which 
existed between us for more than the quarter of a century. I knew 
him so thoroughly and loved him so much, for no shadow ever came 
between us, that in paying this tribute to his memory I shall avoid 
all mere decoration of words, and in the plain phrase of simple trath 


speak of him who 
Loved and lived the truth so well. 


ALFRED Morrison Lay was born in Lewis County, Missouri, on 
the 20th day of May, 1836. In 1856 he uated at Bethany College, 
Virginia, and commenced the study of law in the office of Gene 
James B. Gardenhin, then attorney-general of Missouri. Upon his 
admission to practice in 1857 he became General Gardenhin’s partner, 
and in less than two years was appointed United States attorney for 
the western district of Missouri. This position he held until August, 
1861, when a sense of duty, distinct and emphatic, caused him to re- 
sign and enter the Missouri State Guard, where he served with the 
rank of major. In the winter of 1861-62 he was taken prisoner, but 
was exe in the fall of 1862, and remained in the confederate 
8 until the close of the war, being paroled at Vicksbuargh in 
Returning to Jefferson City, he resumed the practice of his pro- 
fession, and in 1874 became a candidate for Congress in a contest 
certainly the most remarkable in the political history of Missouri, if 
not in that of the Union. For more than a week the nominatin 
convention balloted between three candidates, Mr. Lay, Hon. T. T. 
Crittenden, and Hon. Jonx F. PHILIPS, and for six hundred and 
ninety-one ballots Mr. Lay received the number of votes. 
Believing it his duty in the interest of his party and district to ter- 
minate the le, fast degenerating into a bitter personal contest, 


= Lay then withdrew, and Colonel Pfilurs was nominated and 
In 1875 Mr. Lay was chosen, without op 
constitutional convention of Missouri an 
State constitution now in force. 
In 1876 he was again a candidate for Congress; but Colonel Crit- 


ition, a member of the 
assisted in framing the 
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tenden received the nomination. And in 1878 the long and protracted 


struggle in the district terminated by the nomination of Mr. Lay over 
Colonel Crittenden. 

Mr. President, in all political and even personal history I do not 
know a sadder page than that upon which is written the termination 
of the ensuing canvass and of a life’s ambition. As the deceased had 
often told me, it was the dream of his boyhood to represent his native 
State in the National Congress. At last, after years of struggle, the 
hour came when his hand reached to the prize, and even in that mo- 
ment he was stricken down. 

At one of his last appointments, and while addressing an audience, 
Mr. Lay was attacked by paralysis and fell almost insensible. Con- 
veyed to his home, he partially recovered, but was an inactive 
tator of the remainder of the canvass, which terminated in his elec- 
tion by a large majority. 

Actuated Py an earnest sense of duty and against medical advice, 
he attended the commencement of the extra session, but after a few 
days returned to the Hot oe of Arkansas, to which he had re- 
paired some weeks before. His health improving, he determined to 
attend this session, and we traveled together from Saint Louis, On 
that journey he talked to me often and earnestly of his condition and 
of his full Loreenn for any change. Although anxious for recov- 
ery, he well knew the insidious foe whose grasp been relaxed but 
not released, and he awaited the result, as he had every event of life, 
fearlessly and calmly. On the 7th day of December, 1879, it came. 
After retiring at the National Hotel, in this city, he was again attacked 
by paralysis, and died at half past ten o’clock the next day. 

No life is perfect, but each has its aggregate of good or evil; and, 
aside from empty panegyric, this at last must be the question as each 
of us drifts out upon the shoreless ocean: “ Was his life for good or 
evil; were its eee 

Mr. President, s ing in this high presence, I, who knew the dead 
intimately in peace and war, in sunshine and shadow, as citizen, sol- 
dier, husband, father, and friend, bear testimony before all the world 
that everywhere and at all times he was m t, firm, intelligent, 
earnest, and true. 

As a lawyer Mr. Lay was singularly faithful, his skill and judg- 
ment unquestionable. Consistent and conscientious, as a citizen and 
in his private relations he was without reproach. Other lives may 
have been more eventful, but never one of which it could be more 
truthfully said, It was devoted to duty.” 

Of my friend I have spoken as I knew him, and it only remains for 
me now, in the name of the State of Missouri, to place this offering 
on his grave. 

I move the adoption of the resolution offered by my colleague. 

The resolution was to unanimously. 

Mr. VEST. As a further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to, and (at one o’clock and fifty-two min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, February 24, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. NEILL. I ask unanimous consent that the privilege of the 
floor be granted to a delegation consisting of members of the city 
councils of Philadelphia, of the Commercial Maritime and Trade 
Boards of Philadelphia, the representatives of the press, and many 
distinguished citizens from every business pursuit. 

There being no objection, the request was granted. 

Mr. PHISTER. I make a similar request on behalf of Professor 
Joseph D. Pickett, superintendent of public instruction of Kentucky. 

There being no objection, the request was granted. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois. I ask that the same privilege be ex- 
tended to a committee from the city of Chicago who have visited 
Washington for the 2 of securing the selection of Chicago for 
the meeting of the democratic national convention. 

There being no objection, the request was ted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the privilege of admission to the 
floor for Hon. 8. S. Warner, at the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. MONROE ;] for Hon. J. H. Willard, member of the Indiana 
Legislatare, at the request of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hos- 
TETLER;] for Judge Joseph H. Sherrard, of Virginia, at the request 
of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. HUNTON ;] and for Thomas H. 
Denny and John F, Saulsbury, of Delaware, at the request of the gen- 
tleman from Delaware, [Mr. MARTIN.] 

Mr. BREWER. Had we not better suspend the rule? 

The SPEAKER. That can be done by unanimous consent. Does 
the gentleman object to these requests? 

Mr. BREWER. I do not make any objection. 

There being no objection, the bp basen were granted. 

Mr. HUTC S. Imake asimilar request in behalf of Hon. John 


E. Devlin, formerly a member of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, who is now in this city. 
There being no objection, the request was granted. 


LEAVE TO PRINT, 


Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to have 
rinted in the RECORD remarks on the education of colored youth. 
Esee Appendix. ] 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. COX took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the. paper I send to the 


Clerk’s desk be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
WaAsHINGTON, February 11. 
Con GAN, chairman of the House Committee on Commerce, has in- 


ed his 
sinuation and he withdrew the remarks, 8 he begged to be allowed to 
report his bill to the House, and in order to ob a vote on motion Congress- 
men Buiss, who had opposed the bill, obligingly entered a motion to reconsider. 
The question will be settled at the meeting of the committee on Friday. Last 
evening, when interviewed by a reporter, Kr. REAGAN exp himself 
boldly about t the 3 3 W caused Lag — of the bill, he aid 
“ the rage, 

9 re) ly opposed it. The committee was originally 

“If it again fails in the committee what will you do!“ 

I don't propose to reveal my line of action, but I will find a man to bring the bill 
before the House, which is, I am convinced, strongly in favor of it.” 

This m Speaker RANDALL demanded of Mr. REAGAN a retraction of his 
assertion that the committee had been prepared originally to defeat the bill. Mr. 
6 8 the 8 EE 

ge corrected in the . — r to-morrow. If this is done, no notice will be 

en of the interview in the House. The members of the committee, however, 
are deliberating whether or not to a resolution censuring Mr. REAGAN for his 
An apology from Mr. GAN will probably end the matter. Should 

he be censured by his committee, he would undoubtedly resign his chairmanship. 

Mr. REAGAN. This statement seems to have been made in the 
New York Sun newspaper of the 11th of this month. But I did not 
see it or know of its existence till I saw it in the Honston (Texas) 
Telegram newspaper on last Saturday. It is so gross a perversion of 
the truth in relation to matters connected with my duties here, and 
was so manifestly designed to bring odium on me and my conduct as 
a Representative, that, unpleasant as the duty is, I feel constrained 
to correct it on this floor, and in the presence of those who are rep- 
resented as actors in the matter. 

the false statements it contains I only propose to call attention 
to three: 

First, it is 15 8 the gentlemen of the committee who had 
0 puea my bill re me in unmeasured te or that they re- 
i. ed me At all. i $ 

Second, it is not true that Mr. Speaker RANDALL demanded of me 
a retraction of any assertion that I had made, or that I promised to 
have my language corrected in the newspapers. Mr. RANDALL did 
eall my attention to what purported to be an interview in the Post 
newspaper of that morning, and stated that it was calculated to do 
him injustice. On reading it, I told him the statement as made was 
not mine and that I was not responsible for it; that I had refused to 
be interviewed, but had some conversation with the 5 and that 
he had only reported a part of what I had said, and I would request 
so Tosi to correct its statement, not mine. And this correction was 
made. 

Third, I am informed by the members of the committee that it is 
not true that they deliberated whether they should censure me for 
ar language or for any other cause. 

have intentionally avoided any reference to anything which 
occurred in the committee beyond nres nine the false statements 
referred to. On inquiry I am informed that similar dispatches were 
sent to other cities and papers. I sup without knowing the fact, 
that the object of this false and slanderous statement being sent to 
the country was that it should follow the action of the committee in 
refusing to report my bill, with an effort to bring odium on me as 
one of the means of defeating a great measure with which my name 
has been somewhat connected, which is designed to benefit the whole 
American ple. 

I have only to add that I do not expect to escape false and infa- 
mous attacks on both my conduct and character while ores in a 
struggle in the interest of the people against the combi influence 
of the great corporations of the country and their billions of capital ; 
but I shall continue the contest faithfully to the end. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. S er, on the morning of 
the publication to which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN 
has alluded, my attention was called to the article in question. 
naturally was indignant; and assoon as I could see and confer with 
the gentleman from Texas I did so, calling his attention to the state- 
ment, which he said was not his own, adding that he would see that 
the proper correction was made, That correction was made. There 
my connection with the matter ended. There was neither menace 
nor necessity for menace on my part. I nevershould have alluded to 
the matter on the floor of this House if the ponines from Texas had 
not introduced it; for it is not my habit to bring into the House what 
occurs outside. 
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As I said to the gentleman from Texas at the time, the statement 
was a serious and wicked one, for which, I want to say here in the 
resence of the House, there is not a scintilla of foundation in truth 
m boaton toend. So far from being swayed in the least de- 
in the appointment of the committee by such considerations as 
ose sugges , I never thought when this committee was appointed 
of what legislation was likely to come before it. The committee was 
appointed with reference to all the great interests of the country. In 
conclusion, I repeat that any such statement as that which has been 
read is wickedly and ou eously untrue in so far as if undertakes 
to attribute to me any undue motives in the appointment of that 
committee or any other. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I will only add that it seems to me 
there was no occasion for the Speaker of the House to characterize 
the W used in that purported interview with reference to any- 
thing I have said, because in my language to him, and to the very 
man who made the statement, the Speaker of this House was exon- 


era 

Mr. RANDALL, — Speaker.) My remarks as to the wickedness 
and wrong of the charges were confined to the article as printed. 

Mr. WAIT. Mr. Speaker, I only wish to say, in justification of the 
chairman of the committee, that there was not, to my recollection, 
any movement on the part of any member of the committee looking 
to the passing of a vote censuring the action of the chairman. I can- 
not be mistaken with regard to this, for I have a very distinct recol- 
lection of the discussion that sprung up in the committee on the 
occasion referred to by the gentleman from Texas and the Speaker of 
the House; and so far as regards the statement in the public prints, 
that the chairman of the committee intimated that the Speaker had 
“packed” the committee so as to secure the defeat of any particular 
measure, I understood the chairman to deny most emphatically that 
he for one moment meant to convey any such intimation in the lan- 

age which he then used. The members of the committee repu- 
fiated the idea that the Speaker had packed the committee, and, so 
far as they severally expressed their opinions, declared in terms that 
there was not any foundation for such belief. Had the committee 
been improperly or unfairly constituted by the Speaker, it would in- 
evitably have been suspected by some member or members, but they 
one and all declared at this time that they had not the faintest belief 
that any such course was pursued by the Geeta Isay thisin justice 
to that gentleman, should any one infer that there was any cause for 
such belief from the tendency of the present discussion. 

The members of the committee of course differed in their views as 
to the e iency of passing this particular bill, then pending before 
them. The chairman had his views, and a majority of us entertained 
views differing from him; but there was not any such action pursued 
by the chairman or b the committee as is claimed in the article 
which the gentleman from Texas has had read to the House, The 
article, according to my best recollection, is not correct in the im- 
portant particulars to which I have referred. 

Mr. McLANE. If the gentleman from Connecticut had covered 
the question I should not have trespassed upon the House. Permit 
me to say, Mr. Speaker, that he has only made reference to one, and 
a very immaterial branch of the question. The committee in their 
deliberation had occasion to deal with this question, and the chair- 
man, in using language substantially the same as that to which he 
has referred, certainly did disclaim any intention to reflect either on 
the Speaker or upon any member of that committee. That disclaimer 
was accepted, because it relieved every member of that committee, 
as well as the Speaker, from any reproach. It left the honorable 
chairman of that committee his entire responsibility for the sense in 
which he used those terms. He was able to use those terms without 
feeling he reflected either upon the Speaker or upon any colleague, 
although he might have a colleague who could not perceive how he 
could use such language without reflecting both upon the Speaker 
and his colleagues. But when his attention was called to the fact 
that the Speaker as well as his 3 so construed his langu: 
his disclaimer was as satisfactory to his colleagues as it was to the 
Speaker, so far as the personality thereof was in question. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Maryland makes a statement 
which does not give a fair impression of whatoccurred. He does not 
state as fully as he might have stated, if he remembered what occurred, 
that I said the committee was so constituted as to defeat the report- 
ing of that bill. How any member of the committee came to conclude 
he was reflected upon by such a statement, those who did feel so can 
determine for themselves. I was not aware any member of the com- 
mittee was responsible for his own appointment or the appointment 
of any one else. 

The statement which I made was that my impression was that the 
Speaker had been induced by influences outside of his knowledge to 
appoint a committee which would defeat this measure. The main 
reason I had for saying so was that it was a known fact this bill had 
received a majority of thirty-five in the last House of Representatives, 
and the impression was clear it was much stronger in the present than 
in the last House of Representatives, and that its passage was de- 
manded by a very general expression from all parts of the country. 
It also caused me anxiety when I felt a measure which had received 
the sup of the last House and was so strongly supported in the 

resent House should not be allowed to be repo: and I may have 
n betrayed by my feelings into using pretty strong language, for 


I do not claim any saintly qualities. I did feel earnestly, as I have 
felt earnestly on this question, especially in view of the fact that the 
reporting of the bili to this House was so long delayed against what 
seemed to me the manifest will of the country and of the House. 


What I desire to say in reply to what the tleman from Mary- 
land has said, is this: he 9 1 statement, to have 
said that when it was suggested y a member of the committee my 
language might be offensive to the Speaker, I then made the statement 
I now make, that no man was authorized to assume any such thing, 
because the Speaker always professed to be a friend of this measure ; 
and I could only suppose if the committee was constituted on wrong 
apa are he may have been induced to so constitute the committee 

y influences unknown to himself. 

Mr. MCLANE. Mr. Speaker, not only was it far from my intention 
not to state fully all of the facts 5 a fair understanding of 
this issue, but I did state all the mate: facts which were in the 
case. But inasmuch as the honorable gentleman from Texas has 
chosen to make this quasi appeal to the sense of the House, I feel we 
are here related to each other precisely as we were in the Committee 
on Commerce, and that as every member of the Committee on Com- 
merce had an opportunity to have his opinion as to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Texas, so now by his action must every member 
of this House have his judgment. 

And I submit, Mr. Speaker, that when an honorable gentleman of 
this House undertakes to say that a committee, of which he isa 
member, has been so constituted or so “stocked” by the Speaker as 
to defeat or not 7 any particular measure 

Mr. REAGAN. o gentleman ought not to say “by the Speaker,” 
as if that were my language, for I never did utter any such lan . 

Mr. McLANE. Well, Mr. Speaker, the identical words “ by the 
Speaker” may or may not have been used. I will cheerfully accept 
the disclaimer of the gentleman from Texas, and suppose that they 
were not used; but not being used, what is the sense of it when an 
honorable gentleman says that a committee has been constituted or 
stocked to defeat a particular bill? Who constitutes the committee? 
Who stocks the committee but the Speaker? What a play upon 
— it is to say the particular words “by the Speaker” were not 


Now, I submit, Mr. Speaker, no matter what was the feeling, (and 
I have no doubt at all it has been correctly stated by the gentleman 
from Texas,) he being somewhat excited, somewhat disturbed, some- 
what despondent—I desire to use the term most ble to him— 
being somewhat moved by the unexpected defeat of this bill in the 
committee, he made an observation that the committee had been con- 
stituted or stocked—that was the word used—to defeat that bill. 
Mr. Speaker, it was not necessary in the language of that reporter 
to denounce the chairman or to take him to task or to arraign him 
but it was perfectly in the line of intercourse which gentlemen o ht 
always to maintain, not only in committee but elsewhere, to call 
attention to the fact that such an expression was a reflection upon 
the honor of the Speaker who had constituted the committees, and 
being a reflection upon the Speaker, it was necessarily a reflection 
upon the individual members constituting the committee. No gen- 
tleman on the committee even supposed that improper motives were 
attributed to him or his action, but no proper intercourse can be main- 
tained among gentlemen on a committee or in this House when the 
feeling of any gentleman prompts him, if he has been voted down in the 
language of the reporter, or who thinks himself in a minority, to in- 
dulge in any insinuation that a majority or a minority has been im- 
properly influenced. It is not necessary. 

. REAGAN. No such word was used by me, nor did I make any 
such insinuation in the committee or anywhere else. 

Mr. MCLANE. Se be it, Mr. Speaker, and yet if the language was 
susceptible to such a construction, and I submit that it was, as now 
stated by the honorable gentleman it was the manifest duty of the 
coll es of the honorable gentleman to call his attention to it— 
not to be offended, not to take to themselves any improper insinua- 
tion, but simply to inform him that the language was not agreeable, 
that the language would not be accepted among gentlemen, and that 
it was to be supposed that whether in committee or in this House we 
were all under an obligation, to maintain that intercourse with each 
other as gentlemen, not only not to use language which could be mis- 
understood but to take particular pains not to use language which 
could be misunderstood. 

Now, there is no occasion for me to pursue this subject further, 
were it not that, being entered upon, I think it ought to be exhausted, 
and I treat this House precisely as I treated the committee. Not 
only was such anganga as that which the honorable gentleman from 
Texas admitted that he used, not only was that in my judgment in- 
defensible and improper, no matter whether it was incorrect or not, 
but it is not langu which gentlemen on the floor of this House, or 
in any committee of this House ought to use in their deliberations 
with each other. 

But I desire to call the attention of the House as well as the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas to the further fact, which I con- 
sider a very material fact, in view of the allegation that has been 
made, whether it was intended to be made offensively or not, to wit: 
that the Committee on Commerce when they deliberated on this bill 
were perfectly willing that the honorable chairman of the committee 
should report it to this House. No objection was taken. 
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iis DAVIS, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox.) The gentleman will state 
it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I desire to know whether in this 
connection it is proper to go into the discussion of that measure! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state in reply to the 

mtleman that he thinks it improper to go into the discussion of any 
Bill on a question of privilege, but there is scarcely any limit to a 
debate of this kind according to the usages of the House. 

Mr. McLANE. The question before the House is a personal expla- 
nation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is proceeding by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I do not desire it shall proceed by 
unanimous consent. I am perfectly willing that soy explanation 
affecting any member of this House shall be made in full; bnt I do 
insist that there shall be no discussion now of the merits of the meas- 
ure out of which this explanation springs. 

Mr. MCLANE. There will not be any. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland will 
proceed in order. 

Mr. MCLANE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add to what I have said a 
word in reference to the statement which the honorable gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has submitted to the House to-day, that 
he made the remark he did that he considered the Committee on Com- 
merce had been constituted adversely to the bill without in that 
remark intending any offense to the Speaker or any offense to his 
colleagues. 

Now, sir, I desire to recall the gentleman’s attention and the atten- 
tion of the House to this fact: That when that committee entered 
upon its deliberations upon that bill and heard all that the chairman 
had to say upon the subject, and all that eon bis opposed to the bill 
had to say on the subject, they were pe y willing to have the bill 
reported to the House. There was no opposition to the reporting of 
the bill. There was no opposition to the chairman reporting it in his 
own time and place, every member of the committee reserving to him- 
self the right to urge whatever objection he might have to make to 
the bill. By a unanimous vote it was agreed the bill should be so re- 
ported. By a unanimous vote of the committee it was agreed that 
the bill should come before the House, each gentleman reserving any 
opposition he might have to it or his right to move any amendment 
he might have to make. 

But I desire to call the honorable chairman’s attention to a fact 
which is most material as showing the original views entertained by 
the committee on that bill. After it was thus ordered to be reported 
it was recalled at the request of members of the committee who de- 
sired to give parties in interest a hearin 7 These parties in interest 
occupied three weeks in the discussion of the bill, representing every 
part of the country; and at the end of the discussion, inst of the 
committee being willing to report the bill to this House, there were 
views entertained by members of the committee that were presented 
in amendments to the bill; and in the course of that discussion a final 
vote was reached which substituted a bill introduced by the gentle- 
man from Minois [Mr. HENDERSON] for the original bill. I consider 
this fact very material to the honorable chairman as well as to the 
ganora of this House, showing that the committee acted with en- 

ire liberality and kept their minds open to whatever might be urged 
on the subject. 

Mr. HOUSE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. MCLANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOUSE. Does the gentleman say at first the entire committee 
was in favor of reporting the bill unanimously ? 

. MCLANE. The committee were not committed to support it, 
but to report it, reserving to themselves any opposition they might 
make to it in this House. 

Mr. HOUSE. How long was that? 

Mr. McLANE. Two months ago nearly. 

Mr. O'NEILL. The committee did not agree to report the bill in 
such a way as to bind the action of members of the committee, but 
to report it allowing each member to vote on it as he saw fit. 

Mr. MCLANE. In conclusion, I wish to say to this House that no 
matter what was the spirit in which those remarks were made, I do 
not think such remarks proper. I do not think gentlemen can main- 
tain agreeable relations while deliberating together in this House or 
on a committee if they indulge in any such feelings; and I desire 
further to say that I do not think the facts of the case justify an 
feeling at all. I donot think there was anything to justify any feel- 
ing which could induce the least complaint on the part of the chair- 
man; so that, so far as I am concerned as his colleague, I think the 
remarks themselves were not proper, and I think they were made 
altogether without justification. 

Mr. REAGAN. I am very sorry, Mr. Speaker, that the statement 
of facts which I made, which no one has controverted or will contro- 
vert, was not satisfactory to my friend from Maryland. He reminds 
me, sir, of an incident that I have heard of, where a gentleman bor- 
rowed some money from another and gave his note for it. After the 
note was overdue the creditor asked payment and the debtor told 
him, “I always intended to pay that note if you did not make me 


mad; but I was almost sure from the start you would make me mad.” 
I am satisfied I can say nothing which can satisfy the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

The history which that gentleman has given of this matter, I ap- 
peal to his candor, is not a fair one. L appealed to the committee to act 
on that subject during the extra session of Congress, and urged action 
on it repeatedly. Action was declined, because it was not proposed 
to take up general legislation during that session. I action 
afterward, and, as gentemen have stated, the committee kindly con- 
sented that I should report the bill, reserving to each member the 
right to amend or op the bill. Between the time I was authorized 
to report the bill and the making of the report, I received letters, as 
probably other members did, from presidents of the leading railroads 
of the United States, stating they had large interests that would in 
some degree be affected by the bill, and they ought to be heard. 

I agreed with the balance of the committee that it was right to 
hear the representatives of these great interests, and we rescinded 
the resolution authorizing me to report the bill, I consenting with 
the other members of the committee so to do. We heard these gen- 
tlemen daily for two or three weeks. They were the ablest repre- 
sentatives of these great roads from all = of the country. Upon 
that I was willing, and I suggested the desire a month or five weeks 

0, that the committee should allow me, to make an adverse report 
of that bill in order to get the bill before the House. I was not per- 
mitted to make an adverse report. The bill was detained there in 
committee, and it is now in my hands, after nearly three months of 
this session have passed, with the privilege of asking the considera- 
tion of the three bills to be reported back. Whether the committee 
has been fairly willing to allow the House to consider that bill I 
submit to the 5 of the House upon these facts. 

Mr. KENNA. I do not desire to detain the House, but as this mat- 
ter seems to have excited some interest here, as it has commanded 
some attention on the part of the public prints, and as there seems 
to be some conflict of opinion among gentlemen who have addressed 
the House to-day abont it, I will say a word or two. 

What is known to the country as the Reagan interstate-commerce 
bill was referred this session, upon being introduced by that gentle- 
man, to the Committee on Commerce. Upon the first consideration 
of that bill by the committee, the chairman of the committee was 
unanimously authorized, as I recollect, to report the bill to the House 
for consideration, each member of the committee, however, reserving 
to himself the right to vote for or against the bill in the Honse as 
investigation and examination might suggest to be proper. 

After the bill had been so authorized to be reported a request was 
made that certain gentlemen interested in opposition to the bill 
should be heard before the committee. The authorization to report 
the bill was therefore by general consent withdrawn, and an oppor- 
tunity for that hearing was given. The hearing was long and elab- 
orate. At the conclusion of that hearin 8, and upon the final vote 
upon the question of reporting the bill to the House as it stood, those 
voting in the negative pro to be in the majority. Afterward a 
motion to reconsider the whole proceeding was adopted, and the sub- 
sequent action of the committee resulted in the adoptim of a substi- 
tute, with the right reserved to the chairman of the committee to 
offer his own original bill in the House as a substitute for the one 
directed to be reported. 

Now I want to call the attention of the House in this matter to two 
things. In the first place, I do not see how it could be claimed at any 
time either that the gentleman from Texas intended to assert, or that 
there could be any reason for such an assertion, that the Committee 
on Commerce was packed in the interest of either one side or the other 
of that bill. I make that statement having in view the fact that the 
committee took the action which it did take upon the subject, for a 
committee selected with a view to defeat and smother the bill would 
hardly have agreed so promptly to report it; nor would such a com- 
mittee have reported a substitute, for that would have the effect of 
bringing the whole matter before the House. 

The other fact to which I desire to call attention is this, and it is a 
matter, with all due deference to all concerned, with to which 
I hardly think the proceedings here this morning do justice to the 
chairman of that committee. When the final vote was taken in that 
committee upon the question of reporting the substitute to the House, 
some expression did fall from the lips of the chairman of the commit- 
tee about the constitution of the committee; there was some differ- 
ence of eye in the committee growing out of that expression. 

I state but the truth when I say here that there were members of 
that committee who attached a construction to the language used by 
the chairman which made it in no wise offensive. There were others, 
however, who very promptly stated what their construction of the lan- 
guage was; and immediately upon that statement the chairman of the 
committee, in the committee, at the time, as he has since done in the 
public press of the country, disayowed any such intention, or that 
there was any propriety in such construction of his language. 

Now, I submit whether it is fair to the chairman of that commit- 
tee, or to any member of the committee, or to any member of this 
House, to enter upon a long and weary discussion here, to go forth to 
the country, upon the construction of language uttered by a man who 
at the very time it was suggested to him that it was subject to that 


construction, then and there repudiated it. 
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So far as the « 
foot to censure the c. an of the sprigs des | other member 
of that committee, there is nothing in it. I will add that the rela- 
tions of the different members of that committee, so far as I know 
the relations of every one to every other, have been of a most cordial 
kind; and I am unaware at this time that anything has occurred to 
disturb those relations. I concur in the statement of the gentleman 
from Connecticut, and I have nothing more to say. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT BALTIMORE. 

Mr. KIMMEL. I ask unanimous consent to report at this time, 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, for present 
consideration, a bill providing for the purchase of a site for a post- 
office building in the city of Baltimore. I am instructed by the com- 
mittee to rt that bill and ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. PAGE. I must object, for the reason that there are many other 
similar bills in a like situation, and we all desire to have them passed. 
It is not that I object to this particular bill. 

Mr. KIMMEL. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 
This bill differs from the other bills in the committee—— 

Mr. BREWER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. At the request of the gentleman from Maryland I 


withdraw my objection. 
ae. KIMMEL. I ask that the House proceed to the consideration 
e bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BREWER] 
withdraw the call for the regular order ? 

Mr. BREWER. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the bill is not 
before the House. 

ELECTION CONTEST—CURTIN VS. YOCUM. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee of Elections, submitted are- 
585 on the contested-election case of Andrew G. Curtin vs. SETH H. 
‘ocuM, from the twentieth congressional district of Pennsylvania. 

The resolution accompanying the report was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the election held in the twentieth con onal district of Penn- 

lyania in November, 1878, for a member of this House, be, and the same is hereby, 
declared null and void, and the seat now occupied by SETH H. Yocus declared 
vacant until filled by the people of said district in ity with law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FIELD] desire, on behalf of 
the minority of the committee, to submit their views in writing. 

Mr. C S. I submit the views of a minority, consisting of 
three members of the committee. I ask that thé resolution accom- 
panying this statement be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Sera H. Yocum is entitled to retain his seat in the -sixth 

as a member from the twentieth congressional district of Pennsylvania, 
and Andrew G. Curtin is not entitled thereto. 

Mr. FIELD. I present the views of certain members of the Com- 
mittee of Elections, which are designed to accompany the minority 
views already submitted by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. CAL- 


KINS. 
The SPEAKER. Does the statement submitted by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. FIELD] embrace any resolution! 
Mr. FIELD. There is no resolution accompanying this statement. 
Mr. CALKINS. I understand that the gentlemen signing the paper 
ted by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. FIELD] concur 
the conclusion embraced in the resolution accompanying the mi- 
nority report already submitted by myself. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised on that point. The 


will k for itself. 
P FIELD. The paper will show that we do concur in the con- 
clusion presented by the minority views submitted by the gentleman 
Rane (Mr. CALKINS.) 

Mr. KEIFER. The two minority reports agree in recommending 
the adoption of the resolution already read as a part of the views 
submitted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the report of the committee, bs Pa 
with the views of the minority, be printed and laid on the table. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I give notice that I shall call up this case for 
discussion on Tuesday next after the morning hour, to be continued 
from day to day unti seats of. 

Mr. FERN. WOOD. I hope the gentleman will not make 
this subject a special order for that day, as the Committee of Ways 
and Means desire to occupy the floor at that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido mat 85 to make this case a special order. 
I have simply given notice that 1 shall call it up at that time, in ac- 
cordance with the determination of the committee. If the House 
should not desire to consider it of course it will not do so. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I shall certainly oppose bringing the 
case up at that time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is one for the House to settle. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has simply given the notice 
usual in contested-election cases. 

CRIMES RELATING TO COINS. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on pees Weights, and Meas- 
ures, „as a substitute for House bil No. a bill (H. R. 
No. 4735). to punish certain crimes relating to the coins of the United 


_is concerned that there was a movement on | States, and for other p 


t ur poos which was read a first and second 
time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 
MAIL TRANSPORTATION ON STAR ROUTES. 
Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the appropriations 
e transportation of the mails on star routes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1880; which was read a first and second time. 
The bill was read at length, as follows: 


ist day of March next, but nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to forbid the arenes contractors of the one month's pay as is usual in case of 


termina! of con’ 

Sc. 2. That the farther sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
as aforesaid, to enable the Postmaster-General to place new service as FA gerne 
by law, and the further sum of $100,000 to increase the service on existing routes, 
including those on which a reduction has been provided for by the p g se- 
3 That no increase shall exceed the rate of $5,000 a year upon any 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT 
desire to consider this bill in the House or in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report the bill, and to move that it be printed and recommitted. 
I give notice that I shall take the first opportunity to-morrow to 
bring the bill before the House for consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. Why not to-day ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The bill has not been poe 

The motion of Mr. BLOUNT that the bill be printed and recommit- 


ted was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. BUROS, its Secretary, announced 
the ge 55 a bill (H. R. No. 3058) authorizing the remission or re- 
of du 


fundi on an altar from Rome, Italy, for Saint John’s ca- 
thedraf of Tndlarnpelia, Indiana. rere 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


in writing was received from the President of the United 
r. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at twelve minutes one o’clock, and the House re- 
sumes the consideration of the bill reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, being the bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend sections 1, 2, 
3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
of the United States, and to regulate the removal of causes from State 
courts, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1875. The gentle- 
man from New York (Mr LAPHAM] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Speaker, the discussion upon the bill under con- 
sideration has been so extended and exhaustive of the questions in- 
volved, that I should shrink from further taxing the attention and 
perhaps the patience of the House but for the great importance of the 
measure, At the hazard of ie groves much which has been more 
ay urged by those who have p: ed me, I desire to dwell briefly 
upon the more important changes in the law which will be wrought 
out by the passage of this bill. 

The constitutional provisions which must form the basis of all leg- 
islation on the subject are found in articles 1 and 3 of that instru- 
ment. Article 3, section 1, provides that— 


The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme aer | 
and in such inferi the Congress may from time to time ordain an 


erior courts as 
establish. 

In the eighth section of article 1 the legislative power is granted to 
Congress “to constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court.” It 
will be seen that but one Supreme Court is established by the Consti- 
tution. All other or inferior courts must be created by the action of 
Congress under and in pursuance of the power thus conferred. The 
control of the Congress over such inferior courts is complete and un- 
limited, except the boundaries within which the power shall be exer- 
cised are fixed and defined by another section of the Constitution to 
which I shall presently refer. 

To “constitute, ordain, and establish” inferior courts are terms 
8 exercise of the most plenary power in relation to such 
tribun 

In the preamble to the instrument it is declared that the people 
of the United States “do ordain and establish this Constitution.” 
These words are used to describe the exercise of an act of sovereignty, 
and the use of the same words in the grant to the Congress implies a 
kindred exercise of power over the subject of inferior courts. Noth- 
ing was done in ry 55 to them in the Constitution except to dele- 

te the power to be thereafter exercised and only to be exercised 

y Con within the boundaries fixed as I have before suggested. 

The t words “ constitute, ordain, and establish“ were employed 
to emphasize the grant of power, and either would have been ample 
to confer it. They are practically synonymons, but the word “ or- 
dain” is, perhaps, the most expressive of the three. It is said that 
Providence ordains.“ 


Am 
States, by 
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The unrivaled genius of Shakespeare has thus expressed it: 
Our ancestor was that Mulmutius, which 
Ordain'd our l Ca * * 


Who was the first of Britain, which did put 
His brows within a golden crown, and d 
Himself a king. 

Con under this grant of power, could have created as man 
inferior tribunals as it deemed necessary, and have invested eac 
with so much of jurisdiction as it deemed wise and expedient. The 
jurisdiction of the circuit might have been confined to criminal cases 
or cases in admiralty; the district courts to common law actions, or 


Having thus delegated to the Congress the whole control of the 
ction of all inferior courts, the Constitution, in sec- 


The judicial shall extend to all cases, in law and A under 
this — 8 of the United Si and elites eas: or which shall 
be made, under their authority ;—to all cases other public 


am 
of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction ; to con- 
troversies between 


zens of different States ; 
ts of different States, and between a State, or the citizens 
States, citizens or subjects. 

In ali cases 1 other public ministers and consuls, and those 
in which a State shall be party, the Supreme Court shall have original jurisdiction. 
In all the other cases before mentioned, the Supreme Court shall have appellate 

sy ony magni gta fons oak such exceptions and under such regula- 
8 e 

The trial of crimes, 3 in cases of impeachment, seal be by es} and 
such trial shall be held in the State where the said crimes shall have com- 
mitted; but when not committed within any State, the trial shall be at such place 
or places as the Congress may by law have directed. 

The original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court is here defined, but 
the whole appellate jurisdiction is given to Congress. Those cases, 
and only those, which fall within the classes prescribed by law, as to 
the nature of the questions, the character of the parties, and the 
amount involved can be removed to the Supreme Court for the exer- 
cise of its appellate powers. 

By the terms of the judiciary act of 1789, an act emanating from the 
framers of the Constitution, limitations and restrictions were made 
both as respects the character of the parties and the amount involved 
in controversies. The constitutionality of such limitations and restric- 
tions has always been upheld by the Supreme Court. It was provided 
that the cireuit courts should only have jurisdiction of cases in which 
the demand exceeded $500, exclusive of costs; also, that they should 
not have jurisdiction of actions upon promissory notes or other choses 
in action in the name of an assignee unless the assignor could have 
maintained the action, save in the cases of foreign bills of exchange. 
The jurisdiction by the terms of the act was made concurrent with 
that of the State courts, but the act provided that in all actions com- 
menced in a State court when the nature of the action was such as to 
be within the jurisdiction of the circuit court the defendant might, 
in the mode therein provided, remove the cause into such court. 

Under this act it has been repeatedly held, both by the State and 
Federal courts, that although the Constitution has defined the limits 
of the judicial power it has not prescribed how much of it shall be 
exercised by the circuit courts. (Turner vs. Bank of North America, 
$ y 15 VEE vs. United States, 12 Pet., 616; Carey vs. Curliss, 

OW., 245. 

In the case of Clark against the City of Janesville, reported in 4 
American Law Register, 593, Judge Miller says: 

It is well understood by those experienced in the jurisprudence of the United 
States that Con has conferred upon the Federal courts but a portion of the 
jurisdiction 3 by the Constitution. 

The limit to the jurisdiction by confining it to cases involving the 
sum of $500, exclusive of costs, has remained the law to the present 

e. 

By the act of 1875 the restriction imposed upon assignees of nego- 
tiable promissory notes was 2 0 away and the distinetion between 
such actions and actions apon: other choses in action and foreign bills 
of Jag i ge was abolish 

The bill under consideration restores the law of 1789 in this respect. 
The evils resulting from the change have been found so great, by 
colorable transfers for the popa conferring jurisdiction and oth- 
erwise, that there seems to be a demand for the restoration of the law 
as first enacted. It has become very apparent that the framers of the 
Constitution were wise in making the exception, although it had the 
effect to confine bona holders of negotiable paper to the State tri- 
bunals for the collection of their demands. 

The act of 1875 made another important change by giving to the 
plaintiff as well as the defendant the power to remove the cause from 
the State to the United States courts. Under this law a party after 
having chosen his own forum was given the right to remove his cause 
against the wishes of the defendant. There was and is no necessity 
for this. The plaintiff could of course discontinue his cause in the 
State court, if he desired to do so, and commence a new action in any 
other court ei jurisdiction. To the defendant, however, having 
no control over the selection, the right to remove the cause was of 


The bill in . restores the law of 1789 and gives to the defend- 
ant or defendants only the right of removal, except that on the 


ground of local prejudice and in order to obtain a fair trial either 
8 may exercise the right. 

The amount nyon give jurisdiction or to authorize the re- 
moval from a State to the circuit is by the proposed bill fixed at the 
sum of $2,000, exclusive of interest and costs, 

Mr. Speaker, there has been much said in the course of this discus- 
sion in opposition to the change thus proposed. My co eon the 
committee [Mr. ROBINSON] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BAR- 
BER] have manifested a very earnest disapproval and insist that the 
amount originally named shall be retained. The sum of $500 was a 
larger proportionate sum in 1789 than the sum of $2,000 would be at 
the present day. Why wasit fixed at $500? It would be difficult by 
reasoning to say upon principle that a claim of $499 should be excluded 
and one of $501 included in the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. So 
in the seventh article of the amendments, which provides that the 
— — of trial by jury shall be preserved in actions at common law 
where the value in controversy shall exceed $20, it is difficult to per- 
ceive why trial by jury should be denied toaclaimant whose demand 
is $19.90 and prese: to one whose demand is $20.10. It is a signifi- 
cant fact in our history that the judiciary act fixi as the low- 
est limit of jurisdiction in the circuit courts of the United States was 
enacted on the 24th day of 88 1789, and on the next day 
September 25, 1789, the same . proposed the amendment 1 
have „ the right of trial by jury in all controversies 


ex y 

The same Congress had just provided that unless a claım exceeded 
$500 it could not be prosecuted in or removed for trial to the circuit 
court it had “ordained and established.” The right of trial by jury 
was thus preserved for other courts and for State tribunals upon de- 
mands exceeding $20 and not exceeding $500. It is conceded that 
the limit to be fixed rests in the discretion of Con; Analogous 
limitations are found in the legislation of most if not all the States 
between the supreme and inferior courts of such States. It is not 
solely or mainly for the panig or benefit of capitalists as plaint- 
iffs that this is done. A defendant has an interest as well. It is 
quite important to him whether he shall be compelled to go with his 
witnesses hundreds of miles to try his cause instead of having it tried 
in his own vicinage or county. 

More than this, it was the design of the framers of our system to 
make the Federal courts not the general courts for litigants but ex- 
ceptional courts, and to clothe them with a dignity by the very nature 
and amount of the controversies over which they should have juris- 
diction. For this reason they withheld from them a large portion of 
the jurisdiction which it is conceded might have been conferred upon 
them under the Constitution. The increase of the amount of contro- 
versies from $500 to $2,000, is in the spirit which prompted the first 
limitation, and will not, in my opinion, exclude as a proportion 
of the litigation of the country as was shut out by the act of 1789. 
I deem the change a wise one, and consider this feature of the pro- 
posed bill the most important and desirable one contained in it. 

The only remaining portion to which I shall refer is the closing par- 
agraph of the third section, in these words: 


That the circuit courts of the United States shall not take oi es cognizance 
of any suit of a civil either at common law or in equity, between a corpo- 


ration created or organized by or under the laws of any State and a citizen of any 
State in which such corpo: at the time the cause of action accrued may have 
been on any business authorized by the law creating it, except in like 


Danaa int which DRA courte are authorized by this act to take original cognizance 
of suits between citizens of the same State. Nor shall any such suit between such 
. or citizens of a State in which it may be doing busi- 
ness, be removed to any circuit court of the United States, except in like cases in 
which such removal is authorized by the foregoing provision in suits between 
citizens of the same State. 

At the time of the passage of the first judiciary act there was no 
necessity for any such restriction as is contained in this portion of 
the section. The rapid multiplication of corporations under State 
authority, coupled with the fact that such corporations have been 
allowed by the comity of other States to transact business therein, 
creates the supposed necessity and propriety of this enactment. 

Mr. Speaker, the subject is one by no means free from difficulty. 
If the legislation can be so limited as to apply only to the classes of 
cases intended by it, I have arrived at the conclusion it is free from 
any constitutional objection. 

Tt does not apply to the cases of 5 created by or under 
the laws of the United States, nor do I think the language is broad 
enough to include foreign corporations, The design is this: that if 
a corporation created or organized under the law of Massachusetts 
shall send its agents into the State of California, and by the comity 
of that State be permitted to transact business there, in controversies 
between it and citizens of California growing out of such transac- 
tions it shall be treated as a citizen of that State and excluded from 
the Federal courts. Can Congress impose this restriction? Wehave 
no national legislation on the subject. The Supreme Court of the 
United States decided that a corporation created by and trans- 
acting business in a State is to be deemed an inhabitant of that Sta’ 

pable of being treated as a citizen for all purposes of suing an 
being sued. a ve! a Digest of Laws, page 9, and cases cited in 
note d.) By the Revised Statutes the word “person” may extend 
and be applied to corporations. (Sections 1 and 5013.) Similar pro- 
visions are doubtless contained in the statutes of every State in the 
Union. I know it is the law of New York. It has been held that 


citizenship, when spoken of in the Constitution in reference to the 
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jurisdiction of the Federal courts, means nothing more than resi- 
dence. (Gassies vs. Ballou, 6 Peters, 761; Shelton vs. Tiffin, 6 How- 
ard, 163.) 

Now, granting a corporation is to be deemed a citizen of the State 
in which it is created and transacts its business, what is the status 
of such a corporation ina State other than that of its creation, where 


by the comity of that other State it is permitted to transact busi- 
ness? If itis uncertain and as yet undefined, can Con deter- 
mine it for the purpose of limiting or Santer Og jurisdiction upon 
the courts? It is true that a corporation can only act by agents; it 
is equally true that while its business is confined to the State of its 
creation and is only transacted with citizens of the same State, 
whether it shall be deemed a citizen or person or resident of that 
State, it cannot sue or be sued in the Federal courts, except in cases 
where actions may be brought between citizens of the same State. If 
a corporation of Massachusetts then goes (so far as it is capable of 
going) to California and by virtue of the legislation of California en- 

in its business there, why may it not be treated for the pur- 
poses of jurisdiction as if it were a corporation of the State under 
whose laws and by whose comity it is acting? Residence, as I have 
shown, is the meaning of the term used in the Constitution. If an 
inhabitant of Massachusetts should remove to California and engage 
in business there, no one would question his inability to prosecute 
causes in the Federal courts against the residents of the same State. 
But the citizen may go by the fiat of another provision of the Con- 
stitution, (article 4, section 2.) Not so with a State corporation. It 
has no extra-territorial rights. It can go only where legislation per- 
mits it to come; and in the case I have supposed is adopted by the 
State of California and transacting business there—a very slight shade 
of difference between its status and that of having been created by 
its laws and doing business there. 

The First iis er solemnly enacted a law under which if a citizen 
or corporation of California should make and deliver a negotiable 
promissory note to another citizen or corporation of the same State, 
and such note in the due course of business should be transferred to 
a resident of Massachusetts, who in good faith should become the 
owner of the same, he as such owner could have no standing in the 
Federal courts. This legislation has been pronounced constitutional. 
Why? Because Con has the power under the Constitution to 
make the exclusion. No State constitution would permitit. Because 
the principles of the common law are reserved to the States. Con- 
gress could not constitutionally enact that such holder should not 
sue in a State court, but must sue in the Federal court. 

Mr. Speaker, we pro in this bill to return to this exclusion of 
actions upon commercial paper, except foreign bills of exchange, and 
I am sure if that can be done for reasons of public policy the pro- 
hibition as to corporations transacting business out of the States of 
their creation can also be maintained as a constitutional exercise of 
the powers of e eT It rests entirely with Congress to say whether 
the circuit court shall have jurisdiction in any action by or against 
u corporation created by State law, and if that power exists the clause 
of the bill I am now considering is not obnoxions to any constitu- 
tional objection. 

One word further, Mr. Speaker, and I have done. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts, my colleague on the committee, [Mr. ROBINSON, ] 
has referred to the struggle on the part of Wisconsin to place corpo- 
rations of other States and foreign corporations on a par in this re- 
spect with domestic corporations in that State, and to the fact that 
an agreement made by the Home Insurance Company of New York 
not to remove causes to the Federal courts was repugnant to the 
Constitution and laws of the United States, and therefore void. The 
case reported in 20 Wallace was decided by a divided court, and is 
an instructive one for reference. In the case of Paul vs. Virginius, 8 
Wall, 168, Justice Field is quoted as saying: 

Having no absolute right of 3 in other States, but 5 for such 
recognition and the enforcement of its contracts upon their assent, it follows, as a 
matter of course, that such assent may be granted upon such terms and i 
as those States may think proper to impose. They may exclude the foreign corpora- 
tion entirely, they may restrict its business to particular l ties, or they may 
exact such sec 735 for the performance of its contracts with their citizens as in 
their judgment will best promote the public interest. 

The Chief. Justice in his dissenting opinion, in which he was sup- 
ported by Judge Davis, says: 

I cannot concur in the ity rer which has just been announced, A State has 
the right to exclude fi surance companies from the transaction of business 
within its jurisdiction. Such is the settled law in this court. The right to im- 

ə conditions u admission follows as a necessary consequence from the right 

exclude altogether. The State of Wisconsin has made it a condition of admis- 
sion that the company shall submit to be sued in the courts she has provided for 
the settlement of the rights of her own citizens. That is no more than sayin 
that the foreign company must, for the purposes of all litigation growing out o; 
the business transacted there, renounce its foreign citizenship and become pro 
tanto a citizen of that State. There is no hardship in this, for it imposes no greater 

en than rests upon home companies and home insurers. 

Mr. Speaker, this case illustrates the necessity for the proposed leg- 
islation. It will remove all conflict between the different corporations 
transacting business in a State and result in harmony of interest and 
practice and will take away all inducement to impose the conditions 
thus far attempted, 

The decision referred to affords a cogent reason for the last provis- 
ion of the pending bill. It will take away the law of the United States 
which made the arrangement obnoxious to its provisions. I think it 
will be hailed as a measure ending conflict, as in the interests of har- 


mony, as beneficial to State corporations going into other States by 
paang them en an equality with domestic corporations of such 


1 seven minutes of my time to the gentleman from New Jersey. 
. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, I cannot enter into any discussion 
of this case even for the short time which is allotted me without ex- 
pressing my gratification at the ability and temper which have been 
illustrated in its p 5 

I shall not discuss the bill generally, but shall only make one or 
two suggestions with regard to that clause of the bill which limits 
the rights of corporations and those who deal with corporations in 
the United States courts. By a provision of the Constitution of the 
United States the judicial power of the United States extends to con- 
troversies between citizens of different States. I admit for the pur- 
pose of this discussion that Congress has the power to distribute this 
jurisdiction omong inferior courts, and that it has the power, if not 
the right, to withhold a portion of that jurisdiction. Bat the ques- 
tion returns, Upon what principle shall they withhold it? The clause 
of the Constitution which refers to the jurisdiction of Congress uses 
the term “between citizens of different States,” meaning by these 
general terms between suable persons residing in different States. It 
is proper to understand the effect of this provision of the bill on this 
power. 

The provision to which I refer is in substance this: 

The circuit courts of the United States sha cognizan: 
suit of a civil nature, either at pasar ple 2 eee Bias coos var 
coe eo the citizen of any State in which such corporation is authorized to de 

And the further provision is in effect that no suit in State courts 
between such parties shall be removed to United States courts. 

My first remark is that this proposition is far more general in its 
natnre, I think, than was intended by the gentleman who reported 
it. It applies to all cases of every kind arising between citizens of 
any State where foreign corporations do any business. If a New 
York corporation does me a civil injury in the State of New Jersey, I 
must sue them in the State courts of the State of New York unless I 
can catch them in New Jersey. I, as a citizen not a corporation, am 
deprived of my right of taking them into the circuit court in the 
district in which their property is located. Iam deprived, not by my 
own act but by the act of my State, of my constitutional right of 
going into the United States court, a right which may remain to citi- 
zens of other States. Let us understand the principle upon which 
this right depends. Corporations are held to be citizens under this 
clause of the Constitution which extends the judicial power to citi- 
zens of different States, not because they are corporations but be- 
cause they represent the natural citizens who are behind them and 
whose interests, organized and combined in these corporate bodies 
are to be affected; whose property rights as natural citizens are a 
stake. The Supreme Court has held that that clanse—and I think I 
quote the language of the court exactly—relates to “‘ all citizens in all 
their rights,” and therefore it held that corporations being a mere or- 

anized fiction behind which stood natural persons, they were enti- 
led to the benefit of that clause of the Constitution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROBESON. I will, then, only pause to call attention to the 
fact that this provision not only affects the rights of corporations to 
sue, but it affects the rights of all citizens in States where corpora- 
tions do business to sue corporations and to carry them, if they choose, 
into the courts of the United States—a right given them by the Con- 
stitution. This at least takes away from certain natural citizens, for 
causes not within their control, certain rights which remain to other 
citizens of the same nature and quality. Whatever may be said 
about corporations, this point does not come within their scope. 

There are several other suggestions I should like to make, but must 
take some other occasion. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I now yield what is left of my time to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, addressed the House. [He remarks 
will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether the morn- 
ing. hour has expired? 

he SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of Union, to proceed with 
the consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules, and, pend- 
ing that, I move that all debate on the pending amendment be lim- 
ited to five minutes. 

Mr. KIMMEL. Iask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] to yield to me for five minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would have to yield to twenty more if I did. 

APPROPRIATION FOR UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presents to the House a communication 
from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : 
SS th exten teal year Wr ha tomentose 
the marshals of et nited States, 3 their 8 for necessary 


duties. 
R. B. HAYES, 


expenditures in the discharge of their offici 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 24, 1880. 


1880. 
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The SPEAKER. The communication will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WHITE. And printed. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the accompanying paper be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, February 20, 1880. 

Sm: I desire tfully to call your attention to the subject of the a; ria 
tion for the rain $ fiscal year for the fees and ditures of the Spaa A the 
United States in the performance of the duties of their offices. 
gress, and the present sige . at its first session, adjourned with- 
out making eg Bak, get for these officers. In my annual report I have fully 
stated to the ato and House of Representatives the condition in which ew 
were left by this failure. Since the Ist of July last they have carried on th 
offices without any appropriation, and have not only been without compensation 
for themselves an eir deputies, but have advanced the sums 3 to be 
oe in order that the process of the United States might not fail, having ful- 

ed substantially all their official duties. Lam informed many of them that 
they have now reached the limit of their capacity thus to conduct their offices, and 
a failure by them in the administration of their offices is necessarily a failure to 
execute the laws of the United States, which in such case would occur by reason 
of the want of suitable appropriations. I need not enumerate the vast number of 
cases in which such failure would be attended with grave results, disastrous in 
some cases to individuals and in others to the public justice of the United States. 
Nearly eight months of the current fiscal year have now elapsed. I feel that these 
officers are entitled to great credit for the exertions they have heretofore made. 
I have no doubt they will continue to do their best; but, in view of the heavy 


ressure upon them, I trust that Congress will, as soon as ble, show them 
That the confidence they have felt that the appropriation would be made for their 
1 fees and ditures has not been laced. 
8 the head of the 


ent of Justice, I have felt it my duty to inform you 
of the condition in which these officers now find themselves, and the uent 
effects to be antici in the administration 3 justice, in order that you 
may, should you deem it proper, communicate with Congress upon the subject, 
an urge upon that body, with as much earnestness as it may properly be done, a 
disposition of matter. 


prom: 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 


Saan DEVENS, 
To the PRESIDENT., 8 
The message of the President was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
REVISION OF RULES. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and pending that motion he moves that all 
debate on the pending amendment be closed in five minutes. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. The pending amendment is that offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Oscar TURNER. ] 

Mr. CONGER. The motion, as I understand it, does not cut off 
further amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It cuts off neither amendment nor debate on such 
other amendments as may be offered. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union Wan agrena to. 

The House accordingly resolved i into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole resumes consid- 
eration of the report of the Commitee on Rules, and by order of the 
House all debate on the pending amendment is limited to five min- 
utes. The ding question is upon the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. OSCAR TURNER, ] as modified at the 

tion of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND.) 
. OSCAR TURNER'S amendment, as modified, was as follows: 

Add to Rule XXI the following: 

When a public bill, resolution, or proposition shall have been referred to a stand- 
ing or select committee of the House and no report has been made thereon for 

rty days, it shall be in order for the member who introduced said bill, resolu- 
tion, or proposition, on any Monday, immediately after the ration of the morn- 
ing hour, to offer a resolution or move to place said bill, resolution, or ition 
on the proper calendar, which resolution shall then be considered, and, if decided 
in the affirmative, the bill, resolution, or proposition shall be placed on the Calen- 
dar, and the committee discharged from further consideration of the same, 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I offer a modification of the amendment 
which I offered on Friday last. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXIV the following: 

When a public bill, resolution, or proposition shall have been referred to a stand- 
ing or select committee of the House and no report has been made thereon for 
thirty days, it shall be in order for the member who introduced said bill, resolu- 
tion, or proposition, on any Monday, immediately after the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour, to offer a resolution or move to discharge the committee from the further 
consideration of thesame, which resolution or motion shall then be considered, and, 
Be eye ee en ie 
House shall — then * the Recor x ri S 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Mr. Chairman, as I have before presented 
my views to the committee on this amendment, I shall not trespass 
further than to simply say that there can be no abuse of the privilego 
given a member under this amendment, because it is to the interest 
of every member that he shall have the benefit of the report of a 
committee in his favor on any bill, resolution, or proposition referred 
to a committee, and no member will ever exercise the right given him 
under this amendment if the committee is engaged in investigating 
the matter. It will never be resorted to except when a committee 


refuses to report the bill back to the House, either favorably or un- 
favorably. that event the remedy afforded by this amendment 
not only guards the personal right of the member who offers a bill 
or proposition, but, sir, it guards the rights of the majority of this 
House, for it secures to them the right to pass a bill or resolution if 
a majority are in favor of it, or to put it upon the Calendar. If this 
amendment is not adopted the power is left in the hands of a com- 
mittee to stifle and defeat the will of a majority by refusing to report 
back to this House a bill, resolution, or proposition that has been re- 
ferred to it. 

If this amendment is defeated you give up the power of this House 
to legislate or pass a bill that a majority is in favor of, simply because 
a committee will not report back the bill, either favorably or un- 
favorably, that this House is in favor of which has been referred to 
it; thus recognizing in a committee a power dangerous to the lib- 
erties and rights of the people by leaving it in the power of a few 
members on a committee to stifle and defeat the will of a majority of 
this House, for under these rules there is no remedy provided to force 
a committee to report back a bill which has been referred to them. 

Mr. Chairman, I offered this amendment because I knew it was im- 
portant, and would, if adopted, enable us to legislate for the interest 


of the peo le. 
I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Indiana, 


. wer of the committees of this House has 
reached a point startling to all lovers of democratic 8 
and smacks strongly of the star-chamber and secret doings of the 
py council. Measures of “ great pith and moment” are eyen, when 
acked by a strong support of the people’s representatives on this 
floor, consigned to premature graves without examination or the 
slightest regard to the wishes of their authors; and the whole power 
of this House under the existing rules and those that are p: 
by the committee are unequal to the task of rescuing from the fatal 
pigeon hole bills of the utmost importance to our constituents. We 
ve heard much of the abuses of the veto power by the Executive, 
and yet we find members of this body who are most turbulent in 
their frothy assaults the most clamorous for conferring powers upon 
a single committee which far exceed those of the veto power. The 
Executive can do no more than return a bill with his objections to 
the House in which it originated; but your autocratic committee 
may refuse to notice them at all, and say to this House, “ you shall not 
even consider these bills; we do not think it proper to trust you with 
such matters, and we know more about the we of the country 
than all of you put together.” I need scarcely remind gentlemen on 
this floor that at the late extra session a bill known as the“ Warner 
silver bill” passed this House by a majority, nor call to mind 
the humiliation to which they were subjected by the refusal of the 
chairman of a single committee of the Senate to even report the bill. 
And yet that very Senator was more violent in his denunciation of 
Mr. Hayes for his use of the veto power than perhaps any member 
upon the floor of either House; a terrible thing is this one man power 
in the hands of the Executive of the United States, but a charming 
constitutional democratic affair when in possession of the chairman 
of a committee, especially if he happen to be chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

But, sir, I am far from charging that the chairman of this most 
potent committee is more arrogant and self-sufficient than others, for 
they all seem to be tarred with the same paddle and to think the rest 
of us who are sent here to represent our constituents are a mere set 
of supernumeraries to hoist or let down the curtain when they so 
direct. 


I had the honor at an early day of this session to present for the 
consideration of this House a bill to substitute national Treasury 
notes for national-bank notes, as a measure in which my constituents 
and the whole people of my State feel the deepest interest, and upon 
which I am anxious to have the views of members from other sections 
of the Union. But in calling on the high dignitary, the chairman of 
the great Committee on Banking and Currency, I was coolly informed 
that he did not intend to report it at all, though he confessed that 
he had never examined the bill, and then quoted other distinguished 
members of the committee in connection with himself as being op- 
posed to any legislation upon national banks more than the bill that 
was so ignominiously set down on a few days ago in this House; and 
for no other reason, as I verily believe, than that the previous ques- 
tion was demanded and a free, full, and fair discussion refused by the 
gentleman who had the bill in charge. Sir, if we are to have no other 
agency in framing the laws of our country than to record the acts of 
the chairman of a committee, why not let us supernumeraries go home 
and save the expense of 8 in Washington and the shame of 
so servile a position in the Capitol of the American nation. 

Sir, the people of my State are jealous of the one-man power, and 
I fear it will be difficult to convince them that its exercise in the hands 
of the chairman of a Senate committee, though he be a distinguished 
Senator from the State of Delaware, or the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on . or of Banking and Currency in this House, pos- 
sibly not less famous than the Senator, will be less liable to abuse or 


pee democratic in principle than if exercised by arepublican Execu- 
ve. 

The han; 
a hearing 


ty disdain with which members of this House who seek 
re some of these committees are treated by the arro- 
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ant assumption of those who chance to fill the important position of 
8 should remind us of the stern necessity im by self- 
respect to clip their wings and teach them that we have not yet ab- 
dicated the rights conferred upon us by an enlightened constituency, 
nor do we intend to transfer to their hands the sole power of framing 
our legislation. 

I shall heartily support the amendment offered by the honorable 
member from Kentucky, [Mr. OSCAR Toeren] 

I say this, sir, in sorrow rather than anger, for I cheerfully confess 
the t improvements made in the general code of rules reported 
by the distinguished committee who have had charge of the matter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to say simply that I have no authority 
to speak for the Committee on Rules upon the subject of the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague, [Mr. Oscar TURNER.] The scope of 
the amendment is very broad; its effect will be very noticeable. 
After a careful consideration of it from our adjournment on Friday 
last until now, speaking for myself and disclaiming any authority to 
speak for the Committee on Rules or any other member of it, I will 
say that I believe the amendment is in the right direction and should 
be adopted by the House. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I move to strike out the last word. 
I desire but a few moments to call the attention of the members of 
the Committee of the Whole to a matter which has been under con- 
sideration within the last few days. There was a statement made 
on Friday last which it seems to me does great injustice to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, great injustice to this Congress, and still 
greater injustice to unpensioned soldiers of this country. I for one 
am not willing that that statement shall go out unchallenged to the 
people of the country. My colleague from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] in 
the discussion at that time said : 


If this House should do no other business from now until the end of the session— 
eed, Mr. Chairman, if we should sit here from now until the first Monda: Ass 


0 
before the two Houses of Congress and minu 
each case we pr pore bel through the list. crow * 

Well, he seemed to warm up a little with his own eloquence and 
got stronger before he went on much further, for he said: 

Why, if we should give fair consideration 

Now, I do not know what he considers “ fair consideration.“ What 
he said was: 

tuto be given $0 them wre OAA uot gus DNI AOR tis ONEROA WIN the oases 

em, We no © cases 
{hes aro nove on the Unlenday from Peonayfrania slave: 

Mr. WHITE. Who said that? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. My colleague, [Mr. WARNER.] Now, 
there is one of two things pretty certain, either my colleague has 
been more successful with his pensioners—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My point of order is that the gen- 
tleman is not debating the amendment under censideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course it is impossible for the Chair to say 
in advance the relation that the remarks of the gentleman may have 
to the pending amendment. 

Mr. UPDE F, of Ohio. Iam coming to that in a few minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is avery difficult matter always for a presid- 
ing officer to rule in advance that what a gentleman is saying or may 
say has no reference to a pen C ieee 

. TOWNSHEND, of ois. It is a very easy matter for the 
Chair to rule in this case. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND ] seems to have the floor a good deal of the time in order 
and out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. UPDEGRAFF] 
will proceed in order. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I will endeavor to do so. There is 
one thing pretty certain, that my worthy colleague from Ohio, [ Mr. 
WARNER, ! song been successful himself in his own pension case, 
either considers these matters are not worthy of attention or else he 
has got into some very wild fiat inflation arithmetic, what might be 
called metaphorical arithmetic. He says “we could not get through 
this session with the cases that are now on the Calendar from Penn- 
sylvania alone.” 

Sir, I hold in my hand the Private Calendar of this House. On 
that Calendar there are only thirty-two pension cases from Pennsyl- 
vania, There are on it fifty-two pension cases reported by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, [Mr. CorrroTu,] only 
thirty-two of which are from Pennsylvania. Now, sir, if this House 
has not time to consider thirty-two pension cases, after having wasted 
weeks and months on moonshine inflation financial doctrines, it is 
about time that we should commence holding longer sessions than 
three hours a day. A day’s work for a Government employé is at 
least eight hours. 

In ny judgment Con has no duty that is now so binding, so 
imperative upon it, and so important to the le of the country as 
the consideration of these pension claims. Besides, the gentleman 
has fi; it down very fine. He says that there have been intro- 
duced into this House, or into Congress, between three thousand five 
hundred and four thousand bills ress pensions. Are all these 
bills to come up for consideration? In a great number of these cases 


there will be found three bills in the House and one in the Senate, 
sometimes two in the Senate and one in the House, for the identically 
same pension. Therefore it does not make that many different cases. 
Again, a large portion of the cases before the Pension Committee are 
cases which year after year, and by committee after committee, have 
been reported adversely upon, and they need not and will not claim 
the attention of this House. So that a few hundred are really all the 
cases that need claim the time of Congre 

But I will not consent that the disabled and still unpensioned sol- 
diers of the Union Army shall be told that there is no chance for 
their claims to be heard, and, if just, allowed; shall be told, if these 
claims by reason of some technical defect in the evidence are rejected 
by the Pension Office, that this Congress is too august a body or too 
busy discussing theoretical finance—on which it has wasted weeks— 
to hear the claims for simple justice of the men without whose sacri- 
fices we would to-day have no Congress, no Government, and no Treas- 


ury. 
"Within the last year the Pension Office has granted ten thousand 
pensions, eight thousand have been increased, and fifteen thousand 
” Congress, since 1862, has granted, by special acts, relief to 
fourteen hundred s rs, and now it would require but a few weeks 
to settle every case worthy of attention. It has no work which is so 
much its duty; a soldier’s claim is not a mere money title. It isnot 
ay justice, but appeals alike to the nation’s honor and its pride. 
ighty-six years ago day after to-morrow this Government, under 
Washin gton, 7 the plan of sending pension claims to a 
committee of this House organized for that purpose, and has followed 
iteversince. Forty-nine years ago a Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
as now organized, was regularly charged with its present duties. 

My colleague says he has a better If it be such I will gladly 
accept it. But while this is the only mode known to our Govern- 
ment let us go faithfully forward in it to do what little we may of 
justice to the men and the families of the men by whose valor and 
sacrifices the nation marched to victory and peace. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Well, there was a word or two more, 
but I will write out the rest as others do. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to reply only to the arithmetic of my col- 
league from Ohio, [Mr. UPDEGRAFF.] Iassumed that the report that 
the number of pension bills pending before this House and the Senate 
was between t and four thousand was correct. If there are 
three thousand, and ten minutes be given to each bill, it would take, 
as I figure it, thirty thousand minutes to consider these bills alone. 
That would be five hundred hours, and supposing three hours a ree 
be given to them, it would take one hundred and sixty-six days, an 

iving twenty days to a month, which is as many days as the House 
in session on the average, it would take something over eight 
months. My arithmetic, therefore, was right. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, How many days in a month do you 
say there are? 

. WARNER. Iam calculating on the basis of twenty days ina 
month as the 7 number the House is in session. 

Mr. UPDEG , of Ohio. You said “every day.” 

Mr. WARNER. Twenty legislative days in a month. It would 
take then about eight months to go over or pass three thousand pen- 
sion bills, giving ten minutes only to each case. And there will be 
twice three thousand bills here before this Congress terminates, if it 
is understood that the time of the House is to be taken up in this way. 

Mr. WRIGHT. What arithmetic is the gentleman referring to? 

Mr. WARNER. I suggest to my friend from Pennsylvania that 
when he gets home he quietly take up his paper and pencil and figure 
this out for himself. I su t that my colleague do the same. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I have done it. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to make reply to 
8 further; but I still insist— 

. FRYE. The gentleman will allow me to call his attention to 
an inacc in his statement of the time it will take to pass pen- 
sion bills. The Committee of the Whole the other day, on motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. OSCAR TURNER, I inserted in these 
rules a provision that not a dollar shall be appropriated by this House 
without a call of the yeas and nays; so that under this rule, as 
amended, it is going to take an hour to read the report and call the 
yeas and nays on every pension bill presented here. I simply call 
attention to this because it seems to me the amendment must be voted 
out when peal i into the House. 

Mr. W. R. The rule, as I understand, does not apply to pri- 
vate bills, but only to public bills. 2 

Mr. FRYE. I do not so understand it. I think it applies to all. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. This amendment has no application to 
pension bills. $ 

Mr. WARNER. Iam informed that the provision referred to applies 
only to public bills, not to private bills. 

T still insist that the rule proposed here the other day would be en- 
tirely inadequate as a means to correct the evils complained of. This 
House is not the place to ee penson claims. A commission ought 
to be established and I hope will be to decide such cases under the 
law; and if my coll e will permit me—and I mean no personal 
offense—I will say further that all this talk about rushing pension 
bills through here is in my judgment mere demagogism—not action 
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dictated by wisdom or sound policy, or even good common sense. The 
object too manifestly is to catch votes and not to promote the real 
interests of honest pension claimants. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. If anybody understands the dema- 
gogue business, I think it is my colleague. [Laughter.] 

r. WARNER. I did not hear the remark of the gentleman. 

[Here the hammer zeba 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Iwithdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

Mr. FRYE. If the gentleman will yield to me one moment I wish 
to say that I find, on examining the amendment adopted on motion 
of the gentleman from E [Mr. OSCAR TURNER, ] that I am 
strictly correct; that on every bill appropriating money or making any 
charge upon 1 ad the yeas and nays must be called, 

Mr. GARFIELD. Irose to say a word in re to the pending 
amendment, which I hope gentlemen will look at carefully before 
they vote. I do not wish to delay action at all, but the amendment 
if adopted will throw the entire business of this House, as I think, 
into the utmost confusion. According to this proposition any bill, 
after having been in committee thirty days, may, by a majority vote 
of the House, be brought back here for action. 

Now, there are scores of bills that cannot possibly be taken up, 

roperly considered, and carried through a committee in pene dayo, 

o one of the appropriation co Lae ps the smallest, can run 
through committee with any kind of thoroughness in thirty days. 
Take the bill on commerce, which the Committee on Commerce has 
been en upon for two months and more; it is not ready. Take 
the bill relating to rivers and harbors; that we understand takes the 
whole winter to get it ready. Take a bill covering all the subjects 
of a tariff; no Ways and Means Committee, though it be the most 
industrious that ever sat here, can bring in a general tariff bill in 
less than three or four months. Yet here is a rule that would tum- 
ble any bill, however great, however voluminous, however compli- 
cated, baak into the Hotse, out of the hands of the committee, and 
put it upon its parenge or send it to the Calendar instantly, whenever 
a majority can be obtained to support such a course. Under such a 
rule we should have heart-burnings between committees, plots against 
committees, plots between committees in all sorts of ways. I trust 
that L who desire to have the good order of this House pre- 
served, to have legislation proceed with the conservative surround- 
ings nag poteoan we have always had, will vote against this pro- 

osed rule. 
* Mr. BLACKBURN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I ask the gentleman from Ohio, in the ght 
of his long service and elaborate experience, to tell me why a majority 
of this House should not have the right to send to a Calendar or con- 
sider, if it please, any bill that has been introduced into the House in 
accordance with the rules and has remained in the committee-room 
for thirty days? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Simply because, as I have shown, there are 
scores of great bills that cannot be perfected in thirty days by any 
committee, however industrious, 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Then make it sixty days. 

Mr, GILLETTE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio if in 
his jadgment this House is not worthy to be trusted to decide by a 
majority vote what business they will consider? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think the old conservative rule requiring two- 
thirds to suspend the rules so as to discharge a committee—to turn 
the committee with its back to the wall and tell them “ you are un- 
worthy ”—is a good rule to follow; and we do not want to run in 
tariff legislation in this way just now—which is the pu . 

Mr. CKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I think that this discussion 
warrants the utterance I made here on Friday last, when I said the 
amendment was so important and far-reaching in its consequences 
that it should be read in print and carefully considered by every mem- 
ber before being voted upon. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has not enlarged upon 
the effect of this amendment if it should be adopted. It will work 
almost a revolution in the business of this House. Iam perfectly 

content to aires that thirty days be struck out and that we insert 
~ “sixty days during a long session of Congress, and thirty days dur- 
ing a short session.” But I do insist (and I appeal to the experience 
of every member on this floor to bear out the assertion) that in too 
many cases the sending of a bill to a committee of this House, which 
committee chances to be adverse to the purposes of the measure, is 
equivalent to consigning it to the “tomb of the Capulets.” No mat- 
ter what the majority of this House may want to do in such a case, 
it has no opportunity under the present rules to do anything. It 
seems to be the very essence of conservatism (if indeed this be a pop- 
ular government under which the majority should have a chance to 
rule) to afford that majority the opportunity which this rule proposes. 
After a reasonable time has elapsed (whether thirty or sixty days) 
and a committee of this House hasrefused toreport back for determina- 
tion a measure sent to it for examination, it seems to me to be but 
fair and right bal bbs. not to any one member of the House but toa 
majority of the House, the right to call up the bill and send it to the 
Calendar, or, if that majority please, to pass upon it at theinstant. I 
do not think any danger ARAR be apprehended from the amendment 
now pending. 


Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
has voiced almost verbatim what I desire to say. I will submit this 
however. It occurs to my mind that the criticism of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] on the amendment is a criticism upon 
the House itself. If this House, Mr. Chairman, can be trusted on the 
final passage of a bill where a majority vote will pass it, certainly the 
judgment of the House ought to be trusted upon a question of this 
character. This is a popular government, or it is nothing. I hope 
we have not reached that stage in our history where it can be called 
anything else. And why it is that a bill of great public necessity 
and importance which has been consigned to a committee cannot be 
brought by a vote of a majority of this House back to the House to 
be considered I cannot comprehend. A two-thirds vote rarely can be 
obtained, and yet it might be perfectly true that a majority of the 
members of the House might desire to pass the measure, might desire 
it should become a law, but they are powerless under the two-thirds 
rule to pass it. It is a species of legislative legerdemain that onght 
to be discountenanced in this House, and I hope on the final vote on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky it will prevail. It 
would be a great stride in the direction of reform, in the tion of 
true 1 eae popular government. 

Mr. G IELD. Will the gentleman from Iowa tell me whether 
he thinks a two-thirds rule is ever wise? Should we have every- 
thing by a age 

Mr. WEAVER. Hardly ever. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then you donot believe in having anything but 
by a ority all the time ? 

Mr. WEAVER. I will answer, in my judgment—though it may be 
very crude, for I certainly claim no legislative experience, certainly 
none as compared with that of the gentleman from Ohio—but in my 
ormens a majority vote ought to determine everything in this 

ouse except the expulsion of a member. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, rose. 

TheCHAIRMAN. No further debate is in order on this amendment. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. Have I the right to accept the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky! 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman who offered the amendment, at 
any time before it is voted on by the committee, may modify it to 
any extent he pleases. 

. OSCAR TURNER. Then I accept the modification of the gen- 
tleman having charge of the report, of sixty days during the long 
and thirty days during the short session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the Chair decide that debate 
is not in order? 

Pca en It is not until after this amendment has been 
of. 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There is but one amendment pend- 
ing, snd I move to strike out the last word. 

he CHAIRMAN, That amendment is now pending, made by the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I withdraw it. 

Mr. PAGE. I object to its being withdrawn. 

The amendment to the amendment was not concurred in, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last two 
words for the purpose of correcting an impression which may follow 
from the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio. 

This amendment is simply for the purpose of enabling the House 
by a majority vote to determine whether a bill shall be p on the 
public Calendar or not. If the bill isnot of that nature which would 
strike the moni of the House favorably, it would not be placed 
upon the public Calendar, Every bill introduced of a public nature 
and sent to a committee and retained there for thirty days does not 
necessarily go on the Calendar, but only those bills which, after lying 
for thirty days in committee, shall receive the approval of a majority 
of the House. 

A word or two more and I am done. I am in favor of this amend- 
ment partly for the reason it gives opportunity here to those who by 
their industry and by their energy have framed bills of benefit 
to the P avec to obtain some action by the House upon them. There 
are industrions men here who unfortunately are placed upon commit- 
tees which really have no jurisdiction, and yet who have prepared 
carefully drawn bills which they desire the House to pass upon, but 
which are sent to one of the three or four of the important commit- 
tees of the House which do monopolize the entire legislation, and 
there they are buried and never heard of again. My pur is to 

ive a fair hearing not to frivolous, not to unimportant bills but to 
important measures which shall receive the approval of a majority 
of this House. It is for that reason I advocated the amendment 
when it was last under consideration. 

The House will remember that the only effect of the amendment is 
that public bills and public resolutions, not pension bills or private 
bills of any character, shall have an opportunity of coming before 
this House and the question being determined as to whether they 
shall go upon the Calendar or not. That is all there is in this amend- 
ment. 

[Here the hammer . 

Mr. WRIGHT. I rise oppose the amendment. I object to it, 
Mr. Chairman, and I will repeat again for the benefit of the House 


sion a v. 
Missouri, Mr. Harca, ] making salt free good enough if it did not 
interfere with other matters of 

There is another attack in detail upon the great protective princi- 
ple in several matters which are not now develo Tt is also sug- 

ted that the tariff on steel rails will be removed as the next o 
Koare point; and now, if we adopt the amendment as pre osed by 
my friend from Kentucky, we put it in the power of the House to 
bring out of the committee any bill in detail that may be desired. 
And yet I think the protective principle is in better keeping now, in 
the hands of the proper committee, than it would be if the plan sug- 
gested here were adopted. Heaven knows where we might land if 
the plan suggested by my friend were adopted. 

ere are certain features of his amendment that are worthy of 
our sanction, that are all-proper and commendable, Reform is de- 
manded. In the last Congress I was some ten months watching an 
opportunity to get before the House a supplement to the land bill I 
proposed. I reported that bill to the House at the commencement of 
this session of Con, . Three months have already expired and 
there is no way that I can pursue, no device that I can adopt, no 
strategy I can resort to, to get it before the Honse. I defy any mem- 
ber to obtain a hearing on any bill he may offer, public or private. 
Under this system of rules there is a worse y than our people 
rotested against in the days before the American Revolution. They 
‘ought for liberty then, and there are some of us here who might 
fight for liberty under these rules until we die, while the whole power 
of the House is locked up in the hands of the committee, or of two or 
three committees. They hold us in dead-lock. We are powerless in 
their hands. And should this be the rule of American legislation! 
Such it is. 

While it is not my desire to force measures placed in the hands of 
committees out of them, and thus h great and important 
questions which affect our revenue laws, still it may be possible that 
we may, by permitting other great measures to be pigeon-holed, do a 
greaterinjury. In my judgment, a protective tariff is of vast moment 
to the prosperity of our whole country. I would rather see the tariff 
go to the bottom of the sea than adopt such measures as would de- 
stroy and kill other great measures which affect the entire body-politic. 
While I am an open and avowed protettive-tariff man, I will not per- 
mit the pursuit of this idol to absorb other matters of secondary im- 
portance. It is the bane of our legislation that important measures 
which demand the attention of Congress should be placed in the hands 
o a committee every man of which might be its bitter and unrelent- 

enemy. 

f believe that two hundred and ninety-three men are quite as capa- 
ble of jadging of a measure of public policy as thirteen or fifteen 
men. I believe further that any Representative on this floor who 
proposes a measure of legislation has the right to demand a test vote 
upon it. Let him answer to bis constituents for the responsibility of 
the measure. The gag-law rule should have no existence in the Amer- 
ican Con, The amendment perplexes me. Iam half inclined to 
support it, and yet there are reasons why I should not—a fair idea, 
however, as to the double text of the warp and woof of your legi 
tion. Have we reached that time in our legislative history, Mr. ir- 
man, when a t measure of public policy may be locked up in 
committee, and when we dare not call the matter k to the House 
for the fear some other measure of equal interest to the country may 
be the subject of attack in detail and thus destroyed? A strange 
state of allairs, truly! 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. COX. I renew the amendment. I renew it for the purpose of 
saying this, that if no other man in this House in a protest 
to the speech just made by the 1 from Pennsylvania, I 
should feel under obligation myself to make it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Whatisthat? Say that again. . 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Pennsylvania talks to us about 
liberty, and yet he would break down the liberty of buying and sell- 
ing all around our star wherever we please. He would crush out the 
liberty of trade and would have our farmers, who are the potential 
elements of the prosperity of this country, taxed to death by these in- 
famous tariffs which put hundreds of millions into the pockets of 
Pennsylvania and a few men at the expense of the whole country. 
Ay, he would put not twenty-five millions into the Treasury, but a 
thousand millions into the pockets of a few favored classes. The 
gentleman thinks the farmer people do not study this. I know this 
pa bern? mere party. I remember in a con on the tariff in 

872, w. General Schenck led that side of thé House, we did make 
an advance and reform to the amount of $40,000,000 with the aid of 
Senators LoGAN and ALLISON, republicans, whe had the grace and 
pluck to fight for their western constituency. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


I believe, sir, in ing any modification of this rule which will 


making 
take from the Committee of Ways and Means their control over 
I want tariffs sent to that committee sent back to this House for 


the action of a majority. When the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD] sat down I was near him and I heard him say this rule was 
intended for reform of the tariff. I did not know that was the object 
of my friend from Kentucky, but the moment I found that was the 
object I said I would vote for it because I am in favor of free land 
and free trade. 

bes 

Or led or life, 

If freedom fail? 
Freedom to go around the world as we please with our magnificent 
surplus productions ; freedom to buy where we please in the cheapest 
market, and to barter and exchange as we please. And I hail with 
satisfaction this effort on the part of Kentucky, which hasonly alittle 
tariff on hemp, I believe, of 12 per cent.; and I hope there will be at 
least hemp enough to hang protection when that question is brought 
into this House. 

What I desire now by amendment of the rules is that you may bri 

in your salt, that you may bring in your quinine if you please, that 
you may bring in your steel rails for the safety of human life, for the 
transportation of your produce cheaply to the seaboard, and for the 
extension of your agricultural productions; so that we may indeed 
have that privilege and freedom of trade which have belonged to the 


American people ever since they put forth their declaration of inde- 

pendence from the protection of Great Britain. 

z ne a desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
ew York. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 


expired. 

Ur. HAWLEY. I rise to oppose the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] and to oppose the proposed addi- 
tion to the rule. ; 

Mr. Chairman, as I listen to the gentleman from New York I am 
almost persuaded that it would be well to abolish the tariff entirely. 
As I listen to others I am satisfied that the tax on whisky ought to 
be taken off. As I listen to others I am satisfied that the tax on tobacco 
might well be removed. And I come, then, in general, to the conclusion 
that the most economical and just way to administer this Government 
is to abolish the tariff and taxes and to pay the expenses from the 


Treasury. 

But I did not rise to discuss the tariff question. Iam opposed to 
the pending amendment. It gives the majority of the House a right 
after thirty days to call back from a committee any bill whatever and 
place it on the Calendar. 

A MEMBER. Sixty days. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Some one says sixty days. I do not care which it 
is. It is obvious under that rule, if it should be adopted, it would be 
entirely in order after thirty days or after sixty days to Being back 
every single bill which had been referred, at least every public bill, 
and there cannot be less than two thousand public bills now pend- 
ing. And these motions are to be privil motions. There would 
then be on the first Monday occurring r the expiration of thirt 
days two thousand privileged motions to discharge commit eac 
of which motions would be debatable under the rule. It would take 
us some time, doubtless, to call the roll two thousand times, and we 
should have a respectable Calendar with two thousand public bills 
“pon it. And then with the other rule, which requires that every 
b we oan any money whatever should have the yeas and 
nays upon it, I eve we should rather divide ourselves into 
3 hun Congresses and endeavor thereby to get through the 

usiness. 

I regard the rule as mischievous and utterly impracticable. But if 
it is to pass I desire an opportunity to move a slight amendment. It 
is not in order now I believe because there is an amendment to an 
amendment ding, but I will seek an 5 to offer it. 

The C The amendment to amendment is a merely 
formal one. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] withdraw 
the formal amendment ? $ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the attention of the gentleman from New 
York. Will he permit me to offer a substantial amendment by with- 
drawing the formal amendment which is now pending? 

Mr. COX. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [offer the following amendment to the amendment: 

Insert after the word shall and before the words be discharged " the words 
within ten days.“ 

So that after a majority of the House shall have ordered the measure 
to be returned in order to place it on the Calendar the committee hay- 
ing it in charge may have time to perfect it. I would have the com- 
mittee not return it in an entirely crude state but would give it some 
days to put it in shape. If the amendment is to pass, I think what I 
now offer will be an rovement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. t is right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the amendment be now re- 
ported as it will read if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to Rule XXIV the following: 
When a public bill, resolution, or proposition shall have been referred to a stand- 
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has been made thereon for 
a short session of Con- 

er for the member who introdu: said bill, resolution, or 
y after the expiration of the morning hour, 
the committee from the further consid- 


ing or select committee of the House and no report 
sixty days during a long session and for thirty days d 
gress, it shall be in 
proposition, on Any Monday imm 
offer a resolution or move to 


discharged and 
the bill, resolution, or pro; shall be placed on a oe calendar, unless a 
majority of the House determine then to consider the same. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to suggest that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. OSCAR TURNER] contemplates 
that the identical bill should come back before the House as it went 
to the committee, Now the amendment of my friend from Connect- 
icut [Mr. HAWLEY] anticipates that when it gets before the standing 
committee that committee may amend the measure or make a substi- 
tute for it. 

That would not reach what is contemplated by the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. His proposition is to bring back 
the identical bill which was referred to the committee. The object 
of the ten days’ time is to allow the committee an opportunity to 
amend the bill before reporting it, which would be inconsistent with 
the object of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky. 

Ar. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. HawLey] whether his amendment enlarges the power now 

iven under the proposed Rule XXVIII; whether what is claimed for 
Bis amendment cannot be obtained under Rule XXVIII, providing for 
suspensions of the rules on Monday! 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not see 2 about this matter in Rule 
XXVIII. I will correct what I think is a misapprehension of my friend 
from Virginia, [Mr. Harris, ] I think the object of those who favor this 
pro new rule is not so much to get back the original bill literally 
as to get a report upon it, for whatever the committee may report the 
introducer of the bill will have a right to move as a substitute for 
the bill reported that which he originally introduced. If the object 
is to get k a bill as originally introduced, then why refer it at 
all? s 

Mr. FRYE. As the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
seems to be the one perfecting this absurd proposition, I want to sug- 

tone other point that needs perfecting. There is no provision 
fees for an extra session. In these modern days extra sessions are 
quite sp pac and will not the gentleman from Connecticut pro- 
vide for the extra sessions ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. “The gentleman from Connecticut” has already 
suggested a remedy ; that is, that we divide ourselves into three hun- 
dred different Congresses and sit perpet y. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. HAWLEY to 
the amendment, and it was not to. 
The 19 was then taken upon the amendment moved by Mr. 
Oscar TURNER; and upon a division there were—ayes 78, noes 92. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; there being 42 in the affirmative, (more than 
woe ioe af a quorum ;) and Mr. Oscar TURNER and Mr, FRYE were 
ap 5 

e committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 80, noes 108. 

So the amendment was not to. H 

Mr. WHITE. I move to amend Rule XXIV by adding as a new 
clause what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On the first and fourth Fridays of each — the Calendar of private bills 
shall be called over, (the chairman of the C. of the Whole House com- 
mencing the call where he left off the previous Friday,) and the bills to the pas- 
sage of which no objection shall then be made shall be considered and disposed 
of. Whena bill is 2 reached, after having been once objected to, the commit- 
tee shall consider dispose of the same, unless it shall again be objected to by 
at least five members. 

Mr. WHITE. Members of the Committee of the Whole, who have 
listened to the reading of this proposed amendment, have discovered 
that it is the 3 existing rule of the House, known as Rule 129. 
By this amendment I propose to renew what we know as “ objection 
day” upon the Fridays indicated therein. I think it is quite proper 
that the sense of the House shall be tested upon the propriety of re- 
taining the original rule for the consideration of bills upon the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

If the proposed rules now under consideration shall be adopted by 
the House, all the old rules will be abrogated; and then on every 
recurring Friday the House will be rashed into the immediate con- 
sideration of bills on the Private Calendar, about which members 
bag DEVOR have previously heard. 

en the existing rule upon that subject was adopted, as far back 
as 1839, if I recall rightly the history of legislation, the aggregate 
number of bills in uced aog a Con, was not over two hun- 
dred, and they were generally of a public character, or relating to 
something of general interest. We know now that our files are 
swollen from two hundred bills in 1839 to some six thousand or seven 
thousand for a term of Congress in each House. Now, if I have read 
rightly the Frede the number of bills already pending in this House, 
rien been in uced by its several members, is about five thousand, 
three-fourths of which relate entirely to private matters. 

The criticism tbat is made against the existing rule for objection 
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day is that it puts it in the power of one member to exercise his whim 
and his caprice agaia any particular bill by 3 to its consid- 
eration. Now, I have too high a for the discretion and for the 
fairness of individual members of this House to charge any one with 
being influenced by a purpose of that kind. On the contrary, an objec- 
tion properly made to the immediate consideration of a private bill 
which proposes to appropriate a large amount of money from the 
Treasury gives the member and the committee and the country an 
opportunity to ascertain its actual merits; and if it has merits it will 
pass, and if it has not it will fail as it should fail. 

In answer to this it is said that each of these bills before it gets 
on the Calendar has received the consideration of a committee of this 
House. Yet we very often see bills which have received the consid- 
eration of committees, and have been placed upon the Calendar upon 
insufficient e a judicious objection made to their consid- 
eration on objection has enabled members to discover subsequently 
that a bill of an entirely fraudulent character has been imposed upon 
the House. I favor the old rule. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. BLACKBURN. I sincerely trust that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. sees will not be adopted, It 
simply means to re-establish the present rule as it now exists, provid- 
ing for what is known as “ objection day.” The Committee on Rules 
intended, and so stated in their report, to do away with objection 
day. I defy the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] or any- 
body else to assign one single reason in support of its continuance 
or maintenance. 

t reason is there for continuing s paren which allows any 
bill on the Private Calendar to be p over because of a single 
objection, when if by chance or luck it comes up on the next Frida: 
it is not amenable to that objection at all? Under the pro 
amendment one Friday is objection day and the next Friday is con- 
sideration 7 and just by mere chance, as a bill happens to be 
reached on that Calendar on objection day, the interposition of a 
single arbitrary objection suffices to prevent its passage for the time. 

r. WHITE. ill the gentleman allow me? 

5 I hope the gentleman will not make another 
speech. 

Mr. WHITE. Not at all. Has not the gentleman known bad bills 
killed by objections? „ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. 

Mr. WHITE. Well, I have. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I know that these bills never go to the Private 
Calendar unless they have been reported favorably by standing com- 
mittees of the House. I take it for granted that until one of the 
standing committees of the House has carefully considered a bill and 
recommended its p: it cannot get to the Calendar. When it 
goes there, a prima facie case at least is made out that the bill is enti- 
tled to consideration, if not to passage. I would rather have the 
judgment of one of the standing committees of this House as to the 
merit or equity of a matter specially committed to it than to have 
the single unsupported opinion of any member on this floor. Besides, 
sir, two-thirds of the standing committees of this House report these 
bills which go to the Private Calendar. I say that if you intend to 
reinstate “ ijection day” you should make it apply to every Friday, 
and not leave it to chance or fortune whether a bill shall be reach 
upon an objection Friday when the objection of a single member will 
prevent its consideration, though if the bill had been fortunate enough 
to have been reached on the Friday before or the Friday, after, that 
objection would have been powerless. The rule as it stands to-da: 
stands without a reason to support it. There is nothing to be u 
in its behalf. The Committee on Rules have pro to strike it 
down, and to put every bill on the Private Calendar upon an equal 
footing with every other bill. That is the whole object of the 
amended rule as embraced in this revision. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WHITE, it was 
not a to, there being—ayes 8, noes not counted. 

Mr. STEVENSON. As an amendment to Rule XXIV I submit the 
following, which I will state is the same proposition as that offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Oscar TURNER, ] except that 
I have inserted the words “ pertaining to revenue.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


duced said — resolution, or 
States and Territories for bills 

to place said bill, resolu or p 
tion shall then be consi ; and, 
. on the Calendar, and the committee 

further consideration of the same. 
ition of the gentle- 
e Whole has reads 


Mr. HAYES. Is not this the same as the pro 
man from Kentucky which the Committee of 
The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky related to all bills of a Ag? 2 This amendment, as the 
to 
STEVENSON. I have no concealments, Mr. Chairman, as to 
my motive in offering this amendment. I desire that this Ho when 


voted down? 
8 5 understands, is confin i to revenue. 
a majority of its members so desire, may at any time be brought toa 
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vote upon the tariff. Many bills have been introduced and are now 
pending before the Committee of Ways and Means, looking to radi- 
cal reforms in the present tariff. But, sir, as we know by sad experi- 
ence, these bills are doomed to “that sleep that knows no waking.” 
Notwithstanding the burdens imposed upon the people by the iniqui- 
tous and unjust tariff legislation upon our statute-books, we find our 
hands tied by the rules of this House when we attempt reformation. 
Bills looking to a removal of these restrictions upon trade, looking 
to a removal of some of the burdens imposed npon the producing 
classes by unwise legislation, are doomed to the oblivion of the com- 
mittee-room. 

True, sir, a majority of this House may desire to remoye the tariff 
from salt; may desire to place on the free list printing-paper and the 
chemicals cae in its manufacture; may desire, as I do, that all laws 
of a purely protective character, laws which protect eastern manu- 
facturers at the expense of western producers, shall be repealed. 
But, sir, what are the facts? As every gentleman knows, these bills 
are not reported. Day after day, year after year passes, and the peo- 
ple are still doomed to bear the burdens imposed upon them, not in 
the interest of the Government, but for the benefit solely of a few 
manufacturers. I repeat, sir, I have no desire to deprive the Govern- 
ment of all necessary revenue, But “ where protection begins reve- 
nue ceases.” Every line upon our statute-book placed there in the 
interest of protection is at the expense of the producing and other 
great industries of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, at the last session of Congress, by suspehsion of the 
rules, we were enabled to pass the bill of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. MCKENZIE] placing quinine upon the free list, The coun- 
try has realized already some of the benefits resulting from that legis- 
lation. To accomplish that reform it was necessary to suspend the 
rales of which we so justly complain. At the present session the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HAT moved the suspension of the rales 
and the passage of a bill removing the duty upon salt. That bill 
failed to pass, two-thirds failing to vote for it, notwithstanding its 

e was favored by a majority of this House. 

Mr. Chairman, under the present rules, if the Committee of Ways 
and Means are hostile to tariff reform, the majority finds itself pow- 
erless. The amendment I have proposed places it within the power of 
the majority of the House, under wise restrictions, to inaugurate leg- 
islation without awaiting the slow or hostile action of a committee. 
To this end I have ofii the pending amendment. As I have said, 
I have no desire to conceal my purpose. Let this amendment be 
adopted, and there is hope for those who desire reform in our tariff 
legislation. I appeal, then, to every gentleman upon this floor who 
opposes legislation designed to benefit the few at the expense of the 
many, to stand by the pending amendment. 

I have no hesitation, Mr. Chairman, in saying that I 19 7 1 ge 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr, Oscar 
TURNER] to the one now pending. His amendment was of broader 
scope. regret, and I think the majority of this House will here- 
after moetet, aving rejected it. Under that amendment to our rules 
it would have been within the power of the majority, without refer- 
ence to the action of committees, to inaugurate wise and salutary 
legislation, Under that, measures pertaining to reform in tariff and 
finance could be bronght before this House for action. A vote could 
be secured in this House upon bills looking to financial reform, bills 
which some of us deem of io portenos; but which, because of the non- 
action of the Committee on Banking and Currency, have not been, 

ibly never may be, reported. There is no way to bring them be- 
2 the House for action except in the manner suggested in the amend- 
ment. If amajority of the members of this House are hostile to them, 
well and good; but at least, sir, let us have a vote upon them. 

One word more, Mr. Chairman. Under the rule proposed, it would 
have been possible for the majority of this House to have passed the 
bill equalizing the bounties of soldiers, without reference to the ac- 
tion which may be taken by the committee before whom that bill is 
now pending. In short, Mr. Chairman, that rule would have given 
this House at all times the control of its legislation. I trust, sir, that 
the amendment I have pro , looking as it does to reform in some 
575 the departments of legislation, may receive the sanction of this 

ouse. 

Here the hammer fell. 

. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. STEVEN- 
SON] would work, as has been already suggested, a very great revo- 
lution in our methods of doing business. We have committees ap- 
pointed for a very worthy purpose—for the careful investigation of 
8 of legislation. A given question may grow out of thirty or 

rty bills which have been introduced and referred to a committee. 
Take this very question of a tariff. Forty, fifty, or sixty bills may 
have been referred to the committee. With those bills as a basis the 
committee propose a harmonious and systematic revision of the tar- 
iff; with those bills the committee can make such a revision. But if 
this rule be adopted, then right in the midst of the investigation 


when, perhaps, the committee have only half completed the work o 
revision, any one of these bills may be taken out of the hands of the 


committee, brought into the House, and put upon its passage. It 
seems to me that the adoption of a rule of this kind would cripple 
very many of the committees of the House. They would be uncer- 
tain how long a bill was to remain in their hands. 


It is said here that this is a democratic govorom, and it is true. 

Mr. LOWE. No; this is an oli hy of committees, 

Mr. DUNNELL. But here in the House of Representatives we are 
called upon to legislate under some rules. If a majority may at any 
time gi in and cut short in this way the deliberations of a commit- 
tee we shall have ae ee a great revolution. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The amendment proposes to allow a committee 
ten days in which to perfect a bill after the resolution directing it to 
be reported has been ee 

Mr, DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, that very concession on the part 
of the gentleman is an argument against the adoption of the amend- 
ment. Take, for instance, some questions which have been before the 
Committee of Waysand Means. Take the reduction of the tariff on 
steel rails, That question came before us while we were investigat- . 
ing the tariff upon sugar. We were unable to complete the investi- 
gation in ten days whether there shonld be a reduction of tariff on 
steel rails, One question follows another; one is linked with another; 
and it is impossible to get through every question in the short space 
of ten days. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the effort of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tllinois is 5 apparent. It is to take up our present tariff sys- 
tem, item by item, and to strike that system down. That is the pur- 
pose of it. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. OSCAR TURNER] had merit in it, because there doubtless: 
are bills 8 80 1 in this House entitled to consideration. There are, 
bills withheld by committees which should come before the House 
for consideration, and were it not for the fact that the tariff system of 
the country is confronted by a party which largely favors its reduction 
or perhaps its extinction, I would have voted for the gentleman’s 
amendment, because I am in favor of the freest and fairest considera- 
tion of all measures which may be proposed in this body. 

But while I favor that, it must be borne in mind there exist in this 
country two parties. One party has constantly gone forward in the 
work of building up and the other of them is distinguished but for 
one great characteristic, and that is for tearing down. The repub- 
lican party has built up the institutions of this country. The dem- 
ocratic party is making efforts in every direction to tear those insti- 
tutions down. It wants to restrict the authority of the United States 
in every direction. It is desirous of doing it in the tariff system. 
It is desirous of doing it in reference to courts, and every effort is 
directed toward the grand achievement of taking away power from 
the Federal Government and vesting it in the States. This is one 
of the measures to facilitate and promote that scheme. 

It is particularly pernicious when applied to the system to which 
the gentleman from Illinois icularly applies it, for if there be one 
thing which should be considered deliberately and fully by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means it is the tariff system. 

Look what we did by passing under a suspension of the rules what 
is called the quinine bill. We permitted quinine in its manufactured 
state to come in free, and yet we imposed upon many of the articles 
entering into the composition of quinine a duty, thus discriminating 
in a double sense ot pers the ple of this country and the men 
en in the production of that article. I say, sir, that any rule 
which will permit the party whose object is not to build up facilities 
for 3 such legislation on this floor is dangerous, and should 
not receive the support of this House. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SIMONTON. I desire to say only a word, Mr. Chairman, and 
will detain the committee but a moment. It appears to me the gen- 
tlemen by raising the cry that this amendment is intended to attack 
the tariff are about to prevent that modification of our rules which 
it seems to me just and fair legislation demands. When committees 
are formed they are the servants of the House by which it accom- 
plishes legislation. That is their legitimate 0 that is what 
they are for; and it never was intended they should turn around and 
be the masters of the House. They are the arms by which it works, 
by which it effects its purposes, and this is intended only to so cur- 
tail the pamar of committees, so that when they act in direct viola- 
tion of the will and the wish of the majority of the House they shall 
be compelled to attend to that legislation which the House wants to 
effect. It is only under such circumstances this legislation should 
apply. It never was intended to grant power to obstruct the legis- 
lative will of the House. 

[ Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, withdrew the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WEAVER. [ offer the following amendment: 

„FFC eee, eee ee an 

28 a pu 0 or pro; on a revenue or co 
VVV 

Mr. Chairman, it is a well-known fact that a majority of the mem- 
bers of this House were elected upon their professed devotion to the 
doctrine that the Government should issue the currency, and that it 
should not be issued by or through the banking corporations of the 
country. And yet itis also true that as the committees of this House 
are at present constituted it is absolutely impracticable, ay, it is im- 
8 to get a bill before this House substituting Treasury notes 

‘or national-bank currency. 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1091 


I desire, sir, to offer this amendment in the spirit of fairness, and 
to test the sincerity of the professed soft-money men of this House. 
I offer it with all sincerity, and I wish to put gentlemen if not upon 
the record at least upon their vote on this proposition, to see if there 
is any substance in their profession of devotion to this doctrine, or 
whether it be for the mere n of hood winking the people at 
home that they may betray them in this House. I my democratic 
friends on my left and I ask my republican soft-money friends on 
my right to unite with the party of the center in this amendment 
now pending. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I am in favor of the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Iowa; but I think it better to have a vote on his amend- 
ment and a separate vote on the amendment I have offered. 

The C . The first question is on the amendment of the 
entleman from Iowa to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Uinois. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 55. 

Mr. KENNA demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WEAVER and Mr. HUMPHREY were 

5 
House again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 77, noes 71. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question next recurred on the amendment of Mr. STEVENSON 
as amended. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. STEVENSON and Mr. Frye were ap- 

inted. 

Perhe House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 75, noes 101. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MISCELLANEOUS RULES. 
RULE XXV. 
PRIORITY OF BUSINESS. 
All questiona relating to the priority of business shall be decided by a majority 


without de! 

Rute XVI. 

PRIVATE BUSINESS. 
e 

32322 ͤ » 
Mr. BAYNE. I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert after the word business,“ in the second line of Rule XXVI, the follow- 


23 pension bills and bills for the relief of soldiers and sailors shall have pre- 
cedence until the Private Calendar shall have been cleared of them. 

So that if adopted the rule will read: 

“Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
ness, and pension bills and bills for the relief of soldiers and sailors shall have 
cedence until the Private Calendar shall have been cleared of them, unless other- 
wise determined by a majority of the House,” 

Mr. BAYNE. I shall not detain the committee but a moment, as I 
have but a word to say in reference to this amendment. It will ena- 
ble the House to take up and to dispose of pension bills and bills for 
the relief of soldiers without unnecessary delay. It is well known 
to every member of this House that it often occurs that private bills 
have to yield precedence to some political questions which take up 
the whole of the day’s session, and as a n consequence no 
action can be had upon the private bills, while at the same time it is 
due to the members on this side of the House as well as to gentlemen 
upon the other side to say that there is no hesitancy whatever in act- 
ing with all reasonable dispatch upon cases where the rights of the 
soldiers are involved. All parties agree in their efforts for the passage 
of bills relating to the pensions of soldiers or for their relief, but other 
matters get into the House and prevent the consideration of pension 
bills for days and days at a time—bills which ought to be allowed to 
go forward to the Calendar for prompt consideration. 

It will not prevent the suggestion of my colleague, the Speaker of 
the House, that a particular awe might be set apart for the consid- 
eration of these pension bills, but this amendment, if adopted, will 
simply facilitate the consideration of these bills, and give the House 
an opportunity to get rid of them and then pass to the consideration 
of other matters. Without taking up any more time, I will simply 
say I hope the amendment will be approved by the House. 

RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Is not this substantially the 
amendment which was voted down before ? 

The CHAIRMAN. This includes sailors as well as soldiers, which 
is the only difference the Chair perceives. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I will only say in this connection 
that I think claimants for pensions are better off now in the House 
than if this amendment was adopted, because on Fridays the motion 
to adjourn is constantly made, preventing the transaction of any 
business, and often, in many cases, it might be difficult to secure a 

uorum. I believe that pension bills can be through this 
ouse at any time, and that it is better for the pensioners to leave 
the rule as it is now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
et Mite (ae oe, 55 poa 

. the Speaker. ertainly. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to ask the 8 whether a prop- 


osition is not now ding, which comes up on next Monday first on 
the list for recognition to suspend the rales, to set apart two even- 
ings for the consideration of pension bills? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It is not on any list, but it is 

ding. 
1 BAYNE. Iwonld like to ask my colleague from Pennsylvania 
a question, Will the adoption of this amendment preclude such 
action as is proposed to be taken here—that is to set apart certain 
evenings for the consideration of pension bills? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) If you take all the pension bills 
from the Private Calendar and give them two or three or four nights, 
ifn „there is no occasion for this rule at all. And if I know 
the temper of this House we will give every night that is necessary 
in every session to dispose of ali the pension bills before the House. 

Mr. WARNER. I oppose this amendment for the reason that I 
think all this pension business should be taken out of the House and 
referred to a commission ; and the chairman of the Pension Commit- 
tee, as I understand, introduced a bill yesterday . this end, 
which I think will have the early consideration of the House. This 
House is not the place to consider such bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. BAYNE. ] 

Mr. WILSON. Iask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move to strike ont the last line. 

When this amendment was pro by the gentleman from Penn- 

lvania [Mr. Bayne] I intended to give it my support. But upon 
the assurance of gen on both sides of the House that pending 
1 * claims shall have at least a night or two during the session, 

think perhaps the amendment should not be urged. I notice, how- 
ever, that when the proposition was made the other day for an even- 
ing session to consider pension bills gentlemen objected, and by calling 
for the S he: and nays on a motion to adjourn prevented even a vote 
of the House on the question. If that policy is to be pursued, then, 
as one feeling some interest and some sympathy with the soldiers of 
this country, I am disposed to vote for any rule that will give them 
an opportunity of being heard. 

I ought to say a word to my friend from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER.] It 
strikes me that it is too late in the day to raise the question of con- 
sideration of 75 pension bills in the Con of the United 
States. This Congress has been acting upon those bills constantly 
for fifteen years. The question has never arisen as to the impropri- 
ety of such action until it has been raised during the present session 
of this Congress. 

These are not properly a from the Commissioner of Pensions. 
There are many cases in which the Commissioner of Pensions could 
not allow the claims under existing law that so strongly address them- 
selves to the sympathy of the representatives of the people that we 
are willing to pass them by means of private bills. Hundreds of 
such cases occur, and many of them are on the Calendar of this 
House to-day, cases in which the Commissioner of Pensions could 
not, under existing law, give a pension, and yet, by reason of the 
pronat circumstances of the case, it is eminently proper that this 

ouse should act upon them. 

Gentlemen say it is expensive. Why, we pass two or three hun- 
dred claims of this kind, perhaps, during a Co and the sum 
appropriated or taken from the Treasury by those bills is insignifi- 
cant in comparison with the $29,000,000 that are paid upon the gen- 
eral pension-roll in cases passed by the Department of the Interior. 

More than that; the ordinary re nsion list is constantly 
being diminished by the death of the soldiers, and this diminution 
will increase from day to day and from month to month; and the 
eases that we substitute by the action of the Pension Committee and 
of this House will not increase the aggregate of the money we take 
out of the Treasury for the payment of these claims. But I am for 
giving to those who may be entitled to them the pittances they may 
receive under this action of the House even if it should increase the 
expenses of the Government. 

Here the hammer fell. 
gentleman from Indiana allow me to ask 


Mr. WEAVER. Will 
him a question? 

Mr. BROWNE. Certainly, if the Chair will indulge me so far. 

Mr. WEAVER. Did the gentleman from Indiana not vote against 
the ee pein of the oinin from Kentucky, [Mr. OSCAR TUR- 
NER 

Mir BROWNE. I did. 

Mr. WEAVER. Under that amendment would it not have been 

ible to have brought in after thirty days the bill offered by me 

or the relief of the soldi known as the soldier bill? The gen- 

tleman’s professed devotion to the interests of the soldier seems to 
come in too late after his voting against that amendment. 

Mr. BROWNE. Does the gentleman refer to the bill introduced by 
himself as the peculiar bill of the soldier? 

Mr. WEAVER. I do. 

Mr. BROWNE. Then I want to say to the gentleman, for I may 
not have the opportunity of putting ae on the record by my 
vote, that I shonld vote against that bill most cheerfully and I as 
to be so recorded now. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will ask the gentleman further, is his name not 
on a petition to this House wound around a corn-stalk, on which there 
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are 828 names—General Browne's being one of them—in favor of 
the pa e of that bill? 

Mr. BROWNE. Itis quite likely, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER, It is altogether true. 

Mr. BROWNE. That only proves that which the gentleman may 
live long enough to learn, namely, that we have more sense now than 
we had yesterday. 

Mr. WEAVER. It proves this, that the gentleman can profess one 
thing at home and be another thing here in Congress. 

Mr. BROWNE. The gentleman is mistaken. I do not fear the 
record. The gentleman will find he is mistaken. 

The question being taken on Mr. BAYNE’s amendment, it was not 
agreed to. 

“Mr. DUNNELL, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words majority of the House“ and insert the words " two- 
thirds of the members present and voting,” so that, if amended, the rule will read: 

“ Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consid: on of private busi- 
a unless otherwise determined by a two-thirds vote of the members present and 
voting. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Under these proposed rules the business of all 
the other days of the week but Friday cannot be dispensed with ex- 
cept by a two-thirds vote. I simply desire to put Friday, which we 
dedicate and set apart for private business, on the same footing and 
protected in the same way that the business of other days of the 
week is protected. I trust the Committee of the Whole will not ob- 
ject to this amendment. We devote but one day in the week to the 
consideration of private business, and it seems to me that that day 
should be protected by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will yield me the remainder of 
bis time 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will do so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope this amendment will be adopted. The 
vast amount of private business now pending in this House is enti- 
tled to have one day in the week set apart for its consideration. At 
present the delay in the consideration and passage of private meas- 
ures by this House is such that it amounts to an almost absolute de- 
nial of justice to all persons interested in such measures. It is well 
known to every member here that we have now on the Calendar of 
this House something like three thousand or four theusand bills of 
various kinds for relief to private parties. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Not on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I mean pending before committees of the House 
and on the Calendar. The parties interested in these bills have no 
place to go to but to this House for relief. I regret that. I have in- 
troduced, and there is now pending before the Committee on the 
Judiciary, a constitutional amendment prohibiting this House from 
passing any private bill on any subject, so that if that shall become 
the law of the land it will force us to provide by general law for the 
disposition of all such cases. In my judgment that is the proper 
course. But while there is no general law on the subject, parties can- 
not obtain redress except by coming to this House. my judgment 
this House is the worst tribunal in the world for the settlement of 

rivate claims, and it is injustice to the claimants as well as to the 
vernment to force these claims to be brought here. But under the 
embarrassing circumstances surrounding them I think private claim- 
ants should have one day in seven for the consideration of their 
business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So do I, unless the majority of the House shall 
determine otherwise. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. DUNNELL; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 68, noes 56. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill not ask for tellers, but I give notice that 
I will in the Honse call for the yeas and nays on this amendment. 

No further count being called for, the amendment of Mr. DUNNELL 


was agreed to. 

Mr. W HITTHORNE. I desire to offer as an independent rule, to 
come in after Rule XXVI, that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Thursday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of business on 
the Honse Calendar, unless otherwise determined by a majority of the House. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I offer this as an independent rule just now, 
as the Speaker of the House is present, more for the purpose of obtain- 
ing his construction of the rules as they are here reported. 

For instance, what opportunity for the consideration of business on 
the House Calendar will there be under the operation of these pro- 
posed rules? In other words, if the House is from day to day to go 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of appropriation 
bills and revenue bills, what opportunity will there be given for the 
consideration of bills administrative or reformatory in their char- 
acter on the House Calendar? 

In my opinion it will be found that unless the opportunity is given, 
as proposed by the independent rule which I have submitted, there 
never will be, under the administration of these rules, an opportunity 
of reaching business upon the House Calendar, so called. I propose 
by this independent rule simply to put the public business of the 
country on the same level with the private business under the rule 
as just been passed. 

Mr. ALL, (the § er.) Idonot propose to give a construc- 
tion to any rule until it is enacted into arule. I suppose, however, 


that the manner of reaching business on the Honse Calendar will be 
within the power of the majority of the House. 

Under these pro: rules, after the motion to proceed to business 
on the § er's table shall have been disposed of, the first motion in 
order will be a motion that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider, first, bills 
raising revenue and general appropriation bills, and then other busi- 
ness on the Calendar; that is, other bills appropriating money. After 
that has been disposed of, or if a majority of the House shall vote 
down the motion to proceed to the consideration of that character of 
business, it will then be in order to proceed to the consideration of 
business on the House Calendar. It will be noticed that under the 
proposed rules the power of the majority of the House is always para- 
mount as to what business shall be considered, except in a few cases 
where a two-thirds vote is required. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Begging pardon of the committee, it is just 
to that point that I wish to call attention. Under these proposed 
rules measures which take money from the Treasury are to be first in 
order and to have precedence in consideration. Private bills appro- 
priating money are to have a special day, Friday, set apart for their 
consideration. 

Now, I desire that one day shall be set apart for the consideration 
of business on the House Calendar, and that that business shall be 
placed in such a position that if, for instance, it is desired to reform 
the bank laws of the country, or the judiciary laws of the country, 
or if we want to enter upon any reformatory or amendatory legisla- 
tion whatever, we shall not be confronted with the ruling of the 
opsats; properly made under these rules, that the consideration of 
bills appropriating money is first in order. Upon one day at least 
out of the legislative days of the week let those of us who are inter- 
ested in the consideration of public administrative questions have 
the right to move to proceed to the consideration of the Calendar on 
which they are pl rather than to proceed to the consideration of 
other business. In other words, my object is to put the public busi- 
ness of the country on precisely the same footing as you have put 
private business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is that what the gentleman proposes by this 
amendment, when Rule XXIV already provides the order of business, 
and puts it within the power of a majority of the House at any time 
to go to the House Calendar, but, anterior to that, if a majority shall 
so determine, to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union to consider, first, bills 23 revenue, then bills appro- 
priating money? Having gotten through with these, a majority of 
the House goes to the House Calendar. Now, if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee be adopted, it will give to the House Cal- 
endar equal rights with bills raising revenue and oon appropria- 
tion bills on every day of the week, besides an exclusive privilege on 
Thursdays. One class of public business, the most important of all 
public business—bills for the raising of revenue and the disbursement 
of public money—will be refused equal rights, or any rights at all, 


on Thursdays. 
. The Chair will remind gentlemen that debate 


The CHA 
is exhausted. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It is best that we should under- 
stand this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point is not made the Chair will indulge 
gentlemen. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I would like to refer the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to Rule XIII, which creates the calendars. The 
first clause specifies exactly what shall go to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union: First, bills raising revenues ; 
second, general appropriation bills; third, bills of a public character 
directly or indirectly appropriating money or property. Now, the 
reason these bills are included in this clause is because under another 
rule bills raising revenue or appropriating money must receive their 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The second clause of Rule XIII provides a “ House Calendar.” What 
bills go to that? “All bills of a public character not raising revenue 
nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or 3 These 
bills need not go to the Committee of the Whole at all for consider- 
ation; they are not subject to a point of order and can be considered 
in the House. 

These rules are not subject to the criticism made by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that we have given undue advan to private bills 
over public. Whenever the motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union is made a majority of the House, if 
they wish to reach the House Calendar, have only tosay, “ No, we will 
not go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
consider bills raising revenue or appropriating money; we want to 
get to the House Calendar to consi pre public business.” The 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
being negatived, the next motion is to consider the House Calendar, 
Fik is thus readily reached. It will be seen, therefore, that the 
thirteenth rule and the twenty-fourth rule are in exact harmony, one 
creating the Calendars, the other specifying the order of motions with 
reference to business on the Calendars. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. If I can have the attention of the House for 
a moment I propose to follow the order of proceeding under these 
rules. Upon Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday we follow 
a regular order of business, which cannot be suspended except by a 
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two-thirds vote. The first thing in order is business on the Speaker’s 
table. The next thing (mark it) is the motion— 

That the Honse resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union to consider, first, bills raising revenue and general appropria- 
tion bills, and then other business on its Calendar; second, to proceed to the con- 
sideration of business on the House Calendar, 

Now I submit that under this language the Speaker will hold that 
the motion to go into Committee of, the Whole on the state of the 
Union is first in order, and until that is disposed of the motion to pro- 
ceed to business on the House Calendar cannot be entertained. Now 
I propose that there shall be ove day of the six on which this order 
will be reversed ; that on Thursday it shall be first in order to move 
to go to the House Calendar for the consideration of general measures 
of reformatory legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says 
that on Thursdays he wants to reverse the order of these motions. 
Now, I wish to say that under the first clause of the rule there is but 
a single motion—to go into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. When in Committee of the Whole House the 
Chairman is to recognize, first, any member moving to consider a 
revenue bill; next, any member desiring to consider a general appro- 
priation bill; thereafter, any member proposing to consider in their 
order the various bills that may be on the Calendar appropriating 
money. The House, if it wishes to reach the House Calendar directly 
on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, or Saturday, has but to vote down 
the proposition to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union; and the very next motion is to proceed to the considera- 
tion of business on the House Calendar. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE’S amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXVII. 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 

After six days from the commencement of a second or subsequent session of any 
Con , all bills, resolutions, and reports, which originated in the House, and at 
the close of the next preceding session which remained undetermined, shall be in 
order for action, and all business before committees of the House atthe end of one 
session s be resumed at the commencement of the next ion of the same 
Congress in the same manner as if no adjournment had taken place. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, before moving the committee 
rise, I wish to ask unanimous consent for the Committee on Rules to 
return to Rules XXIII and XXIV in order to offer thereto certain 
amendments which were agreed to by the committee and which would 
have been offered when those rules were under consideration but for 
the fact the clerk of that committee was necessarily absent during 
that Gef They are not material, but they are valuable in the judg- 
ment of the committee, and I ask unanimous consent for the commit- 
tee that it may return to those two rules to submit such amendments 
as have been unanimously a, to. 

A MEMBER. And no other amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir, and no other than those to by 
the Committee on Rules. I will state for the information of the com- 
mittee, neither one of those amendments has yet been offered or con- 
sidered by the Honse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest if the amendments are 
now ready it will be better to let them be read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will ask the five amendments be printed in 
the RECORD to-morrow morning, 

Mr. CLYMER. I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman reserve the point of order 
on the right of the committee to go back! 

Mr. CL R. Ido. Lam perfectly willing they should be printed, 
but I desire to see or hear them before I consent to their being offered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withdraw the request, and, in my ownright 
and under instructions of the Committee on Rules, will offer them in 
the House. 

Mr. CLYMER. The gentleman will understand I do not wish to 
antagonize the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I cannot understand the action of the 
gentleman at all. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the proposed revision of the rules reported from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

REPEAL OF DUTY ON MEDICINAL BARK. 


Mr. MORRISON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H, R. 
No. 4737) to repeal the discriminating duty on medicinal bark; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled an act (H. R. No. 3058) 
authorizing the remission or refunding of duty on an altar from 
Rome, Italy, for the Saint John’s cathedral, of Indianapolis, Indiana; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

BOSTON HARBOR DEFENSE. 

Mr. MORSE, by unanimons consent, presented a memorial of the 

mayor and city council of Boston, in relation to the harbor defense 
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for that city; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. GARFIELD, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
for three days. 

MILITARY POSTS ON NORTHERN LAKES. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, relative to military posts on the north- 
ern lakes; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and, on motion of Mr. CONGER, ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr, MARTIN, of Delaware, (at four o’clock 
and thirty minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other ps were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of the publishers of the Lexington, 
(South Carolina) Dispatch, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
Ls oF the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. ANDERSON: The petitions of Henry C. Fuller and others, 
and of ex-soldiers of Pottawatomie County, Kansas, against the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Osborne County; of citizens of 
Smith County, and of Elias Mobley and others, ex-soldiers, citizens 
of Smith County, Kansas, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petitions of Charles Starkey and 83 
others, and of Joseph Welsh and 45 others, citizens of Muskingum 
County, Ohio, for legislation to protect innocent purchasers of pat- 
83 articles from suits for infringement—to the Committee on 

atents. 

Also, the 5 of John P. MeElvin and 83 others, and of Oscar 
Welsh and 44 others, citizens of Muskingam County, Ohio, for legis- 
lation to prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations 
of railroads and other monopolies in transportation charges—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of John Kirkpatrick, publisher of the Jeffersonian, 
Cambridge; of Taylor & Taylor, publishers of the Guernsey Times 
Cambridge; and of E. R. Sullivan, M. W. Pyle,and G. A. McFarland, of 
the Daily and Weekly Times, of Zanesville, Ohio, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and fora reduction of the 
duty on cy iar E the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of the administrator of Dr. Benja- 
min Chapin, for seven years’ half pay for services in the revolutionary 
army—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

ay Mr. BAKER: The petition of Reuben Williams, of the Northern 
Indianian, and F. J. Zimmerman, of the National Union, Warsaw, 
Indiana, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the 3 of Virgil Barber and 40 others, and of Henry 
Woolf and 65 others, citizens of Kosciusko County, Indiana, for leg- 
islation to protect innocent purchasers of 8 articles from pros- 
ecution for royalty and gi FER the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of T. W. Shaup and 40 others, and of Amos Har- 
mon and others, citizens of Kosciusko County, Indiana, for the 
passage of a law to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petitions of A. B. Nye, publisher of the Tri- 
bune, Dixon; F. F. Camduff, publisher of the Recorder, Wheatland; 
E. B. Gambee, publisher of the Democratic Dispatch, Ukiah City; 
H. C. Patrick, publisher of the Weekly Courier, Santa Cruz; A. W. 
Furgerson, pee the New Era, Benicia, and James H. Wilkins, 
publisher of the Marion County Toesin, San Raphael, California, for 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans. 

Also, the petition of W. A. Winder and others, Mexican war vet- 
erans, for the passage of the bill granting pensions to soldiers of the 
Mexican war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of William E. Chapman, to change 
the name of the propeller Robert L. Darragh—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Five petitions of publishers in Wisconsin, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. BREWER: The gr ane of O. A. Baker, AllenS. Shattuck, 
and 111 other ex-soldiers o e 711 for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of B. F. Dunlap and 14 others, citizens of Hazleton, 
Michigan, for the defeat of the so-called sixty-surgeon bill, being 
Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the Friends residing in the State of Maryland 
and of the Maryland State Temperance Alliance, for a commission of 


inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. i 
Also, the petition of the Maryland branch of the Universal Peace 
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Union, for the permanent establishment of the commission on inter- 
national arbitration—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of C. A. Fletcher and others, citi- 
zens of Nashua, New Hampshire, for a law to protect innocent pur- 
chasers of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Nashua, New Hampshire, for legis- 
lation to protect the people against railroad and transportation mo- 
nopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of George B. Wheeler, publisher of the Merri- 
mack Journal, Franklin Falls, and of W. W. Hemenway, publisher of 
the Milford Enterprise, Milford, New Hampshire, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of George B. Wheeler, Pabe of the Merrimack 
County Journal, of Franklin Falls, New Hampshire, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on 1 r- to the same committee. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of citizens of Scranton, Iowa, 
for the passage of a law paying the soldiers of the late war of the 
rebellion the difference between gold and the greenbacks in which 
they were paid—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: Papers relating to the petition of Peter McIn- 
tyre for the closing of Rock street, 5 the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of Elias Shook and 33 others, 
citizens of Franklin County, Ohio, for legislation to regulate inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Shook and 33 others, citizens of Frank- 
lin County, Ohio, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of G. W. Damon and 36 others, for 
an appropriation for the n of the water way from Jamaica 
Bay to Cornell's Landing, Jamaica, New York—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of W. R. Barling, of Flushing, New York, for the 
aboliticn of the duty on printing-type—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. COX: The peron of the publishers of the Irish-American, 
of New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of John W. Chasteen and others, 
soldiers of Arkansas, inst the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: Papers relating to the bill (H. R. No. 
4168) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue an American 
register to the bark Annie Johnson—to the Committee on Commerce. 

memorial of the State Grange of California, for a special bureau 
of agriculture for the Pacific coast—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petitions of J. P. Reed, of Shell Rock; of 
editors and publishers at New Hampton; of Joseph F. Grawz, Nashua, 
and of publishers at Lawler, Iowa, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of honorably discharged soldiers of the Union 
Army, of Hardin County, Iowa, against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petitions of J. 8. Whiton and 2 others, of 
Saint Charles; and of Woodard & Foss, of Wells, and of J. M. Miles, 
of Dodge Centre, Minnesota, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of John P. Isley, president of the Saint Paul and 
Duluth Railroad ; and of John I. Blair, president or main stockholder 
of eleven railroads in the States of New Jersey, Iowa, Nebraska, Mis- 
souri, Dakota, and Illinois, against a reduction of the duty on steel 
rails from $28 to $10 a ton—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petitions of the publishers of the Oxford Dem- 
ocrat, and Phillips Phonograph, Maine, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petitions of J. A. Howells & Co. and 
Norton & Lee, publishers, of Ohio, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of S. Chamberlain, president of the Cleveland, 
Tuscarawas Valley and Wheeling Railroad Company, against a re- 
duction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petitions of Aaron Leedy, T. L. Garber, and 
others, of Richland and Knox Counties, and of Simon Poland, Peter 
Wrentz, and others, of Richland County, Ohio, for the amendment 
of the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer or vendor of pat- 
ented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Aaron Leedy, T. L. Garber, and others, of 
Richland and Knox Counties, and of W. Rininger, John Hanawalt, 
and others, of Richland County, for legislation to relieve the people 
from the oppressions of transportation monopolies—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: The petitions of Eliot Hunt, 

ublisher of the Courier, Attleborough, and of Elizabeth Green and G. 
W. Prescott, of Quincy, Massachusetts, that materials nsed in making 


paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
acne © ees the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of A. E. Fessenden, publisher of the Advance, 
Brockton, and of Elliot Hunt, publisher of the Chronicle, Attleborough, 
for the abolition of the duty on to the same committee. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petitions of the editor of the Headligh 
Thayer; of the editor of the Advance, Chetopah; of the editor o 
the Miami Republican, Paola, and of the editor of the Plaindealer, 
Garrett, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of etary of Chetopah, Kansas, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


By Mr. HISCOCK: lutions of the executive committee of the 
National Guard Association of New York, opposing the passage of 
the national militia bill—to the Committee on the Militia. 


By Mr. HURD: The petitions of E. T. Williams and others, of 
Fulton County, and of Levi R. Shaw and others, of Hancock County, 
Po for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on 

atents. 

Also, the petitions of E. T. Williams and others, of Fulton County, 


and of F. B. Rose and others, of Hancock Camy for the p: 0 
the Reagan interstate- commerce bill—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Also, the petition of W. H. Schuler and others, of Hancock County, 
Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William Luke and others, of Toledo, Ohio, for 
the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Isaac M. Keeler and others, of Fremont, Ohio, 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

, the petitions of Joseph W. Coy and others, of Wood County, 

and of Henry J. Kranst and others, of Lindsay, Ohio, against the pas- 
e of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, the petition of Whitaker, Haynes & Co., of Toledo, Ohio, for 
a reduction of 1 on zinc—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: The petition of Charles E. Travis, publisher 
of the Mount Kisco Weekly, Westchester County, New York, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: The petition of publishers of Richmond, Vir- 
ginia, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition ot D. E. Shallaberger and 35 others, 
citizens of Clark County, Ohio, for legislation meee the manufact- 
urer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents, 

Also, the petition of F. W. Coblentz and 35 others, citizens of Clark 
County, Ohio, for legislation to prevent fluctuations in freights and 
unjust discriminations in freight charges—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petitions of Thomas B. Kennedy, president 
Cumberland Valley Railroad, and George B. Weistling, superintendent 
Mount Alto Railroad, and of James I. Bennett, president Pittsburgh 
and Lake Erie Railroad, against a reduction of the duty on steel rails 
from $28 to $10 a ton—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Two petitions of citizens of Montana, against 
5 ee e changes in public land laws to the Committee on Pub- 

io Lands. 

By Mr. MARSH: The petition of citizens of Illinois, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of E. H. Thomas, publisher News, Dallas City, 
and of H. M. Rowley, publisher Clipper, Biggsville, Illinois, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of citizens of Iowa, for the amend- 
ment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petitions of 32 soldiers of Westfield and 
vicinity, and of 17 Union soldiers of Wellsborongh and vicinity, Penn- 
sylvania, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of Benjamin A. Disbrow, guardian 
heirs of Charles Fox, for an appropriation to pay a judgment recov- 
ered against the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of E. C. Merriam and others, citi- 
zens of Vinalhaven, Maine, for the e of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. H. Blood & Co., publishers Greenback Labor 
Chronicle, Auburn, Maine, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 8 
y Mr. MYERS: The petition of E. H. Staley, publisher Frank- 
fort (Indiana) Crescent, of similar import to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: The petition of the publishers of Washington 
(District of Columbia) Law Reporter, of similar import, and for the 
abolition of duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the vestry of Saint Michael’s church, Charles- 
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ton, South Carolina, for the admission free of duty of one of the bells 
composing Saint Michael's chimes, which has been sent to England 
to be recast—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSMER: The petition of T. J. Widdefield and 46 others, 
soldiers of the late war, for San wae of the Weaver soldier bill— 
to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petitions of Michael Kennedy and 32 other 
soldiers of New Haven; and of D. M. Latham and 25 other soldiers 
of New Haven, Wallingford, and Meriden, Connecticut, of similar im- 

rt—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of David Steel and 49 others, 
citizens of Nicollet County, Minnesota, for the passage of a law to 
late interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Iso, the oie of W. R. Johnson and 51 others, citizens of Nicol- 
let County, nesota, for a law to protect innocent purchasers of 
patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Charles L. Davis, publisher of the Red 
Springs; of B. B. Herbert, publisher of the Advance, Red Springs, 
and of W. C. Bredenhagen publisher of the Free Press, Carver, Min- 
nesota, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. P. TT: The Lee of publishers of Y Drych, Utica, 
and of publishers of the Sunday Tribune, Olive Branch, Earnest 
Worker, and Eclectic Magazine, Utica, New York, of similar import 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of the Grand Division of Sons of 
Temperance of the District of Columbia, for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. REED: Papers relating to the extension of the reservation 
at Fort Preble, Maine—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVID P. RICHARDSON: Two petitions of citizens of 
New York, for the equalization of bounties—to the same commit- 
tee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, against the passago of 
Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The petitions of S. E. Nichols and of C. N. 
Reynolds, that materials in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of S. E. Nichols and of C. N. Reynolds, for the 
abolition of the duty on t to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. RUSSELL: The petition of George A. Cott- 
ing and 204 others, legal voters of Hudson, Massachusetts, for the 
regulation of transportation by railroads—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Also, the petition of J. S. Hallett and others, for the repeal of the 
compulsory pilotage law—to the same committee. 

By Mr. R : The petition of S. S. Brill and 14 other soldiers 
and 16 citizens of Norris City, Illinois, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of publishers of the Aurora Beacon, Pecatonica 
News, Richmond Gazette, Creston Times, Malta Mail, Rockford Reg- 
ister, De Kalb News, and De Kalb Chronicle, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr, STARIN: The petition of Henry Ross, of Gloversville, New 
York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of W. T. Cook, of Conajoharie ; of Jorville re 3 
enfelter, of Amsterdam; of Henry Ross, of Gloversville; and of A. T. 
Pease, of Saratoga Springs, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of C. P. Nearpass, publisher of the 
Whitehall (Michigan) Forum, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of Brant & Co., 
editors of Iowa City Journal, that materials used in making paper 

be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on print- 
ing-paper—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of H. S. Sutliff and 76 other ex-soldiers, for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Adam Petrey, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of W. H. Joquith and 34 other Ver- 
mont soldiers, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of David H. Hildebrand for pay 
for property taken by the United States Army during the late war 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF : The petition of O. A. Dowdell, Lindle 
Hogue, and 50 others, citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, against val. 
4 K monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of Rudolph A. T. 
Meyer and others, citizens of Iowa, for a law punishing the mann- 
facture and sale of adulterated articles of food—to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

By Mr. UPSON : Memorial of the Mexican War Veteran Association 

of San Antonio, Texas, for the passage of such a bill as will enable 
all the participants in the war against Mexico in the years 1846, 1847, 


and 1848 to receive equal rights, privileges, and immunities—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petitions of the publishers of the Colum- 
bus Era, of the Nonpariel, Kearney, of the Saunders County Reporter, 
Ashland, and of the Den Dauske Pioneer, Omaha, Nebraska, for the 
abolition of the duty on printing-type—to the Committee of Ways 


and Means. 
By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of J. C. Camp to be 
iabilities as bondsman for a distiller—to the 


released from certain 
same committee. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of J. A. Tullis, of Nelsonville, 
Ohio, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
5 for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of druggists of Saint Louis, for the 
of the stamp tax on medicines—to the same committee. 
y Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Ellen M. Bo to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLITS : The petition of M. D. Hamilton & Son, publish- 
ers of the Monroe (Michigan) Commercial, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on 5 the Committee of Ways aud Means. 

By Mr. FE WOOD: The petition of druggists of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, for the repeal of the stamp-tax on perfumery— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of F. S. Lathrop, receiver of the Central Rail- 
road of New Jersey, and of Thomas R. Sharp, president Long Island 


re 


Railroad Company, against a reduction of the duty on steel rails from 
$28 to $10 a ton—to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of George Munro, publisher, of New York City, 


for the abolition of the duty on printing-type—to the same com- 
ittee 


mittee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of C. F. Lorber and 39 others, cit- 
izens of Washin County, Pennsylvania, for the p e of the 
bill ae R. No. 8 as the Wright supplement to the home- 
8 act—to the Committee on Publie Lands, 


IN SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 25, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Patents relative to a deficiency in the appropriation for 
illustrations for the Patent Office Official Gazette for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1880; which was referred tothe Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Attorney-General, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 
19th instant, a list of persons who have held appointments under the 
Department of Justice during the year 1879, together with the amount 
of compensation paid them in accordance with the law authorizing 
such l eet which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
prin 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter of the Chief of Engineers, covering let- 
ters and reports from Major W. P. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, of 
examinations and surveys made in compliance with the provisions of 
the river and harbor act of March 3, 1879, of Nanticoke River, Dela- 
ware and Maryland; of Broad Creek, Northeast River, Tuckahoe 
Creek, and Cabin Creek, ser bese and of Chincoteague Inlet, Vir- 
ginia; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 16th in- 
stant, a copy of a report from Major F. Harwood, Corps of Engineers, 
in fa brie to the harbor at Grand Haven, Michigan; which was re- 
fe to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of the National 
Temperance Society, officially signed, praying for the appointment 
of a commission of inquiry relative to the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of Judge Isaac W. Smith and 
others, citizens of New Hampshire; the petition of A. P. Carpenter 
and E. Woods, attorneys at law, of Bath, New Hampshire, and the 
petition of J. P. Hutchison and others, citizens of Gilford, New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the removal of the United States circuit and district 
courts from Exeter to Concord in that State; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Fred. S. Goodrich and others, 
citizens of Alpena, Michigan, praying for a commission of inquiry con- 
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cerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Isaac W. Ambler, of Boston, 
Massachusetts, praying to be allowed a pension for services rendered 
the Government in the late war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good 
Templars of Montana, officially signed, representing six hundred mem- 
bers, praying for a commission of 588 concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

. EATON. I present the petition of four publishing companies 
of New Haven, Connecticut, the leading papers there, the Journal 
and Courier, the Palladium, the Register, and the New Haven Union 

rayinug for the passage of a bill placing paper and all material used 

its manufacture on the free list, and for the abolition of the tariff 
duties on printing-type. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. KERNAN presented a petition of the Grand Division of Sons 
of Temperance of Western New York, officially signed, representing 
nineteen hundred members, praying for a commission of inquiry con- 
cerning the alcoholic liquor trale; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. THURMAN. I present a memorial signed by S. Chamberlain, 

resident of the Cleveland, Tuscarawas Valley and Wheeling Railroad 
mpany, representing one hundred and fifty-seven miles of railroad; a 
similar memorial of J. H. Wade, president of the Valley Railway Com- 
pany, representing fifty-nine miles of railroad; and a similar memorial 
of J. H, Wade, president of the Cincinnati, Wabash and Michigan Rail- 
road Company, wi ait one hundred and fifteen miles of railroad, 
remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on steel rails. I move 
their reference to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the peren of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of the State of Ohio, signed by the president and 
secretary, representing four thousand mem praying for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

ae AREE eer e tition of J ours Hazen and 
others, publishers, of Richmond, 5 5 5 praying for the passage of 
a bill placing pulp, soda-ash, and other chemicals used in the BANE 
facture of paper on the free list, and reducing the duty on printing- 
peper used for books, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on 
nance, 

He also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
Virginia in favor of a bill devoting the proceeds of the sales of public 
lands to educational purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, presented the petition of the members of 
the North Georgia Conference of the African Methodist Episcopal 
Church in the United States, praying that Wilberforce University, 
located in Greene County, near Xenia, Ohio, may be allowed an equal 

rtion of the unclaimed volunteer soldiers’ bounty; which was re- 

d to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of W. H. Harrison and James M. 
Harrison, of Montezuma, rgia, and the petition of J. C. C. Black- 
burn and others, publishers at Madison, Morgan County, Georgia, 
praying for the passage of a bill placing the materials used in the 
manufacture of paper on the free list; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. F the petition of Wiley H. Brown, of Alabama, 
praying the refunding by Congress to him as heir of John Morgan 

rown, deceased, of interest on a judgment rendered against said 
John Morgan Brown; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK presented the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Ta 
lars of the State of Kentucky, officially signed, 8 16, 
members, praying for a commission of cg eal concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of 1 Johnson and others, 
ship-owners and shipping merchants of Key West, Florida, praying 
for the passage of a law abolishing compulsory pilotage; which was 
refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the memorial of Joseph E. Smith and 
others, citizens of Lone Tree Lake, Minnesota, remonstrating against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496, for the reason that if that bill be- 
comes a law it will operate 1 and unjustly upon their suf- 
fering comrades as a class, and upon the widows and dependent rela- 
tives of such as have died by reason of diseases contracted in the 
service of the peice by 8 They state several other reasons why they 
pon against the bill. I move the reference of the memorial to the 

ommittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. WINDOM presented the memorial of John P. Isley, president 
of the Saint Paul and Duluth Railroad Company, representing one 
hundred and seventy-four miles of railroad, remonstrating against a 
reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton, as pro 
in House bill No. 3234; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 
Mr. WINDOM. I also present the memorial of John I. Blair, presi- 
dent or main stockholder in railroads in New Jersey, lowa, Nebraska, 


Missouri, Dakota, and Illinois, representing 1,759 miles of railroad. 
remonstrating inst a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 
to $10 a ton. The railroads represented by Mr. Blair are the Blairs- 
town Railroad, the Warren Railroad, the Sussex Railroad, the Cedar 
Rapids and Missouri River Railroad, the Sioux City and Pacific Rail- 
road, the Iowa Falls and Sioux City Railroad, the Maple River Rail- 
road, the Sac City Railroad, the Chicago, Iowa and Nebraska Rail- 
road, the Des Moines and Minnesota Railroad, the Frémont, Elkhorn 
and Missouri Railroad, the Saint Louis, Hannibal and Keokuk Rail- 
road, the Sioux City, Dakota and Pembina Railroad, the Chicago and 
Pacific Railroad, and others. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of W. W. Caldwell and others, 
citizens of Lyon and Chase Counties, Kansas, praying for the passage 
of such laws as will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust dis- 
criminations in transportation charges; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SLATER presented the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Astoria, Oregon, praying for an appropriation of $250,000 for the 
protection of Fort Stephens and the improvement of the mouth of 
the Columbia River; which was refe to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of J. H. 
Stanley and 139 others, citizens of Middletown, Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania, formerly soldiers who served in the Union Army dur- 
ing the late rebellion, praying the passage of what is known as the 

eaver bill; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARLEY. Yesterday I presented a memorial from the Cali- 
fornia Legislature, in reference to a proposed treaty between France 
and this Government, and had it referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. I ask that it be withdrawn from that committee and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. EATON. I wish to say to my friend from California that the 
Committee on Foreign Relations has been discharged from the con- 
sideration of that matter, believing that it belongs to another depart- 
ment of the Government. 

Mr. FARLEY. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 894) for the relief of certain employés of the 
United States courts for the District of Columbia, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr, TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 500) for the relief of William L. Adams, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 270) for the relief of Jeremiah C. Conklin, have duly 
considered the same and have instructed me to report it adversely, 
recommending that the bill be indefinitely postponed and that the 
claim of the claimant be not allowed. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I should be glad to have that bill placed upon 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. — 


Mr. SAULSBURY (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1367) to authorize the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to dispose of the ground in 
square 446, in the city of Washington, belonging to said District, for 
market and school p es; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1368) granting a pension to William H. Bacon ; 
which was twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. a 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1369) to permit Louis Eggenweiler, late a subject 
of the King of Wurtemberg, to sue in the Court of Claims against 
the United States of America; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1370) granting a pension to Washington M. Ives; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1371) to authorize the Mississippi River 
Logging Company to construct and operate sheer-booms at or near 
Straight Slongh; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, (by request,) asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1372) for the relief of 
Philip G. Hopkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. No. 1373) for the relief of William Schuchardt, 
United States commercial agent at Piedras Negras, Mexico; which 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1374) making an appropriation for the protec- 
tion of Fort Stephens, and for the improvement of the mouth of the 
Columbia River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. righ Be the relief of Captain A. C. Girard, 
assistant surgeon, and Major David H. Brotherton, United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1376) for the relief of Ella Long; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the uccompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1377) granting a pension to 
Margaret Lee; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. LOGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 1153) to amend the statutes in relation to im- 
mediate transportation of 1 which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 

Ordered, That the heirs of L. C. P. Cowper be allowed to withdraw his 
from the files of the Senate, by leaving copies of the same, there being an 
report in the case. 

On motion of Mr. WALLACE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Townsend Glover, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 


On motion of Mr, FARLEY, it was 
Ordered, That the petition in the case of Julius Martin be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
NAVY PAYMASTERS, 


Mr. WALLACE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to inform the Senate how 
many pa’ are now upon the rolls of the Navy, and how many of such the 
laws authorize, and how and under what circumstances Paymaster Edward Bel- 
lows became dropped from the roll of such, with the record and 8 affect- 
ing him, and how and under what circumstances he has been restored to the list of 
paymasters, 


pers 
verse 


PORTRAIT OF CHIEF-JUSTICE MARSHALL. 
Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the ie eg? be instructed to inquire into the 
e Su 


expediency and 8 of procuring for th preme Court of the United States 
an accurate portrait of the late Chief-Justice Marshall. 


CONSTANTINO BRUMIDI. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the bill (S. No. 1358) to pay certain 
moneys to the heirs of Constantino Brumidi, which I introduced yes- 
terday, be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. WHYTE. Iask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. No, 
1191) for the relief of James Monroe Heiskell, of Baltimore City, 
Maryland, merely to relieve him of his political disabilities. It will 
take but a moment. F 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous consent to consider 
the bill at this time. 

Mr. WITHERS. I call for the regular order, which is the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made and the Secretary will 
proceed with the call of the Calendar. 

Mr. WITHERS. I withdraw the objection, being informed of the 
character of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be reported, subject to 
objection. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That James Monroe Heiskell, of 5 
be, and he is hereby, relieved from the operation of en 1518 af tine e 
Statutes of the United States, being in chapter 1, title 14 of said Revised Statutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the section of the Revised Statutes 
read from the operation of which it is proposed to relieve this person. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 1218. No person who has served in an i 
abe 5 of 1 ee eee States or of lor uf the Benes 8 
rection durin; 0 re on, appoin 
5 ag = ppoi to any position in the Army of 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to inquire, just for information, 
why it is that we do not take up in lien of this special bill the bill re- 
poet by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. McDONALD] on the 8th of 

mber last, to repeal that section of the Revised Statutes? The 


Judiciary Committee has considered that subject and by a majority, 
of which I was not one, has reported to the Senate a recommenda- 
tion to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes entirely, so as to 
readmit into the Army of the United States every person who is now 
obnoxious to the prohibition of that section by reason of having been 
engaged in making war upon the United States. Why it is that this 
special case is reported and pushed, after a general bill has been re- 
ported; Iam not able to understand. Perhaps somebody can explain 


t. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I should like to have the Senator from Vermont 
state the effect of the bill now called to the attention of the Senate, 
if he is familiar with it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The simple effect of it is that whereas by law 
now no person who was in the military service of the so-called con- 
federacy can be appointed into the military service of the United 
States, the particular bill that is before us provides for the admission 
of James Monroe Heiskell, now I believe one of the officers of this 
body, notwithstanding that section. The law is to be let up as to 
him. How he stands upon different grounds, and why the general bill 
is not disposed of instead of these special ones, was what I rose to 
inquire. 

Ar. BAYARD. Mr. President, I was instructed by the Committee 
on the Judiciary to report this bill, because we thought that, inde- 

ndent of the policy of entire repeal of section 1218 of the Revised 

tatutes, the case now presented was one of individual exigency. 
The individual in question, at the age of sixteen, went into Virginia, 
and was under age when the war ended. He had taken no oath of 
allegiance, and held no office, but, nevertheless, would be ineligible, 
by reason of military service in the South, to be nominated for any 
position in the Army of the United States under existing law. He 

as petitioned for the removal of this disability, and the committee 
thought proper under the circumstances to recommend to the Senate 
the passage of the bill removing that disability. 

I cannot see why an individual case, so entirely unobjectionable. 
on the contrary so far as I can see advisable in every way, shoul 
not be favorably acted on by the Senate. It is not a denial of the 

rinciple, it is simply an affirmance of the principle in the instance 
in question. 

I can only say for my own part that I do desire to speed the day 
when the men, the young men all over this country, and their rela- 
tives and friends, may be enabled to testify their devotion to the 
Government by serying in every branch of its service. We have 
them in the 3 we have them in the executive brauch; we 
have them in the Navy and I say it is in all respects to be desired 
that they may be allowed as soon as possible to be enlisted in the 
Army and follow the flag of their country. It is for that reason that 
I think we should take every opportunity to encourage the youth of 
the country, in every section and of every shade of political opinion, 
by every act of Congress, whether general or special, to help make 
this what we all should wish it to be, a government strong in the 
hearts of the s poopie: 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? I understood him to say that this person went to the State of 
yapni From where? 

. BAYARD. I think from Maryland. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A loyal State. 

Mr. BAYARD. He went at the age of sixteen, and was under age 
when the warended. I hope there will be no objection to the passage 
of a special act to relieve him of the ay: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Weare not able apparently to get any very clear 
statement of the special and separate ground on which this individual 
suspension of the statute is to rest, still preserving its e 80 
far as I can understand the Senator from Delaware, except that in 
this special instance, instead of doing as General Lee did in Virginia, 
after great pain, as I am told, go with his State, and as many others 
felt it to be their duty, conscientiously I have no doubt, to go with 
their State, the particular object of the grace and favor of this bill 
felt it to be his duty to go against his State and away from it to fight 
the cause which his State was en in supporting. 

I am not criticising the conscientiousness of the particular convic- 
tion of the young man. They say he was only sixteen. What 0 1 
does that bear? He was old enough apparently to have a will of his 
own, and to be able to render service to the enemies of the United 
States and to the enemies of his own State, by leaving his own State 
and the loyal side of the line (if it is proper to use the word “loyal,” 
it has now got so unfashionable) and to go on the other side of the line 
and fight his own flag and the flag of his own State, borne gallantly, 
Mr. President, by many a regiment from that State itself. í 

This is the special case that the Senator from Delaware says is to 
aflirm the principle of the law as it stands, or recognize it, and on 
account of special equities to suspend it for the time being. I am 
not able to see how that strengthens the case of this young gentle- 
man at all. 

If there is anything in what the Senator from Delaware says of 
hastening the day when nothing that existed on the statute-books 
and in the course of history during the four years from 1861 to 1865 
shall remain, it does not appear to me that this is the best possible 
occasion and the best ible way to hasten that day. I understand 
perfectly well, we all do, that that day has heen apparently hasten- 


! ing for some time, for I think it may be safely affirmed that there is 
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no single statute that has been passed either to support the war for 
the preservation of the Union or to protect the liberties and the rights 
of people preserved by the Union as a part of this nation, that 
has not been assailed within the last two or three years, and of which 
it cannot be truthfully said there has not been presented and pressed 
a measure to repeal and set aside. Every safeguard of liberty and 
equal rights (not hostile to the States in rebellion but having the 
same force and scope in every State of the Union—only the liberty 
and equal rights that Magna Charta defended in England) has been 
assailed, and it is proposed to wipe it from the statute-book. That 
is true; the day has been apparently hastening when every bulwark 
of liberty under Jaw and secured by law in every State, so far as the 
Constitution of the United States would permit it to be secured, is 
to be swept away. Nobody can question that. Even the security of 
judicial rights under plain provisions of the ancient Constitution (if 
we are dissatisfied with the new amendments, as a good many of us 
are) it is proposed to wipe out, and to leave to what is called State 
sovereignty the lives, and the fortunes, and the safety of citizens of 
the United States who are endeavoring to execute the authority of 
the United States in those States, entirely to the State courts, and 
to declare that the supremacy of the State, not under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, but against the Constitution of the United 
States shall go so far as that her courts, and hers alone, shall have 
jurisdiction in matters of national concern and in cases arising under 
the national Constitation. 

But I need not waste your time, Mr. President, in particularizin 
or giving & historic detail of these measures, one by one, specific an 

neral, comprehensive and universal, in their scope, that have been 
3 and that are intended to be put wags: jp to sweep off 
every security that the Constitution has before and now given to 
national rights of citizens of the United States. So far the day has 
apparently been hastening. Whether it is a day that will hasten 
peace and good order and fraternity, which we all so much love, is 
open to great question. I do not think it is; for I would give nolaw 
to any State that was lately in rebellion that I would not give tomy 
own. I would have no discrimination in respect of rights in States. 
I will not ask any other State to live under a law that the people of 
my State cannot live under and do not like; but the people of the 
State of Vermont have been so misguided that they haye thought 
the Constitution of the United States and the rights that existed 
under it mightbe aga ac by national authority. Other people have 
thought differently and have pressed measures to overcome that. 
Perhaps they will succeed ; perhaps they will not. This is one of 
them; and the special reason why we do not pass bravely, or fail to 

ass bravely, the repeal of this section is that this young man left 
fis loyal State and engaged in making warfare upon it; that is all. 

When the proper time comes I wish to ask the yeas and nays on 
the third ing of this bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, my object in rising is not to enter 
into any general discussion with regard to the principle which lies 
beneath all the legislation to which the Senator from Vermont has 
referred. The reason why this bill was put in its present form as a 
separate bill was to avoid unnecessary discussion in regard to this 

iar case, because it is a case in which I supposed nobody would 
ve any objection to relieving this young man from the disability 
under which he labors. He is the great-grandson of James Monroe, 
formerly President of the United States, and representing in his day, 
in his administration, that “ era of good feeling” which I supposed 
prevailed in this body at the present time. His father was for many 
years the Surgeon-General of the United States Army and rendered 
most distinguished service in that capacity. The youth was born of 
a Virginia mother and resided in Virginia and when the war broke 
out irginta was his home. He was but temporarily in the State 
of Maryland, and returned, as General Johnston returned, who now 
honors a seat in the House of Representatives, to the home of his 
nativity, and although but sixteen years of age, with that military 
ardor which had belonged to his father and which he inherited, he 
felt that his duty was to the State that gave him birth. At sixteen 
he entered the army. He was not twenty-one when the war closed. 
He has been since then a resident of my State, and I have watched 
him since he has been within its borders. He has been faithful to 
every duty which the Constitution or the law required of him. He 
has been eminently a good citizen, of the highest character, and having 
learned that there was an opportunity of his getting some small ap- 
pointment in the Pay Department of the Army he applied to me to 
aid him, when I discovered this impediment to his appointment to 
such a place and therefore offered this bill, and I supposed that there 
would be no objection to relieving this yonng man of the disability 
imposed upon him by an act passed long ago when it was proper to 
have passed such an act. 

Mr. LOGAN. May Lask the Senator what the appointment is in 
the Army that this young man seeks? : 

Mr. WHYTE. Paymaster. He is applying for an ap 
3 in the Pay Department, and is recommend 

e best republicans in the United States. 

Mr. President, there is nothing extraordinary about this—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Is there a vacancy in the corps of paymasters? 

Mr. WHYTE. I do not know. Before I undertook to see whether 
there was a vacancy, or to see whether I could aid him, I undertook 
to see if it was possible to clear away the impediments which stood 


intment as 
by some of 
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in the way. If they cannot be cleared away, there is an end of the 
case, and I donot wish to worry his friends or attempt to induce them 
to get such an appointment for him. 

Mr. TELLER. If this bill passes, will he be appoinseat 

Mr. WHYTE. Ido not know. He has to apply. 

Mr. TELLER. Has he not applied? 

Mr. WHYTE. Not yet; he has made no application yet. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not know but that he had a guarantee that if 
this bill passed he would be appointed. 

Mr. WHYTE. I do not know what the republican administration 

arantees in advance. I am not sufliciently familiar to know. 

Mr. TELLER. Nor I either. 

Mr. WHYTE. I am not aware of any guarantee, nor am I aware 
of the requirements of the service. All I desire to say is that he 
wishes to seek an appointment under either this or some other ad- 
ministration. Perhaps he will have the pleasure of applying to a 
democratic administration next year. I hope he will. At all events 
we desire to clear away from him these impediments which lie in his 


way. 

The reason why this bill was brought in in this form as a separate 
bill for him was because all of these disabilities have been removed, 
by separate bills; because at the very last session I do not think there 
was one dissenting voice here when we relieved Dr. Powell of his 
disabilities—a gentleman from my State who had been in the con- 
federate army—and allowed him to be appointed a surgeon. His 
disabilities were removed, and upon the recommendation of the 
highest medical officer of the Army he was appointed a surgeon in 
the Army, and is now in Texas discharging his duty with fidelity to 
the Government. So in regard to other political disabilities, we have 
removed them by special acts. Whenever there has been a general 
act proposed some gentlemen have risen, and, like Banquo’s ghost, have 
marched the ghost of Jefferson Davis before the assembled legislators ; 
and behind Jefferson Davis other men who would not be shot at have 

ne down whenever a bill for general amnesty is proposed. And if 

is bill relieved all of those gentlemen who were soldiers in the 
southern army from the impediment to appointment which this sec- 
tion produces we should have these patriotic speeches ; and especially 
when conventions are assembling in our own States and about to 
present us for President of the United States we should be sure to 
make a patriotic speech on this subject. I trust, Mr. President, that 
this young man may not be pe in the category of all those who were 
in the southern army, but that he may stand upon his own merits, 
and that this bill may pass. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, for the reasons which have been 
so well assigned by the Senator from Maryland, I gave my heart 
support to this bill before the Judiciary Committee, and I am sti 
in favor of it. But at the same time that I did so I propounded the 
2 there that the Senator from Vermont has propounded to 
the Senate to-day: Why hesitate and go on doing this act of amnesty 
by piecemeal? I quite concur with the Senator from Vermont that 
it is time to repeal section 1218 and get rid of it. I think he is 
strictly and eminently correct in his position on that. 

I propose, now, Mr. President, that we get rid of section 1218, so 
that Mr. Heiskell, who is a meritorious young man, may have the 
benefit of it, with all the others that may be under disability, or that 
may come under the infliction of this statute. 

It is true, as the Senator from Maryland has said, that we have 

nted these amnesties by piecemeal; we have granted them to in- 
fividuals from time to time; and he has mentioned, in particular 
cases, the distinguished services to the Confederate States rendered 
by gentlemen who now occupy responsible places in the service of 
the United States, This is a remnant of the statutes born and gen- 
erated out of the war; and as such gentlemen hold positions all 
through the service of the United States I cannot see for the life 
of me any use in this statute any longer; and therefore, as the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky who now sits to my right [Mr. Beck] has per- 
sistently and consistently, ever since he has been in the Senate, in- 
troduced and pressed a bill for this general purpose, I ask leave to 
offer it as an amendment to this bill in the nature of a substitute. 
I move to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert what I 
send to the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas proposes an 
amendment by way of substitution, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed tostrike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill, and in lieu thereof to insert: 

That section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, being in chapter 
1, title 14, of said Revised Statutes, which provides that ‘‘no person who has 
served in any capacity in the military, naval, or civil service of the so-called Con- 
federate Sta or of either of the States in insurrection during the late rebellion, 
shall be appointed to any position in the Army of the United States,“ be, and the 
same is hereby, repeal 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am very glad that the Senator 
from Arkan who is always logical and always brave, has made 
that mokon A had risen to make it myself in order to put this ques- 
tion upon its true grounds, because there is not any possible distinc- 
tion in this case except one that in my judgment is highly adverse to 
this particular claimant for favor, and that is, that he went from a 
loyal State into one that had gone off on the notion of State sover- 
eignty. He had aright to think so, of course, if he wanted to; but 
that 15 the distinction and the only one that exists; so that I hope 
this amendment of the Senator from Arkansas will be agreed to, and 
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when it is agreed to then I shall ask for the yeas and nays on the 
third reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. x ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays on the third reading 
of ae bill. A 8 

e yeas and nays were orde 

The VICE-PRE IDENT. The question is shall the bill be en- 
grossed for a third reading, upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The Secre roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EATON, Cohen his name was called.) On all political ques- 
tions I am paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING.] 
If he were present, I should with great pleasure vote “yea.” 

Mr. IS, (when his name was ee 2 780 all political 

uestions I am paired with the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
— I do not know whether this is a political question or 
not; and as the Senator’s colleague is not present I will ask the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] if I shall or shall not vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot say whether the Senator shall or shall 
not vote, by any means. > ; 

Mr. IS. The question, then, I will propound is, Is this a po- 


litical question ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it decidedly is, and one of the chief ones 


of the time. 
Mr. HARRIS. Then I decline to vote. I would vote “yea” if at 
80 


8 do. ; 

Mr. HERS, (when his name was called.) I am paired on all 
political questions with the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.] As 
this seems to be taking that complexion I decline to vote. Otherwise 
I should vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLUMB, (after ners voted in the negative.) I voted, but in 
forgetfulness of the fact that I was paired with the Senator from Vir- 
gin a [Mr. JOHNSTON] on all political questions, I therefore with- 

w my vote. 

Mr. LAMAR. I am requested to state that my colleague [Mr. Bruce] 
is detained at home by sickness. 

The result wus announced—yeas 36, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 
Bail Gordon, MeDonald, Slater, 
Ba; ved Groome, McPherson, Thurman, 
Beck; Hampton, Maxey, Vance, 
Butler, è Vest, 
Call, Hill of Georgia, Pen Voorhees, 
Jonas, OT, Walker, 
Davis of W. V: ena Ppa a al Wh ; 
d, * Lamar, Saulsbury, Willians. 
NAYS—23. 
Allison, Cameron of Wis., Hill of Colorado, Paddock, 
Anthony, Carpenter, Hoar, latt, 
Baldwin, Dawes, Kirkwood, Saunders, 
Bard ton MoMillan, Winds 
8 N m 
8 of Pa., Hamlin, Morrill, 
ABSENT—17. 
Blaine, Johnston, 
* Farley, Jones of Nevada, Withers. 
Bruce, Grover, Ki 3 
Conkling, Harris, Plumb, 
Davis o Ingalls, Rollins, . 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it 
was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, “Shall the bill pass?“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have now, Mr. President, this question pre- 
sented upon perfectly fair ground, no exceptional or special legisla- 
tion to provide for the favorites of particular men, but the broad 
principle. The only provision of law that this bill is intended to re- 
peal is, and indeed that is the whole of it, that— 
person who bas served in any capacity in the military, naval, or civil service 

80- 


No 
of thè so-called Confederate States, or of either of the States in insurrection dur- 
ing the late rebellion, shall be appointed to any position in the Army of the United 


Mr. President, by the law as it now stands, independent of this 
section, young men, boys, whose friends desire or who desire them- 
selves that they shall enter the Military Academy at West Point or 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis, must be, I think, not over sixteen 
years of ago; the chairman of the Military Committee can tell me 

right 


if I am er 

Mr. Y. Seventeen and twenty-two are the limits at the Mil- 
i Academy. 

. EDMUNDS. To enter? 

Mr. MAXEY. Young men can enter at not less than seventeen nor 
over twenty-two. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Between seventeen and twenty-two. Take it at 
twenty-two then—that is older than I expected—but not less than 


seventeen. Any child born in 1863 would now be seventeen. There- 
fore nobody born since that time is excluded, because as he grows up 


he will arrive at that age. ee Pee born ten years before 1863 
would have been born in 1853, eight years before the rebellion began, 
and twelve years before it asi, so that at the end of the rebellion 
there would be no living male person who could have consciously 
articipated in the rebellion in any sible sense or have been 
in its military service unless it took in boys under twelve years of 
„who is now obnoxious to the statute. So Senators will see that 
the sole purpose and effect of this repeal is to restore to the Army of 
the United States, among others, the very men who deserted it to 
make war against the flag that they had been educated and sworn to 
support. at is what it comes to ; and that is all I wish to say. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, with great deference to my friend, 
I say it comes to no such thing, and that it is a mere ghost that is 
E before hiseyes when he sees any such 0 I have appa 
that the people of this country have a right to the service of every 
able-bodied man in time of war, and that if we should get into a war 
again—and no country can say it will always be at peace—we should 
have a right to the service of the men who were lately in the confed- 
erate service; and I supposed that so long a time had elapsed and 
there was such a sufficient evidence of the fact besides the lapse of 
time to quiet the fears of anybody who is not harassed by a nerv- 
8 tie never harasses me about the loyalty of the people of 
the South. 

How can any of these men get positions in the Army of the United 
States? Only by nomination by the President and confirmation by 
the Senate. o of them are likely to get positions? Certainly not 
the old men, certainly not the men who are verging on three score 
yoe and ten. Who are ee to be needed in case we should get 
nto a war again? Not those old men; not the men alluded to by the 
Senator from Vermont; men who he says left our own Army and 
went into the confederate service. They are not at all seme dod be 
called into the service of the United States should we again me 
a belligerent. No, Mr. President, but there is a large body of young 
men, men of military experience, men of military talent, who are as 
ready to fight now for the Star Spangled Banner as any man between 
here and Canada, and we are asked to exclude them or reject their 
services in order simply to put a brand upon them for which there is 
no political or other necessity whatever. 

I am not afraid of the southern people on this question—not the 
least bit of it, sir. The northern people want, the best of them, a 
majority of them want to bury the hatreds of the war; they want 
peace, they want fraternity once more. That is what they want, and 
they do not want to reject the services of any competent and now loyal 
man by inquiring whether or not he did at some time or other bear a 
musket in the confederate service. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, reference has been made by the Senator 
from Arkansas to the fact that the bill which is now before the Sen- 
ate is a substitute for an original bill which had been introduced by 
myself and urged upon all proper occasions, avd sometimes, perhaps, 
I may add, when it was not quite propor: I desire to say one word 
as to my motive for so doing. I will first read the section itself: 

Sxc. 1218. No person who has served in an: ity in th À 
civil service of the so-called Confederate S nap er e i Je ml 
surrection during the late rebellion, shall be appointed to any position in the Army 
of the United States. 

It so happened that a year or two ago a young man living in South- 
ern Kentucky sought to apply for a place in the Army of the United 
States, but he had been a page in the Tennessee Legislature durin; 
the war, when he was too young to be either loyal or disloyal. That 
was a civil office under one of the States then in rebellion. His father 
was so poor that he could not educate him without making the boy 
work for a living, and as there was little else doing but pul lic mat- 
ters at that time he accepted the position of a page in the Legislature 
of Tennessee, and was therefore disqualified by law from applying 
even for a place in the Army of the United States; that seemed to 
me to be obviously eee waen I saw tbe vice-president of the con- 
federacy sitting in the other end of the Capitol, when the men who 
occupied the highest positions during that war are here and at the 
other end of the Capitol, and when the sons of those gentlemen, not 
being compelled to accept any service either under the confederate 
government or under any State in rebellion, can all enter the United 
States Army because their fathers were able to educate them them- 
selves, and only the poorer boys, who were obliged to work for a liv- 
ing and had to do whatever was required or could be obtained either 
under the Confederate States or under the States, were excluded—as 
all the higher, richer, great, and important persons were allowed to 
fill places of the highest honor and profit in this Government, it 
seemed to me the Con, of the United States was not acting justly 
to itself or to the people to exclude by law even the right to apply for 
a place in the Army from the younger, poorer men who were obliged 
to work at whatever they could get to do during the years of war. 
Hence, I thought it was a proper thing to repeal this statute and I 
had hoped it would be done unanimously. No law should remain for 
a 5 the statute- books under which such a condition of things 
is possi 

„LOGAN. Mr. President, I should have no objection myself to 
the application of the principle that the Senator from Kentucky 
speaks of to persons like the one that he mentions from his State; 
but this law to-day is no greater hardship on a person who served in 
the confederate service than it is on one who served in the Union 
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Army, for if the Senator will examine the law in reference to ap- 
pointments in the Army he will find that all those persons are now 
over the age that would allow them to be appointed in the Army. So 
this in itself does not act as an inhibition solely upon those parties. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Then it is useless, 

Mr. LOGAN. The repeal of it is useless, certainly, because by the 
repeal of this law you do not authorize their appointment in the sery- 
ice unless you appoint them as brigadier-generals or major-generals, 
because up to that point men rise by promotion in the Army; and ap- 
pointment in the Army now cannot be made except of persons who 
are not over a certain age. Thisstatute was passed, as understand 
it, for the reason that the people of this country, certainly not differ- 
ing from the people of other countries in that particnlar, concluded 
that persons who served in the confederate army against the Govern- 
ment were not as likely to be as faithful to the Government as those 
who were on the other side of the question. 

Mr. THURMAN. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. Ajig ; 

Mr. THURMAN. If my friend from Illinois were President of the 
United States, as he may at some future time be, and we were in war, 
would he not call into the service southern men! Asa brave soldier 
would he be afraid to go into battle commanding those men ? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, I would not be afraid to go into battle com- 
manding any men that had volunteered on my side, while they were 
under my command, nor would any man who had command of sol- 
diers. 

But the point I am getting at is this: This law was 8 for the 

urpose of making a distinction in the Army between those who pre- 

erred the Union side and those who preferred the confederate side 
or who were in rebellion against the Government. I think it was a 
proper distinction. Whether that distinction in time of war shall be 
wiped out or not is another consideration. We are not in war. 
he i 7 of this law does not strike me as 5 well in this 
t: We find that recently the Congress of the United States has 
1 the President to appoint certain persons in the Army, that 
they might be placed on the retired list, who resigned at the begin- 
ning of this war in order to keep themselves out of the war. Being 
out of the Army for fifteen years the Congress of the United States has 
passed a law authorizing their appointment in the Army that they 
may be placed on the retired list, two of them, I believe, with the 
pane of colonel. 

Mr. THURMAN. What cases are those? 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not remember the names. One of them was a 
man from Oregon and the other from Maryland. Probably some of 
the Senators on the Military Committee may remember the names. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. F. O. Wyse and Colonel Haller. 

Mr. THURMAN. When were the bills passed, I should like to 
know? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. They were passed during the last Congress. 

Mr. SLATER. Allow 2e to say to the Senator that Colonel Haller 


did not resign. 

Mr. LOGAN. This other colonel resigned. There is no doubt but 
that one resigned. i 82 S 

Mr. SLATER. Ithink he was peremptorily dismissed without a 
tria 


l. 
Mr. LOGAN. Very well; one of them resigned. I state the fact 
that one of them resigned his office. I was chairman of the Military 
Committee for several years, and during my term in the Senate an ap- 
lication was made time and again to authorize the appointment of 

This man from Mary ‘ 
retired list. While I was in the Senate it was not passed, I will not 
say why; but during the last Con the bill was passed through the 
Senate and the other House, and he was placed on the retired list of 
the Army with the rank of colonel, after having resigned his com- 
mission at the commencement of the war. x 

I see in this repeal the very same thing re-enacted here in Congress, 
that men who were in the Army prior to the war may be restored, if 
they are to be considered on an equality (which I do not say anything 
about) with these other men, and certainly they ought to be on an 

uality with men who resigned to keep themselves out of the wa 
of bullets. It may be said there is no reason why Congress shoul 
not authorize the President to place them in the aroy tbat they ma 
go on the retired list, because they are to-day above the age at whic 
they can be appointed in the Army. There is no good ground at all 
for the repeal of this law, except for the placing of these men in the 
Army again that they may be retired, as has been done in some in- 
stan 


ces, 

No, sir; if the Con of the United States shall attempt to put 
back into the Army all the men, or part of them, who were dismissed 
on account of unfaithfulness to their country, or men who had been 
in the Army and resigned and went on the other side because of their 
want of good faith to their country, then I say we are doing a wrong 
not only to the Army but to the country which hart ses the Army. 


Then, sir, I say further, not out of any bitterness or feeling, that I 
do claim, and I claim it in this Senate Chamber in the presence of 


land to the Army that he might be placed on the | all 


Senators whom I have a high respect for who were on the other side 
in the contest, that there should be a distinction made in our Army 
in time of piaco between those who fought for the Union and those 


who fought to destroy it. Ihave always maintained it, and ever shall 
maintain it, not because I have any feelings of animosity against these 
men; no such thing. They may have been misguided ; that is not 
the question. They were found in a certain position against the Gov- 
ernment. Being found there, they are not entitled again to wear the 
uniform of this country and draw its sword in preference to the men 
who have always been faithful to it. In time of war, the Senator 
from Ohio says, would you not allow these men to fight? “ Snfiicient 
unto the day is the evil thereof.” When war comes, we will consider 
the question ; but in time of peace I say, without giving any opinion 
as to the future, I would not place men in the Army who fought for 
the destruction of this Government by the side of men who struggled 


‘for its existence. I would not do it, and I never will do it. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I cannot help saying a word more 
on this bill, though I did not intend to say a word aboutit originally. 
I cannot let the remarks of the Senator from Illinois pass without a 
word. The Senator would not remove this brand from these men in 
time of peace; but when war comes, should it come with any foreign 
power or a dozen foreign powers, then the Senator will be willing to 
say to these men, “ Here, we branded you during all these many years 
of and all the while when you were perfectly loyal, and now 
in the hour of need.of the country we appeal to your patriotism to 
come out and fight for us.” 

Seam The Senator will allow me to remark that I did not 
say that. 

r. THURMAN. No, but that is exactly what it comes to. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir, I beg the Senator’s pardon, I said no such 
thing. I said it would be time to consider that question when war 
came, and if the Senator now wants to call me ont on that question 
I will answer him honestly. Peace or war, had I the appointing 
power, I would give commissions to those men who never failed when 
their country called. 

Mr. THURMAN. That sounds very well indeed, and we know now 
what the programme of the Senator is, that in time of war he would 
not commission one single man, however loyal, however eminent, 
however distinguished his military talent, if that man twenty or 
thirty years before had been on the confederate side. Iam perfectly 
willing that the Senator may take that ground and stand on it. 

Mr. LOGAN, I did not say that, either. 

Mr, THURMAN. And, Mr. President, there was another thing that 
struck me asa little curious. The Senator said that the object of this 
bill must be to put a parcel of officers who were once in the Army of 
the United States and went into the confederate service upon the 
retired list of the Army of the United States. How, indeed, the Sen- 
ator could get such an idea as that in his head passes my comprehen- 
sion. Certainly it is not supported by the few instances he gave, that 
of Colonel Haller and that of some Maryland colonel. In respect to 
Colonel Haller we are told by the Senator from Oregon that he did 
not resign. In regard to the Maryland man, I know nothing abont 
him; I never heard his name before; but if he did resign in order to 
escape exposing his person to bullets, as the Senator from Illinois said 
if I understood him correctly, how comes it that a republican Senate, 
as this Senate was a year ago, voted to put that man back into the 
Army of the United States on the retired list? 

Mr. LOGAN. That is an astonishing thing to me. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is very surprising. I cannot understand it at 


Mr. SLATER. Allow me to state that Colonel Haller is on the 
active list with the rank of major. 

Mr. THURMAN. I leave that matter with the explanation of the 
Senator from Oregon; but this other thing it strikes me as marvelous 
indeed. The explanation I make of it, without knowing anything of 
it, is that the Military Committee of the Senate, then overwhelmingly 
republican, the pean in the Senate then overwhelmingly repub- 
lican, did not find the facts to be as the Senator from Illinois supposes. 
They did not find the fact that this man had been guilty of any such 
cowardice or any such disloyalty, or that committee would never have 
reported the bill to restore him to the Army and the Senate would 
never have passed such a bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not say the committee found the facts to be so. 
I only stated what I knew of the case when I was on that committee 
as chairman. I stated my own conclusion, and I came to that con- 
clusion from the evidence. Others perhaps would come to a differ- 
ent conclusion. That was my conclusion, and it was so understood 
by the committee certainly aslong as I was onit. I only stated that, 
Ido not know what might have been in the man’s mind when he 
resigned. : 

r. THURMAN. I cannot pretend to say who are the best judges 
of the facts, the Senator from Illinois or those who succeeded him on 
the Military Committee; nor can I pretend to say whether the evi- 
dence was the same before both committees; but here stands the fact 
upon the statement of the Senator from Illinois, if that statement be 
correct, that a republican committee of this body reported in favor 
of restoring a man to the Army of the United States, who was not 
only a traitor at heart but was a ter traitor because he was a 
coward—to put both a traitor a ee back into the Army of 
the United States. A republican committee of this body reported a 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1101 


bill for that porom; a republican majority in this body passed it 
into alaw! Ido not believe it, Mr. President. I believe that the 
facts were really different, for there is not a Senator on this floor who 
would do such a 05 as that. 

Mr. TELLER. I object to any further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. One objection will not carry it over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection comes too late. 

Mr. TELLER. I think not under the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is not being considered under 
the Anthony rule, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood it was not taken up by the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was taken up by unanimous consent, 
and has been discussed upon its merits down to this time, and must 
be dis of by some motion, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, in the first pee I wish to say to 
the Senator from Ohio and to everybody else w 
to me, that I think he is tly mistaken every time—and it is not 
very infrequent in such discussions as this—when he uses the word 
“ hatred” as apparently imputed to gentlemen who differ with him in 

inion. 
ee THURMAN. Upon my word, if I used that word to-day I do 
not know it. I certainly did not impute it to any Senator on that 
side. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iknow the Senator did not mean personal hatred, 
but the idea that is continually paraded here when those of us who 
do not agree with gentlemen on the other side oppose or support a 
particular measure is that it ae out of a sentiment of animosity 
to many of our colleagues and their friends who, as we think, con- 
trary to the Constitution and in violation of their duty to it, went 
into a rebellion. Now, I want to state, as I have stated I presume a 
hundred times, that any man North or South who imputes to any re- 
publican anywhere that ever I heard of any such sentiment of hatred 
or animosity, makes a great mistake. It is not true. We are only, 
when we oppose these measures, doing what we consider to be neces- 
sary for the security and good order of the whole Union, and it is not 
through any animosity or hatred or, as we can see it, any-prejndice 
to these gentlemen. We have labored under the impression—un- 
doubtedly the Senator from Ohio can convince us it is a wrong im- 
pression—that in every controversy there must be a right side and a 
wrong side, aud the delusion that we are under is, evidently, that we 
were on the right side of that controversy, which prevailed, and that 
the consequences that flow from being on the right side are those 
which the Senator from Ohio desires that those who turned out to be 
on the wrong side shall reap, and not those who were on the right side. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. WHYTE. I move to postpone the consideration of the ques- 
tion which comes up after the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland moves that 
the pending order, being the unfinished business, be postponed for 
the further consideration of this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What do you mean by “ postpone?” There are 
only two motions, Mr. President, that I know of, one is to 8 
indefinitely (to which I have not the slightest possible objection) 
the 5 per cent. bill; and the other is to postpone until to-morrow. 
If the Senator from Maryland wishes to postpone the 5 per cent. bus- 
iness until to-morrow, that is one 9 if he wishes to postpone it 
indefinitely I am very much in favor of the proposition. 

Mr. McDONALD. That is the pending motion already, to indefi- 
nitely postpone. I am certainly unwilling that it shall be postponed 
until to-morrow. I shall not insist on calling for the regular order 
at this time, to the prejudice of the present bill, if it can be disposed 
of in a short time; but if it is to lead to extended debate, I shall 
object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland moves that 
the unfinished business be postponed. 

Mr. HOAR, Is that debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is a debatable motion. 

Me WHYTE. I desire to amend the proposition, to postpone for 
one hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order, of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to point out to the Senate that 
there are pending some extremely important matters before the Sen- 
ate. There is the 5 per cent. question, involving very large interests 
and claims. Following that is the disposition of the Geneva award, 
which has been crowded ont in several Con „so that it has 
received no disposition whatever, and which involves the compensa- 
tion from money in the Treasury of loyal ship-owners whose property 
was destroyed by confederate cruisers. Now, the proposition is to 
displace, at the risk of a at a measure for the compensation of 
these loyal owners who suffe: by the war for the sake of this not 
very practical question, so far as immediate action is concerned, of 
restoring men who served in the sonthern army and navy to places 
on the roll of the Army and Navy of the United States. 

I trust that this measure will not be laid aside, and that this mat- 
ter which is up now will not be allowed to take precedence of all the 
public and private business before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question on 
the motion of the Senator from Maryland? 


o is willing to listen’ 


Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the President please state the question ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is that the pending order, being the 
unfinished business of the Senate, be postponed for the further con- 
sideration of the bill which has been under discussion this morning, 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that the course pursued by the 
majority this morning is rather unusual. They come here with a bill 
very innocent in its general character and appearance, and we have 
the statement that there are equities in the case that require our 
immediate attention. Then we get a motion to substitute for that 
bill a measure which every person must know will bring up more or 
less debate, when the time given them would not have been given to 
this bill if it had been called in the ordinary way. Weare KPA met 
with a motion to postpone all other orders, the consideration of 
weighty matters, matters of grave importance to the country, for that 
which they themselves admit has no particular importance at all, for 
unless it is true that this young man is waiting to be appointed, or 
has some expectation of being appointed, it seems to me of no possi- 
ble consequence whatever whether we pass upon this bill to-day or 
six months from now. Unless there is somebody waiting, who has 
been in the confederate army, to be put in the United States Army, 
(and we are told that there are no vacancies,) there can be no impor- 
tance in immediate action. It is a mere matter of preference on our 

art whether it shall be done now or some other time, and matters 

ike the Alabama claims and the 5 per cent. bill must be e 
for the consideration of this question, a question which if it had been 
presented in the ordinary way we all know would not have received a 
moment’s consideration, but would have been objected to. It ought 
not to have been brought up in the morning hour. 

Mr. CARPENTER. What do I understand to be the pending ques- 
tion, Mr. President ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland that the pending order, which is the unfin- 
ished business of the Senate, be postponed, stating his object to be 
to continue the consideration of the bill which has been under con- 
sideration this ornini 

Mr. CARPENTER. That motion is undoubtedly in order; but I 
understood the Chair to state the motion to be to postpone this bill 
and proceed to the consideration of the bill formerly under consider- 


ation. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announced that that was the 


purpose, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Not the motion, but the motive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will require a separate motion to get 
up the other bill, of course. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I beg to make a statement to cor- 
rect a wrong impression which may have been created by the remarks 
of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. THURMAN ] and the Senator from IIli- 
nois, [Mr. LoGAN.] The Senator from Ohio stated that the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs of the last Co was a republican com- 
mittee. He knows as well as I know that the committee was com- 
posed of five republicans and four ee Mid that many of its 
meetings were ruled by the minority party. For instance, a quorum 
consists of five Senators, and 8 have been made by three demo- 
crats and two republicans, or four democrats and one republican. 
What were the exact conditions of that committee on the mornings 
that Colonel Wyse’s and Colonel Haller’s cases were recommended 
favorably I am not going to speak, because it is not proper for me to 
speak of what occurred in committee, and much less proper would it 
be for me to criticise the action of that committee, 

The Senator from Illinois has chosen to say something of what the 
committee did when he was a member of it, and when he was in the 
Senate, and has said that during the time he was out the committee 
did a certain thing which he thought was very wrong. As to the 
3 of this course I will leave it to the Senator himself and to 
the Senate. 


Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I think I can state ex- 


actly what I did say. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The substance of it was that. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, I said that the Senate and the House, the Con- 
pre of the United States, had passed the bill referred to within the 

t two years or during the last Congress. I made no reflection 
upon the committee whatever. I only stated that my knowledge of 
the case grew out of the fact that it was presented to the committee 
several times while I was chairman. I said nothing about what the 
committee did when I was chairman, or what they did when some- 
body else was chairman ; I only stated that I knew the facts because 
it was presented there several times when I was the chairman. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I have said what I have to say 
on that subject. Now I will say with reference to these two men, 
Colonel er was dismissed, I believe, 53 by the Secre- 
tary of War without any trial. If I remember aright, he was ar 


from the rolls for disloyal talk at a convivial meeting one night in 


camp. The Military Committee, for reasons best known to its mem- 
bers, upon an argument presented—which I am not going to speak of 
here, because it would not be proper for me to do so—decided to allow 
the President to act as he thought properin that case. Inasmuch as 
this man had been dismissed without even the formality of a court- 
martial, it was thought to be fair to allow his case to be opened. I 
must say, without reference to my own vote, that I was in command 
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of the Army of the Potomac at the time the occurrence took place 
and I did not believe Colonel Haller was a disloyal man. I o not 
believe to-day he was disloyal. He fought gallantly in every battle 
he was engaged in; but for some reason the Secre of War took 
that action and I am not going to criticise it. He has gone to a 
higher court than we can create here, and to a better judge. Iam 
* ing to let that matter stand just where it is. Colonel Haller was 

before a board of officers, created by authority of Congress, 
and that board of officers made a certain recommendation to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and he has taken action by nominating 
Colonel Haller as colonel in the Army, and the Senate has confirmed 
that action. 

Now, in reference to Colonel Wyse, he resigned from the Army be- 
cause he was ordered on a duty which he could not perform, and which 
it is well known he could not, and he resigned. I do not mean to say 
how I voted in his case. The Secretary of War held his resignation 
for more than a year, I believe, or certainly a year, and the whole 
thing had passed ont of consideration. Colonel Wyse thought that 
he was as much an officer of the peg Oe I was at the time ; and sud- 
denly after this long space of time had passed, his resignation was 
abruptly accepted. He did struggle for reinstatement, and his wife 
struggled to aid him, as in duty bound. The Military Committee con- 
sidered the case. It thought in its best judgment that it would be 
well to allow the President, if he thought proper, after b 
the case, to reinstate Colonel Wyse and place him on the retire 
list. 

That was the action of the Military Committee on these two cases. 
I do not mean to say that it was right; I am surely not disposed to 
say it was wrong. I mean to say that itis not legitimate and fair 
criticism to criticise the action of the committee. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, at the instance of my friend, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, who is so anxious for the consideration of the bill 
which he has in charge at this moment, I withdraw my proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn, and the Sen- 
ate proceeds to the consideration of its unfinished business, being 
Senate bill No. 19. 

PUBLIC LAND COMMISSION, 


The following message from the President of the United States was 
laid before the Senate: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


T have the honor to transmit herewith a preliminary re, and a draught ofa 
bill submitted by the public land commission, authorized sy tho act of Congress 
approved 3, 1879. The subject of the report and of the bill accompanying 


it is of such apt yl that I respectfully commend it to the prompt and earnest 
consideration of Congress. 
R. B. HAYES. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 25, 1880. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the message and documents, when 
printed, be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a letter from Major J. W. 
Powell, a member of the public land commission, appointed under the 
sundry civil appropriation act of March 3 last, in which he suggests 
certain amendments to the preliminary report of the commission sub- 
mitted by the Secretary of the Interior, thereby qualifying his ap- 
proval thereof. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that thesame disposition be made of this 
communication as of the message. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MILITARY WARRANT LAND LOCATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 19) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to ascertain and certify the amount of land located with military 
warrants in the States described therein, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the motion of Mr. EDMUNDS to postpone 
the bill indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I suppose it is quite impossible 
after the tremendous excitement of the 1 hour to have any- 
body pay attention to this 5 per cent. bill, which is only to take, to 
begin with, about six or seven millions out of the Treasury. That, it 
must be admitted, is too small an object for ordinary daily consider- 
ation. 

Mr. PRYOR. I ask the Senator from Vermont to give way to me 
for a few minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I yield to the Senator from Alabama with pleas- 


ure. 
Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, I did not on Friday last avail myself 
of the opportunity to engage in a running debate, which would have 
been consequent should I have answered the indirect question asked 
me by the honorable Senatcr from Ilinois, [Mr. LoGan,] for the rea- 
son that that mode and manner of debate most gen y, and cer- 
tainly with me, leads to a departure in argument, and such as im- 
pairs the force of the presentation of the question under considera- 
tion. But though I remained silent on that occasion, I listened 
the best I could to the enthusiastic effort of that honorable Senator; 
and in reply to his remarks as to the position I then assumed in re- 
to the bill, that it was not to the interest of Alabama to share 


in the fruits of the bill should it become a jaw, because in that event gn 


Alabama would have to pay into the Treasury of the United States by 


taxation on all of its -poopie more than this bill would bestow on the 
corporations of that State, with which the propie werein no wise in- 
terested as share or stock holders, the honorable Senator insisting in 
substance, if I did not misunderstand or mistake him, that if the prin- 
ciples of the bill were correct it made no difference whether it was to 
the interest or against the interest of Alabama, the bill should $ 
and that it was not and would not be an answer to the merits of the 
bill for the Senators from Alabama to assert the proposition that it 
was against the interest of their State for the bill to I will 
say, Mr. President, in answer to these remarks of the honorable Sena- 
tor, that even coneeding this bill to be based upon correct princi- 
ples, which we deny, it might not be prudent, 8 or safe at 
all times to assert or insist upon its enforcement. I admit we should 
never act except upon and from clear, well-defined convictions of 
right and correct principles, especially when we have the time, 
means, and opportunities to inform ourselves of the right, or know 
the right; for to inconsiderately enforce the right is fraught not in- 
frequently with ill results and followed by ill consequences. While 
it is true that one should not oppose a measure correct in principle 
and for the benefit of others simply because it is against his interest, 
it is eqnally true, as in this case, if the measure is wrong in principle, 
or at best of doubtful right and pregnant with evil consequences 
and likely will prove disastrous to the Government of the Uni 
States, and injurious correspondingly to the people of Alabama, then 
in such case it would not only be right and wise, but a double reason 
why the Senators from Alabama should oppose the bill. 

Since this body adjourned on Friday last I have fallen upon an 
official document of an old-time man and confessed statesman, and 
one who lived and Few up with the Constitution and country, and 
understood well and fresh the meaning of the Constitution, the ob- 


jects, interests, and purposes of the States and the General Govern- 


ment in its formation—a man who and whose views and sentiments 
were well and favorably known, no doubt, to the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, and which he, when he is refreshed, will recollect, and 
will, I trust, recognize to-day as correct doctrine. 

always did and do now, Mr. President, entertain the highest respect 
for and retain the fondest recollection of those old political sages, 
statesmen not politicians—and have always been n by and 
hope to be ever under the influence of their purity, wisdom, and patriot- 
ism. And, inasmuch as the man referred to is one known to us all, and 
one whose wisdom and foresight was, has been, aud it is to be hoped will 
remain a light-house to Senators seeking the harbor of governmental 
safety, and into which harbor they would like to enter and rest se- 
cure; and one who has patiently and carefully examined and consid- 
ered a subject quite germane to the one we are now considering, and 
a subject, to my mind, the examination of which clearly elucidates 
all the questions inyolved in this bill and debates thereon, especially 
the views advanced by the Senators from Alabama, that it was against 
the interest of Alabama and all other States in like situation, if not 
all others in or ont of the bill if it should become a law—and to this 
end I ask that the Secretary read an old-time message of that great 
old-time President, statesman, and soldier of these United States, An- 
drew Jackson. And while it is of some length, itis none the less 
interesting and fit, as it di in my opinion, of all the questions 
involved in this discussion material to a correct determination of 
the merits of this bill, although made up on a matter differing some- 
what but involving the same principles. Iask that the Secretary 
read the extract marked from the message of General Jackson. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

1. That one of the fundamental principles, on which the Confederation of the 
United States was originally based, was, that the waste lands of the West, within 
their limits, should be the common property of the United States. 

2. That those lands were ceded to the United States by the States which claimed 
them, and the cessions were accepted, on the express condition that they should 
be disposed of for the common benefit of the States, according to their respective 
rtions in the general charge and expenditure, and for no other purpose what- 


ted to profit in proportion to the 


ciples of this whole * which I think cannot be con- 
tested by any one who examines the proceedings of the revolutionary gress, 
the sessions of the several States, and the acts of Congress, under the new Consti- 
tution, Keeping them deeply impressed upon the mind, let us proceed to examine 
how far the objects of the cessions have completed, and see whether those 
compacts are not still obligatory upon the United States. 

The debt, for which these lands were pledged by Congress, may be considered as 
paid, and they are consequently rel from that lien. But that pledge formed 
no part of the compacts with the States, or of the conditions upon which the cessions 
were made. It was a contract between new parties—betwten the United States 

ment of the debt, the ee remain in full force, 
Juited States to dispose of the lands for the common 
benefit is neither destroyed nor impaired. As they cannot now be executed in 
that mode, the only legitimate question which can arise is, in what other way are 
these lands to be hereafter disposed of for the common benefit of the several States, 
5 to their respective and usual proportion in the charge and expendi- 
tura?” ‘The cessions of Virginia, North Carolina, and rgia, in express terms, 
and all the rest impliedly, not only vide thus specifically the proportion, accord- 
ing to which each State shall profit by the proceeds of the land sales, bnt they pro- 
ceed to declare that they shall be “ fc and bona fide disposed of for that pur- 
and for no other use or purpose whatsoever.” This is the fandamental law of the 
at this moment, growing out of com which are older than the Constitu- 

and formed the corner-stone on which the Union itself was erected. 

In the practice of the Government the proceeds of the public lands have not been 
set apart as @ separate fund for the payment of the public debt, but have been, 
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and are now, paid into the Treasury, where they constitute a part of the 

of revenue, upon which the Government draws, as well for its current expendi- 

tures as for payment of the public debt. In this manner they have heretofore, and 
barge upon the people of the several States, in the ex- 

compacts. 


have been composed, not only of the public debt and the 
tary advotnistrations thi 


formed; the amounts paid the Indians for their right of 
paid for the purchase of Louisiana and Florida 
ters, 


e public lands, therefore, has 
hich have grown 


chargas De ontio OF fyo Sones RAYO Doen us 
has profited according to its proportion in the general Sig and expendi- 
land sales bave increased and the charges have 


diminished, 
charges wing out of them, and save the Treasury from further 
a fin Pae dang would be accomplished 


rigin: t can be attained it may be considered, for all 

that it is — their requirements. 

The before me begins with an entire subversion of every one of the com- 
by which the United States became of their western and 
the subject aif they never had existence, and as if the United States were 

the original and unconditional owners of all the public lands, The first section 

directs: 

“That from and after the 3ist day of December, 1832, there shall be allowed 
and paid to each of the States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Alabama, Missouri, Mis- 
sissi and over and above what each of the said States is entitled to 
by terms of the compacts entered into between them ively, upon their 

into the Union and the United States, the sum of 12} per cent. upon the 
net amount of the eales of the public lands, which, subsequent to the day afore- 
said, shall be made within the several limits of the said States, which said sum of 
124 cent. shall be applied to some object or objects of internal improvements 
or education within the said States, under the direction of their several Legisla- 


tures. 

This 124 cent. is to be taken ont of the net proceeds of the land sales before 
any e eee is made; and the same seven States which are first to receive this 
ay int pa are also to receive their due proportion of the residue, according to the 

of general distribution. 

Now, waiving all considerations of equity or policy in re; to this provision, 
what more Mes be said to demonstrate its he gions aracter than that it is 
in direct and 5 violation of the pl ge given by Congress to the States 
before a single on was made; and that it abrogates the condition upon which 
some of the States camo into the Union; and that it sets at naught the terms of 
cession ee upon the face of every grant under which the title to portion 
of the public is held by the Federal Government? 

In the apportionment of the remaining sev hths of the proceeds, this re 
in a manner equally undisguised, violates the conditions upon which the Unit 
States 1 title to the ceded lands. Abandoning altogether the ratio of dis- 
tribution according to the eral charge and expenditure provided by the com- 
pacts, it adopts that of the Federal representative lation. Virginia and other 
States which ceded their lands upon the express condition that they should receive 
a benefit from their sales in proportion to their part of the gen are by 
the bill allowed only a portion of seven-eighths of their proceeds, and that not in 
the proportion of general charge and expenditure, but in the ratio of their Federal 

resentative populati a 
e 


ion. 
he Constitution of the United States did not delegate to Congress wer to 


to be an assumption of undelegated power. 

These ancient compacts are invaluable monuments of an age of virtue, patriotism, 
and disinterestedness. They exhibit the price that great States, which had won 
liberty, were willing to pay for that Union, without which, they plainly saw, it 
could not be preserved. It was not for terri or State power that our revolu - 
tionary fathers took up arms—it was for individual liberty and the right of self- 
government. The expulsion from the continent of British armies and British pow- 
ers was to them a barren conquest, if, through the of the redeemed States, 
the individual rights for which they fought should become the prey of petty mili- 

established at home. To avert such nences and throw around 
ve them a 


It has made our waste lands to 


policy produced union, and has secured li 
ul States to our confederation. 


swarm with a bu le, and added many 
As well for the fruita which these noble wor! 


the common prope: e United States, and the moneys ari their 

are a part of the public revenue. padari 3 riate 
a 3 of, this public revenue to certain EA ORAE expressly ti i shall 
“be applied to objects of internal im: or education within those States,” and 
then proceeds to appropriate the to all the States, with the declaration that 
it shall be applied “to such purposes as the Legislatures of the said respective States 
shall deem proper.“ The former riation is expressly for internal improve- 


ments or education, without q cation as to the kind of improvements, and, 
therefore, in 8 violation of the 3 rA maintained in my objections to the 
turnpike-road above to. e latter ws deat more broad, and 

ives the atsoever. It will not be denied 


referred 
money to be a) toany local W. 
8 the bill, E paxtlon af thie mcuay night here been ag 


plied to making the very road to which the bill of 1830 had reference, and must, of 
within the = whe} the same sp go If the N 1 patos 
States cannot be applied purposes throug own agents, as le can 
Pouce the agency of the State governments. 
that, with all the reductions in our eee which could 


ury, and that there was, in principio; no objection to returning them to the poopie 
s ol 


m grasping unlimited power over internal improvements, was suggested with 
doubts of 
But this bill assumes a new principle. Its objectis not to return to the pople 


© customs for its support and makes 
It does not return. to 


moneys into the 
Sion to their State 


83 the deficient States might complain, and, to 3 92 all further 
ut one 
other . 


Money 8 and in that government which pays all the public officers of the 
all political power be substantially concentrated. The State govern- 

vernments they might be called, would lose all their independence and 
he economy which now distinguishes them would be converted into a 
8 limited only by the extent of the supply. Being the dependents of the 
meral Government, and looking to its Treas as the source of all their emolu- 
ments, the State e under whatever names they might pass, aud by whatever 
forms their duties might be prescribed, would, in effect, be the mere stipendiaries 
and instruments of the central 
Lam guite sure that the inte! 
on a little reflection, that it is neit 
local Legis! 


ments, if 
dignity. 


wer. 
t people of our several States will be satisfied, 
wise nor safe to release the members of their 


aud 1 money for the support of every State government and institution, 
as we 


The old States will receive annually a sum of money from the 8 but they 


are to receive, but they m 
we may, the bill pro the ratio of eight to seven, in addi- 
tion to expenses and other incidental losses. This assertion is not the less true 
because it may not at first be cae com Their receipts will be in large sums, but 
their payment in small ones. The governments of the States will receive seven 
dollars, for which the people of the States will pay eight. The large sums received 
will be to th small sums paid it requires thought to identify. 
But a little consideration will satisfy the peop le that the effect is the same as 

© public Treasury, for denis ee were 

Ti 


Their true policy consists in the eye settling 
limits. As a means of has 


lan e paym 

tem would be to prevent that redaction. Itis true the bill reserves to Congress 
the power to reduce the price, but the effect of its details, as now arranged, would 
probably be forever to prevent its exercise, 

With the just men who inhabit the new States, it is a sufficient reason to reject 
this system, that it is in violation of the fundamental laws of the Republic and its 
Constitution. But if it were a mere question of interest or expediency, they would 
still reject it. They would not sell their bright prospect of increasing wealth and 

wing power at such a price, They not place a sum of money to be paid 
their treasuries in competition with the settlement of their waste lands and 
the increase of their population. They would not consider a small or a large annual 
sum to be paid to their I i ma and immediately expended, as an equivalent 
for that enduring wealth which is composed of flocks and herds and cultivated 
farms. No temptation will allure them from that object of abiding interest, the 
settlement of their waste lands and the increase of a hardy race of free citizens, 
their glory, in peace and their defense in war. 

On the whole, I adhere to the opinion 1 by me in my annual message of 
1832, that it is our true policy that the public lands shall cease, as soon as ti- 
cable, to be a source of revenue, except for he poraa of those general 
which grow out of the 8 of the lands, their survey, and sale. Although 
these 8 have not met by the of sales heretofore, it is quite 
certain they will be hereafter, even after a considerable reductionin the price. By 


meetin, eee Sear dhs ee nig my ee e eee, 
. J have been heretofore, be disposed of for the common 
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benefit of the United States, according to the compacts of cession. I do not doubt 
that it is the real interest of each and all the States in the Union, and cular]; 
of the new States, that the price of these lands shall be reduced and pn schoo po 
that after they have been offered for a certain number of aa the refuse remain- 
ing unsold shall be abandoned to the States, and the machinery of our land system 
entirely withdrawn. It cannot be supposed the compacts intended that the 
United States should retain forever a title to lands within the States, which are of 
no value; and no doubt is entertained that the general interest would be best pro- 
moted by surrendering such lands to the States. 

This plan for disposing of the public lands impairs no principle, violates no com- 

ct, and deranges no system. Already has the price of those lands been reduced 

per acre to #1.25; and upon the will of Congress it depends whether there 
shall be a further reduction. While the burdens of the East are diminishing by 
the reduction of the duties upon imports, if seems but equal justice that the hiet 
Durden of the West should be lightened in an equal degree at least. It would be 
just to the old States and the new, conciliate every interest, disarm the subject of 
all its dangers, and add another guarantee to the perpetuity of our happy Union. 

Mr. PRYOR. I will say in conclusion, Mr. President, that men may 
and do change, but correct principles never—and under like and sim- 
ilar circumstances equally well applies. I therefore leave the honor- 
able Senator from Illinois the enviable opportunity of answering the 
argument and reasons of that great statesman and patriot Andrew 
Jackson for vetoing the bill containing the same principles in sub- 
stance embraced in this bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I listened with a great deal of pleas- 
ure to the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Pryor, ] but I must confess 
that I was somewhat surprised at the reading of thislengthy m e 
if the design was by the Senator to make application of itto the 
principle contained in this bill. I cannot understand for the life of 
me what the message of Andrew Jackson in reference to the distri- 
bution of the proceeds of the public lands, or in reference to the ap- 

lication of a portion of them to the building of a road in one of the 
tates, has to do with this proposition, If the Senator will inform 
me, I shall be very much obliged to him. 

Mr. PRYOR. I would say to the Senator that I think the doctrine 
of the message applies to the provisions embraced in this bil]. Imay 
be unfortunate in my comprehension, but in my view all the doc- 
trines involved in this bill, together with the results that flow from 
it, in essence and in spirit, are treated and disposed of in that mes- 
sage. It may be my misfortune to appreciate differently from others 
the proper application of the message to the bill in hand, but it is 
my misfortune to so regard it. 

Nur. LOGAN. I will detain the Senate but a few moments, and 
merely to reply to what the Senator from Alabama has said. The 
very question now in discussion before the Senate is as to the con- 
struction of the terms “sale of the public lands,” and“ net proceeds 
of sales of the public lands.” I use the term “lands disposed of 
by the Government” as being a proper understanding of the compact 
between the States and the Government in reference to the disposi- 
tion of the public lands, Andrew Jackson in the m just read, 
used the term precisely as I do. He said that the lands were to be 
disposed of for the benefit of all the States, they having been ceded 
by the original States to the Government on that condition, and 
rer of the compacts between the General Government and 

e different new States, he expressly said that in good faith those 
compacts should be kept between the Government and the States. 
That is all that we have contended for. If the message of Andrew 
Jackson on a very different proposition proves aring in the world, 
it proves precisely what we claim for our Stai at what was 
agreed by the Government with these States should be kept in good 
faith, in disposing of the lands as President Jackson said, and the 
Government in disposing of them for the benefit of all, should not 
1 of them merely in payment of a debt, and then not apply to 
itself that part of the proceeds which they had contracted with the 
States should be applied for the benefit of the States. There is no 

rinciple in the message in conflict with anything that has been said 

ere in reference to the rights of the States under the contract. In 
fact, on the other hand, it supports the position taken by Senators 
in favor of the Government maintaining and keeping the contract 
that it made with the several States. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I understand the pending mo- 
tion to be to tpone indefinitely the bill under consideration, the 
object of which is to benefit the States of Illinois, Ohio, Indiana, and 
others named in the bill. I am in favor of the motion and I hope the 
bill will be indefinitely postponed. I have listened to the discussion 
of this question with interest and with some anxiety to do what in 
my judgment is right and proper to be done in this case, and after 
some reflection upon it I am utterly unable to see any reasons what- 
ever that should induce us to pass the bill. The bill demands of Con- 
gress to give to the several States named, some eighteen in number, 5 

r cent. upon the value of lands which have been located in these 

tates by the soldiers who had land warrants and military serip in 
their possession. It is not claimed in the bill that 5 per cent. upon 
the lands which have been converted into money has not been paid, 
but that the Government having disposed by grants to soldiers of the 
country of certain amounts of land, these States in which lands have 
been located are entitled to 5 per cent., at the valuation of $1.25 per 
acre, upon all the lands which bave been disposed of by land war- 
rants and military scrip. 

A fair construction of the enabling acts under which this claim is 
made, to my mind, does not entitle these States to one cent of the 
value of the land thus disposed of. The terms used haye a asian 
which is understood by every person acquainted with the import o 
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the terms “sales” and “net proceeds of sales.” What do these 
terms imply? They imply that the land must have been sold, and 
that there must have been proceeds received at the Treasury upon 
such sales of the lands. Therefore to my mind it is ap arent that 
what was contemplated by Con at the time the enabling acts of 
the several States were enacted was to pay to the States a certain 
percentage of the money received from the sales of the public lands, 
and the language employed does not imply an obligation on the part 
of the Government to give anything to the States by reason of the 
lands which had been or should be located upon bounty land war- 
rants. That is the 2 le 5 as I understand, of the 
phraseology of the laws un hich this claim is made. 

Apart from the interpretation of the meaning of these statutes, by 
the terms used.it must be presumed that Congress intended only to 
donate to these States 5 per cent. of the proceeds of land actually sold, 
because there had been a policy 8 adopted by the Govern- 
ment of giving to the soldiers of the country certain lands in consid- 
eration for their past services, if you please, for I am not going to 
gunee upon the subject as to whether it was a debt owed to the sol- 

ier ornot. Such had been the policy of the Government, and it must 
be presumed that when Congress in these enabling acts agreed to pay 
to the several States named in the bill 5 per cent. upon the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, they made that grant in view of the 
policy which was known to exist on the part of the Government that 
a portion of these lands might be located upon bounty land warrants. 
It would be a forced construction of the lan and would do vio- 
lence, as I think, to what was known to be the policy of the Govern- 
ment now to attempt to pos a construction upon these acts that would 
embrace the lands which have thus been located upon military land 
warrants. 

That to my mind seems clear, at least sufficiently so to control my 
vote upon the motion to indefinitely postpone the bill. To take any 
other view of the matter, knowing that the policy of the Government 
had been already in existence for years at the time when these ena- 
8 were passed, would be to presuppose that Congress with a 
full knowledge of what had been the policy of the Government at- 
tempted to deprive itself of the full control of the public lands which 
they had already agreed by that policy should go to the soldiers of 
the country for their services. 

In my opinion there is no legal right to this 5 per cent. I have 
heard in this argument no equitable claim and no equitable right set 
up. There is no legal or equitable right, if the terms of the statutes 
do not give the States a right to the money which they demand under 
this bill. According to the construction put upon it by the gentlemen 
who advocate this bill it is a matter of compact, a matter of contract. 
They say to us it is nominated in the bond, and we are derelict in our 
duty, unfaithful to the pledge which the Government has made, if we 
withhold this 5 percent. If it is a matter of contract, and the terms 
of the contract do not give it to them, there is no equitable considera- 
tion by which those States became entitled to the 5 percent. I think 
the only claim that can be made is a claim upon the terms of the con- 
tract itself. 

To see, however, whether there were any equitable considerations 
to be taken into acconnt, we ought to look on both sides of this ques- 
tion. What is the proposition? To take out of the public Treasury 
moneys which have been placed there by the taxes drawn from the 
people of the whole country, not only from the people of the States 
named in the bill, but from the people of the States that are not in- 
cluded in its provisions, The proposition is now made to take from 
the public 5 per cent. upon the valuation of all the lands 
that have been located upon land warrants and by military scrip, and 
give it to certain particular States named in the bill. To my mind 
it is a demand upon the further gratuity of Government rather than 
a claim based upon any equitable consideration. 

There has been much done for these States. They have received 
already 5 per cent. upon all the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands within their limits which have been made for cash, as I under- 
stand. At least there is no claim in the bill that there is any defi- 
ciency due to any of the States arising from that source. They have 
therefore received a very considerable amount of money ont of the 
public Treasury, a bounty which the older States of the Union never 
received. It was, perhaps, a wise policy on the part of the Govern- 
ment, for the purpose of encouraging emigration to those States, for 
the purpose of encouraging persons to go there and settle, that some 
gratuity—as I hold it was a gratuity—on the part of the Govern- 
ment should be given to those States, in order that they might be 
rapidly built up and become thrifty members of the American Union. 
Tam not now complaining that an unwise policy was adopted to- 
ward them, and yet I think there is very much in the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] the other day, who 
said that if these lands were to be regarded as a trust it was a trust 
for the whole poopie of this Government, and the question might 
arise whether the act which gave to these several States 5 per cent. 
was a constitutional act or not, whether there was at least a faithful 
execution of the trast that had been reposed in the General Govern- 
ment by the States of this Union, all of whom were interested in 
these public lands. 

But without raising any question as to the propriety or the legality 
of the act, I say we ought to take into consideration what has already 
been done by those States when we come to consider any equitable 
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claim which they have to 5 pe cent. upon the valuation, as made in 
this bill, of the public lands that have been located upon bounty 
land warrants. Why should those States who have already been the 
recipients of the favor of the Government, who have had large con- 
tributions from the public Treasury, by which they have built up 
their railroad systems in part, by which they have established their 
public-school systems in part, by which they have built their high- 
ways, now come and set up a further demand upon the generosity of 
the Government? Why should they say that they have a further 
equitable claim, and demand that the Government should open the 
Treasury of the United States and pour out the money placed there 
by taxation upon the people of the whole country for the especial 
benefit of these particular States? 7 

These gentlemen have doubtless educated themselves into the idea 
that these States are entitled to this money from the General Govern- 
ment, but if they will look at the matter dispassionately and calmly, 
and compare what has already been done for their States with what 
was done by the General Government for the older States, they will 
see at once that they have no equitable claim upon the bonnty of the 
Government to any ter extent. The original States of this Union, 
who fought the battles of the revolution, who established our Govern- 
ment, have not been pensioners upon the public Treasury. There has 
been nothing done, so far as I know, for the State in which I reside 
by the Federal Government, in order to develop the resources of the 
State, to build up its railroads, or to aid any internal improvements 
within the State, and so I believe it is the case with most if not all 
the original States of the Union. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. The Government did not own any land in the Sen- 
ator’s State. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It is true the Government did not own any 
land within tho limits of that State, bnt the Government owned the 
Treasury, and while she has been paying out of the public Treasury 
money to the new States there has been no appropriation for any 
purpose toward building up railroads and public schools in that State, 
while the States named in the bill have each received half a million 
2cres of public domain for educational purposes alone. What appro- 
priation of money has been made for the older States for educational 
purposes, except, I believe, the college land scrip given a few years 
ago, which was distributed equally upon the basis of population to 
all the States of the Union? In that the new States shared as well 
as the older States. 

Mr. LOGAN. What lands were subject to this land scrip that was 
for the benefit of the older States? 

Mr, SAULSBURY. It was taken out of the public domain of the 
country, bey zo the whole country. 

Mr. LOGAN. e Senator says that the older States received the 
benefit of a land scrip for educational purpose. Upon what lands 
was this scrip laid? Was it laid upon the lands of the older States, 
or upon the land of the new States? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It was laid upon the public domain, belonging 
to the whole country. The college Jand scrip of the State of Illinois 
and the land scrip of the State of Delaware were alike located upon 
the public domain of the country, belonging to all the States, not 
belonging to the State of Illinois, not belonging to the State of Del- 
aware, but the public domain, belonging to the whole country. Every 
State of the Union got its pro rata 1 5 of the public domain by that 
donation of land scrip by Con I am not asking whether that 
was a wise act or an improper act, but Congress saw fit to issne and 
distribute that college land scrip, and every State of the Union 
received its just proportion of it. There is no complaint, I believe, 
upon that point, but complaint is made now and the claim is set u 
that because some of that land, as well as the land located upon mil- 
itary warrants, I suppose, was located within the limits of these States, 
Congress must pay 5 per cent. upon the valuation of that land to be 
estimated at $1.25 per acre. 

I would not do injustice to these States. If they had a legal claim 
to this money I would cheerfully vote for the bill; I would keep the 

lighted faith of the Government. But at the time when these ena- 

ling acts were passed it could not have been in the contemplation 
of Congress that, out of the public lands which might fall to the sol- 
diers by virtue of the land warrants, the military scrip which they al- 
ready held, or which hereafter might be a ed to them for their 
services to the whole country, not to any particular States, these 
States should become the recipient of 5 per cent. upon the valuation 
of such lands. 

There is, as I before remarked, a legal import in the terms “sales” 
and “ net proceeds of sales” used in the enabling act. The statutes 
of the country abound in these phrases. The Government had already 
enacted laws treating of the sales of public lands. When you come 
to interpret the language of Congress in the enabling acts, it is but 
right and fair that you should see what Congress meant by the same 
terms in other statutes which they enacted in which the same terms 
-are used. When you turn to the laws of the Government relating to 
the sales of public lands it is not difficult to understand what Con- 
gress meant. I find in the Revised Statutes, I think, what is sufficient 
to justify me in coneluding that Congress conid not have contem- 
plated anything but the conversion of the public lands into money 
when they used the terms “sales” and the “net proceeds of sales” in 
these enabling acts. If you turn to the laws relating to the sales of 
public lands you will find that the publie lands of the country were 
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to be offered at public or private sale. After detailing the manner in 
which the 9 71 80 sale of lands should be made, and how the private 
sale of lands should be effected, they used this very significant ex- 
pression: 

Sc. 2336. Credit shall not be allowed for the purchase. money on the sale of any 
of the public lands, but bea spina cad of land sold at public sale shall, on the 
day of purchase, make complete payment. therefor. 

Then the law goes on to ify how the money should be paid 
upon private sales of land. The very terms which are used import 
that there must be a money consideration paid at the very time to 
effect the sale of the public lands. When Congress passed these en- 
abling acts it contemplated only that out of the money arising from 
these sales, or conversion into money, of the public lands, these States 
should receive 5 per cent., and never contemplated that lands that 
were to be donated to the soldiers of the country under the policy of 
the Government and lecated upon land warrants should be included 
in the term “sales,” for the meaning of “sales” had been substan- 
tially defined in the statutes applicable to the public lands. 

Mr. President, I had not intended to utter a word upon this ques- 
tion. I looked at it somewhat for the purpose of guiding my own 
vote in reference to the matter, and I have come to the conclusion 
upon an examination of the subject, so far as I have been able to give 
it an examination, that there is nothing upon which the claim now 
set up in this way can be properly predicated, and that the demand 
now made by the States is wholly without warrant of authority in 
anything contained in the enabling acts by which those States came 
into the Union, or by any legislation of Congress whatsoever. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire merely to state a single proposition to see if 
I may meet the ca] Sera of my friend, the Senator from Delaware. 
In his remarks he has stated that there was no eqnity in this bill and 
could not be any. He has insisted that the lands belonged to the 
nation or the Government as a common property. About that we 
have no dispute. He has also asserted that these lands being com- 
mon property it would be unfair for the States named in the bill now 
to receive 5 per cent. when the older States received nothing, and 
not only that, but that all the States had received what was called 
school serip, or college scrip, which was applied to all the States, the 
old and the new. 

Now, I desire to state the case. The State of Delaware owned her 
own lands. That State received whatever moneys were received from 
the sale of those lands. Hence the Government had nothing to pay 
a percentage on, for the Government did not own the lands, That 
State received its part of the college scrip. The college scrip was 
located on the land in my State, we will say, why? Because the Gov- 
ernment had no land in the Senator’s State; the land there belonged 
to his own State, but it had land in the State in which I reside. That 
much, then, of the land was taken. We do not ask anything in ref- 
erence to the college scrip, because that was a donation to the States 
generally to which we all consented very gladly, but lands were set 
apart in my State for the p that the Senator has mentioned, 
for military purposes, taking the land away from the people of the 
State out of which they were to get 5 per cent. for educational and 
other purposes. Should the Government carve out large sections of 
land for the purpose of paying that which it was an obligation of the 
Government to pay and deprive us of the 5 per cent. that it agreed 
in the act of admission to pay on the land sold and disposed of by it? 
I ask the Senator if the Government had taken all the lands for this 
purpose, and it had the same right to take all as to take a part of the 
lands in my State, and if my State had withheld taxation for five 
years as it did, having no revenues for the purpose of running the 
machinery of the State and for providing educational facilities, would 
he consider that transaction an honest and fair one, just and equi- 
table on the part of the Government toward my State, when the lands 
in his State were owned by his own State ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It is not worth while to answer that suppo- 
sition. It is not worth while to meet a case which the Senator puts 
which has never existed, and which possibly could not have existed. 
What I mean to say is that by the terms of these enabling acts the 
faith of the Government was never pledged to Illinois or to any other 
State except to pay 5 per cent. upon the proceeds of the land which 
was converted into money and covered into the public Treasury. The 
Government never did agree, and, I may be allowed to say, that it 
never did contemplate the payment of 5 per cent. on lands which the 
Government disposed of in any other manner than by sale and con- 
version into money. The Government never contemplated or agreed 
to pay to the State of Illinois or to any other State anything in con- 
sideration of the lands disposed of otherwise. By the terms of the 
enabling acts themselves, the only promise of the Government was 
that when she converted lands into money either by public or private 
sale, out of the net proceeds of that sale, out of money received from 
the conversion of the lands into money, she would, not as an obliga- 
tion, but as a gratuity, to enable the State to build up her railroads 
and build up her highways, pay 5 per cent. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me right there, I beg his 
pardon; I hope he will not use the word “ gratuity” as applicable to 
the payment of the 5 per cent. when the contract with the State was 
that if the State should withhold its taxation for five years then it 
should be entitled to5 per cent. That was not a gratuity. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It was placed as a condition upon the admis- 
sion of the State into the Union that in view of the gratuity it should 
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withhold taxation, I hold that it was not a compact between the 
States. It was a condition which was attached to the enabling acts 
that in view of the gratuity which the Government had made to those 
States they were not to tax the public lands, and without that condi- 
tion perhaps they would not have come into the Union at that time. 
That gratuity was certainly at any rate a full equivalent for all the 
rights which the Government required that the States should aban- 
don. It gave them 5 per cent. upon that money. If the Senator 
does not like the term “ gratuity” I will say that the Government 
gave them 5 per cent. 50 that ground, and there is no cause of com- 
Plaint, because the a full equivalent for the surrender of the 
right to tax the public domain which was located upon these land 
warrants within the limits of the State for the limit of time named 
in the enabling acts. 

When this bill was first introduced I had some doubts as to whether 
it was seriously contemplated that Con; should give much consid- 
eration to the bill, but when I heard the earnest, energetic speech of 
the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. MCDONALD,] usually calm, always 
cautious and deliberate, I became satisfied that the gentlemen repre- 
senting the Western States embraced in the bill educated them- 
selves up to the idea that there was merit in the bill, and that there 
was wrong on the of the Government in not granting their re- 
quest. I do not believe that these gentlemen would press this claim 
without having a firm conviction resting upon their minds that it is 
a just claim, to which the Government ought to respond. But, look- 
ing at the bill calmly and dispassionately, without any interest from 
my own State, I have come to the conclusion that we can be educated 
to almost any idea, because I cannot believe that a calm, deliberate 
consideration of this subject in all its bearings can warrant the con- 
clusion to which these gentlemen have come. It is a matter of edu- 
cation, talked about in their States, thonght about among themselves, 
but that it is wholly unsupported by anything in the laws -nacted by 
Congress I am fully convinced in my own mind. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to call attention to one 
point? He says that this was a gratuity from the Government to 
the State for ee taxation for five years, I believe I under- 
stood the Senator correctly. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator understood me to say that it was 
a gratuity on a pars of the Government. 

Ar. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let me define my position. I said that this 
was a gratuity on the part of the Government, and that Congress in 
view of the gratuity which they had voluntarily made to the States 
placed as a condition upon the enabling acts what is now considered 
as an equivalent and as a consideration by the Senator from Illinois 
for the grant made by Congress to the State. We only differ perhaps 
in terms. I regard the one as a gratuity and the other as a condition 
in view of that gratuity which was attached to the enabling acts, 
and not in the nature of a compact or agreement or stipulation in 
the fall nature of a compact or stipulation between the Government 
and the State. 

Mr. LOGAN. I think I understand the Senator fully. If the Gov- 
ernment then pays the State a gratuity of 5 per cent.—using the Sen- 
ator’s own langa m the sales of public lands, that is on lands 
sold for money, (which the Senator es is all there is in the case,) 
in consideration that the State withholds taxation for five years on 
the lands sold for money, will the Senator tell me what the Govern- 
ment’s gratuity is to the State for the land that it withholds its taxa- 
tion from, in the case which we present now, where 5 per cent. is not 
paid, according to his argument 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That is very easily answered, 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to hear the answer. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The donation of the Government to tke State 
of Illinois was a full equivalent for the surrender of the right of the 
State of Illinois to tax all the public domain within its limits. It 
will amount by calculation, if the Senator will make it, to more than 
an equivalent in dollars and cents. 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon; if he puts it on that 
ground he is certainly in error, for the 5 per cent. paid to the States 
on the lands absolutely sold for money would not amount to the tax- 
ation for five years. The Senator may make the calculation for him- 


self. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not know upon what basis the public do- 
main is estimated in IIlinois—I think I derived the impression from 
the speech of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS,] I do not 
know anything about the accuracy of the calculation—but I under- 
stand that there has been more than $4,000,000 paid to the several 
States yore 

Mr. LOGAN. It makes no difference how much has been paid, it 
is very easy to count what 5 per cent. on the sales would amount to. 
Taking the five years, our tax on the land would be more than 1 per 
cent. a year. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. But remember the valuation of the public 
domain is placed at $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. LOGAN. That makes no difference. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The taxation could not, by any possibility, 
amount to more than 5 per cent. on the sales. 

Mr. LOGAN. It will amount to more in five years than the with- 
holding of the taxation from lands not sold for cash, but of 
in the way that they have been, about which we complain. Then 


there is nothing for withholding that taxation to be paid by the Gov- 
ernment at all. Now, I should like to know where remuneration for 
that is to come from ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator is much more familiar with the 
modes of taxation in the State of Illinois, and perhaps in most of 


the ayn Sai I am. 

Mr. LOGAN. Istate as a fact that it will amount to more than 5 
per cent. on the sales. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Of course, I have not entered into the calcu- 
lation, but I read in the speech of the Senator from Vermont that 
the amount already distributed among these new States amounted 
to over $4,000,000. 

Mr. LOGAN. Oh, that may be. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It may be more than that or less than that. I 
have not verified the correctness of that statement or made a calcu- 
lation of my own, nor do I make the statement from any information 
that I have received from the Land Office; but I apprehend that the 
tax at the low valuation that must necessarily be placed on these 
public lands would not have amounted to a sum so great even in five 
years. However, the Senator from Illinois, who perhaps has made 
the calculation, may be correct in his statement. At any rate, it 
was not contemplated, I am sure, by Congress or by the States of the 
Union who came in under these enabling acts, that they were sur- 
rendering any more than an equivalent for what the Government 
should obtain upon the cash sales of the lands of the public domain 
upon which the States were to receive the 5 per cent. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, before the vote is taken to postpone the 
bill indefinitely I wish to state the reasons which will govern my own 
vote. Ishall vote against the indefinite postponement of the bill, and 
I shall vote for it upon its pera if it can be amended in conformit 
with my own views of right. I shall not, however, vote for the bill 
because of the reasons upon which it seems to be predicated, nor the 
arguments that have been urged in support of it. I do not believe 
that there is or ever was any power in the States to tax the public 
domain of the United States within their limits. I do not believe 
that the lands donated for bounties, either as a reward for or a rec- 
ognition of the military services of the citizens of the United States 
can be construed into a sale. Upon what ground does this proposed 
pore of a State to tax the public lands of the United States within 

er limits rest? Only «pon the proposition that a State has an un- 
limited power of taxation over persons and property within her limits. 
But there is no foundation for the proposition. The power of a State 
to tax the persons and property within her limits is restrained and 
controlled by her relation to the National Government and to the 
other States. Surely it will not be contended by any of the gentle- 
men who have advocated the passage of the bill upon this ground 
that it is contemplated in the power of taxation given to a State to 
tax the public property of the State, and why? Because it is already 
public property; and it would be an idle act, and not subserve the 
3 of the power of taxation, to tax one description of the pub- 

ic property to the end that the State herself might pay the tax, 
There must be a continuons support of the government obtained by 
taxes upon the productive industry and property of the country. 
The power of the State, therefore, to impose taxes must be construed 
in reference to the productive industries and property of the State, 
and to the end of sustaining the government and the purposes of 
government. 

What relation does this public domain sustain, and what relation 
did it always sustain, to the State, particularly to the new States ? 
What were these States for whom it is claimed now that a consid- 
eration from them in the surrender of this power of taxation, 
and what would be the practical effect and 2 2 95 51 of the power 
to tax the public domain within their limits? The proposition is 
that the States could tax the public lands of the United States, to 
the end that the United States might tax the people of the State to 
replace the tax so paid into the national Treasury. Let us suppose 
that at the time this power was claimed to have been rel asa 
consideration for this donation, or the promise to pay 5 per cent. of the 
sales, that the States had imposed a tax upon the immense domain 
of the United States within their limits, upon whom would the tax 
have rested? Upon the people of the State imposing it, and it would 
have been collected by the United States out of the ple of the 
several States, including the States imposing the tax. It is therefore 
a proposition that the power of a State to tax and derive revenues 
for the support of her 5 is to be exercised by taking money 
out of the Treasury of the United States, and using the powers of 
the National Government to reimpose it in part upon the people of 
the State exercising this power. Such an effect was never and could 
never be within the purview of the powers of taxation reserved to 
the States when under the Federal Constitution the new States were 
created with their separate and reserved rights and powers, but sub- 
ject to the powers, duties, and obligations of the National Govern- 
ment. 

I say then that this power of imposing taxes upon the public lands 
or property of the National Government is dented ihe relation 
which the States bear under the Constitution to the Government and 
which they bear to one another. It is further denied by its im - 
ticability, because it would be an exaction upon the people of the 
State imposing it greater than they could bear. Let us suppose that 
these infant communities had been taxed by the government of the 
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State, and the tax paid by the United States out of the tax collected 
from the le of all the States, how would that tax have been paid 
by these feeble communities who needed the power of the Federal 
Government to protect them against the Indians, and every new 
State with her people, occupants, and settlers upon the public do- 
main has needed this protection? It would have bankrupted them 
and they would have been unable to pay the tax. X A 

Itap to me that this power and this right of taxation is denied 
by the relation to the State of the subject of taxation, the public lands, 
by the origin of the title, and by the uses and trusts upon which it 
Was held. What was this public domain of the United States which 
it is claimed that the States had the right to tax? It was acquired 
for the use of the people of the States. It was held in trust for what? 
That it might be used to build up new political communities and or- 

anize them into States under the powers of the Constitation of the 
Gnitea States, and for the great purposes of protection of life and 
liberty and property and the advancement of civilization which that 
great charter provides. These new States were built and fostered 
upon this public soil, this public domain. The 8 of the 
argument conveys the idea of a right to tax that which was the very 
necessity of their existence, to tax all the States for holding and ap- 
propriating the public lands for their creation into new political com- 
munities, to tax the public lands held for occupation and settlement 
by their citizens, and which were acquired and held by the National 
Government for this single purpose. | 

Again, if such a power had existed where is the consideration and 
to whose benefit does itinure? The Government sells the public 
lands to actual occupants and settlers. The right to tax them is 
claimed, and the release of that right is the alleged consideration for 
the contract or compact. To whom does this consideration inure ? It 
has been said in the argument on this bill that the 5 per cent. of the 
proceeds of sales granted by the Government of the United States to 
the new States on their admission to the Union never contributed any- 
thing to the treasury of the States. It has been urged that the ap- 

ropriation of the public domain by acts of sale and location of 
unty warrants within the different States had only a beneficial 
effect to facilitate national commerce and national exchange. Sir, if 
we can analyze and weigh the advan which have resulted from 
subduing the wild lands of the 5 domain and bringing them 
into occupation and settlement, the result of the sale of the public 
lands ea oe location of bounty warrants within the State, great as 
has been the advantage to the people of the United States in pro- 
moting the unity of trade and commerce, which the Constitution of 
the United States was designed to effect and and which it did 
in fact secure,—if you could analyze and weigh them, it would be 
found that to an incalculably greater extent the ple of the re- 
spective States within which these appropriations have been made 
have been advan by this poor. 

Shall we be told that the State of Iowa, of Illinois, of Indiana, or 
the States beyond the great river which have been built up, whose 
very life has come from this appro riation of the public domain, have 
no advantage in their own boundless wealth of annual production 
which has come from the occupation and cultivation and from the 
acts of sale of the public lands of the United States? Where can 
the idea of a consideration be drawn from this use of the panus do- 
main when we view these communities built upon this public prop- 
erty of the whole United States, the dominion of the soil being 
transferred to them, which had theretofore been held in trust for 
these noble and beneficent uses? Can we allow the right to tax this 
public property, which is the very source of their existence, the con- 
tinued appropriation and use of which was necessary for that great 
development of the people of these new communities and of their 
industries and arts and inventions and knowledge which have made 
them the wonder of the world, for the rapidity of their growth and 
the extent of their power? 

I cannot perceive that in this idea there is any foundation either 
for a power in the State to tax the public lands the property of the 
United States, or any consideration inuring to the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in the shape of a release of that power 
of taxation. Neither can I see that there is any equity to be found 
in the idea that the appropriation of the 5 per cent. of the public 
lands made under the several enabling acts for purposes of trade, 
commerce, and internal improvement constituted a consideration for 
any further or future acts of appropriation by the Government, It 
is equally true, whether it be stated of organic and constitutional 
law or of mere statutory law, that the law contemplates and can 
never intend any vain or im ible exercise of power. I say, there- 
fore, that neither in the Federal Constitution nor the State constitu- 
tion could it ever have been intended that there was to be a power 
of taxation over the public property, whether of public lands or pub- 
lic property derived from other sources. 

It is further contended in the argument in support of this bill that 
the donation of lands or the disposal of them for bounties comes 
within the term “sale,” as used in the act. It is held that the fact 
that some service or some meritorious act moved the exercise of this 
power by the Government of the United States to apply the lands to 
the benefit of the soldiers constituted a contract and made the act a 
sale; but there is no foundation for that proposition in reason. It 
does not follow that because there issome motive of merit or of value 
in the recipient, the donee of a gift, that this converts the donation 


into asale. Because the Government of the United States recognized 


the fact of military service and, either before or su uent to the 
act of service, gave or promised to give bounties of land to the sol- 
diers paname this service, that does not constitute an act of sale. 
It does not follow because the Government of the United States estab- 
lishes a policy of liberal beneficence as a reward and en ent 
for heroism and bravery and self-sacrifice ee her people that 
therefore such acts of appropriation become a sale of the public lands. 

I afñrm that the proposition is not a true one either in reason or 
law that a bounty, a pitt, becomes a purchase or a sale because there 
is some ingredient of vaiue that enters into it on the part of the 
donee, there is some consideration moving it. I say fur- 
ther that the argument places the relation of the citizen as a sol- 
dier to his Government, the obligations which exist between the 
great source of authority in the State and the people of the State, 
upon a very low and mercenary ground when it undertakes to affirm 
that itis like a contract between individuals, considerations of value 
having passed on one side and 3 received on the other as 
a payment for patriotic services. Public faith may be pledged, as it 
has been always pledged in the history of our country, to a liberal 
policy toward the citizen whe has served in war and fought her bat- 
tles; but it can never be said that a man actuated by patriotic mo- 
tives in giving his life, his blood, his everything to his country does 
it for the poor reward of a few dollars a month and the promises of 
8 Such ideas in my ee have no true relation to 
the subject-matter. It does not follow because the public faith is 
pledged to the soldier to protect him, to pay him a stipulated sum, 
and take care of him in case of death or disability, or to appropriate 
7 55 lands for his use, that there is nothing but a mere contract. 

cannot perceive the propriety of the assertion that the Govern- 
ment, the parent of these new States, in owning a proprietary in- 
terest in the land which was appropriated to create tre, was only 
a non-resident proprietor. I understand that this was a trust held 
for the great and beneficent purpose of creating new political com- 
munities, living organisms, who might contribute to the wealth, the 
industries, the invention, the knowledge, and the arts of the age 
that which is the only wealth that can be transmitted from one gener- 
ation to another; and iu holding this trust they had a higher and no- 
bler and more beneficent relation to the people of these new States, 
to the occupants and settlers upon these lands, than that of a mere 
non-resident individual proprietor. 

Hence, if the support of this bill is to be predicated upon the idea 
that there was a compact or a contract between the National Gov- 
ernment and the new States that 5 per cent. or any other per cent. 
of the public domain should be appropriated to their use in consid- 
eration of their release of the right of tanation; if it is contended 
that every act of disposal of the public lands within the sovereign 
power and discretion of the Government was a sale, that every 
bounty, as it is termed in the law, was not a bounty nor a donation, 
but a payment for services performed, the bill could not receive my 
approval; but I find something more than that, in my opinion, which 
perhaps differs from that of other Senators, in the bill under consid- 
eration. I find a precedent established in the past legislation in this 
country, and that precedent is of an established policy which rests 
upon a far higher ground than a mere moneyed or valuable consid- 
eration passing from one individual to another. It rests npon far 
higher and more tenable grounds than the mere release of a right of 
taxation on the pars of a State of the public lands, peopled by her 
own citizens, and the industries and arts then growing up in her 
own limits. It rests upon the precedent established of a generous 
policy and benefaction on the part of the older States toward the 
new, on the part of the stronger toward the weaker. It is a prece- 
dent which rests upon the same policy and the same foundation as 
that which directed the Government in the appropriation of these 
portions of the great public domain toward the creation of new States 
and new political communities. 

Ido not see how we can distinguish between a policy, as I have 
said, for the appropriation of the public domain to the building up 
of these new political communities and a policy, which might now be 
continued by a proper amendment of this bill, of a liberal appropri- 
ation of parts of this Fee domain and its proceeds to the necessi- 
ties of the weaker and yet undeveloped States of the Union. 

The original acts provided that 2 per cent. of this5 per cent. should 
be applied in some cases to the construction of railroads and canals 
and in other cases for the education of the ple of the new States. 
Some of these new political communities, with the assent of Con 
and the National Government, provided for the application of t 
portions of the great public domain to the great purposes of develop- 
ment within the State. I claim that the policy which gave origin to 
these appropriations of the public lands, and which was established 
by them, was not susceptible of a specific and particular limit to the 
amount appropriated by them. Five per cent. of the sale was the 
amount specified in the original act, but the policy established was 
one for the development of these t works of improvement and 
for the education of the people of the State. Such undoubtedly was 
the policy of the earlier history of the country. 

I agree entirely that the term “sales” cannot include bounties nor 
homestead lands, but I insist that the poney of the Government was 
not confined to mere technical sales. his is to be found in the fact 


that by express direction of Congress the Indian reservations were 
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included within the public lands upon which the 5 cent. was to 
be accounted for to the States. In further vindication of this gen- 
eral policy we see these various acts of appropriation of the public 
akg to educational pu and for purposes of internal improve- 
ment. The results, Mr. President, of this policy were of course recip- 
rocally beneficial both to the State and to all the States, to their 
industries and commerce, to the public defense in time of war, and 
to all the purposes for which government is instituted, and which in 
our Constitution were made objects for the exercise of public powers. 
The results have been wonderful. Look at Iowa, Ohio, Indiana, and 
Illinois, at the great States of Missouri, Kansas, and Ni ebraska—com- 
munites rich in their industrial resources and richer still in the ines- 
timable character of their people in their knowledge, invention, sci- 
reer sa arts, all having grown up within a few years past under 
is policy. 

The qaesiion which is presented to my mind is whether the prece- 
dent established in the 5 of these public lands to these 
purposes is not a wise and a just one, and whether it should not be 
continued. If todo what this bill pop it be demanded that taxes 
should be imposed on the people of the United States and the money 
taken ont of the Treasury of the United States to be applied to these 
purposes, I should op it. I donot believe that there is any power 
in the Government of the United States, as I am now advised, to tax 
the whole people of the United States to pay the new States for be- 
coming States and occupying the publiclands; but if this bill can be 
amended so that the 5 per cent. can be estimated upon the bounty 
lands and upon the homesteads in the States where the lands were 
withheld from entry and sale, and the money be applied upon the 

rinciples and for the purpose of the enabling acts upon some fair 
asis of distribution, I shall regard it as a beneficent one, and I see 
no reason why such an amendment should not be made. 

I shall ask that there should be some nf Pe and just distribution of 
this money. I repudiate for myself the idea that the State of Iowa 
has a right to $841,000, the State of Illinois to $535,000, the State of 
Wisconsin to $490,000, the State of Minnesota to $374,000, the State 
of Kansas to $270,000, the State of Michigan to $270,000, the State of 
Arkansas to $141,000, the State of Nebraska to $121,000, the State of 
Ohio to $113,000, and the State of Florida to only $29,117. Why? Be- 
cause these States had the public domain so applied that they have 
been subject to the great hardship, as it has been claimed, of having 
bounty land warrants located on their fertile lands, and having them 
subdued, reclaimed to industry, and made the source of that vast and 
wonderful production which is now bringing vast amounts of gold and 
treasure from Europe to America. That great hardship has been 
imposed upon them of making them great and wonderful and power- 
ful political and industrial communities. I can see no censideration 
in that for this unequal distribution of this money. 

The policy which was being pursued when this 5 per cent. law was 
adopted was a policy of benefaction from the older to the newer, from 
the stronger to the weaker States. If that policy can now be adopted, 
and this is the only policy we can wisely stand apan because there 
is no other test or standard of any public measure but the beneficence 
of its results and the question whether it is within the constitutional 
power of the Government; no other standard can be found by which we 
can reasonably judge of any proposition other than that of the real 
or the actual beneticence of its results—I say then, Mr. President, 
that if that policy could prevail—and that is the only part of the 
precedent which comes down to us—if this policy of benefaction and 
consideration for the weaker and the desire to build them up into 

t and organized political communities, to infuse the arts into 
aes and to make them rich in the imperishable monuments of a 
superior civilization and a greater progress—if that be the policy to 
be adopted, then I am in favor of it. 

But what is the condition of the question as it now stands? Under 
this bill Iowa is to have nearly a million dollars; my own State only 

000 


We have a vast multitude of people who by the events of the last 
few years, by a providence which neither you nor I originated or 
could control, have been thrown upon the unaided resources of disor- 
ganized and impoverished communities for education and for prepa- 
ration for the front duties of citizenship. No mere trifling with par- 
ties can meet this great question; but it is one which must address 
itself to the conscience of every fair, just, and impartial man. These 
people are thrown upon the unaided resources of the Southern States; 
a tax is imposed and submitted to, far greater than the productive 
industries and resources of the country are able with any degree of 
fairness to bear, a tax which is a constant impediment to the progress 
of the people in the accumulation of independence or of wealth. 
Every motive of philanthropy, every motive which can appeal to the 
conscience and the judgment of men should induce us to consider 
this point, for all of us have borne our part in bringing to pass this 

t responsibility, some unwittingly and others perhaps with a 
eener and more correct apprehension of the results, but all of us 
have borne our part and upon all of us rests this responsibility. 

Mr. President, if this bill can be so amended, as in my judgment it 
should be, and as it can be, standing upon the principle and policy 
which gave this 5 per cent. provision to the country, the policy of 
benefaction, the policy of encouragement of industry—if these amend- 


ments can prevail, and this sum can be distributed so that Iowa will 
not have 8881, 000, because she has grown to be rich and powerful 


and great and has the power and the means to go on in this endless 
race of p rity and growth, and my own State $29,000; if an 
equitable rule of distribution can be made, a rule that will give to 
the weaker and the stronger that which is adequate to their t- 
ive necessities, I shall most cheerfully vote for the bill; but I shall 
do it only upon the ground of the beneficence of its results, and not 
upon the ground that there is acompact binding upon the Govern- 
ment, a compact to which its faith is pledged, for the payment of 5 
per cent. of all appropriations of public lands for bounties or for mili- 
tary purposes to the soldiers of the Republic, a compact on the part 
of the Government to regard the lands so disposed of as lands sold, 
for which a technical moneyed consideration has passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate 
long on this subject which has been already so fully discussed, but I 
wish to say for myself,and for the committee of which I was the 
organ in making this report, that the report itself is not based on the 
idea that the States who are the beneficiaries of this bill were to be 
in any sort the recipients of any generosity on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in its passage. We believed that the 
General Government was legally, fairly, and justly bound for the pay- 
ment of the money which this bill called for, and in arriving at that 
conclusion we 9 upon what we considered a fair construc- 
tion of the several acts of admission themselves which bear a certain 
resemblance to each other, and which are perhaps as fairly expressed 
in the terms of the act admitting Kansas into the Union as in any 
other act I could recite. All of them are substantially similar to the 
act for the admission of Kansas, which provides: 

‘That 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of sales of all public lands lying within 
said State which shall be sold by Congress after the sion of said State into 
the Union, after deducting all the ex incident to the same, shall be paid to 
said State for the ap see of making public roads and internal improvements, as 
the Legislature shall direct: Provided, The foregoing propositions herein offered 
are on the condition that said State of Kansas Shall raver interfere with the pri- 

of the lands of the United States, or with any regulations which 


Congress may find necessary for securing the title in said soil to bona 
Se le soil to e pur- 
thereof, be on lande belonging te the U, 


chasers . and that no tax shall bard asa 
berg — 5 that in no case shall non- lent proprietors be taxed higher than 

Sixth. And that said 
eee State shall never tax the lands or property of the United 

That proposition was accepted by the State of Kansas as a similar 
proposition was accepted by all these States and made irrevocable 
under the terms and according to the conditions of the several acts 
of Congress. It became, therefore, a contract between these States 
and the Government of the United States, the extent and effect of 
which is now to be determined by the Senate. 

As to the question of consideration which has been mentioned, we 
conceive that to have been settled by the action of the General Gov- 
ernment for over seventy age in accounting with the several States 
for5 per cent. of the cash sales. If there was an actual and valid consid- 
eration for the agreement on the part of the States as to any portion of 
that agreement on the part of the several States, then it certainly was 
equally good as to all portions of the agreement. The States agreed that 
in consideration of certain promises on the part of the General Gov- 
ernment they would not tax the public lands within their respective 
limits. The General Government on its part a that if the States 
would remit the right to tax its lands it would give to the States 5 
per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of the public lands within 
the respective States, and upon the theory of the committee that 

romise went with and accompanied every single acre of the public 

ands existing within the States at the date of the several acts of ad- 
mission. If it did not apply to all of them, then certainly it applied 
tonone. The promise on the part of the General Government was 
just as broad, covered precisely the same und, attached to pre- 
cisely the same land that the exemption from taxation which the 
State obligated itself to attached to, and upon that theory this bill 
has been framed. 

We believe, therefore, that the General Government has had an 
ample consideration, as it has acknowledged during the past seventy 
years in dealing with these States, for the promise which it made, 
and we believe that it is not only obligated to the States to ay as it 
has heretofore paid the 5 per cent. on the cash sales, but is cbligated 
to pay that amount at least further on the entries made by land war- 
rants. 

There is back of all this another question which I will briefly al- 
lude to, and that is in regard to the entries made for homestead pur- 
poses. As a member of the committee, I believed the General Gov- 
ernment was fairly bound to the several States to account for a fair 
percentage, on what basis it was not necessary to determine, of the 
value of lands disposed of by the General Government for other pur- 
poses than for the payment of its soldiers. That was a very large 
question. It was one of those questions which will undoubtedly 
become more and more prominent with the lapse of time, and one 
which the committee 0 this measure in all its phases thought 
it best to settle once and for all; and if that question along with the 
other question shall remain open for consideration, the time will un- 
doubtedly come when these States will come forward and assert their 
right to this entire compensation, which they have certainly some 
strong ground to claim. 

For the purpose, then, of settling this vexed question which is 
becoming one of more and more importance, to which the States are 
attaching more and more consideration all the time, which they were 
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1 systematically and by organization to press on the con- 
si 8 of Co , the 8 thought it best to adopt a fair 
ust settlement of the matter, which should be fair to the Gen- 
verument without seriously impairing the rights of the several 
or at all events giving to them enough to satisfy their reason- 
able demands on the General Government. For that p the 
committee adopted the proviso to the last section of the bill to the 
effect that the settlement, if accepted by the several States as to the 
5 per cent. on the entries of land warrants, shall be held to be an 
a ier upon them forever from setting up any claim on account of 
lands disposed of for rai , or for homestead purposes, 
or for any work of internal improvement within the limits of the 
several States. This was believed to be fair; it was not trifling with 
an on tole question, as has been stated here. It was relinquishing 
something that the States believed they had a legal and equitable 
right to, but which, for the purpose of settling a controversy of 
long standing, they deemed it wise to remit. 

Now, Mr. President, if this should stand alone upon the equitable 
consideration, the claim of the States would be equally strong as if 
it stood upon the legal ground upon which it has been placed. The 
use of these land warrants enabled the United States to disc a 
debt which the Government owed to its soldiers. In the debate which 
ensued upon the passage of the bill under the provision of which 
most of the land warrants were issued, it was distinctly stated that 
the warrant was a payment to the soldier for services to be rendered, 
and a payment equivalent in amount to $200 in cash; that it was 

iving him $200 at the close of his service instead of paying it to him 
n monthly payments, which would be an inducement for him to en- 
list. It was considered just as valid an inducement, of equal value 
to him, as if the General Government had said to him: “We will give 
you $200 in money or we will give you a bond of the Government to 
the amount of $200;” it was so exp It was further empha- 
sized by what ensued on the passage of that bill. It was distinctly 
understood to be a payment of an obligation of the Government, 
nized as being of a certain money value. It was to be paid out 

of the public lands, 

What resulted? From my knowledge of what occurred in my own 
State, which I have no doubt was practically what occurred elsewhere, 
the result was, that when the pre-emption settler came to enter his 
lands he encountered at the land office a man with a land warrant. 
The settler was required to pay a dollar and a quarter an acre for his 
land, and in addition to that to pay the costs of entry, or in lieu of 
the dollar and a quarter an acre to furnish a land warrant for one 
hundred and sixty acres. He met there the money-lender, the land- 
shark, as he is called in our section of the country, with a land war- 
rant, enticing him to buy that land warrant by saying to him, “ I will 
submit to a discount of five or ten dollars,” as the case may have been, 
“and more than that I will take your note secured by a mortgage on 
tke land, and you can pay this in such a way that you do not need to 
distress yourself to raise this money.” The consequence was that in 
a large majority of cases the settler bought a land warrant of the man 
who came there thus equipped, and used it for entering his land in 
place of using money, the payment of which but for these land war- 
rants would have entitled the States to this money to be paid out of 
the proceeds of the sales then and there made. 

Of course, when the Land Office came to enter up its accounts of 
sales it had no money with which to pay the States on account of 
the entries by land warrants. It has been the practice of the Gov- 
ernment ever since these acts of admission have been passed in the 
adjustment of the accounts with the several States to take the money 
for the 5 per cent. out of the sales of the land itself; but of course 
when it came to the adjustment of the accounts as to land entered 
by land warrants, there was no money there to pay, just as there would 
be none if the Government, instead of agreeing to give the soldier a 
land warrant, had agreed to give a two-hundred-dollar bond. The 
Interior Department of course would have no money as the repre- 
sentative of that bond out of which to pay the 5 per cent. Conse- 
quently the means of paying the 5 per cent. to the several States did 
not exist and could not exist in the absence of a direct appropriation 
on the part of Congress for that purpose; and it is that which we 
are here practically seeking to do, not to make a new law, not to 
make a new contract, but simply to provide for the proper execution 
of the existing contract. The General Government, by reason of this 
renewed obligation, constantly renewed and constantly made, came 
between the settler and the General Land Office with this form of its 
obligations and took these obligations in place of the money, and 
thereby deprived the State of that just revenue which it had aright 
to expect from the terms and conditions of the act of admission. 

But it is said that this cannot be regarded as a sale, because under 
the technical definition of a sale that only is a sale which is settled 
for or the transaction of which is closed with money. But if you look 
to the general definition of sale which is applied by the law-writers 
you will find that it is to the effect that “sale” is correlative with 
“purchase,” and purchase is defined by Blackstone as being any 
means of acquisition of property other than by descent or distribu- 
tion. Andif you appl the technical meaning of the word “sale,” 
which has been applied here to the actual receipt of money for an 
object, I venture to say that there has been no sale of the public 
lands of the United States down to the present time. Greenbacks 
are not money, according to the theory of the financial school of 


and 
eral 
Sta 


which the Senator from Vermont is so able an exponent. There is 
no money, according to that school, except simply and only gold and 


silver. Prior to the passage of the sub- act, over forty years 
ago, it had been the practice of the Government, as it is now, to re- 
ceive bank bills in payment of public lands, They were not money 
according to the technical definition of the term. 

So the transaction was only a barter after all. According to that 
the obligation of the Government to respond to the several States b; 
the payment of 5 cent. on these transactions was just as ille 
and just as unjustifiable, and just as unwarranted as it would be to 
pay 5 cent. on the transaction which resulted in the Government 
receiving a land warrant for its land. 

Certainly no such technical definition as that can be allowed to 
interpose to prevent a complete adjustment of the relations between 
the ies to this compact which was enacted by tbe several acts of 
admission. The State had, 8 the concession of the Gen- 
eral Government, a right to tax these lands. It is too late to inquire 
whether the right existed or not, because for seventy years or longer 
the General Government has by its action recognized the right as ex- 
isting, and has been careful to stipulate the very first on the 

of the new States as acondition of their coming into the Union 
that they should not exercise this right; and it was said to them, 
“on condition that you do not exercise that, 3 with other 
rights which you might exercise which would embarrass us in the 
disposition of the public soil of the United States, we will pay to you 
a certain percentage ”—upon what? Upon this particular public prop- 
erty, upon these particular public lands, on which you remit this 
right of yours which we have recognized from the beginning—* we 
will pay you a certain proportion of that which we shall receive for 
the disposition of these lands.” If the right was not thus broad. tuen 
the exemption was not so broad. 

There were other things that the States stipulated. Some of them 
stipulated that they would not tax the land of non-residents higher 
than the land of residents. All niet pit that they would not inter- 
fere with the primary disposition of the soil. These stipulations were 
not for the benefit of the occupants of the new States; they were for 
the benefit of the residents of the old States. The men who repre- 
sented here the old States foresaw the great field for the capital and 
the enterprise and the energy and the skill of the citizens of the 
States which they 883 and they said, “ Here, we are going to 
admit you into the Union; we are going to bring you in on equal 
terms with all the other States; but we want to preserve a field for 
the speculative enterprise, for the genius, and for the capital of our 
own people, and we will attach certain conditions to your coming in 
whereby we shall be made perfectly sure that those of our people 
who go out into these new States shall have a right to the same treat- 
ment and shall receive the same treatment at the hands of the law in 
regard to the public lands”—which was the most obvious form of 
speculation then in view—“ that the people of your own States re- 
ceive.” That was a reservation for their own benefit. 

But the Senator from Vermont says that this cannot be a sale for 
the reason, rather sentimentally expressed—and I have no doubt he 
felt it—that it is transmuting the blood of the soldier into money. 
Mr. President, is there any way whereby the blood of the soldier was 
transmuted into anything else but money? Was there any service 
that he was requited for at the hands of the Government except by 
money? It is the same process precisely by which he received from 
the hands of the poma his thirteen or sixteen dollars a month, 
as the case might be, for the services he rendered, except that at the 
end of the time, in place of receiving $200 in cash bounty, he re- 
ceived a land warrant which was to him worth, and which was con- 
sidered to be worth, and which the Government had stamped as being 
worth, $200, and to be received in Heu of money because the Govern- 
ment was not then ina condition to pay money. 

But this matter is treated as one of those eee which are to be 
divided all around, and allusion has been made here to-day to the 
fact that this is not a “fair divide.” I can i ine how persons who 
have had in mind that fair divide which occurred, I believe, in 1836, 
whereby all the money in the United States Treasury was divided 
around among the several States according to population, may possi- 
bly object to this, and if I were disposed to be captious and to stand 
upon this as a matter that would benefit my State and be here insist- 
ing on that which was of most benefit, I should say, “Let us make a 
fair shake all around; cut up the money that is proposed to be got 
out of the Treasury into aliquot parts and let each one take his own 
proportion and go his own way.” 

According to the only division of the public money of the United 
States which we have ever bad, the recipients of which are abund- 
antly represented here, and according to the indications that they do 
not mean to pay the money back, we ought to have this divided in 
the same way ; but this proposition does not stand upon any such prin- 
ciple as the principle of a division. It stands upon the principle of 
an obligation on the part of the General Government to these several 
States, and while I think I could demonstrate, if I were so inclined, 
that the State which I have the honor in part to represent here will 
not receive from the Treasury of the United States under this bill 

ly more than it will pay in order to make good the tax which. 

ill have to be levied for the purpose of meeting this obligation, it 
is not a question, it has not been a question with me or with others 


similarly situated, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. McDoNnaLp] and 
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Senators from oiler paes 7 9 proportion is 3 Leer hii 
were getting more paying or pa; more an 

It has been smp a question of what was the fair pod twa. Das of 
the several acts of admission, and what the Government ought to pay 
under them to these several States in the discharge of an obligation 


too long N 

There can be no question about a waiver; it cannot be said that 
these States have for too long a time slept on their rights. This has 
been one of those things which, so far as the States west of the Mis- 
sissippi are concerned, has been a source of constant consideration. 
It has been matter of public notoriety that the Legislatures and gov- 
ernors have been constantly calling the attention of the public and 
of the General Government to the existence of this right, and they 
have insisted upon it “in season and out of season” that the Govern- 
ment should respond to this obligation. It has been only recently, it 
is true—within the last few years, as I understand—that the States, 
moved by a common p have been able to agree, or have a: 3 
on the terms of a general bill which should recommend that which is 
fair to all. In the beginning of this discussion, when the matter first 
came to public attention, there was a variety of claims. The States 
of Ohio and Indiana, for instance, had claims on account of lands 
entered under peculiar laws. The States of Kansas and Nebraska, 
and other States west of the Mississippi River which had been set- 
tled up under the homestead law, were desirous of having the Gov- 
ernment 2 their claims to compensation on account of those 
entries. In those States, also, there had been grants, and, as we be- 
lieve, improvident grants, for agricultural colleges and for railroads, 
and we believed, and still believe, that the General Government ought 
to pay in fairness a percentage on those entries as well. But for the 
purpose of effecting a final adjustment, for the purpose of establishing 
à common accord upon that which to a certain extent is a common 
interest, for the purpose of having a final settlement with the Gen- 
eral Government, this bill was agreed upon as a basis, perfect or im- 
perfect as it may be, but expressing that general idea of the obliga- 
tion on the part of the General Government to these States which we 
believe it ought promptly to respond to. 

A great deal has been said about the benevolence of the General 
Government to these States and about the grants for railroads. My 
own State has many railroads built by land grants. They carry a 
1 and constantly increasing onnage; representing a very consid- 
erable fraction of the commerce of the United States, but of that 
only 15 per cent. is domestic tonnage ; the rest of it is tonnage which 
relates to the commerce and the business and the populations and the 
interest of other States as well. The railroads have been built as 

at national highways, have been built by the capital of the Eastern 
States. They have ministered to the profits of capitalists in the 
Eastern States; they are owned there completely and solely, not one 
single share of the stock of one of them being held within the bor- 
ders of my State. All the lands, all the bonds, all the stock, or at any 
rate nine-tenths, I was going to say, of all the profit has resulted to 
those fortunate people who by reason of the accumulations of gener- 
ations have been able to build these railroads, as our people were 
not. 

I am not saying anything about the just relations between capital- 
ists and the people who locally have the benetit of these railroads. 
Isay that the granting of lands to railroads, as in regard to many 
other of the features that have attached to the admission of States 
into the Union, lias been for the purpose and with the design and 
with the effect of opening up our great western regions to the capital 
which has been accumulated on the seaboard, and which has sought 
that as an outlet for an investment rather than go abroad. The com- 
merce of these Western States which has thus been built up has built 
up the great cities on the seaboard. They are built up by that which 
makes internal commerce and trade. Onr great product of wheat 
and corn and oats and pork and beef, which is giving to-day the 
American people the supremacy in the world as the greatest produc- 
ing nation, we have done our share in producing. 

We look upon the proposition to improve the harbors along this 
coast of yours as something that we have an interest in. Because 
these works of internal improvement, these rivers and harbors, are 
not within our own limits; because we are not favored in that way, 
because we have a system of railroads that taxes us a thousand-foid 
more than the States which have these water-ways to carry their 
commerce, we do not stop to say that we will not vote these appro- 
priations. Ninety-nine per cent. of all the appropriations for objects 
of that kind are made for the States lying east of the Mississippi 
River ; and we look on that as something which we are properly and 
legitimately taxed for, because it ministers to the prosperity of the 
whole country. The mouths of these rivers and these harbors, we 
know, are all ours; they belong to the whole country. They are 
months for the discharge of the great and increasing commerce of the 
West. We vote freely and fully for these objects whenever we are 
called upon so to do. When we come up here, and say to the General 
Government, “ You took us into the Union on certain conditions; 

ou exacted of us certain things which you said we never should 
io” we do not want to be met by the statement that we have been 
dealt with generously, and that while the compacts have not been 
lived up to, we got, perhaps, something else which was of just as 
much account to us. I say we have responded to the obligations 
we incurred; we have met fairly every obligation the General Gov- 


ernment brought us under; we have paid our share of the taxes; we 
have done our part in this great work of devel nt. We have done 

that in common with the other States of the Union. We have fur- 

nished them a refuge for their teeming population; their reservoirs 

have overflowed into our country, and it has been as much for their 

benefit as for ours. Now we say, simply live up to the letter, to the 

fair construction, to the spirit of the several acts of admission. We 

ask nothing more. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Vermont yield to me in order 
that I may make a motion that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr, ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
Senator from Tennessee moves that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of éxecutive business. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Before that motion is put, I wish to say that 
this is the second or third time when, and I think on previous ocea- 
sions upon the motion of the Senator from Tennessee, this bill has 
been postponed in order that we might go into executive session, It 
was understood and I thought agreed upon on all sides that to-day 
would see the conclusion of this bill. j 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishall be very happy to see its conclusion at the 
earliest hour possible; but at this late hour of the day I do not think 
it probable that the Senator from Vermont will be likely to conclude 
what be desires to say upon the various questions involved. Hence 
I do not think it probablo we shall reach a conclusion on this bill 
to-day. I have entered my motion, and | shall still insist on it that 
ths Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. McDONALD. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not a very debatable motion, or I should 
like to say something myself. 

Mr. McDONALD. I am aware it is not debatable; but I gave no- 
tice several days ago that I should insist upon a vote on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

The sae being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 10. 

Mr. HARRIS. I give it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A farther count is not insisted upon. 

Mr. MORRILL, Is there a quorum ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The noes were not counted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I shall be very sorry, as there are 
only ten millions just now to be paid out of the Treasury, to go on 
in the absence of a quorum, and, therefore, to find out whether there 
is a quorum here, I move that the Senate do now adjourn, and on that 
I ask for a division merely for the purpose of seeing whether we can 
proceed with business. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 6, noes 30; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 11, nays 45; as follows: 


YEAS—11. 
Anthony, Call, Morrill, Saulsbury, 
Booth. Coke, Platt, Slater. 
Burnside, Fariey, Pryor, 
NAYS—65. 

Allison, Garland Lamar, Teller, 
Bailey, Gordon Logan, Thurman, 
Bayard, Groome, Me Donald. Vest, 
Beck, Hampton, McMillan, Voorhees, 
Blair, v McPherson, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Hereford, Maxey, Wallace, 
Cockrell, Hill of Colorado, Morgan, Whyte, 
Davis of Illinois, Hill of Georgia, Paddock, Williams, 
Davis of W. Va., Hoar, Pendleton, Windom. 
Dawes, Jonas, Plumb, 
Eaton, Kernan, Randolph, 
Ferry, Kirkwood, Ransom, 

ABSENT—20. 
Baldwin, Cc mtor, Ingalls, Rollins, 
Blaine, Conkling, Johnston, Saunders. 
Bruce, Eâmunds, Jones of Florida, Sharon, 
Butler, Grover, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Hamlin, Kellogg, Withers. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am glad to know that a quorum 
is present. The tax-payers will be glad to know it as well as I. I 
am glad also to observe the candor of the Senator from Kausas [ Mr. 
PLUMB] who states, if I correctly understand him, that there has been 
considerable difficulty among the States who are in this pot, in ad- 
justing what kind of a bill would be agreeable to them all, and that 
they have at last mana to come to a common understanding to 
unite their forces for this just raid, as he considers it, upon the Treas- 
ury. Old-fashioned people would call that log-rolling, but of course 
now it is patriotism. So much for that. 

The tex provision, which has been the great burden of the argu- 
ments that have been addressed to us, by which the incoming States 
were to renounce their right to taxation for five years on the land 
sold, disappears from the compacts, as they are called, with these 
States as early as the year 1536, so far as regards sales. When Mis- 
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souri came in in 1820 the limitation was made on sold lands for five 


ears and on bounty lands for three which was as plain a dec- 
tion as language can make that bounty lands were not lands sold 
that had AoA peerage By the compact with Missouri it was a 
that she wo not tax for five years the lands that were sold, the 
net proceeds of which she was to have the benefit in one way or an- 
‘other of 5 cent. upon, but as to the military bounty lands she 
was authorized to tax them after three years. 

After that there came the State of Arkansas, the provision in which 
was that bounty lands should not be taxed for three years but that 
the State might tax the lands sold instantly without any limitation 
at all. That was in the year 1836, forty-four years ago. Then came 
the State of Michigan in the same year, in respect of which there was 
the same provision authorizing the State to tax the lands sold in- 
stantly, but she agreeing that she would not tax the mili bounty 
lands Yor three years. I am speaking by the book, so that there is no 
mistake about it. 

Then came the State of Florida in 1845, the next State admitted, 
in respect of which there was no limitation either as to the lands sold 
or as to the bounty lands. The reservation of exemption from taxation 
for three years as to the bounty lands was given up by the United 
States as to that particular State. Then came the State of Iowa ad- 
mitted at the same time with Florida, where there was no limitation 
upon the right of the State to tax the sold lands, but it was agreed 
by the State of Iowa, as it was not N tisa bythe State of Florida, 
that the bounty lands should be free from taxation for three years, 
while there wasno limitation as to the lands sold. 

Then came in 1846 the next State, Wisconsin, where there was no 
limitation as to the taxation either of lands sold or of bounty lands. 
Then came the State of Oregon in respect of which there was no 
limitation of taxation either upon lands sold or upon bounty lands. 
Then came the State of Minnesota in 1557 where there was no lim- 
itation of taxation either upon lands sold or upon bounty lands. Then 
came the State of Kansas, that much abused and suffering community 
that has been overridden by eastern capital, and has been gridironed 
with railroads built, as the Senator says, by eastern capital and as I 
must suppose to the great burden and detriment of its people, in 
respect of which there was no limitation in regard to the right of 
taxation of any lands the moment the title of the Government was 
parted with. 

Then in 1864 came the State of Nebraska—she was admitted af- 
terward, but that was the date of the enabling act—in respect of 
which there was no limitation of taxation as to either sold lands or 
bounty lands. Then came Nevada in 1864 in respect to which there 
was no limit. Next came Colorado, the last of the admitted States, 
in respect of which also in 1875 there was no limitation. 

Here then are eleven of the eighteen States named in this bill, in 
respect of which the United States never asked and the States never 
agreed to renounce the taxation of lands sold for a single day; and 
yet the argument has been entirely based—I think I am safe in say- 
ing entirely based—upon the unds that this was the considera- 
tion as they call it, which would not prove anything if it were true. 
But putting it upon that ground, the consideration, as it is called, 
upon which this meney is now demanded in respect of eleven of these 
eighteen States never existed at all; and when you turn to the other 
part of the consideration, now mentioned by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, of the States giving up their right to tax the lands of the United 
States, their right to interfere with the primary disposal of the soil 

(which was another of the qualifications of their admission,) their 
right to impede the free navigation of the Mississippi River and its 
affluents (which was another of its qualifications, ) the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kansas says these surrenders of right made a considera- 
tion which entitles these States now to tax the people of the United 
States to pay into their treasuries these moneys, amounting as Isay 
upon the bill as it stands, when you get it all together and as it will 
turn ont, to hard npon $10,000,000. To say nothing about scrip, the 
5 per cent. on the mere bounty lands alone since 1847 down to last 
year amounts to almost $5,000,000; and this bill contains serip as 
well as it contains bounty lands 

Mr. McDONALD rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will pardon me. If Iam going on 
to-night, I must go on myself. He will excuse me if I decline to 
be interrupted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont declines 
to be interrupted, 

Mr. McDONALD. Not even to correct a statement? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not even to correct a statement. The Senator 
can correct me afterward. The little time that I can trespass upon 
the patience of the Senate at this honr of the evening, must be my 

time and not that of anybody else. Nobody knows better than my 
honorable friend from Indiana how glad I should be to be corrected 
by anything he could say ; but as I know how impatient the Senate 
is, and in view of the fact that there is barely a quorum here now, it 
would be an injustice to everybody else to prolong the few things I 
have to sa: by the colloquy that would inevitably occur. 
ison McDONALD. My correction would not have taken half this 
me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps not, but the Senator is so astute that 
my answer to the correction might have required two hours. There 
is where the difficulty comes in. 


Now, Mr. President, I repeat that in of this consideration, 
as it is called, touching the primary di tion of the soil, the abne- 
gation of the pretense of taxation of the lands of the United States, 
and the free navigation of the 1 River and its affluents, that 
sort of argument on the part of the Senator from Kansas and those 
who have gone before him fills me with amazement. Is there any 
Senator who will stand up here at this moment or when I am through 
because he cannot stand up at this moment, for I must finish what I 
have to say—and assert that he believes that at any time, without 
these compacts, any State, after it was admitted, could interfere with 
the free 8 of the Mississippi River? I do not think there is. 
Is there any Senator who will stand up and say that any State after 
she was admitted could proceed to tax the lands of the United States 
lying within her borders that the United States owned when she came 
in, in its sovereign character as a nation? I am sure there is not. Is 
there any Senater who will stand up and say that any State could 
interfere, in the very language of the Senator from Kansas and of the 
acts—because he is an accurate man and quoted them rightly—with 
the pri disposition of the soil, and undertake to dictate the terms 
upon which the United States should dispose of its public domain ? 
There is not, I am safe in saying. 

Why then were these clauses introduced into these acts of admis- 
sion, the Senator will say? Not as a consideration of a contract or 
a compact between these States coming in and the General Govern- 
ment, but in order to renounce any pretext that might arise in the 
hurry or the passion or the excitement of some particular State, to 
interfere with the rights of the General Government. That was all. 

It was the renunciation of an absolutely untenable pretension, if 
there was any such pretension ever, as the Supreme Court of the 
United States as to taxation and as to some of these other questions 
about the soil has over and over again decided. But it did not need 
a decision. Is there anybody who will stand up and say that the 
provision that the States shall not tax the lands of non-residents at a 
greater rate than it taxed the lands of its own resident citizens, was 
a renunciation by any State of a right that it would otherwise have 
had? Not if there is any value left in that clause of the original Con- 
stitution which said that the privileges and immunities of citizens of 
the several States should be equal in all the States, under which it 
was never within the competence of a State to treat a citizen of 
another State in respect of the enjoyment of his property in any dif- 
ferent way from what it would treat a citizen of its own State. 

So we may dismiss, Mr. President, all that theory of these incom- 
ing States giving up rights that they otherwise would have possessed 
in the respects that I have mentioned, as the merest shadow of a 
shade. It was the giving aD 5 a dream, and not the giving up of a 
reality or anything that anybody ever supposed was a reality at all. 
It was a wholesome security that the Government of the Union took 

inst interminable lawsuits and injuries that might happen in cer- 
tain states of affairs against citizens of other States and against the 
people of the United States andits Government generally. There was 
therefore no consideration about that. 

So then, as it was rightly stated when this debate began by the 
Senator from Indiana, who would not maintain any of the doctrines 
that I have now referred to, the consideration part of this business, 
on which the report of this committee is based, was the consideration 
that the States would not tax lands that they otherwise would have 
had a right to tax, which had been sold by the United States, within 
five years after their sale. As to that there are only seven of these 
States that had any such consideration in their contract at all; and 
yet it has been found convenient, as the Senator from Kansas says, 
to put the whole eighteen in in order to agree upon a common basis, 
I believe his language was, which as I must Suppose would enable 
them as they thought to put this bill through. There does not seem 
to be any other logical deduction from the statement of the honora- 
ble Senator from Kansas so candidly and properly made. 

Now, Mr. President, let us come back to the bounty land business 
for a while. When the State of Ohio was admitted into the Union 
in the year 1802 the laws of the United States already provided for 
bounty lands ; they already provided for the sales of public lands ; two 
entirely different and distinct systems of disposal of the public lands. 
Each one of these States engaged in its compact that it would never 
interfere with the right of the United States to dispose of the soil as 
the United States pleased. That was a part of the compact. I beg 
Senators from these States to remember that while the United States 
engaged to pay for their benefit or in some way tending to their bene- 
fit, 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales, these States engaged 
in order that there might never be any future embarrassment as to 
the complete sovereign right of the United States todo what it liked 
with these lands, sales or not, that they would in no way interfere 
with the complete sovereign right of the United States to deal with 
the lands as it pleased. That was an express and literal part of the 
contract, and yet that is a part of the contract which these Senators 
complain oz. They say that the United States in accordance with 
this compact in making the primary disposition of this soil, the prop- 
erty of all the people, has chosen to make it in a way that is not 
agreeable to these States, although the States themselves agreed that 
they would never in any way interfere with this thing, and in that 
of course is included every means of opposition to it or of claim upon 
it. In other words the sovereignty of the United States was left 
absolutely free to dispose of the soil as it liked, and only engaged 
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that out of the net proceeds, it would apply a certain cent. in a 
certain way. And nobody has yet contended that “ . roceeds ” 
did not mean money in that sense; it is said these bounty land war- 
rants are the equivalent; but everybody agrees I believe so far that 
the ‘net proceeds” on which a percen was to be paid over to 
the State must be some kind of money, either silver or gold or bank 
bills, which the Senator objects to; but I will not waste your time 
about that. What becomes of that part of the compact! 

Here then, Mr. President, was a public engagement by the States 
themselves, every one of them, that while it was . 545 they were to 
have the benefit of 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of sales, that should 
not interfere, nor should anything else in their admission interfere, 
with the right of the United States to have supreme control over the 

ition of these lands, to do anything it liked with them; and 
why should it not? At the very time when the first State came in, 
Ohio, in which any of these lands lay—Kentucky and Vermont came 
in before, but there were no public lands that belonged to the United 
States in those States—when the State of Ohio came in, there were 
two distinct systems of the disposition of pabio lands in operation. 
One was by sale, the net proceeds of which came into the common 
Treasury, and came into the common Treasury under an express trust 
of the noble State of Virginia, that gave an empire to the United States 
to ner it out of its financial difficulties, that the income of that prop- 
erty should be for the benefit of all and all equally. At that time I 
say there were two distinct systems, one was of sales that produced 
money to the Treasury; the other was of bounty land warrants that 
not only the State of Virginia, but the Continental Congress and the 
Congress of the United States, after the new Constitution was formed, 
had by laws passed by Congress provided for in the way of bounty 
lands to soldiers. In that state of things the State of Ohio and the 
United States made this compact. ` 

Senators say that they do not ask for generosity, because they have 
had enough of it; they have been smothered with generosity already, 
as they put it; they only ask forlaw. Now, then, when this first con- 
tract was made, which all the others merely followed, between the 
United States and the State of Ohio, look at the existing condition of 
things. There was the public land law providing for sales, and there 
was the military bounty land law providing for giving bounty land 
warrant and locations by soldiers, both on the statute-books; so that 
the State of Ohio and the United States knew them and understood 
aha did thoy agre to? They agreed first th t. ot thi 

t ey e to ey rst that 5 per cent, of the 
net proceeds of the sales of the public lands of the United States sold 
by Con should be applied to building roads, &c., either in the 
State of Ohio or leading to it. Can anybody say, will anybody say 
that at that time and with these acts of Congress providing for bounty 
lands and sales separately, the “net proceeds òf the sales of public 
lands” was intended to include the bounty lands which had already 
been granted or might thereafter be granted for the benefit of sol- 
diers? It would be a contradiction in terms, There was no surprise 
upon the State of Ohio. The systems already existed, and she chose 
to agree that whatever fund was raised in cash 5 per cent, of it should 
be applied to certain uses. She did not choose to insist that a tax of 
5 per cent. on all the people of the United States should be raised on 
the value of the lands given to soldiers to pay for building roads in 
her State; and whatever the reason of it? and that applies to all of 
them; I take her to begin with because she was the first State. What 
was the reason of this provision? It was necessary and beneficial to 
the inhabitants of the new States that roads and canals and public 
improvements, and if you take the later ones, schools in one or two 
instances, should be instituted. Roads and canals could not be con- 
structed and public schools could not be erected without money. 
How was money to be got? The new settler, who, with his ax on 
his shoulder, went into the forest of Ohio and cut down an acre of 
the great timber on that magnificent plain and river country had not 
anymoney. He had his strength and his tools and his courage; but 
when it came to hard cash that was to pay for building roads and 
canals, to open up communication between him and his family and 
friends that he had left behind, he had not the means. What was 
to be done? You could do one of two things. You could say to the 
State of Ohio, “Now you may tax these lands from the very moment 
they are sold to this settler who goes over there with his ax and get 
out of him the money necessary to pay for the building of these roads, 
because the money has got to be raised,” or else “we will take 5 per 
cent. of the proceeds of all the lands that are sold in your State, and 
when we have got the money for them we will build a road with it, 
and we will let the hardy pioneer go free from taxation on his little 
settlement of one hundred and sixty acres for five years until he can 
earn money by cutting down the forest and raising his crops and sell- 
ng i products to build his own roads;” and that was it. 

herefore, anybody can see that the idea, if it had been advanced 
then, that the bounty lands were to pay a part of these things was 
absolutely absurd; and the idea that the bounty lands were to be free 
from taxation, upon this theory, was equally absurd for the reason 
that.only the man who paid all the money he had to buy his land was 
to be considered as having paid his tax ; the soldier who had not paid 
up his money to buy his land but had got it already, if he had any 
money could contribute his portion. And that was the very theory 
on which you came down to make the distinction in later States of 
five years’ exemption to the land purchaser and only three years to 


the soldier. It was not to make a discrimination against the soldier, 
but it was to make a discrimination in favor of raising money to 

on the works of necessary internal improvement for the benefit of all, 
and to say that the man who had not paid money to buy his land and 
who, therefore, had not contributed anything to this fund to build 
the roads should not be exempt so long as the man who had. That 
is all there is to it. It was a perfectly simple state of the case and 
perfectly understood. 

What happened next—which illustrates this whole thing and onght 
to make an end of it so far as the law goes? As thé law stood when 
Ohio came in, there were certain expenses of surveys of the public 
lands which by law had not been charged to sales before ; and there- 
fore when the State of Ohio came in, her 5 per cent.—I speak of it as 
hers although it was not to be poradie to her in that particular case 
but always to be paid out by Congress though now it is to be paid 
into the treasury of Ohio which is quite a different thing but I call it 
hers for the purpose of this argument—as the thing then stood her 5 
per cent. would be computed on a much larger sum than it was after 
a change of the law by Congress. Congress, after Ohio came in, pro- 
ceeded to make laws charging the expense of surveys of the lands of 
the United States lying within the State of Ohio, and other States as 
well, on the proceeds of the sales, Ohio being always alive to her 
interests at once brought the attention of the Government of the 
United States to it and said just as the Senators from Iowaand Kan- 
sas and all the others, except I am proud to say, Alabama and Florida, 
“Why, here, you are trenching upon our rights; you are charging 
over expenses against this 5 per cent. fund that did not exist when 
we came in and therefore you are violating the contract“ As between 
private ns it would have been a violation of the contract; but 
what did the United States say and what did Ohio acquiesce in from 
that day to this, a period of fifty-six years lacking about a dozen days? 
The case was referred to the Attorney-General of the United States, 
William Wirt, a man whose character and fame and law learning I 
need not stop at this late hour to say anything about. He said in the 
opinion I have before me, volume 1 of the Opinions of the Attorneys- 
General, page 641, this: 

The question is whether, after the passage of the act of the 26th March, 1804, 
the surveying eri are to be deducted from the amount of sales, and the 3 
7 cent. to be paid to Ohio is to be calculated on what will remain after such de- 

uction, or whether the 3 per cent. is to be calculated on the amount of sales with- 
out such deduction ? ` 

The Secretary of the Treasury has adopted the former opinion— 


That is that the expenses were to be taken out— 
The report of the committee of Ohio adopts the latter— 


Which I suppose to be a committee of the Legislature of the State 
of Ohio— 


The report vindicates this latter opinion on the ground that the act of the 3d 
March, 1503, is a compact between the United States and the Stato of Ohio; that 
this compact was founded on the stateof things existing at the time ; that, accord- 
ing to the state of things existing at that time, the expenses of surveying consti- 
tated no charge upon the funds on which the 3 per cent. was to be calculated ; that 
neither of the parties to the compact can Noy the terms of it without the con- 
sent of the other party; that the act of the 26th March, 1304, exempting the par- 
chasers from the payments of the expenses of surveying— 

Which they were not exempted from when Ohio came in— 


was the act of the United States, one of the parties to the compact only, which 
can have no effect on the other party; and, consequently, that the State of Obio 
has the right to insist that the 3 per cent. shall be calculated now as it was calcu- 
lated at the date of the compact, to wit, on the amount of sales, without deducting 
the expenses of 5 

That the act of the 3d March, 1603, was a compact, or the affirmance of a com- 
pact, between the United States and the State of Ohio, seems to be unquestion- 
able; and the argument is conclusive, if the other proposition on which it resta be 
true—that this compact was founded on the existing state of things, and contem- 
33 that this state of things should remain immutable. But if, on the other 

d. it was within the contemplation of the contracting parties at tho time, that 
the power to regulate the terms of sale should remain in Congress, then the parties 
will be considered as contracting with reference to the exercise of this continuing 
power, and its exercise can work no breach of the contract. 

On the supposition that the existing state of things was to remain immutable, 
so far as this compact was concerned, then Con had no power to introdace 
any, change into the existing regulations for the sale of the public lands in Ohio. 

f, for example, the organization of the offices engaged in those sales should have 
been found so wholly insufficient as to puta total stop to those sales, Congress 
could not introduce another system somewhat more expeusive, without a violation 
of the compact with Ohio. 

So, again, at the timo of the compact the minimum price of the public lands 
was 82 peracre. If it should have been found that the individual owners of land 
in that State had it in their power to offer terms so much more attractive to pur- 
chasers as to put an entire stop to the sale of the public lands, Congress could not 
reduce the terms without a violation of the compact with Olio. But this thing 
has been done, and it is not understood that Ohio has complained. 

As of course she did not, although in respect of the very subject of 
sales alone, saying nothing now about anything else, when Ohio 
came in the minimum price of the land was $2 an acre, and Congress 
within a very few years reduced the minimum price to a dollar and 
a half, or whatever the first reduction was, and Ohio did not profess, 
as William Wirt says, to complain of that, although it was within 
the very letter of the contract; and why? He proceeds to tell you 
why. 

And if Con had the x to reduce tho price, and thus to diminish the 
p of sales by nearly one-half, I cannot see what reason any other modifica- 
tion for which the public good called should bo charged as a breach of the com- 
pact and made a ground of complaint. 

The object in view was the sale of the public lands. The interests of the 
United States and Ohie coincided in the advancement of this object. Ohio was 
interested not onl . fund to be raised by these 
sales. As 2 member of the Union, had a voice in devising the means of pro- 
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moting the sales. The 8 that the system of land sales which was in force 
was 


at the time of the compact remain inflexible, and to yield to no change in 
the condition of the hearin ara igen Dy which future experience might w 
does not appear to me tò be rational. It would have been at war 


upon the subject, 
with the interests of both the ies to the compact, and, therefore, cannot be be- 
lieved to have been within their contemplation, It seem to me that it must have 


been ted on both sides that this power of al the terms of sale should 

8 M be governed by the finc- 
t circumstances of the country guided by the lights of experience. On 
this urchaserė from time to time of 


the act 
surveying. 

Then he proceeds in the same strain, coming to the conclusion that 
the suggestion of the committee of the Legislature of the State of 
Ohio, that because Congress had taken the mse of the survey of 
tho public lands that were bought, off from the purchasers and put 
it on the fund, there was a breach of the contract, was entirely un- 
founded. Why? Because he says it must have been in the nature 
of things the mutual understanding of both sides that the sovereign 
dominion remained with Congress, of which the State of Ohio formed 
a part by her representatives in this Chamber and the other, to regu- 
late the disposition oven of sales, which were within the very letter 
as well as spirit of the compact, entirely as the sense of Congress re- 

ohing bho RODHO ROTA should require ; and that having done so, 
though she reduced the price òf the lands after the compact by one- 
half, although she eee upon the net proceeds expenses that be- 
fore were rged upon the purchaser, these acts were entirely in 
accordance with the contract and not a breach of it, because her 
sovereign dominion over the disposition of these lands by sale was 
intended by the parties to be left entirely intact. 

If that be true as to the right of Congress, these States participat- 
ing in the government of the country, and for the public good to sell 
the lands for one-half the price that they bore at the time these re- 
spective States were admitted, or to charge them with double the 
expense they were charged with before; if these acts were no breach 
of the contract, how can it be a breach of the contract, or a departure 
from it, either in letter or spirit, for Congress to proceed and continue 
to do as she was doing at the time the first State came in, to make 
a separate disposition of part of these lands as a reward for the faith- 
ful services of her soldiers? Nobody can answer that in any way but 
one; no human ingennity can answer it in any way but one. The 
State of Ohio for more than fifty years has acquiesced in that con- 
struction of the statute as applied to sales and has acquiesced in that 
construction of the statute as applied to bounty lands, as has every 
other State in this Union until within a very recent period. 

The State of Iowa, feeling that it was a good thing to have every 
matter determined in the time of it, soon after she came in authorized 
her governor in 1858 to call the attention of the Government of the 
United States to this subject of bounty lands and to suggest that the 
United States ought to pay her 5 per cent. for the use of her schools 
upon the dollar-and-a-quarter valuation of the lands entered with 
military bounty land warrants; and accordingly on the 7th of Sep- 
tember, 1858, nearly three years before the war began which my friend 
on my left [Mr. Kirkwoop] supposed was the reason they did not 
push it here, the governor of the State addressed this letter to the 
Secretary of the Interior: 

EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, Iowa, September 7, 1858. 
Hon, Jacon Tuoursox, Secretary, dc.: 

Sm: The last General Assembly of this State instructed me by resolution to in- 
stitute a suit in the Courtof Claims ‘or the recovery or allowance of the 5 percent. 
due the State (as it is claimed) on the sale of the public lands by mili land 
warrants, if Congress or your Department still refused to recognize the e A 

Here I will interrupt the reading of the letter to state that the 
Court of Claims was organized in tho year 1855, twenty-five years 
ago, and that by the law organizing that court every one of these 
States had and still has a perfect right to sue the United States for 
the breach of any contract that it contends exists and try its case 
upon its merits, and that is what the governor of the State of Iowa 

Indes to in this letter to the Secretary of the Interior: 

While at Washington in May last I had the honor of presenting for your con- 
sideration, both in person, verbally, and in writing, some of the grounds upon 
which I then and still think the State is entitled to this fund. In looking over 
again your very brief reply to my statement I observe that you use the phrase 
“military bounty land warrants,’ and that in your opinion the claim of the State 
is not shown to rest upon any statute of the United States which would authorize 
your Department to allow the 5 per cent. upon Jands located by such warrants. 

t occurred to ree that possibly in the midst of your multifarious duties you may 
have overlooked the distinction which in my haste I no doubt imperfectly made 
between the bounty land warrants that issued under the act of 1850 to those servin. 
in the Indian wars and tke war of 1812, and the military land warrants found 
upon the act of Congress approved February 11, 1847, in which one hundred and 
sixty acres of land were offered in advance as an inducement to enlist in the Mexi- 
can war, and afterward these warrants were issued in fulfillment of the contract 
of enlistment. The former were bounties, the latter based on a consideration, 
and therefore it follows that lands located with this class of warrants constitutes 
a sale in law. 

That is the argument of the governor. You will observe, Mr. Pres- 
ident, and so will the gentlemen who do me the honor to listen to me, 
that the governor of the State of Iowa after this careful considera- 
tion of the subject abandons all claim for any percentage upon mili- 
tary bounty land warrants that he considers to be a bounty; that is 
to say, any military land warrant that was issued under an act of 
Congress for the past services of the sc.diers, and bases himself upon 


the act of February 11, 1847, which provided, as every Senator I sup- 
pose knows, certainly the Senator from Iowa does, for raising ten 
additional regiments, and provided that anybody who enlisted in 
those regiments and served in the war with Mexico should have one 
hundred and sixty acres of land. All the bounty” business is here 
abandoned. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow me one moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, although I did not allow my friend 
from Indiana. I never can resist Ohio. I give it up. 

Mr. THURMAN. I only want to say that the governor of Iowa 
lost nothing by that, for there were no revolutionary bounty land 
warrants and no warrants of the war of 1812 ever located in Iowa. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know whether that is true or not. 

Mr. THURMAN. That distinction which he made did not affect 
Iowa; she did not lose by it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very likely; but Iam sure I would not impute 
it to the governor of Iowa that he put in a distinction because he did 
not lose a dollar by it, because we all know that the greatest pride 
and glory of the State of Iowa always is to pay into the Treasury and 
not to take out of it. So then I think it is rather hard on Iowa to 


get the governor of Iowa out on the ground that he was waiving that 
ground, because he would not lose anything by doing so. 

Mr. ALLISON. My friend will allow me to make a su tion. If 
he will read a few sentences further he will discover the gov- 


ernor of Iowa did not abandon the claim. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am going to read a few sentences further; I 
have a deal to read yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean of that particular letter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe I have read correctly as far as I have 
gone, and I suppose I am entitled to make my comments. If not the 
Senator from Iowa can call me to order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon of the Senator. I understood him 
to say that the governor of Iowa here abandoned the claim. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator understood me to say exactly what 
I have read, that he says“ In looking over again your very brief re- 

ly to my statement I observe that you use the phrase, military 

unty land warrants;” and I say“ bounty“ with an emphasis be- 
cause the governor of Iowa does; and I should be very sorry to do- 
anything that the governor of lowa never did. 

And that in your opinion the claim of the State is not shown to rest upon any stat- 
ute of the United States which would authorize your t to allow the 5 
= cent. upon lands located by snch warrants. It occurred to me that possibly in- 

e midst of your multifarious duties— 

That is a very handsome phrase! 
you may have overlooked the distinction 


Is there anybody in, Iowa but the governor who understands the 
distinction? And is he to be taken and held up to public scorn here 
because he says there is a distinction? I hope not— 

You may have overlooked the distinction which in my haste I no doubt imper- 
fectly è between the bounty land warrants that issued under the act of 1850 to- 
those serving in the Indian wars and the war of 1812, and the military land war- 
rants founded upon the act of Congress approved February 11, 1847, in which one 
hundred and sixty acres of land were offered in advance as an inducement to enlist 
in the Mexican war. 


I hope I have not misrepresented the governor of Iowa so far. It 
may be that in the codicil to his will he takes this all back, but there: 
is no mistaking what he means so far. Whether or not the fact is as 
the Senator from Ohio suggests, that does not interfere with the 
argument of the governor of Iowa; it only puts it upon the narrow 
and I hope untenable ground that the governor of Iowa gave up ap- 
parently that view for the simple reason that there was not 2 
to be made out of it in point of cash. I trust he gave it up on great 
solid reasons. Now, then: 


This distinction, to my mind, was so clear that I confess I submitted the matter 
to your decision, with a confident expectation that you would recognize the claim, 
and I hope you will on me for inquiring whether in disallowing the claim you 
regarded these two c of land warrants in the same light, both as being bounty 
land warrants. I would be gratified to have your views somewhat at length upon 
this subject, for I may have some misconception of this matter, and the grounds: 
of your opinion might determine me 

Mark— 


might determine me not to pursue the claim any further. I need not say that T 
have confidence both in your judgment and in your impartiality, for you have the- 
reputation of being a sound lawyer, and I know your own State is interested in 
the same question. 

That he says is a strong ground for supposing the Secretary is per- 
fectly impartial, as I know my friend from Jowa is, whose State is 
only going to get à million or so out of this particular pot 

I know your own State is interested in the same question. You will perceive 
that it is a question of great importance to this State, and therefore there is some- 
apology for pressing a careful consideration of the same, anil the act of the 11th 
paei ies 18 KN. providing for the enlistment of volunteers in the Mexican war, and 
the aguna I the honor of submitting to you in the month of May last. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
RALPH P. LOWE. 

I fail to see where the qualification comes in that my eager friend 
spoke abont of his taking back anything on the distinction. I will 
hand the letter over to him and let him point it out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam much obliged to my friend, but I only wanted 
to call his attention to the fact that the governor of Iowa, a little 
further on in this letter, said that he thought the claim was so clear- 
with reference to bounties issued under the act of 1847 that there 


1114 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


could be no doubt about it. Of course there was doubt about the 
warrants issued under the act of 1850, which was all he said. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The 8 of Iowa does not say there was a 
reasonable doubt about the warrants issued under the act of 1850. 
He says there is a clear distinction between them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; and the first are so clear that there 
ought to be no objection to them. 

. EDMUNDS. And that the second is so clear that he does not 
make any claim; but he does not say that the first act, the act of 1847 
is so clear that there ought not to be any doubt about it. He says it 
-s so clear that he asks the Secretary again to consider it and not to 
forget that his own State, Mr. Thompson’ State, has an interest in 
the pool. Well, Mr. Thompson, whatever faults he had afterward, 
did not forget I presume that his own State had an interest in it. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Does the Senator—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will pardon me a moment. I am 
going on at a great disadvantage. Will he be kind enough to wait 
Antik! finish on this point, because I declined to yield to my friend 
from Indiana, and it would not be quite fair to yield to anybody else. 

The Secretary of the Interior did reconsider the subject and being as 
the governor of Iowa said from a State that had an interest in the 
question, and being therefore perfectly impartial he proceeds to reply 

-on the 20th of September, 1858, to the governor of Iowa in which he 
says that he has received this letter of the 7th and having now read 
the law, &c., he proceeds : 

I have the honor to state that, in my opinion, the act of 1847 to which you refer 
is a bounty land act, and that no distinction can 8 made between loca- 


made under it and those made under other bounty laws. The location 
of warrants issued under the act of 1847 is not considered as constituting a sale of 


the public lands as contemplated by the act admitting Iowa into the U That 
act appropriates 5 per cent. of the net proceeds aans of all public lands for mak- 
iblis roads and canals within the State. There being no net pr accru- 


m 
Ane locations by military land warrants, the allowance of 5 per cent on such 
locations cannot be regarded as having been appropriated or provided for by law. 


J. THOMPSON, 
Secretary. 
Governor R. P. Lowe, Iowa. 


The State of Iowa, then, in the year 1858 authorized its governor, 
instructed him, as the governor says, to bring a suit in the Court of 
Claims against the United States to recover this money, a suit that 
the State of Iowa had a perfect right to bring and has at this moment. 
The only reason why she would fail, if she failed at all, would be the 
act that the law was not on her side. The governor of the State of 
Iowa says, “Now, before I take any step I would like to have you 
look it over again. I know that you are a great lawyer; I know 
that you are regarded by everybody as an wae and impartial 
man; I know that you have no bias against this claim because 
your own State if I am right has a similar one. Now look at it 
again, because if you will,” says the governor of Iowa, “I may be con- 
trolled in the step that I shall take next.” Whatisthat? Whether 
to follow the authority of the State to bring suit in the Court of 
Claims or to abandon it. He got his reply from the Secretary of 
the Interior, and what did the governor of Iowa do next? Did he 
‘bring any suit in the Court of Claims? Not much. I have had 
the records of the Court of Claims searched to find any trace of a 
suit instituted by or on behalf of the State of Iowa by its governor 
-or anybody else, for this demand, but there is no such case there. 
“There has been a period, to be sure, of only twenty-two years in which 
to do it, and perhaps they have not employed counsel enough to get 
the papers ready. No, Mr. President, to leave off badinage, the gov- 
ernor of Iowa himself, I have no doubt an impartial and upright 
rman, biased of course in favor of his own State, its agent in bringin 
this matter to the consideration of a perfectly impartial tribunal, 
not another party, as itis between man and man, but just as this 
matter is now brought before us Senators as a high tribunal of the 
-Government standing impartially between these States and all the 
others and all the people, induced the Secretary of the Interior to 
again consider and decide it, and the [Reker of the State of Iowa 
and the State of Iowa acquiesced in that decision as sound and took 

no step to enforce the alleged claim. 

I know my honorable friend [Mr. KIRKWOOD] himself ore of the 
most capable and honorable and efficient governors of that State, in 
a time of great peril and distress too, says that an excuse for that, are- 

buttal of the presumption of acquiescence, is to be found in the fact 
that the rebellion came on, and that the State of Iowa, as he so elo- 
quently and elegantly put it, was engaged in raising troops and for- 
warding them to the front, and she could not stop to make any little 
demand on the Government of the United States for the adjustment 
of questions of this kind—a most beautiful sentiment, Mr. President. 
‘But on looking into the resolutions of the State of Iowa running 
through the years of the war, and on looking at the acts of Congress 
for the benefit of—no, I will not say benefit, I will say for operations 
in the State of Iowa, the land grants, and so forth—I find that the 
: State of Iowa, while she was foremost in the battle, was also not be- 
hind in urging her interests before Congress, and that whenever she 
thought she wanted or could get extensions of land grants, new grants, 
giving up the Des Moines lands above the Raccoon Forks, and ever 
so many things that I will not waste time in talking about, because 
Saral they have nothing to do with this subject—I only refer to 
them because my honorable friend made a point about them—Iowa, 
-brilliant and ready and zealous as she was in battle, was not sleepy 


in the halls of C in taking care of all her business interests. 
That the record will beer roi 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Doubtless. I should like to say a word in re- 
gard to that—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will be kind enough to wait 
until Iam through. Iam not feeling well and the Senate has obliged 
me to go on. e have plenty of time between now and ten o'clock. 
There is not the slightest hurry. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I —— the understanding was that the 
Senator was to close the debate on this matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no such 1 The Senator 
from Iowa has the full right to speak as long as he likes after I am 
through. My only reason for declining to yield to my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. McDoNnaLp] was not, as he knows, out of any sort of 
resentment or any other improper feeling, but from the fact that the 
Senate thought we ought to go on and finish this business, and I 
wanted to condense what I had to say into the smallest possible limit, 
not feeling very well myself, and that is the reason I must ask my 
friend from Iowa [Mr. KIRKWOOD] to excuse me for not permitting 
him to interrupt the little else I have to say. < 

Now let us look a little farther about this business. Ihave endeav- 

ored to show you (and I think I have beyond the possibility of a 
cavil) that at the time when the State of Ohio came into this Union,. 
the first one to make these compacts, which, in respect of the 5 per 
cent. of net proceeds, are exactly alike with every State; not as to 
what is to become of it, but in respect to 5 per cent. being reserved 
out of sales of the publie lands, it is thesame in every one of the acts,— 
there then existed not only sales of public lands where it was a; 
5 per cent. should be taken out, but provisions for disposing of pub- 
lic lands by bounties that were not put into the compact act at all, 
that stood at that time upon an entirely different footing. And the 
State of Ohio, while she was looking sharply to her interests under 
the sales and promptly calling the attention of the Government toa 
change in the 3 on the fund arising from the sales, never 
ct ba of saying there was any 8 of complaint about the 
bounty lands, although the system then existed and it has only been 
enlarged since, and at the time when the attention of the Govern- 
ment was called to the subject by the State of Ohio, the law officer 
of the Government informed the State of Ohio that this whole com- 
pact stood upon this broad principle, that the primary disposition of 
these lands was left just where it was in the first place, within the 
sovereign discretion of the Congress of the United States, of whom 
the State of Ohio with all the other States formed a component and 
inseparable part, and that it was no part of the intention of the con- 
tracting ies that the power of Congress to dis of these lands 
in any way, according to its discretion, should be in the least degree 
affected by this . about the 5 per cent., but only that what- 
ever sum of money did arise from the sales of these lands and came 
into the Treasury should, after paying all the necessary expenses out 
of it, be devoted to certain public objects. That was all. 

If that be true, as it is true upon the history and the record before 
us, what becomes of this claim as a mere point of law, that you are 
to construe the words net proceeds of the sales of the public lands“ 
as covering the disposition by Congress of other lands, as bounties to 
soldiers, whether they are bounties of gratitude, or whether they are 
bounties of consideration, because, as it has been argued by both 
Senators from Florida and by the Senator from Kansas, the principle 
upon which you would extend this grant covers the homesteads, it 
covers the agricultural college lands, it covers the railroad grants, it 
covers the swamp lands, it covers the canal grants, it covers every 
single grant that has been made by Con except possibly the New 
Madrid certificates that were given for relocation where an earth- 
quake destroyed the land of some settlers in the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi, and Congress as an act of generosity and charity gave these 
people, whose lands had been swallowed up by an earthquake, a 
chance to locate somewhere else? Possibly that might come out, 
but that is all. 

Is it really possible that the Senators from these States which are, 
as Governor Lowe says, interested in this thing, can persuade them- 
selves, (because I know they are just as honest as I am, I beg them 
not to suppose that I am criticising their good faith,) that, in point of 
legal construction, they are entitled to this money upon bounty lands? 

hat is not all, but of course that would be a matter of detail, but 
it illustrates the looseness of this bill. Every one of the acts admit- 
ting these States provides in explicit terms that the net proceeds of 
the sales that the State is to have any benefit from, either greater or 
less, are to be the proceeds of sales after a certain date, excepting, I 
believe, Nebraska, which says, past and future sales;“ but we leave 
Nebraska out for the time being. What does this bill provide? It 
provides that you are to count in the bounty lands and the military 
scrip as well, (which has not been much adverted to,) for all past 
time, without any reference to the date of the contract or the limita- 
tion provided in the act of admission. What does that mean? Of 
course, nobody would contend, I suppose, that that is right, except 
somebody whose mind has got into such a state of extraordinary də- 
lusion as to the meaning of the law as to the rest, that he thinks it 


is not worth while to mince matters, and if the corapact with the 
State of Iowa is only for the net proceeds of the sales of public lands 
after the Ist of January, 1847, therefore, she is to have the net pro- 
ceeds of the sales of public lands befora the Ist of January, 1847. 
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The logic, to be sure, would not be very different, although the ap- 
poston of it would be somewhat serious to the people of the United 


tes. 

Then, Mr. President, when we go along, we find these acts of admis- 
sion as it respects taxation presently dropped entirely the restriction 
as to the taxation of lands sold, but continued for some years to still 
say that military bounty lands should not be taxed. How can you 
construe that in any sort of harmony with the provision of this bill? 
If military bounty lands are a part of the lands sold, then they would 
have always fallen within the five years’ limitation ; there would have 
been no necessity for speaking of them as a separate and different 
thing to which a different rule was to be applied. The men who made 
the law saw that they stood upon an entirely different ground, not 
merely by description, but upon a different policy; that this 5 per cent. 
was to stand in lieu of the money that would be paid by the tax-payer 
to build the roads and to keep up the schools, and therefore the man 
who came in and settled with a military warrant ought to bear the 
same burden that his neighbor who had paid for his lands in cash had 
already borne, and therefore he should not be exempted so long as the 
other man. As I said before, it was not a discrimination made against 
the soldier, but itiwas a discrimination made in point of common sense 
in respect of raising money to carry on the operations of these young 
communities where some money must be raised in some way. ose 
who had paid the full price of their lands in cash were free for five 
years, because the 5 per cent. was then taking the place of their taxes. 
Those who had not were free for a less time, giving them an oppor- 
‘tunity to build up. 

Some of the gentlemen have said that these various States have 
received no corresponding benefits, that there is a real equity in this 
„claim as well as some color of foundation in point of law. Let us 
see where the equity is. If a Senator or anybody else is indebted to 
another Senator or anybody else and is about to die and makes his 
will and gives to his creditor a certain sum of money or other valu- 
able thing, the law says (not because it is technical, but because it is 
just and proceeds upon the principles of common sense) that by that 
process of giving the debt is satisfied; it is redeemed, as one phrase 
is. Why? Because the giving party is expected to have taken into 
-consideration, when he is making this bounty to his legatee, the state 
of their business relations before. As I say, it is not a technical con- 
struction; it is put upon broad principles of common sense,—the sup- 
posed intention of the testator. 

Now, here was this slumbering claim, if it may be called a claim at 
all, beginning with the State of Ohio more than seventy-five years 
ago, and coming down one by one through these States. During all 
this time, down to the year 1858, when Iowa brought this claim, so 
far as she was concerned, under the act of 1847, to the attention of the 
Government of the United States, nobody had ever suspected that 
such a claim existed. Ohio had presented her suggestions about 
charges upon this fund; she had had them answered adversely to her 
and she had acquiesced. During all this time of the sleeping of 
these claims, these various States, one by one, in ter or less de- 

c. had been appealing to Congress, (and I use the word “ appeal- 
ing” in its fullest sense,) through their Senators and Representatives 
for grants of lands which they thought, rightly or wrongly, would 
be a benefit to their States, and Congress ted them, granted 
them in immense quantities. Iam not complaining of it; I do not 
know but that I should have voted for every one. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, (at five o’clock and ten minutes p. m.) Will the 
Senator from Vermont give way for a motion to adjourn 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, I think not. The Senate has refused to 
adjourn, Iam sorry to stand in the way of the will of the Senator; 
I am sorry to disoblige anybody; bat the Senate thought that it 
ought to go on. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I think the Senate has changed its mind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. the Senate never changes its mind! 

Mr. BURNSIDE, I have known it to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Congress has ganid lands in some of the cases 
on the special application of the State of Iowa, for instance, whose 
resolutions I hold in my hand, stating not merely that the general ben- 
efit of the people of the United States would be advan by giving 
her further grants of land, but that the people of particular sections 
of her own State had not got as much benefit out of the previous 
grants as they ought to have gotten, and therefore instructing her 
Senators and Representatives to go for more. There is the book. [Ex- 
hibiting.] The United States, not thinking of what was likely to 
tappen in this year of our Lord, proceeded to respond in a cheerful 
spirit, and here I have a smali colored map, an official one, [exhibit- 
ing, ] which represents the proportion of the area of the States of Iowa 
anidof Minnesota—they lie both together there that is covered by land 
grants to those States and to corporations of them. The white part 
here [indicating] is lands that have not been granted by the United 
States, and these colored parts [indicating] cover the area that has 
been granted. It would take a microscope to find any spot on this 
map in the State of lowa that is not covered by a land grant of Con- 
gress to that State or toa corporationin it. If the theory of this bill 
is true, every inch, roundly oh pee: of land in that State accordin 
to this map, is to be computed at a dollar and a quarter an acre, an 
we are to pay 5 per cent. on that. Iought not to say we.“ Itis 
not a personal matter with me. The people of Vermont are poor and 
frugal and their share of the taxes is very small. I am almost as 


impartial about this as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] was 
about another question the other day. 5 

We are to turn around, therefore, just as the Senator from Kansas 
argues (and his argument is logisally correct) and as the printed re- 
port here states and say that the principle on which me are to com- 
pute bounty lands applies to all grants, and it applies in a very strong 
way too to all the railroad grants, because in almost every one of 
them there is a consideration that the mails of the United States are 
to be carried for a fixed price and that public munitions of war are 
to be carried free—a valuable money consideration. When Iowa was 
appealing for this to Congress for the benefit of her citizens, as the 
resolutions of her Legislature stated, she did not remember to tell 
us that she had a claim laying back that would call upon us to pay 
upon all the lands we iven to her in that way 5 per cent. into 
her treasury by and by; and I do not think it fair, putting it on the 
ground of generosity, on the ground of fair dealing. I think be- 
tween man and man, if it had occurred between my honorable friend, 
the ex-governor, and myself, and I had been the proprietor of all 
these lands, as the people of the United States were, and he had come 
to me and said, “I want some grants for railroads in my State; the 
people in a particular corner have not got the benefit that the other 
fellows have by building these roads; I want you to give me more“ 
I think he would have told me then and there, “ But you must bear 
in mind, my friend, that after you have piren me these lands, I still 
have a claim upon you for 5 per cent. of their value at a dollar and 
a quarter an acre, because they are in legal effect sold under the orig- 
inal compact of admission ; you have parted with them for a consid- 
eration, because I engage when I take them that I will carry the mails 
at a fixed price, and that I will carry the munitions of war and the 
troops for nothing at all.” 

Mr. President, it ap to me this does not appeal to anybody’s 
sense of generosity. If it stands upon the law, then the State of Iowa 
is entitled to the benefit of the law unquestionably, although it would 
have been rather more frank in her representatives when they were 
getting these grants to have stated publicly,so that everybody would 

ave understood it, “ We take these grants, but you must not forget 

that under the original compact of admission we are to still have 5 

pe cent. out of the Treasury upon them just the same as if they had 
en sold for cash.” 

I beg my friend from Iowa to believe that I am not speaking of 
Iowa in any personal sense. I am only speaking of it to illustrate 
the theory that applies to all theseStates. [am not complaining of the 
conduct of her representatives in urging this matter upon our con- 
sideration now ; it is perhaps their duty. I am ap ing to their 
judgment when all sides of the question are presented, whether as the 
representatives of the whole peeks as they are under the Constitu- 
tion, and not of Iowa alone, they can say that the law warrants this, 
or that any principle of justice requires us to do it. 

The Senator from Indiana stated the other day that it was true 
Indiana had got sundry benefits of canal grants, &c., during this 
time, as she had, but that she had spent a t deal more on these 
paoia objects than she had ever got. What if she had? Let us see 

ow that was. The State of Indiana I believe had a grant of four 
or five million acres for the Wabash and Erie Canal. 

Mr. McDONALD. No, sir; the entire grant to the State of Indiana 
was a little over two million acres altogether. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We will call it two million acres then. I am 

tting such a western way of speaking that I am rather exuberant 
in my statement possibly. It was a little over two million acres of 
public land, then, in the garden of the West. I supposes there is no 
State like the State of Indiana for the beauty and the fertility of its 
soil, and, I will add, for the absence of swamps, because I see that 
only a million or two more of acres have been given to her as swamp 
lands, and therefore I conclude that it is a very salubrious and not a 
swampy district, while in Iowa, which is the e country in 
the world ever heard of, there are only a million and a half acres, I 
think, of swamp lands, though I think I heard somebody say the other 
day that there was not a tract of a hundred acres of Iowa in any one 
place not amenable to the plow to-day; but that is neither here nor 
there except as it comes to the question of 5 per cent. on the swamp 
lands, which we shall consider by and by. 

The State of Indiana took these two million acres or over, which 
is a very convenient way of putting it,of public lands that was to 
build the Wabash and Erie Canal. The United States gave it for the 
special purpose, and with a provision, if I am not mistaken, which 
made that canal a public free highway for the benefit of all the peo- 
ple of the United States. What did the State of Indiana do? l am 
told, and that is the way her laws read, for I have looked at them, 
that the State of Indiana proceeded to issue bonds to build that canal, 
and when the bonds became due, not feeling it altogether convenient 
to pay them, she issued a new bond for half, (I believe it was scaled 
down one-half) and turned over the canalto pay thenew bond. Was 
not that about the short of it? 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That was about the short of it. The consequence 
has been that the canal has been built, which is not a free canal to 
all the citizens of the United States just now—— 

Mr. THURMAN. There is no canal at all. 

a es Nini Which is just the same, as the children say, as no 
canal at all. 
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votes of the Senator from Vermont are controlled solely by the ques- 
tion whether or not his State has a share in any money to be appro- 
priated by Congress, and he will vote against a measure if ue hes 
not, I have formed a very mistaken judgment heretofore of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. I hope Senators of the United States are gov- 
erned by higher considerations than those in their action here, and I 
shall continue to hope so, and shall look upon these offensive allu- 
sions by that Senator as something that occurred in the heat of 
debate, that were thrown in perhaps as a kind of make-weight to 
defeat a measure that he thinks ought to be defeated. 

I will now submit a few brief remarks upon the merits of the bill. 
The Senator has again dwelt upon the lapse of time. He has said 
that Iowa has been derelict; that forty years perhaps have elapsed 
since some of the States should have A is their claim. It struck me 
when the Senator was arguing that way that he might be putting in 
a careat against a possible contingency in the future in regard tosome 
of the older States. How long ago was it that some thirty-eight or 
forty millions of dollars of surplus revenue were distributed among 
the older States? It was about 1838, was it not!? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In 1836. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. It struck me that possibly the Senator from 
Vermont was fearing that there might be a movement made here to 
recall that money. It is to be paid back when called for by the Gen- 
eral Government. Perhaps he was placing himself upon ground 
where he could say that bya failure within a reasonable time on the 
pet of the General Government to make the call the Government 

ost the right to have the money returned. I do not know whether 

that is what the Senator meant or not; but if the State of Iowa, 
having laid by for two years before the war, and then during the 
war, has lost her right to make this claim, if she has a good one, it 
strikes me that possibly the Government of the United States may 
be in danger of having the statute of limitations by reason of lapse 
of time pleaded against her if now she should seek to reclaim the 
thirty-eight or forty million dollars distributed among the older 
States, and to which the Senator from Vermont has not once alluded 
during this entire discussion. 

The Senater insists upon it as a naked legal proposition that the 
case of none of these States has any leg to stand upon. He says that 
before the time when Iowa wasadmitted into the Union, for instance, 
the Government had issued bounty land warrants and had sold her 
lands for money, and that because she had sold her lands for money 
and had also issued bounty land warrants, therefore Iowa ought to 
have known that the Government intended in the fature to dispose 
of her lands in the same way, and if the Government did so dis 
of them in the same way we should have no claim upon the sections 
she disposed of for bounty land warrants. Let me suppose a case. 
I will suppose, for the sake of the argument, that I have ten thou- 
sand acres of unsold land; I wish I had. I will suppose that I have 
had much more than that, part of which I have sold and part of 
which I have given away, but I have ten thousand acres remaining. 
By an agreement with the Senator from Vermont I make 2 compact 
with him (Attorney-General Wirt called this a compact, I believe) 
that I will pay him a certain percentage upon the proceeds of the 
sale of the ten thousand acres that I have left. The Senator’s argu- 
ment is that because before I made that bargain with him I had been 
giving away land, I can continue to do so, although I have made a 

argain with him that for what I sell of that land I will pay him a 
certain percentage upon the sale. It seems to me the Senator wonld 
complain of that. It seems to me that he would say to me, “ You 
have a perfect right to sell that land, you have a right to fix the price 
of it, and you have the right to give it away if you please; yet you 
have given me an interest in that land by the agreement you have 
made with me, and whether you sell it for money at one price or 
another price, or whether you give it away to serve your own purposes 
in 1 way, my interest iu it cannot be deſeated without my con- 
sent. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose a farmer had made a compact with a child in 
regard to the sale of the vegetables on the farm to give him a certain 
share of the vegetables sold from the farm, and the farmer would 
claim that all the vegetables had been sold to support the family, 
would he be obli to give his son a share of the proceeds ? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. No; butif the farmer, after providing for his 
family and selling a portion of the vegetables, should give away, to 
suit his own purposes, another portion which was neither used in the 
family nor sold, I think the son would have a right to ask compen- 
sation. 

Mr. HOAR. 5 80 he gave it to that very son? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I am not arguing that part of the question now; 
Iwill come to it. That brings me directly to a matter that has made 
a figure in this discussion the subject of equality although the Sen- 
3 — on Vermont himself expressly said it had nothing to do with it 
whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I said it had not anything to do with the con- 
struction of the statute. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Exactly so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the subject of equality had been pressed in 
debate by the Senator from Indiana who said it was not a fair thing 


Mr. 5 I mean the Indiana part of it. We still keep it 
up in Ohio. 

r. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes, there would not be any means for office- 
holders to come to Washington if you did not. [Langhter.] That 
is the great grief that the State of Indiana has suffered from, this 

ublic generosity, which my honorable friend from Indiana was so 
ppy about the other day. I do not speak of this as complaining of 
the State of Indiana; I only speak of it as the story went, I believe 
in Jerusalem Delivered (if lam wrong my friend from Ohio will cor- 
rect me,) when the bold Rinaldo got lost one day in the woods, as 
they say out West, and his friends to get him back went and held up 
to him a mirror simply, and said nothing, so that he could see him- 
self as others saw him, and that led him to go back and join the 
army that he had abandoned before. Now I am only trying to hold 
up to the eyes of my friend from Indiana a mirror so that he can see 
exactly the attitude that his State stands in about this business, and 
about what sort of a ground it is upon which she claims that there 
is anything due from the United States in respect of making her even 
or anybody else in this country in regard to these lands. 

If we come to the State of Ilinois, that is so well represented on 

this floor, I notice that there have been land grants to that State. 
DAVIS, of Illinois. Never but one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Never but one, and for the reason, as they 
say in the West, that that scooped the board. I suppose that phrase 
is familiar to my honorable friend. The Illinois Central Railroad 
took what land t was in the State of Illinois that had not already 
been located by private purchasers; and I am told (undoubtedly the 
Senator from Illinois can state how it is) that a very handsome part 
of the revenues of that State, that are relieving its people from the 
taxation that the rest of the States have to bear to carry on their 

vernments, is derived from the profits of the sales of the lands of 
the United States that were devoted to that enterprise. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The State was wise enough for that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, og State was wise enough to ps 22 

ing on a large part of its operations in perpetuity out of the 
eats that the State of Virginia gave to the United States for the 
common benefit of al] its people, and for no other purpose whatever. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. e franchise was worth something. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes the franchise to have public lands is worth 
a good deal. That accounts for this bill. 

DAVIS, of Ilinois. The franchise to build the road. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, yes; franchises are valuable things. Next 
to 8 they are the most valuable Thing in the worl 
t, Mr. President, and I might go over the whole of it State by 
State, is the way this thing stands. It stands just here; and I do not 
want to weary the Senate now; day after to-morrow I may think of 
something else to say. When this thing began, I repeat, because 
gentlemen now say they stand upon the law, there was to the knowl- 
edge of the State of Ohio, the first of these States, a distinct system 
of bounty lands separate from the system of the sales of lands; and 
they ade the contract, by which they confined themselves to the net 
proceeds of the sales, knowing at that time that the lands were be- 
ing disposed of in another way and for other objects that did not 
produce net proceeds: and knowing that the sovereign dominion of 
the United States over all the lands, as William Wirt stated when 
the question was raised a few years afterward, was never intended to 
be given up in any sense or for any 3 and that it was within 
the lawful competence of the United States never to sell another acre; 
the State would have no right to complain, because all the States 
were the trustees of these lands for all the people, and their dispo- 
sition of them for the common good so long as they did not bring 
mopo into the Treasury to be spent for these public purposes was 2 
lawful and just disposition within their competency. But now in view 
of other great wars, with great generosity, the United States has ex- 
tended the system of bounty to its soldiers and has extended its grants 
of homesteads, and swamp lands and railway ts for all these 
ur „the temptation is so great that it would be very convenient 
to these States to relieve their people from taxation for ten years to 
come by taxing all the people of the United States to raise money by 
bonds or otherwise to put into their treasuries. I am not for it. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Mr. President, I had not pro to take any 
further part in this discussion, and I am very much disposed now to 
apologize to the Senate for doing so; but some things have escaped 
from the Senator from Vermont that I cannot feel justified in allow- 
ing to pass unnoticed. He has alluded to this bill and the action of 
the Senators from the States named in the bill, in two lights. 

First, in his opening remarks the Senator spoke of the application 
now made as being in the nature of asking an alms, a gratuity. I 
do not give his words but his idea. I replied to that some days ago. 
We ask no alms of Vermont or any other State. We ask no gratuity. 
We ask what we believe to be justice and law; not that justice or 
law that sticks in the bark, but that broad justice which operates 
between one square man and another square man. 

The Senator has also spoken of this in another light, as a kind of 

b, and he spoke of the States that had shares in vet ea Does 

wish to be understood that his opposition to this bill is becanse 
Vermont has no share in the grant, no part in the pool? If he does 
not mean that, what does he mean, I should be glad to know, by 

ing in the way he has done in regard to this matter? 
I have no reply to make to that statement other than this: if the 
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that these States had been deprived of the whole of the benefits that 
they expected to receive. Tho answer “You have received a 
thousand times the benefit that you e to get, even if we take 
your construction of the law, if we had kept these lands.” 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. The Senator from Vermont dealt with me a 
little curtly while he was speaking. I do not LS oe to deal so with 
him, although his mode of dealing with me would perhaps lead me 
to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg my friend’s pardon for interrupting him; 
I will take my turn afterward. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Let us look at that point. The Senator says 
that Iowa, for instance, received lands for various purposes, for rail- 
road pu She did, I said the other day that we had no claim 
to that money? Why? Because the remainder of the lands not 
granted had been sold for the full price that all the lands would have 
brought if the grant had not been made. The reserved lands were 
doubled in price immediately upon the grant being made, and on the 
proceeds of the sales of the reserved lands we received the 5 per cent. 
to which we were entitled. ain, when grants were made to us for 
particular purposes, for educational and other purpose, Iowa received 
the 5 per cent. We never had any interest in these lands beyond the 
-one-twentieth of them, 5 per cent., and when the Government gave 
to us the whole twenty-twentieths, it seemed to me we had received 
all we were entitled to, and therefore we are not fairly entitled to it 


ain. 

Tie, LOGAN. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to make a sug- 
gestion right there in reference to the illustration made by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar?] I ask whether the Govern- 
ment of the United States can require the States to comply with 
their agreement under the contract or law authorizing them to come 
into the Union and at the same time decline to carry out its contract 
with reference to these lands? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. It is always one of the attributes of sovereignty 
that it can decline to do what it ought to do, and there is no way of 
compelling it to do other than by appealing to its sense of justice or 
to its sense of fear. We do not propose to appeal to its sense of fear, 
but we do propose to appeal to its sense of justice. 

Now, let us go back a little while to the railroad grants. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont has said a good deal about the generosity of the 
General Government to the State of Iowa, for instance in making 
the railroad land grants. Let me illustrate my idea abont those 
grants. In an early day in Iowa, not very longago—twenty or twenty- 
jive years ago—we had what we have not now, not, at least, to the 
extent we had then, persons engaged in speculating in lands. One 
mode of speculation was for a n to buy up a section of land near 
what he hoped would be the place where the county seat of a county 
would be located. He would get a beautiful little map made of it, 
and upon that map he would lay out a handsome square in the center 
of the proposed town for a court-house if the county seat should be 
Jocated there, or for a park, and he would lay off in different parts of 
the town two, three, four, six, or eight lots for school-house lots. 
Then he would mark off upon the plat alot for each Christian de- 
nomination excepting Ingersoll’s, I believe; and he would also grant 
u lot for a jail, perhaps one for a blacksmith's shop, and one fora 
shoemaker’s shop, to be given away. What was his purpose? His 
purpose was to bring settlers first and then purchasers for his lots; 
and suecessful experiments of that kind have been made and towns 
have been built up in that way, and the man who entered into the 
speculation made a successful investment. If the Senator from Ver- 
mont were here, as he is not, I would ask him when he heard a man 
who had made an enterprise of this kind boasting afterward of how 
successful it had been, whether or not he wonld agree with the man 
that he had made a successful enterprise. He would say doubtless 
that he had and would commend his judgment and sound sense in 
being liberal, as he was, in laying off these lots in the town for pub- 
lic purposes. If, after commending him for his enterprise, the man 
should come to him and claim a great deal of credit for his generosity, 
See how public spirited I was in donating a lot here for a park or 
a court-house; see how public spirited I was in donating a lot for a 
school-house in each corner of the town, in donating a lot for each 
church, and in donating a lot for a jail, for a blacksmith's shop and 
for a shoemaker’s shop,” I do not think the Senator from Vermont 
would agree that the man had been very generous. He was consult- 
‘ing his own interest in doing what he did and nothing else than 
that, and he served his own interests precisely in doing it. 

So in the case of the relations of these lands to the State of Iowa 
I speak of that State only—the Government has not lost a cent by it. 
She got for the lands she reserved dollar for dollar, every dollar she 
would have had if she had not offered any of them as donations for 
railroads, and she got the proceeds into her Treasury much sooner than 
she would have done if she had not given land in that way. By giv- 
ing it States have been built up that we all have reason to be proud 
of. Now, when dollar for dollar of the money was gotten into the 
Treasury for the land, when it was got there sooner than it would 
have been if the grant had not been made, when the enterprise has 
turned out entirely successful in this case as in the other in the build- 
ing up of that which is to a large extent the strength and wealth of 
this nation, it seems to me rather ill 338 to talk about a matter of 
generosity. Nominally the State of Iowa got these lands. She did 
been made all ready 


not get an acre of them until a corporation 


to receive the lands when granted. If Iam not sadly mistaken it was 
not through the solicitation of the State of Iowa, but through the 
operations of the men composing these corporations that the grants 
were made to the State, and they passed through the hands of the State 
inte the hands of the corporation, and the corporators do not live in 
Iowa. The pori of the State of Iowa have given of their mone 
over $10,000,000 as a gift. Ido not say that it was not done throug! 
the application of lowa; Iowa sought to have it done; but the mov- 
ing power that had it done did not come from Iowa, or else I am sadly 
mistaken. 

Mr. LOGAN. From Vermont? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Ido not know where it came from, nor do I 
care. The lands passed through the State of Iowa to this corpora- 
tion, and with them passed millions of our moneys donated by our- 
selves to support the corporation. The ordinary mode of 5 a 
railroad in Iowa when I went there was to require the localities 
through which it went to grade, bridge, and to tie the road. That 
was the rule. Either in bonds, orin subscriptions of stock, or by tax- 
ation, we had to raise enough money to ə and bridge and tie the 
road ; and when that had been donethe chise, the grading, bridg- 
ing, tieing, railroad lands and all were mortgaged to somebody who 
furnished the money to put the rails and the rolling stock on; and 
after that came the freezing out process by which everything but the 
lien vanished. Therefore Í do not deem that in making these rail- 
road grants to the Northwestern States the United States was merely 
generous to them; it was engaged in what I believe to be the best- 
paying enterprise this Government has entered upon. It has paid this 
nation better than any other land enterprise at least that it has under- 
taken since we have had a government. Will the Senator from Ver- 
mont be kind enough to pass me that map? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. [The map was handed. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I should be glad to know—I cannot know, I 
only gness—as to the impression left in the minds of Senators by the 
remark of the Senator from Vermont with reference to the amount 
of lands covered by the land ts to the State of Iowa. He exhib- 
ited a map here, from which Í understood him to say that the State 
of Towa, except a very narrow margin upon its southern border and 
a Very narrow margin upon its northern border, amounting perhaps 
to one-twentieth of the whole, was covered by land grants. That 
would convey to the mind of a person not familiar with the facts the 
idea that lands all over the State of Iowa within those limits went 
for these purposes. What was the fact about it? The land warrants 
that were used so extensively in Iowa to locate lands were author- 
ized in 1847 and issued immediately afterward. The land grant was 
made in 1856. The warrants had been in circulation from 1847 down 
to 1856. I remember perfectly well in 1853, when I first went to the 
State of Iowa, there was a land office in the town where I lived, and 
cues, I believe they called them—such as are formed abont the bal- 
lot-box, or where the 4 per cent. certificates were sold last year—were 
formed. Men stood all night on the stairs leading to the land office, 
to be there first in the morning, their pockets crowded with these 
warrants, and when daylight came those who had not pluck enough 
to stand there during the night in order to get in first, formed a line 
one after another, as is sometimes done at the post-office at Lead- 
ville and other places out there, in strings of fifteen, twenty, forty, 
or fifty men, each taking his tarn to get into the land office and get 
his piece of land. That was the case at Iowa City, at Des Moines, at 
Council Bluffs, at Fairfield, at Osage, at Fort Dodge, at Sioux City, 
and perhaps elsewhere in our State for years. For years the lands 
were entered up by means of these warrants, until, at the time when 
the railroad grants were made, although they extended upon paper 
from the Mississippi River to the Missouri River, they extended over 
a great deal of country in which there was no land to be had to give, 
because it all belonged to private individuals. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then you got the indemnity land. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Of course we have got the indemnity for that, 
and we do not ask it over again; but I was endeavoring to show to 
the Senate how wrongly a right-minded man, like the Senator from 
Vermont is, can impress upon the Senate for the fact that which is 
not the fact when he does not understand the matter which he is 
talking about. I think in 1857 the land office in Iowa City went out 
of existence because there were no more lands to enter there, either 
east or west or north or south of it. In the western part of the State 
of Iowa these land grants did cover a considerable quantity of land, 
but in the eastern portion very little, and in the central portion of 
it but a small proportion of the lands. As the Senator from Ver- 
mont said, this has nothing to do with the question before the Sen- 
ate; it is only dragged in here as a make- weight; it is brought in to 
prejudice the case and not to elucidate it. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that I care to say anything more on 
this subject. I should not have said a word ay, had it not been 
that I thought the Senator from Vermont in speaking of this matter 
had spoken in terms that required something to be said, and for that 
reason only I have said what I have said. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am sorry to detain the Senate 
for a single moment, but se honorable friend from Iowa, whom I so 
much respect, has evidently misunderstood me as seeming, as he 
thinks, to evince some hostility to the State of Iowa or to any other 
State. That is an entire mistake. But when these States ask to be 
measured in the scale they must not object if the proper weights are 
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put in on the other side, because that is fair play as it appears to me; 
and all that I said in respect of the grants to these States was in 
answer to the argument of the Senator from Indiana and others. 
Even as to the Senator’s colleague, when I asked him if he stood on 


the law alone, I could not bring him down to that point. He relied 
entirely on the general issue. Now, on the general issue accordi 
to the illustration of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar 
that was so happ , & father with his children, as all the people are 
the children of the United States, made a bargain to give the net 
proceeds of the sales of the vegetables to one son or to any son who 
should marry ; and there were other sons and daughters who did not 
marry or other sons and daughters who went to the war or who were 
poor and miserable or for any reason needed something as the father 
thought, or as the family council thought—which would be the better 
way of stating ib which is the French law—the family council, which 
is com of all the States, thought they should have something. 
Then the net-proceeds boy comes in and says, “Here, you have given 
a part of these vegetables to my starving brother, you have given a 
of these vegetables to the children of another brother who was 

illed in the war, and there are not as many net proceeds as I thought 
there were going to be; now pay them over to me.” What sort of a 
case would that be? That is all as to that. 

Now, as to the land grants; the argument was that these States 
had not been on the whole justly treated, that they had not got on the 
whole what might have been expected from the Government of the 
United States out of their acts of admission, that is, 5 per cent, of 
the net proceeds of sales, because the sales had been so much less 
than it was expected they would be. Then the answer is, why are 
they less? As to Iowa, it is because in reponse to resolutions of your 
own Legislature, and on bills introduced by your own Senators and 
Representatives forming a part of this national family council, you 
have taken the lands for objects that you think, while they are 
for all of us, are specially good for you, and you know you turn 
around and say, “Give us the 5 per cent. besides.” I say you have 
been on the whole fairly and generously dealt with. 

Mr. President, that argument will not wash, as anybody can see, 
and that is all I meant. And far be it from me to impute to the peo- 
ple of Iowa anything dishonorable or disreputable. I know enough 
of them, although I was never in the State, not to suggest anything 
of that kind. Now, let us see how the matter stands as to Iowa for 
a single moment; I will not go into the law of the matter any more. 

I find that the State of Iowa has had 3,449,728 acres of swamp lands, 
although, as was said to me the other day by an eminent citizen of 
Iowa, and I believe it, there is not one-fiftieth part of that three and 
a half million acres that was in any just sense swamp lands at all, 
but they are aggregated in that way, turned over to this State as a 
free gift, as I look at it; and yet on the compact as it stood, as it is 
construed by the Senators from Iowa those lands ought to have been 
sold and there ought to have been 5 per cent. of the net proceeds 
paid over to the State, and the report of this committee states in 
print that the swamp lands fall within the same principle. Ishould 
think not. If the theory was that all the lands should be sold and 
net proceeds obtained from them, why did you not sell them? The 
answer is we have given them to the very State, a hundred times over 
what the 5 per cent. would be. 

Now, let us go along from the swamp lands till we come to conces- 
sions. The State of lowa has had by nt 3,941,273 acres of land 

ranted to that State and to corporations in it, but chiefly to the 

State in aid of corporations that she might herself select,—about 
four million acres of lands, and lands that the United States ed 
with, as the Senator argues, for a consideration. A consideration 
means money, and therefore if it means money there should be 5 per 
cent. upon it. And yet the State has got the lands. It is just as was 
stated in one of these resolutions here in the very year that we have 
been speaking abont. I happen to have it: 
Memorial to Congress for a grant of land in aid of the construction of the Mc- 

Gregor, St. Peters and Missouri River Railroad. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, tfally 
represent to your honorable body that energetic efforts are being e by the 
above-named company for the construction of a road commencing at McG T, 
in said State, at a point opposite the terminus of the Milwaukee and Missieat yl 
Railroad, (which is now completed across the State of Wisconsin,) and pre i 
thence west to the Missouri Liver; that the route is eminently adapted to the ad- 
vant s construction of a work of this character; that it is one of the great 
natural lines of projected railroads commencing between the East and West; 
that under the donation of lands made by Congress to said State the northern por- 
tion received no benefit therefrom, and your memorialisis— 

That is the sovereign power of the State of Iowa, its Legislature— 
believing that the construction of said road would greatly facilitate the settlement, 
and add largely to the wealth of the northern portion of said State, ask that a do- 
nation of land lying within the State may be made to aid in its construction. 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives 
be requested to use their inflnence to procure from the eral Government a do- 
nation of every alternate section, equal to three miles in width, on each side of said 


road, to be given to said com on such terms as in the opinion of the Legisla- 
ture of this State may be 5 reasonable. = 


That is merely a sample of the constant applications by the Legis- 
latures of these States; and I only take that not as invidious against 
Iowa—by no means—but, as Iowa is among the most cultivated and 
e of the people of the Northwest, as illustrating the true 

unds upon which these lands have been taken out from the com- 
mon fund that Virginia gave them to, for the beuefit, as they put it 


Legislature to objects that she desired it 


themselves, e of the people of their own States, and second- 
arily, as it phate for the benefit of all, because no State can pros- 
per upon any ground of ogos personal rights and the administration. 
of justice that does not add in a a the prosperity of the whole. 
That is where the mischief is, Mr. dent. Nobody can contend, I 
repeat, and I hope for the last time, that on the principles of law, if 
a suit been brought in the Court of Claims as it could have been 
for twenty-five years last past, there would have been a ghost of a 
chance of a recovery of a single dollar, because the law as it stands 
does not warrant it; and that is why the governor of Iowa, instructed: 
e islature to bring suit in the Court of Claims, after hearing 
grounds on which the Secretary of the Interior resisted the claim, 
abstained from bringing the suit. There is no ground, therefore, in 
point of law; or if there be, the law is ample and adequate to it. 

Then the only ground is the general one that the junior Senator 
trom Iowa—junior in point of years, I have forgotten which is the 
junior in point of service—put it upon, that the State has not got as. 
much money as it would have got if we had made no further provis- 
ions for bounty lands or railroad land grants or agricultural colleges- 
after the State came in, and had sold all our domain there although 
the land in that State was devoted on the solemn memorial of its- 
ht be devoted to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the indefinite postponement of the bill, upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on this 
subject with the Senator from Maryland, I Mr. Wurvrz.] If he were 
present, he would vote “yea” and I should vote “nay” on this mo- 
tion. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, (when his name was called.) Iam paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. HEREFORD.] If he were 
here, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when his name was called.) The Senator from 
Tennessee, [ Mr. Manni] being unwell, has left the Chamber, and I 
am paired with him on this question. If he were present, he would 
vote ‘‘yea” and I should vote “nay” on this motion. 

Mr. PENDLETON, (when his name was called.) Ihave paired with 
the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. BAILEY.] If he were here, I should 
vote “nay” and he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. SAUNDERS, (when his name was called.) While I was tem- 
porarily absent a while ago, I understand that my colleague paired 
me with the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. PLATT.] I respect that 
pair, and shall not vote. 

Mr. RANSOM, (when the name of Mr. VANCE was called.) Mycol- 
league [Mr. VANCE] is paired on this question with the Senator from 
Oregon, [Mr. Gnovkn. ] My colleague, if here, would vote ‘“‘ yea” 
and the Senator from on would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WITHERS, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLs.] The Sen- 
ator from Kansas, if present, would vote “nay” and I should vote 

yea. 

I will also announce that my colleague [Mr. Jounston] is paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina, [ Mr. hig neal My colleague 
would vote “yea” and the Senator from South Carolina would vote 
“ nay.” 

The roll-call was concladed. ; 

Mr. PLUMB, I desire to announce the pair of the Senator from 
8 LMr. Groome] with the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 

RUCE. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
Anthony, Coke, Hill of Georgia, Pryor, 
8 Davis of W. Va, Hoar, Randolph, 
Beck, Dawes, Kernan. Ransom, 
Biair, Eaton, McPherson, Rollins, 
Booth, Edmunds, Maxey, Sanlabury, 
Burnside. Farley, Morgan, Wallac, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Plumb, Williams. 
NAYS—21. 
Allison. Ferry, Me Donald. Voorhees, 
Baldwin, Jonas, Paddock, Walker, 
Jones of Florida, Sharon, Windom. 
Cameron of Wis., Kirkwood, Teller, 
I, Lamar, ‘Thurman, 
Davis of Illinois, Logan, Vest, 
ABSENT—2. 
Bailey, Gordon, Ingalls, Platt. 
Blaine, Groome, Johnston. Saunders, 
Bruce, Grover, Jones of Nevada, Slater, 
Batler, lin, elong, Vance, 
8 Harris, > lan, Whyte, 
Conkling, Hereford, Morrill, Withers. 
Garland, Hill of Colorado, Pendleton, 
So the motion to indefinitely me the bill was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. I give notice of a motion to reconsider. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President—— 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iho 


the Senator from New Jersey will wait a 
moment. The Senator 


m Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 8 igs of a 
now. I want 


motion to reconsider. I move to reconsider this v 
to make an end of this business. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
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to reconsider the vote by which this bill was indefinitely postponed. 
Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Several SENATORS. Not to night. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. One moment. I gave way to the Senator from 
Vermont. I did not give up the floor. I gave way to the Senator 
from Vermont to make a 3 and pending that statement the 
Senator from Colorado makes a motion to adjourn. Before the motion 
for adjournment is put, I want simply to give notice that upon the 
completion of this bill as by previous understanding, that is after 
the morning hour of the next business day has expired, I shall bring 
up the caseof General Porter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can finish this in a minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senate will not adjourn until we finish 
this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EATON called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. G D, (when his name was called.) Iam paired, as be- 
fore stated, with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WHYTE,] or I 
should vote “ yea” on this motion. 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when his name was called.) I am paired on all 

uestions affecting this bill with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Aires. I sup this question is indirectly involved in it. 

Mr. HERS, (when his name was called.) I am paired, as I 
announced previously, with the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS. ] 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. SAUNDERS] is paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. PLATT.) 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
Allison, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, Vest, 
Cameron of Wis., Kirkwood, Pinmb, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, mar, som, Walker, 
Coke, i S W. 
Davis of IIlinois, Me. d, Teller, 
Jonas, dock, Thurman, 
NAYS—25. 
Bayard, Dawes, Hoar, Rollins, 
Beck, ton, Kernan, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Edmunds, McPherson, Wallace, 
Booth, Farley, Maxey, Williams. 
Burnside, erry, Morgan, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Pryor, 
Davis of W. Va., Hill of Georgia, Randolph, 
ABSENT—29. 
Anthony, Conkling, Hill of Colorado, Saunders, 
ley Garland, Ingalls, Slater, 
Baldwin, Gordon, Johnston, ance, 

0, Groome, Jones of Nevada, Whyte, 
Bruce, Grover, Kellogg, Withers 
Butler, Hamlin, McMillan, 

Call, Harris, Morrill, 
Carpenter, Hereford, Platt, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not propose, at this late hour 
of the day, to discuss this bill. I simply desire to call the attention 
of the anete to the manner in which it has been discussed by its op- 

onents, 
5 Since I have been in the Senate, which of course is but a short time, 
I have seen no bill presented to the Senate and have heard no dis- 
cussion upon any public measure that seemed to me to be so offensive 
in manner as the discussion of this bill. Offensive I think I may say 
without violating any rules of decorum or debate, because in every 
speech that has made, as I recollect—or nearly every speech, 
(there may be some honorable exceptions)—Senators who were sup- 
sed to favor this bill, if they have not been directly charged with 
avoring it because of the pecuniary interest of their States, have 
been at least subjected to that implication. Notably has that been 
the case in the speech of the Senator from Vermont, and notably has 
it been so in every speech of any considerable len that has been 
made on this subject. It struck me, as one somewhat unacquainted 
with debate in this Chamber, as an extremely remarkable thing that 
Senators here who come to yote upon a question that all admit in- 
volves a construction of doubtful statutes, cannot vote upon it as the: 
would upon any other bill withont having their motives im 8 8 

It is said that it takes from the Treasury of the United Btates a 
large amount of money, $4,000,000 says one Senator; another Senator 
on the opposite side, holding that the bill oht not to pass, says 
$10,000,000. Mr. President is that any reason why the-bill should not 
pass if it is an honest bill? If the States that are named in this bill 
are entitled to the money by virtue of the statutes under which the; 
were admitted, is it any reason why we should vote against the bill 
that it covers a large amount of money or a small amount of money? 
Is justice to be measured out in the United States Senate by the 
amount, by theconsideration? I say the discussion of it is offensive 
when it imputes to Senators motives of this kind. It is offensive, in 


my judgment, when it is put upon the ground that it ought not to 


pass because the amount is It is offensive in other views. 

It so happens that the great majority of the States mentioned in 
this bill are States that are termed Western 8 and we have- 
heard allusions this afternoon in debate here calculated to speak with 
disrespect of the western section. I need not refer to them. We have 
heard one Senator say he had fallen into the western way of express- 
ing things, as if it was an untruthful way the western people had. 

ow, Mr. President, I come to vote for this bill. I voted against 
its postponement; I intended to vote for its p: though the State 
of Colorado, that I in part represent on this floor, is interested with 
the State of Vermont in defeating this bill, when our pecuni in- 
terests are against this bill and not for it, when no man can re 
under a fair construction of the bill that the State of Colorado would 
get under the bill more than $700 or $800, a contemptible sum to the 
Senators from that State individually, contemptible to the le of 
that State who deal in somewhat larger numbers and wi resin 
amounts, 

I must say that I was a little restive under this repeated declara- 
tion of Senators that we were instigated and moved to vote on this 
bill by pecuniary interests, and I did think it was fair and right that 
I should have an opportunity at some time in the course of the debate 
at least to say that the Senators from Colorado were voting upon 
principle, and not . considerations. 

I thought that we had discussed this bill fairly up to this point. 
I believe there were some other considerations that might have been 
presented, which if the time would allow I would present; but I do 
not pre to doit. It is evidently the opinion of the Senate that 
this bil ought not to pass. Iam eee to bow to the will of the 
Senate, and I am not one who will say that the Senators who voted 
against this bill are disposed to vote against it because they want to 
save money that rightfully belongs to us. I will admit, and I will 
never be heard to say otherwise, that they believe that honestly it 
does not belong to these States, and that they have voted honestly, 
as I claim that I have voted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I will not take a minute. I want 
to 1 the finery my ade g 5 mee a a 
respect him very much, in re; to anythin, ave said, an 
I can speak for all other Senators who hee opposed this bill, of any 
imputation upon the motives of asingle Senator. There has been 
nothing intentionally offensive, and I am sure nothing has been said 
that anybody ns G somebody who supposed that his motives might 
be suspected would regard as offensive. 

I have read from the letter of the governor of Iowa, that called to.. 
the attention of a Secretary of the Interior the fact that his State. 
was interested the same as Iowa was, as a rey bee was not to be - 
forgotten in considering the question, not to forgotten in the 
sense of implying impartiality; that is all; and I have tried to say, 
and I repeat that I have no doubt every Senator who votes for this 
bill votes for it on grounds that are entirely beyond any gain that 
his State is supposed to make by it. That is all I wish to say, sir. 

Mr. McDONALD. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The question being put, a division was called for. 

Mr. EATON. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

A division being had, there were—22 ayes and 19 noes. 

Mr. EATON and Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON, (when his name was called.) The Senator from 
Rhode Island, [ Mr. geile pied Aag to be absent for a little While, 
I am paired with him, and so J refrain from voting on this question 
unless it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when his name was called.) Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. HARRIS.) 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with.. 
the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Laman, ] with the right reserved to 
vote if it is necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bararp.] If he were present, I should 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. WITHERS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.} If I were not paired, Ishould 
vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to state that the Senator from Arkansas 
par GARLAND] is paired on this question with the Senator from 

aryland, [Mr. WHYTE.) 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr, SAUNDERS] is paired with the 
8 from Connecticut, [Mr.PLatr.] My colleague, if here, would 
vote “yea, 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Baldwin, Jones of Florida, Plumb, ‘est, 
Cameron of Wis., Kirkwood, Ransom, ‘Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Logan, Sharon, Walker, 
Davis of Illinois, McDonald, Teller, 
Jonas, Paddock, Thurman, 
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Beck, Eaton, Hoar, Randolph, 
Blair, Edmunds, K Rollina, 
Booth, Farley, McPherson, Williams. 
Cameron of Pa., Ferry. Maxey, 
Davis of W. Va, Hampton. Morgan, 
Dawes, Hill of Georgia, r. 

ABSENT- 35 
Allison, Carpenter, Hereford, Pendleton, 
Anthony, ke, Hill of Colorado, 3 
Bailey, Conkling, In jury, 
Bayard, Garland, Johnston, Saunders, 
Blaine, rdon, Jones of Nevada, Slater, 
Bruce, Groome, Kellogg, Vance, 
Burnside, Grover, ar, Whyte, 
Butler, amlin, MoMillan, Windom, 

r Withers. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I went to the Clerk’s desk a moment 
ago and examined the vote on the question of indefinite postpone- 
ment, and I must say that there is a condition of things represented 
by that vote in the Senate to-night which has never appeared on the 
‘Calendar of the Senate before. It was argued the other day by two 
Senators, highly honorable gentlemen from the State of Alabama, 
that their State would not receive by the passage of this bill more 
than would be paid by it in taxation. The honorable Senator from 
‘Vermont but a few days ago indicated the samo thing to the Senate. 
Strange to say, it has been followed out strictly by the votes as an- 
nounced here in the Senate to-night. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken as to anything I have 
said about it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam not mistaken, sir. The Senator from Vermont 
appealed to men in the Senate Chamber that their States would be 
taxed to pay a part of this appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So will all the States. I did not speak of any 
particular State. Every State is taxed. 

Mr. LOGAN. I say that the appeal which was made here in refer- 
ence to this question is of a different character from what is usual in 
the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So far as the Senator refers to me, I should be 
glad to have him read any part of my remarks that he bases that 
statement upon; and they have not been doctored, the Senator may 
‘be sure. 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir; not at all. I do not say they have been. 
The Senator will not deny that he stated in his argument that the 
States would be taxed for the payment of this appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course I say that all States must be taxed to 
pay it. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr. LOGAN. Isay here to-night that that was an unfair argument 
before the Senate of the United States. It was appealing to the con- 
stituencies of certain Senators to arouse their prejudices against their 
being taxed for that which would be just to the other States, and not 
a vote has been recorded for this bill or against its indefinite post- 

onement except by Senators from the States that are to receive 
benenta with one or two exceptions, showing that gentlemen from 
States not receiving benelits under this bill voted because they be- 
lieved their constituency would be taxed for the purpose of paying 
‘this appropriation. 

The whole argument that has been made here on the floor of the 
Senate has been for the purpose of prejudicing the minds of Senators 
against the claim of these States, appealing to them, as I have said, 
by the Senator from Vermont and the Senators from Alabama, from 
the fact that they were not to get a part of the grab, as the Senator 
from Vermont denounced it on one or two occasions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not any. You cannot find that word on any 
occasion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I stated to the Senate that as a matter of fact un- 
-der this bill Alabama would receive less than the amount she would 
have to pay. Ireferred to that to show that I was not interested, 
but was an impartial judge in the premises. I endeavored to put my- 
-self in that attitude before the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not say that the Senator took any other posi- 
tion; but he did take exactly the position that his State would not 
receive more than she. would pay out, and therefore he would con- 
-sider the question as to whether he would support this bill or not, I 
said that that character of argument went upon the precise basis that 
if a Senator’s State did not receive a part of the benefit, he should 
vote against a bill. Sir, I announce here to-night that a proposition 
-of that kind is not in accordance with justice, is not in accordance 
with fair dealing, is not in accordance with the equality of the States, 
but is in accordance with a desire to represent a State alone, discon- 
mected from all the other States belonging to this great nationality. 
It is on the ground that only a man’s own constitnency shall be rep- 
resented according to the amount they shall receive or the amount 
they shall pay out and not in accordance with the justice or the right 
which belengs to States er individuals. I said that the other day; 
I repeat jt now ; and to my friend from Vermont I assert here with- 
out the fear of contradiction that no claim has ever come before Con- 
gress based upon anything like the justice upon which this claim has 


been based, belonging to a New England State, which has not re- 
corar the approbation of every Senator from that part of this great 
nion, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator can refer to any claim on the part 
of a New England State—and the only one that I know of was the 
Maine performance about interest— I voted for, either he or I 
must be very much mistaken, 

Mr. LOGAN, Very well, I assert to-night that whenever a Southern 
State or a New England State has asked the Senate or the Congress 
of the United States to keep the faith of this 8 it has always 
been awarded and has always been voted. In the Senate Chamber 
but a few years ago, interest amounting to $600,000 was paid to the 
State of Maine for expenditures in the revolutionary war 

Mr. McDONALD. The northeastern boundary. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, the northeastern boundary, Ibeg pardon, 
and I thank the gentleman for the correction. 

Mr. THUR I beg to correct my friend yet; that was for Mas- 
sachusetts’ computation of interest on the war debt of 1812. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iso understood it and I will state it as I understand it. 
Massachusetts had computed her interest on the war debt of 1312 at 
a certain amount, and had transferred it to a railroad company be- 
longing to the State of Maine; and under the lead of Senator Sumner, 
of 3 that claim was voted by the Senate and by the 
House of Representatives. That is the way I understand the case. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me a moment! 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly I will. 


Mr. DAWES, I think the Senator from Indiana with ater accu- 
racy than anybody else can state how much it amounted to, because 
it was paid to Indiana people. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts, inasmuch as 


he desires to state the proposition—he certainly ought to know it for 
he was a Representative from that State at the time—please state the 
facts to the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. What facts? 

Mr. LOGAN. In reference to this claim. 

Mr. DAWES. Istate the fact that Massachusetts had a claim, which 
belonged in part to the State of Massachusetts and in part to the 
State of Maine; that the State of Massachusetts gave away her inter- 
est in it to Maine, and Maine gave it'to some contractors in Indiana 
who said they would ran the risk of getting it through Congress and 
build a railroad with it. ` i 

Mr. LOGAN. What was the claim, I will ask the Senator ? 

Mr. MCDONALD. Iask the Senator what contractors he refers to ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I asked the Senator from Massachusetts what was 
the claim. Was it not for interest on the war debt of 1812? 

Mr. DAWES. Ithink it was, but I am not very certain. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill state that I think the Senator is correct. I 
did not take very great interest in it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not state that the Senator did. I only wanted 
to get at the facts. 

Mr. DAWES. The matter was taken charge of by some enterpris- 
pag baer men. 

r. LOGAN. No matter who the men were. The point is that 
Massachusetts charged interest on her war debt of 1812, and she trans- 
ferred it to certain contractors and they got the money. No State 
since the organization of this Government ever made such a claim 
before, and yet Congress voted it. So I say, too, in reference to the 
State of Alabama—— 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator say that no State eyer made such 


a claim? 

Mr. LOGAN. No State that I ever heard of. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator very well qualifies his statement in that 
manner. Nobody of course can correct him if he has never heard of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator mention some other State that had 
such a claim? 

Mr. DAWES. The State of Maryland. 

Mr. LOGAN. What did the State of Maryland do? 

Mr. DAWES. Precisely what the State of Massachnsetts following 
did. This wasin the name of the State of Massachusetts, but Massa- 
chusetts had uo more interest in it than anybody else. 

* LOGAN. We are not talking about the interest, but about 
the fact. 

Mr. DAWES. The fact that after the State of Maryland and sev- 
eral other States procured an act of Congress fixing a mode of cast- 
ing the interest on their debt, it occurred to that pasy of Massachu- 
setts formerly which is now the State of Maine, that they ought to 
have theirs calculated in the same ways and they came to the State 
of Massachusetts and Massachusetts told them they might have what 
they could get out of it, and they transferred it to some contractors 
in the West, and they, having more enterprise inand about Washing- 
ton than there ever was in the State of Massachusetts, got that 
through Congress which Massachusetts had never been able to get 


through. 
Mr. LOGAN . They got it through Congress. The Senator says the 
State of Maryland made the precedent. I fail to see that the State 


of Maryland has not voted with the State of Massachusetts against 
the claim of Illinois to-day, The State of Maryland then computed 
the interest on her war debt and got it through Congress. The State 

e Senator who then occupied the 


of Massachusetts followed, and t 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


1880. 1121 
seat which the tleman now occupies championed the bill from Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senators pardon. In the Senator’s speech 
Massachusetts. 3 it well, and it passed Congress. The | he said, appealing to these men, that their States would be taxed to 


States seldom have asked for interest on war claims. But, forsooth, 
when the Northwest comes and asks you to give us that which yon 
to do when we became a part of this Government, you say “ We 
t any part of the grab.” Oh, ee stands high to- 
day! e statesmanship of Webster and Clay and the great men who 
receded us always taught the doctrine in the Senate Chamber that 
Justice was the great 8 running through all laws and all com- 
acts and all ments, and that the Government should keep its 
ith with the States as well as with the citizens. But we have fallen 
upon degenerate times. We have fallen upon such times that the 
Senators from Massachusetts will take interest on a war debt for their 
State and deny the execution of a contract between the Government 
and my State use my State gets a small pittance and their State 
gets no division of it! J $ A 

Sir, that is the principle that guides and moves this Senate in this 
particular question 9 8 Disguise it as you will, it is the fact pa- 
tent before the couutry that oniy State save one that gets no part of 
this appropriation votes against the bill upon the principle enunciated 
by the Senator from Vermont that the States are to be taxed to pay 
an honest contract and an honest debt. And the same principle enun- 
ciated and followed by the Senators from Alabama, on which one Sen- 
ator calculates that $70,000 will be received, and perhaps not any less 
than that will be paid out in taxes. y 

Sir, let me say to that Senator, rich as he is in the great storehouse 
of legal lore which he has accumulated in his life-time, that he him- 
self upon this floor enunciates the doctrine unless I get ten cents I 
do not vote five.” 

Sir, if there is anything on the top of this earth that is small, that 
is pitiable, that is to be looked upon as less than other things, it is 
the idea that a man claiming to be a statesman will refuse justice to 
one State because his own State does not get a . Alabama, after 
receiving $120,000 on the same principle that the State of Illinois asks 
this pittance to-day, after she has received it, receipted for it, and put 

er pocket, comes forward and says, “T cannot vote for Illinois.” 
Why? “Because I have got all that I claimed, and do not get a divide 
of what you claim.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Illinois intend to say that 
I or my colleague made such a statement as that on this floor? 

Mr. LOGAN. I say that # see colleague sammed up in his speech 
the amount his State would receive in interest on these certificates, 
and stated that it was less than his State would have to pay. 

Mr. MORGAN. My colleague made-that statement? 

Mr. LOGAN. That is what he stated. 

Mr. MORGAN. And I made asimilar statement for the purpose of 
showing that we were entirely disinterested on this question, and 
therefore could afford without peas, to apply to the question our 


do not 


own conviction of the law of the land. We have a right to our con- 
viction. 
Mr. LOGAN. Of course I admit that. 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Illinois cannot sup that we 
propose to exculpate him entirely for the manner in which he charges 
roa! 7177 States when he is to pocket a large amount of money by 

is bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am, myself? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I mean your State. 

Mr. LOGAN. Oh! When I said that the Senator from Alabama 
made a statement that his State would not receive the amount it 
would pay out, I stated a fact as the RECORD shows. I am entitled 
to come to the conclusion that the Senator voted against this bill 
because his State did not receive more than his State would pay out. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have this to say to the Senator: if he is entitled 
to come to that conclusion it is because he feels that the converse argu- 
ment applies to himself. 

Mr. AN. Very well; that may be the opinion of the Senator 
from Alabama. The Senator from Alabama who has just taken his 
seat—if I quote him incorrectly I hope he will correct me—said in 
his argument that his State was not interested because it would not 
receive more than it would pay out, and therefore he was led to ex- 
amine this question in a certain light. Did he not say that? 

Mr. MORGAN. I said I examined it with entire impartiality. 

Mr. LOGAN. Did the Senator not say that because his State did 
not receive more than it would pay out he considered himself in the 
examination of this Sasser in a different light from other Senators! 
Did he not say that 

Mr. MORG. My remarks are on record. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, sir. I assert that he said that in sub- 
stance, and I replied to it in the same manner, not with any feeling; 
because I insisted that the 3 by which these gentlemen were 
governed was not the true theory which onght to govern Senators in 
reference to questions that come before this Senate. I applied the 
same rule to the Senator from Vermont when I said to that Senator, 
and I say it now, that with all his legal lore, with all his astuteness, 
with all his ability, with all his greatness, he yet fell far below the 
gis of a statesman when he ap 

vote 


Mr. LOGAN. Isa 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


x——71 


led to Senaters in this Chamber | pro 
inst this bill because their States would be taxed. 
I bave not made any such appeal. 

the Senator did make it, 

say I did not. 


pay the amount appropriated for the benefit of these States. Did not 
the Senator say that ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

Mr. LOGAN. What did the Senator say? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have just been looking over what I said the 


other 720 5 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I am ready to be corrected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is the first time I have read over my re- 
marks. I have said only, as far as I can see here—and this is the 
thing that the Senator is observing about—that the common 
of all the peop had got to be taxed to pay this money, and we ought 
to be carefal to see that it was justly due before we parted with the 
public money, of which we were only the trustees. 

And while I am up I will say that the Senator from Iowa stated 
that I had called this a grab. I have looked through what I said the 
other day, and I am unable so far to find any such term or phrase. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I think that expression was used in reference 
to the acts passed for the relief of Alabama and Mississippi. 

Mr. EDM S. I cannot find it even as to the case of Alabama 
and P pph 

a McDONALD. The expression was used, I think, by the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If anybody will say that I used it, I shall be glad 
to have him turn toit. Ihave no recollection of using such a phrase. 
Of course nobody in an extemporaneous debate can remember after- 
ward unless he reads the speeches (which I never do) exactly what 
he has said; but I have hunted throngh the report before me and I 
can find nothing of the kind applied to anybody, and I have said 
nothing on the subject of taxing States Sop the common proposi- 
tion that I am quite willing to repon that it is our business to be 
careful how we pay money out of the Treasury of all the people to 
any one. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lagree to that. It is our business to be careful how 
we pay money out of the Treasury of the people to anybody; but, 
sir, when Vermont, a great State, as I agree it is so far as its produo- 
tion of men is concerned, appeals to the State of West Virginia, for 
instance, that compliments the nation by its ability, and to other 
States that vote against this Sopp, Isay when Vermont — 
peals to these States that they shall be careful how they pay out the 
public treasure, what is meant? The meaning is “ You are to under- 
stand that your constituents are to be taxed in order to comply with 
the contract made by the Government with some of the sister States.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator, again unintentionally, I think, mis- 
represents me. I have not appealed to the Senators from West Vir- 
ginia, or Alabama, or Georgia, or any other State. I have 8 
to my honorable friend from Illinois, whom I respect and believe in, 
2 as much as I have to any other Senator in everything that I have 


Mr. LOGAN. Iam not questioning the motives of the Senator at all. 

Mr.McDONALD. Will the Senator from Illinois give way to allow 
me to move an adjournment? 

Mr. LOGAN. It makes no difference to me, 

Mr. McDONALD. I think we might as well adjourn and come back 
to-morrow morning in good humor. I move that the Senate do now 


ourn. 
r. DAWES. Ido not want to interrupt the speech of the Senator 
from Illinois; but—— 
; Mr. LOGAN. Iam not making a speech. I am only stating a few 
acts. 
Mr. DAWES. I should like to set him right at some time on a mat- 
ter that he has referred to. 
z a LOGAN. Iam ready to hear the Senator from Massachusetts 
right now. 
. DAWES. The Senator has 
Mr. McDONALD. I thought the Senator from Illinois gave way 
to my motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. LOGAN. I yield to any one. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 18, noes 18; 
no quorum voting. 
. EDMUNDS. And the motion is lost. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is lost. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the absent Senators be sent for. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the absent Senators be sent for. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. LOGAN. Had you not better let me go on with my speech? 
Mr. McDONALD. e do not know who are absent, Mr. President. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. We know that we are not absent. I move that 
the roll po called. If there is not a quorum, that is probably the 
motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will direct the roll to be 
called. It does not require a motion. 
The Secretary called the roll, and forty-five Senators answered to 
their names. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call shows forty-five Senators 
pui uorum. 
Mr. DON l. 5. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is already on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion to adjourn was lost on an equal 
division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana has re- 
peated his motion that the Senate adjourn, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The Secre proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON, (when his name was called.) Early in the evening 
I paired with the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. E,] ani 
in view of the fact that this seems to be in the nature of a division 
on the line of this bill, I shall refrain from voting on the present mo- 
tion. 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, (Mr. BayarpD.] If he were present, he would 
vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 


e [ Mr. SAUNDERS] is paired with the 
. PLaTT.] 


Mr. PADDOCK. The senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN] 
is paired on all these votes with the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 


The t was announced—yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Call, Jonas, Paddock, Thurman, 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Florida, Plumb, Vest. 
Gonka ‘kwood, Ransom Voorhees. 
Davis of Illinois, Sharon, 
Gordon, M Teller, 
NAYS—19. 
Hill of M 
Blair, Edmunds, er eee 
Booth, Farley, „ Rollins, 
Davis of W. Va, Ferry, M W. 
Dawes, Hampton, Maxey, 
ABSENT—39. 

Carpenter, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Cok i Johnston, 1 
Bailey, Con Jones of Nevada, Slater, 
Baldwin, Garland, Kellogg, Vance, 
Bayard, Groome, Lamar, Walker, 
Blaine, Grover, McMillan, ‘allace, 
Bruce, Hamlin, Morrill, Whyte, 
Burnside, Pendleton, indom, 
Butler, Hereford, — Withers. 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Colorado, olph, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate declines to 1 aac 
but there is not a quoram voting. The Secretary will call the ab- 


sentees. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that call be; I want to say in justice to 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAMLIN ] that I to announce his 
pair when the vote should be taken; but it entirely slipped my mem- 
ory. He is paired with the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KELLOGG. ] 
I wish the fact to appear upon the record that I omitted to state what 
I ought to have stated. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not ask any courtesy from the Senate more than 
I am entitled to nor more than any other Senator is entitled to. I 
only wish to say that I am not through with my remarks. I would 
prefer to continue them in the day-time, but if the Senate desire to 
stay here to-night and listen to me, I think I can entertain them for 
about six hours, and then my friend from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS] 
pernan for the rest of the night. If the Senate wish to accommo- 

te themselves and adjourn, it is all right ; if not, I shall send for 


my books and pamphlets and continue my argument, if the Senate 
desire to hear me. 
Mr. EATON. If my friend will it me to say a word, I will 


say that I think he had better send for his books and pamphlets and 
continue his argument, for I believe we ought to settle matter 
to-night. I shall be very glad to hear my friend. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the absentees be called. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President—— à 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can only speak by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know that I am out of order, but I desire to make 


arr dua in response to the Senator from Connecticut, if the Senate 
rmit me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not desire to keep my friend from Connecticut 


up so late, because of all his he is my choice for rege, and 
I want to have him preserv: See. popes way 50 iat Damay. — 
ister the affairs of that office if he into it. 

Mr. EATON. That is another evidence that the Senate should hear 


my friend from Illinois to-night. [Laughter. 
$ ine 5 — will call the ab- 


he PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sentees. 

The Secretary called the absentees, and eleven Senators answered 
to their names. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The absentees having been called, so that we 
know who are absent, I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed 
to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not a debatable question. 
Mr. THURMAN. Ithink the first thing in order is to report whether 
we have a quorum. 

Mr. EDM S. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The result of the roll-call was an- 
nounced, and the Secretary then called the absentees, as directed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A motion to adjourn was made pending a motion 
to send for absentees, and the motion to adjourn was rejected. The 
absentees have been already called, and my motion now is that the 
absentees be sent for. 

Mr. THURMAN. But Senators have responded to the call of ab- 
sentees. Are we not entitled to know whether we have a quorum? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That does not make any difference. 

Mr. THURMAN. Les, it does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote revealed the want of a 
quorum. 

Mr. THURMAN. But the call of absentees may show that there is 
a quorum present. 

EDMUNDS. If it does, we can send fer the absentees just the 
same; it makes no difference. 

Mr. THURMAN. It makes a world of difference, for if a quorum is 
present then any motion can be made in respect of this bill; any- 
thing can be done. 

Mr. HOAR., Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to suggest that 
the calling of the absentees involves the duty to report the result of 
that call, whatever effect it may have? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly it does. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Chair stated that there were 
twenty-eight Senators absent. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is there a quorum present upon the call of the 
absentees ? 

Mr. RANSOM. Certainly there is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no quorum voting. 

Mr. TELLER. There must be a quorum present if there are but 
isang ro absent Senators. 

Mr. McDONALD. On the call of the yeas and nays and the call 
of the absentees together, is there a quorum ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call of the yeas and nays re- 
vealed the lack of a quorum. 

Mr. McDONALD. On the call of the absentees how many Sena- 


tors responded ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There were twenty-eight Senators 
absen 


t. 
Mr. McDONALD How many responded, being present in the 
Chamber ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote was 18 in the affirmative 
and 19 in the negative, no quorum voting. On the call of the ab- 
sentees there were bee Sa t Senators a t, according to the eall. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then there is a quorum present, 
because that is less than the whole number. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That would aha ea 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that further p gs under the call 
be dispensed with. : 

Mr. THURMAN. No; the motion to adjourn is the ques- 
tion. I ask that the yeas and nays be called now on the motion to 
adjourn. The yeas and nays were ordered and no quorum voted, and 
upon the call of the absentees a quorum appears. Now I insist upon 
it that the matter before the Senate is to call the yeas and nays on 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is greatly mistaken. It is not im- 

rtant whether a quorum is present or not on a question of adjourn- 
ing, and the motion to adjourn was lost. Then there was a call of 
sho eee and that having been made, I moved that the absentees 

sent for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated the result of the 
vote, that the motion to adjourn was lost, but the vote revealed the 
want of a quorum, and the absentees were called by direction of the 


Chair. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move now that we adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate adjourn, which is in order. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 20. 

Mr. EATON. I call for the yeas and 5 bs 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 
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Mr. BUTLER, (when his name was called.) On this question Iam 


ired with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. JoHNSTON,] and there- 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, (when his name was called.) I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia, Mr. HEREFORD. ] 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Harris.] If he 
were here, I should vote “ yea” and he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. RANDOLPH, (when his name was called.) I vote “nay.” I 
also wish to announce the pair of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
GARLAND] with the Senator from land, [Mr. WHYTE.) The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi, [ Mr. ra 

Mr. RANSOM, (when the name of Mr. Vance was called.) As I 
have already stated, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. GROVER] and my 
sap (Mr. VANCE] are paired on this question. 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, LMr. BAYARD.] 

The call of the roll was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state that my coll e [Mr. Saux- 
DERS] is paired with the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Tr.] 

Mr. JONAS. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] is 
paroa with the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. GROVER.] The Senator 

m Oregon [ Mr. SLATER] is paired with the Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. MORRILL, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from eae Afi [Mr. WALLACE] 

is paired with the Senator from Ark (Mr. WALKER. ] 
. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 


irginia. My co e [Mr. HEREFORD] is 
paired with the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. Hn] 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Baldwin, Paddock, Thurman, 
Call, Plumb, Se 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Florida, Ransom, V. 
Cockrell, 
Davis of Illinois, Teller, 
NAYS—19. 
Beck Eaton Hill of Georgia, Pryor, 
Booth, Farley, ` — Rollin i 
ey, 
Davis of W. Va., Feary, 0 Williams. 
Wes, Hampton, Morgan, 
ABSENT—39. 
Allison Cok Ji Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Conkling, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
. Garland. Kellogg, core 
Blaine, os Lamar, — 
Burnside, McPherson, Whyte, 
anaron of Pa., Hist Golorado, Pendleton, Withers. 
0. 
Ingalls, Platt, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate declines to adjourn, but 
as there is not a quorum voting the Secretary will call the roll of ab- 


sentees. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has already been done, and the pending 
motion is to send for the absentees. We cannot filibuster forever 
by having the roll called right over again every time and then amo- 
tion of that kind. The want of a quorum was disclosed before, and 
a motion was made to send for the absentees. The roll of absentees 
was called. Then the Senator from Ohio moved again to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Senator 
from Vermont that the call of the absentees disclosed a quorum pres- 
ent. The Senator from Ohio renewed the motion to adjourn, and on 
that a vote has been taken which disclosed the want of a quorum, 
and now it becomes the duty of the Chair to direct the absentees to 
be called. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, the Chair will not find anything of that kind, 
when there is a pending motion to send for absentees, if the Chair can 
recur to the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll of 
absentees. 

The Secretary called the absentees, and eleven Senators answered 
to their names. j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Twenty-eight Senators are absent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make no motion now; my motion is penan to 
send for absentees. It was pending when the Senator Ohio 
moved to adjourn before. 

Mr. TELLER. If only twenty-eight Senators are absent there is a 
quorum present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not make any difference whether there is 
a quorum present or not. 

. McDONALD. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I make the point of order that that motion is not 
in order, as no business has transpired since the last motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll has been called. Any de- 
bate is business, and the roll-call is business. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana, that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Chair overrule the point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to have it stated distinctly, so that it will 
go on the Journal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont will state 
his poos of order, if he desires. 

r. EDMUNDS. Ihave stated it, and the Chair has overruled it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has overruled it. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana, that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 18, noes 19. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent, because I have no right 
to debate this motion, to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When I rose at five o’clock, or whatever time it 
was, to submit a few remarks, it was suggested that we adjourn. The 
friends of the bill refused to adjourn and I went on. Now the friends 
of the bill desire to adjourn. Itis quite evident to me, judging from 
the previous history of the Senate, that it would bea many hours 
before a quorum could be got here to do business, mse many of 
the gentlemen who answer on the call of the absentees are paired, so 
that they do not do anything else than answer. Therefore ft appears 
to me that it is probably entirely useless to endeavor to go on further 
with this business to-night. It will be the unfinished business for to- 
morrow morning, and for one I will give in to the will of the ma- 
jority, that would not adjourn but wanted to go on when I obtained 
the floor, and that wishes to adjourn now. Ishall interpose no further 
hii “rege to an adjournment ; it seems to be useless. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion of the Senator from Indiana that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr: EDMUNDS. If there be no objection let the call be dispensed 
wi 

Mr. THURMAN, I ask unanimous consent that the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. TELLER. No; let the yeas and nays be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with 


the call. 
The Secre proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr, BUTL when his name was called.) On this subject I am 
red with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. JOHNSTON, ] and there- 


ore I shall not vote. Ishould vote “ yea,” and he would vote “ nay,” 


petons but for the pair. 
Mr. McMILLAN, A TE I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. cae 

Mr. PENDLETON, (when his name was oyna On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from ee . BAILEY. ] 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was ) Lam paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi, [ Mr. SANARI 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD. ] 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WALLACE] is paired with the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, [Mr. WALKER. ] 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 13, as follows: 


ages, Elo 
Pad 
Cameron of Wis., Jonas, Plumb, — A 
Jones of Florida, Ransom, V. 
Davis of IIlinois, Kirkwood, Rollins, 
1 Teller, 3 
NAYS—13. 7 

McP) Williams. 
Bie Hill of Georgia, Aare crs 
Booth. ‘oar, Pryor, 
Davis of W. Va., Kernan, Randolph, 
Allison, Cok: Hill 6 orado, 

of Col Saulsbury, 
An A Con 5 In 
eS = ae 
ones 
. — 22 Wallace, 
— A . — MeMilian, Whyte, 
0, rover. 0 Windom 

Cameron of Pa. Harris, Pendle: 
Carpenter, Hereford, Platt, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at seven o’clock and thirty- 
seven minutes p. m.) the Senate ‘adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, February 25, 1880. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. z i 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ADULTERATION OF ARTICLES OF FOOD AND DRINK. 


Mr. BEALE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Manu- 
factures, sangs f as a substitute for House bill No. 2014, a bill (H. 
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R. No. 4738) to provide for the welfare of the people in perenne 
the adulteration of articles of food and drink ; which was read a 
rt, ordered to be 


and second time, and, with the accompanying re 
by a motion to 


printed and recommitted, not to be brought bac 
reconsider. 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. BICKNELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
state of the laws respecting ascertainment and declaration of result 
of election of President and Vice-President, reported, as a substitute 
for House joint resolution No. 75, a joint resolution (H. R. No. 223) 
amending the Constitution as to election of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed 
and recommitted, not to come back on a motion to reconsider. 

FRANCO-AMERICAN TREATY. 


Mr. BERRY, by unanimous ponnani presenton the following joint 
resolution from the Legislature of California; which was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed in the 


RECORD: 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 10. 


Passed the senate February 4, A. D. 1880. 
M. D. 1 
Secretary of Senate. 


C. E. GUNN, 
Clerk of the Assembly. 
ane resolution was received by the governor this 11th day of February, A. D. 


ALBERT HART, 
Private Secretary of the Governor. 


Passed the assembly February 4, A. D. 1880. 


CHAPTER —. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 10, relative to Franco-American treaty. 


vocated publicl, t the United States by an t employed for that pur- 

y 3 3 D eg es, citizens of Foa lazig ins 8 inthe 
meral reduction of American tariffs upon all French 8 especially such as 
Sik woolen, iron, and glass manufactures, wines an 


by our people for present and future 3 

uld, perhaps fo: erati ro Ginjure and } veneer 
wo ra gen on, re an ure, and in some cases 
hdastrie S itmi result would be to reduce our working 


material progress, except as permitted by the ual progress which ma 
lace in other countries, whose excess “ee on meiri enable them to dictate, 
rough com rivalry, the ely our people and the prices of their prod- 
ucts, so long as our own Government should fail to protect our own people nst 
g competition with cheap foreign labor; and whereas the negotiation of 

ep treaty with France would involve this country in dangerous prece- 
dents and interna‘ difficulties, and baron for a term of years, would deprive 
our Government of the Dope to re; te ffs for revenue or protection, as ne- 
cessity may require; and whereas resent tariffs on wines and brandies and 
other French products are moderate 


ap 
industry, and to remember ally the great sacrifices and patriotic efforts 
. e Senha ai aol 


Resolved further, That the governor be requested to transmit forthwith a copy of 
these resolutions to each of our Representatives and Senators. 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA, DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, D. M. Burns, secretary of state of the State of California, do hereby certify 
resolution No. 10 


that I have com the annexed copy of Senate concurrent 
with the ori now on file in my office, and that the same is a correct transcript 
therefrom and of the whole thereof 


Witness my hand and the great seal of State, at office in Sacramento, California, 
the 12th day of Febrnary, A. D. 1880. 
D. M. BURNS, 


[sear] of Sate, 
By THOS. H. REYNO 
s Deputy. 


CADETS, MILITARY ACADEMY, WEST POINT. 


Mr. COVERT. I ask unanimous consent to submit the following 


resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the of War be, and he hereby u to transmit 
to this House a statement as to whether any of the cadets at the United States Mil 
were recommen: from said 


have been reinstated 
“turn-backs"” have been granted them or soe Age them; and if such 
been tak 


“reinstatement or other favorable action has 
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whether such action was in accordance with a recommendation of said academio 
board, or otherwise ; and if such reinstatement or other favorable action was not 
made in pursuance of the recommendation of said academic board, what reasons, 
if any, existed for such action. 

Mr. DUNNELL. L object. Iam willing that it should go to the ` 
Military Committee. 

Mr. COVERT. That is my wish, that it should be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


IMPROVEMENT OF WISCONSIN RIVER. 


Mr. CASWELL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Sec of War be to furnish the House with a 


copy of a report recently submitted to ates board of engineers in reference to 
the improvement of the Wisconsin River. 7 


SLAVERY IN CHINA. 


Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit to the House of 
atives, if not deemed by him incompatible with the public interests, copies ef 
such N 8 Voest ar abe, ae 88 5 trom the 
consul-· general a upon the subject of slave: hina, and those portions 
of the penal code of C which forbid 4 


LIGHT-SHIP ON FIVE-FATHOM BANK. 


Mr. NEILL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olation ; which was read, considered, and to: 

Treasury be requested to furnish the House 
information from the Light- Board and ite views as to establiahing a ht 
ship on Five-Fathom Bank, about ten miles north-no: t from the present light 
ship, and an estimate of the cost. 


ANNA A. PROBERT. 


Mr. MONROE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4739) granting a pension to Anna A. Probert, widow of George C. Pro- 
bert, late first lieutenant Third Ohio Cavalry; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HEIRS OF JOHN G. CAMP. 

Mr. MONROE also, by unanimous eonsent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4740) for the relief of the heirs of John G. Camp, d late of 
Sandusky, Ohio ; which was read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask unanimous consent to present for adoption at this 
time a resolution to investigate matters pertaining to the Hot Springs 
reservation in the State of Arkansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands, or any sub-committee e 
by the chairman thereof, be, and hereby is, instructed and directed to ing into 

© manner in which the receiver e, by the court under the provisions of 

fot Spel 
P, 


section 5 of an act ap June 11, 1870, in relation to the Hot S. 
borg —— State of Ar performed the duties of said recei 
an 


behalf, and also to investigate the manner in which the mmission, 
appointed under the provisions of the acts of March 3, 1877, and December 16, 1878, 
in relation to the Hot Sp reservation in the State of Arkansas, have performed 
their duties; and to investigate fully all matters of alleged maladministration of 

said acts by said commissioners, or either of them, or by any officer or employé of 

tion taking awards of the rightof purchase under improper jilucnces or spee. 

or a e of pu er per infiuences or 

in contested claims or certificates for e ee houses that have 

uire into and 

condemned 


all accounts, and 
and each of their officers and em- 


said matters and whether in ops wrong or 

ernment or to individuals, and into the present condition, amount, kind, and value 

now held by the Government on the said Hot Springs reservation, and 

se such recommendations as they may deem wise and proper 

pe eat Ree thereof ap ted 

FFP yt ange noon wit- 
e 


esses, — = n ouse, may aae a ra 
stenographer, and messenger, and may proceed prosec' 
said 3 tion, if C sdvisableby said committee, during 9 ——— of Con- 


Í expenses of said N shall be paid out of the contingent 
fand of the House upon the certificate of the chairman of said investigating com- 
ttee. 


Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. DUNN. This resolution is directed to be presented by the unani- 
mous order of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to it if it comes from all of the committee. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
The SPEAKER. The Chairdesires to ask, in behalf of the Texas del- 
tion, admission to the floor for Hon. John D. Templeton, secretary 
of state of Texas, during the day; and also, in be of Mr, Camp, 
of New York, the same privilege for Hon. W. A. Coucher and W. Tif- 
fany, of New York. 
There was no objection, and the requests were granted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I demand the 
Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from 


order. 
ew York will yield to 
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me for a few moments, in order to call up an appropriation bill for 
the star service, which was introduced yesterday from the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The SP R. The gentleman from New York demands the reg- 
ular order, and the regular order is the morning hour, which can only 
be dispensed with by the House itself, if the demand is insisted upon. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I move to mse with the morning hour. 

Mr. TOMAR EERE: of Illinois. I insist upon the demand for the 
order. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Geor- 
gia makes a motion to dispense with the morning honr. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. That requires a vote of two-thirds. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will insist upon a vote of two-thirds. 
The Chair understands the gentleman from Georgia to move to dis- 
pense with the morning hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is what I pro to do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia proposes to reach 
the appropriation bill for the star service. 

Mr. UPSON. I hope that will not be done. 

eae SPEAKER. A question as to priority of business is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent to state to the House the 
object I have in view. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from ia asks consent that 
he may be permitted to make a statement to explain why he asks 
that the morning hour shall be dispensed with. 

Mr. CULBERSON, T object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that the gentle- 
man’s object is to reach the appropriation bill in reference to the 
star service. 

The question being taken on the motion to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour there were—ayes 111, noes 38. 

io (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the morning hour 
was dispensed with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Under instructions from the Committee on Appro- 
8 Lask leave to report back from that committee the bill (H. 

. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the appropriations for the 
transportation of the mails on the star routes for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1880. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

M:. PAGE. To what? 

The SPEAKER. To the gentleman from Georgia reporting the 
bill from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not object to that, but I make the point of order 
1 5 iad bill should have its first consideration in Committee of the 

ole, 

The SPEAKER. The Chairsustains the point of order, and the bill 
is referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering this bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is the gentleman’s right. The gentleman 
from Georgia moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. UPSON. Can anything be said on that motion? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Scares in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that all bills on the Calendar be pees over 
informally until the bill which has just been referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole be reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. The geneman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent that all prior bills assed over snd tha the bill he indi- 
cates be taken up. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to und d exactly the status of 
this bill. The Chair announced that the House was in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. My motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole was for the purpose of 
considering this bill. 

Mr. ALL, (the Speaker.) That was stated for the informa- 
tion of the House. The motion itself was in the usual form, to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. Then 
the House being in Committee of the Whole, the Chair very properly 
submitted the question to the committee that prior bills be laid aside 
in order te reach this bill. That was agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent. The gentleman has now reached his bill. 


MAIL TRANSPORTATION ON STAR ROUTES. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R No. 4736) to provide for a defici 
te a of the mails on star routes for 


re: 


in the aj riations for the 
fiscal 8 June 30, 


enacted, £c., That out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, so much thereof be, and the same preston Bole eee be re- 
quired to meet th of inland mail transportation on star routes for the 
remainder of the current fiscal year at or within existing contract prices: i 
That upon any route where there has been an increase of the original contract 


price during the last or the current fiscal year exceeding 


on such route shall be reduced to the terms of the o; 


the Ist day of March next; but nothing herein con 
forbid the pa; t to con of the 
reduction or tion of contract. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to make a point of order. I will ask the 
Clerk to read Rule 77. And then, in order to give the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] an opportunity to amend his bill, I will make 
the point of order that the section which has been read is not in ac- 
cord with the requirements of the latter part of Rule 77. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the reading of the bill be finished. The first 
reading has not been dispensed with. 
aa HAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the further sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, as aforesaid, to enable the Postmaster-General to place new service as author- 
ized by law, and the further sum of $100,000 to increase the service on existing 
routes, including those on which a reduction has been provided for by the preceding 
section: Provided, That no increase shall exceed the rate of $5,000 a year upon any 


000, the compensation 
contract on and after 
shall be construed to 
one month’s pay, as is usnal in case of 


one route. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now ask the Clerk to read Rule 77. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

77. It shall also be the duty of the Committee on Appropriations, within thirt, 
days after their 3 at every session of Congress, commencing on the 
first Monday of Dosane, to fopark the general appropriation bills—September 


14, 1837—for legislative, executive, and 5 & Ses; for sundry civil ex- 
mses; for 


poai ‘or consular and diplomatio e e Army; for the Navy; for 
e expenses of the Indian Department; for the payment of invalid and other 
TTT 
80 e 
ers; or, in failure thereof, the reasons of such ra CETT comunittes shall 
have leave to report said bills (for reference only) at any time.—March 2, 1865. In 
all cases where appropriations cannot be made specific in amount, the maximum 
be stated, and each appropriation bill, when reported from 
hall, in the concluding clause, state the sum total of all the items 
ed in said bill. March 15, 1867. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Inorder toafford the gentleman from pag 
[Mr. BLOUNT] an opportunity now to make his bill conform to the 
latter clause of Rule 77, I make the point of order, first, that the 
maximum sum to be appropriated under this intended appropriation 
bill is not stated at all, nor is any sum stated ; and as to the second 
section of the bill, I make the point that it is obnoxious to the lat- 
ter clause of Rule 77 because the sum total to be appropriated by the 
bill is not stated in its concluding clause, 

Mr. CONGER. Rule 77 applies to general appropriation bills. It 
does not apply to a bill making a specific appropriation. The whole 
rule applies only to the general appropriation bills and their subject- 
matters are mentioned in the rule, The last clause of the rule, on 
which the gentleman from Kentucky makes his point of order, does 
not apply to the specific appropriations which may be reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations or to any deficiency bills. It never 
has been held to do so. the Speaker were present I think he would 
bear me out in that statement. I submit, further, that this bill was 
introduced by unanimous consent and is being considered by unani- 
mous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. All points of order were reserved on the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. All points of order were reserved; but my point is 
that the point of order does not touch a deficiency bill or anything 
but the general appropriation bills; and it has always been so hel 
in this House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ithink that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CONGER] has fully met the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. BLacKBURN.] It will be observed that the rule 
to which the gentleman refers provides for the regular appropriation 
bills. For instance, the Post-Office appropriation bill is made up of 
a great many items, for the compensation of postmasters, for the 
compensation of clerks in post-offices, for mail-route messengers, for 
route agents, for postal-car clerks, &c. The various items of appro- 
priations contained in that bill are placed under several heads, such 
as the First, Second, and Third Assistant Postmasters-General, the 
many items constituting one whole. So with reference to all the other 
general arb oer bills. 

When Rule 77 refers to items it means items of a different nature. 
What is the bill now before the committee? In the sense in which 
the word “items” is used in the rule there is but one item in the 

ending bill. It relates to the single item of star service, to the de- 

ciency in the appropriations for that service. In that sense, there- 
fore, the bill is only a single item. While this particular deficiency 
bill may have been divided into two paragraphs, the purpose of the 
billis but one, tosupply a deficiency in the appropriation for the star 
service. Therefore I say that the point of order does not apply to 
this bill. 

Again, we have in this instance all the certainty that the rule was 
intended to require. There are in this country in the neighborhood 
of ten thousand star routes for which contracts have been made. 
The first paragraph of this bill does not leave the House in any un- 
certainty as to what the Committee on Appropriations asks it to do. 
It provides that the service on these star routes, every single one of 
them, as the Government is bound by its contracts thronghont the 
land, shall be the measure of this appropriation. Therefore there 
can be no uncertainty as to what is intended by the bill. 

In a question of this sort the rule never was intended to require, 
and this House will not ask, that we should sit down and make the 


1126 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


calculations necessary to indicate the specific amounts to be appro- 

ropriated for all these ten thousand star routes. It might 585 
te possible to do that, but we are not expected to do more than to 
carry out the purpose of this rule if it operates upon this bill; that is 
to make certain what is intended to be done by this bill. This bill 
is just as certain in that respect as if it contained all the particular 
details. Therefore, I think the objection taken by the 8 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] on his first point of order is not 
well founded. 

The gentleman also says that the sum total of all the items con- 
tained in the bill should be stated at the close of the bill. It is true 
there are two phs of this bill, but they are practically but one 
item when it is understood. It must be remembered that in.refer- 
ence to general appropriation bills the word “items” relates to sev- 
eral matters of different kinds; that is, the pay of postmasters, the 
pay of route agents, the pay of inland transportation, &c. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It seems to me to be too plain a proposition 
to require that any time of the House shall be occupied in its dis- 
cussion. The Koniem from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] is certainly 
at fault, and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] seems to 
have fallen into the same error in saying that the clause of the sev- 
enty-seventh rule upon which I based my point of order applies to 
general appropriation bills only. 

If gentlemen will take the trouble to look at the rule they will find 
that the House adopted itin March, 1865; but the clause of the rule 
under which I make the two points of order against this bill which I 
have indicated was adopted more than two years after that time, in 
1867, by another Congress. Therefore, as a matter of date and of author- 
ity, the latter clause of the rule is the work ofa different body of men 
from the body which adopted the preceding clause. To all intents 
and purposes, that clause of Rule 77 under which I make these points 
of order is an independent rule, created by a different Con from 
the one which created the preceding clause, which refers to general 
appropriation bills. 

would like to know what authority the gentleman from e e 
Seog ConGER] or the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] can find 
‘or the construction which they have endeavored to place upon this 
rule. The clause under which I make these points of order declares 
not that “general appropriation bills,” not that “any of the general 
appropriation bills,” not that “any appropriation bill,” but that “in 
cases” where the Committee on Appropriations report a bill to this 
House looking to the appropriation of money—“ in all cases where 
appropriations cannot be made specific in amount, the maximum to 
be expended shall be stated,“ Ke. Now, my point of order is that 
no maximum is stated in this bill. There are no figures in the bill at 
all, except in the second section of the bill, relating to certain dis- 
bursements which are not involved at all in the first section of the bill. 

Again, the rule goes on to provide “and each gk Peewee bill”— 
does that mean “each general appropriation bill?” the Congress 
that made this rule knew what it was doing and wanted to confine 
this rule only to general appropriation bills, why did it not so state? 
But the rule says, “and each appropriation bill”—that means gen- 
eral or special—* when posi from the committee, shall, in the 
8 clause, state the sum total of all the items contained in 
said bill. 

Now Iam perfectly content to submit the points of order I have 
made to the decision of the Chair simply upon this re-reading of the 
last clause of the rule, and I shall content with that decision 
whatever it may be. 

Mr. BLO In reply to what the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN] has stated, I wish to say this: he makes the point 
that this rule does not relate to general appropriation bills, but Lo all 
appropriato bills. By an examination of this rule it will be found 
that it stands as one rule, Rule 77, adopted by the House as a single 
rule, to be construed as but one rule, no matter at what dates the dif- 
ferent clauses of the rule may have been adopted. It stands here as 
Rule 77, to be construed as one rule by the presiding officer, whosoever 
he may be at any given time. 

The rule relates to the duty of the Committee on Appropriations in 
reference to eee bills; and, as I hold, those appropriation 
bills are general appropriation bills. If the gentleman is correct in 
his statement that this rule is intended to apply to all appro riation 
bills, whether the general appropriation bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations or any other, that it applies to any appro- 
priation bill 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no; the gentleman certainly does not want 
to misconstrue my language. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT] 


yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLackBURN? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman will of course yield for a cor- 
rection. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Always. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. I say that, according to the plain language 
of Rule 77, the latter clause applies to every appropriation bill, gen- 
eral or special, large or small, specific or indefinite, that is reported 
by the Committee on mp Ma ioni, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say that the 
position of the gentleman from Kentucky is not correct, and cannot 
reasonably be deduced from this rule, e gentleman now proposes, 


in construing the rule, to disconnect the latter clause from the clause 
referring to general appropriation bills; to treat the latter clause by 
itself and make it cover every single appropriation that may come 
from the Committee on Appropriations, whether embraced in a gen- 
eral appropriation bill or not. Now, I submit that it is unreasonable 
to suppose it to have been the intention of the House that every 
other committee of the House should be allowed the right to appro- 
priate in a genera] way without stating any amount, without sum- 
ming up the items, and that the Committee on Appropriations could 
never have the same right. And yet this is the conclusion to which 
the gentleman’s argument would lead. According to his proposition 
every committee in-this House except the Committee on Appropria- 
tions may do that thing. It seems to me reasonable to assume that 
no such construction was ever intended; that the language of the 
rule was designed to apply simply to these general appropriation 
bills; that when bills of this character come in, embracing twenty, 
fifty, a hundred or more items, covering in some instances eighty or 
one hundred pages, there should be in the concluding clause a state- 
ment of the aggregate amount appropriated. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to add 
much to what has been said by the gentleman from Georgia, except 
to call further attention to the fact that Rule77 in its very commence- 
ment refers to general appropriation bills; and because general ap- 
propriaren bills are not again specified in the latter part of the rule, 

t does not follow that the entire scope of the rule does not relate to gen- 
eral appropriation bills. It is this class of bills that the rule treats of. 

In Rule 76 the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations is 
defined. It is declared among other things that all executive com- 
munications touching appropriations s be referred to that com- 
mittee. The truth is that this committee has jurisdiction to report 
not only the eleven or twelve general ni ish nee bills, but private 
bills; and it does report them week by week. 

I will also recall to the recollection of the Chair the fact that bills 
making appropriations, as this bill does, without specifying the 
amount, have e y been reported from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Again, during the first session of this Congress I was directed to 
a ral from the Committee on Appropriations a deficiency bill to pa; 
letter-carriers; and the Speaker of the House informed me that I 
no right to report it as a 3 bill, because it was not one of 
the general appropriation bills. Let it was a deficiency bill; not a 
general deficiency, but a deficiency bill for one single item. 

This bill itself, when reported this morning from the Committee on 
Appropriations, was reported by unanimous consent, not under Rule 
119, which gives certain privileges to general appropriation bills. 

I do not wish to consume any more time upon the point of order, 
and with a single additional remark I will sit down. Even if there 
were anything in this a of order, it is now raised prematurel 
and out of time. This bill by unanimous consent has been reported. 
to the House; on a point of order it has been sent to the Committee 
of the Whole, where we are now considering it. The time for gen- 
eral debate is now running, and the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
BLOUNT] was upon the floor for this purpose when the point of order 
was made. The time to make this poe of order, if it can ever be 
properly made, will be when the bill is being read by sections for 
amendment, which is not being done at this time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has not the bill been read through? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The bill has been read through, as all 
bills have to be read in Committee of the Whole when first taken up, 
unless the first reading is dispensed with by unanimous consent. But 
the reading by sections or p phs for amendment is yet to be 
had, after general debate shall have closed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the gentleman from Illinois know 
the rules of this House well enough to know that whenever debate 
has been had it is too late to make a point of order? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The point of order is made, and the 
Chair through courtesy, not under any rule of this House, listens to 
remarks upon the fons of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. e gentleman from Kentucky can make his point 
when we get to the sia ay to which it applies. 


Mr. CANNON, of Dlinois. Certainly he can make it when we get 
to that p ph; but it is not now made in apt time, even if there 
is anything in it. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. We areat the paragraph now; and if I should 
withhold this point of order until the gentleman from Georgia had 
uttered one word in the way of debate on the merits of the bill, then, 
under one of the plainest rules which the House has for its govern- 
ment, it would be too late for me to make the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman cannot be correct in that 

ition, or else I have no recollection of the practice of this House, 
5 the invariable practice in Committee of the Whole is first to 
read the bill in full, unless that reading is dispensed with. Then 
comes the general debate, and then, under the rule, the bill is read 
for amendment and five-minute discussion. We have not reached 
that period. 

Now, sir, what would be the judgment of the Chair at this time ? 
In the event the Chair decidesin favor of this point of order, and that 
the bill is not under consideration for amendment, why, sir, points of 
order run along with the bill until it is considered for amendment 
when read by sections. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. In relation to what the gentleman has said 
Mr. CONGER. Let me call attention to the time when this rule 
was amended. I ask the Chair to turn to the seventy-seventh rule. 
Any gentleman who has the rules before him can doit. I will not 
read the rule, Mr. Chairman, but I desire to run along in Rule 77 to 
the last clanse on which this point of order is made. h 15, 1867, 
Mr. BLAINE, from the Committee on Rules, offered the following amend- 
ment to the rules: 
ee Rule 77 by inserting after the word failure,“ in the twelfth line, as 
WS: 

2 Tn all cases where appropriations," &c.— 
being the last clause. 

When this rule was adopted there was inserted, after the words “on 
failure thereof,” “the reasons of such failure,” so it would read “in 
all appropriation bills” mentioned by name, closing with “and for 
mail transportation by ocean steamers; or, in failure thereof, the rea- 
sons of such failure. In all cases where appropriations cannot be made 
specific in amount, the maximum to be expended shall be stated.” 
Now there is not even those intervening words, “and said committee 
shall have leave to report said bills for reference at any time.” The 
amendment as I find it in the RECORD reads as I have stated: 
1 Rule 77 by inserting after the word failure,“ in the twelfth line, the 

Pa Bit A cannot be made specific in amount,” &. 

With that continuation, without that intervening paragraph which 
has been i since, there can be no question which relates to 
appropriations under Rule 77. Rule 77 relates entirely to general 
appropriation bills. The rule itself, in the line immediately preced- 
ing where this was sc mare placed, mentions the list of the general 
appropriation bills. There is inserted the clause “and said committee 

all have leave to report said bills at any time;” that is, the gen- 
eral appropriation b Under the amendment the appropriations 
ref to all relate to these general appropriation bills. 

The question has been raised before this, and the Chair may prob- 
ably remember that Rule 77 has been construed always to refer to 
general appropriation bills, those named in the rule, and not the pen- 
sions, not the claims, not the egen e not to any appropriation. 

If the Chair pleases to consider, this bill conld not be reported at 
any time as a general a propriamen bill may be at any time. The 
consent of the House had to asked. Unanimous consent in this 
case had to be obtained. It is apparent, I think, to any one this is 
not one of the general appropriation bills. It has not so been treated 
this morning. it were a general appropriation bill no consent was 
necessary, Te would have been a question of privilege to zopar it. 
Consent was asked and it was granted for its consideration. Unani- 
mous consent was given to pass over all other bills on the Calendar 
to take it up. k 

I do not wish to detain the committee longer, but my point is that 
the amendment to this Rule 77 on which the point of order is raised 
by the gentleman from Kentucky was inserted when it originally 
became a part of this rule. It was inserted after the word “ failure 
and thus made a part connected absolutely with the general appro- 
priation bills, . from that rule even by that clause which 
allows these to be reported at any time. 

My point then is, Mr. Chairman, this rule applies only to general 
Sppropristion bills ; that it never isand never can be construed to ap- 
ply to anything else. Rule 77, as a whole, applies to general appro- 

riation bills because there are no other bills which may be re 

or reference at any time. This is not such a general appropriation 
bill as is provided for in Rule 77. If it had been, the committee could 
have reported it at any time without asking for consent. In fac 
this morning they had to ask unanimous consent of the House an 
obtained it because it was not a general 5 bill. To my 
mind, it is a bill which can be amended if the point should be ruled 
against it. If that rule shall be considered to app’y to other bills than 

accel appropriation bills, I take it that it would be utterly imprac- 

icable. 

I might say that it is not a point of order at any rate, but when we 
come to consider that question the motion can be made to amend it. 
You could not throw out the bill because that rale in regard to ap- 
propriation bills has not been complied with. It is still subject to 
amendment. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, we have a precedent for this bill. 
I concede that if the amount could be ascertained that it would be 
very proper to do so, and the rule in question is drafted for that 

urpose, At the first session of the Forty-fifth Con when both 

ouses were unable to agree on the amount that should be appro- 
priated for the continuation of the service under the Government, 
we adopted a joint resolution from time to time authorizing the sey- 
eral Departments to continue the service of the Government under 
existing contracts, or in accordance with the same rate provided in 
the appropriation bills ending June 30 of that year. Sup this 
rule had n drawn upon us in those cases, and the point of order 
made, we would have met the objection with the fact that it would 
be utterly impossible to ascertain the amount of the appropriation 


eee And this bill now under consideration is simply to au- 
thorize the Postmaster-General to continue the service under exist- 
ing contracts, the exact amount not being accessible, nor can we as- 
certain it. 

The conditions are precisely the same as those to which I have re- 
ferred, and evidently the 


e is not intended to apply to cases of 
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that kind. It has reference to the twelve rf Se clare bills only, 
and has no reference whatever or 3 to those unascertained 
amounts which may arise in cases of deficiency, and therefore I think 
the rule has no reference whatever to the bill now pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. While the Chair believes this is not a general 
appropriation bill under a strict construction of the rules, yet as it 
is an important point, and one comparatively new, the Chair prefers 
to submit it to the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What is the decision of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision is that while the Chair believes 
that this is not a general appropriation bill under the rules, yet as it 
is an important point he would prefer to have the decision of the 
committee npon it. 

ane URN. The Chair then declines torule upon the point 
of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submits simply his opinion, and re- 
fers the point of order to the judgment of the committee. 

The question was submitted,“ Is the point of order well taken?“ 

The point of order was overruled by the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, shortly after the opening of the 
present session of Congress a communication was sent to this House 
asking for an appropriation of $2,000,000 for that portion of the an- 
nual transportation of the mails which is designated ordinarily as the 
star-route service. During the preceding and present fiscal year every 
dollar of money had been appropria by Con, which the De- 
partment had asked for. For the fiscal year 1879 a million dollars of 
the increase on that branch of the service alone was voted, equiva- 
lent to a total increase for any consecutive four years which has pre- 
ceded it since the war. For the present fiscal year in view of that 
appropriation the Committee on Appropriations deemed it advisable 
not to recommend the full amount asked for the fiscal year. 

The Honse of Representatives and Congress saw fit to differ with 
it and voted every dollar that the Department asked for. In this 
condition of things the Committee on E pras ons but felt it their 
duty before voting away blindly $2,000,000 to ask the House to give 
them time and means to ascertain the reasons which required this 
appropriation to be made. The resolution for this purpose, therefore, 
was pro and agreed to Mg Bes House. I regret that the situ- 
ation of the gentleman from tucky [Mr. 3 who was 
chairman of the sub-committee charged with this investigation is 
now and has been continually in ch of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, which has engrossed his time and prevented the 
committee from making a full 1 spe upon that resolution 

Mr. BLACKBURN. at is the statement of the gentleman? I 
deny that I 3 Sa te a report upon the resolution. 

r. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky 28% Matin rehends me. 

Mr. BLAC . Iunderstood the gentleman to say he regretted 
that I had prevented a full report on the resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. I was simply saying that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, by reason of his connection with the conduct 
of the Sopor of the Committee on Rules in this House, had been 
prevented 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ob, no. The gentleman has no authority for 
making any such statement. I had no engagement of any sort which 
would have prevented me from doing every atom of work the com- 
mittee was willing to doin making any investigation which the House 
should see fit to order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This is a matter the House does not care about. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then do not bring it up. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I thought what I stated was correct. It is not a 
matter of very great importance. But I will state this: that matter 
has not been concluded, and we have not reached full information 
a which to make a final report to this House, but there are some 
things which we may report. 

The amount of money ps fae Gore during the current fiscal year 
was $5,900,000 ; the rate of cost of the service for this year without 
any increase hereafter as to trips or as to additional routes would be 
$7,594,000.95. Section 3679 of the Revised Statutes declares that 

No De; t of the Government shall expend in any one fiscal year any sum 
in excess of appropriations made by for that year, or involve the 
Government in any contract for the future payment of money in excess of such 
appropriations. 

From the statement just read, of the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, it is therefore apparent that they have expended beyond the 
9 we made for the service an amount which at the rate 
of cost December 30, 1879, would bring about a large deficit, bein 
the difference between the sum appropriated and the sum just stated. 
Therefore it was not a simple question of magnifying the service in 
futuro that we had to encounter in considering the request for two 
millions of additional money. 

The Second Assistant Postmaster-General, when interrogated, an- 
swered frankly as to the obligations of the Government at that date. 
When asked as to section 3679 he answered that he did not propose 
to violate the provisions of that statute. And I ask the attention of 
the members of this House to the answer or the explanation the gen- 
tleman saw fit to make in defense of his conduct in that direction. 

The law authorizes contracts to be made, after advertisement, with 
the lowest bidders for a term not exceeding four years. There is no 
authority in any statute authorizing in terms the Postmaster-General 
to annul contracts. It is the usage to insert in the regulations which 
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accom roposals for bids and which are regarded as a part of 
them, 3 on the of the Post- Office Department, whenever 
it shall think that the public service requires it, to annul any con- 
tract by giving one month’s extra pay. In the examination upon 
this matter the Second Assistant Postmaster-General announced de- 
cidedly, without equivocation, that if there was no more money 
appropriated the amount of money which had been appropriated for 
this fiscal year, after payment of the one month’s extra pay, would 
be entirely exhaus by the 10th day of March, and that it was 
competent for him todo that thing. He announced, in nse to a 
question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER, I that 
he could, if he saw fit, spend in one month every dollar which was 
appropriated for the star service, and then, by stopping every mail 
in this country, bring the expenditure inside of the appropriation. 
He announced further that he went on to spend this money, knowing 
that when he made the 5 to Congress 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman from Geor- 

but I must rise to a point of order. 

e CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield ? 
Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly I do. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia—for I do not wish to make the point of order—that under the 
Tules he has no right to use in an argument before the House testi- 
mony that may have been taken or partially taken before a commit- 
tee in advance of an ane thereon made to the House. 

Mr. COOK. Which nobody has seen outside of the committee, so 
far as I know. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will say this in reply to the gentleman from Ken- 


tuek y 

N BLACKBURN. Let me explain. Ido not think this is a proper 
time or a proper place for this ment, nor that the proper time or 
proper place will have come for the argument that the gentleman is 
now making until the committee of this House charged with that 
investigation shall have made its report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have simply this to say in 3 1 50 
that that committee has made a partial report to this House, which 
is now being considered ; and it is necessary for me to make such ref- 
erence to the testimony upon which this report is founded as will 
justify the action of the committee. I insist, therefore, that I am in 
order. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I make the point of order, and I ask the 
Chair to rule on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of order? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My point of order is that it is not in order for 
any gentleman to use or to refer to any testimony that may have been 
taken under the order of this House by one of its committees before 
the report shall have been made thereon by said committee, and while 
the investigation is still in progress. 

Mr. C ON, of Illinois. I desire to be heard on that point of 
order. 

This deficiency bill was referred to the Committee on ys ear 
tions. Afterward the gentleman from Kentucky, from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, introduced a resolution raising an investi- 

tion by that committee tonching this deficiency and the cause 

erefor. That investigation has made some progress. Some evi- 
dence has been taken, and the sub-committee has made one report to 
the full committee tonching the deficiency, and reported the very bill 
that is now being considered by this Committee of the Whole. In 
that evidence are certain tables and estimates furnished by the Post- 
Office Department which the whole Committee on Appropriations 
used in maturing this bill, and which they must n y use in 
gnn the Committee of the Whole information touching the same. 

think it is perfectly legitimate and proper that the committee hay- 
ing made a primary report it should be referred to, so far as regards 
any information the Committee on he ce may have that 

ill enlighten the Committee of the Whole touching the deficiency 
bill now pending and being considered by this committee. 

The C The Chair, of course, is not to be presumed to 
have any knowledge of what has occurred in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, but he sustains the point of order. 

t. HAWLEY. May I ask an explanation of the condition in 
which that decision of the Chair leaves this question? I ask for in- 
formation. A communication from the Post-Office Department was 

resented here asking an appropriation of $2,000,000 in addition to 
Fhe annual appropriation of $5,900,000, to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for star routes. That communication was referred to 

e Committee on Appropriations for consideration and report. That 
committee sent for the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, who is 
in special charge of this matter of the star routes—— 

. BLACKBURN. There is no objection to that information being 


used. 
* Mr. HAWLEY. Iam not through yet. 

The committee sends for the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
who comes to the committee bringing a number of tabular state- 
ments and written communications, which are in print and may be 
had by members if they desire; perhaps, techni ly, they are not 
here. Those statements have been laid before us, and, of course, we 


gi 


had no other source of information in the world. We bring in a re- 
port here based upon that information. Now, under the point of 
order made by a member of the Committee on Appropriations, we are 
not allowed to refer to one figure in those tabular statements, to one 


word in those written communications made to us by the Post-Office 
Department. I submit that under the decision of the Chair we had 
better let this matter lie over for two or three days, and until a lar; 
edition of those statements and communications and all the testi- 
mony can be printed, so that the Committee on Appropriations may 
be able to state to this House upon what authority it has reported 
the bill now under consideration. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] need not have put himself to so much trouble to misstate the 
point of order that I made or the effect of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been decided. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understand that, but the gentleman from 
Connecticut was allowed to discuss it after it was decided. 

I simply desire to say that so far as the communications relative to 
this star-route deficiency made by the Post-Office Department to this 
House are concerned I do not understand that any one has attempted 
to make any objection to their being used. I certainly never did. 1 
simply objected to what seemed to me to be an improper use of testi - 
mony now being taken before a committee of this House, upon which 
no . has ever been made, which testimony itself is not com- 
pict for the witness himself whose testimony was being quoted, as 

th the . know, is yet to come back upon the stand and 
complete his testimony. And further, not one atom of that testimony 
is in possession of this House, or ever was in possession of it, or can 
be until a report is made by the committee. 

When that report is made the star service and its management by 
the Post-Office Department will have full attention, and no fuller at- 
tention at the hands of any man in the House than mine. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And by that time this bill will be useless and the 
country will be involved in $1,700,000 of expense beyond the possi- 
bility of prevention. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think so, too, unless the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] will allow the bill to pass. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Dolunderstand that under the ruling of the Chair 
no information Which the Committee on Appropriations may have 
obtained in their investigation, and which information is the basis 
of this bill which has been reported by them to the House, can be 
referred to by the committee reporting the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that there is no right 
to refer to what has taken place in committee, and so far as the re- 
marks of the gentleman relate to what has transpired in committee 
the Chair rules they are not in order. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to state on this point of order, if the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will allow me—— 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Is debate in order on the point of order, after 
the Chair has decided it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order, the point of order having 
been decided. 

Mr. HUTCHINS, Then I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman from Kansas is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Kansas rise! 

Mr. HASKELL. I rise primarily to make an inquiry 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. . 

Mr. HASKELL. And a statement in reference to the point of or- 
der under discussion. I have in my possession a portion of the printed 
testimony taken 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] is 
not in order, and will please take his seat. 

. HASKELL. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HASKELL. My point ef order is that there is a point of order 
pending before this committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. That point of order has been decided and sus- 


ained. 
Me meas There is no point of order, then, before the com- 

mi 

The CHAIRMAN. There is none. 

Mr. HASKELL. Then I beg the pardon of the Chair for troub 
him with 5 remarks on a point of order that does not exi 

Mr. BLO I desire again to ask What limit there is upon my 
referring to information which has induced the Committee on Appro- 
priations to report this bill? The report was made after an exami- 
nation of officials of the Government connected with this star service, 
which examination was made by virtue of an order of this House 
directing us to seek such information for the pu of making a 
report, which report we have made in the form of the bill now pend- 
ing before this committee. I understand the Chair to state that any 
official communication in relation to the matter of this bill may be 
referred to. Do I understand the Chair to confine me to communica- 
tions in writing or to verbal communications? 


t 


The CHAI Any communications which may have been re- 
8 b the committee by the House the gentleman is at liberty to 
speak of. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Then, Mr. Chairman, there have been no commu- 
nications referred to the committee by the House; and under the 
ruling of the Chair, if adhered to, we can refer to nothing which oc- 
aA in committee. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only decide on a question as it 


arises. The 8 will proceed. 

Mr. BLO Then, sir, I will not refer to the testimony; but I 
will allude to what is known to every member of this House through 
official communications and through the press of the country. It is 
known officially to this House that there is needed for the purpose 
of continuing service contracted for to the end of the fiscal year 
in connection with the increases which have been made, the sum of 
$2,000,000. It is known officially to this House that so much of the 
appropriation already made has been expended that within the last 
few hours, if we may rely upon the statements of the press, the 
Postmaster-General has issued an order to every contractor in this 
land that on every star-service route the service shall be reduced to one 
trip per week; that this order is issued by reason of the lack of funds 
to continue the service at the present rates of increase. Itis known 
to us that at this time in many of the States there are now seven trips a 
week, five 5 three trips a week, in connection with this star 
service, and that by reason of the contracts which have been made and 
which have exhausted the funds we are brought to the attitude of 
having the service on all these routes cut down to one trip per week. 

We appropriated money enough to continue this service on all the 
routes of the country except 107 to the end of this fiscal year, by the 
addition of the small sum of $500,000. A sum of money was voted 
which would have enabled the Department to give better service 
than we had had for many previous years. The expenditure of this 
vast sum of money within the first half of the fiscal year, before any 
intimation was given to Con, upon that subject, was communi- 
cated to this House under what circumstances? When the House 
could not by any possibility consider the question as to what should 
be the service for the fiscal year; when a preceding House had deter- 
mined what should be that service; when the laws of the land rightly 
construed held the Department down to that service. This communi- 
cation was brought to us when the House was under duress as to the 
matter of appropriating money; when we could not consider the 
ries as representatives of the people, having the original right to 

etermine how much money should be expended in this manner. I 
say that this was done deliberately. The Postmaster-General and 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General must be presumed to have 
intended in matters of this sort what they did. 

What, then, is the condition of this House? What has the Depart- 
ment deliberately done? It has gone on and expended this money 
in such a manner that if existing contracts are carried out in good 
faith the whole of the moneys appropriated will be exhausted by the 
10th of April, leaving this service without >y money at all—abso- 
lutely destroying the service. Mr. Chairman, I ask whether, in thè 
history of this country, there ever was such audacity on the part of 
any departmental officer in time of peace and in the absence of any 
pe licexigency? The Postmaster-General and the Second Assistant 

ostmaster-General have deliberately gone on and made contracts in 
violation of law to the extent of $1,700,000, and have then come to this 
House and pretended to submit the question whether the service 
should be continued for the remainder of the year; but they have 
deliberately submitted that proposition when we cannot refuse it 
without destroying the mail service of the country. I ask whether 
the representatives of the people of this country—whether the two 
hundred and ninety-three ceases of this House, with whom resides 
the power of originatin Fag e ee bills—are to be toyed with, 
contemned, and despised in this manner ? 

Sir, I do not hold that there are no exigencies in which an officer 
may not exceed an ahr greens We all remember that at the time 
of the troubles with Spain the Secretary of the Navy enlisted fifteen 
hundred additional men for the Na When Con met that 
action was submitted, and was justified on the ground of threatened 
war with Spain. But in this case there was not the slightest exi- 
gency. And we are mocked with the miserable, foolish sophistry that 

e officer responsible in this case can save himself from the operation 
of the statute by destroying the mail service of the country; and we 
are expected to accept such a statement. Destroy the mail service 
of the country! Annul every contract in the land! Say to the con- 
tractors on ten thousand routes “ You relied on our faith ; we entered 
into contract with you; all that you could reasonably expect was 
that when the public interests of the country might uire it the 
Government should annul this service; but now with a ruthless hand, 
with utter disregard of the interests of the public service, we pro 
to annul those contracts, to bankrupt you, in order that we may clear 
our guilty skirts by saying we have not spent more money than was 
Si, e 

y; 


sir, such a proposition deserves the indignation of the Honse. 


Such an officer does not deserve the confidence of an: tion ; 
and if this is the manner in which the public funds are to be used, 
I trust that this House, without reference to party, with true regard 


to the lawsof the land, with true regard to their honest administra- 
tion, will resort to remedies which shall make an example that will 
drive such miserable sophists from place hereafter. 
Mr. Chairman, this was the attitude in which we found this sub- 
ject when we came to take it up. How has this money been spent? 
y, sir, during the fiscal year from July 1, 1878, to June 30, 1879, 
and during the half year from July 1, 1879, to December 31, 1879, 
$2,178,970 was expended for multiplying trips on routes, and in ex- 
pediting the service. 


Specific reasons have been urged upon different tlemen at dif- 
ferent times in regard to the service. 8 ntlemen from 
the South have been told that the service there has been ly in- 
creased ; and this was offered as an inducement for a large increase 
of appropriation. 

Out of these $2,000,000 how much of it has gone there? Five hun- 
dred and four thousand dollars have gone to land, West Vir- 

inia, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, rgia, Florida, 

a ississippi, Louisiana, Texas, Ar Missouri, Tennes- 
see, and Kentucky. Two hundred and ninety-four thousand dollars 
of that $500,000 wentinto the State of Texas. One hundred and sixty- 
five thousand dollars of that $294,000 which went to Texas is for a 
route from Fort Worth to Fort Y some fifteen hundred miles 
long, with thirty-two post offices and $38 000 of receipts. So when 
they have gone into the State of Texas with $294,000, $165,000 of that 
amount went into the pockets of a single contractor who, at that 
time, was carrying a daily mail between those two points, the mail 
starting each day from each of the terminal points and going to the 
other. In addition they put on this $165,000 in that country without 
population covering sixteen hundred miles of this 
service in the hands of a single contractor—when the lous 
tions of Texas did not get one-half of the increase which went to 
Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman should not forget that during Mr. 
Buchanan’s administration—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not yield for a speech, althongh I will yield 
for a question. 

Mr. MILLS. I thought you were misleading the House and that 
you would yield to a statement that during Mr. Buchanan’s adminis- 
tration $600,000 was paid for that route. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have nothing to do with what has been paid. 
There has been a good deal of bad ment in reference to the 
mail service of the past. I do not wish to mislead the House but to 
inform it in reference to facts n for a correct judgment. I 
know that by reason of law this route was advertised and bid for for 
the sum of $134,000, but I submit to this House whether that is not 
abundant service for any State in this Union, much less this compar- 
atively sparsely populated portion of Texas. 

You can take tenof these routes, as follows: One in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, one in Dakota, one in Texas, one in Montana, one in Wyoming, 
one in New Mexico, three in Arizona, one in Oregon, two in Cali i 
twelve routes, let originally, under 5 of law, to the lowest 
bidder at the rate of $240,208.25. The Department has increased that 
service by its own orders to $1,184,286.29. Here in three States and 
nine Territories is an increase of $943 990.04 on twelve routes, which 
disposes of at least more than one-half of thissum. In these routes, 
too, sir, I ask you to observe there are not, as might be su „single 
trips a week. In the Indian Territory there is originally one trip a 
week; most of the others are three times a week at the original con- 
tract price without increase. 

The committee found, Mr. Chairman, on examination of official data 
and the records of the Post-Office Department, they might safely sub- 
mit to the House the following propositions which are contained in 
this bill. First, that the routes as they are now served throughout 
this country should be continued except where the increase exceeded 
the sum by $5,000. On examination of the records of the Department, 
it has been ascertained that the operation of this exception touches 
only one hundred and seven routes in the United States out of about 
ten thousand. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Can the gentleman state where those routes are 
located, in what States and Territories? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will be glad, Mr. Chairman, to answer the gen- 
tleman’s question if I can find the paper which 1 have here. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Lask the gentleman the question, if it is con- 
venient to him to answer. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I will send to the Clerk’s desk, to be read in answer 
to the question of the gentleman from 
which he asks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Number of star routes increased over $5,000 in each State and Territory in 
1879 and since July 1, 1879. 


Minnesota, the information 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, it will be seen, as I have previously 
stated, that the first clause of this bill touches none except those one 
hundred and seven routes which have been referred to. The Post- 
master-General in his annual report to this House states by reason of 
the present law in relation to the multiplication and increase of serv- 
ice that the Government is greatly injured. He claims that he has 
not power to protect the Government inst bad contracts in rela- 
tion to the increase of trips or the expedition of service, and he asks 

islation. 

e Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have reported 
a bill to the House through its chairman [Mr. Money] in which 
they take this identical sum of $5,000 as the arbitrary line from which 
he may proceed to correct this abuse. This bill simply restores the 
original price on that service, and puts it back on that class of routes 
and gives the opportunity to the Government to correct, by advertis- 
ing or such methods as Congress may see fit to provide, the abuses 
into which it has fallen in relation to these long trips and where there 
has been an undue increase of service. As to the amount of money 
which is necessary to keep the trips under $5,000 in operation, the 
committee vary in their estimates of from five to seven hundred 
thousand dollars, but in order that there ep, Ge no trouble in the 
mind of any gentleman in this House as to whether money enough 
was provided for this service, it was distinctly stated that such sum 
of money as is necessary to keep up the service to or within the 
present contract rates is hereby appropriated. So that every gentle- 
man may be assured that that branch of the service is not touched. 
And as to the service above that the Government has been suffering 
from abuses under the operation of the present law. It strikes them 
down and allows full play to the bill reported from the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in correcting these abuses and 
putting the Government upon a fair obligation with contractors. 


The last portion of the section provides that nothing herein 
contained shall be construed to forbid the payment to contractors of 
one month’s pay, as is usual in case of reduction or termination of 
contract. committee found that in the contracts which they 


proposed to annul and abate in pas as to the amount, there was a 
stipulation on the part of the officer in charge of the postal service 
of this country, the contracting party on the part of the Government 
with these several contractors, that in the event they should annul 
the contract or abate trips there should be allowed to them one 
month’s pay. 
The committee, although favoring this bill, deemed that they were 
ing the Government no less in maintaining their obligation as to 
this month’s extra pay to contractors than they were in saving the 
Government from the disadvan arising from the present legisla- 
tion which they secured from annulling those contracts. And I take 
it no gentleman can find fault in that i rae 
After providing in the first section that there should be enough 
money to continue all the service of the routes where the increase of 
cost was under $5,000, they felt that there was a necessity in many 
parts of the country for an additional trip here and there. A large 
portion of the fiscal year was gone. They deemed it, therefore, fit to 
appropriate the sum of $100,000, which might be applied to all routes 
a the in cost was not $5,000 for the purpose of increasing 
the service thereon. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. That has no relation to the length of the routes? 
Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. It would be the same on routes which were ten 
or ten hundred miles in length. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. They considered that amount of $100,000 for 
that portion of the fiscal year as equivalent to $300,000 for the pur- 
of putting service on routes where no service existed at all. In 
Both of these items as to the $100,000, judged by the service and the 
amount of money used in this way, we felt that we had amply pro- 
vided for it. And hence we concluded to report this measure to the 


ouse. z 

Mr. VALENTINE. May I ask the gentleman a question before he 
takes his seat? 

Mr. BLOUNT. If beer eee will confine himself to a question, 
but I can yield for no other purpose. 

Mr. V. INE. I see this bill provides that upon routes where 
there has been an increase of the original contract price during the 
last or the current fiscal year exceeding $5,000 the compensation shall 
be reduced to the terms of the original contract. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to know if you can state how many 
2 during the time specified here, have been increased or expe- 


Mr. BLOUNT. I have already stated that there are one hundred 
and seven of them, out of a total of about ten thousand. 

Mr. VALENT That does not answer 3 at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I thought I s and I think the 
a will comprehend me, that on one hundred and seven routes 

ere was an increase of the service by multiplication of trips and by 

ition of schedule. 
. VALENTINE. In excess of $5,000? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. 

Mr. VALENTINE. How many were there not in excess of that? 
That is what I want to know. : 


Mr. BLOUNT. There are about ten thousand routes in all. Per- 


haps Ido not apprehend the gentleman. Iunderstand him now to ask 
how many routes there are under the $5,000? 

Mr. VALEN TINE. Which have been increased or expedited ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I amnotable to give the gentleman the exact num- 
ber. But the sum of money is abont $300,000, or between three and 
four hundred thousand dollars, from the best information we have. 
And when the committee see that this is distributed all over the land 
they will at once apprehend the enormity which has been rpetrated 
in relation to the service in a few States and Territories of this Union 
cannot occur with them. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield for a question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Iask the question for my own information, be- 
cause there has been so much confusion that we have not heard the 
gentleman distinctly. My question is why the sum of $5,000 is put 
there; why this variation from the contract price does not apply to 
all these cases instead of being limited to a margin of $5,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, it is well known that the abuse 
under the law authorizing an increase of service by reason of multi- 
plication of trips and expedition of service is to be found in its high- 
est operation in the longest lines. For instance the cost on one route, 
known as the Vinita and Las Vegas, was increased from $13,000 to 
$150,000. I could cite many other cases showing that that is where 
the importunities come in and that is where the Government suffers. 
There are a t many routes in which increase of trips or expedi- 
tion of service is needed. In the smaller routes we apprehended that 
here was no special importunity, and in relation to those there was 
no special suffering to the Government by virtue of the o tion 
of these laws; that it was not necessary. ‘ore, to touch e 
single route in the country, but that we should fix upon some arbi- 
trary sum, to wit, $5,000, which we felt would relieve the Government 
from the misfortunes of this law. And so we did select the limit 
stated. And, sin; to say, the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, who have had this very matter under consideration, the 
damage sustained by the Government by reason of the increase of 
the service by multiplication of trips and expedition of service, have 
taken the sum of $5,000 and left the balance to the Department, 
thinkin At perte harmless. 

Mr. R „of Kansas. Do you accompany the existing service on 
the Worth and Yuma line ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Our bill was not intended to strike down the serv- 
ice anywhere. It was intended to save the Government from the 
abuse which came not from letting out contracts under the operation 
of law by competitive bidding, but which arose after that in increases 
by order of the Department, where nobody else had any opportunity 
to be heard unless the contractors themselves. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. But you do cnt it down on some of the long 
lines and on some of them you do not? 

Mr. BLOUNT. We cut it down on the line from Fort Worth to 
Yuma $165,000 and leave it at the original contract price of $135,000. 
That is the figure at which it was bid for in competitive bidding and 
we have let it remain. We have let it remain as the Government has 
contracted by virtue of competitive bidding. Now after remaining 
2 Ae mail starts every day from each of the terminal points to the 
other. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. Was that during this fiscal year? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That was increased during the last fiscal year. 

Mi MAGINNIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will, although my time is limited. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Why would it not be more just and equitable, if 
you want to make such a sweeping reduction as that, to make it on 
every route where the cost has increased over 20 per cent. per mile ? 
The gentleman must see that on a route fifteen hundred miles in 
length an increase of $5,000 might be very small; while on a route 
fifteen or twenty or thirty miles in len there might be a much 

eater proportional increase and yet it would not be touched by his 
Bill. ould it not be better to put the increase at so much per mile? 
Or would that lose the gentleman so many votes east of the Missis- 
sippi River that he could not carry his bill? 

r. BLOUNT. The eee has got in his speech. I want to 
say in reply to the gentleman—— 

Mr. BELFORD. ill the gentleman allow me to put another ques- 
tion at that point! 

Mr. BLO I can only answer one question ata time. I will 
hear the gentleman from Colorado afterward. The gentleman from 
Montana asks, would it not have been more just to have stricken 
down all these routes pro rata? I answer him that he might have 
added another question: Would it not have been more just to have 
gone to every State in this Union and said how much each one of 
them should have or how many trips each one of them should have 
each week ? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. It is simply a question of increase. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, no! The gentleman refers just to that part of 
the question that suits him; but I am not discussing this from the 
stand-point of what is just to ips arina here requiring this as a 
fund to be divided out among all of us. Iam discussing it simply 
from the stand-point of what is the interest of the service where the 


abuses have occurred and how we are to reach them. 
The gentleman from Montana asks another question, whether or not 
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the object in reporting the Dill in this way was to let it go before the 
House in such a shape that votes would not be lost for our measure ? 
I submit, sir, that if by reason of the accidental condition of the 
service the abuses touch the N ee a ve any other Ter- 
ritory of this Union, or any sparsely popula’ tate, it is no argu- 
— to sı t that you lose votes if you do not allow the like 
abuses elsewhere. The truth is that there is no danger elsewhere ; 
elsewhere there are large populations, large industries, great inter- 
course, so much so as to 1 the voting away the money of the 
eople. For one I am willing that the gentleman should have, and 
Be will have, after this reduction shall have been made in his own 
Territory, as will be the case with most of the other Territories, a 
service then left more than equal in the number of trips per week to 
the service in my own State. j 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Take the star service and railroad service com- 
bined in your State—— a 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. Lam 
referring to the star service. If the people of the gentleman’s Terri- 
tory have not the means to build 3 out there, if the population 
of that Territory has gone in advance of civilization and surrounded 
itself with cireumstances of that character, I do not see that we of 
other sections should be compelled to give them more service than 
we have ourselves. A moment ago the gentleman did not say any- 
thing abont railroads, but submitted a question in regard to the jus- 
tice of this bill in its relation to the star service in his Territory as com- 
pared with that of other sections of the United States. I repeat that 
after we shall have done what this bill proposes, those very Terri- 
tories and those States will have more trips per week than nine- 
tenths of the States of the South like that from which I come. 

Mr. BELFORD. Let me ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Very well; a question. 

Mr. BELFORD. I understand that if this bill shall become a law 
the effect of it will be that the town of Leadville will have only one 
service per week—a town of forty thousand people. Will not that be 
the effect of this bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will not endeavor to answer the gentleman in 
the two minutes of time which I understand is left me. I believe 
that a great deal of my time has been taken up in answering ques- 
tions which gentlemen ! 

There is a question involved in this bill! r than the mere amount 
of money. There has been an audacity exhibited on the part of one 
of the Departments of this Government that no poténtate in Euro 
where there is any pretense of rights on the ine of the people would 
have shown toward the legislative branch of the government. The 
Queen of England would not have dared to haye gone to her Com- 
mons as we have been approached by this Department of our Gov- 
ernment. 

If we are to judge by the newspapers of the country, the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General has declared that there might be com- 

laint, that committees mighs criticise, that the press might carp at 
his action, but his money he would have; that we were in such an 
attitude, put there by his own action, that we could not free ourselves 
of the necessity of giving him this mony: Therefore, with such an 
administration, it becomes us to insert the very restrictions inserted 
in this bill, in order that we may by further legislation tie the hands 
of this Department and prevent the wrongs which have been com- 
mitted in connection with the administration of this or any other 
branch of the postal service. I trust, therefore, that the House will 
see fit to pass this bill in its present shape. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I not detain the committee long, for I 
doubt not that every member has made up his mind how he will vote 
on the question here presented. Iam not of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Ap sa ogee recommending the passage of this bill. My 
objection to oe ill is not on account of its main features or of either 
of its two main features, 

In the first place, the object of the bill is to supply a deficiency in 
the postal star service, with which the country is now brought sharply 
face to face. I need not dwell upon the fact that the Post-Office De- 

artment made its recommendations to Con for appropriations 

‘or this service for the current fiscal year, and predicated those esti- 
mates upon more miles of service than it now has to-day and more 
routes by seven hundred than it has yet put service upon. 

The estimate of the Department for that service was $5,900,000 for 
all the star service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880. Every 
dollar of that estimate was given. That estimate was not pruned 
nor touched to the extent of a single dollar. 

That appropriation is now about exhausted, and we are told and 
know that upon the 10th day of the next month there will not be one 
dollar left to carry on this t postal service of the country unless 
this or some other deficiency bill shall be passed in the mean time. 
The star service of this country means all the mail service which the 
country has, 8 railroad and its steamboat service. 

It is estimated that it will take $1,720,000 to carry on the star service 
at its present rate; that it will take that amount in addition to the 
$5,900,000 already voted and already spent, and in many instances al- 
ready squande: In addition to that sum $300,000 more is asked in 
order that there may be a still further increase of the service, an ex- 
pedition of schedules in the matter of delivery. 

The main features of this bill are two: the first, to provide such 


sums of money as may be absolutely necessary to meet the defici 

and to prevent the stoppage of the mails throughout every State ard 
‘Territory in the Union. With that purpose I fully concur. It mat- 
ters not whether it shall be found hereafter that there have existed 
abuses in this Department and that money has been injudiciously and 
extravagantly expended; that is not the presentissue. I take it that 
no one wants to deprive the country of its mail service upon its ten 
thousand star routes. 

The second main object of this bill is to put a limitation upon what 
the committee believes to have been an abuse of discretion upon the 
part of the Post-Office Department. In that too I am thoroughly in 
sympathy, and I will heartily support it. But I do not believe this 
bill is carefully enough drawn to accomplish that second purpose, and 
there is my first and main objection to the bill. 

I believe there should be a sum total stated in the bill as the max- 
imum sum to be expended, as the rule of the House requires should 
be done. I believe the bill should provide that so much money as 
may be found necessary for the purposes indicated in the bill, in no 
event to exceed a given sum, shall be hereby priated. 

Now, sir, there is my main objection to the bill. 

A Mr: HASKELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will excuse me, I suggest to 
him that I am not here advocating the p: of this bill, and I do 
not expect to retain the floor five minutes. tlemen of the 
Committee on Appropriations who arein c of the bill and are 
Prag Pi it will probably feel that they are entitled to be heard in 
its discussion in detail. 

Those are the only two main points in the bill, and with the par- 
pose in both instances I thoroughly agree. I do not think the bill is 
carefully enough drawn in its first section to secure that limitation 
upon the exercise of the discretion of this Department which I be- 
lieve to be necessary, and which I know every member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations believes to be necessary. In passing I will 
call the attention of the gentleman from bain Gad I shall make 
no effort to antagonize his bill after I have finished my short state- 
ment) to the fact that in the twelfth line of the first section the word 
“next” should be struck out and “1380” inserted; otherwise this bill, 
not becoming a law until next Tuesday or later, would not be limited 
to the beginning of the coming month at all, but, contrary to the pur- 

of the whole committee, would have an operation twelve months 
in advance, 

Again, sir, I would call attention to the concluding portion of that 
section: 

But nothing herein contained shall be construed to forbid the payment to con- 
tractors termination of 


of the one month's pay as is usual in case of reduction or 
contract. 


This seems to me to be inferential. I do not see that the bill makes 
any appropriation for the pay of this one month’s extra service where 
contracts are to be canceled or reductions made. These are the only 
criticisms I have to pass upon the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I cannot for my life see the necessity or the 
good judgment of prolonged discussion on this measure. The ques- 
tion is simply whether the star service of the Post-Office Department 
shall be continued. I do not understand that the question as to the 
propriety or impropriety of the manner in which that service has been 
conducted up to this time is properly before the committee or the. 
House for determination now. This House, by a resolution 
without objection, has instructed the Committee on Appropriations 
to inquire into the causes of this enormous deficiency in this branch 
of the service, and to report the facts thereon. That committee is 
1 the investigation. The examination has not been 
finished, not as my friend from Georgia said because the chairman of 
the sub-committee of investigation has been too much occupied with 
work upon the rules to report, but simply because it has been impos- 
sible to get from the Treasury Department a detailed statement of 
the business of the Sixth Auditors office in connection with this 
branch of the postal service. As a further reason I may mention that 
it would have been ee for that committee, if it had been 
charged with nothing else than this inquiry, to have closed its testi- 
mony and finished its work by tbis time. 

I therefore protest—and I make this statement as an explanation 
of my conduct toward the gentleman from Georgia who has c 
of this bill—that in making the point of order on him and prevent- 
ing his discussion of the testimony that had been taken before the 
committee of investigation, I did not do so because I was unwilling 
for the House and the country to know that testimony I did it be- 
cause I was determined to pioro that committee as far as possible 
in its work of inquiry and to reserve its testimony and its proofs 
until the committee shall have completed its labor and brought the 
product of the inquiry to the House in a formal report for consider- 
ation and action. Until that time comes I do not deem it wise to 
indulge in a discussion of such a wide range as it appeared to me the 
gentleman was abont to open. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not true that the investigation made by the 
committee was open, that anybody who wan to was allowed to 
come into the room, and anybody who wanted to was allowed to look 
at the testimony ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of course, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then how was the testimony protected? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not want to protect the testimony. Ido 
not want to cover with the cloak of secrecy anything that that com- 
mittee of investigation may do. I was not seeking to protect the 
Department nor to protect that testimony. I was seeking to protect 
that committee of investigation ; for I want, and Isincerely trust we 
shall get, a fair opportunity to come before this House not upon any 
ex parte statement, not upon any incomplete testimony, but with 
the facts on record, and then and not till then hold this Department 
to a rigid accountability for its conduct in the disbursement of public 
money. I know as well as the gentleman knows exactly what we are 
to meet when that report comes into this House. I thi I see 
without the aid of a prophetic eye, the legions that are to be arrayed 
against us. I do not mean to prejudge any case; but I do mean to 
say that when that report shall be brought before this House no man 
shall go further than I pledge myself to go to vindicate the heads of 
that 88 if they have been honest, or to punish them even 
by prosecution to impeachment if they have been dishonest. 

4 precisely what we have to encounter when we attack any- 
thing affecting the interests of the postal service and reaching toa 
criticism of the heads of that Department. I see before me here to- 
day the heads of that Department on the floor of this House—plying 
their vocation, I take it, to influence the votes of members. I saw 
them here yesterday, when the public prints of the country had given 
out that effort was to be made by another committee of this House 
to relieve the committee of investigation from any further duty and 

- take its work out of its hands. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the gentleman allow me to say a word? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONEY. Where does the gentleman get this information from? 
Does he get this information from the public prints ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What information? 

Mr. MONEY. That another committee intended to take upon itself 
the duty of relieving the Committee on Appropriations of the fur- 
ther consideration of this business. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Did I get it from the prints of the country? 
I did. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to say on the part of that committee 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I can satisfy the gentleman from Mississippi 
by saying that immediately on my appearance in the House on Mon- 
day I received assurance from him, so far as he was concerned, neither 
he nor his committee had any such p 

Mr. MONEY. There has been no intimation from that committee 
which will justify any such statement in the prints as the gentleman 
refers to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My statement has entirely relieved you and 

ur committee. I desire simply to prevent whatever contest there 
is for this, that the investigation shall not be thrust on the commit- 
tee before its report has been produced or its labors concluded. But 
I do not see how it is connected with this bill. 

I think the purpose of this House is taken not to let the star serv- 
ice of this country be stricken down by one fell blow, as the Post- 
Office Department to-day proposes to do it. I do not want it done 
myself. Ido want this: I want one main feature of this bill, to which 
I have alluded, preserved and continued ; and it is that feature which 
puts back to the original contract terms every star postal route of the 
country on which extra compensation has been allowed during the 


current fiscal of more than $5,000. I want that done, and I trust 
sincerely it will be done. 
One word on that point and I am done. When, on the Ist day of 


July last, the P ce Department made an estimate for the serv- 
ice of these different routes they, according to law, advertised for 
service on those routes, and they accepted bids to do such service as 
that Department, on the Ist of July, said would be needed for this 
fiscal year. All this bill proposes to do is to say, for the remainder of 
the fiscal year, those largely increased routes shall be put back to the 
terms and conditions of the original contract in each case which rep- 
resents the service the Post-Office Department itself said was needed 
on the Ist of July; that, and no more, And when you do that you 
have cut short, at the rate of more than one million of money, these 
excesses. 

I wish also to put a limit to what the Post-Office Department terms 
“its discretion,” under the exercise of which it lets a contract af 
$6,330 a year, and immediately, without advertisement, without further 
bidding, without opening to anybody to come in and bid, by arbitrary 
order, the Second Assistant Postmaster -General allows $136,000 a year 
as extra compensation. That is but a sample. I might go on and 
multiply them D7 She score. I wish to see that questionable discre- 
tion limited by absolute legislation, and that this bill proposes to do. 
The only question for me on that point is whether it is sufficiently 
explicit and severe. 

yield the remaining portion of my time to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. CANNON. ] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. How much time has the gentleman left ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have occupied eighteen minutes, and the 
gentleman has the remainder of the hour. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I do not know, Mr. Chairman, that I 
have any desire to make a political speech, or to abuse anybody, 
whether it be the democratic members of Congress or their demo- 
cratic constituency, so far as they have asked for the service which 
has brought about this deficiency in the Post-Office Department. As 


the gentleman from Kentucky has well said, this matter is under in- 
vestigation, and “sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” When 
that time comes and the committee shall make its report, if I do not 
get sick and die, I shall be here myself, and we will have a good time 
all around. [Laughter.] So much for that part of the gentleman’s 
speech as well as that part of the speech of the gentleman from 

eorgia [Mr. BLOUNT] which was outside of the facts touching this 
deficiency. 

I am going to talk about the deficiency which this bill proposes to 
make appropriation to supply, giving such information as I may 
have touching it. 

The Postmaster-General by his estimate for this fiscal year asked 
Congress to appropriate $5,900,000 to pay for the inland mail trans- 

ortation known as the star service, that is the service other than 

y railway and steamboat. Congress has always been liberal in its 
8 for this branch of the service, and in a spirit of liber- 
ality gave all that was asked. The fiscal year commenced on the 1st 
day of last July and the Department then commenced to spend the 
money. After Congress commenced this session the Pestmaster-Gen- 
eral sent a communication to the House of Representatives, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, asking for an appropria- 
tion of $2,000,000 in addition to the $5,900,000 already given for this 
year, $1,720,000 of which is to be used in paying for existing service, 
as he tells us, and $230,000 for new service to be Cou aA eee 

This communication caused surprise not only in Congress but in 
the country, for no one supposed when Congress adjourned in June 
last that there would be any necessity for such a request. ‘The commit- 
tee, upon inquiry, found service had been placed upon thirteen hundred 
new routes during this year, established at the last session of Con- 
gress, at a cost of $434,000. This was a legitimate expenditure of 
money provided Congress had made the necessary appropriation 
therefor, and if this was all, there would be but little difficulty, I 
apprehend, in making the necessary appropriation to coverit. It 
was found, however, that the principal expenditure which caused 
the 8 arises from an increase of service and its cost upon cer- 
tain routes the contract term for which has not and will not expire 
for some years to come. These routes are one hundred and seven in 
number, and the original contract price per annum, made respectively 
on the Ist day of July, 1878, and the 1st day of July, 1879, for service 
thereon, was $1,041,457; while 3 pay thereon, for increase 
of trips and expedition, by order of the Department made last year 
and this year, is over $2,178,000 per annum; making the total pay 
thereon per annum $3,219,437. 

The increase upon each one of these routes ranges from over $5,000 
to $165,000 per annum. So the committee concluded that if this ex- 
traordinary increase could be safely dispensed with that a much less 
appropriation than is asked for would be sufficient; and to ascertain 
what amount would be eee to appropriate upon that basis the 
following inquiry was made of the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, and answer returned: 


Suppose, on all routes where the cost of service amounts to $5,000 from an in- 
crease of the trips, or $5,000 from reducing the schedule, the number of trips and 
schedules were g to what the same were before the increase, what amount 
of deficiency will be required to keep the star service to what it now is for the 
remainder of this fiscal year? The answer to that is as follows: 


Star service: 
Route on which either additional pg or expedition costs 
$5,000 or over, July 1, 1878, to June 30, 1879 $1, 368, 199 
c luave 1 
—— 18 970 
Oost ot above, July 1, 1879, to January 31, 1880, seven months.. 1,271, 06 
One month’s extra pay. ......... 1-220 ==œkk . 181, 
1, 452, 647 
Rate of Lage por annam; December 31, 1879 ꝶ zz 7, 594, 095 
Deduct $5,000 increases. 2,178, 970 
Rate of cost per annum exclusive of $5,000 increases. 5, 415, 125 
Cost at above rate, July 1, 1879, to Jan 31, 1880 ......... $3, 158, 822 
Add cost of $5,000 increases for same period ..-..-.......... 452, 647 1 
Amount uired for service without $5,000 increases, February 1 to 
K A ĩ⅛ ans 2 sdognns {ee Pew een? 1, 805, 041 
6, 416, 510 
Deduct appropriation. ............------ dee edecadecceneseccesssueeitas 5, 900, 000 
Balance required to keep service in operation to June 30, 1880, after dis- 
— — of all $5,000 increases 516, 510 


His answer supposed the increases should be cut off on the Ist of 
February last, but as the bill provides that they shall be cut off the 
Ist of March next, the amount will have to be increased by one 
month’s pay extra, which is $181,581, so that if this bill passes, by 
the estimate of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, every mile 
of star service can be paid for at its peins efficiency for the balance 
of this fiscal yearon 10,418 routes in the United States, and at the orig- 
inal contract price on these one hundred and seven routes for $698,091 
additional appropriation; and if this bill it will carry the 

091, and for new service $100,000, and for increase of service 
100,000; total, $898,091. While if we do not pass this bill and cut 
off this increased service on these one hundred and seven routes, by 
the estimate of the Postmaster-General we should appropriate for the 
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service the deficiency of $1,720,000, to fay for peor: service, and 
for new service yet to be placed 8280, 000, total; $2,000,000. 

These are the two propositions; that of the committee is $1,100,000 
the cheapest. The one hundred and seven routes which the commit- 
tee propose to cut down $2,200,000 per annum to the original contract 
price as it was on a part of them on the Ist dayof July, 1878, andon 
a part the Ist day of J july, 1879, are situated as follows: In Montana, 
7; Wyoming; 3; Colorado, 16; New Mexico, 7; Arizona, 11; Utah, 
4; Idaho, 3; Oregon, 8; Nevada, 11; California, 14; Louisiana, 3; 
Texas, 8; Indian Territory, 4; 1; Nebraska,1; Dakota, 6. 

I call attention to the fact that there is not one of these routes east 


‘of the 9 River, and only one in Kansas and one in Nebraska, 


and I further attention to the fact that the service upon this one 

hundred and seven routes eats up over one-half of the whole appro- 

riation for the star service, costs more than the service upon all the 
ance of the routes in the United States, 10,418 in number. 

Now, I am willing to concede that the Post-Office Department is 
growing 55 and I want to be not only just but liberal to that 

partment and all branches of the service connected therewith, but 
the Department believed six and eighteen months ago, when the con- 
tracts were made on these routes, that one millions dollars’ worth of 
service was enough. Now, does anybody believe that the increase of 
business and development of the country authorize the multi: lying 
of the cost threefold, swelling the cost from $1,000,000 to $3,200,000, 
equal to one-third of the cost of mail rtation on all the eigh 
thousand miles of railroads in the United States and one-half o 
rbe cost of the star service in the United States ? 

Mr. HAZELTON. Has the service been increased on those routes ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Oh, yes. And I will give the gentleman 
a 8 of how they have been increased. 

. HAZELTON. Was the increase necessary? 

Mr. CANNON, ef Illinois. I am not discussing that. It was not 
necessary eighteen months ago. 

Mr. H TON. The question is whether it is necessary now. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. That was sufficient then when the serv- 
ice was contracted for and let. And I will ask whether there has 
been such an increase in business as to make one million dollars’ 
worth of service swell to $3,200,000, 

z Mr. HASKELL. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, let meask a ques- 
on. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HASKELL. My ganon is whether the gentleman has not 
been long enough on the Postal Committee and has not become 
familiar enough with the star service of the United States to know 
that many and many a time a route is let and service ordered upon it 
once a week when every man knows that as soon as the route is sur- 
veyed, the line located, the business ascertained, that service must be 
brought up to six times a week and an expedited schedule? And in 
view of that well-known fact, I ask is the statement of the gentle- 
man from Illinois a fair statement of this bill? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I know precisely what the gentleman 
from Kansas has reference to, and I reply te question 1 5 asking 
another. While I admit the strength pak: force of what he says as to 
a route now and then, I ask did he ever know, or did anybody else 
ever know, that it was n to increase one hundred and seven 
routes in six and twelve months from $1,000,000 compensation in 
round numbers to $3,200,000? The necessity for increase upon the 
route in the case put by the gentleman is exceptional, while the in- 
creases in fact as made y the Department have become the rule. 

Mr. HASKELL. I will answer the gentleman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I do not yield. 

Mr. HASKELL. I thought the gentleman asked me a question, 
and I desired to answer it. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Oh, let him answer the question. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. If the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
HAZELTON] is making the speech he may let him. A number of 
gentlemen around me who do not aim to be unkind throw in remarks 
which are an annoyance, creating confusion, and I prefer not to be 


8 

Mr. CONGER. Perhaps you will Bet over that by and by. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. When I am as old as my venerable friend 
from Michigan, perhaps I may. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. He 
declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. When a member addressing this House asks another 
member a question has not that member a right to answer it? 

Mr. C. ON, of Illinois. I will set the soul of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] at rest by asking the gentleman from 
Kansas how much time does he want to answer that question ? 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not desire any gentleman in this House to 
give up his time to me. I will take care of my own interests. I do 
not desire to interrupt the gentleman from Illinois. I presume dis- 
cussion will be permitted in this committee and I will reserve what 
I have to say until I shall have an opportunity to make remarks on 
this eee in my own time. 

Mr.C. ON, of Illinois. The committee proposes to cut off this 
increased and expedited service so as to give the original service as 
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it was on the Ist day of July last as to a part of the routes and as it 
was on the Ist day of July, 1878, on the other parts. Do that and 

ou save over a million of dollars. If you do not do that walk up 

ike men and vote the $1,700,000. There it is. You can take your 
choice. The committee’s bill means $700,000 for existing service and 
$200,000 for an increase of service; and the other proposition, if you 
do not adopt the committee’s bill and chop off these increases on one 
hundred and seven routes, means $1,700,000, Now while we are talk- 
ing about these routes let me give you the facts, not as to the one hun- 
dred and seven routes, but let me give you the facts as to twelve routes. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me for one 
question ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from Illinois is on the committee, I 
believe, which is rear repent this matter; and if it be not a be- 
trayal of the secrets of that committee, I would ask if there is any 
evidence before his committee 

Mr. CLYMER. I object. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Let him ask the question. 

Mr. CLYMER. The gentleman is not entitled to ask what oc- 
curred in committee. 

Mr. PAGE. I have not concluded my question. Let me finish it. 
Is there any evidence before the Appropriations Committee that this 
service on the one hundred and seven routes is unnecessary ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CLYMER] make the point of order? 

Mr. CLYMER. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PAGE. Then I will ask the gentleman from Illinois if he is 
in possession as a member of this House of any facts that show it to 
be unnecessary to continue the appropriations for the one hundred 
and seven routes as they are now served? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman my own 
opinion about it, if he wants that 

Mr. PAGE. I want to know what facts the gentleman has. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The tleman has asked me a question 
on which the point of order has Goes made and sustained, and he 
knows my mouth is closed. 

Mr. PAGE. I have changed the question, and have asked the gen- 
tleman to make the statement as a member of the House, not as a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will give him my opinion about it. 

Mr. PAGE. Iam not asking for any information obtained by the 
investigation. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman seeks, I will not say to 

ttifog, but to get me to give information when he knows my mouth 
is sealed by the point of order. 

Mr. PAGE. Not at all. I do not ask you for any information ob- 
tained by the committee in its investigations. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Very well. My opinion I have alread 
given. It is that this increase of 300 per cent. on these one hund 
and seven routes, making these routes eat up one-half of the total 
appropriations for all the star service in the United States en 10,500 
routes, is too large an increase. 

Mr. JONSEN; Is the increased service on all these routes unnec- 
essary 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the 8 yield ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I do not at this point. 2 

Mr. CONGER. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman, but we 
are desirous of obtaining information. If the subject will not bear 
examination, then let it go. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will ask the Chair a question. Will 
I be entitled to recognition in my own right after the expiration of 
this hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] to bespeaking in the time of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] and after that time shall have expired 
another gentleman will be recognized. 

Mr. C ON, of Illinois. Another gentleman? I thought I was 
down for recognition in my own right. 

The CHA The Chair understood the gentleman to accept 
the remainder of the time of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLOUNT. IL hope the gentleman will be allowed to go on in 
his own right. It was understood that way in the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection. r: 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. My only object in asking the question 
is that I have been interrupted so mently, and I desire to give 
gentlemen all the information I can. If I may be allowed to get 
3 with my statement I will then answer gentlemen if I have 

e time. 

Mr. PAGE. Do I understand from the gentleman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations having charge of this bill [Mr. BLOUNT] that 
no time will be allowed to those who are opposed to the bill and in 
fayor of making the necessary appropriations to speak on this sub- 
ject before the five-minute debate s have commenced ? 

Mr. BLO The Committee on 1 are anxious to 
have a fair discussion of this bill; and ill not myself move that 


the committee rise for the purpose of closing general debate until 
the bill has been fairly discussed on both sides. 
Mr, PAGE. That is satisfactory. 
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Mr. CANNON, of IIlinois. I hold in my hand an official statement 


made by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General in regard to twelve | original contract price therefor, where situate, and the 


mail routes of the one hundred and seven routes before mentioned 


Termini. 


letperweek. 


Number of route. 

Present length. 

Present number of 
trips per week. 


Number of tri; 


Indian Ter Vinita, Las Vegas 633 810 
ota...... 35051 | Bismarck, Fort Keogh. 310 
5 31454 Fort Worth, Yuma.... 1, 426 
Montana. 36107 | Bozeman, Fort Keogh.. 361 
Wyoming. 37110 | Rock Creek, Ft. Cuser. 331 
New Mexico Las V. 


DO 0 6888888 
Enn 
B. Ersa 
8) BRSSESSS328 


From which it 
twelve routes was 
the cost of same was increased by order of the Post-Office Department 


appears that the original contract price on these 
$218,326, and last year and this, to Ist of January, 


$934,990, making the present total cost therefor per annum $1,183,161, 
an increase in round numbers of $1,000,000. I do not believe the ex- 
ercise of discretion by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General author- 
izing such an enormous increase as here made was wise. 

As gentlemen seem to be anxious for information I will give one 
route as a specimen. Take the route from Fort Worth to Yuma. The 
original contract price, at the time the contract went into force on 
the Ist day of July, 1878, was $134,000. That was for seven trips per 
week, and it took seventeen days to make a trip; that is, the sched- 
ule time for the trip was seventeen days, and the contract was for 
daily service. An order was made by the Department reducing that 
schedule time to thirteen days of seventeen days; that is, mak- 
ing the service four days quicker. The increase of cost for that ex- 
* 5 the service was 8165,000, making 8300, 000 for what before 
cost $ 

Now, I think that the law needs amending, and let me say in jus- 
tice to the Post-Office Department, for I am not here to do it an injus- 
tice, that those in charge of that Department themselves believe the 
law needs amending, and they have so said in a report to mis House 
asking authority in such cases to terminate the contract and readver- 
tise the service. 

And what is true upon this one route is true to a greater or less 
extent on every one of the one hundred and seven routes. For in- 
stance, here is another route, the Vinita and Las Vegas route, through 
the Indian Territory, which has been increased from $6,000 per an- 
num to $150,000 per annum. But enough of that. 

Mr. Chairman, the question has been asked, why decrease the serv- 
ice and the cost thereof on these one hundred and seven routes to 
what it was when the contract was made therefor, six and eighteen 
months ago, and it the increase of service to remain untouched 
on all the other routes in the United States? In reply I have to say 
that from an examination of the official tables it appears that the in- 
crease on these one hundred and seven routes was extraordinary, and, 
in my opinion, not wise, while on the other routes the increase was 
in small amounts, such as was probably legitimately called for by 
the development of the country and the demands of the service, the 
increase being in small amounts on many of the ten thousand other 
routes, in the main from twenty-five to three hundred dollars per 
annum, and very rarely as great as two thousand or three thousand 
dollars per annum; in fact, the total increase on all of these ten 
thousand routes this fiscal year was only $300,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me to make one inquiry, 
in order that his ment may be understood ? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. inly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman has specified one hundred and 
seven routes where he says there has been an unnecessary increase. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman has also specified the additional 
cost for increase of service and ition. ill the gentleman give 
us the number of miles of those one hundred and seven routes? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Ido not know whether the amount is 
footed or not; T will see. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are one hundred and seven of the largest 
routes in the service. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. That is true in general, but not true 
without excepi 

Mr. BINGHAM. Can the gentleman give me any idea of the num- 
ber of miles embraced in these one hnn: and seven routes? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will give the gentleman an answer 
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upon which the service is now being performed, which shows the 
increase of pay 
from additional trips and increased speed, as follows: 


ra 
3. 3, 3. 
Sg | Se 3i 
; 5 E 3 3 Pay last term. 
GICIR 
EEE 
8 3 ye 8 
4 A A A 
00 8144. 03 | $150, 592 03 |...... 21 27 | New service. 
00 | 67, 00 70, 000 00 3 4 Do. 
00 | 165, 00 | 299,000 00 33 35 36 Pro rata for like service, $321,000. 
00| 6, 81 85, 266 81 8 16 16 | Three times a week, $29,400.46. 
25 | 78, 87 88, 768 12 4 8 9 | New service. 
00 | 76,311 68 91, 211 68 17 19 19 | Three times a week, $27,181.81. 
00 | 122, 00 | 135,975 00 il 14 14 Three times a week, . 
00 | 59,519 99 66,959 99 7 8 9 | Once a week, $4,600. 
00 | 31, 32 32,640 32 4 7 7 | New service. 
00 | 64, 00 72, 520 00 17 14 15 Twice a week, $9,725. 
00 | 26, 33 55, 424 33 20 2 23 | Seven times a week, $45,990.29. 
00 29, 00 | 25, 928 00 14 13 13 | Three times a week, $11,486.71. 
00 03 1. 183,316 19 


THOS. J. BRADY, 
ond Assistant Ps 
that shall be approximately correct. While I cannot be precisely 
accurate, I see by glancing at the table that these one hundred and 
seven routes amount in the aggregate to about twenty-two thousand 
miles in weet 

Mr. BING The star service aggregates two hundred and fif- 
teen thousand miles; so that these one hundred and seven routes 
embrace about one-tenth of the entire star service. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. And cost one-half of the entire appro- 
priation for that service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That I know nothing about. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. In other words, these one hundred and 
seven rontes, one-tenth in length of this service, cost as much as the 
other ten thousand routes in the United States, nine-tenths in length 
of the whole service. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not an enemy of the star service in the 
West. I want that section to have all that it is entitled to legiti- 
mately. I believe in fostering the interests of the West, in deve 42 
ing the country; I have always believed in it, and have always ad- 
vocated it. For that reason in this bill, while we suggest a reduc- 
tion of this service to what it was at the commencement of last year 
in cost, we also give power to increase the service as it may be nec- 
essary on all routes in the United 5 the increase does 
not exceed $5,000 on any one route. I that provision is about 
right. I think it probable that in Colorado there are a few routes 
upon which increases might be proper, and in regard to which the 
Department ought to have discretion to make proper increases. So 

ps in many other places. In this bill we allow the Department 
to make an increase in any not to exceed $5,000. 

Mr. BELFORD. As the gentleman has referred to Colorado will 
he allow me a single remark? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELFORD. I say that under the operation of this bill the peo- 

le of Colorado will have but one service a week between Pueblo and 
ita, between Fair Play and Helena, and between Helena and Lead- 
ville. You propose to take off the daily mail to Leadville, a a of 
forty thousand population, and under the operation of this bill to 
give usa veky mail. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. What is the contract price? 

Mr. BELFORD. I think that originally it was when the town 
had only about twenty-five hundred ple. There has been 
little increase of the pay for that service since that time, although 
the population has increased from twenty-five hundred to forty 
thousand. 

Mr. CANNON, of Ilinois. When was the original contract made f 

Mr. BELFORD. I understand the 3 contract was made in 
1878. I have a statement here obtained from the Post- Office Depart- 
ment this morning, showing that under the operations of this bill 
the service will be reduced to one trip a week on the routes I have 


named. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I have said that this bill, if passed, may 
here and there work hardship in regard to this or that route. But 
after it is passed, Congress still be in session; and if there are 
individual cases of hardship, Congress will have the remedy in its 
hands. It is eee in passing a bill of this kind that we should 
establish some general rale, if we are to make any saving atall. The 
argument as to the hardships on one or two routes should not avail 
to through this whole increase. 


d: 

Mr. MPHREY. It is not as to one route but as to the whole 
country that this bill fails to provide a sufficiency of mail service. 
The Assistant Postmaster-General reduced the service on tho Ist of 
J nyon several routes within my knowledge. 

. CANNON, of Illinois. Where? 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1135 


Mr. HUMPHREY. In the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. On whose request! 

Mr. HUMPHREY. You have me there. [Laughter.] I do not 
know on whose request. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, ever since I have had a 
seat in this House I have been surprised whenever this star-service 

uestion has come up to see tlemen from Illinois and Wisconsin, 
Ton all over the South and West, rise here and cry out that the star 
service is going to be interfered with. Now, let me state what is the 
fact. The gentleman says that the daily service was taken off his 
little route in Wisconsin on the 1st of July. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Not only one route, but a dozen of them. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. A dozen rontes where the service did 
not cost much—short routes; and the service was taken off for the 
reason, we are told, that there was not money sufficient. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I say it was taken off under the appropriations 
for the present fiscal year. 

These people in Illinois, Wisconsin, and all over the country, have 
the Tan to be sensitive on this question, because the only direct 
benefit they get from the legislation of Congress is what they receive 
from the star service. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Now, if I can have order and if the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HUMPHREY] can restrain himself for a 
few minutes, I will answer him, Does not the gentleman know that 
since the service was taken off his dozen routes in Wisconsin—short 
routes that did not cost much—there has been a service costing over 
$2,000,000 ee and increased on one hundred and seven routes 

i sippi River? 
. Yes, I know that; but the bill before us will 
not allow any increase of service east of the Mississippi. The appro- 
tions in this bill will not allow the Postmaster-General to put 
the service as it was before the Ist of J * 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Idecline to yield further to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. I want to give this committee this information: 
that at the close of the last Congress we passed a post-route bill with 
two thousand new post-routes upon it; service has been pos upon 
thirteen hundred of those two thousand new routes out of the appro- 
prisen for this year at a cost of $430,000 ; we have provided in this 

ill an appropriation of $100,000, which at thesamerate forthe thirteen 
hundred routes will place the service for the remainder of this fiscal 
year on the remaining seven hundred routes. I think that takes care 
of the gentleman’s little routes. O, but, says P I want the service 
expedited on my little routes up in Wisconsin. I want an increased 
number of trips! 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I have not said that. I want the service up 
there increased to what it was five years 2 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. This $100, for the balance of this 
year will put it there. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. But they say it will not. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. There is $100,000 for new service and 
there is $100,000 for increased service. That is enough for the remain- 
ing four months as shown by the nditures of the De ment. 

t me show the gentleman one other thing. Take the Postmaster- 
General’s reports; run through them for years and what do you 
find? You find in States east of the Mississippi River that the de- 
erease in the cost of the star service is frequently more than the in- 
crease. You will find it was so last year. FES see of that is eaten 
up by this enormous increase west of the ppi River. Gentle- 
men east of the 1 River are pressed to vote for the star 
service to get service on their little routes while the maw of these 
contractors upon these one hundred and seven routes is ever open to 


swallow one-third, ay, one-half of the total appropriation made for 
the purpose of carrying the mails. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask my friend from Illinois to allow me to make a 
statement. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will yield for that purpose, 


Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Illinois a moment ago was 
interrupted by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HUMPHREY] by 
the statement that they had not the star service in Wisconsin they 
had four or five years ago. I have before me the report of the Post- 
master-General, which shows that in 1877 it was 2.6 and at this time 
it is 2.78 trips a week, one in 1877 and the other in 1880, showing that 
the Department is at variance with the gentleman from Wisconsin in 
his statement that there was an increase instead of a decrease, and 
that, therefore, the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Then the gentleman knows more than 
the officials. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not know what the officials say, but I know 
the service in my State, which had been daily and had been so for 
y was cut down on the 1st of June last to tri-weekly service. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. One word in conclusion on this branch 
of the subject. Isay considering the cost of the service and the re- 
ports of the Department $200,000, which we appropriate in terms, 
will give the gentleman from Wisconsin and every other gentleman 
the service they ought to have during the remainder of the fiscal 
year. Ifthe gentleman from Wisconsin or any other gentleman, with 
the hope of getting service on their little routes, want to vote money 
at the rate of $3,200,000 a year into the pockets of the contractors on 
er one hundred and seven routes, well and good. That is their 

ookout. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I wish they had no little routes in Wisconsin. 
(Laughter. 

Mr. CLX Then, what are you talking about? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will not an mize my friend from 
Wisconsin, because with that wise shake of his head when a gentle- 
man declines to yield to him he gets it anybow. [Langhter.j 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Now I have a right to rise to a personal expla- 
an [Laughter.] I never did e my head wisely. [Renewed 

ter. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I take the gentleman at his word and 
will go on with the discussion of the bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I wish I could take the gentleman at his word. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I have performed the duty, so far as 
this bill is concerned, which was laid upon me as one member of the 
committee from which it was reported. The facts I have given are 
taken from the official reports of officers of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. I thought it my duty as respectfully as I knew how to give 
them to the committee. Now, if some other gentleman can say, in 
his capacity as a Representative, he can frame a better bill, a wiser, 
and juster one, and will do it, and the ority of this committee 
will concur with him, then I have no objection. So far as I am eon- 
cerned I have wrestled with this question and with the facts in it as 
best I could, and have concurred in the reporting of this bill, believ- 
ing it to be the wisest one we could mature. ithout any defense 
of the Post-Office Department, without any attack upon it, I have 
2 the 3 E A committee to this Croes y Bad 15 is 

ey estim w s we propose to appropriate. ve given 
you all the facts, and am content and shall be satisfied with wha. 
ever policy the committee may choose to adopt. I will print the 
table showing the one hund: and seven routes en of, with 
the original contract price and cost of increase, as follows: 


Statement of cost of increase of star service on routes where increase exceeded $5,000, for fiscal year 1879. 


--| Helena and Butte Ci 

-| Fort Benton and ps. 
—— ne and Horse Head.. 
Rock Creek and Fort Custer 

-| Rawlins and White River.. 
Monument and River 
Fair Play and Cleora... 
Helena and Oro 8 

-| Cañon City and Del Norte. 


Garland and Oura; 
ach 


- | Antelope Sprin 
----| Silverton and Parrot City... 
------ | Cleora and Oro City ........ 

----| Ouray and Salina 


* 


i 
8 


Santa Fé and Fort Stanton 
Las Vegas and Las Cruces.. 
Fort Stanton and Fort Davis 


err 


Fort Garland and Santa F- 


Cost July 1, Cost of addi- | Cost of expe- Total 
Miles. 1878. tional trips. dition. increase. 
„ 361 $3, 542 00 $20, 042 00 
S 140 2, 677 00 12,314 00 
Saabsbcnedtesers 116 2,084 00 9, 670 00 
85 6, 667 00 9, 167 00 
70 pa 7.500 00 ay 7.500 00 
100 4 6,000 00 |. Ze 6, 000 00 
214 F 14, 380 00 |. PEA 14, 380 00 
331 10, 507 00 10, 507 00 
165 1,700 00 3, 400 00 8, 606 00 12, 006 08 
59 1, 200 00 300 00 7,000 00 7, 300 00 
60 1, 788 00 2, 383 00 6, 086 00 8, 469 00 
45 1,477 00 1, 969 00 4, 308 00 6, 277 00 
151 5, 500 00 7, 333 00 8, 351 00 25, 684 00 
Ne 146 940 00 4,397 00 9, 500 00 13, 897 00 
296 16, 036 00 10, 663 00 15, 995 00 26, 658 00 
74 R R AETAT A 15, 437 00 15, 437 00 
60 2,840 00 4,741 00 5, 680 00 10, 421 00 
7 1, 488 00 4, 474 00 10, 549 00 15, 023 00 
3 12,250 0 12, 250 00 
ere r We Ge 12, 190 00 
9 5, 460 000 EaR 5, 460 00 
316 26,200 00000 40, 841 09 40, 841 00 
197 1,748 00 3, 496 00 7, 866 00 11, 362 00 
424 14, 900 00 54, 435 00 21. 876 00 76, 311 00 
Po ete aaa 10, 500 00 21, 000 00 31, 500 00 
(EAS 13, 983 00000 13, 983 00 
529 18, 500 00 77, 700 00 39, 775 00 117, 475 00 
191 7, 400 00 3, 720 00 17, 537 00 21, 257 00 
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Statement of cost of increase of star service, §-c.—Continued. 
| 

Cost July 1, | Cost of addi. Coat of Total 

State or Territory. Termini of route. Miles. 1878. gasaat aaa nill ee 
4 $13,658 00 -2-00 $13, 658 00 
4,999 00 5, 684 00 $21, 384 00 27,068 00 
680 00 19, 870 00 1,990 00 31, 860 00 
TO 6,571 00 6, 571 00 
49, 000 00 8,166 00 |. 8, 166 00 
2,390 00 4,730 00 | 7,170 00 11, 950 00 
5 8 000 0000 8, 000 00 
4,788 00 6,384 00 63, 84 00 
5, 800 0 7, 975 00 
7, 440 00 7, 688 7, 688 00 
3, 088 00 6, 134 17, 211 00 
8, 288 00 45, 284 63, 933 00 
2, 883 00 18, 612 18, 612 00 
2. 200 00 5, 500 5, 500 00 
4,330 00 |........... 7, 422 00 
ity THO OO e 10, 539 00 
7200 0e e 7. 300 00 
and 15, 300 00 10, 845 00 23, 935 00 
7, 840 00 3. 724 00 8.524 00 
.. . ͤ . ͤ ß . 5. 900 00 |. 5, 900 00 
8, 000 00 6, 200 00 |. 6, 200 00 
P ˙ K RR N Laden wacker eee 7,500 00 7,500 00 
Soledad and Newhall 29, 000 00 4,173 00 21, 750 00 25, 923 00 
r rxauwects Caliente and Independent 12, 485 00 12, 485 00 11, 314 00 23, 799 00 
WO iss a oes nods coveveccucuchaadaas bbc 25 2,270 00 2, 289 00 2, 666 00 5,955 00 
GWG . Susanville and Lake Vieuꝙuww̃ e 155 SSS 6,975 00 6,975 00 
7 . 279 54, 985 00 34.015 0 . 34, 015 00 
179 5. 9€8 00 8, 982 00 17, 964 00 26,946 00 
122 4,000 00 5, 333 00 13, 253 00 18, 586 00 
215 3, 425 00 6, 850 00 10, 275 00 17, 125 00 
r Sees 6035303506 6. 000 00 
151 5, 200 00 17, 242 10 12, 042 10 29, 284 20 
acevecs 120 1,890 00 1, 890 00 3, 780 00 5, 670 00 
160 8, 987 00 -L 8, 987 00 
148 2,733 00 5, 466 00 5, 466 00 
183 2, 765 00 7, 582 50 2, 052 50 9,635 00 
182} 8, 440 00 3, 657 33 13, 504 00 17, 161 33 
249 16, 897 00 3, 006 02 8, 696 92 11, 703 00 
1, 426 134, 000 00 |.............. 165, 000 00 165, 000 00 
15, 200 00 19, 000 00 19, 000 00 
oO 820 00 3, 690 00 11, 480 00 
6, 330 00 40, 429 88 58, 309 44 
947 00 6, 060 80 7, 007 86 
975 00 19, 550 00 19, 550 00 
000 00 |. 8, 500 00 8, 500 00 
è and Dead 000 00 |. 14, 285 00 14, 285 00 
z Bismarck an 27,950 00 32, 650 00 
GGP P.. c 836, 819 26 1. 465, 388 77 

Routes on which star service was increased over $5,000 since July 1, 1879. 

Shreve; and Red River Landing $40, 261 00 
Monroe and Shreveport ........ . 12, 987 00 
San Antonio and Corpus Christi Ie 20, 204 00 
Frio Town and Pass... 630 00 260 5, 250 00 
Vinita and Las Vegas...... 64, 529 44 053 86, 053 59 
Vermillion and Sioux Falls 817 80 635 5, 315 70 
Bismarck and Fort egg. 35, 000 00 35, 000 35, 000 00 
Springfield and Rapid Cit . W 8,556 10 
Bozeman and Fort Keogh..... 36, 542 00 48, 723 00 48, 723 00 
Rock Creek and Fort 10, 507 00 14, 009 00 78, 260 00 
Pueblo and Rosita. ......... 388 90 2,328 00 7, 760 00 
verton and Parrott City. 1, 703 00 4, 259 00 14, 808 00 
Fort Stanton and Fort Davis. 3, 500 00 7, 000 00 28, 000 00 
Fort Bascom and Trinidad .......... 1, 760 00 3, 520 00 14, 080 00 
Prescott and Santa F6..... 370 18. 500 00 7, 700 00 47, 475 00 
Prescott and Mohave City 28, 691 00 38, 263 00 38, 263 00 
Mineral Park and Pioche 22,300 00 29, 733 00 29, 733 00 
Florence and 2, 902 00 3,869 00 14, 667 00 
merville and Pahreah 3, 504 00 3,090 00 15, 808 00 
0 TTV 5, 400 00 5. 400 00 
Eagle Rock and Salmon City- 9,500 00 12, 667 00 12, 667 00 
Eugene City and Mitchell. 2,324 00 4, 649 00 19, 135 00 
The Dalles and Baker City 31, 080 00 41, 440 00 41, 440 60 
Aurora and Independence 5,999 00 7, 999 00 7,999 00 
Wells and Hamilton 10, 700 00 15, 000 00 15, 000 00 
Evreka and Belmont 8, 000 00 6, 200 00 6, 260 00 
and Col 1, 183 00 2,376 00 7. 722 00 
Susanville and Lake Vie 13, 950 00 13,950 00 13, 950 00 
Willow Ranch and Reno. 20, 558 00 27, 400 00 N. 400 00 
.| Sonora and VF ĩðVV / c | 2 S00 a ivaes vas spaknes 5, 450 00 5,450 00 
„ Wickenburgh and Prescott 858 50 6, 330 50 
Cloverdale and Eureka. 1, 833 33 32, 414 66 
E · -W P 443, 366 02 752, 312 55 


Mr. MONEY. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will be allowed 
to conelude his 5 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I have concluded. I only wanted the 
rivilege of yielding a portion of my time to other gentlemen, but I 
5 — no special desire in reference to the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared to say that the 
Post-Office Department officers have in all matters that come before 
them for their action been wise or unwise in the administration of 
affairs; but I am pi to state as my deliberate opinion that this 
bill now pending before the committee that seeks to remedy an alleged 


abuse of authority on the part of that Department ought never to 
be enacted into a law. If we were to admit every allegation made 
by the members of this committee concerning the Pos ce Depart- 
ment—every one of them—I should still object to the passage of such 
@ measure as this as in any way providing a proper or a certain cure 
for evils complained of. t does this bill pro todo? It goes 
on to oe ree all the money that may be needed for the star serv- 
ice of the United States under present contracts. It provides for 
every route, without any limitation or reservation, except in its prac- 
tical terns to one hundred and seven of the great star routes 
west of the Mississippi River. How is this? 
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Why, one gentleman has said that west of the Mississippi the peo- 
ple have received one-half of all of the expenditures of the Govern- 


ment for the support of the star service. I presume that to be true. 
Why should it not be? It is west of the Mississippi River where the 
great trade and travel of that section of our country winds its wa 
over wagon-roads where this great mail service on horses is carried. 
There is the place where the great stage-rontes are located; that is 
where the star service is most needed and where it principally exists. 
There is no such need of it east of the Mississippi River as there. Of 
course the heavy expenditures are there. 

Another member of this committee says that there is something 
evidently rotten in this management of the star service as it exists at 
this time because it costs more to maintain it there than it does east 
of the Mississippi. Why, sir, what is there remarkable about that? 
Does the honorable gentleman from Illinois believe that in the fifteen 
hundred miles lying through the Territory of Arizona, or across the 
barren waste of the Staked Plain, or reaching out over the summit of 
the Rocky Mountains, and through its rough and tortuous defiles, 
where the mails are to be carried daily on snow-shoes through the 
winter, perhaps to be carried over stretches of one hundred miles 
without water, across barren wastes, that that service can be per- 
formed at the same price that a buggy can be procured to carry the 
mails across the fertile plains of his own beautiful State of Illinois ? 
And yet thisis the argument that has been made here; this is the 
argument that we are to meet and that is used for the passage of 
this bill—because the western routes consume so much of the people’s 
money. And we are met with the charge that there is abuse in the 
service on these routes; that frauds have been perpetrated and prac- 
ticed continually, and that great wrong has been done to the people 
of the whole country in consequence, There is not one of them that 
has brought forward a single argument, not a word of evidence in 
support of the charge of fraud or abuse. 

Take any one of these routes that have been mentioned here, take 
for instance the Las Vegas and Vinita route, which has been alluded 
to half a dozen times here. That route was ordered by the Congress 
of the United States to be established; the Post-Office Department 
knew nothing about it. It stretches over seven hun miles of 
barren—no, not barren, but wild—territory, filled with military posts 
of the United States, with Indian agencies and scattered ranches of 
frontiersmen. They let that route by contract, but of course the 
contractor knew that if he secured it he secured the monopoly of it 
for four consecutive years, with all the increasing business that would 
naturally come to the route from the establishment of mail service 
upon it, and that he could afford to take it at a very low rate. 

Men settle upon all mail routes in the West as soon as they are es- 
tablished, and consequently there was much competition for this 
route, and it was bid off finally at some $6,000. It would have cost 
$25,000 to put the regular service on that route as often as required 
and in the manner by the contract. By all the figures that any route 
ought to have cost, this contractor would have been compelled to 
pay $25,000 for maintaining service on that route for four consecutive 
years. But he knew, as every one of the contractors knew, that when 
a mail-route was put through that country, when these Indian posts 
were held a papa by the mail-carrier’s trip once a week, when the 
isolated ranches of the hardy frontiersmen of New Mexico and Texas 
were once bound together by this mail-carrier route, villages would 
spring up all along the line; he knew that new post- offices would be 
located; he knew the service on the route 5 largely increased. 
He had the right to take it into consideration. They all take it into 
consideration, and they all would be liable to a charge of idiocy if 
they did not take note of these facts. And just what was sup to 
be true was found to be so when the route was opened. The con- 
tractor knew there was to be largely increased service in a short 
time. He could not help knowing it. He would simply have been an 
idiot not to baye known it. Everybody knew it. hen he comes 
to locate his route he sends to some civilized community and buys 
ferry-boats, builds bridges, shortens the line of the old military trails 
in one instance as much as a hundred and fifty miles; explores and 
surveys new routes; locates station-houses, digs wells, prepares his 
stock, and gathers together all material that he knows he will be 
called upon in less than four years, under his contract, to have in order 
to maintain his service, and the increase of the service that is sure to 
come. 

Right in the midst of this comes this bill. After it has been 
increased, after members of Congress by the score have been down 
to that Department and begged to have it increased, after the Gen- 
eral of the Army has asked to have it increased so that military posts 
may be connected together, so that news of Indian outrages may be 
transmitted, so that settlers may have correspondence with each 
other—after these men have petitioned Congress, after the Board of 
Trade in Saint Lonis have petitioned Congress, and the Merchants’ 
Exchange and the Cotton Exchange and representatives and delegates 
all through that section of the country have sent in petitions with 
hundreds and thousands of names, then the Post-Office Department 
under law—under law, mind you—makes the increase found to be 
necessary, and orders on the service. What does this bill do? It puts 
them back without recourse to the original provisions of the original 
contract. The price paid, for instance, for the purchase of ferry-boats 
and the building of i ie is more than that original contract, and 
that is true of the Fort Yuma route; it is true of these twelve great 
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routes; it is true, to a great extent, of the whole one hundred and 
seven. They have expended more for surveying some of their routes 
than the whole original contract would have cost. Why? Because 
while you could dilly-dally on any kind of route with a schedule time 
of two weeks, for instance, if the time be shortened up to one week 
you require to have a direct line, Instead of fording a stream in the 
prairie under a long schedule, you have to build a bridge under a short 
one. Instead of swimming a horse across a stream with a small 
mail-sack, you have to buy a ferry-boat for an increased mail and a 
more rapid transit ofit. Instead of “heading” a stream on the prairie 
on long schedule time, you must cross it by some means on short 
schedule time, 

This bill comes in and cuts off the whole increase of service and 
takes from these men every cent they have expended to build up their 
route and remands them back to the old original horseback, pack- 
saddle method of carrying the United States mails, 

Again, have you provided under this bill a remedy to reach the 
routes which have been enormously increased, and wrongfully? Not 
at all. Have you put your finger on a fraud and said“ We will elim- 
inate that?” No. Have you picked out al route and said“ This 
costs too much, we will cut if down one-half?” No. Have you ex- 
amined into the service of any one of these routes and made it pro 
rata to cost so much per mile? No. But you have cut down the great 
colossal frame-work of the whole star service west of the Mississippi 
River and have carried to those great through lines the stagnation 
of eternal death. 

Do you understand, gentlemen of the committee, that these great 
through routes, that you thus strike at are the feeders of the little 
routes that run there? Have you increased the service on the little 
route that branches out from this long one? You put it at six times 
a week or at three times a week. You expedite it possibly. Itis a 
little ronte. Its costs very little. But after you have done that all 
through the State or Terri , after you have increased all the di- 
verging routes, yon go to work and drive the great trunk line that 
supplies them all back to this once a week service. 

Take your Fort Yuma and Worth route. On that yon have expe- 
dited the service. Under the operation of this bill you still leave the 
daily mail along the Fort Yuma and Worth line. You do not take 
that away. But on the Las Vegas and Vinita route, equally as im- 
portant, with as many post-oflices, with as much to hope for the future, 
you remand that back to the old pack-saddle once-a-week service. 

Then it was charged here by the members of the committee that 
the original contract was so small and the increase so great that that 
increase must bea fraud. The original contract is no criterion at all. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] understands that. Heun- 
derstands that to secure a line, a stage route, a post-route running 
into a mining country like that of Leadville, or of Tucson, Arizona— 
in all those localities—a contractor would agree to take service once 
a week for nothing if he could get it; becanse he knows, as happened 
once already in Colorado, that before the time of his contract is out 
a city or a mining camp will grow up and thousands of men will have 
to be supplied with the mail and he will get compensation. 

Talk of the original contract for a route as being the guide for all 
subsequent action! I know of one firm, Sanderson & Co., in my State 
that took a contract to carry Uncle Sam’s mail for four years for one 
cent a year simply to shut out competition and to let the advan 
from the future growth and development of the country come to them. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HASKELL. Yes, I will yield. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman refers to a caso where 
the contractors took the service on a particular route for four years, at 
ove cent a year. He says that it was worth much more to do the work, 
but in order to drive are competition rd others and to get the car- 
rying trade on the route they took it for that low price. Now, I want 
to ask the gentleman where the equity or the right comes in for them 
to come forward now, in regard to a route upon which they are bound 
by their contract to ‘orm service, aud ask the Government to in- 
crease, the pay by $100,000 or $150,000 or $175,000 a year? 

Mr. HASKELL. They do not ask any such thing. Look at this 
4 56 and at the yay route to which we have had our attention 
called here so much, the Las Vegas and Vinita route. You say that 
Brady or the Post-Office Department has committed a fraud on the 
people of the United States. Now look at the list of names begging 
for that service. 

Mr. CLYMER. Didthey name the price to be paid? 

Mr. HASKELL. No. 

Mr. CLYMER. Of course they did not. 

Mr. HASKELL, If you are not satisfied with the price, why not 
fix the 5 for that route for service seven times a week at 
so muc 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman does not mean to mis- 
represent me. I have talked about the deficiency; have charged 
fraud against no man in anything I havesaid. I have spoken of the 
facts, and have no charges to make. 

Mr. HASKELL. I understand that. That service was put there 
on the petition of men like myself. I signed the petition for the in- 
crease, and I stand here ready to fight for that increase and to main- 
tain the increased service on that line because it ought to be there. 
Talk about the increased cost of that service through the Indian Ter- 
ritory! The service is two hundred miles from fhe nearest line of 
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railway on the south and one hundred miles from the nearest line of 
railway on the north. It runs right through the Indian Territory and 
is the precursor of the great railroad that is soon to follow it. Is this 
moa wl and post-route service to be crippled and destroyed by 

Talk about the cost of continuing that service there! Why, sir, 
thirteen men have died on that line, murdered by the outlaws who 
have infested it. Government property has been saved by the carry- 
ing of the mail through there. Bands of organized desperadoes have 
been driven from the line of that road. The old mail of the United 
States once every day stops at the little post-offices and stations alon 
the line of the route, communicating with all the mili posts, an 
connecting the people of those border settlements with their friends 
in the From Fort Elliot in Texas the mail is carried to Saint 
Louis twenty-four hours ahead of any railroad connection that can 
otherwise be had. The mail is the advance of civilization, and 
is valuable in a thousand ways other than for the simple transmis- 
sion of letters. This bill contemplates ft gop that service back to 
the original contract price, and practically destroying it completely. 
If these twelve routes which have been dwelt upon so much to-day 
have been put at too high a price 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. HASKELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. oe fone is discussing this matter with so much 
candor that I would like to ask him a question for my own satisfac- 
tion and forthe satisfaction of other gentlemen here. How is it that 
these contracts, involving an excess of appropriations, are made in 
defiance of section 3679, I think, of the Revised Statutes? What is 
the remedy when the Department exceeds the appropriations and acts 
in defiance of the law? 

Mr. HASKELL. Now, I will give you the answer. 

Mr. COX. I want a good answer. 

Mr. HASKELL. You shall have it. Iam glad you have brought 
m that question. When the 30th day of June next, comes, if any 
— eid of the Post-Office Department has violated the law, then pun- 

im. 

Mr. COX. There is no penalty in this section; I wish there was. 

Mr. HASKELL. Hold on. Up to the 30th day of June next, the 
mouths of every one of 2 75 are stopped. You say that by stopping 
the service all over the United States the Department is going to ruin 
the whole star service. But recollect that you have lod in the 
hands of that officer a discretionary power to increase or decrease that 
service. It is a power lodged there by act of Congress, and you cannot 
im h him for exercising it. He may be a fool; he may be an idiot. 

. COX. He may be a knave. 

Mr. HASKELL, He may bea knave, and use that power unwisely. 
But you have given him that discretionary power, and until the 30th 
day of June, 1880, the months of every man in this House are stopped 
against 5 55 about a violation of the law. 

Mr. CO ut if he exceeds the appropriation before the time is 


up, is not that a sort of species of duress upon Con ? 
151 HASKELL. I think not, for he has not BESS ETU appropria- 
ion yet. 

Mr. COX. I would like to hear why, for I am interested. 

Mr. nae 3 Ma a will tell you why there is no duros upon Ses 
gress. Mem of Congress secure the passage o route bills, 
and service is to be put on those post-routes at the 8 of the 
Department. Members of Congress flood the Department with their 
then roa aoe as individuals they promise the officer in charge of this 
service that Congress will be lenient. 

Mr. COX. That is too thin. 

Mr. HASKELL. They promise that Congress will take care of the 
service; that Congress will see that no detriment arises from the ex- 
ercise of this discretionary power. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Where is the evidence of that? 

Mr. HASKELL. And if members of Congress have dealt honorably 
with their official, there is not even the tinge of unwisdom about his 
acts; there is no crime in any of them; there is no fraud in any of 
them, and no unwisdom. It is not even unwise, for he has a right to 
counsel the Congress of the United States as to the service over which 
he has discretionary power. 

Mr.COX. Will my eloquent friend from Kansas give us the evidence 
ee that Congressmen have used this extra-official influence ? 

Mr. HASKELL. I will. 


Mr. COX. . And let the gentleman say whether that influence ought 
to be potential with the Department or not. 

Mr. HASKELL. I will read from the evidence before me. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is barred by the decision of the Chairman. 


[Langhter. 

Mr. HASKELL. The decision of the Chairman does not bar any- 
thing that I may wish to read; for I am not a member of the com- 
mittee having charge of this subject. I am here in possession of a 
document. I do not say where it came from, but I pro to use it. 

Mr. COX. Ido not want the gentleman to hide anything ; let him 
bring out all the facts. 

Mr. HASKELL. Here is a list containing the names of nearly every 
Army officer and pretty pontig ea rivate of all the on the 
line of one of these routes. en follow the names of the postmas- 


ters, the ranchmen, the business men—— 
Mr. COX. Come down to the 3 
Mr. HASKELL, Oh, I will not th 


e names of the Congressmen, 


I will say, however, that my name is there. [Cries of “Let us have 
it!” “Read them all!“ 

Mr. COX. Out with it. 

Mr. HASKELL. My name is attached for one. Here are also the 
names of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Saint Louis. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. If the gentle- 
man is authorized to use at all this document which has somehow 
come into his hands, (to the use of which I have no objection, ) I sub- 
mit that under the rules of this House, or if not under the rules of the 
House, at least in fairness, the whole document should come before 
the Committee of the Whole, with everybody’s name and what every- 


hody said. 
. HASKELL. Now on that point of order, which I trust will not 
be taken ont of my time, I want to say a word. This document has 
neither heading nor conclusion. You do not know, and I do not know, 
thatit emanated from any committee. It came into my hands from 
no committee. Iam a member of no committee having charge of the 
affairs of the Post-Office Department. I choose to incorporate into 
my speech such 8 from this document as I think proper. The 
book is mine. I will put into my — whatever portion of it I 
lease, and no more. (Langhter e will settle that question right 
ere; for the Chair I know with me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. en the gentleman proposes to garble 
the document that he has in his hand; does he? 

Mr. HASKELL. No; the gentleman does not propose to garble it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I rise to a point of order. I submit that the gen- 
tleman has no right to read from that evidence taken before the 
committee. I make this point because I wish to read from it myself. 
(Laughter.] The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] made 
this objection at an early stage in this debate; and this evidence was 
barred out. Now the gentleman from Kansas wants to read from it; 
so do I. I raise the point of order that the gentleman under the de- 
cision of the Chair cannot refer to that evidence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. [Laugh- 
ter. 

. HAWLEY. Good! 

Mr. HASKELL. I wanted merely to say that this discretionary 

wer is lodged with the Post-Office Department to put the star serv- 
ice where it pleases, when it pleases, and how it pleases, to a very 
great extent. When, therefore, there comes to the Post-Office De- 
partment such a swarm of Congressmen and Senators as I know 
came in behalf of this route— when there come petitions from the 
Board of Trade of Saint Louis, the Cotton Exchange, the Merchants’ 
Exchange, from all the officers of the Army on the frontier, from ev- 
ery member of Congress and every territorial Delegate of the sur- 
rounding country, is it not fair to assume that the Post-Office De- 
partment has a tolerably good 1 for its use of this discretion- 
ary power? Where can the officials of the Post-Office Department go 
for advice and counsel in the use of discretionary power if not to such 
men as are represented on the petitions for this increase of service? 

Mr. COX. Now, will m t friend answer a question? 

Mr. HASKELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. What right has the Post-Office Department, by the in- 
fluence or the instrumentality of Congressmen or others, to exceed 
the og oF ER made by law. 

Mr. HASKELL. The De nt has not exceeded the appropri- 
ations. To-day there is no deficiency in the Post-Office Department 
under the law. 

Mr. COX. There is a stoppage of the whole business after March. 

Mr. HASKELL. There is not a stoppage of the whole business 
after March. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. There has always been a deficiency there. 

Mr. COX. Both a moral and a pecuniary deficiency. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
(Mr. HUMPHREY, I who never “shakes his head wisely,” that he has 
no business to shake it unwisely at me. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. If I may interrupt the gentleman from Kansas, 
I wish to say what I meant was that ever since I have been in Con- 
gress there —— been a deficiency in the Post-Office Department. Con- 

has not been willing to give ty gs for the star service or other 

ranches of the mail service. It is said here that the remedy is with 

Con Now, if I wanted a remedy for anything Congress is the 
last place I would ever come to. 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
or anybody else except for a question. I undertake to say that at 
the close of the fiscal year, if the operations of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment should correspond with some three months of the precoding 
year, there would be a deficiency; but there is no deficiency now. 
come back to the proposition I submitted a few moments ago, that 
you have by statute lodged this discretionary power with this officer, 
and that even if he has exercised that discretion unwisely it does no’ 
become any member on this floor to charge him with thievery, rob- 
bery, fraud, and violation of the law until such violation has actually 
taken place. 

I 3 very well why this bill has been brought here in its 
present shape. It avoids the unpleasant responsibility of preparing 
a bill just as it ought to be prepared. 1 a few general sweepin 
provisions a million of money can be saved without the necessity o 
searching out the facts connected with each one of these routes that 
are to be sacrificed. That is one of the reasons why the bill comes in 
in its present shape. 
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If the only object of the committee is to report a bill to this House 
which will save a million of dollars out of expected, public, needed 
appropriations the coming year, there is another way to reach it with- 
out harming anybody especially. Suppose you take away from these 
routes which have been expedited, for instance, where the service 
has been simply made quicker than before—suppose you take that 
away, and you will save about $300,000, very nearly as much as is 
sought to be saved under the present bill, and you will save this daily 
service on these great lines. Here is my friend from Colorado, repre- 
senting a district covering the whole State of Colorado, with Lead- 
ville, which under the operation of this law receives the United States 
mail but once a week. Take off the expedited service, the quickened 
service, and leave the number of trips as they are under the present 
postal regulations, and my friend from Colorado gets his mail seven 
times a week, once a day. The expedition of the service is chiefly 
valuable to the passengers on the stage-route. Why will not the 
committee adopt that plan as a compromise in this matter and save 
seven hundred or eight hundred thousand dollars, and leave the serv- 
ice of that great western country, with its States and Territories, 
practically unimpaired ? 

Another reason why the bill has been brought in was because it 
will be impossible for a few individual members of Congress to be 
criticised by their immediate constituents by the passage of such a 
bill, 2 because there is nobody here to represent those Terri- 
tories who can vote. A gentleman has said on the floor, or intimated, 
he did not see what interest the gentleman from Kansas had in the 
Indian and other Territories; that I only had one route in my State 
which was affected. I wish to say to the tleman from Illinois 
those Territories in the United States do not belong to the democratic 
party, or to the republican or to any State; but they do belong 
to the people of the whole United States of America, and this House 
ought to deal with them, which in the future are to be the empires of 
the great American Republic, with more than leniency, ought to deal 
with them in kindness and with great care. Every reasonable facil- 
ity ought to be afforded for their growth, development, and social 
improvement. 
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They say this increase of service all through is largely in the 
West. Of course it is. There is where the population There 
is where the increase, the growth, and development of this nation 
are, there in the golden West; there the increase of the star service 
must be expected and must be provided for. 

You eastern men, with your railway lines by almost every farm, 
have no use for star service. You are not affected; your mail comes 
to you every day. My friend from Connecticut has not a post-route 
in his State twenty-five miles long. Here are two great routes, one 
eighteen hundred miles long, and another eight hundred miles long, 
branching from which, like ribs from the vertebrae, are these little 
minor auxiliary routes, which, under the operation of this bill, are 
to be destroyed y aan the main stem stricken down, destroyed, or 
seriously crippl 

Now, sir, I have nothing further to say on this subject except to 
repeat there are other considerations which should influence this 
House than the mere cost of carrying the mail upon these star routes, 
There are other considerations which should induce us to maintain 
these great trunk lines than the carrying of an occasional letter. 
They are the t forerunners of civilization. Along the lines of 
those great Western mail-routes cluster the future villages and cities 
of a great and prosperous people. These mail-carriers, hardy pioneers 
of civilization, survey shorter routes, provide ferry-boats, build 
brid open roads. These routes are used by our troops, and by the 
supply trains for the use of the Army, and for the use of the Indians, 
as well as for the use of the white men. It will not be ten years from 
to-day before a half dozen of these routes you are striking down under 
the operation of this bill will cease to have star service upon them, and 
the locomotive and the railroad service will take its place. 

It is a short-sighted policy, then, by the operation of this bill to 
materially cripple this whole system. It ought tobe increased. In- 
stead of $2,000,000 needed to maintain this service without detriment, 
$1,000,000 under the amendment I suggest will be sufficient to carry 
out the present contracts so that nearly all the people along the line 
of the routes will not be seriously affected. I submit a table show- 
ing the cost of some of these routes in 1850 to 1864. 


Western mail routes, from 1850 to 1864. 
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Number of route. 


Pay per mile Total amount 

per annum. | per annum. 
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Mr. HASKELL. I yield to the gentleman from New York for a 
few minutes. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I think the letters and petitions which 
my friend referred to put the service back where it was at the last 
session. I have an impression the Department . will not 
say purposely, but very nearly so—asked for bids below the price at 
which it was being carried under preceding contracts, in order to have 
some one, some party, some ring solicit increase under the discretion- 
ary power given to the Post-Office Department. 

If the amount of service carried under the last advertisements was 
increased, be did not that Department ask to continue the service 
on the basis then existing on the Prescott and Santa Fé route, which 
was let July 1, 1879—for how much does the House suppose? For 
$13,000, and was raised abont the middle of August following to 
$136,000! Is that disputed ? 

Something onght to be done before we pass any bill on this sub- 
ject for a thorough investigation of this matter. So far as New York 
State is concerned we pay our own service. We make a surplus, bat 
there is from two or three to five millions paid in above the cost of 
service levied on the people generally. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Because the country is behind you. 

Mr. COX. New York pays one-third of it. 

Mr. HASKELL. I will reserve fifteen minutes of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the 8 yields the floor he yields it 
altogether, and the Chair will recognize another gentleman. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Chair recognize me? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Con- 
necticut. 

Mr. CLYMER. If there be no objection I will move the committee 
rise. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will go on now or yield. [Cries of“ Go on!”] 

Mr. CLYMER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut prefer to go 


on? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I think this is important business, 
and I might as well say what I have to say just now. I do not in- 
tend to occupy an hour, 

The Committee on Appropriations yielded the floor to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [ Mr. KELL] that the debate might be more 
varied. I think it was wisely done because he has thrown light on 
this question. I have listened with great pleasure to him. I hope 
our friends of the West will not suppose that because some of us live 
a little way east of the Mississippi we have never been in the West 
and know nothing about the interests of that count I hope they 
will not think we have not with them a common right and pleasure 
in the magnificent progress of that region, and the utmost willing- 
ness to vote for anything for their ap, to the extreme of liberal- 
ity. The picture the gentleman from Kansas has drawn of the 
growth and settlement of the country gave me a thrill of pleasure 
as keen, I am sure, as any man on this floor could have felt. 

Now, sir, last year the Congress of the United States appropriated 
$5,900,000 for inland mail transportation upon star routes. It was 
every dollar the Post-Office Department estimated that it wanted. 
It was given ungrudgingly, with the utmost generosity and freedom, 
rather justice, I should say—do not call it generosity The law says 
the Department shall not exceed that amount, shall not exceed the 
amount of the appropriation. It isa wise law put upon the statute- 
book long ago, approved by everybody, indispensable to good govern- 
ment, I may say indispensable to honest government. Without a 
provision of that sort lived np to, no man can tell what is the bill to 
be brought in against the Government. Though it has no penalty of 
the penitentiary attached to it, it has at least the penalty of impeach- 
ment. Whether it has that or any other, it is the order of the De- 
partments officer’s superior officer. It is the order which I saya good 
servant of the Government, a gentleman, is bound to obey; bound to 
obey or give good reason to the contrary. . 

Are there no emergencies on which he could afford to give an apol- 
ogy for ssing? Plenty of them. I will make one for the 
Post-Office Department on this matter. After the appropriation of 

5,900,000 was made last winter the Forty-sixth Congress came here 
in extra session and established two thousand new mail-routes; as 
those things are always done, anybody asking for one can have it. 
The bill is made up in a lump. The Speaker asks the chairman of 
the Post-Office Committee, „Is there nothing on this bill but mail 
routes?” The member having the bill in charge replies,“ There is 
not.” Nobody objects, and the bill is declared p by unanimous 
consent. Does it follow that there is to be service established on 
each one of these routes? It is done as a matter of course. You 
might as well pass that bill presented by the Post-Office Committee 
which makes every highway in the country a post-route. It is a 
nominal matter. There are probably some of those two thousand on 
which service is required. 

If the Department had been able to come in here and say that after 
we had the post-route bill there was a great pressure for some service 
in newly settled regions, (largely in the new, some in the old,) and 
thongh it feared it would get beyond the $5,900,000, it had added 
considerable service which seemed to be required ; and it threw itself 
upon the erosity of Congress, an appropriation would have been 

anted cheerfully. If it had said that, I do not think there would 

five minutes’ discussion here. The offense would have been par- 
doned, though it still would have been an offense. On the contrary 
what has the Department done? After getting the $5,900,000 in March, 


1879, was a word said here during the extra session as to the rapidly 
growing necessities of the service? We were here fifteen weeks and 
there was no . made for an increase. We sat here up to 
the very last of June, up to the beginning of this current fiscal year, 
when these movements toward a deficiency were growing in the De- 

artment. Five months went on and you come here again, December 

, and you were met by the report of the Postmaster-General dated 
November 8, which did not say one word about the most important 
information the Department had in its possession, namely, that it was 
exceeding the appropriations for one branch of the service at the rate 
of nearly two millions a year. 

There is not a reference to it there that I can find. He s of 
a deficiency of $150,000 for the last year, the year ending June 30, 
1879. There is not a word about it. that I can find in the statement 
of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. But on the 8th of De- 
cember, a month after the regular official annual report is dated, a 
short message comes in here from the Postmaster-General, with a 
brief statement from the Second Assistant, asking for $2,000,000 for 
deficiencies, Why, there is not the courtesy of an explanation. The 
communication is hardly an inch and a half long, the message ask- 
ing for a deficiency of two millions. There is a real deficiency of 
$1,720,000, but he wants the round sum of two millions because there 
may be something else he may want to do before the time is out, and 
he may as well take all he can get; therefore he makes it two mill- 
ions on the whole. That did strike the Appropriations Committee a 
little aback. It did everybody, It was referred to that committee. 
We have examined it as well as we can, and have brought in a meas- 
ure that gives some relief. If it be not in the best form, put it in the 
best form, If the idea of the gentleman from Kansas that we can 
strike off the expedited service and get off with something like a 
million to cover the deficiency be correct, very well. We shall have 
discharged our duty when we have called your attention to this 
shameless and defiant infraction of the statutes of the United States. 
I have said it deliberately. That is what it is; a deficiency amount- 
ing to 34 per cent, addition to the appropriation, which was all he 
asked, and which he was commanded to live within; a deficiency 
created in the face of clear and imperative statutes forbidding the 
servants of the Government to exceed the appropriations, or to make 
contracts for future payments in excess thereof. 

Now, what is the excuse? A little excuse is found in the extra 
routes established last summer, though the Department might have 
said to anybody: “ There was no money given for this; we cannot 
establish service thereon.” And an excuse is sought, as the gentle- 
man from Kansas says, in the incessant importunities of members 
of Congress. That is deliberately set down as an excuse. Indeed, 
the Department goes further and says that it granted service as fast 
as the members of Congress asked for it, supposing they knew what 
was wanted. The Department deliberately says that. Now, I believe 
that is unjustified by the facts. I made my little application with 
the rest, I was refused. I was told the money had run out. It does 
not seem to have made any difference to the Department whether the 
money had run out or not. The Department was always equal to 
the occasion. But I said nothing. I said not one word. That was 
the end of the law for me. 

Is there any member of Congress here who has gone to the Depart- 
ment and told the Second Assistant Postmaster-General to spend a 
million and a half or two millions more than was appropriated and 
he would see him through? Ido not believe it. I can imagine an 
extraordinary emergency in which a Congressman might say, You 
might do this, and I believe Con will stand by it anyhow because 
of the great necessity.” But that he has been urged, and has the 
right to make an excuse that he has been urged, by Congressmen to 
violate the law to this extent I do not believe. How does this thing 
come about? I say this increase has not arisen legitimately by rea- 
son of this marvelous, this glorious growth in the country of which 
we have been told. 

I will illustrate this point briefly. My case will be rather a suppo- 
sititious one, but in substance it has its counte: t in a dozen actual 
cases. We will suppose a ronte of five hundred miles let for $5,000, 
the service being once a week and the trip made in seven days. A 
slow business! That bid and first contract are understood to mean 
nothing. Sometimes a man takes such a contract because he discounts 
the future placa of the region and means to make money out of it 
at a later day. He will underbid in any event, and he thinks he 
knows what he can make afterward. Then the service is increased 
to twice a week, and the compensation to $10,000. Then a petition 
comes in from the ranchmen and the lieutenant of the post and a 

tmaster, and it is increased to three times a week and $15,000. 
hen there is another petition, and the service is increased to seven 
times a week. Seven times five are thirty-five, and the amount gets 
up to $35,000. There must be terminal stations, superintendents, a 
good deal of material, and a good deal of money spent whether the 
service be once a week or seven times, and seven trips do not cost 
seven times as much as one trip. But what is the next step? It is 
to expedite the service, as it is called. There is a demand that the 
mail must be carried through in five days instead of seven. That 
takes some more drivers and more mules and horses; we cannot tell 
just how many; the man in the business must be permitted to 
udge. 
; ae now whose estimate do they take? That of the contractor. 
One of them that I have seen is about four lines long. The con- 
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tractor says that he thinks it will take double the number of men and 
three times the number of mules. How do you ae they make 
that additional compensation? If it takes twenty-five men and sev- 
enty-five mules to perform the slow service, they add the number of 
men and the number of mules together, makingitone hundred. And 
if the contractor estimates that it will take one hundred men and 
three hundred mules to perform the expedited service, they add men 
and mules together and say as one hundred in the slow service is to 
four hundred in the faster service so is $35,000 to $140,000, and straight- 
way they order that the contractor who began six months before 
with $5,000 a year shall now have $140,000. That is the history o 

innumerable cases. ; 

A MEMBER. For how many years? 

Mr. HAWLEY. For too many; always, for aught I know. 

Mr. CLYMER. And no competition is allowed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They say that the law requires it. No, it does 
not. It may be said that the law permits it, but it does not direct it. 
The law says that the compensation for expedited service shall not 
exceed a pro rata of the additional stock and men required, (shall not 
exceed $140,000 in the illustration I have given you,) not that it shall 
always equal it. In some cases—I know of one case of a large and 
expensive route—the additional compensation was somewhat within 
the figures. But with all the investigation which I have made I 
cannot ascertain that the officers of the Department ever take pains 
to bring it below that pro rata. They give the contractor the fall 
benefit of the pro rata increase, although he has his line established 
and a large part of his investment must be made whether he drive 
slowly or fast. 

Now, I say that we have a right to object to this conduct of the 
Department and to bring it to the attention of Congress. It has been 
claimed by the Department that they have absolutely the right to do 
as they have. The officials say that the statutes give them the right 
to put service on these various routes as shall be deemed best for the 
public interest, entirely according to their discretion. 

But I ask is there not a permanent statute forbidding them to ex- 
ceed appropriations? Certainly there is. But they say 77 5 have 
not exceeded their appropriation. That has been said by the De- 
partment this year simply because it has not yet spent the whole 
$5,900,000 appropriated for this fiscal year. But it has spent so much 
of it that at the present rate it will be all gone on the 10th day of 
April. The Department says, however, that if it is really to come to 
that, if Con is not going to give them any more money, it will 
jump in at the last moment and cut down the expenditures so much 
that they will be enabled to keep within the appropriation. Now 
could an officer taking that course and managing to keep within his 
appropriation by destroying his service for the last quarter of a year 
escape an impeachment on such a plea? I trow not. 

Now, sup an officer sees his appropriation ranning ont and he 
says: “I will compel Congress to give me more money.” Recollect 
that he has all the while said that he knew he would get more money, 
and did not care anything about what the Appropriations Committee 
or anybody else said. He says: “I will compel Congress to give me 
this money.” And then heissuesa grand sweeping order, saying that 
on every single star route in the United States the service shall be 
cut down to once a week. Could the man escape by that course? I 
trow not. 

I say that an order of that description, coming in the face of this 
current necessity and pending the consideration by Con of the 

uestion, is an insult to a deliberative body, because the officer knows 

at he does not mean to do any such thing; he knows that he will 
not doit. But he knows that the danger of it will bring a thumb- 
screw to bear on every member of Congress. 

He has no right to take this course. I am not hunting for a crim- 
inal offense. I do not charge corruption or stealing or anything of 
that sort. I am pleading for a reasonable, honorable obedience to the 
law. It is the sworn duty of the officer to keep within the statute. 
He has the custody of the appropriation, and the common sense of 
the law is that his fair current rate of expenditure shall be such as 
will bring him within the appropriation at the end of the year. 

It was said by a high officer of the Department, I think it was the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General, that so far as the law is con- 
cerned he has the right to expend the entire annual appropriation in 
thirty days. No man can to that. Every one knows that the 
fair meaning of the law is that he shall make the expenditure of the 
appropriations extend over the entire twelve months. It may be that 
the expenditures will be less in the beginning of the year. Con 
expected that; it estimated for growth, and Kiat an incre a 
propriation on the ground that the last month of the twelve wont 
require a larger pro rata expenditure than the first month. We un- 
derstand all that perfectly well. 

When we were here in the extra session until about the last of June, 
nothing was said to us about a lack of appropriations; but the De- 
partment came to us December 8 and asked for two millions, and 
shortly after New Year’s the Second Assistant said that during the 
first six months of the fiscal vear he had spent $3,800,000 of the whole 
sum appropriated for this seryice. He has violated the spirit of the 
law, and I think the letter of the lawalso. Having spent $3,800,000, 
they have left only $2,100,000 with which to carry on the service for 
the remainder of the year, which service at its present rate will in- 
volve the expenditure of $3,800,000. By the contracts which they 


have ventured to make the Department is bound for $3,800,000 for 
the remainder of this year. 

Now, the difference between $2,100,000, the amonnt they have left, 
and $3,800,000, the amount for which they are bound, is the deficiency 
of $1,700,000 which has been created, because that officer has spent 
in six months $3,800,000, when he had only $5,900,000 to spend in 
twelve months. 

They say that is not a deficiency, because they can catch up“ if 
Congress does not give them any more money. They say it is not a 
deficiency, because they have not spent the whole amount of money 
appropriated. I say it is a deficiency. 

There is much more to be said concerning the interesting and curi- 
ous character of thisservice. I have devoted myself thus far chiefly 
to one set of considerations, those pertaining to the manner in which 
the Department has conducted the service. 

We mast next consider our present duty and necessi This be- 
ing the condition of the service, what are we going to do about it? 
It will not do for us to say we will make no additional appropria- 
tion. Weare under duress. I acknowledge it. I am not a free man 
in voting upon this question. When we made the regular appropri- 
ation for this service, we believed it to be sufficient. We are to-day 
compelled to think differently. We are under duress arising froma 
series of contracts covering a large amount of new and expedited 
service; contracts made by our lawful agent. Unless we make an 
additional appropriation the Department must go on with additional 
violations of law, or it must stop this branch of the service abso- 
lutely. The appropriation as it stands will be exhausted on the 10th 
of April next. If the contractors are permitted to go on under the 
existing contracts up to the Ist of July, we shall bound to pay 
them. But the Department proposes to give notice of the cessation 
of those contracts; and in these cases it is bound to give an addi- 
tional month’s compensation. As the money is likely to be exhausted 
by the 10th of April, this notice must be given on or before the 10th 
of March. So, that unless an appropriation be made by Con 
the Post-Office Department will violate the law if it should spend one 
dollar upon the star service after the 10th of March. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Do the contracts provide for this extra month’s 


pay? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Each contractor, as I understand, has the right to 
one month’s extra pay, not under any express provision of law but 
under one of the regulations of the Department. The law gives the 
Department the right to make certain regulations. I believe the 
provision for this compensation is incorporated in so many words in 
the contracts. 

A MEMBER. Itis. F 

Mr. HAWLEY. If not, it is fairly included in the spirit of the con- 
tracts. It is right that contractors should have compensation for a 
sudden, unforeseen termination of a contract when they are not at 
fault. Thus there will not be a dollar which the Department will 
have the 17 15 to expend after the 10th of March. 

In this bill we have proposed such appropriations as seem to us 
necessary. We have put restrictions upon certain parts of the serv- 
ice where the increase appears to have been extravagant. For ex- 
ample, there are four routes on which the increase within a year or 
a little more has been $510,000. The total receipts on those routes 
in one year closing last September were $64,000. The total expendi- 
tures upon the routes was over $700,000. I do not say that these 
mail-routes must always pay for themselves, not at all. The gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] is right upon this matter. There 
are many routes where the service cannot pay for itself for many 
years. But when a contract has been made for service on a particular 
route once a week or twice a week, when it has been made tolerably 
easy for the contractor to get through at the rate of four miles an 
hour for a reasonable compensation, and when upon a route of five 
hundred miles there may not be five hundred men, in such a case as 
this, when the inevitable pornon comes up from Congressmen and 

tmasters, and boards of trade and military officers, that the serv- 
ice be expedited, (the contractor being supposed to know nothing 
about this petition and not to have been concerned in getting it up 
and circulating it,) when such a petition comes here to the Depart. 
ment, why should not Mr. Brady say, “Iam disposed to oblige you; 
I would like to give you all the service you desire; but seeing that 
this is a new route, not yet a year old, on which I am spending $30,000, 
although there are not, perhaps, five hundred people to be accommo- 
dated, you must excuse me from expediting this service to six miles, 
and making it cost $100,000, because if I should do so, my funds 
would run out; and there are thousands of little routes through the 
country, of ten, twenty, or fifty miles, that I am anxious to accom- 
modate, Can you not wait a very few months till Congress convenes? 
Then I will endeavor to get an additional appropriation, so as to ex- 
pedite the service on your route or make it more frequent.” This is 
an imaginary case, but it indicates what should be the conduct of 
the Department under such circumstances. In this respect we have 
a right to call for better administration. 

I will cheerfully vote all the money that is needed for mail service 
in these new portions of the country. I rejoice in their growth. My 
own tof the country has little interest in the star service. In 
my district we are all settled compactly and the mail service is mostly 
done Minutiae with only a few stage-routes. In my State the re- 
ceipts from the postal service more than pays its expenses by $115,000, 
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but nobody there is jealous of 3 for the mail service in 
more sparsely settled sections of the country. Inever heard the slight- 
est complaint in this respect. There is notand there ought not to be 
any local or sectional 8 this matter. I simply speak in 
the interest of fair, manly, obedient administration of the laws. Now 
I am willing to give $600,000, $700,000, $300,000, $900,000, $1,000,000 
if need be. I know we will get along with very much less than that 
$2,000,000 demanded, and not wrong anybody. Draw the line where 
you please. You have heard the case ; you will hear more of it; your 
servants have not obeyed your orders. You must mend the mischief 
ns hurting the people, and then deal with the servants as you 
ease. 

z Mr. BLACKBURN. Lask the gentleman to accept an amendment 
I have 1 to the third section of his bill. 

Mr. UNT. T hope the gentleman will not make the request 
now. I have not opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not ask to have it offered now, but only 
that it be read to the House for information. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will hear it read. I thought the gentleman 
wanted to offer it at this time. 

Mr. CONGER. Irise to a point of order, that the bill has not been 
read by section for amendment, and amendment is not now in order 
until that has been done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Kentucky only wants his 
amendment read for information. 

Mr. CONGER. To that I do not object. 

Mr. BAKER. I should like to have a substitute read for informa- 
tion. I know it is notin order to offer it at this time. 

Mr. WHITE. I hope there will be no objection to the offering of 
these propositions. e all want information on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the propositions being read ? 

Mr. CONGER. I do not object to their being read, but I do object 
to their being considered as pending. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Read my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. The total appropriations under this bill shall not exceed $800,000. 


Mr. BAKER. Now read my substitute for the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $500,080, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any pa in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
| siete to meet the expenses of inland transportation on star routes for 

e remainder of the current fiscal year at or within existing contract prices: 
Provided, That upon any route where there has been an increase of the original 
contract price during the last or the current fiscal year for expediting the delivery 
of mails on any such route, the compensation on such route.shall be reduced to 
the terms of the original contract on and after the 1st day of March next; but 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to require the reduction of the num- 
ber of trips per week over any such route below the present number. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Scalxs reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the appro- 

riations in the transportation of the mails on star routes for the 
scal year ending June 30, 1880, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PUBLIC LAND COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message, received from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I have the honor to transmit herewith the preliminary rey and the draught of 
a bill submitted by the public land commission authorized by the act of Con 
approved March J, 1879. The object of the report and of the bill Spek er pay 
is of such importance that I 
consideration of Congress. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 25, 1830. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I move that the message and accompanying doc- 
uments be printed and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BELFORD. I should like to have that part of the message in 
reference te mineral lands referred to the Committee on Mines and 


Mining. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I rose for that purpose, to move that that por- 
tion of the message relating to mineral lands be referred te the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I cannot accept that amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. But the amendment having been moved the House 
will have to vote on it. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The reason is this: This is one bill, and the gen- 
tleman and myself can divide it better after we have seen it in print. 
If that should be necessary after we have examined it, it can be donc. 
Task now that it be printed and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. STEVENSON. A portion of this bill and report refers exclu- 
sively te mines and mang 

Mr. WARNER. Some thirty sections of it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. There will be no trouble between the gentle- 
man and myself. It seems to me that part which refers to mines and 
mining should be sent to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


ly commend it to the prompt and earnest 
R. B. HAYES. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the message and docu- 
ments will be ordered to be printed, as both gentlemen seem to agree 
to that proposition. 

7 40 message and accompanying documents were ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the reference of the mes- 

and accompanying documents. 


. STEVEN ithout detaining the House, I wish to say I 
have made this motion under instructions of the Committee on Mines 
and Mining for the reason I have stated, that a portion of the bill 
refers to subjects properly under consideration by that committee. 
The bill is divided into sections, so there can be no question as to 
what portion shall be referred to the Committee on Public Lands and 
what portion to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

1 8 The Chair does not see how this question can be 
vided. 


Mr. STEVENSON. As to the subject-matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that after it has been 
printed it can be referred to the two committees, but the original 
paper cannot be divided. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It can be referred to the respective committees, 

The SPEAKER. It might be divided as we divide the President’s 

, but that question generally goes to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and the subject-matter divided in 
that way. The Chair would suggest that it would be as well to allow 
this to remain for the present until printed, and the gentleman from 
one and himself can afterward agree as to the disposition to be made 
of it. 

Mr. WARNER. Include that in the order. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I move the House do now adjourn. 

PUBLIC LAND COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting copy of a letter 
from Major J. W. Powell, a member of the public land commission. 

The SPEAKER. This seems to be a communication relating to the 
same subject as that referred to in the President’s communication and 
the same order will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. WARNER. What is that order? 

The SPEAKER. That the communication be printed and take the 
same course as the one just dis of. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

INLAND MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 

a letter from the Postmaster-General, relative to the appropriation for 


inland mail transportation for the current fiscal year; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a report of the receipts and expenditures of the Washington and 
Georgetown Railroad Company for the year 1879; which was re- 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


ILLUSTRATIONS FOR PATENT OFFICE GAZETTE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, relative to a deficiency 
in the appropriation for illustrations for the Patent Office Official 
Gazette; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SPECIAL IMPROVEMENTS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the , transmitting a commu- 
nication from the Treasurer of the Uni States, in regard to the 
enforcement of the laws relating to assessments for special improve- 
ments in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

LOCATION OF REGIMENTS AT GETTYSBURGH. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
resolutions of the department encampment for Pennsylvania, rela- 
tive to the proposition to mark the location of each regiment at the 
battle of Gettysburgh; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

REPRINTING A BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair in behalf of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Lz Fevre] asks unanimous consent that House bill No. 4680 
may be reprinted for the use of the Committee on Agriculture. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SIMONTON, for ten days from Friday next, on account of im- 
portant business; and r» y 

To Mr. CHALMERS, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 

Mr. MCGOWAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(Œ. R. No. 224) to print 5,000 copiesof the sapere of the National Board 
of Health; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
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Committee on the Origin, Introduction, and Prevention of Epidemic 


States. 


YELLOW-FEVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. McGOWAN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 225) to pet 10,000 copies of the report of the yel- 
low-fever commission ; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Origin, Introduction, and Preven- 
tion of Epidemic Diseases in the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


INTEROCEANIC SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. KING. I ask unanimons consent that the testimony taken and 
to be taken by the Select Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal 
be printed for the use of the committee. 

here was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. REAGAN, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4741) amending section 4237 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4742) to authorize the city of Winona to construct, operate, and main- 
tain a wagon-bridge across the Mississippi River at Winona; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Diseases in the Uni 


MARY SHAW. 


Mr. HENDERSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4743) ting a pension to Mary Shaw; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


REPRINTING A BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] asks 
that iy unanimous consent the bill H. R. No. 2480 be ordered to be 
reprinted. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEWIS MATTERN. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4744) for the relief of Lewis Mattern, late a private 
in Company C, First Missouri Regiment Light Artillery; which was 
read a first ‘and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. CONVERSE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3454) for the restora- 
tion of the Klamath River Indian reservation, in the State of Cali- 
fornia, to the public domain, and moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WHITE] insist on his motion to adjourn ? 
Mr. ITE. I withdraw the motion. 


SETTLEMENT OF PENSION APPLICATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. COFFROTH, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. No. 3258) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary 
of War to employ additional clerks for the balance of this fiscal year 
to expedite the settlement of pension applications, and for other pur- 
poses, with amendments by the Senate, was taken from the Speaker's 
table and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to come 
back on a motion to reconsider, 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT LOS ANGELES. 


Mr. PACHECO, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4745) to provide for the erection of a post-office building at Los An- 
geles, California, and appropriating $75,000 therefor; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTH CAROLINA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4746) to refund to the North Carolina Railroad Company certain 
moneys sp assessed against and unlawfully collected from it by 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


LIENS ON REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. THOMAS, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4747) regulating liens on real estate created by judgments rendered 
by the United States circuit and district courts in the several States 
and Territories; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the — on the Revision of the Laws, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SPARKS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papas were laid on 
the Clerk’s d under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: The petition of the Providence 
Press Company and A. Crawford Greene & Son, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduc- 
1 of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

Also, the petition of the Providence Press Company and A. Craw- 
ford Greene & Son for the abolition or the reduction of the tariff 
duty on printing-type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of the State of Nebraska, officially signed, for a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of the Valejo Publishing Company, 
California, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Henry J. Eggleston, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Henry J. 5 that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

py Mr. BOUCK : The petitions of W. 8. Munroe, of Wautoma, and 
of C. J. Barnes, of Ahnapee, Wisconsin, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petitions of C. W. Leffingwell, O. L. Campbell, 
and N. J. Crump, publishers, of Knoxville, and of George H. Yarnell, 
publisher, of Lewistown, Illinois, of similar import—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of printers of Wisconsin, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

„the petition of citizens of Wisconsin, against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: The ponaos of C. D. Bartlett and 56 oth 
citizens of Flushing; of Charles P. Lyon and 34 others, citizens 
Genesee County; of G.Goodnoe and 95 others, citizens of Ingham and 
Clinton Counties, Michigan, for a law to protect innocent purchasers 
of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

lso, the petitions of Ezra Smith and 58 other citizens, and of 
Charles P. Lyon and 34 others, citizens of Genesee County; of C. 
Goodnoe and 95 others, citizens of Clinton and Ingham Counti 
Michigan, for legislation to protect the people against railroad an 
other transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of A. R. Blakely and 56 others, citizens of Sapana 
Michigan, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the petition of E. J. Kelley, pavun of the Pontiac (Michi- 
gan) Bill-Poster, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Corbit & Estis and H. S. Hilton, publishers, 
of Saint John’s, Michigan, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
Log aa AY the same committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The 8 of Proctor & Gamble, 
Gould, Pearce & Co., of Cincinnati, Ohio, and 125 others, manufact- 
urers of that and other cities, for the removal of the duty on chrome 
iron ore and bichromate RDS gts the same committee. 

By Mr. JOSEPH G. C ON: The petition of A. A. Loutzenhiser 
and 101 others, of Danville, Illinois, for legislation to regulate inter- 
state commerce—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of W. M. Bandy and 401 others, citizens of Dan- 
ville, Illinois, for the amendment of the patent laws so as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Captain Ed. Lafferty, C. B. Fenton, Colonel J. 
C. Black, and 225 others, soldiers of Danville, Illinois, for pay of dif- 
ference between the value of gold and greenbacks at the time they 
were paid for their services—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: Papers relating to the claim of W. C. Watts, 
assignee of William Watts, deceased, for repayment of internal-rev- 
enue taxes improperly collected by United States revenue officials 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of Indiana Staats-Zeitung Com- 

any, of Fort Wayne, Indiana, that materials used in making paper 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By HORACE DAVIS: Resolutions of the Legislature of California, 
relative to duty on steam-plows—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOSEPH J. DAVIS: The petition of George C. Jordan, of 
Raleigh, North Carolina, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petitions of F. J. Bush, of Clear Lake, and 
of Slocum & Wilber, of Charles City, Iowa, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

Also, memorial and joint resolutions of the General Assembly of 
Iowa, in reference toremitting andabating theinternal-revenue legacy 
tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Martin Hartman, for pay for 
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services as a spy and guide to the United States Army—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of M. B. Smith and 16 others, of 
Brown County, Ohio, for the passage of an interstate-commerce bill— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of H. H. Wells and 18 others, of Brown County, 
Ohio, for a revision of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Gen- 
eral David E. Twiggs, for proceeds of the property sequestered in 
8 Orleans by order of General Butler to the Committee on War 

ims. 
By Mr. FARR: The petition of the Sentinel Printing Company, 
Keene, New Hampshire, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of soldiersof Franklin County, Penn- 
sylvania, that their pay be made equal to gold—to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of the Grand Division of the Sons of 
Temperance of Maryland, for a commission of inquiry concerning the 
ad eas liquor traffie—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 

raftic. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Oxford (Maine) Demo- 
crat, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr.GEDDES: The petitions of J. V. Lawler, editor of the Car- 
rollton (Ohio) Chronicle; and of C. H. Mathews, editor of the Ohio 
Democrat, and 8 other editors and proprietors of other papers in Ohio 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee, 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of Charles H. Parker, of New Hamp- 
shire, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Libbey & Co., C. H. Parker, and J. D. Stew- 
art, citizens of New Hampshire, for the abolition of the duty on 
printing-type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of E. H. Wheeler and 54 others, citizens of New 
Hampshire, for the passage of a bill giving increase of pensions to 
the soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: Report of the Secretary of War 
in relation to improvements in Taunton River, Massachusetts—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYES : The petition of W. W. Bean and C. & H. L. Tay- 
lor, of Streator, Illinois, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. HAZELTON : The petition of S. N. Pierce, of Wauzeka, 
Wisconsin, and 13 others, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Richard Rowe and 80 others, citizens of Iowa 
County, Wisconsin, for an amendment to the patent laws—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Archibald Sears and 75 others, citizens of Craw- 
ford County, Wisconsin, for the passage of the so-called Weaver bill— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Richard Rowe and 100 others, citizens of Iowa 
County, Wisconsin, for legislation regulating interstate commerce— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of S. B. McKelvey and 200 others, cit- 
izens of Williams County, Ohio, for 1 ation regalating freights on 
2 and curtailing the power of monopolies—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of L. M. Ludwig and 300 others, of Henry and 
Putnam Counties, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of W. D. Sprott and others, citizens of Williams 
5 Ohio, for a change in the patent laws—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. HOUK : The petition of Federal soldiers of East Tennessee, 
for the passage of the bill to equalize bounties—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Sprague & Spencer, publishers 
of the Eagle, Traverse City, and A. H. Johnson, publisher lenaw 
Tribune, Sutton’s Bay, Michigan, that materials used in making paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. HUMPHREY: The petitions of Ira C. Edwards and P. J. 
Byrne, publishers of the Independent, Baldwin; of Cline and Bald- 
win, publishers of the True Republican, Hudson; and of Joseph Leicht, 
editor of the Republicaner, Fountain City, Wisconsin, and others, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of W. B. McPherson and others, of Wisconsin, 
Lag 3 of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Mil- 

Airs. 
ui Mr. HUTCHINS: The petitions of Edward B. Long and of J. 
G. P. Holden, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: The petitions of J. J. Lafferty and of William 
P. Gretter, of Richmond, Virginia, of similar import to the same com- 
mittee. 


By Mr. KENNA: The petition of ex-United States soldiers of West 


Virginia, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Commit- 

tee on Invalid Pensions. 

wee. Mr. KETCHAM: The gy of Van Scriver & Deacon, of the 
erton Telegram, and of M. P. Williams, editor of the Daily Reg- 

ister and Weekly Gazette, Hudson, New York, that materials used in 

making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 

daty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the 8 of S. B. Shaw, editor Dover Press, Dover Plains; 
of M. P. Williams, editor Register and Gazette, Hudson; of Seriver 
& Deacon, of the Telegram, Millerton; and of C. W. Davis, editor 
of the Rough Notes, Kinderhook, New York, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of J. M. Westcott, publisher Dun- 
dee (New York) Record, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the penton of Thomas McBride, to have reinstated a cer- 
pan canceled homestead patent—to the Committee on Private Land 

alms. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petitions of E. C. Allen, of Augusta, Maine, 
and of George E. Richardson, of Maine, that materials used in mak- 
ing paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty 
on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of George E. Richardson, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCGOWAN : The petitions of George Van Aken, John Van- 
derhoof, and 95 others; of Ambrose Baldwin, George Husker, and 55 
others, citizens of Branch County, Michigan, for certain amendments 
to the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of George Van Aken, John Vanderhoof, and 93 
others, and of Ambrose Baldwin, George Husker, and 53 others, citi- 
zens of Branch County, Michigan, for legislation to prevent fluct- 
uations in freights and unjust discriminations in transportation 
charges—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of Zero F. Young, editor of the 

isonville (Kentucky) He that materials used in making paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on print- 
ing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. McLANE: The petition of E. Whitman, of the Maryland 
Farmer, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of E. Whitman, of the Maryland Farmer, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of wholesale grocers of Maryland, for a law to 
prevent the adulteration of food to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. McMAHON: The petitions of B. K. Brant, publisher Butler 
County Democrat, Hamilton, and of L. G. Gould and W. F. Albright, 
publishers, Eaton, Ohio, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. MILLER: The petition of John O’Donnell, of New York, 
of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of J. O'Donnell, of Lowville, and H. A. Phillips, 
of Lowville, New York, and of Brockway & Sons, of Watertown, New 
York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of citizens of Navarro County, Texas, 
for the amendment of the patent laws so as to protect innocent pur- 
chasers and users of patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of soldiers and others, of Tioga 
County, Pennsylvania, and vicinity, against the passage of Senate 
2 Jo: 496, relating to pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of C. H. Curtiss, B. F. Watros, and 
72 others, soldiers of New London, Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MULDROW: The petition of Daniel Herman, for pay for 
property destroyed by Union troops during the war—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of W. T. Buckle and 36 others, citizens 
of Gallia County, Ohio, for legislation against exorbitant charges for 
transportation by railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Alexander Gilbert and 40 others, citizens of 
Gallia County, Ohio, for legislation to protect innocent infringers of 
patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the 8 8 of F. Fromm, publisher, of Chillicothe, Ohio, 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of L. H. eee proprietor 
of i e Michigan Christian Herald, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petitions of Hiram Pratt, proprietor of Wayne County 
Tidings, and of J. H. Steers, proprietor of Wayne County Review, 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR : The petition of F. Melchers & Son, proprietor 
of tho Deutsche Zeitung, Charleston, South Carolina, that materials 
nsed in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on poema panera the same committee. 

By Mr. PHELPS: e petition of Joseph E. Selden, of East Had- 
dam, Connecticut, of similar 3 the same committes. 

Also, the petition of Joseph E. Selden, of East Haddam, Connecti- 
cut, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. PHISTER: The petitions of W. J. Kehoe and T. C. H. Vance, 
of Nicholas County, and of Z. Meek, of Boyd County, Kentucky 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on pence 2 r—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 

lars of Nevada, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
iquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the petitions of George W. McElrany, of West Liberty, and of 
C. H. Wickersham, of West Branch, Iowa, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing- 9 aa the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINGO : The petition of George C. Church and others, 
for the abolition of the duty on chrome iron ore and bichromate of 
potash—to the same committee. 8 

Also, the petition of Charles B. Fisk, for the abolition of the duty 
on to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROSS: Three petitions of citizens of New Jersey, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Jersey, for an appropriation 
for the improvement of South River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. IAM E. SMITH: The petition of J. T. Tucker and 
others, citizens of Georgia, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of H. F. White, of Nakomis, Illinois, 
of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of the publisher of the Virginia 
(Ilinois) Gazette, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEVENSON : Five petitions of citizens of Illinois, for the 
repeal of the stamp tax on perfumery and medicines—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petitions of David G. Alston and 20 others and 
of B. Brittain and 41 others, citizens of Ottawa County, Michigan, for 
laws to relieve the people from the oppressions of transportation 
monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of B. Brittain and 38 others and of David G. 
Alston and 17 others, citizens of Ottawa County, Michigan, for the 
amendment of the patent laws so as to protect innocent users of 
patented articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, JR.: The petition of citizens of Lincoln 
County, Kentucky, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Waynesborough, Lincoln County, 
Kentucky, in relation to an interstate-commerce bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The ey of H. Kaufman & Co., 
and of 20 others, publishers of Cleveland, Ohio, that materials used 


in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on ees Se r—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
By Mr. TYLER: 


he porom of W. H. Jaquith and 28 others, Ver- 
mont soldiers, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to 
pension claims—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr, J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of William Starbuck and 
others, citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, for an amendment to the 

atent laws to protect innocent users of patented articles—to the 
Tomuntittes on Patents. 

By Mr. VANCE: A paper relating to a post-route from Charleston 
to Forney’s Creek, North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 9 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of officers, employés, and workmen of 
Phenix Iron Company, Phænixville, Pennsylvania, against the fur- 
ther introduction of the French metric system in any of the depart- 
ments of the Government—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measnres. 

By Mr. WARNER: Papers relating to the pension claim of John 
Q. ite—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLS: The pennon of citizens of Saint Louis, Missouri, 
- the passage of a bankrupt law—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petitions of the New York Daily 
Bulletin Association; of publishers and printers of San Francisco, 
California; of Charles F. 5 and of Edwin A. Gibbs, 

ublisher of Hall's Journal of Health, of New York City, for the abo- 
tion of the duty on t to the same committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of G. C. Angle and 16 others, 
soldiers and citizens of New Jersey, for the e of a law allow- 
ing them the difference between gold and currency in their pay—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of C. P. Saunders and 35 others, soldiers from 
Sullivan and Lycoming Counties, Pennsylvania, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of T. J. Hoffman and 171 others, of Clinton and 
adjacent towns, in Hunterdon County, New Jersey, for the e 
of the bill (H. R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the 
homestead law—to the Committee on Public Tanak 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: Two petitions from publishers of Ohio. 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, an 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 
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IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 26, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to correct the Journal merely by sayin 
that I was paired on the votes in relation to the 5 per cent. bill las 
evening after five o'clock. Having an b eee to comply with 
which I was obli to leave the Senate Chamber, I was paired with 
the Senator from Oregon, [ Mr. SLATER, ] who would have voted against 
the postponement of the bill, while I should have voted for it. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WITHERS. I hold in my hands the petitions of several citi- 
zens of Virginia, of Thomas W. McCance, nahh, Soler of Dun- 
lop, Moncure & Co.; George S. Palmer, William H. Palmer, exec- 
utor of William Palmer, deceased, John E. Robinson, E. M. Garnett, 
assignee of Joel B. Watkins; Ann E. Grant, administratrix of James 
H. Grant, deceased, Garrett F. Watson, surviving partner of Ludlain 
& Watson, C. Thomas, and Isaac Davenport, jr., surviving partner 
of Edmunds & Davenport, praying compensation forrent of ware- 
houses, &c. I would state that these are duplicates of petitions 
which were presented to the Senate at the extra session, bat which 
from some casualty have been misplaced ormislaid. I ask that these 
duplicates be received and refe: to the Committee on Claims. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be received and so 


referred. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the petition of M. Reilly 
and others, citizens of Wheeling, West Virginia, praying the passage 
of a law to prohibit the use of deleterious compounds in the adulter- 
ation of food; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of C. C. Rogers and others, 
citizens of Tilton and Northfield, New Hampshire, praying that the 
terms of the United States circuit and district courts now held at 
Exeter, in that State, be removed from thence to the city of Concord, 
ia the same State ; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


He also presented the petition of W. B. Morrill and others, citizens. 
of Rockingham County, New Hampshire, praying for an appropria- 
tion of $35,000 for the improvement of the Exeter River; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. FARLEY presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of California, in favor of the exemption of steam-plows from import 
duty for the term of five years; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of C. Y. Durand and other citi- 
zens of the third congressional district of Michigan, praying for a 
commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor tall; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. . 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, presented the petition of George C. Church 
and others, merchants, manufacturers, and consumers, praying that 
the prohibitory duties now levied upon chrome iron ore and bichro- 
mate of potash may be removed therefrom; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1343) to authorize the Postmaster- 
General to make settlement with postmasters for loss of money-order 
funds, postage-stamps, stamped envelopes, postal cards, and registered 
letters lost or stolen without fault of postmasters, their employés or 
deputies, reported it with amendments. 

. MAXEY. The bill (S. No. 1345) making provision for erecting 
a public building at Greenville, South Carolina, was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

It provides for the erection of a building for a post-office and other 
purposes, but in my judgment it properly belongs to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. I ask that the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads be disch: from its further consideration, 
and that the bill be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. A resolution of the Legislature of California, re- 
monstrating against a pro treaty with France, was sent inad- 
vertently to the Committee on Finance. As a bill upon the subject 
is now before the Senate, I report back the resolution, and ask that 
it lie on the table, 


The ae was agreed to. 

Mr. B SIDE, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 313) for the relief of Major Jacob E. Bur- 
bank, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS, 


Mr. ROLLINS submitted the views of the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service and Retrenchment as to the investigation di- 
rected by resolution of the Senate of the 29th of May, 1879, into the 
alleged violations of sections 1754 and 1755 of the Revised Statutes, 
in relation to the appointment of wounded soldiers and sailors to civil 
offices, and also into all violations of civil-service reform in the: 
State of Rhode Island ; which were ordered to be printed. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1378) for the relief of John W. Eckles; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1379) for the relief of David Heustis ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

AFFAIRS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution ; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to report to the Senate any 


information in the possession of the Navy Department in relation to the present 
condition of affairs in Alaska. Sh ý 


THE CALENDAR, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. This day, after the morning hour, was 
set aside for the delivery of eulogies upon the late Senator from Ala- 
bama. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I presume we can go on with the 
Calendar until the Senators from Alabama appear. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such was not the understanding. The 
understanding was that immediately upon the conclusion of the morn- 
ing-hour business the eulogies should be delivered. The Senator from 
Alabama will soon be here. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will consult the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGAN] who is just coming into the Chamber. [A pause. ] 
After consulting the Senator from Alabama he consents to let us go on 
with the Calendar until one o’clock, and will then call up the resolu- 
tions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the Calendar un- 
der the standing order of the day. 


ALBERT V. CONWAY. 


The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 768) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, sub- 
stituted trustee, for certain registered United States bonds redeemed 
or assigned by the Government opan forged assignments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the bill be passed over without losing its 
place. The bill was up before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, that is a subject requiring some examination. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 


HORTENSIA H. COOK, 


The bill (S. No. 66) for the relief of Hortensia H. Cook was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When that bill was reached the other đay it was 

assed over. I think it ought to go over now because it involves very 
portant general principles, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was passed over without 7 

Mr. WITHERS. It was passed over without prejadice by the cour- 
tesy of the Senator from Vermont in consequence of my absence from 
the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly, and I withdraw my objection for the 
moment in order that the Senator from Virginia may be heard, if he 
desires. 

Mr. WITHERS. The report accompanying the bill sets forth the 
facts of the case as clearly and succinctly as I am able to state them. 
This is a bill for the relief of Mrs. Cook, a widow lady, of Alexandria, 
to enable her to procure from the Treasury of the United States the 
amount paid into the Treasury for the purchase of some property sold 
under the direct-tax laws. The property was sold for $400, the amount 
of tax and costs being a little upward of $7. 

The reason why it is 1 | that Congress should act upon the 
bill is that the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which declared invalid certain sales and required that the amount 
due should be repaid to the purchaser when the purchaser was ejected 
by a decree of a court, could not be complied with in this case, because 
the purchaser of the property at the tax sale subsequently purchased 
the property from the owner, and being himself, therefore, the owner 
he could not bring a suit to eject himself. But for that diffculty there 
would have been no trouble whatever in getting the money from the 
Treasury, as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue states that the 
money was paid in and has never been refunded. These are simply 
the facts in the case. 

The only other point is in reference to the megaton made by the 
Senator from Vermont the other day. Inotice that he intimated that 
these purchases were frequently made for speculative purposes. That 
was not the case in the present instance. This property which was 
sold adjoins the residence of Mr. Cook. It was proposed to put up a 
drinking establishment upon it, and in order to protect himself he 
repurchased the property again from the owner. The property has 
cost him $1,200. It would not sell now for half the amount. It is 
assessed upon the books of Alexandria as being worth $500. There- 
fore, no speculative element entered into this purchase; and as the 

mrchase money was paid into the Treasury, and as the subsequent 
eee of the Supreme Court of the United States has declared 
that it comes within a class of cases in which restitution ought to be 
made, and as in consequence of the subsequent purchase of the land 


from the owner of the pro 
bring suit to eject herself 
for relief. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This particular instance is a very small one in 
itself; but of course it stands upon a principle that should be ap- 
plied to all cases like it. 

So far as the eer paid on the purchase in excess of the tax and 


rty it is impossible that Mrs. Cook can 
m the property, she comes to Congress 


cost is concerned, if I am correctly informed, the law already makes 
ample provision for the excess that the United States has obtained 
being repaid to the party entitled to it. 

Mr. WITHERS, That is everything that is asked. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand that to be the law now. If that 
be so, then there is no occasion for this special bill. If the amount 
of the tax and the costs was, say altogether not exceeding $100—I 
only put that for illustration—and the price that the United States 
got for the land was $400, then it is plain, of course, that the $300 

oes not belong to the United States, it has no claim to it but it holds 
it for the party who is entitled, and that is the owner of the lands for 
whose tax the property was sold, and as I understand it—I may be 
mistaken—there is no difficulty in point of law in obtaining that 
money. 

This matter of suing in a United States conrt, or having a judgment 
of a United States court adverse to the title under the tax purchase, 
applies to the refunding to the purchaser of the money, that he has 
paid as a purchaser, and not to paying the overplus of the tax and 
the costs to the owner of the land. 

Mr. WITHERS. If the Senator will permit me, he is mistaken. 
The bill does not ask for the overplus of the money to be paid to the 
subsequent purchaser; it simply asks to refund to this party the 
surplus after paying the tax and costs of the procedure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, to refund to the purchaser the money 
that he paid on the purchase? 

Mr. WITHERS. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I say is contrary to all sound principles of 
law or administration. 

Mr. WITHERS. I have evidently failed to make myself under- 
stood, or I do not understand the Senator. I just now understood 
him to announce the axiom that where the property was sold and the 
money turned into the Treasury of the Uni States, the owner of 
the property had the right to reclaim from the Treasury of the United 
States the amount of money thus paid in, less the taxes and costs, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly. He ought to have it. 

a Mr. WITHERS. That is precisely what this bill proposes now to 

0. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Senator says that he is reclaiming it in 
his character of purchaser as having paid the money. I am speak- 
igor the case of the owner of the land who for one reason or another, 
either poverty, or absence, or whatever it may be, does not pay his 
tax and his land is sold and it brings more than the tax and the costs 
amount to. The money that comes into the hands of the United 
States on such a sale belongs to the United States so far as the tax 
and the costs go, and it belongs to the owner of the land so far as the 
balance goes. 

Mr. WITHERS. That is it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the owner of the land, as the law now is, 
has a perfect right, as I understand it, to go and get his money in his 
character as the owner of the land, there being a balance of money 
received on the sale that does not belong to the United States but 
belongs to him. 

Mr. WITHERS. If the Senator will pardon me, he will find that 
the difficulty is suggested by the Commissioner of internal Revenue, 
who states that the present law will not enable him to pay this money 
to the owner for the reason that the purchaser has not been evicted 
by a 5 of a United States court. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But that has nothing to do with the case, as the 
Senator states it, at all. In a case where there has not been any suit 
and where the sale is perfectly valid, so that there is no question about 
it, and the purchaser takes his land, he has paid his money and he 
has no right to reclaim it as a purchaser. The owner of the land is 
the owner of the money that the land brought, after paying the tax 
and the costs. There cannot be any doubt about that. It appears 
to me that it would be a strange state of the law of the United States 
if it required a special act of Congress to give the owner of the land 
the balance after he had paid all there was charged upon it. If the 
state of the law is so, then this bill ought to pass; if the state of the 
law is not so, it ought not to pass, as being entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. WITHERS. The object of the bill is to do exactly what the 
Senator says the Jaw contemplates. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will bear with me to pass the bill 
over again withont prejudice, I should like to look at that law and 
see how it is, because if the case is such as the Senator from Virginia 
States, that it is the original owner of the land who wants to get the 
balance of the money after paying the costs and the tax, if the law 
now does not provide for his getting it, then of course this bill ought 
to pass. If the law does now provide for his getting it, then of course 
the bill ought not to pass. I do not wish to prejudice this small 
claimant by ors, the bill go into the sea at the foot of the Calen- 
dar, and therefore I ask unanimous consent that it may go over again 
without rejudice. 

Mr. WITHERS. Very well, 
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Mr. cog KRELL. Will the Senator from Vermont hear me just one 
moment 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator misunderstands the case entirely. 
a applicant here was the purchaser of the land at the direct-tax 


sale. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I misunderstood the case from the state- 


ment of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iknew the Senator misunderstood it. Mr. Cook 
wasthe purchaser. He applied to have the purchase money refunded 
to him, but not having been evicted he could not, under the act of May 
9, 1872, get it. Had he been evicted there would have been no con- 
troversy; the Commissioner would have paid it to him. The Supreme 
Court has decided in a similar case that the title was null and void. 
He, before suffering a technical eviction, bought the land from the 
original owner, and now the original owner has nothing to do with 
it. It is the purchaser at the tax sale whose title absolutely failed, 
and who, rather than be evicted, bought the title from the original 
owner. 

Mr. MAXEY. Subrogating him to the rights of the owner. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must leave to be excused if I deny, with 

at respect, that the Supreme Court had decided this case. it has 
ecided one case which the Senator has in his mind, and that I have 
in mine, but it does not by any means follow that it would decide 
this case as it decided that unless the facts are exactly the same, be- 
cause the Supreme Court went, I will say with great respect, as it had 
rs to do, to the extreme verge of the law in the case that it did 
ecide. 


Whether the facts in this case, when we get at them, are precisely 
like those in the case that the Supreme Court decided, remains to be 
discovered, because this report does not show what they are, where 
this original owner of the land was, whether anybody tendered the 
money, or whether he and his agents had any notice of the general 
rule that the tax commissioners had adopted, (improperly, as the 
court say,) that they would not receive tenders from anybody except 
from the owner or his lawfully authorized agent; that they would not 
receive a tender from a friend or stranger; that would not answer 
the call of the statute. The Supreme Court held that that was a 
wrong rule, and in the particular case before them, they decided that 
the owner was not bound, under the circumstances of that case, by 
the sale, and that that sale was void. But if a case were to come 
before the Supreme Court now, where it appeared that this wrong 
rule of the tax commissioners was one which did not affect the ac- 
tion of the owner of the land or any of his agents or friends, that 
they knew nothing about it, or knowing about it, did not care any- 
thing about it, and did not choose to tender the tax for other reasons, 
then, in my belief, the Supreme Court would hold that in this case 
the sale was lawful, if there is no other defect; perhaps there are 
other defects. 

Mr. PRYOR. Will the Senator from Vermont let me interrupt him 
amoment? By examining the pa the Senator will find the state- 
ment of facts in regard to the bill to be that in 1864 the land was 
sold under the law governing direct taxes, which is familiar to the 
Senator from Vermont no doubt. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is. 

Mr. PRYOR. The land was sold. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue made and published an order requiring certain specific thin 
to be done according to his idea and construction of the act of 1872, 
which construction and the announcement of the order based upon 
that construction the Supreme Court in the case in 18 Wallace, to 
which the Senator has referred, passed upon, declaring that a sale 
made under that order was absolutely void. After the order and be- 
fore the decision this person purchased and obtained a deed from the 
original owner for his interest in the land, from the man whose land 
it was who owed the tax for which the land was sold. That original 
owner conveyed the land to the purchaser, the purchaser giving $800 
in order to perfect the title, which he failed to get under the sale 
made by the Government tax commissioners. Therefore the peti- 
tioner now holds not only the certificate upon the settlement made 
by the Government based upon the law, but he also holds an absolute 
deed for the very land from the original owner, having paid $300 for 
it. The object of the bill is to refund to the purchaser under that 
false sale or illegal sale, as it may be regarded, the amount of money 
less the amount of tax due on the land. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I understand the proposition which is so 
ably stated by my honorable friend from Alabama, but I am not able 
to with him in respect of what he understands to be the state 
of the case, that the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States covers this case; because, I repeat, if it should appear in this 
case that the order or rule of the commissioners (I never 3 before 
that it was 1 as a proclamation, ) was one that did not affect 
the action of the owner of the land at that time, or any of his agents 
or friends, then in my judgment, eyes to the decision that the 
Paraense Court has made, it would not be a case within it. I have 

occasion in some previous years to examine this subject with 
some care, growing out of the place where our soldiers are buried 
across the river, that is held under a tax sale. The same point has 
been made against the validity of that sale, and an attempt has been 
made to bri 
hold that the 


it within the decision of the Supreme Court and to 
nited States are not now lawfully the owners, as they 


bid in the ground at that tax sale, of the graves of our soldiers over 
here. Therefore I intend to be a little careful myself about estab- 
lishing any precedent that impugns a tax title under the circum- 
stances that I have stated, and in every case, so far as my vote goes, 
it will be necessary to show, before I shall vote fur a bill that gives 
to the purchaser or to the owner any relief, (except what the law 
now entitles him to receive and that is as to the owner to get the 
balance of the money received from the sale after paying the tax and 
costs,) that it comes within that decision strictly upon facts that are 
developed upon proof, before we are to take any action at all, 

Mr. PRYOR. I hope the Senator from Virginia will grant the re- 
quest of the Senator from Vermont, and let the bill lie over. 

Mr. WITHERS. I have already indicated my willingness for the 
bill to go over, in order to give the Senator from Vermont an oppor- 
tunity to investigate the case. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not appealing to the Senator from Virginia, 
because I wish to aid him in the p: of this bill if it appears to 
be right and to stand upon the principles that he speaks of, in merely 

aying over to the original owner of the land the ce of the money 
Saoi from the sale after the tax and the costs are paid. That is 
the duty of the Government, and I think the law provides for it now. 
If the original owner of the land that was sold has not got this bal- 
ance he ought to have it. If he sold the land afterward to the pres- 
ent claimant, that did not give the present claimant the right to the 
money that was due to the original owner of the land. The sale of 
the land to him would not transfer, as it appears to me, as a first 
impression, to the purchaser of the land the right of the original 
owner, if he has not already realized it, to get the balance of the 
money that is in the Treasury after his tax and the costs are paid. 

Therefore there is no need of any confusion upon that subject, if 
I correctly understand the law; but I do not say that I am sure Ido, 
although it would be amazing if the law were otherwise. If I do 
not correctly understand the law to be now that the owner of the 
land at the time of its sale may get, if he has not already, the balance 
that was due to him, after his tax and the cost were paid, of the money 
derived from the sale, then I shall be very glad to vote for a bill 
which does give it to him. But the fact that he afterward sold the 
land does not, as it appears to me, give to the purchaser any right to 
claim this money. If we were to give to the purchaser this money 
the original owner would have a just right, unless he assented to it, 
to come to the United States and say, “ Give it to me; you have been 
giving away my cong A That would seem to me to be very plain, 

I did not ask that the bill go over, Mr. President, as a matter of 
grace from the Senator from Virginia—I have a right to object to it 
butif the Senator from Virginia is right in supposing that the ob- 
ject of the bill is merely to restore to the original owner of the land 
the money that belonged to him, the balance derived from the sale 
after paying the tax and the costs, or to anybody to whom he has 
323 the money by an assignment that binds him, I shall be very 
glad to help him to pass it. 

Mr. Mc LAN. When this case was before the Committee on 
Claims there were some members of that committee who did not con- 
cur in the report. I did not, and I think the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. CAMERON] did not, and upon the ground stated by the Senator 
from Vermont, that the character of the tax sale had not been adju- 
dicated; that, if it had been, the conveyance of the land by the owner 
‘to the purchaser at the tax sale did not operate to transfer the bal- 
ance in the Treasury which had been paid by the purchaser at the 
tax sale as the pure money of the land. e conveyance of the 
interest which the owner of the land had in it to the purchaser at 
the tax sale did not operate, as I look at it without any particular 
examination of the matter, to convey the cash in the Treasury, or 
assign the owner's right to the cash in the Treasury to the purchaser 
at the tax sale. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Would not the right of the purchaser at 
the tax sale, if he had any right to this money, have been as good 
without having obtained the title from the original owner as with it? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I think it would. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. So that the transfer of title by the origi- 
nal owner to the purchaser at the tax sale does not affect the matter? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The purchaser at the tax sale predicates 
his claim upon the fact that his purchase from the Government gave 
him no title? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Did the committee conceive that it gave 
him a title? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did not. 

Mr. KERNAN. Let me make an inquiry, merely for information. 
I understand that Mr. Cook bought this property of his neighbor at 
a tax sale and paid the money into the Tas Since then Mr. 
Cook has bought from his neighbor the property and taken a deed for 
it, and he is now in possession, having the title to it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That I understand to be the case. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to ask a question of the Senator from 
Minnesota. I understand the Senator to express the belief that the 
tax sale was void. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. No; I say that the character of that sale was 
not adjudicated at all; and we cannot determine the fact that the 
sale was void or otherwise. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand the report of the committee to be that 
the tax sale itself was a nullity and conveyed no title to the pur- 
chaser. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I merely rose to state, as a member of the com- 
mittee, that I did not assent to the report made. I differ from it, aud 
the grounds upon which I differ I have already stated. The Senator 
from Wisconsin I think concurred with mein the position that I took. 

Mr, BAILEY. 1 that the sale was void, I would ask 
whether in the opinion of the Senator the surplus or excess of money 
paid by the purchaser over the amount of tax belonged to the Gov- 
5 or belonged to the purchaser who was the owner of the 

Mr. McMILLAN. Well, that is a question that does not arise here 
until the character of this sale is determined. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee to determine that the sale was a nullity. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not understand that there was any adjudi- 
cation of the sale in this case. 

Mr. PRYOR. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee what the 
history of this case is. The Con of the United States in 1861 
passed a direct-tax law applicable to all the States of the Union. 
Under a system of distribution specified in the act, Con laid a 
tax of $20,000,000 annually. On the 7th of June, 1862, they passed 
an act either amendatory of or in addition to the act levying the tax, 
by which provisions were made to enable the Federal Government 
to collect the tax. It could not execute the direct-tax law in the in- 
surgent States, and this superinduced the act of the 7th of June, 1862. 
In order to execute the act of 1862 commissioners were provided for. 

commissioners were appointed to execute the direct-tax law in 
such States as should be recovered or reclaimed from the rebellion, 
or such parts of such States as might be recovered or reclaimed. In 
this portion of Virginia the Federal forces seem to have obtained at 
the time of this sale permanent occupation, so much so that they 
established a commissioner at that point, Alexandria. 

In 1862 there was a direct tax levied on the lands of one Briggs. 
The amount of the tax was 87.05, including all the costs. To recover 
that debt the commissioner ordered a sale, and the property was sold 
under his order. Mr. Cook purchased it at that sale, bidding therefor 
the sum of $400. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask him 
a question? 

. PRYOR. As soon as I get through with my statement. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. PRYOR. For we cannot vote intelligently unless we under- 
stand the proposition we are required to vote upon. 

It appears and is judicially ascertained that the commissioner who 
was stationed at Alexandria for the p of executing this direct- 
tax law published an order that the parties should pay the taxes in 
person, and that no tender and no payment by any one other than 
the principal and real owner would be received. That order was 

ublished. The Supreme Court, in the case of Lacy rs. Irwin, in 18 
allace, decided a case in which it was judicially ascertained that 
that was the order. This sale was made under the same circumstances: 
no tender was made of the $7.05, and the Supreme Court in the case 
in 18 Wallace determined the question here involved, holding that 
that order was void, and that all sales made under that order were 
void sales. 

Mr. Cook purchased under that state of affairs in Alexandria at this 
void sale, on which he paid $400; and afterward, ascertaining that 
the sale was void for the reason I have stated, he waited upon Briggs 
and purchased from Briggs the very same property which had been 
sold at the tax sale, paying him the sum of $800, obtaining from 
Briggs an absolute deed in sor ampie with warranty guarding against 
ev ing except the sale made by the tax commissioner. To per- 
fect his title Cook was induced to make the purchase from Briggs. 
The tax sale under which he had purchased being a nullity, being 
absolutely void, he was necessitated, in order to obtain a title or per- 
fect his title, to purchase the property from Briggs and give him 8800 
therefor. That is the state of the case as shown by the evidence. 

I have before me the decision in 18 Wallace which judicially deter- 
mines the point. I have also before me an act of Congress which isa 
precedent for this bill in thenineteenth volume of the Statutes at x 
precisely such a case as this. There Congress determined the question 
that the Government having the purchasers money over and above 
his tax, in this case $400 less the $7.05, tax on the land and costs, held 
it in trust for the real owner, the party who paid it. I differ with 
the honorable Senator from Vermont; I think the pond le of this 
case and of the case before the Supreme Court in 18 W. is pre- 
cisely the same. The case in 18 Wallace was based upon a practice 
that obtained under the same order that the supreme court decided 
to be a nullity and that sales under it were void. 

In the nineteenth volume of the Statutes at Large is the act to which 
I have alluded. A party in just such a case as this applied to Con- 
gress and e in 1876 refunded to him, he having purchased at 
à void tax sale the amount of money paid. The point the Senator 
from Vermont makes as making a precedent is disposed of by 


that case. There the original owner had not been applied to; he had 
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iven no deed to the tax-sale purchaser; but the Senate of the United 

tates passed a law in 1876 refunding to the party who had purchased 
at a void sale the amount of his reas Shae and above the tax and 
costs, and paid it back upon this fun ental and broad principle 
that it was money which ex et bono belonged to the party and 
not to the Government of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Alabama will be kind 
enough to give me a reference to the act of 1876 that he refers to, I 
shall be obliged to him, 

Mr. PRYOR. I will. It is volume 19 Statutes at Large, page 470. 
An act for the relief of Anthony Lawson, surviving eee tho firm of Lawson 

: and Brewis, of Alexandria, Virginia. 

Here is the act: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, aathorized and di- 
rected, out of any money not otherwise appropriated by law, to pay to Anthony 
Lawson, the surviving partner of Lawson Brewis, or to his assignee or per- 
sonal representative, without interest, the amount of the proceeds of sale for di- 
rect taxes due the United States, as aforesaid, of the lot of on Commerce and 
West streets, in the city of Alexandria, and State of Virginia, sold to L. E. Chit- 
tenden, and evidenced by direct tax-sale certificate numbered 57, dated Febraary 
1, 1865; also, of a lot in the same city, on Washington street, numbered 39, sold to 
Peter G. Henderson, and evidenced by a like certificate, numbered 58, and of same 
date with the previous one; also, of & lot in the same city, on Royal street. num- 
bered 45, sold to Henry F. Davis, and evidenced by a like certificate, numbered 
59, and of same date with the previous one; also, of a lot in the same city, on 
Cameron street, on which are erected two houses, numbered 67 and 69, sold to 
Henry F. Davis, and evidenced by a like certificate, numbered 60, and of same 
date with the previous one ; also, of æ lot in the same city, on Commerce street, 
extending back to Payne street, sold to C. W. Campbell, and evidenced by a like 
certificate, numbered 62, and of same date with the previous one; less, in each 
case, all the taxes, costs, and legal charges accrued by reason of the salo thereof, 
as aforesaid. 

In this case the Government can protect itself, if you see proper to 
do so, by an amendment adding the proviso which was in that in- 
stance tacked on by the Senate. The very objection which the hon- 
orable Senator makes can be met, and met in this way: 

Provided, however, That upon the payment of the several sums hereby anthor- 
ized and directed to be paid as aforesaid, the said Anthony Lawson, his assignee, 
or 9 representatives, shall execute and deliver to auy person or persons 
0 g title under the said sale for the non-payment of direct taxes under the 
laws aforesaid, a valid deed of quitclaim or release of all title, right, claim, or 
demand, by reason of the previous ownership of said property by the said firm of 
Lawson & Brewis, and shall prodnce the evidence thereof and file the same with 
the Secretary of the unless the same 1 be rendered unnecessary b. 
the title being revested in the said Lawson & Brewis, or either of them, by d 
or otherwise, from those so claiming under the said tax sale. 

The very thing which was required by the act of 1876, in order to 
entitle the claimant to the relief prayed for in his petition, the very 
thing which it was legislatively provided he should do, this party has 
already affirmatively done by obtaining a conveyance from the origi- 
nal owner. J 

To this act the volume appends this note : 

[NOTE BY THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE.—The foregoing act having been presented 
to the President of the United States for his approval, and not having been re- 
turned by him to the House of Congress in which it originated within the time pre- 
scribed by the Constitution of the United States, has become a law without his ap- 


p ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would not make much of a precedent; but 
whether it is a precedent or not would depend on the exact facts. 
Perbaps in that case Congress was entirely satisfied that the sale was 
clearly illegal, and for some reason of a special equity, chose to pay 
back the money to the purchaser, which I think, by the way, is a 
false principle but I am not on that just now. All I wish to do now 
(because this matter will have to go over for further consideration) 
is to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that under the origi- 
nal direct-tax act, provision was made to pay over to the owner of 
the land sold the balance of the money derived from the sale after 
paying the tax and costs. I read from vol. 12, p. 307, section 42: 

all moneys that may remain of the proceeds of such sale, after satisfyin; 
tho mii WREE of distress, and paying the reasonable costs and charges of we 
shall be returned to the proprietor of the lands or real estate sold as aforesaid. 

So that in this case the original owner of the land was entitled to 
receive the moment the accounts were made up the balance of this 
money after paying the tax and the costs of thesale. It is important 
to inquire in the first place whether he has received it, because if he 
received it, any irre; ity in the sale would be waived and there 
would be an end of it; if he has not received it, whether the sale is 
valid or invalid, he is entitled under this statute to the money prima 


Jacie so far as the Department is concerned. If the sale was of achar- 


acter that was absolutely illegal—and that must in every case depend 
upon the special facts of that case, and not the special facts of any 
other—then he would not be dispossessed of his property, he would 
have it just as he had it before, and would of course, if he took that 
ground, not be entitled to the balance of the proceeds of sale, because 
he had not lost anything. 

Mr. BAILEY. Who would be entitled to it in that case? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The United States would be entitled to it on 
the principles that I believe exist in every State of this Union about 
tax sales and that must exist, because the Government is not a guar- 
antor of title on a tax sale at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not speaking of the sum paid for the tax; but 
who wonld be entitled to the excess ? 

. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what I am speaking about, 

Mr. BAILEY. I would ask the Senator, can the Government 
pocket that money and use it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what I am trying to say is as I 
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believe, although I do not know anything about it, the law of Ten- 
n as I know it is the law of Vermont and as I believe of every 
State in this Union; and that is that a tax sale is the sale of what- 
ever the purchaser gets by it, good or bad, and that he buys the 
chance, if you call it a chance, he buys the property at his own ris 
and if he chooses to pay the United States on a sale of that kin 
$500 and it turns out that he gets nothing by it, he is merely like a 
man speculating in cotton or anything else, on the rise or fall, like 
a great many people who buy lawsuits in this country, I am sorry to 
say—he has made his venture, he has gone to sea, and his ship has 
come back without any profits. That is all. 

Mr. BAILEY. I i on then the doctrine on which the Govern- 
ment acts is this: the Government is to make money, and will make 
it honestly if it can, but if not honestly, at all events and by all 
means it will make money! In other words, it will take this man’s 
money and put it into the Treasury! 

Mr.EDMUNDS. That is not the doctrine at all, Mr. President. If 
the purchaser who comes to bid at a tax sale in the State of Tennes- 
see chooses to bid, in order to get his chance of holding that property 
against the owner, one dollar more than the amount of the tax and the 
costs, he has not got any right to complain if his chance turns out to 
be a poor one. Itis exactly what he engaged to buy. He gotall that 
he did buy, and that was a title the risk of which he took upon himself, 
if 1 am right in the proposition that it is a universal principal of law 
that mepa is no guarantee on a tax sale, that it is a mere quitclaim 
so to §) . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of one o'clock has arrived. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let this bill go over for examination. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It goes over, and by special assignment 
the remainder of the session will be devoted to the delivery of eulo- 
gies in memory of the late Senator from Alabama. 5 


DEATH OF SENATOR HOUSTON. 


Mr. MORGAN. According to notice heretofore given, Mr. President, 
I now ask the Senate to dispense with the regular order and to devote 
a part of this day’s session to the consideration of resolutions com- 
memorative of our late associate in this body, GEORGE SMITH HOUS- 
TON, a Senator from Alabama, who died on the 31st day of December, 
1879. I ask for the reading of the resolutions which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with regret of the death of Hon. GEORGE 
S. HOUSTON, a Senator from the State of Alabama, and extends to the family of the 
deceased Senator and to the people of Alabama sincere condolence in their bereave- 
ment. 

Resolved, That the long public service of GEORGE S. Houston has been marked 
by fidehty to his convictions of duty, by industry and patience in his labors for the 

ublic welfare, by distinguished ability in the legislative councils of the United 
States, and by devoted and wise service to Alabama as governor of that State. 

Kezolved, That the Secretary of the Senate transmit to the family of the deceased 
and to the governor of Alabama a copy of these resolutions, with the action of the 
Senate thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, it is the custom of the Houses of 
Congress to bring back the memory of those who die while they are 
in this branch of the public service by resolutions and remarks that 
reflect the opinions of the survivors as to their personal Rnd official 
character, and to bestow a last mark of respect upon the deceased. 

For other reasons also it is well that we sometimes pause to con- 
sider what we are and whither we are traveling. Itis not dangerous 
to the country, nor is it a needless consumption of time that those 
who are intrusted with the great powers of government are some- 
times compelled, through the invasion of these legislative Chambers 
by the inevitable hand of death, to cease their labors and controver- 
sies for a time, and to consider how brief a period is allotted to their 
usefulness; to consider how it is that only for a moment they can be 
permitted to enjoy the fruits and honors of their exertions, and how 
the strongest men stagger under their burdens as they grow with 
advancing years and become heavier toward the close of even a long 
life-time. It is upon occasions like this when a man of seventy years 
has died, all of whose manhood was devoted to honorable public serv- 
ice in high stations, that we appreciate the fact that those labors are 
of little advantage to the toilers compared with that which inures to 
3 It is on these occasions that we realize that our public 
acts as law-makers will be impartially scrutinized after we are d 
and after our personal influence in their vindication has ceased ; an: 
that nothing in them can bring honor to our memories unless it is 
just and patriotic. 

GEORGE SMITH Houston was born in Williamson County, Tennes- 
see, of an honorable parentage į not wealthy or distinguished, but 
highly respected for the sort of integrity and strength and purity of 
character and modesty in asserting their claims to high distinctions 
that constituted marked virtues among the agricultural classes in 
the earlier years of this country. 

Many great and good men, who haye sprung from that class of so- 
ciety, have attained to the highest honors within the gift of the 
American people. That influence which was exerted over these great 
men in their childhood has constantly widened and deepened with the 
current of their lives, and, in its maturity, has afforded to States and 
to the Union and the people the safest and most virtuous element in 
American statesmanship. 

Senator HOUSTON had attained the age of seventy years, when his 
course was ended on the last day of the year of our Lord 1879. 


The year closed sadly to the people of Alabama when with ita life 
was closed that had been dutifully spent in their service—a life that 
they had so recently crowned with the highest honors they could be- 
stow upon him—and when it ended a companionship that was full of 
comfort and benefit to them. 

With the closing year he went quietly away; and, like the passing 

the old year into the new, without any interval of time, his life, 
that ended here, was at once renewed in another sphere. He passed 
3 “from death unto life.“ The evening and the morning 
came together without an intervening night, and in their union he 
found himself ushered into the morning of eternity, as we believe, 
“ a just man made perfect.” 

He came to Alabama when he was a child, and that beautiful land 
was home to him during all his remaining days. He received an ele- 
mentary education at an academy in Lauderdale County, and entered 
a law office as a student. His elementary law course was completed 
at Harrodsburgh, Kentucky, and he was admitted to the bar in 1831. 
In 1832 he was elected to represent Lauderdale County in the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Alabama. He was Jaborions and persistent in his 
legal studies, and diligent and faithful in his professional engage- 
ments, so tliat he was soon appointed, and afterward elected, to the 
responsible office of circuit, solicitor. 

From that position he was elected to Con in 1841. He thus 
became generally known to the people of the State, that election un- 


der the general-ticket system, having been determined by the voters - 


of the entire State. Afterward he was elected to represent a district 
in the House of Representatives in 1843 and in 1845 and in 1847, In 
1849 he declined election and resumed the practice of law. In 1851 
he was again elected to Congress and continued to hold his seat by re- 
election, and for four terms without opposition. In January, 1861, 
he retired with his colleagues from the House of Representatives, 
in obedience to the will of the people of Alabama as expressed in their 
ordinance of secession from the American Union. 

The severance of his relations with the American Congress was to 
him a most painful duty. He had done all in his power to avert the 
causes that made this step one of imperative duty on his part, but 
he bowed with reverence to what he believed was the sovereign will 
of the people of Alabama, and united his fortunes with them “ for 
better or for worse.“ 

In his own opinion, freely expressed, the preservation of the Union 
of the States was justly to be preferred to any hope of escape by its 
destruction from the sacrifices which he could then foresee as the result 
of its perpetuity. He was then a large slaveholder, but he did not 
pom his conduct to be influenced by what was the almost universal 

lief that a continuance of the Union would soon result in the de- 
struction of the entire value of that description of property. His 
opinions as to wise policy were not as strong as his affections toward 
a people, and he yielded his judgment to his sense of duty to his 

tate. 
During the period of the war he devoted much of his time and 
means to the alleviation of its hardships upon the sufferers in the 
armies and at home. His sons entered the confederate army and bore 
themselves with in many of its fierce conflicts. 

In 1865 he was elected to the Senate of the United States by the 
Legislature of Alabama, but he was not admitted to his seat because 
his was a State of the American Union that was denied representa- 
tion in the American Senate. 

Again resuming the practice of law he worked earnestly to restore 
his impaired fortunes and was active in the assistance of the poopie 
in the re-establishment of law and order and the building up of their 
devastated country. His counsels were wise and prudent, and his 
example of patient assiduity was poy encouraging to those who 
desired to bring social order out of confusion and strife. In this he 
had the moral support of the masses of the people who stood faith- 
fully by him and never doubted his fidelity. 

I need not recite the history of that period to recall the events that 
rendered such services so invaluable to the people of Alabama. They 
are known and read of all men. I could not now recite them without 
incurring the suspicion that I am willing to suggest topics that are 
still matters of political debate, involving crimination and recrimi- 
nation, at a time when the proprieties of the occasion would preclude 
areply. I would do a wrong to the well-known sentiments of Sena- 
tor Houston by following such a course. One of his highest quali- 
ties was a manly and generous indulgence to those who honestly 
differed with him in opinion. 

I would fail, however, to render a just tribute to the dead, and 
would ignore the control which posse had over his conduct, if I 
did not say that bis guiding light in the dark period of our worst 
distractions and sufferings in Alabama, which he followed with im- 
plicit faith, and asked the people to trust with confidence, was the 
3 se had shone upon his pathway during the whole of his long 
public life. 

He believed in the honesty of the people, and felt always confident 
of their power to relieve the country of the gravest evils by a faith- 
ful observance of the principles of constitutional government that 
have so long distinguished the democratic party. And when the 
people of Alabama again called him into their service in 1874 as the 
governor of the State, he came as a democrat. Regulating his ad- 
ministration by a rigid observance of those principles of government 
that he had so long cherished, he, and those who were his supporters, 
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have speedily restored the State of Alabama to a condition that is 
hailed with gratitude by the 0 of the State, of every class, and 
that should excite emotions of pride in the breast of every American. 


At the expiration of his first term as governor, the ple were 
ready to honor him still further by electing him a second time to the 
Senate of the United States, but they had again chosen him as gov- 
ernor of the State, and they would not consent to relieve him of that 
service until he had completed fully the wise course of policy inau- 

ated during his first term. The people joyfully realized the fact 
that their future prosperity had been established on an 3 
foundation, and that they were much indebted to the wisdom an 
fidelity of Governor Houston for their deliverance from the worst 
evils. And when this and t work had been completed they 
sent him to the Senate of the United States, where they fondly hoped 
to enjoy the advantages of his great abilities for yet many years. 
But death, not entirely unexpected to any man of his age, but not 
less grievous on that account, has cut him off. 

The bitterness of this disappointment is severely felt by all classes 
of the people of Alabama. He was known in almostevery household 
of the Bta, and his loss is lamented at every fireside almost, from 
the stately mansions of the rich down to the humblest cabins of the 


r. 
P This imperfect recital of the more 3 facts that make up 
the history of a life of three score and ten years, is enough to show 
that it was full of honorable usefulness. None of the sixty years, 
from his childhood to the end of his life, was spent in frivolity or dis- 
sipation. His time was all occupied with useful preparation and 
earnest work. His was a life of purpose, whose aim was the per- 
forinance of duty, and whose coveted reward was honorable success. | 
This he achieved, and his success was sweetened by the answer of a 
good conscience and made joyful by the approbration of his coun- 
trymen. 

His mental endowments were of a high order. In its action his 
mind was vigorous and powerful rather than beautiful and splendid. 
He was not a genius, if there are such people. He was sufficiently 
inventive always to find or to discern the safest methods of avoiding 
evils, and the quickest and least expensive means of escape from 
them. His mind was active, vigilant, and intense, and was so bal- 
anced in judgment, and so guarded against the influence of passionate 
impulses that he almost infallibly came to correct conclusions. He 
could safely trust his own convictions and he did trust them, when 
others who reasoned elaborately were still left in doubt. This fac- 
ulty was far less the result of close mental discipline than of that 
excellent organism and balance of mind whose results are so well 
known and so greatly prized under the homely classification of “good 
common sense.” 

It was this easy and regular and correct method of his mental pow- 
ers in dealing with the problems that were always requiring solution 
that enabled him to devote so og a part of his time to executive 
labors rather than to the study of the opinions of othermen. He was 
rich in the wisdom that was born of his own thoughts, reflections, and 
experiences, and was not ambitious merely to be considered learned 
in the erudition which is treasured in books. His moral sense was 
acute and strong. It was the ruling power in his whole life. In 
every relation to society and in every act of his public or private life 
he was guided, controlled, and compelled by an unswerving fidelity 
to his moral convictions. 

It is not enough to say of him that he was honest, for in his judg- 
ment of men he rated honesty as an indispensable element in ever 
decentcharacter. Heascended to that higher plane of character whic 
all men love to affect but all cannot rightfully claim. He was a just 
man. He also recognized with pleasure other adornments of the 
character of a just man, such as ardent and honorable friendship 
benevolence, philanthropy, and a spirit of self-sacrifice for the good 
of others, in reference to the possession of which he had a repu- 
tation. But he could not tolerate a friendship that was tainted with 
dishonor; he would never have gratified a feeling of benevolence by 
taking another man’s money to bestow it in charities upon his friends, 
however worthy they might be. He despised the sort of sentiment- 
alism that is ready todecorato itself with the insignia of broken cove- 
nants and of rights destroyed in order to illustrate its zeal for relig- 
ion, or the rights of man, or any cause however good in itself. He 
abhorred the hypocrisy which drapes itself in the garments of a pre- 
tentious philanthropy, and while they drip with the blood of inno- 
cent people, shed in wars really waged for power or spoils, proclaims 
with insolent cant the grand benison—“ On earth peace, and good will 
toward men.” He would make no sacrifices in a cause that he did 
not believe was just, but would spend and be spent in a cause he be- 
lieved was worthy of his devotion. He was not “generous toa fault,” 
as the apothegm is phrased ; he was first just and then generous, ac- 
cording to his reasonable ability. He did not give alms to be seen of 
men, but he gave them. He did not pray at the street corners, but 
he prayed fervently. 

It is not appropriate perhaps to enter in the sacred circle of his 
home, and gather there the evidences of the honest nobility of his 
nature, from the incidents of his interior life; but I may say with 
propriety, as I do with confidence, that there went forth from his 

ome life a current ef principle which was pure in its fountain, and 
infused into his public life a tone and character that inspired his 
countrymen with absolute confidence in his integrity as a statesman 


and pablis servant. I own to a conception of the character of a 
true American statesman that is nearly summed up in the public life 
of GEORGE S. Houston. I do not mean to say of that he would 
have been a great leader in times of turbulence or war; or that he 
excelled in the powers of debate in the halls of legislation ; but he 
had great sagacity and forecast in the avoidance of calamitous evils. 
And a firm conviction as to the power of the people to sustain their 
government when the Constitution is permitted to have its just in- 
fluence ; and in their determination, sooner or later, to assert its su- 
3 in government, was the sheet-anchor of his political faith. 

o believed in the capacity of the people to achieve every possible suc- 
cess in their aggregate, and in their individual efforts to become pros- 
3 and happy, if they are left as far as practicable to their right of 

ocal self-government. He believed in a government that governs as 
little as is consistent with the general welfare, and that is sensitive 
to the least infraction of the rights and liberties of the citizen. He 
believed in the responsibility of the legislative and executive depart- 
ments to the people for all their public acts, and of the judges for the 
purity of theirjudgments. These convictions, suppo by an honest 
reverence for the Constitution, and controlled by aspiritof self-denyin 
restraint on the part of the legislator in reference to the assumption o 
doubtful powers, comprise a safe creed of American statesmanship. 
Senator HOUSTON regulated his entire political course in conformity to 
these principles and rules of conduct. He was among the foremost and 
most consistent of that class of statesmen of his time who kept a con- 
stant watch upon their own conduct and carefully confined the meas- 
ures they advocated within the boundaries of a strict construction of 
the powers of Con 

As chairman of the House Committee of Ways and Means, in which 
3 lace he served during several Congresses, he always 
carefully guarded the people against the imposition of unjust and 
unnecessary burdens of taxation and kept a close and vigilant watch 
over public expenditures. This is not always a pleasing task when 
the hungry expectants of public bounty are sneering in the lobbies 
and through the press at the parsimony of Con or when a ma- 
jority is created by questionable combinations to Toros the passage of 
measures that require extraordinary expenditures of the public money. 
No man was ever more faithful and few could have been more cour- 

us or useful than my late colleague in withstanding all opposition 
while he defended the rights of the people against licentious measures. 
As chairman of the House Committee on the Judiciary he evinced a 
high order of capacity for solving the many delicate and involved 
questions that are always requiring patient and careful study and 
exhaustive research by that committee. 0 

In his course in Congress, he was earnestly supported by his con- 
stituency. This support was the cheerful tribute of the people to an 
honest representative and to a faithful, dutiful, and able statesman. 

It cannot be said that one part of his congressional course was more 
distinguished than another, or that he on oscasions flamed up with 
extraordinary exhibitions of power in debate. 

It is not needful to the real merit of his reputation as a statesman 
that thisshould besaid. His history is a constant exhibition of great 

“ire Sint exerted and of the highest duties carefully and faith- 

pe erie | 

The sturdy forest oak is not more majestic when its arms are tossed 
wildly about in its battlings with the storms than it is when the 

tlest breezes play pose, its leafy arbors, as it shelters the earth 

m the rays of the sun. HovusTon’s life had no startling episodes. 
Tt was all devoted to duty, and in its steadfast observance he was able 
to render a better service to his country than many have done who 
have employed their great abilities in fomenting the agitations of 
partisan politics. 

I must not do the ple of Alabama the injustice to omit an ex- 
pression of their cial bereavement in the loss of my late colleague 
as a Senator on this floor, and also of their peculiar gratitude for his 
services as governor of that State. He was here for so short a period 
that he had only to render that service from which Alabama 
expected so much of honor and advantage. He was an old man when 
he came to the Senate, but he had been preserved in such uncommon 
mental W that the people laid upon him with confidence a task 
that would not have been a light burden in the meridian of his life. 
We all remember with what cheerfulness he entered upon his duties 
here, and how zealously he labored to perform them. 

The Senate lost an able counselor and a faithful laborer from its 
body and the country lost a wise legislator and a devoted son when 
Houston died. Alabama lost a counselor and guide from whose 
service the people had derived the most important benefits. In 1874, 
when GEORGE S. Houston was first elected governor of Alabama, 
the people of that State were in sad need of his services. On that 
occasion the hour and the man met. A State with near a million 
inhabitants, possessed of immense resources of wealth only in the 
infancy of development, at the moment when its leading indastry 
was paralyzed by a radical change in its labor system, lost the control 
of rightfal and intelligent government. Those who were strangers 
to the people and to the laws governed the State. 

The results that eposdily followed were an increase of its bonded 
debt from less than $6,000,000 to more than thirty millions within 
a period of five years, and the depreciation of the taxable value of 
property of fully 50 per cent., not estimating what had been lost in 
slave property. It was impossible that the people could pay inter- 
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est on so large s 
of the ability of the State to meet any of its engage 
people were discouraged. 


a sum. The holders of the securities were hopeless 
ments. The 
, emigration rapidly swept off the popula- 
tion, and all industries were conducted with reference only to the su 
py of immediate necessities, But I will not enter into further detai 


t is enough to say that no Christian sonny had ever been worse 
verned, and no people had ever more entirely lost confidence in the 
uture of a State. The people were so shut out from the hope of good 
vernment, and their condition was so obviously bad, that while 
8 were too weak to change their rulers, and did not attempt to 
resent the wrongs under which they suffered, the Government of the 
United States, feeling that American citizens so situated must be in 
a state bordering on revolt, anticipated such a condition of affairs and 
sent its armies there to prevent it. 

In this way organized injustice and tyranny were supported by or- 

anized armies. Torestore a State so distracted by malign influences 
70 order and tranquillity, and to give a people so cast down a hope of 
return to a better condition, was the great work that lay before Gov- 
ernor Houston. It required a statesman to do this work, and a true 
and courageous patriot to undertake it. Houston was fully compe- 
tent to the great duty, and nobly did he perform it. His election as 
governor opened the way to a happy deliverance of the people. He 
‘was surrounded by the ablest legislators in the State, who acted in 
harmony with him in all the great measures that looked to the relief 
of the people. He was supported by an able, honest, and enlightened 
judiciary, and the people gathered about him and gave him their con- 
fidence without reserve. A new constitution was ordained by the 
people. Its provisions will be referred to while republican forms of 
government survive as a pure, simple, and most excellent body of 
organic law. The public debt was then arranged to the satisfaction 
of our creditors, through a commission of which Governor Houston 
was chairman and Tristram B. Bethea and Levi W. Lawler were mem- 
bers. The people of Alabama gratefully appreciate their useful and 
arduous labors, which have removed a barrier to their progress that 
threatened egy Het every industry. 

Almost with the day of Housron’s first inauguration as governor 
the glow of returning prosperity began to manifest itself in every 
part of the State. Confidence took the place of distrust, and the 

eople, with a new hope and increased energies, went to work to re- 
Pai d a ruined State. 

Governor Houston did not live to see the full realization of this 
good work he had so carefully inaugurated. Had he lived another 
seventy years he would not have witnessed its full benefit to his 
country. Every industry in Alabama is now in a prosperous condi- 
tion, and her credit is above par for gold. Her people are peaceful 
ana happy and tho laws are obeyed with cheerfulness by all classes 
of society. 

The 1 of government so happily exemplified in the renewed 
life of this great Sta „and so successfully employed by Governor 
Houston, were the result of the faithful application of principles 
which for more than twenty years were his guide as a representative 
inthe Federal Congress. Itwasthe earnest hope of his declining years 
to enjoy the realized assurance that the people will never lose their 
rights or liberties, and that the country Wall never ogan be agitated 
with sectional strifes. He was full of confidence that if they will 
hold their rulers to accountability for their public acts and will fol- 
low such leaders as cay to themselves the right to usurp powers not 
granted to them, and who are not ready to appropriate to themselves 
powers that are doubtful, the people will remain forever free. 

I claim that men such as GEORGE S. HOUSTON are true American 
statesmen. The people estimate their value as being above that of 
those men of genius whose active and be birth spirits constant! 
tempt them into fields of experimental adventure that are filled wit 
dangers to their liberties. A love of glory, a selfish love of power 
for the advancement of personal aims, is not compatible with a just 
and safe administration of the enormous powers that are intrusted 
to our Federal rulers. This is uniformly the judgment of the people 
when it is not swayed by some great national excitement. 

In the history of our Government, when the people have had a fair 
opportunity for deliberate reflection, they have chosen their Presi- 
dents from that class of statesmen who obey the popular will when 
constitutionally expressed, who revere the, Constitution of the United 
States, and who are forbearing in the exercise of powers not clearly 
conferred upon them. Though GEORGE S. Houston may not have 
been great enough to rule a free people at the expense of their liber- 
ties, he was great in his fortitude, ability, and zeal in their defense. 
In the roll of Senators from Alabama who preceded him to the tomb 
there are worthy and illustrious names. None of them could have 
been great as the enemies of constitutional liberty, but they were all 
great as its defenders. 

I doubt if any State has given to the public service within a like 
period twelve statesmen in the Senate who have done more to ad- 
vance our country in its vigorous growth or who have contributed 
more of wisdom toward shaping its policy, or more of fidelity to the 
guardianship of the constitutional rights of the States and the people. 

We reverently acknowledge the right of GEORGE S. HOUSTON, 
which is claimed for his memory by the people of Alabama, to have 
his name inscribed in a place of honor on the roll of her most distin- 
guished sons. The name of GEORGE S. Houston will ever be most 
worthily associated in our history as a State, and will be recalled by 


the people of Alabama with emotions of pride and gratitude along 
with the names of William R. King, John W. Walker, John McKin- 
ley, Israel Pickens, Gabriel Moore, Clement C. Clay, Arthur P. Bagby, 
Benjamin Fitzpatrick, Dixon H. Lewis, Jeremiah Clemens, and George 
Goldthwaite, who were his predecessors in the Senate. 

With just pride I place hisexample before young men of the coun- 
try, and with confidence I ask them tofollowit. Nothing is required 
to be said of him to increase the love of the people of Alabama to- 
ward him, or to make his memory more endeared to them. They 
will never Torgen that GEORGE S. Houston and his compatriots saved 
their beautiful State from degradation and ruin. His life was simple, 
earnest, and just; his devotion to his country was perfect; he left no 
duty intentionally rah ge or carelessly performed; his record is free 
from the tarnish of the least reproach; his aspirations were for the 
good of his countrymen ; his ambition was honorable, his success was 
eminent, and his fame will be excellent and enduring. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I rise to second the resolutions which 
have been introduced by the Senator from Alabama, and thus to add 
my approval of the expression which they contain of the eminent life 
and services of the late Senator to which they refer. I formed that 
opinion by an acquaintance running through more than a third of a 
century, and an acquaintance which, from the peculiar condition of 
things, was at one time closeand intimate. We were members of the 
same political organization, and there was that condition of things 
existing in that organization which brought us in close personal in- 
timacy. ` : 

I ie knew the late Senator well; and in all that long acquaint- 
ance it is a pleasure to remember that there was no iod of time 
when thatintimacy was disturbed. And it is from that long acquaint- 
ance and from an accurate 8 of the public life and services 
of the man, that I state most cheerfully and cordially that there is 
not one word in the resolutions submitted by the Senator from Ala- 
Meas which does not meet the approval of my judgment and my 

eart. 

At a later period the deceased Senator and myself disagreed in polit- 
ical ee We were as wide apart, as far asunder as the — $ 
but of that disagreement it would be unbecoming and would bein 
want of all good taste for me to speak, and I trust I am incapable of 
marring propriety of this occasion by attempting to do so. Butin 
manly honesty I may say that I accord to the late Senator, as I do to 
all others, the right of judgment, opinion, and action, and honesty of 
purpose to the precise degree that I claim it for myself. We disa- 
aoe but in that disagreement there was no disturbance of our social 
relations. 

What the Senator, his late colleague, has said in relation to the 
general character of the man has been most truthfully expressed, 
and has, indeed, deprived me of the few words that I would have 
uttered, as they would be little else than repetition. But one point 
in the life and character of our de friend, upon which the Sen- 
ator has notdwelt and which I think was a leading characteristic, was 
the sincerity of his purpose and of the convictions upon which he 
acted. It was that which made him eminent; it was that which 
gave him success, 

Asthe world defines the term, he was not anorator; but he was more ; 
he was a man of convictions, and upon convictions produced results. 
The man who stands before the world beaming all over with the 
honest convictions of his heart is more than a match for oratory and 
logic combined ; he reaches the heart, and the heart carries the head 
captive. Such a man was GEORGE S. HOUSTON. 

e won his victories by his honesty and the sincerity of his purposes, 
and he made men come to him because they believed him honest, not 
only because he was one of nature’s noblemen but because they felt 
the impress of that sincerity of conviction in his heart which flowed 
from his tongue. 

What is oratory is a thing which it would be very hard to define. 
That which produces results is of vastly more importance than that 
. Houston, by his 


which the world may call oratory, and GEORGE 

industry and by the sterling good sense which he possessed, has left 
the impress of his mind upon statutes of the country and his mem- 
ory will live in its history. 


We to-day, sir, are paying a tribute to the memory of that man 
which is only commensurate with the eminent life and services which 
he devoted to the country in the councils of the nation. True, the 
Senator from Alabama has told us that State has contributed to 
the councils of the nation her just proportion of eminent and distin- 
guished men. She has contributed to this body a Bagby—and I am 
speaking now, sir, of those only with whom I was personally ac- 
quainted—a Bagby, who stood here among the foremost as a wise, 
an able, and a safe counselor in the administration of the Govern- 
ment and in the framing and shaping of its laws, and was transferred 
to the diplomatic service of the Government. She contributed a 
King, whose presence graced this body, and who, by his experience 
and his ability, aided vastly in so directing the affairs of the Govern- 
ment that they should redound to the glory and promote the best 
interests of all. He remained in the Senate until he became its father, 
was thence oe to the chair, Mr. President, which you so ably 
fill, and, as I believe I may say, so acceptably to the whole body. 


He took and subscribed the oath of office, but never entered upon the 
discharge of its duties, having been called from earth within a few 
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weeks by an inscrutable Providence. She contributed a Lewis, whose 
wisdom was sought as an oracle by those beyond the limits of his 
own State, and was often followed. She contributed, not to this body 
but to the other, one of the most eloquent men whom I have ever 
met, (and in this I am quite sure the only Senator in this body who 
with me will personally remember him will concur,) Yancey, with 
his impassioned eloquence, who challenged and commanded the atten- 
tion in thoughts that breathed and words that burned, if he did not 
convince the judgment. 

These are some of the distinguished men of Alabama whom I have 
personally known ; and to this galaxy of stars I say that the name of 
GEORGE S. Houston should be added—differing in character, but in 
no sense less important. The State of Alabama should cherish his 
memory and place his name among the foremost men of the State, 
and we Senators to-day should imitate his ee of sincerity of 
purpose, of honesty of conviction, of untiring zeal, and an industry 
that never faltered in seeing that all the affairs of the Government 
were rightfully and economically administered. 

Alabama should cherish with affection and remember GEORGE S. 
Houston so long asshe shall remember any of her distinguished sons, 
and while we may imitate all that was good and noble and generous 
in the deceased Senator, if he like all se shall have committed his 
errors, let them slumber in the grave with himself and be forgotten, 
and let us apply that old maxim, so old that I almost dislike to quote 
it, had it not been sanctioned by time and hallowed by the best of 
men De mortuis nil nisi bonum. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, most of us, when we cross 
the threshold of this Chamber to present our commissions, have passed 
the meridian line of life and reached that period when the shadows 
of declining years lengthen fast. Weare few in number, and the 
contact of daily association draws us near together, for whatever may 
be the asperities of party strife, it is to the honor of all sides that 
when debate stops personal intercourse is not disturbed. 

Hence it is that a vacant chair in this small body, draped in mourn- 
ing, touches us all as a family bereavement. We look around and 
miss the familiar face and the friendly voice, and by a beautiful in- 
stinct of man’s better nature we recall the virtues, the generous qual- 
ities, the earnest devotion, and the fidelity to duty, of the Senator 
who has gone, as all must hope, to eternal reward. 

It was not my privilege to know personally the late GEORGE 8. 
Houston, whose loss we deplore and whose memory is so justly cher- 
ished, until we met here less than a year ago. The honorable ambi- 
tion of his long and eminent career in the public service had been to 
close it in this Chamber. He was permitted to attain the object of 
his pride, and to wear becomingly the distinction he had won for a 
few short months, and then in the order of God’s wise providence he 
was summoned awai: 

Should we not all, and especially those of us who are on the de- 
scending grade of life, pause to consider how brief at best are the 
joys of ambition, and how much nobler and more enduring are the 
prizes in other spheres of human action, consecrated to duty as we 
are instructed to follow it. Ambition achieved, how few after all 
reach up to the public expectation! In all history before and since 
the Christian era how many names stand out as distinctively great? 
Dull chronology records our presence here and elsewhere, and the 
waves of oblivion roll over us, as they have rolled over untold mill- 
ions in past generations. 

According to his biographer, Mr. Houston had nearly attained to 
the age allotted by the Psalmist as man’s limit of existence. 

He entered public life at the dawn of manhood, and he only parted 
from it when he bade us farewell for the last time. Asa young man 
he was a member of the Legislature, and for eighteen years he filled 
a tent in the House of Representatives with recognized credit, attested 
by his appointment at the head of the foremost committees. Sub- 

nently other honors were tendered to him by the people whose 

ection and whose confidence he enjoyed without interruption. 

His last service before coming to the Senate was to repair, as gov- 
ernor of the State, the ravages which civil war and misrule in- 
flicted. In his sojourn here we saw him, as those who knew him 
best had seen him, all through a career covering first and last almost 
half a century. 

He was proud to be Senator, but the distinction never lifted him 
up with any false notion, or changed in the least degree that sim- 
plicity and integrity of character which seemed to stand out and to 
invite trust and respect. His mind was not of a brilliant order, nor 
was his speech eloquent, in the sense of oratory. He belonged to that 
class of men whose practical wisdom and whose solid sense govern 
the councils of nations, and who rule cabinets in which they do not 
appear. 

‘orty years ago, when the professional reformer was unknown in 
politics, and when the abuses that give him an excuse to live were 
not common, Mr, HousToN was a sincere and an earnest advocate of 
economy, as a penap to be rigidly asserted and enforced in the ad- 
ministration of public affairs. He sought to maintain a pure and a 
plain government after the manner of the fathers. He despised shams, 
and he opposed official pomp and parade. Devoted to this idea, he was 
consistent in its support, careful to be right, and conscientiously firm, 
whena conclusion wasreached. His public character might perhaps 
be best described as that of an upright, sound, and faithful legislator, 


whose example in all times is worthy of the best emulation and whose 
life is a valuable instruction. 

An unspotted 2 fame harmonized with these qualities of the 
public man, so t as citizen, as Representative, and as Senator, he 
was tried and found to be worthy. 

As we pass from these scenes, and look forward to the not distant 
day when the sad duty which is now discharged for our departed 
brother must be performed for others, may we all be as unsullied in 
our great office as he was, and as deserving of even so poor a tribute 
as I have offered to his memory. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, my acquaintance with our de- 
ceased brother began when I took my seat in the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the Twenty-ninth Congress. He had then been for tae 
years a member of that House, and had become a man of mark and 
influence. He was regarded by all who knew him as a man of excel- 
lent understanding, sterling integrity, great industry, and most ami- 
able manners. He was a member of what was then considered the 
great committee of the House—the Committee of Ways and Means— 
which then disch the duties that are now performed by that 
committee and by the Committee on Appropriations; and I happen 
to know that its distinguished and very able chairman, General Me- 


Kay, of North Carolina, regarded him as one of its most industrious 
an i 7 


useful members. 

Mr. President, it is unnecessary for me to follow Mr. HOUSTON in 
his subsequent distinguished career. It has been portrayed in the 
remarks of those who Haya recone me far better than I could por- 
eda A man who enjoyed the confidence of his constituents in so 
high a degree that he was nine times elected a Representative in 
Congress, and in five instances without opposition ; was twice elected 
a member of this body, was chosen governor of his State by a decided 
majority at a time of great difficulty, and when the counsels and serv- 
ices of her best and wisest men were needed, could not have been a 
man of mere ordinary ability or standing. No, sir; he must have 

, he did possess, qualities that eminently fitted him for pub- 
ic service under a republican form of government, to which he was 
so much attached, and which caused his death to be deplored by all 
the people of his State, and not by them alone, but by all who have 
heard of his virtues and regret to see a good and great man fall. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, with the late Senator Houston 
I had no acquaitance until he became a member of this body. From 
what I had heard and known of his public life I had previously formed 
a high estimate of his character, an estimate which was fully justified 
by all I saw of him during his brief service in the Senate. Associa- 
tion with him upon two of the standing committees of the Senate 
afforded me the opportunity of observing the elements of his charac- 
ter, which for a period of more than forty years secured for him the 
uninterrupted confidence of the onan of his State. 

Senator Houston entered public life at an early age and was al- 
most continuously thereafter connected with public affairs. He filled 
the highest and most responsible positions in the State in which he 
lived, among others was twice elected to the gubernatorial office, and 
for nearly twenty years represented the congressional district in 
which he resided in the other House of Congress. Of the manner in 
which he discharged the duties of the various positions he held I need 
not here speak. His election to the Senate after more than fort; 
years spent in public life is proof of his fidelity to every trust as w 
as the recognition of his services and worth by those he had served 
so long and so well. Few men have been able to maintain for so 
great a period their hold on popular favor. Neither integrity of char- 
acter nor the faithful discharge of public duty is at all times able to 
poo against the shafts of envy or the intrigues of ambitious rivalry. 

e retention by the late Senator of the unabated confidence of the 
peonia among whom he lived and in whose service he had spent his 

ife is at once the proof of his merit and his highest eulogy. 

A brief acquaintance with Mr. Houston was sufficient to under- 
stand the traits of his character which gave him a controlling influ- 
ence with the le of his State. He was aman of remarkably sound 
judgment, which gave to his opinions ire weight and assisted in 
the formation of public sentiment on questions affecting the in- 
terests of the State. Endowed by nature with strong intellectual 
power and dependent in early life for success upon himself, he was 
cantious in the 8 of opinions upon public questions until he 
had investigated the subject to which they related, His conclusions, 
formed by reflection and examination, were usually found to be cor- 
rect, and not only controlled his own action but influenced largely 
the views and action of others. He was aman of marked decision 
of character, and impressed others with his honesty by a steadfast 
adherence to his convictions. He was not, however, intolerant or 
censorious toward others, but conceded to all the same independence 
of thought and action which he exercised himself. His firmness in 
the maintenance of his own views was not the result of too high an 
estimate of self or too mean an opinion of others, and evinced neither 
bigotry nor the want of a proper respect for those with whom he dif- 
fered. Frankness and candor marked throughout his life his inter- 
course with the people of his State. Concealment was no part of his 
nature. He was honest with himself and candid with others. He 
sought no disguises and resorted to no subterfuges, but avowed with 
manly courage the views he entertained and the purposes he sought 
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to accomplish. Nothing detracts more from character than duplicity, 
and nothing commands more universal respect than frankness and 
honesty. Senator Houston was never misunderstood by friends or 
opponents, and commanded the admiration of rota the candor ex- 
hibited as well in public as in private life. Hes revealed in his 
true character before the people of his State, and was trusted for his 
integrity and loved for his honesty. He was faithful to every trust, 
discharging the obligations imposed by the positions in which he was 
placed, not only willingly but chee: , shunning neither the labors 
or responsibilities which they entailed. 

As chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means in the House of 
Representatives his assiduity and industry were proverbial. I have 
heard it said that he familiarized himself with the details of every 
bill bronght forward by the committee and was prepared at all times 
to furnish required information upon the measures under his char 
and to give a satisfactory explanation of the reasons controlling the 
committee in their presentation. He came into the Senate at an ad- 
vanced period of life, with energies doubtless somewhat relaxed by 
the weight of years and the labors of a long public service; yet he 
was punctual in his attendance in the Senate and attentive to the 
business under consideration. He was likewise prompt in the dis- 
charge of the duties assigned him by the committees of the body of 
which he was a member, and his opinions both in the Senate and in 
committee commanded the respectful attention of his associates. 
During his last illness, I am informed, his thoughts frequently turned 
to his duties here. In a letter which I received from him after the 
commencement of the present session he expressed the hope that he 
should be with us in a few days and ready to perform any duty as- 
signed him by one of the committees to which he referred. He was 


He had knowledge which comes from close study and keen observa- 
tion. He had judgment which accurately collates all knowledge and 
discerns the end from the beginning. He had wisdom which, 2 
both, chooses the better way. He was courteous and gentle and kin 
— 5 8 short career on this floor, his simple, gentle manners showed 

us all 

That best a y 
His little, 8 5 = 1 
Of kindness and of love. 
For he had mastered that Divine charity which teaches— 
Never to blend our pleasure, or onr 8, 
With sorrow of the meanest thing that feels. 
He was modesty itself, and shrunk from self-assertion as if it were 
almost a crime. 

I dare not enter the sacred circle of a loving family, or disturb with 
stranger's accents the silent sorrow of a stricken fireside. There his 
kind and genial and cheery nature evoked a pious gladness like that 
which the gay carol and the joyous flight of the morning lark express 
as its hymn of praise: 

Type of the wise who soar but do not roam, 
True to the kindred points of Heaven and home. 

Mr. President, in the presence of this death, coming to one so full 
of honors and of years, the friend of us all, the loved associate of 
some, we must pause. 

‘Tis tly wise to talk with onr past hours, 

‘And nak tones what report they bare to heaven. 
This is the converse which needs no speech. It is the communion 
which we must have with our own hearts, and be still. It is the in- 
trospection which Plato coveted : 


social and genial in his nature, free alike from austerity and undue Thou gazest on the stars, 
familiarity. Mr. Houston was warmly attached to his friends, and My soul! 

in his intercourse with them sought to contribute to their happiness R 15 

as much as secure his own. There was nothing selfish in his attach- That 4 i iit ane OÑ Saur ia yes, 


ments. He regarded his friends too highly to estimate their value by 
services to himself, and some of his most cherished friendships were 
based alone Spon common sympathies and congeniality of temper and 
di ition. Toward those with whom he differed he was 1 7 99750 
and charitable; no traces of malevolence mars the record of his life, 
which was singularly free from those asperities which too often em- 
bitter the lives of public men. 

The close of a life well spent, like the setting sun, reflects back an 
influence on the world behind. For long years to come the poopie of 
Alabama will cherish with just pride the memory of one they delighted 
to honor and whose services contributed so largely to the prosperity 
of the State. Ishall not obtrude upon the domestic circle to speak 
of him as a husband and father. Others who know him better will 
speak of him in that character. In his home centered his test 
interest, and to his wife and children were given his tenderest thoughts 
and warmest affections, No words of sympathy can mitigate their 
grief or repair the loss they have sustained. To them he has left an 
unsullied memory, a noble example, and an honored name, and to the 
people of his State the results of a life devoted to their service. 

Senators, the death of one so lately in our midst admonishes us of 
our own mortality and the approach of that inevitable hour that 
awaits us all. May we so “number our days” that we shall each be 
ready for the summons when it comes. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I cannot speak, as others have 
spoken, of this dead Senator, as one who knew him in the daily walks 
of his long public life, or in the sacred circle of his family and home. 
But I knew him well, I esteemed Bara, I loved him much; and 
I cannot refrain from adding my leaflet to the rich garlands which 
appreciation and good-will are to-day placing on his grave. 

No marble marks bis couch of lowly sleep, 
But living statues there are seen to weep. 
Affection's semblance bends not o'er his tomb ; 
Affection's self deplores his sudden doom. 

When I entered Con oung in years, still younger in expe- 

rience, I found him an old 1 honored member, e honors 
and wielding the powers of our party organization. © sat in the 
old Chamber sanctified by so many memories, which has since been 
made our Walhalla—the temple of our immortals. My seat was near 
him, and our association there gave rise to a friendship which was as 
fresh and warm when we met at the extra session last spring as when 
we parted in sadness in 1861. In that long interval I had seen him 
but twice—once, for a moment, when he came to Washington on an 
errand of mercy, and once again when as governor his practical good 
sense was rescuing Alabama from the accumulated evils of recon- 
struction. He was serious, earnest, industrious, patient, painstaking, 
honest, in the consideration of ublie questions. After investigation 
he was clear, decided, firm, undoubting in his conclusions. He was 
unswerving in carrying those conclusions into execution. 
_ Astrong sense of duty was the foundation and the mainspring of his 
investigation and his action. He never wavered between duty and 
inclination. He never gave to party or to self what was meant for 
country and mankind. 

If his intellectual powers did not reach the highest realms where 
genius sits enthroned, their steadfastness, their steady impulsion to- 
ward the truth, the moral qualities which lay beneath their activities, 
gave to their exercise the widest range of practical usefulness, 


X—73 


It is the introspection which, if we are faithful, will in the end 
compel our awakened spirits to hear and to heed the admonition: 
Mourn not the perishing of each fair toy; 
Ye were ordained to don not tO ee a 7 
To suffer, which is nobler than to $ 
A sacred burden is the life ye bear; 
Look on it, lift — bear it solemnly. 
Stand up and beneath it steadfastly : 
Fail not for sorrow, falter not for ain, 
But onward, upward, till the goal ye win. 


Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, this occasion adds farther gloom and 
gd the grief which I have heretofore felt and which is neces- 
sarily further intensified by my surroundings. 3 as I do, 
the seat of my departed friend and companion, Hon. GEORGE S. 
Houston, whom by mysterious and unaccountable events in God's 
providence I haye the honor to ee succeed, while this is 
true, it is nevertheless proper and, as I am advised, within the age 
of this body, that I, too, in conjunction with other Senators, should 
express regret on account of his loss to this Chamber, and as a citi- 
zen contribute a tear to that stream of sorrow that flows through the 
heart of the people of his State, who are sorely bereaved by the 
death of their trusted adviser, leader, and representative. Therefore, 
in addition to the just and touching remarks of other Senators, I ask 
to submit some facts from which I deduce the conclusion which I shall 
hereafter announce, that makes up the bee ipso of the deceased as 
a citizen and statesman. I was intimately acquainted and closely 
connected with Senator HOUSTON for forty years, Living in the same 
town, county, and State, a portion of this time I was a member of his 
family, ate at the same table, and slept under the same roof; we were 
practicing lawyers at the same bar, and partners for many years in 
the practice, members of the same political party, and in each and 
every relationship upon the most cordial and confidential terms, with 
frequent interchange of views and opinions, and in which he dis- 
closed his political sentiments, opinions, desires, hopes and fears. 
And, now, Mr. President and Senators, with these means and from 
those opportunities I am prepared to affirm and claim for the deceased 
that he was a man free from deformity of mind, body, and heart. 
He was a man impressive and imposing in his personal appearance. 
His mind was vigorous, analytical, calok of perception, searching, 
sufficiently inquisitive, detective and discriminative. A mind that 
came to conclusions slowly but certainly, not because of its dullness but 
because of its caution, its prudence, its sense of prosperity, its sense of 
rectitude, and when reached never found unjust, prejudiced, biased or 
partial, and rarely incorrect, standing and withstanding the severest 
tests. Added to this was a judgment sound, well defined, and trust- 
worthy, and which when once formed was firm and immovable He 
was a man of foresight 1 profound. He was a safe coun- 
selor, sagacious, well-trained, and admirably versed in the principles 
of wise statesmanship and public policy; an instructive, judicious, 
and adhesive friend, unselfish, never withholding his views, but 
promptly and fully disclosing the same to his associates. His indus- 
try in search of truth was rarely equaled. He could not be unduly 
persuaded and was beyond seduction to do a wrong. Wish those 
bas pi eae: combined with honesty, fidelity, unswerving 1 
and a high sense of honor, he ascended in unbroken triumpk through 
all grades of life from the humblest walks to the exalted station of a 
Senator in its truest sense. 
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As a debater, he was sagacious, ponderous, and convincing ; a man 
emphatically of argumentation. He had no superior and few equals 
when ing with questions of fact; his powers of se tion and 
condensation of facts and their application were wonde On ques- 
tions of law, discriminating, clear, and forcible, with great capacity to 
present singleness of point. In debate his manner was courteous, be- 
coming, earnest, attractive, and respectful, especially toward his ad- 
versary, with a marked toleration in respect to those differing with 
him in views or sentiments. There dwelt within that house of clay, 
not only a capacious mind, but also a heart open and frank, and one 
that knew no guile, no 3 that ever sacs ta the 8 on 
honor, 8. and justice, upon any occasion he was inform 
or he felt that — had fleet have Sesyen faaye wronged his fellow, 
he was quick to offer or make amends; while on the other hand he 
was patient, forbearing, and forgiving if his fellow wronged him. 
Yet while this was true of him, if occasion demanded, he was resolute 
and manly in the maintenance of his rights and self-respect. åsa 
representative he was faithful in the disc. of his duties. He ap- 
plied the rule equally good in morals as in law, that the trustee, 
agent, or public servant should take and bestow the same care, do 
and cause to be done, to those whom he represented, as a prudent and 
discreet man did or should do with his own; and by this rule he 

uared all of his representative acts. And there can be no time or 
se Daas in his long and useful representative life to be found, that he 

id not apply and enforce this rule of conduct. He fully recognized 
the important fact that this country and Government, under the Con- 
stitution, belonged to the people, and that this righs should be re- 
spected and guarded, and that the will of his peop! e should be done, 
and not his. So feeling, believing, and acting through life, he re- 
tained untarnished the warm affection of his people, not because and 
by the arts of demagogy or by ap to the prejudices and the 
baser passions of humanity, but by his masterly argumentation, the 
firmness and consistency of his convictions, and the devotion to the 
good of his country. Hence they honored him in life, and bless him 
and his memory and with us mourn his loss. 

While he was ever watchful of the welfare of his State and the good 
of his people, he was nevertheless national in his views and feelings, 
greatly desiring the good of the whole country, but having grave 

oubts and serious forebodings as to its future which greatly annoyed 
him, for it was his great desire that the Government in essence should 
be transmitted as it had been received by him from his progenitors. 
And I can truthfully assert that if a love of country and civil liberty, 
with tees of life, liberty, and property, constitute the patriot, 
then ator Houston lived and died a patriot; that, if views an 
sentiments based upon the highest order of ability and thorough cul- 
tivation, that embraced the whole country and people, with the full 
recognition of equal rights, and without favor, distinction, or sii 
dice, makes the statesman, then Senator Houston lived and a 
statesman. 

In his family he was courtly and tender as a husband, as a father 
affectionate and commanding ; in bearing toward his fellow-citizens 
kind, affable, polite and respectful, sd proim noi eee For 
there was no station or place of preferment to which he had attained 
in which he failed to remember that he, too, was born of a woman, 
of few days, and alike subject to trouble and death. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, borrowing an idea and somewhat of 

hraseology : There was a man that lived and died in the State of 
Alabama, and that man was upright, and one that feared God, and 
eschewed evil, and that man was the dead Senator, Hon. GEORGE 
8. Houston, who died full of days, full of usefulness, and full of 
honors; whose life I shall try to emulate, and whose views I shall be 
pleased to see 3 ' i 

Mr. President, I for the adoption of the resolutions offered by 
my colleague. 

The resolution’ were to unanimously. 

Mr. PRYOR. As a further mark of respect to the memory of Mr. 
Houston, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at two o’clock and twenty-five 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 26, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. ?. Harrison, D. D. 
Tte Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


NEW YORK CLEARING-HOUSE. 


Mr. WARNER. I rise to a privileged question. On the 14th of 
January last the House adopted a resolution calling on the Secretary 
of the Treasury for information touching the connection of the United 
States Treasury with the New York clearing-house. I wish to in- 
quire whether any response to that resolution has been received? 

The SPEAKER. There has been, the Chair has been informed, no 
respons made to that resolution. 

. WARNER. I have to ask further what course is usually taken 
in such a case? 


TheSPEAKER. The remedy is with the House, not with the Chair. 

Mr. WARNER. I give notice, then, that onan early day I will call 
the resolution 10 

The SPEAKE he gentleman cannot call the resolution up again. 
It has probably gone to the De ent. The gentleman might in- 
troduce a new resolution directing the attention of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to the former one. ə failure to respond to it may be 
an oversight. 

MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. WARNER, 8 consent, introduced a joint resolution 
H. R. No, 226) rea ing the Monroe doctrine; which was read a 
rst and second time. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask that the joint resolution be referred to the 
ee on Foreign Affairs, and also that it be printed in the 

CORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that the joint resolution be printed in the Recorp. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. HASKELL. Is the resolution offered for reference? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. FRYE. May I ask to what committee it is proposed to refer 
this joint resolution? 

The SPEAKER, To the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE. That subject is under consideration by the select com- 
mittee on an interoceanic ship-canal. 

The SPEAKER. The subject of the interoceanic canal has been 
referred to a select committee; but the subject of this joint resolu- 
tion, aside from its connection with the canal question, properly goes 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HASKELL. As an abstract proposition that is true, and under 
ordinary circumstances this joint resolution would properly be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. Under an order of this 
House, however, all matters which may arise in connection with the 
subject of an interoceanic ship-canal have been referred to a select 
committee on that subject, and that committee has entered upon an 
elaborate investigation of the question. 

5 WARNER. I have no objection to its reference to that com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. Then the joint resolution will be printed, referred 
to the Select Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal, and also 
printed in the RECORD. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 


A joint resolution reaffirming the Monroe doctrine. 


‘Whereas in his seventh annual message to Congress President Monree asserted 
that ‘We owe it to candor and to the amicable relations exis! between the 
United States and those e gous eee. to declare that we consider any 

th asem to any portion of this hemisphere as 
an 


eign governments, a across A 

Beit resolved, £c., That the doctrine announced to the world more than half a 
. President Monroe, and known as the Monroe doctrine, be, and the 
same is hereby, reasserted. And inaccord therewith, in behalf of the people of 
the United States, we affirm that the control of any interoceanic canal across the 
Isthmus of Darien, while open to use by all nations equally, must, in the inter- 
est of ourselves and the weal. be kept under the pro n of the United 


Resolved, That the United States, sensible of the importance to the trade of the 

n e- way between the two oceans, will cordially 

ne by such means as may be deemed proper and judicious, such an under- 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. REAGAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to ask permission at this time to report to the House three bills; one 
which been sopor by the Committee on Commerce, one intro- 
duced by myself anå referred to that commi and one prepara oy 
another member of the committee. The two bills prepared 5 indi- 
vidual members are to be offered as a substitute for the bill adopted 
by the Committee on Commerce. I ask that the three bills be printed, 
and that a day be set for their consideration. 

There being no objection, the following bills were received, read a 
first and second time, and ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 4748) to establish a board of commissioners of in- 
terstate commerce, and for other 8 

A substitute entitled “A bill to regulate interstate commerce, and to 

rohibit bes ie discriminations by common carriers ;” prepared by Mr. 
GAN; an 

A substitute with the title “A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act 
to facilitate commercial, postal, and military communications amo 
the several States,’ approved Jane 15, 1866, and for other purposes; 
pre by Mr. McLane. 

. REAGAN. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
ask unanimous consent that a day be set for the consideration of 
these bills, not to interfere with appropriation bills and other priv- 
ileged bills. I will indicate the second Wednesday in March, after 
the morning hour, and from day to day until dis of. 

Mr. O“ LL. I would like to inquire of 
Committee on Commerce [ Mr. REAGAN ] if the 


o chairman of the 
ntleman from Illi- 


nois ont HENDERSON] is satisfied with that early day. I thinkit is 
very early. 
Nir. REAGAN. I have indicated that day because there are other 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1155 


matters which are likely to come up before that time, and these bills 
will not be reached until those other matters are disposed of. 


Mr. O'NEILL. Then I would s t to the gentleman to fix a 
day two weeks from that time, for this is a very important subject, 
upon which members desire to prepare themselves before the House 


is called upon to consider it. 

Mr. GAN. I have had in view what the 3 suggests, 
but there are appropriation bills and other bills which have been 
fixed as special orders. 

55 HOSTETLER. I must object; there are now several special 
orders. 

Mr. REAGAN. It will not interfere with them. 


505 HOSTETLER. If this is to interfere with the existing special 
orders—— 
The SPEAKER. It will be made a special order to come up in its 
chronological order, 
Mr. O'NEILL. I will suggest the fourth Wednesday in March. 
Mr. REAGAN. I will accept the 9 
The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] is that these bills be made a special order for the 
fourth Wednesday in March after the morning hour, not to interfere 
with Spp praon bills 
A ook ANDO WOOD. The funding bill has been made a spe- 
cial order. 


The SPEAKER. It will not interfere with that; the funding bill 
is a prior special order. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I think the Chair has sometimes ruled 
that a subsequent special order, if a continuing order, would take 
precedence of other orders. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has always ruled that special orders 
come up in their chronological order. Of course the question of con- 
sideration can always be rai inst a special order, and that 
question is within the power of the majority of the House. 

dee WOOD. I must object unless the funding billis 
exce 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, Will the adoption of the new rules do away 
with the existing orders of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question which the House must deter- 
mine, after the new rules are adopted, should they be adopted. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Chair state in reference to the special or- 
ders which have been fixed for different days! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the special orders will 
come up in the order of the dates for which they are fixed by the 
House; that is but equitable and right. Should the House not de- 
sire to consider a special order when the date fixed for it is reached, 
the remedy is with the majority. Any member can raise the ques- 
tion of consideration, and the majority can then determine whether 
the House will proceed to consider that special order or not. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether 
a special order, such as the gentleman from Texas now desires to 
have made, would come up notwithstanding a previous continuin 
order which would probably be continued until that cular time 
In other words, would a prior continuing order e precedence of 
the special order now proposed to be made? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands they would both be 
continuing orders, 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Then, sir, I shall object. 
Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman from New York will listen to me 
a moment he will see that there can be no difficulty about this mat- 
ter. As I understand, a bill which has already been made a special 
order to continue from day to day would certainly, without further 
action of the House, have precedence of a bill now set for a subse- 
quent pee | a su uent order. 
Mr. ANDO WOOD. If I understand that the 
Texas will not press his bill provided the funding bi 
that day, then I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that all the special orders 
have the page that they shall continue from day to day until 

i of, and they would come up in the order of the date of their 
assignment. When a special order is reached it is within the prov- 
ince of the House to make such disposition of the measure as it may 
please. The Chair hears no further objection to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HENDERSON. In connection with this subject I wish to say 
that I think there ought to be a larger number of these bills printed 
than usual. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be ordered that 
twice the usual number be printed. e Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Before the arrangement suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Texas is made I desire to understand what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just stated that special orders 
which have the characteristic of continuing from day to day will 
come up in the order in which the assignments for consideration are 
made. The Chair supposes the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hos- 
TETLER] desires to inquire as to the effect of this order with refer- 
ence to a bill in which he is interested—a very proper and natural 
inquiry for him to make. The Chair, therefore, states that so far as 
he is advised the bill in which the gentleman from Indiana is inter- 
ested is the first special order, and will naturally have the first place. 


ntleman from 
is in order on 


There being no further objection the order requested by the gentleman 
from Texas will be made. 

Mr. REAGAN. I omitted to ask that this bill be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates no money. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is not subject to a point of order? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas further asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill reported from his committee, with the two 
substitutes to be offered by members of the committee, shall be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. The Chair hears 
no objection, and the order is made accordingly. 


MARKET AND SCHOOL IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. HOUSE, by unanimous consent, (and by request,) introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4749) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to dispose of the ground in square 446, in the city of Wash- 
ington, belonging to said District, for market and school purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


ICE HARBORS, CHESTER AND MARCUS HOOK, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4750) making an appropriation for enlarging the ice harbor at Marcus 
Hook, on the Delaware River, in the State of Pennsylvania; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARD also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce : 


Resolved by the House of Representati the ess of the United Si 


ives of the Congr 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested, if in his opinion m 
incompatible with the public service, to transmit to this House the report last re- 
ceived from the United States Corps of Engineers relative to ice harbors at Ches- 
ter and Marcus Hook, on the river Delaware, in the State of Pennsylvania. 


INVESTIGATION OF PENSION BUREAU. 

Mr.GEDDES. Theselect committee appointed to investigate mat- 
ters connected with the Pension Bureau have directed me to ask from 
the House authority to have printed for their use evidence taken by 
them and documents laid before them in connection with the investi- 
gation whenever the committee may deem such printing necessary. 
es being no objection, the order requested by Mr. GEDDES was 

0. 


PORTSMOUTH, OHIO, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. The Committee on Commerce have 
unanimously instructed me to report with an amendment the bill (H. 
R. No. 559) to constitute the city of Portsmouth, in the State of Ohio, 
a portof delivery. A bill similar to this was passed in the Forty-fifth 
Congress, but was not reached in the Senate. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to report this bill for present consideration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the bill be debated ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. No, sir. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read, as follows: f 4 

Be lagean bare That the agor Portsmouth, in the State of O 
3 constituted a port of delivery within the collection district of 
and shall be subject to the same tions and restrictions as other 
and facilities afforded b, 


, Cincinnati, Lou 
d at those places,” s 
to said port. A surveyor of customs s in to reside at 
said port and perform the duties prescribed by law, who receive such com- 
pensation now provided, or which may hereafter be provided, by law for surveyors 
of the same grade. 

The amendment was read as follows: 


At the end of the bill insert the following: 
Provided, That the salary of the collector shall not exceed the net fees collected 
according to law at said port. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I demand the previous question on 
the p e of the bill and the amendment. l 
Mr. D ELL. Has the Secretary of the Treasury recommended 
the establishment of this port ? 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. He has. 
Mr. DUNNELL, I should like to have that letter read. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Were points of order reserved ? 
_The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was asked for its considera- 


tion. 
Page e of Illinois. Then it is still subject to points 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. Of course; a gentleman could not know what 
the subject-matter was in reference to which unanimous consent was 
asked until the bill and amendment had been read. Does the gentle- 
man make the point of order! 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. I make the point of order on the 
bill that it should have its first consideration in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I withdraw the report. 

SALE OF PROPERTY IN NEW YORK. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask by unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means a substitute for House bill No. 2268, to au- 
thorize the sale of certain property in the 1 York. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and ts the Secretary of 


shall be, and 
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the Treasury and the Postmaster-General tosell, on such terms as they 
may deem best, at public auction, on or before the ist of June, 1880, 
in the city of New York, the land and pons formerly occupied as 
the site of the post-office in the city of New York, lying on Nassau 
street, between Cedar and Liberty streets, in the city of New York; 
rovided, however, that they shall not sell the same for a less sum than 
000, and that out of the proceeds of said sale they shall reimburse 
to the Chamber of Commerce in the city of New York the sum of 
$50,000, which its members, and others at their solicitation, contrib- 
uted toward the purchase for the purpose of retaining the post-office 
in Nassan street. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I cannot consistently 
permit this bill to pass without objection, haying objected to the one 
reported by the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. TowNsEND.] If Ido not 
object to this I certainly must withdraw my objection to the other 


b 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to do with that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. As no one seems to care about these 
matters I will only object to this in case it is not withdrawn and the 
bill of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TOWNSEND] first permitted to 

Mr. GIBSON. This has been considered for the last two years by 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I have omy said that I could not, 
without being invidious, withhold the point of order on this bill, hav- 
ing made it to the one previously offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. TOWNSEND. ] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Theregular order of business is the morning hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask the gentleman to withdraw his demand for 
the re order of business. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I withdraw it at the gentleman's request. 

Mr. CABELL, I demand the regular order of business, and insist 
on it. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the morning hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
purpose of going into the Committee of the Whole to consider the 
star-route deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to dispense with the morning hour 

nires a two-thirds vote. - 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 8. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the morning hour 
was dispensed with. 

STAR-ROUTE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, pending that, I move all 
general debate be limited to two hours. [Cries of “No!”] Then I 
will say one hour, as some gentlemen seem to complain two hours is 
too much and that one hour is sufficient. 

Mr. PAGE. Let me appeal to the gentleman not to cut off debate 
to one hour. There have been three or four hes already by the 
committee and only one in opposition to the bill. 


Mr. BLOUNT. order that gentlemen may not complain, I will 
say two hours. 
Mr. MILLS. Is that all to be given to the side of the Committee 


on . 
Mr. 


Mr. VALENTINE. No Seale has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair orders tellers, and appoints Mr. VAL- 
ENTINE and Mr. BLOUNT. 

The Honse again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 95, noes 68. 

So the motion was to. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which general de- 
bate in committee was limited to two hours; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXCHANGE OF POSITIONS ON COMMITTEES, 

The SPEAKER. At the request of Mr. RUSSELL, of North Caro- 
lina, and Mr. COWGILL, the latter is transferred from the Committee 
on Public Expenditures to the Committee on War Claims, and the 
former from the Committee on War Claims to the Committee on Pub- 


lic Expenditures. 
INTERNAL REVENUE. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the draught of a 
bill to amend section 20 of the act approved March 1, 1879, entitled 


« An act to amend the laws relating to internal revenue, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
MAIL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a list of all offers 
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received for 2 the mails; report of all land or water mails es- 
tablished or ordered during the year ending June 30, 1879; a report 
of all allowances made to contractors pean. Maas fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1879, and a report of curtailment in the mail service and pay 
of contractors during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879; which was 
Setar to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, 
MAIL TRANSPORTATION ON STAR ROUTES. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SCALES in the chair, and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for 
a deficiency in the appropriations for the are or i of the mails 
on star routes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the gentleman proceeds I desire to know 
how the time allowed for this debate is to be divided f 

Mr. PAGE, Iam to have one hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In opposition to the bill? I would like to ask 
the gentleman whether it is his ded engi to 1 5 gs the bill for the 
eee Loe 985 .d appropriated is too little, or whether he op- 
poses it enti 

Mr. PAGE. Twill give the gentleman all necessary information as 


I aire 
SPRINGER. I only ask this for the reason that there are some 
232 who are 2 oie to the bill 1 and I want them to 
ave an opportunity to be heard as well as those who oppose it sim- 
ply. because it does not supply the whole deficiency. 
he CHAIRMAN. It would seem that a fair way would be to divide 
this time 1 

Mr. SPRINGER. Les, because there are gentlemen op g the 
bill because it does not appropriate enough to meet the whole wants 
of the S . and 5 it because they do not want to 
supply any of the deficienc ting at all. 
© CHAIRMAN. The Chair state that this isa matter that 
must be determined among the members of the committee themselves. 
The Chair has no control over the matter. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, during my seven years of service in this 
House I have seldom troubled the House with any remarks upon 
subject. I have generally preferred to listen to others than to s 
myself; but the provisions of this bill, in my judgment, are so dan- 
gerous to the interests of the 2 of that portion of the country 
which I in part represent that I feel impelled as a matter of duty to 
myself as well as to my constituents and to the cen of the west- 
ern country to raise my voice in opposition to the bill proposed by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

This bill seeks to strike down one hundred and seven—I believe 
that is the number—of the principal star mail-routes in the West. 
It embraces, I believe,seven States and eight Territories. It embraces 
the States of Texas, California, Oregon, Nevada, 8 
. Kansas, and the eight Territories of the United States. 
The bill, in my judgment, is 8 to the point of order from the 
fact that it is new legislation, but I do not propose to make that point 
of order at the present time, though I shall do so when the bill is read 
and 5 by sections. 

This bill, as I have already stated, strikes down absolutely one 
hundred and seven of the principal star routes through the Territo- 
ries and a portion of the States, principally in the West. These one 
hundred and seven routes proposed to be stricken down by this bill 
include the t trunk routes of the postal service in those of 
the United States. While it provides that these great routes shall 
be stricken down and ‘the service curtailed on them, if makes no 1 
vision for a similar reduction in reference to the short or side lines 
which supply and are supplied by these great trunk lines. For in- 
stance, it provides that on all of the long routes the service shall be 
reduced to once a week, for that was the original contract, while on 
the side routes, which, as I have stated, are supplied from these long 
routes, no reduction is made. They are to remain as they are, wit 
service on them six times a week, and as a natural result they will 
have no mail to carry but that once a week. I listened attentively 
yesterday for some reason to be iven by members of the Committee 
on Appropriations why this should be done, and I failed to hear one 
single reason why the whole service of the country should thus be 
disturbed. When Congress met in December last, the Post-Office De- 
partment notified us that there would be a deficiency of $1,700,000 in 
the star service, and asked Con for an appropriation of $2,000,000 
to meet this deficiency to enable this service to be continued in its 
present condition, as well as to provide for the necessary increase 
asked for up to the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. BLO . Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. PAGE. Not to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope not. Iask unanimous consent, as this is 
my bill, that it shall not come out of the time of the gentleman from. 
California. 

Mr. PAGE. I cannot yield but a moment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman misunderstands me. It is only in 


fairness to him I pro it. 
The CHAIRMAN, P The House having limited the time of general 


debate, the committee has no control over iteven by unanimous con- 
sent. 
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Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from Kentucky offered a resolution to 
investigate the administration of the Post-Office Department, so far 
as it related to the star service of the country; and the committee 
haye had an opportunity to investigate for the last three months. 
Yet the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT, ] the gentleman from 
IIlinois, [Mr. CANNON,] and the tleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Haw ey] made no statement on the floor of this House on yesterday 
during the discussion of this bill that led any member of this House 
to believe that there had been any fraud committed in the puttin 
on of this extra service, If they thought there had been they sho 
have so stated. For three months they have had an opportunity to 
bring in a report to this House and to point to any particular route 
on which the schedule has been expedited or the service increased 
through fraud. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. PAGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I did not claim yesterday—and I ex- 

ressly so stated in reply to the gentleman from Kansas—that there 
been fraud. Ic e fraud against no one. The gentleman 
therefore need not reach his point by implication. 

Mr. PAGE. That is just what I sta The gentleman has only 
repeated what I said. He did not charge fraud against any one. 
Consequently the gentleman admits that this service has n in- 

and the schedule time expedited in a legitimate manner un- 
der existing law. Is that what I understand the gentleman to say? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAGE. No sir; I have not time, for I have only an hour. But 
the gentleman from Illinois did appeal tothe members of this House 
on yesterday, saying, this only affects one routein Kansas. He turned 
to the Kansas delegation and said, It only affects one route in yone 
State.” He turned to the Texas delegation and said, “ It on ly ects 
three routes in your State.” He turned to the Louisiana delegation 
and said, “ It only affects one or two routes in your State.” And he 
appealed to the gentleman from Nebraska not to oppose this bill as it 
only affected one route in his State. And the States of Colorado, Cal- 
ifornia, Oregon, Nevada, and the eight Territories of the United States 
are left alone to suffer, or to fight it out on the floor of this House as 
best they can. 

That is an appeal, Mr. Chairman, which it seems to me comes with 
a bad from a member of the Appropriations Committee of this 
Honse. The Territories of the United States have the same rights to 
be considered on this floor by the members of that committee, and 
the great States of the West have the same rights before this House, 
as the constituency of the 8 from Illinois. We are not leg- 
islating for California or Colorado or the other Pacific States and Ter- 
ritories; we are legislating for the American people, and endeavoring 
to give them a service such as is 8 such as they have 
been having for the past twelve or eighteen months. This bill pro- 
poses to strike it down. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says that this is an ex- 
peoniya service. Why, Mr. Chairman, this star service costs one-half 

ess per mile to-day it did fifteen or twenty years ago. In 1860 
the star service in this country west of the Mississippi River cost $107 
per mile, with a schedule of two and one-half miles to the hour. The 
star service of to-day, with a schedule expedited, ranging from four 
and one-half to six miles i hour, costs only $54 per mile. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Will the gentleman yield to me to permit me 
to say a word? 

Mr. PAGE. My time is limited and I must decline to be inter- 
rupier Our friends in the East, more fortunate than ourselves, live 
in States that are a perfect net-work of railroads, where the mails pass 
and repass their doors two to four times a day, and they have three 
to five mails delivered a day. The railroad service of the 101 8 
composed of 1,171 routes and extending over a distance of 101 
miles, costs the Government of the United States $17,178,100. The 
star service, com of 9,225 routes, extending over 215,480 miles 
of service, costs the Government of the United States, if these two 
millions be added, $7,900,000. And yet the gentleman from Georgia 
LMr. BLOUNT] says he is op to the star service because it is ex- 
travagant. d he is opposed to the principle, and denounced it yes- 
terday as hiner try of increasing the mail service of the country after 
the contracts been made; and he wants to reduce all of them in 
our country down to their original condition. 

Feeling a little curious, I called at the Post-Office Department to 
learn what was the condition of the star-route service in the differ- 
ent States; and I happened by accident—I believe it was accident 
to stumbie upon the sixth Georgia district; and I find that durin 
the present contract term the service has been increased in the sixt 
Georgia district on nineteen different routes. I have a list of them 
here in my hand, and none of those routes will be affected by the 
bill as 3 by the gentleman from Georgia on yesterday. Nine- 


teen different routes have been increased there under the present 
contract 7707170 
Mr. BLOUNT. But they are not up to your State by a great deal, 


even with the star service stricken down. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not believe there are two routes upon which the 
service has been increased in my district, and my district will not 
be affected by this bill if it goes into o tion. But let me say to 


the tleman, if it be wrong to ask for increased service for the 
people of the West, if it be wrong for them to come before the Post- 


Office Departm 
increased, how much more Nong is it for the gentleman from Geor- 


ent and ask that the mail service of the country be 


gia to have the service in upon nineteen routes in one con- 
gressional district, and then to come in here and ask to have fourteen 
routes stricken down in the great State of California, sixteen in Col- 
orado, and the balance of the one hundred and seven in other parts 
of the West ? s 

Mr. BLOUNT. What do they cost! 

Mr. PAGE. Will you deprive the people of this country of mail 
facilities because they will cost something ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. What do the nineteen routes cost that yon refer to? 

Mr. PAGE. Ido not know. I will say to the gentleman from 
Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT] that the routes which he proposes by the pro- 
visions of this bill to strike down require four and six horse stage 
coaches to the mails, while upon the routes in the sixth con- 
pressiona] district of the State of Georgia, where the service has been 

creased—well, I ask the Clerk to read some extracts which I have 
marked in the Atlanta Constitution, and in that pa r will be found 
some illustrations also showing the manner in which the mails have 
been carried in the district of my friend, on the routes which have 
had increased service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the date of that paper? 

Mr. PAGE. Jan 25, 1880. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The g fers the Government is the Monticello mail combination. I sa) 

‘or 


each dependent on the other an 
been in the b 


combi- 
all nec- 


quentl owe when the carrier, who had then gro 
headed, would fix his eye on Orion or Mars and pat the old mule around toward 


, would return to the proper road and jog along quietly home. Latterly it has 
. necessary to shove tim out of Monticello, 10 land him safe in Maa. or vice 


versa. 

The second and next important pars of the combination is the conveyance, an 
antique two-wheel sulky that wabbles along with the mail-bag slang upon the 
axle. The sulky has a heartless and discouraged appearance and careens fright- 
fully. A friend of the carrier lately made a calculation to show that for every 
mile it traveled straight ahead the occupant traveled two sideways, and now they 
pak pg : Ai spas to increase his pay on the ground that route has been 

6) — 

The third portion of the combination is the driver. It is a matter of sa 
some that the Government did not issue the commission to the mule, farn 
with a calendar and a list of legal holidays, and do away with the driver. 
been reliably informed, however, that a driver is absolutely indispensable. 
first place, the mule needs company. Just think of making a beast travel eighty 
miles a week with nobody to commune with—nobody to share his hopes and fears! 
Even a great and pow 1 Government would not thus impose upon a helpless 
beast. And then the mule needs a driver, and he needs assistance. There aro 
hills along the route where the driver has to alight, shoulder the United States 
mail, and sulky cushion, and, having scraped the mud from the wheels, shove Bos- 
phorus, sulky and all, over thecrest, His assistance is also necessary on the down 
grade, for horus has but one ware going down hill; itisalwaysa race for life, 
when that y begins to crowd him, and were not the driver aboard to throw out 
his block of wood and rope attached as a sort of anchor, the United States 
mail would run off with phorus a dozen times a day. I trust, therefore, that 
the driver will not be dispensed with. There is such a thing as running even po- 
litical economy in the ground. 


[The reading of the above was 3 interrupted by laughter. ] 
Mr. PAGE. Of course, Mr. Chairman, I did not send that up to be 
read in order to cast any reflection on my friend from Georgia, for I 
have a very — 5 for him personally. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I do not take the slightest offense; no apology is 


needed. 

Mr. PAGE. Of the nineteen routes on which mail service has been 
increased in the sixth district of Georgia six routes run into Monti- 
cello. The receipts of the post-office at Monticello amount to $240 a 
year. I have here a map of Monticello, showing the routes upon 
auon A service has been put in the sixth congressional dis- 

ict o rgia, 

Now, I have no complaint to make of that. I want my friend from 
Georgia to have this increased service on these nineteen routes. But 
I want him to allow the people of the great West, the pioneers, the 
men who traveled thousands of miles across the continent to build 
up an empire, to have their mail facilities without molestation from 
the Committee on Appropriations of this House. [Appianse, ) If 
there has been any wrong committed, if any of this service has 
expedited or increased not in accordance with law 

r. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman mean to ap. Boom the mail 


rise to 


service has been increased on the nineteen routes in Georgia to which 
he refers? 
Mr. PAGE, Ido. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Within the last two years? 

Mr. PAGE. Yes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The service has not been increased on nineteen 
routes there on my recommendation. 

Mr. PAGE. Now, I ask this House to stand by the people of the 
West and not break down this great service fora mere saving of a 
hundred or two hundred thousand dollars a year, for I am informed 
that that is all it will save. I ask the members of this House not to 
ruin the mail service on these one hundred and seven t rontes 
when it will not cost $200,000 more to make the appropriation to 
on the service as now 8 than it will to pay the extra month 
compensation for which the Government will receive nothing. 
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Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PAGE. I will. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman where he gets that 
information ? 

Mr. PAGE. I got it from the Post-Office Department. 

8 Mr. 5 of Illinois, From the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
enera 

Mr. PAGE. I got it from the Post-Office Department this morning, 
from the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. Here are his figures 
in his own handwriting. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Well, I have here his statement under 
oath showing that it will cost over a million. 

Mr. PAGE. Let me read, and then there will not be so much dis- 
crepancy as the gentleman seems to think. On the one hundred and 
seven routes, which are the routes affected by this five-thousand-dol- 
lar limitation, the increased service amounts to $2,178,970. The con- 
tract price on those routes originally was $958,184; showing an in- 
crease of $1,219,786. One-fourth of that, for three months’ service, 
is $302,446. Take one-third of that, which will be the amount of one 
month’s extra pay, and it will be $101,648. Take that one month’s 
extra pay from the cost of the service for one quarter of the year 
and it will leave $200,798. Now from that amount deduct the $100,000 
which is provided for in this bill for increased service, and there will 
be left $100,798 ; which will represent the net saving under this bill. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Now then—— 

Mr. PAGE. I donot desire to be interrupted. The gentlemen on 
oe, side 9455 three hours yesterday to discuss this bill and I cannot 

ield further. 
fas CANNON, of Illinois. All right; the gentleman makes a mis- 
statement and then will not yield for a correction. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not make any misstatements. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Ihave here the statement of the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. PAGE, And Ihaveread you from the figures which were made 
this morning by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. Brady. 

Mr.C. ON, of Ilinois. Does the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
G e HAIRMAN 

The C Does the gentleman from California yield? 

Mr. PAGE. I do not. The gentleman means one thing and I mean 
another; either he does not understand me, or else he does not under- 
stand the provisions of his own bill. 

Now, it was asserted yesterday by the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. Haw ey] that this is an expensive and orbs ark service, and 
therefore ought to be cut down; and the Post-Office 8 came 
in for a y share of his condemnation. Why, Mr. Chairman, I 
find by the books of the Post-Office Department that the Government 
supports an extra mail from New York to New Haven—the city I be- 
lieve where the gentleman resides—at an expense of $25,000 for extra 
compensation in order that the people of New Haven may have the 
New York daily papers promptly every morning. Yet the gentleman 
from Connecticut is indignant when a bill is proposed which extends 
or perpetuates the service in the great West. He said yesterday tand 
I am sorry I do not see him now in his seat) that the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral should have notified Congress at the extra session that there was 
to be a deficiency, or that there was a deficiency. Why, sir, does he 
not know—— 

Mr. WAIT. The gentleman will allow me to correct a statement 
he just made. My colleague [Mr. HAWLEY] does not reside in New 
Haven, but in Hartford. . 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Well, he lives in Connecticut at any rate. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Connecticut said 
8 that it was the duty of the Postmaster-General to have 

ormed this House at the extra session that there was about to be 
a deficiency. He said that Congress was in session fifteen weeks, but 
no information came from that Department. Does he not know that 
the extra session of Congress adjourned on the 1st day of July, the 
very day on which the fiscal year began, and of course the Depart- 
ment could not then have anticipated this deficiency ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The annual expense of the service as it then stood 
was $500,000 more than the amount appropriated for the next year. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from Connecticut said that the Post- 
master-General ought to be impeached because he had violated’ the 


law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not say that. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman said almost the same thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A very different thing. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not pretend to give the gentleman’s exact lan- 
guage, because I have not seen the RECORD this morning. But the 
gentleman certainly said that this expenditure is in clear violation 
of law. What law? I will yield to the gentleman that he may tell 
me what sections of the Revised Statutes have been violated in this 
matter. I read from section 3679 of those statutes: 

No Department of the Government shall d, in any one fiscal year, any sum 
in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, or involve the 
Government any contract for the future payment of money in excess of such 
appropriations. 

It is thus provided by Jaw that no officer of this Government, no 
ent, shall din any fiscal year a sum not al- 
rovided for by law. he Postmaster-General has not ex- 
in excess of the appropriations made by law. He told you 


head of a Departm 
read 


pen 


last December that he would not exceed the appropriations. He laid 
the matter before you and you have had three months in which to 
remedy the evil—to changa sae law if you desired to do so. But you 
have done nothing. You have investigated but never reporte:!. Yet 
you say that there has been a violation of law. He has notified you 
that the reason there must be a reduction of this service is in order 
that there may be no violation of law—that no money shall be ex- 
pended in excess of the pf e But the gentleman asks why 
the Postmaster-General did not notify this House. I call the gentle- 
man’s attention to a portion of the report submitted by the Postmas- 
ter-General when Congress convened last December. In referring to 
the star service, he says: 5 


The operation of the present laws regulating the increase of com 
W peed - ta 


sation for 
results in 


expressed in the order, and entered upon the books of the 
Department; and no compensation shall be paid for any additional regular service 


rendered the issuing of such order. 
“Sec. 3961. No extra allowance shall be made for any increase of expedition in 
ditional stock and carriers 


the employment of 
ter roportion to th additional — d carri * ‘iy loyed than 
p n 0 s an ers necessarily em 
$55 con: contract bears to the stock — neces- 


required upon new routes more frequently 
than once or twice a week; but after the contrasts have been made and service 
on increases along the line, and an increase of s 


begun, populati peed and more 
frequent porvioe become n Under such circumstances it is clear that the 
rate that was reasonable for ce once or twice a week, ley ca a sparsely set- 
tled on, becomes exorbitant when multiplied by three or six to cover daily 
service. I would therefore recommend that section 3960 be so amended as to per- 
mit the Postmaster-General to advertise for new memes for the increased serv- 
ice, the contract to be awarded to the lowest le bidder, as usual. Section 


3961 should be so amended that when the cost of increased s; would amount to 


more than 50 per cent. of the cost of the — — service the Postmaster -· General 
should readvertise for service at the speed. 


Thus it will be seen that the Postmaster-General three months ago 
submitted his report calling attention to this voy defect in the law 
of which the gentleman complains. Has any bill been presented or 
advocated by any member of the Committee on Appropriations or by 
any gentleman on this floor to change the existing law so as to take 
this matter away from the discretion of the Postmaster-General? Not 
at all. He is the only proper officer to exercise this discretion, and gen- 
tlemen of the committee know it full well. When this House attempts 
to legislate as to the paronia routes on which certain service shall 
be performed it goes beyond what I conceive to be the Cuty ot legi 
lators. It undertakes to take away an and proper Ssi: paf 
from the administrative department of this Government, from officers 
who are supposed to have all the facts before them and who can de- 
cide whether service is required upon those routes or not, 

I say to gentlemen of the Appropriations Committee that they can- 
not find a single route on which the service has been expedited or 
increased except upon the advice of Senators and members of Con- 

; and if there has been fraud committed they are accessory be- 
Soe the fact. I repeat—for I want to enforce the fact on the House 
that there is not a mail-route which this bill proposes to strike down 
on which the service was not increased or expedited upon the recom- 
mendation in person or by letter of honorable Senators and members 
of Congress. 

And I myself have frequently recommended it, and I intend to do 
it again. To-day I have at least fifty letters awaiting the action of 
this House, asking for increase of mail facilities throughout different 
portions of the country, particularly California and in the district 
see by my honorable colleague [Mr. Berry] across the way. 

. Chairman, the people of California and Nevada during the war 
kept up at their own expense almost exclusively a service known as 
the pony express, which ran from some point on the Missouri River 
to Placerville and Sacramento in California. The price they paid for 
every letter of a half ounce weight was $5, and when the news of an 
important battle was carried to California it was carried by means 
of the pony express at an expense to these people whom we now 

to deprive of all mail service. Fourteen routes in my own 
tate are to be ruthlessly cut down, and people who were patriotic 
enough to contribute of their means to support the pony express 
for months and years which carried the news from the Potomac to 
far distant California and Nevada, are to be punished as it were by 
withholding from them the mail facilities which they have hereto- 
fore enjoyed. Yet I say this committee thinks the people do not 
appreciate mail service in the West, although there must be extra 
trains at the expense of $25,000 to bring the morning papers to my 
friend from Connecticut, who wants to impeach the Post-Office De- 
partment bodily for having obeyed the laws. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has the gentleman any objection to my making a 
correction ? 

Mr. PAGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Only a moment. In the first place, I never knew 
how much was given that railroad for any of these contracts; never 
had anything to do with them at all, in any way or shape, for getting 
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the New York Herald any earlier than they used to. And itis ee 
my interest, because I publish a morning paper there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAGE. They 3 not want to read the gentleman's 
paper, and did want to read the New York papers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. The object of the increased mail facility was that 
the gentleman’s paper might get to New York earlier. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAGE. I do remember that my distinguished friend from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] and my other distinguished friend from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY ] were very loud at the extra session in declaiming 
against riders on 1 bills. They said it was an ou e. 
And they staid here for three months to prevent on appropriation bi 
legislation which cut down and deprived the people in this country 
of that protection given to them by the election laws. They said it 
was an outrage; but when an attempt is made to cut off one hundred 
and seven mail-routes, and deprive men of seven States and eight 
Territories of mails they are entitled to under the laws, it is not an 
outrage, and my friend from Illinois and my friend from Connecticut 
say it must be done. 

hey say it is all right, and must be done on this bill. I say that 

any man who stood on the floor of this House on this side, and con- 
tended for a principle that protects an American citizen in the right 
to vote, that was intended to perpetuate a republican form of gov- 
ernment; I my any man that stood by that principle cannot now 
refuse to stand by the peo le in the West when they say the striking 
down of their mail facilities is more injurious to them than depriv- 
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ing them of a few extra marshals at the election. And, sir, there is | 


no more reason woy you should do one than the other. Any repub- 
lican on the floor of this House who votes with those gentlemen will 
stultify himself before his constituents and the people of the coun- 
try. The right of the people to get their letters and papers once, or 
twice, or three times a week, as they have been getting them, is as 
precious to them and the principle involved is as sacred as the ap- 
pointing of marshals at elections. 

If I had been present at the extra session of this Congress I would 
have been with side of the House, as I believe they were right ; 
and they will be right now in standing by me to prevent obnoxious 


legislation being p on this appropriation bi For is not this 
legislation ? e voices of the gentlemen from Illinois and Connect- 
icut have been heard in this Hall not later than a week ago declaim- 


ing loudly against riders upon appropriation bills. They said it was 
wrong, and any party would be doing wrong which Bk pear i a 
rule allowing ation upon appropriation bills. But I find the 
republicans on that committee, some of them, coming in here advo- 
cating the very principle which one week ago they denounced. It is 
here provided that the Postmaster-General shall not expedite or in- 
crease service on a single postal route where the contract price might 
exceed $5,000. It is an important change in existing law, fraught 
with more mischief to the people of the western country than any 
other legislation which can possibly be proposed during this session 
of Con If you were sincere when you protes inst the 
principle contained in the present rules which permits legislation 
upon appropriation bills; if you were sincere when you protested for 

months against the attempt of the majority of the House to 
deprive the country of that protection given to them by the laws ; 
if you were, I say, sincere, then you will now cast your votes against 
the pending measure. I believe I can safely ap] al to the members 
of this House, both on the democratic and republican sides, to defeat 


this bill. 

I can say, however, if this thing has to be done let it be done by 
the party of the majority in this House. But I do not believe they 
can doit. I do not believe the majority party in this House wants 
to assume the responsibility of cutting off one hundred and seven 
mail routes in this country and depriving the people of the increased 
facilities which for the past twelve or oe months, as the case 
may be, they have enjoyed. I do not believe that side of the Honse 
will do it, and I think that I may consistently appeal to members on 
both sides of the House to stand by California and Oregon, and to 
stand by the Territories who have no vote here. 

Why, it was stated 3 as an argument by some of the gen- 
tlemen that some of these States had but little interest in this ques- 
tion, and they were asked not to vote inst this bill because “ you 
have only one route; let California and the Territories fight it out.” 
Mr. Chairman, that is not legislation. That is not statesmanship. 
That is not what the American people want. They want all the 
people of all the States to enjoy equal benefits to be conferred by 
the Government. They do not want the mail facilities of the coun- 
try curtailed. We do not want them curtailed. If any change is 
made, the feeling of the country and the interests of the people and 
the 3 of business require its extension rather than its curtail- 
ment. 

Let me say in conclusion that if any member of this committee will 
11 — out a single route which has been corruptly increased or expe- 

ited I will vote with him or with any member of that committee to 
cut off that service thus obtained, and vote as well to censure any 
person holding a public position in this country who has willfully 
violated the laws of the land. I now yield five minutes of my time 
to my coll e [Mr. Berry] if he desires to use it. 

Mr. B „Mr. Chairman, I have nothing icular to offer 
upon this pending measure. I wish simply to point out that so far 
as California is concerned, and especially the third congressional 
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district, which I have the honor to represent, that if this bill passes, 
the mail facilities are virtually destroyed in that district. But, sir, 
I am in this condition, if there is no bi the mail facilities are 
also ruined. That is to say, they are ruined if the order that has been 
issued by the Post-Office Department is to go into effect. If that 
order is executed, nine-tenths of my people are without mail facilities 
except once a week. 

Sir, the great line that connects the States of California and Ore- 
cone California and Oregon line terminating at Redding and the 

regon and California line which terminates at Roseburgh in Oregon 
upon this great route which connects the two States we now have a 
daily mail, and I am informed that not less than two thousand pounds 
of mail matter per day pass over that line, which service will be 
reduced to one trip a week if this order of the Department shall be 
carried into execution. Is this House ready to sever the connection 
between these two t States of the Pacific? Are we to be left on 
that coast without knowing what the other States and people are do- 
ing? And in addition to this let me say that I find out of the fourteen 
routes in California which will be affected by the p of this bill 
or, further, by the failure of any appropriations being made if the order 
of the Post-Office Department should go into effect, that eight out of 
these fourteen routes are in my own congressional district; and when 
you take these eight lines, the important lines in my district, and 
reduce them from a daily to a weekly service, that people will feel 
they are virtually severed from the Government, because in those 
rural districts the people naturally feel it is to the postal arm of the 
Government they are most indebted. It is the arm of the Govern- 
ment that they appreciate most and upon which they are most depend- 
ent, and should that be stricken down, that service upon which they 
now rely, those people will feel that the Congress of the United States 
has done them and their affairs an irreparable injury. 

Now, there has been much complaint made against the Post-Office 
Department. I am not preparen to accuse that Department of any 
wrong in this connection. I want to say further, before closing, that 
I have no accusation to make against the Post-Office Department. It 
may have been guilty of abuses in putting on improper service in 
some localities, or in paying exorbitant prices for service, but in- 
creasing the service from a weekly to a daily mail in my district 
was a necessity, and should have been done. As to the price paid by 
the Department, as has been stated here, it may have n exorbi- 
tant, but of that I am not eg to judge. But do not deprive 
the people of the mail facilities which the Post-Office Department 
has already given them because this Department may have given to 
some favored contractor a la amount of money for a small quan- 
tity of work. Let the appropriation be made to supply all the needed 
facilities, and then investigate, and if the Department has been guilty 
of any wrong I am ready and the people of my district will sanction 
the most extreme measures being inflicted upon the violator of the 
law. All I ask is that yon do not deprive the people of the facilities 
which they now enjoy. 

[Here the hammer 1 
1 PAGE. I now yield to the gentleman from IIlinois, [Mr. 

AWK. 

Mr. HAWK. Mr. Chairman, believing as I do that the provisions 
of this bill do not represent the sentiment of the people of this 
country 57 this e gnemon, desire to offer a few thoughts 
briefly as I can that have presented themselves to my mind upon this 
subject. And in order that we may be made acquainted with the 
poe of the law upon which the action of the Department is 

ased, I quote the following sections of the Revised Statutes: 


other 


It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that these sections of the statute 
give the Postmaster-General the most untrammeled discretion in not 
only establishing service onrontes where there have been no mails, but 
he shall provide for carrying the mails on all post-roads established 
by law as often as he may think advisable, having due regard to pro- 
ductiveness, &c. 

These are certainly unlimited powers in their special directions, 
and it was evidently intended by the framers of the law to give this 
power into the hands of the Postmaster-General, in order that the 
rapid development of portions of the country might be mef and sup- 
plied with this needed requirement, not to say absolute demand, of 
advancing civilization. 

This discretionary power has been used, and that, too, under the 
pressure of various interests calling loudly upon the Department for 
recognition and consideration. It is useless now to consider this pe- 
culiar condition in which we find this important Department of our 
Government in any other than a business sense. 

I have listened with great interest to the progress of this deba 
and find no reason for supposing there has been any fraud practic 
by the Department in wielding this great power. No gentleman in 
the progress of this discussion has had the temerity to charge bad 


faith upon the Department; and in the absence of such charge it 
appears there is one of three questions which we are called upon to 
ecide. 
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First. Has this power been exercised improperly and without due 
to economy, having in view the interests of the hody of the 
poopie as well as that of economic administration of the Depart- 
ment 
Second. Can the service be reduced upon these star routes, so called, 
without detriment to the people whose fortune it may be to be sup- 
7 these lines ? 


Me . If such reduction can be made, how and where shall it be 
me 
It ap that the Department, acting upon the best information 


obtainable, and upon the urgent pressure of various parties in inter- 
est, including many Senators and Representatives in Con has 
been, is now, of the opinion that on these routes it has been abso- 
lutely necessary to exercise this power to what appears at first view 
to be an unwarranted extent. 

It is submitted, however, that when population has increased to the 
extent it has in many cases in our Western Territories that the require- 
ments are such as to make it exceedingly difficult to avoid this ex- 
traordi addition to the service. It is almost utterly impossible 
to ignore the crying needs of new communities in this t. Our 
business transactions have been conducted with such rapidity during 
the years since our great war that the people feel they are jastly en- 
titled to have all the appliances n to the rapid, unchecked 
transaction of their various business interests. To this clamor the 
Department has yielded at various points all over the country, and 
thi tion of the exercise of this discretionary power has re- 
sulted in a startling present and prospective deficiency of 31,700,000 
in round numbers. The question is, shall this remarkable increase of 

nditures be checked; if so, how shall it be done? 

e bill under consideration attempts to correct this so-called 
abuse by loading down a small portion of the routes numerically, or 
rather circumscribing their scope Dy fixing an arbitrary amount, be- 
yond which if any given route shall be found to have been inc 
the same shall be peremptorily decreased to the terms of the origi 
contract. This isan arbitrary action, extremely restrictive, and it is 
not difficult to understand that ge injustice may be done the serv- 
ice, and great suffering to the business interests along said lines be 


the result. 
I have failed to hear a i 05 reason given for this sweeping ar- 
bitrary action. Much valuable information has been given to the 


House and country by gentlemen who have preceded me ; but no good 
and sufiicient reason has as yet been presented by any of the distin- 
guished gentlemen for the enactment of this bill into law. My judg- 
ment would be, Mr. Chairman, that some restrictive measure should 
be adopted from year to year upon this point, as well for the benefit 
of the people as for the protection of the Department from the per- 
sistent importunities of those specially interested. 

Our star-route system is so useful in its various functions that we 
cannot afford to cripple it. Its uses in the protection and develop- 
ment of our frontier and as a precursor of civilization in our new 
western empire are such that no true statesman can afford to stand 
as its destroyer, or even as one thrusting obstructions in the way of 
its legitimate and proper advancement. 

I feel that, while I am willing to prorate the reduction upon these 


routes and throw about the system any bulwark for its pro- 
tection against the rapacity of contractors who s; tically cal- 
culate upon plundering, the provisions of this bill are entirely too 


restrictive and unjust in their discriminations against these main 
trunk lines of our star-route system—one hundred and seven in num- 
ber, I believe—sought to be restricted. 

Seeing as I do the 2 ibilities in the near future in store for 
our system, I desire by my voice and vote to rotect, 
defend it to the last against rapacity and importunity ; but far be it 
from me to trammel, smother, or strike it down from its proud posi- 
tion. 

Mr. PAGE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colorado, 
(Mr. 1 

Mr. BELFORD. We listened yesterday for four hours to the mem - 
bers of the 1 Committee in their advocacy of the pas- 

è of this bi This bill affects every Territory and State in the 
West, and yet this morning the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT, 
who has the bill in charge, made a motion that the debate be limi 
to two hours, thus depriving the Delegates from the Territories and 
the Representatives from the Western States of the opportunity of 
exposing the injurious effects that will be entailed upon their section 
by the pen of this act; and of those two hours the representa- 
tives of the Territories of Washin n, Idaho, Montana, and Wyo- 
ming, and the States of California, Colorado, Nevada, and Oregon are 
allowed to enjoy one. We are sent here to represent the interests of 
our people; and yet this Committee on 1 85 riations, Which has 
constituted itself into the very t of this House, has issued its 
edict declaring that we shall be deprived of the opportunity of pre- 
senting our grievances and of acquainting this House with the facts 
which justify our opposition to this bill. : 

During the last year, in the State of Colorado fifty additional post- 
offices were c They were called into existence by the neces- 
sities of the people. Towns were multiplying, mining-camps were 

up in the north and in the south and in the middle portion 
of my State, making an increase in post-offices and post-routes neces- 
sary. And as an illustration of the remarkable growth of the postal 


service, I desire now to call the attention of the House to the receipts 
of this Government from the post-office in the city of Denver during 
the last three years. In 1877 the Pia ed at the post-office in Denver 
amounted to $62,000; in 1878, to $70,000; in 1879 oe amounted to 
over $150,000. The receipts from the money-order division in 1877 
amounted to $530,000 ; in 1878, to $751,000 ; in 1879, to $1,459,000. The 
receipts from the city of Denver are equal to those from the State of 


West Virginia. They exceed the receipts from the State of Florida by 
bts ey are equal to one-half the receipts from the entire State 
0 


What is true of the city of Denver is equally true of the city of 
Leadville. The pase in the city of ville was established 
in the month of July, 1877. It was located on a tri-weekly route. It 
yielded to this Government the last year $43,000. The receipts from 
the two cities of Denver and Leadville are greater than the receipts 
from the State re uted by the gentleman who reported this bill. 
And yet, under the operation of this infamous bill, it is pro to 
reduce the service at Teadville from a daily to a weekly mail. I ask 
the gentlemen of this House, are they willing to inflict such an injury 
upon that young and growing city of the West? 

[Here the hammer ell. i 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope the gentleman will be allowed five minutes 
more. 

Mr. BELFORD. I thought I had ten minutes altogether. 

Mr. PAGE. I feel it my on? as the . represents a State 
very much affected by this bill, to yield to him the balance of my 
time with the exception of two minutes. I yield the gentleman five 
minutes more, 

Mr. BELFORD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether the 
Post-Office Department has been extravagant in the expenditure of 
this penoy or not. But Ido know that the people of the Western 
States and Territories are just as much entitled to receive their mail 
promptly as are the people of the Eastern States. They are the men 
who went there and enlarged the trail of the pioneer into the path- 
way of western empire. They are an intelligent, enterprising class 
of people, and their business interest as largely depends upon the 
receipt of their mails as does the business interest of any community 
in the eastern part of our country. 

I desire to call the attention of this House to the fact that during 
the pose nine years we have been steadily increasing the miles of an- 
nual transportation in the West; and every route to be affected by 
this bill is a route located in western States or Territories. In Colo- 
rado this bill affects fifteen different routes. Does the House intend 
to declare to the miners of the West at Silver Cliff, at Rosita, at Rico, 
at Leadville, “we will deprive you of your mail facilities simply be- 
cause they call for an expenditure of a large amount of money?“ 
Who ever before in this country asserted that the mail service should 
be a self-supporting service? No man has ever announced that pro 
osition before. Every member of this House knows that from 1 
down to 1879 the expenditures of the Post-Office Department largely 
exceeded its receipts; and yet no man at any time or any place has 
affirmed that the mail facilities of the people for that reason should 
be diminished. 

In 1870 the miles of annual ortation by the star routes 
amounted to 43,350,641, and cost $5,049,598. In 1879 we had increased 
the miles of annual transportation to 69,248,339, and the amount of 
money paid for it from $5,049,000 to $6,411,000. In 1870 the cost of 
mail transportation averaged eleven cents per mile ; in 1879 it aver- 

bat nine cents per mile. In nine years we increased the miles 
of annual transportation twenty-four millions and increased the 
amount of the cost $1,452,000. 

I represent, Mr. Chairman, on this floor a State that has never re- 
cei one dollar of appropriation of any kind from the General Gov- 
ernment, with the exception of $5,000 for a military road. And Lask 
the members of this House, not to grant us an appropriation, not to 
take money out of the public to improve rivers or to dredge 
harbors, but I do ask you to vote us enough of money to keep unim- 
pon: and in its full efficiency the mail service of the State of Colo- 


I have been informed by one of the best railroad men in this coun- 
try that during the next twelve months the 8 of Colorado 
will be increased over one hi thousand. I know that new towns 
will start up and that they will need this service. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. PAGE. The two minutes which I have remaining I yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 5 

Mr. WRIGHT. In the short time allowed me I desire to say to the 
House a few words. I do not think we should regard this as a ques- 
tion of dollars and cents. We have in the western portion of the 
country a vast region which is becoming populated, and I maintain 
that it is the duty of Congress to furnish the people of that region 
the usual mail facilities. As I have already said, it is not simply a 
question of dollars and cents. 

I have not heard here the charge made that there have been any ille- 
at practices on the part of the Post-Office Department. Theonly sub- 

ect of complaint in this debate, so far as I have heard, is that in or- 
der to accommodate the people of the great western region of our 
country there must n ily be expen a large sum of money. 
Now, I am willing to vote any amount of money necessary to supp 
those people with usual mail facilities. 
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We in the eastern part of the United Sta 
cities, are supplied with the mails four or five aday. We have 
been informed in the debates here that in the great portion of the 
western country the people are supplied with only a weekly mail, 
and in some few instances only with a daily mail. If in the Middle 
States our mail service was cut down to that point we would regard 
it as an outrage upon our civil and political rights. 

Thave therefore come to the conclusion that the people of the West 
ought to have the money they want in order to give them their nec- 
essary mail facilities. I stand here as a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to vote all the money that is necessary for the transpor- 
tation of the mails through the western country. There should be 
no objection made to that. The Post-Office Department has never 
been self-sustaining; it has always been a tax upon the people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLYMER. I had designed, Mr. Chairman, to occupy the hour 
which under the rules would have been accorded to me as a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations; but the time for debate hav- 
ing been shortened b the action of the Honse, I cannot do so without 
depriving other es deeply interested in and well acquainted 
with this subject of an opportunity to express their views upon it. 
Therefore I will take the floor at this time and yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr, BAKER. ] 

Mr. GINNIS. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gent eman will state it. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. According to the usual practice of the House, 
ought not the time to be consumed in this debate to be divided 
equally between the members of the Committee on Appropriations 
and the other members of the House who are op to this bill? 
On yesterday three members of the Committee on Appropriations 
occupied an hour each. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is no point of order. 

Mr. MAGINNIS, I do not desire to interfere with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER] is 
entitled to the floor for fifteen minutes. 

. BAKER. Under instructions from the Committee on Appro- 
priations I now send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a substitute for 
the entire bill reported on yesterday. 

The Clerk as follows: 


That the sum of $970,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 

priated, to meet the expenses of inland transportation on star routes for 
Phe remainder of the current fiscal year, at or within the contract prices as they 
existed on February 1, 1880: Provided, That upon any route where there has been 
an increase of the oi contract pi during the last or the current fiscal year 
for expediting the delivery of mails on any such route at the rate of more than 
$2,500 per annum, the compensation for expediting service on such routes shall be 
reduced to the termsof the o contract on and after the lst day of March, 1830 ; 


in all the principal 


and nothing herein contained l be construed to require the reduction of the 
number of trips week over any ruch route below the present number. During 
e remainder o; 1 year no further expediting of service on any 


star route shall 0. 
Sec. 2. That the farther sum of $1 
— 5 to enable the Postmaste: 
W. 


Mr. BAKER. During the brief time allowed me for the discussion 
of this subject I shall try to confine my remarks exclusively to the 
business aspects of the question. Whenever there shall be a question 
presented to the House touching the im hment of any person con- 
nected with the administration of the Post-Office Department I shall 
then deem it sufficient time to indulge in bitter criminations against 
that Department. I shall consider now simply the facts as they are 
patent to the country, without 8 1 in reference to 
the responsibility of any person connected with the Post-Office De- 
partment for the condition of things that now exists. 

It is apparent, by the reports which have been presented to the 
House and to the country, that in order to carry on the service of 
transporting the mails on star routes for the residue of the fiscal year, 
at the present rate of compensation, it will require $1,700,000 addi- 
tional appropriation. To meet this acknowledged condition of things 
8 several methods in which the House can pass upon this 
question. 

The first is, to accede to the demand made by the Department, and 
which is insisted on by certain members of this House, that this Com- 
mittee of the Whole shall pass, without scrutiny and without ex- 
posing pny opinion upon its necessity, a deficiency appropriation 

ill for the amount required to continue the service on its pres- 


000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
Aw o rash new service AS au 


ent basis. 

Another method of meeting this condition of affairs would be by 
passing a moderate appropriation of say $500,000, and allowing the 
service to run as it is now until an investigation should be had, in 
order to determine exactly what new legislation should be enacted in 
order to hold the Department within the limits of the appropriation 
made from year to year. 

Another method would be by passing the appropriation bill recom- 
mended to us yesterday; a bill which the committee knows I did not 
approve for the reason that if it was true as charged here (a matter 
about which I to express no 5 there has been ex- 
travagance at least in the administration of service, that bill pro- 
posed to allow all extravagance where the expedition did not exceed in 
cost the annual sum of $5,000 to remain just as it was, while where the 


ition had occasioned an annual outlay of $10,000, $15,000, $20,000, 
and in one instance as high as 1 it proposed to cut the increase 
down to the arbitrary sum of $5,000. That bill seemed to me illogi- 
cal and indefensible on any theory on which I could view it, and con- 
sequently I felt constrained to favor another proposition which while 
it would reduce the amount of deficiency asked for would at the same 
time, it seemed to me, enable us to apply some reasonable rule to this 
whole question. 

The increase which has been made is of two classes. One is for 
additional service—that is, additional trips. The other is for expe- 
diting the service. The statute provides that where an additional 
number of trips are allowed by order of the Department the con- 
tractor shall receive for the increased number of trips an additional 
compensation precisely proportioned to the amount he received for 
the trips originally contracted for. That leaves but little chance for 
fraud. If the contractor has received $1,000 for weekly trips, and 
the service is increased to daily trips, he gets $7,000. It is a mere 
matter of arithmetic, But where the increase is for expediting the 
service the rate of increased compensation is entirely arbi Let 
me illustrate. On the route from Fort Yuma to Fort Worth, a distance 
of fourteen hundred and twenty-six miles, the original bid of the con- 
tractor was $134,000. He was required to make daily trips. Each 
trip, beginning daily, was to be carried 1 in seventeen days. 
The service was expedited. The trips being still daily, the contractor 
was at NYS to run each trip through in thirteen days. Thus he is 
allowed $165,000 additional compensation for carrying the mail the 
same number of trips, but making each trip thirteen days instead of 
seventeen. In other words, the schedule is increased from three and 
a half miles an hour to four and a half miles an hour. It is stated 
that for the original contract he would require ninety-two carriers and 
three hundred and seventy-eight animals; for the increased service 
he would require one hun and eighty carriers and nine hundred 
and eighty-six animals. That is to say, he claims to be allowed, and 
he is pec for one team of four horses at stations six and one-half 
miles apart; and those teams are only required to make a trip six and 
a half miles one way and six and a half miles back, occupying during 
the twenty-four hours only about two hours and forty minutes. Now, 
there is no man within the hearing of my voice who will claim 
that is not wrong. It ought not to be allowed. 

The bill now pending as a substitute gives to every State and 
every Territory and every post-office the same number of mail deliv- 
eries that it has now. If your mails have been increased from a 
weekly to a daily delivery, that will be continued. In addition to 
this, upon routes where $2,500 or less has been allowed for expedi- 
tion, that expedited service will be retained. I take it that the in- 
terests of the le of this country are involved in the question of 
the number of mails that they have. The question whether a mail 
shall be carried from Fort Worth to Fort Yuma a few hours earlier 
or a few hours later, is not very important; but it may be important, 
if is important, whether it is carried once a week or seven times a 
week. e do not propose to interfere with the number of deliveries 
that you now have; we allow you to have the delivery of mails 22 
as often as you have it under the present condition of things. It is 
true that a little longer time may be required in the delivery of the 
mail, amounting, if the route is long, to a day or two, perhaps ; if the 
route is short, to a few hours. But this I submit is no great incon- 
eo no preet injury. 

Mr. C S. Iwish to ask my colleague a question as to the 
effect of the amendment of the committee. 

3 5 8 I hope my colleague will be very brief, for my time 
is sho 

Mr. CALKINS. I will be very brief. I want my colleague to ex- 
plain to the Committee of the Whole the effect of this provision of 
the amendment which is offered on behalf of the committee: 


That upon any route where Hare hee een on Doroti ot she ee, 
conicnoe geloa deine tho Arpegio aoa ear for iting the delivery 
of mails on an snob route st @ rate of more than DADO annum, the compensa- 
7 rontes shall be reduced to the terms of the 
original contract on and after the ist day of March, 1880. 

Now, under this provision, will the service on routes where there 
has been an increase for expedited service not exceeding $2,500 re- 
main as it is, and where the increase has been beyond $2,500, will 
the service be cut off? Is that the effect of the amendment ? 

„BAKER. The effect of that proposition, as I understand, will 
be this: wherever the increase for expedition b 


as been $2,500 or less 
the service will not be affected by it. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is what e Now let me ask the 
gentleman a question. Why is it wrong to stand by the schedule 
where the increase amounts to more than $2,500, and right to stand 
by it where it does not exceed that sum? 

Mr. BAKER. I will tell the gentleman why. Where the amount 


is $2,500 or less there is very little room for extravagance or fraud. 
I desire to show why we have put the limit at $2,500, Take the route 
from Vinita to Las Vegas—from the Indian Territory to New Mexico, 


The original contract gave one service per week at the rate of $6,330, 
It was increased to seven trips weekly, which would make the cost 
$44,310. But the rate of speed has been increased about a mile an 
hour upon this route, some eight hundred miles long, giving a deliv- 
ery over the whole route perhaps twenty-four hours earlier, and in this 
way the expense has been increased by the enormous sum of $106,000, 
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I hold twelve routes in my hand, upon which there has been for 


additional service, additio: 
for? Additional dition. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ido not understand my colleague—— A 

Mr. BAKER. Icannot yield. The reason is where the increase is 

a year there will be no inducement to form large combinations 

for frauds and raids upon the Treasury, but when it amounts to hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars the combinations are too strong to be 
resisted, and that is where there is fraud, if any. 

Mr. CALKINS rose. i 

Mr. BAKER. The gentleman will excuse me. Iwill say so far as 
Iam nally concerned I should prefer if this cut off all increased 
expedition. I think if we give these people in the Territories and new 
States a daily mail, if we give them the rates of speed for its delivery 
25 had six and twelve months ago, the country is doing remarkably 
well, 
unde 


trips, an increase of $178,000. What 


especially until this question can be investigated and thoroughly 
rstood. 

I am laboring under such a severe cold and indisposition that I do 
not feel disposed to trespass upon the time of the committee, and 
therefore will yield the floor. 

Mr. CLYMER, I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I shall yield to no man on this floor 
in my desire to advocate any bill and all measures which will give 
mail facilities to the Western States and to the Pacific States. d 
I shall not in what I have to say here attack the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; certainly not attack it upon any evidence presented to me or 
cr fe that it been guilty of fraud. But I desire to say to the 
gentleman from California, and to all gentlemen who have taken the 

und that the Post-Office De ent has not violated law, that 
Sy have misconceived the spirit of the statute ; 8 not only mis- 
conceive the spirit of the statute, but the letter of the statute also. 

Take the two sections of the Revised Statutes under which all this 
increase of contracts has been made, and for a moment I ask the 
attention of the committee to them: 

Src. 3679. No Department of the Government shall d, in any one fiscal 


expen: 
year any sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, 
nor invetve the GOELA ADD LERF contract. ae! 


Does the gentleman from California tell me that when the Post- 
Office Department exceeds the appropriation, signs a contract far in 
excess of the appropriation, 1 575 y reserving the power to itself to 
be relieved of that contract by forfeiture of a penalty, that it does 
not involve the Government in excess of . made by 
Con ? ill any lawyer on this floor tell me when a contract 
has been entered into which may exceed the appropriation and go 
beyond the amount of the appropriation a million or a hundred thou- 
sand dollars, that because there is reserved in the contract the power 
of the Government to forfeit on the contract on the payment of a 

nalty provided Congress does not make further appropriation, that 

t Department has not involved the Government in a contract 
inst the spirit and letter of the provision of law I have quoted? 
is the square legal proposition which is presented on that sec- 

tion of the statute. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from New York admits that the Post- 
Ofñce Department has declared to the House that they do not intend 
to AEA the money appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand 

Mr. PAGE. But waita moment. Does he not understand that 
the amount will be cut down under the declaration of the Post-Office 
Department, to come within the appropriation made by Congress? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand precisely this, that since July Ist 
last, up to the present time, on one branch of the service, the Depart- 
ment has made contracts which create a deficiency of $335,000. ey 
have made contracts with the Treasury empty, and the Government 
can only be relieved by paying a penalty to be absolved from those 
contracts. I say agin to the gentleman from California, the Depart- 
ment when it made those contracts involved the Government be- 
yond the appropriation. 

But let me go one step further on this proposition : 

Sec. 3732. No contract or purchase on behalf of the United States Government 


shall be made unless the same is authorized by law or under an appropriation ade- 
quate to its fulfillment. 


Here, then, these contracts are made in excess of the appropriation, 
confessedly in excess of the appropriation. No law warrants them, 
and yet gentlemen say the Post-Office Department has not violated 
the spirit or the letter of these two provisions. I maintain both the 
ose a spirit of these two provisions of the statute have been 
violated. 

Then, sir, the question presented to this committee is this: whether 
a Department of this Government, sending here to the House its esti- 
mates for the appropriations, having those appropriations voted to 
the fullest extent, can go on in defiance of law, after the full amount 
appropriated has been expended, and create a deficiency by unlawful 
contracts, and then come and demand that while they have violated 
the law, while they have gone contrary to the provisions of the stat- 
ute upon the request of individuals, upon the request of members of 
Congress, who perchance did not get the appropriation they asked 


voted, Congress shall ratify these unauthorized contracts by defi- 
ciency appropriations, 

One word further, Mr. Chairman, in reference to this subject, and 
I shall yield the balance of my time. Gentlemen have stood here for 
a long time—and they claim that they have not had time enough, 
however—and have assailed the Appropriations Committee, and the 
have assailed every one upon this floor that has criticised—I say criti- 
cised—the Department or has said one single word inst ratifying 
unlawful contracts by voting to this Department of the Government 
all that it asked. Has the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] or 
my friend from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] one single word to say in de- 
fense of this “expedited service” that has created the deficiency ? 

The Committee on Appropriations brought in a bill here which I 
did not agree to, a bill which I was not in favor of. I was not in 
favor of cutting off the number of trips which had been given to the 
western people; but there have been statements made here of trips 
reduced in time from seventeen to thirteen days at an exorbitant 
paoe: Between July 1 and December 31 last this branch of the serv- 
ce has been increased $325,000, creating a deficiency of that amount, 
and has any gentleman attempted to defend it or to give an excuse 
which would justify the payment of this sum of money for simply 
8 or shortening the time a few hours in which the mails 

ould be carried? As has been said by my colleague from Indiana 
upon the committee, we have put into this bill a limit of $2,500 upon 
increase in e ited service. It has been asked why this policy of 
limitation? It is not now the time or the proper occasion for the 
Committee on ee or any gentleman to talk about these 
contracts in which this vast amount of expenditure has been had, or 
to make charges against any public officer or introduce any evidence 
which tends to reflect upon their honesty. But does it need any argu- 
ment to show that where the amount to be sre was $100,000, nay, 
where the amount to be gained was only $5,000, and where the reduc- 
tion of the time in which the service was to be done was only at the 
rate of one mile an hour, in these contracts fraud might have crept 
in, and it was well that the Appropriations Committee should draw 
the line somewhere ; and in reference to these small or short routes 
where the amount was not an inducement to fraud, that they should 
have the benefit of this exemption which we have incorporated in 
the amendment? 

Mr. CLYMER addressed the committee. [His remarks will appear 
in the 22 W 

The C N. The time allowed for general debate has ex- 
pired. The Clerk will now read the bill by sections for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, dc., That out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated so much thereof be, and the same hereby is, appropriated as may be re- 
quired to meet the expenses of inland mail transportation on star routes for the 
remainder of the current fiscal year at or within existing contract prices: Pro- 
vided, That upon any route where there has been an increase of the original con- 
tract price during the last or the current fiscal year Lg tarp Beast the compen- 
sation on such route shall be reduced to the terms of the original contract on and 
after the 1st day of March next; but nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to forbid the payment to contractors of the one month's pay, as is usual in case of 
reduction or termination of contract. 


Mr. ROTHWELL. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 

Mr. RAT Is there not an amendment pending by way of a sub- 
stitute 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that any amend- 
ment has been formally offered. The amendment already read was 
merely read for information. 

Mr. PAGE. At any rate it would be in order to perfect the text 
before voting upon a substitute. 

The CHAIR The Chair so understands. 

Mr. ROTHWELL. Mr. Chairman, I assume that this bill in its 
present state or some bill of similar character will pass, and I trust 
whatever is done will be done speedily. I do not support this meas- 
ure as a matter of choice, but as a matter of necessity. The time for 
argument on this point has passed and the time for action has come. 
The Post-Office Department has issued an order which on the Ist of 
March—only a few days hence—will strike down the star service of 
this country. Under that order every hamlet, every village, every 
county town within the United States that is not situated on a rail- 
road will be denied its present facilities of communication with the 
business world. That order, sir, affects seriously the district which I 
have the honor to represent. In that district there are one hundred 
and forty-nine post-offices, fifty-five of those are upon railroads; 
ninety-four are connected with the star service. Of these ninety- 
four, fourteen receive daily mails; thirty-four, tri-weekly mails; 
twenty-seven, semi-weekly mails, and nineteen, weekly mails. Yet, 
on the ist of March next, the people now receiving the benefit of this 
star service, with their habits of business and correspondence estab- 
lished through a series of years, are to have their mail facilities re- 
duced to a service of once a week. Yet toward the building of rail- 
roads those people have contributed within the last few years $2,000,- 
000; now, because they are not upon a railroad—even while they are 
within hearing of the sound of the whistle and in sight of the smoke 
of the passing engine, they are for a week at a time to be deprived 
of all knowledge of what is transpiring throughout the country. Sir, 
this is an unjust discrimination—not justified by the circumstances 
of the country. The position in which we find ourselves is unex- 
pected and extreme. It is not sufficiently explained. No warning 
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was given to us of the immense deficit until the 8th of December 
last. We could not apprehend it from ha (ec that was then oc- 


curring in the country, or that had ocew 


previously. It comes to 
the simple explanation of the increase of mail facilities in 
the West. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to oppose the amendment of the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. RoTHWELL.] I oppose striking out any word of 
this bill, [ ter,] and I want to say why. That brings me di- 
rectly to the subject under consideration. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CLYMER] has injected into his speech to-day as strong 
a political and theatrical effort explaining his condemnation of what 
is being investigated by his committee as he introduced here on an- 
other occasion, 3 that to-day he did not mount the rostrum by 
going to the Clerk's desk. The tears, the tremulous tones, the attack, 
all correspond. The scenery is all here; but it was not all used. I 
will not dwell upon that in the five minutes allowed me. I sim- 
ply remark that the gentleman and his friends, before making this 
attack upon republicans, ag I have nothing to do with the question 
of the inistration of the Post-Office Department, ) first obtained a 
limitation of the time for debate to two hours; next they allowed all 
that might be said on this side of the House to be said; and then, as 
the curtain was about to drop, the gentleman came in here with his 
tirade against republican principles and republican policy, shuttin 
out the possibility of reply in the way of general debate and compell- 
ing us to answer under the five-minute rule the great logical argu- 
ment of the gentleman and his violent partisan diatribe. 

But I am not going to confine myself to that. The gentleman in- 
forms this House (and it is of this I wish to 1 poe’ gn yesterday or 
the day before his committee brought in a bill with a unanimous rec- 
ommendation as a right bill. 

Mr. CLYMER. The gentleman is certainly mistaken. I hope he 
does not intend to do me injustice. 

Mr. CONGER. henge ama the bill was reported with the unani- 
mous recommendation of the committee. 

Mr. CLYMER. It was not I. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, to-day the gentleman comes in and says that 
notwithstanding such was the unanimous recommendation of his 
committee, they have to-day brought in another bill with a unani- 
mous recommendation ; and the gentleman tells us (it may have been 
truth escaping by an effort or by a slip of the tongue) that the bill 
which the committee unanimously reported a day or two ago was 
substantially wrong, and that they have amended it. What shall 
we do with a committee who tell us one day that their bill is all 
right, or substantially right, and the next day come in and declare 
unanimously that the bill was substantially wrong. Did that com- 
mittee get any intimation from members of this House that their 
recommendation was unwise and unsafe? Of course they did. They 
have learned from hearing what members of the House said about 
their bill, not only that it was substantially wrong, but that it could 
not be passed. So to-day they have come in here and reported a bill 
which the gentleman says is substantially right, and they ask that 
this bill be A 

Sir, I had desired that there might be an 1 for gentlemen 
to express their views upon this general subject without being con- 
fined to the short, spasmodic efforts of five-minute Sap ves have 
not time even to open this subject so as to enable the eloquent gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania (who is now asking the Chair to recognize 
him) to topy to me in his five minutes; but if I can gain the floor 
after he shall have attempted his defense of what he has said, I will 
do so, and may yield five minutes more to him. 

Here the hammer fell.) 
r. ROTHWELL. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I renewit, and yield my time to the gentleman 
from Missouri, [Mr. ROTHWELL. ] 

Mr. ROT: LL. Mr. Chairman, much has been said in this dis- 
cussion about the great West and the rights of the great West. 
Twenty-five years ago when I was a boy, having been reared in the 
heart of the State 0 Missouri, they told me that was the great West. 
And now it seems the great West is in New Mexico and Arizona and 
Colorado, and that the State of Missouri is no longer in the t 
West; and although paying more than $1,000,000 into the national 

for the service, she is on the Ist day of March next 
to be stricken down and all her social fabric cut off from connection 
with the Con of the United States, from their established busi- 
ness, and all for the sake of young America in New Mexico, Arizona, 
Colorado, and Nevada. 

God knows I would not harm one hair in their heads, but I would 
put a spelling-bookin every hand. I would give them a daily mai 
and I would give them all the facilities, if possible, which they de- 
sire. But do not shear a State which has been so long in the Union 
as Missouri; do not deprive it of the ordinary privileges which have 
hitherto been teed to our forefathers and their children there 


for the p of nursing into premature manhood the younger 
States and ‘Territories. 

Why, sir, we used to wait. Iremembera time when if we received 
a weekly mail we thought we were blessed. The time eventually 
came when we fell heir to the privileges of the older States of IIIi- 


nois, and Indiana, and Ohio, and the East, as civilization marched 
ard, and we in our turn had our semi-weekly, tri-weekly, and 


daily mails. Now, under the operation of the new civilization which 
comesfrom the West we are to be stricken down for thesake of increased 
facilities to these young States and Territories, who have not like us 
borne the heat and bain of the day. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not facilities as to daily mail that I object to, 
for in the statement which lies before me, and which is submitted by 
the Post-Office Department, it is shown they have a mail six or seven 
days in the week. They could have had it and can have it at much 
less cost. It is not the service to which I object, but the great, unu- 
sual, and, as I believe, the unnecessary and exorbitant expense. We 
are informed by the Department that on the present basis of the star 
mail service there will occur in this fiscal year the enormous deficiency 
of $1,700,000. Yet in the same communication which conveys to the 

this astounding intelligence we are informed that in the 
years from 1876 to 1879 there was a surplus of 83,965, 468.27 of appro- 
priations made for the benefit of the postal service covered back into 
the Treasury, and we know as matter of fact for the purposes of the 
star mail service for the present fiscal year Congress appropriated 
the sum of $5,900,000 based upon the estimate of the Department, 
and 3 all that it required. Now that same 1 asks an 
additional appropriation in the same year of $1,700,000, and this be- 
fore the expiration of one-half of the year. 

Sir, so great a deficiency, so sudden and unexpected, should have 
some very apparens cause. It is attributed by the De nt to the 
“rapid growth, population, and business in the Territories and the 
new States, and the restoration and improvement of the service in 
the Southern States.” No details are given, We are not informed in 
this connection what specific restoratives and improvements of the 
service in the Southern States have been made, nor at what places nor 
to what extent the rapid growth of population and business in the 
Territories and the new States has taken place,as to create such a 
sudden demand for increase of mail service and justify the eee. 
ment in asking at our hands this additional 5 of $1,- 
700,000. No Southern State is mentioned nor is the name of any 
Territory or new State given; no particular instance is brought to the 
attention of Con 

The whole subjectis left in vague generalities and we are now asked 
to make this great appropriation blindly, relying merely upon the 
demand of the Department or to find out as best we can the causes 
which influence it. 

Now, sir, when we consider the service in the Southern States we 
find nothing there to account for the deficiency claimed. There 
has been in that quarter of the country no such sudden, unusual, 
and extensive increase in the service. In fact, we discover they have 
not received their 9 share of the service as compared with 
some other States. I have not now time to enter into particulars. 
Such are the representations of members of those States upon this 
floor san such the records of the Post-Office Department show the 

‘act to be. 

When we turn to the Territories and the new States in vain the eye 
searches for ee cause for the condition in which the De- 
partment now finds itself. I admit, sir, there has been wth of 

pulation and business in the Territories of the West and the new 

tates, but on examination it will be found generally to have followed 
the lines of railroads and is distributed along them or in iheir imme- 
diate neighborhood. I admit there are some exceptions, but not 
nearly so numerous as is implied in the vague language of the Depart- 
ment. But, sir, from statistics furnished by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment itself we are enabled to know that more than half of the deficit 
claimed is occasioned N the new methods of service upon only twelve 
routes in the Indian Territory, Dakota, Texas, Montana, Wyoming, 
ral Mexico, Arizona, Oregon, and California, and not by the service 
itself. 

At the time the contract was let for carrying the mail upon these 
twelve routes they in the aggregate extended over fifty-one hundred 
and forty-eight miles. The trips per week for all the routes were 
thirty-five. e aggregate contract price of service upon all the 
routes, $249,269.25, or at the rate of $7,122 per trip. Since the lettin, 
of the contract upon these routes under competition, the number o 
miles has been increased ninety, making the whole number of miles 
of these twelve routes fifty-two hundred and thirty-eight. Ten of 
these routes have been given each seven mails per week and two have 
been given six mails per week. Thus the number of trips per week 
have n increased from thirty-five to eighty-two, an increase of 
forty-seven trips per week. The pay to the contractors, without com- 
petition and without bidding, has been increased $934,990.03, thus 
increasing the outlay from the original payment of $249,269.25 to 
$1,184,259.28, making the cost per trip at the present time $14,442 
against $7,122 per trip at the original letting. Thas we have an in- 
crease of the cost per trip of $7,320, or more than donble ; and yet it 
stands to reason the cost pee trip should have been less, since the 
stations and general superintendence of the smaller service would 
generally answer for the larger. 

Sir, the Department has not informed Congress why this rule, so 
reasonable and well-established in all private affairs,should not 
equally apply to the star mail service. And, sir, allow me to say that 
the Department in its failure to give this explanation has laid itself 
open to surmise and criticism. I do not charge, Mr. Speaker, that 

e Department has acted from improper motives. I leave that for 
others to say now, and the future to unfold, but I do say, sir, that it 
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is unfortunate that a Department of this Government should stand 


in this attitude before Congress and the country. And I trust, sir, 
for the sake of all, some reasonable and satisfactory explanation shall 
hereafter be made. I simply state the facts. But, sir, when we look 
into the working of these twelve routes in detail, the general result 
is not mended but made worse. Take, for example, the route from 
Soledad to Newhall, in the State of California. The original con- 
tract provides for seven trips per week, at a total cost of 829,000. 
Without increasing the number of trips the cost has been increased to 
$55,424.33, an increase on this one route of $26,424.33. How is it ex- 

lained ? Simply on the theory that the speed has been increased, 
Fore, then, we have $29,000 for carrying the mails by contract and 
$26,424.33 for going. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not the carrying of the mails 2 nor the origi- 
nal cost of their carriage to which I object, but it is this gratuity of 
$26,424.33 to which I es for it is little else than a gratuity. Take 

ain, the route from Fort Worth to Yuma, in the State of Texas. 
The original contract was for carrying the mails on this route daily 
over fifteen hundred and sixty miles at a cost of $134,000. The route 
has been shortened one hundred and thirty-four miles, or to fourteen 
hundred and twenty-six miles, at present. The number of trips has 
not been increased, the service is still a daily service; but, sir, the cost 
has been increased from $134,000 to $299,000, an increase of $165,000, 
with the distance shortened—more than double the original contract 
price. For what? For speed. How much speed? Considering the 
shortening of the route, three days, Mr. Chairman, in Western par- 
lance, the game is not worth the powder. This great increase of out- 
lay cannot be justified on any supposition, to say the least of it, con- 
sistent with that 3 and economy that obtains in private busi- 
ness affairs; and I am considering this, sir, as simply a business mat- 
ter, The people of this country cannot afford to pay the money for 
the whistle which the Government has been blowing on this Yuma 
route. 

Take another and last instance. The route from Phanix to Pres- 
cott, one hundred and forty miles in length, in the Territory of Ari- 
zona. The original contract price was for a service of one trip per 
week at a cost of $680. The service has been increased to seven trips 
per week. Certainly, sir, the pay should not have been increased 
more than seven times, or to $4,760. But, sir, the pay has been in- 
creased to $32,640.32, an increase of $27,880. Thus the pay, tarena 
of being increased seven times, the most that could be claimed by 
anybody, has been increased more than forty times. Mr. Chairman, 
I forbear comment. Iconfess my inability to solve this mathemati- 
cal mystery. Allow me to say, notwithstanding, I believe what m. 
youthful confidence has treasured up, that will not lie. 
allow nothing to destroy my well-founded convictions of the truth of 
the eternal principles of addition, subtraction, and division. But, 
sir, the sword the Government uses to cut so handily this Gordian 
knot is speed. Itis not the carrying of the mails that costs so much, 
but the speed. Sir, had we not better go a little slower and have 


more money. Times are pand money is scarce, property and wages 
low. Are the people in condition to afford this p gals Bi speed, 
and if they can afford the speed ought it to cost them more than the 
service itself? 


Sir, I was raised in the West, where it is permissive to go a little 
fast. I may admit I was raised a little fast myself. [Laughter.] 
We are considered a little fast, i da please; out West we call it 
progressive. But, sir, this mail business seems only a little too fast. 
it 9 . ik our ee poder gis service. u I have irai 

ore, I intimate nothin, any man or any Department. 

reserve my judgment antil the committee having the matter in charge 
shall bring before this House the testimony and I shall sit as a my. 
man. But I protest against this enormous increase. I say it loo 

strange tome, It is a very large sum tome. It may be the novelty 
of the situation. Iwas never called to look into these great matters 
before; but in the West, and in Missouri, where we are carrying the 
mails for 25 per cent. less than has been done for years and until the 
circulation was withdrawn and business reduced to the basis of hard 


money, this great and increased outlay on these and other routes, of | $2, 


which I have given a specimen, could not be justified, and from my 
knowledge of the facts I cannot give it my approval. 

Mr. Chairman, allow me in conclusion to say that I would not act 
meanly or ni y in this matter toward the new States or Terri- 
tories, nor indeed to any part of this country; I would do justice to all. 
I would put every town, hamlet, village, and neighborhood in com- 
munication with every other in this broad land and with the great 
centers of business and intelligence. I would not take page Secon 
them the stage-coach and the welcome sound of the horn and the mail- 
rider on horseback. With us there should be no restriction upon 
news. The permanence and glory of our institutions rest upon the 
wedded beauty of virtue and intelligence. Our national genius is 
nurtured in the common school and tutored by the press, These in- 
stitutions are at once the source of our power and the support of our 
integri One prepares us for the duties of American citizens, while 
the other by its counsels directs, and by its fearless, free criticisms 
restrains within the path of public rectitude, Sir, I would have the 
mails carried regularly to the remotest parts of the country, to every 
State and every Territory, but I would have them at the same time 
carried economically. I do not insist upon reduction of service, but 
reduction of useless and extravagant expense in the conduct of the 


service. I shall at all times, I trust, cheerfully vote for needed sup- 
plies; but never, when I know it, one dollar more. 

I hope, sir, that this bill will pass and a check be put upon what I 
conceive to be the abuse of a great discretion. This, sir, is all. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise for the purpose of offering an amendment to the 
first section of this bill. 

Mr BLOUNT. Before that is done, I wish to move an amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PAGE. My object is to protect 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky withdraw 
his pro forma amendment. 

r. BLACKBURN. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to move an amendment. 

8 PAGE. I am on the floor, and have been recognized by the 
ir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California has the floor. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to strike out all after the first proviso in the 
first section. I ask the Clerk to read the words which I move to 
strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That upon any rinie where there has been an increase of the original 
contract price during the last or the current fiscal year exceeding $5,000, the com- 
pensation on such route shall be reduced to the terms of the ori contract on 
and after the Ist day of March next; but nothing herein contained shall be construed 
to forbid the payment to contractors of the one month's pay, as is usual in case of 
reduction or termination of contract. 

Mr. PAGE. Now read the first section as it will stand with what 
I have 8 stricken out. 

The Gier read as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


priated, so much thereof be, and the same hereby is, appropriated as may be re- 


quired to meet the expenses of inland mail transportation on star routes for the 
remainder of the current fiscal year at or within existing contract prices. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I submit I wasentitled to be recog- 
nized, representing, as I do, the Committee on Appropriations in 
charge of this bill. I yielded simply to allow one or two gentlemen 
to be heard in five-minute speeches. I wish now to be recognized, the 
formal amendment having been withdrawn; and it seems to me only 
just that as the organ of the committee I should be recognized. 
if The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Cal 

ornia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not yield nor intend to yield for such amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood the gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Chair misunderstood me. 

Mr. PAGE, Lonly desire to say a word. I have offered the amend- 
ment to strike out all after the proviso in the first section of the bill, 
which would then provide money enough out of the Treasury of the 
United States to maintain the star- route service as it exists to-day up 
to the 30th day of June of this year, to finish out the fiscal year, 
and retain the mail service as it exists to-day. If my amendment 
is adopted, that closes the whole thing and the mail service is to 
go on as it is now. 

I will now yield to the gentleman from es a 
Mr. BLOUNT. Do I understand the amendment of the gentle- 
man is pending ? g 

The 5 r 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I offer as a substitute the following. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer it as a substitute for 
the original bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No sir; as a substitute for the first section of the 


bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


It is. 


That the sum of $970,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, a ropriated, out of ey eer the ury‘not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to m the expenses of in transportation on star routes for 
the remainder of the current fiscal year at or within the contract prices as they 
existed on February 1, 1880: That upon any route where there has been 
an increase of the 5 contract price during the last or the current fiscal 
for expediting the very of mails 


on any such route at the rate of more than 


1880. And nothing herein contained shall be construed to require the reduction o; 
the number of trips per week over such route below the present number. During 
the remainder of the current fiscal year no further expediting of service on any 
postal star route shall be made, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this proposition is 
this: There are two sections which are reported in the bill from the 
committee and this is intended as a substitute for the first section as 
reported by the committee. When this bill was reported by me origi- 
nally as the committee’s bill it was supposed at first that it was 
almost unanimous and that the differences were not very great in re- 
ard toit. After another meeting on the subject we ascertained upon 

iscussion that it was the disposition of the committee to make some 
changes in view of the debate which had taken place in the House 
ama e reasons assigned. We have done this. We have made these 
c es. 

The first section of the bill did not designate any r amount. 
The committee did insert in that a sum which, from the figures given 
by the Department, would be enough to continue the service to the 
end of the current fiscal year except on all of those routes where 
there has been an increase for expedition of the service over 


per annum. They struck out the section which provided for $100,000 
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in the original bill, which provided that $100,000 should be used for 
increasing the service, and struck off expedition from now until the 
end of the present fiscal year. So that as to the great portion of the 
service there are two changes; first fixing the amount to be appro- 
iated for the service definitely instead of leaving it to be ascertained 
ereafter by estimates. But the bill recognizes that service, and if 
there should be error in the calculation they recognize that as a de- 
ficiency; and if it should be ascertained hereafter, which we do not 
anticipate, that there is any amount lacking and that there is likely 
to be a deficiency, when the general deficiency bill comes in we 5 
be able to insert it. But we do not anticipate there will be any defi- 
ciency; for myself I do not 8 it, or that there will be any 
difficulty in that direction. The original proposition was simply to 
put that out of the discussion. The committee, on further examina- 
tion of the details and after further consultation, finding the great 
abuse lay in expediting the service, abandoned the idea of reducing 
the ite, few of trips, as su ted by my friend who represents the 
district in which ville is, and upon his proposition and that of 
others adopted the proposition that when the increase for expediting 
the service during the current fiscal year exceeded r annum it 
should be cnt down to the original terms of the contract after March 1. 
Here the hammer fell. i 
. HASKELL. Mr. Chairman, I have only a word of inquiry to 
make in u noir mpegs way before I say anything upon any of the 
nding amendments. I want to inquire if the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Pace] is the amendment 
pending to the first section of the bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. That is the first amendment. 
Mr. HASKELL. And if the second pending amendment to the bill 
and the only one under the rules is the amendment of the gentleman 


from Georgia? 
That is offered as a substitute for the first sec- 


The © 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. HASKELL. That is a substitute for the first section. Now 
upon the pending amendment which makes a thrust at the ite 
service I 2 to submit a few facts, without nh beeper which will 
be of interest to the House if they will give me their attention for a 
short time. 

I want to read from a mail contract in 1858 and 1860, in the good 
old democratic days which my friend from Pennsylvania has so out- 
lined for our admiration. Take the route from Independence, Mis- 
souri, to Salt Lake City, in Utah, which was originally let at $173 a 
mile and was under that democratic administration so that 
it cost $346 a mile; from Independence to Santa Fé, California, which 
was ori y let at $88 a mile and was expedited to cost $176 a mile 


under t old democratic administration. 
Mr. BLO . May Iask the gentleman a question? Does he think 
the tion of service to which he alludes under Mr. Buchanan’s 


administration was right? 

Mr. HASKELL. I am not discussing that point now. I am not 
entering into a criticism as to the correctness of these increases. I am 
only 3 to this in response to criticisms which have been made 
upon the republican administration of the service of this coun- 

On another route, which was originally let at $59, it was expe- 
dited to $178; another route, let at $217, was expedited to cost $413. 
On ten or twelve routes to which I will now refer I will show that 
there has been a vast increase under that administration, and I will 

ive the amount per mile for each of the twelve: $29, $26, $37, $33, 
855 j, 850, $44, $37, $23, 832. That is the pay mile on these 

t 57 enormously (7) swollen routes under republican administra- 

on. That is the other side of the case. In 1858 and 1860 $400 a 
mile against our $23 now. 

Let me take route No. 32024, from Vinita to Las Vegas. The dis- 
tance by the new road is one hundred and fifty miles, a saving of sev- 
enty-five miles as compared with the old road. On the mail-route 
from pag Ahsan to Fort Yuma, No. 31454, a distance is saved of ten 
miles in a 

Then the rapid settlements and improvements along the lines of 
the routes, increasing the service every month, should be considered. 
Take another of the twelve routes cut down, the great Santa Fé and 
Prescott route on which there are carried a thousand pounds of mails 
daily, a distance of two hundred and fifty miles, to a point where in 
1874 there was not a house of a white man, and where to-day there 
are twenty thousand people to be supplied with the mail facilities 
that have been afforded them by the Department. I could multiply 
these instances and will have a statement of them published as part 
of my remarks. 

I submit it would be only fair for this House to vote down all sub- 
stitutes, grant the money needed torun the Government through the 
small fraction of the year left, and then bring in your bill to prevent 
what may be alleged here to be abuses in the mail service. For my- 
self, I have no personal interest either one way or another; but I 
would like to have the expression of this House pure and simple upon 
the amendment now pending offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 
I hope that may be voted down, and ti 
tleman from California will prevail. If we cannot get that, if the 
House is determined to refuse this service, why then we will stand 


here representing the West, demanding nothing, but ing for the 
cen rhe 5 of a living on ate ee with Rec om 3 service 
you will grant us, 


The following is the statement referred to by Mr. HASKELL, pub- 
lished as a part of his remarks: 7 i 


No bill will probably be passed without restrictions as to expedition and in- 
crease of service, but such restrictions should be placed on the future and not on 
the past, which would be virtually a violation of good faith on the part of the Gov- 
ernment in its implied contracts, which were for — . bach unless the contracts 


should be previously annulled by the substitution service or some other 
customary and usual canse. 
There seems to have been no intention to ascertain the effect of the of 


such a bill upon the contractors with the Government for the performance of this 

mail service—the men who are most vitally interested and to many of whom its 

and such an unprecedented and direct violation of the implied faith of the 
ernment would prove utter ruin. 

The saving of distances by the building of direct roads, bridges, and ferries by 
the contractors to perform the service upon expedited time, and sustaining the same 
in their own interests, in many cases effects a saving to the Government in the 
cost of the transportation of its Indian and military supplies equal to twice or three 
times the amount paid for the expedited service over the sections of lines shortened. 

In this connection, npon a section of the route No. 32024, from Vinita to Las 
Vegas, between Fort Reno and Fort Elliot, a distance by the old military road of 
about two hundred and twenty-five miles, the distance by the new is about 
one hundred and fifty, thas ee oe miles. 

On the mail route from Fort Worth to Fort Yuma, No. 31454, a distance was 
saved of ten miles in fifty on one section. 

The rapid settlements and improvements in countries along the lines of mail 
routes through these Territories should be considered also. 

On the Sante Fé and Prescott route, No. 40101, between the military posts of 
Camp Verdi and Fort Wingate, a distance of two hundred and fifty miles, ing uly, 
1874, there was not a house or the home of a white man. Settlements commenced 
immediately on the establishment of mail service, and at present there is not twenty 
miles of the distance in which there are not colonies or ranches. 

The improvement and sustaining of good roads by these mail contractors bene- 
fit and save more to the settlers directly than to the Government in the transporta- 
tion of its supplies. This holds good to a greater or less extent on all the service 
of the Territories and border States. 

On the ronte No. 40109, from Florence, Arizona, to Globe district, the terri- 
torial Legislature have appropriated $10,000 toward building a road to shorten the 
distance, to facilitate the transportation of the mails and m business. 

On route 45103, which carries mails weighing on an a over one thonsand 
from Carson City, Nevada, to Aurora and e, California, a min- 

ch in three years has increased from two (miners) to fifteen thon- 
a route about one hundred miles in length, the tax u the con- 
tractor toward building one bridge to make the fast time as ited by the 
Post-Office ent was §1,100, and for improvement of the road $300 more 
within this las , and the tax to the contractor for keeping the same im repair 


is ro per month. 
the State of Nevada the ave: cost of grain fed to the horses transportin: 
32ͤĩ7?³. tare healt CO INOT cents per pound, and of hay from 883 
to 840 per ton. 
Mr. COX. I move to strike out the last word. 
My friend from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] has spoken with great elo- 
quence on behalf of the magnificent territory of that State. I sup- 
some gentlemen may be of the opinion that New York has no 
interest in this western and southern business, But I would remind 
members that we pay for our own service, and when there is a sur- 
plus expenditure to be paid for we pay at least one-tenth of it. It 
therefore becomes a member of Congress truly representative of the 
great State of New York, or a congeries of States like New England, 
to investigate this business. New York has never been, as I said the 


dail: 
E —.— W 
sand people, 


other day, ni toward the great West, nor to the South. The 
t Western Territories of this country will be filled up from the 
Zast. I believe in going toward the land of sunset. [Laughter.] 


It is the land of felicity. But I would not discriminate against our 
Southern States in this regard. 

How does it look when you come to the miles and Sie per week 
and the cost of this service during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1879? Take the Southern States, beginning with the imperial State 
of West Virginia, with its Kanawhas and its magnificent pean 
going on through Kentucky, and soon. They get only 96,513 miles 
and thirty-two trips per week, and the cost is $1,979,800. Take now 
the Western Territories and the four States in addition to Colorado, 
Oregon, California,and Nevada. Whatdothey get? Three hundred 
and sixty-one trips per week, and the cost of the service is $2,494,000. 
All the South is subrogated and humiliated in order to maintain these 
82 long star routes, running away through the Indian Territory, 

ashington, Idaho, Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, Utah, New Mexico, 
and Arizona. And what for, Ishouldliketoknow? Why afew buck- 
boards can carry the mail from place to place over these extensive 
areas and along those t distances. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HASKELL] has drawn a glowing 
icture of the western mail contractor carrying the mails in a four- 
orse h. He has told us how he had to build station-houses, 

buy ferry-boats, and have anarmy of drivers, stablemen, and station- 
keepers. But my friend forgets to tell us that whenever a mail con- 
tractor employs a stage-coach and four horses it is to accommodate 
the passen, who travel on his route. Now, will he tell us how 
many four-horse coaches are baa! rake on the route from Vinita, 
Indian Territory, to vV New Mexico? From one end of this 
route to the other, save the few 3 posts along it, I venture to say 
there are not one thousand white or men who receive a letter once 
in six months. The mail is carried in buckboards drawn by one or 
two ponies or mules. To stock the entire route with buckboards, 
mules, and other outfit does not cost, at an extravagant estimate, 


t the amendment of the gen- | $30,000. 


000. 
Here are the in detail: two horses or pee in that country 
can draw a light buckboard twenty miles a day with erfect ease. 
Two horses draw the aid J street-cars on the Washington and George- 
town railroad nineteen miles a day. There are sudden stops and starts 


in this last service, which tell quicker on horse-flesh than any other 
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kind of work. Then, if the horses and buckboard on this Vinita and 
Las Vi route travel twenty miles a day, which is Hehi work, you 
will only have to have as many way-stations as twenty will divide 
into seven hundred and twenty-five miles—the length of the route 
or thirty-six times. Allow three ponies to a station and we have one 
hun and eight. Admit that they cost about $75 apiece—a very 
extravagant figure—and we have $8,100. Twenty buckboards at $100 
each would be $2,000. For stations and other outfit allow $40,000 
more, and we have a total cost of $50,100 for the cost of plant. Now 
for this money invested the contractor gets $150,592.03 a year, or 
$602,368.12 in four years, the length of the contract term. Is not this 
an outrageous interest on the investment? Ofcourse there are . — 
for employés and food for stock; but everybody knows that in that 
country during a great part of the year the stock , and labor 
is cheap. Drivers get from $20 to $25 per month. ere cannot be 
more twenty of them which would make a payon of $400 per 
month, or $3,600 per year. Asmany more men care for the horses and 
stations and their labor ought not to exceeed $7,200 per year. Then 
on a plant of $50,000 and an annual expenditure for labor of $7,200 
and 915,000 for keeping of stock, a total of $22,500 a year rah es See 

the contractor gets $150,592.03 a year! But Iam reliably informed 

that a great part of the service costs the contractor a t deal less 

than my estimate allows, because he sublets it for greatly less figures. 

Now take another route as an illustration—Las Vegas to Las Cru- 
ces, New Mexico, which costs now $91,211.68. The mail is carried, I 
am informed, by people who have been in that country, by Mexican 

rs on horseback. At any rate the contractor gets a man to per- 
Bes the service for him for 343,000 a year, and pockets the balance 
of $48,211.68 a year, which in four years will amount to $192,846.72. 
The pay has been raised on this route from $14,900 a year, the con- 
tract price, to $91,211.68 per annum. 

Take still another route— Bismarck to Tongue River, Dakota. It 
was let at an annual cost of $2,350. It has been raised to $70,000 a 
year. Now Captain Clayton, an intelligent and reliable 3 
officer, who has been on the survey of the Northern Pacific Rai 
all last summer, right along the route from Bismarck to Tongue River, 
is my authority for stating that the mail over it is carried on horse- 
back, and that one man and one horse does fifty miles a day. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, in having this Post-Office Depart- 
ment legislate for Congress. I want a penalty attached to the law, 
that whenever officers of the Government violate the law by incur- 

- ring obligationsand ing contracts beyond its letter and spirit they 

be penitentiarized. tis what ought to be done with those 

people that undertake to assume the functions of the American people 
as exercised through their duly appointed representatives. 

Iam in favor of any mode of restricting this inordinate expenditure. 
I am in favor of the fullest and most complete examination. I am 
in favor of the investigation begun by the 3 from Kentucky 
being carried to the end; so that if we find there has been fraud and 

ity, if all the little schemes and devices have been resorted to 
which were hinted at yesterday by the distinguished gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and the distinguished gentleman from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, I we shall rip it up from the center clear out 
to its periphery, so that the interests of our people may be subserved 
by our investigations. 

Mr. HA I have but one word to offer in to the measure 
which is before us, and I want tosay at the outset that I appear here 
as a representative of the people of the great West, and so long as I 
have a voice to raise and a vote to give that voice shall be raised and 
that vote given in favor of the interests of that people. 

I rose, sir, to say that I am opposed not only to the bill which has 
been brought in here by the Committee on Appropriations, but I am 
opposed to the substitute which has been offered to that bill by that 
committee, and I am in favor of the amendment which has been 
offered by the giosa from California. The only reason which 
has been urged here for striking down the star service of the great 
West is simply its cost. Itis simply because the Post-Office Depart- 
ment comes before this House and asks for an increased appropriation 
of $2,000,000 that gentlemen get up here and say they are in favor 
not only of rejecting that demand but of striking down the star routes 
through the t northwestern Territories and States. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, if it is necessary to keepup the service on these star routes, 
Iam here not only to vote $2,000,000, but if necessary I will vote 
$5,000,000 to give the people of those States and Territories the mail 
facilities that they require, and which justice demands they should 
have. This Government is for the people, and it ought to be run to 
secure the greatest good to the greatest number. en the great 
West, with its immense growth in population and wealth, comes for- 
ward and asks for money to give its people 3 facilities I amin 
favor of granting the request, even though by so doing we increase 
the Sb aie meee already made for the Post-Office Department by 
the sum of $2,000,000. 

I have nothing particular to complain of, Mr. Chairman, as far as 
my district is concerned. I presume there are not twenty-five miles 
of postal routes therein that have not service on them such as the 


le demand. I appear here not 1 to speak for my own 
people, but to speak for the people of the far West that have not these 
i 


ities that my people have. And I am sorry to hear gentlemen 
like the gentleman from New York and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, who have their daily mail or perhaps a mail two or three times 


a day, come up here and advocate a theory that would strike down 
and take from the hardy pioneers of the West the mail facilities which 
they now have. 

We hear another point argued on this floor. It was stated by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLymMER,] who has talked here 
about the violation of the law on the part of certain Government 
officials, Sir, that is not the question in issue at all. When this 
Committee on 1 which is investigating the Post-Office 
Department shall come in here with a report which will establish the 
fact which they have assumed, that there have been violations of law, 
that there has been any swindling of the people by any official of the 
Post-Office Department, then I will be as ready as any gentleman on 
this floor te vote for punishing that official; but until that time shall 
come I hold that it is not good taste, that it is not according to the 
mie of justice that any member of this House should lug that matter 
in here. 

The Appropriations Committee come in here with their bill, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] as a member of that 
committee gets up here and asks if any one Department of this Gov- 
ernment or any one man representing that Department shall be al- 
lowed to coerce the House of Representatives into voting a supply 
of money. There has been no attempt at coercion on the part of any 
Government official or Department; but if there had been, I ask, sir, 
if it is not just as proper for that official or Department to attempt 
to coerce this House as it is for the Committee on Appropriations to 
attempt such coercion? That committee one day teins in a bill 
here, and the very next day it comes in and declares that the bill 
which they first reported does not amount to anything and that 
they have to another bill which they recommend shall be 
passed. And it is this committee, which is not of the same mind two 
days in succession, that comes in here, and, while expressing the t- 
est surprise that any official or Department of the Government should 
attempt to coerce this House, attempts the coercive policy itself. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. COX. Iwill withdraw my formal amendment, 

Mr. UPSON. I move to amend the pending substitute for the first 
section of the bill by striking out “ $970,000” and inserting in its place 
$1,300,000.” 

. Chairman, there is not time in the five minutes to which I am 
limited to discuss this bill as its importance would justify. 

The bill now under consideration affects the material interests of 
eight great States and Territories of this Union. So far as it affects 
the district which I have the honor to represent upon this floor, if 
passed, it will strike down seven important mail-routes in that dis- 
trict. And there is an attempt under whip and spur to force the pas- 
mage of this bill through the House, when, I undertake to say, with 
all due respect to the Committee on Appropriations, that the members 
of this House do not understand or comprehend its purport, its oper- 
ation, and its effect. 

The Committee on Appropriations themselves are at sea on this sub- 
ject. Yesterday GAR rted a bill which would have saved to the 
Government only $100,000. They have slept upon that matter, and 
evidently discovered last night that, from what they imagine to be the 
temper of this House, it would stand more than they there proposed. 
Therefore they 3 by this substitute, Which they have reported 


to-day, to take from this important service of the country more than 
„000. 

Why is that? Have they 3 any reason for it; have they given 
any fair, sound, reason for the bill which they have reported to- 
day? No, sir. eir mouths have been opened wide, their mouths 
have been frothing, I might say bloody and on with broad, open, 

e Postmaster-General and his subordinates. 


8 denunciation of 
t, sir, have they pointed out a single fraud, have they referred 
to a single fact in support of the b general denunciation which 
they have made here? The Committee on Appropriations have had 
this matter under investigation for nearly twomonths. Nearly three 
months ago the attention of Congress was called to this deficiency. 
From the very beginning of this session it was understood that there 
would be a deficiency, and the Committee on Appropriations have 
had the subject under investigation since that time. I ask you and 
I challenge them to show where in all the remarks which have been 
made by the members of that committee they have pointed to a sin- 
gle fraud or have given a single substantial reason why this bill they 
A ve reported should be passed and this service should be stricken 
own. 

I undertake to say, so far as this service within my own district is 
concerned, that it is necessary, reasonable,and proper. The people 
of that district desire it, they want it, they demand it. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, I cannot let the opportunity pass 
without making a few remarks on the bill now under consideration, as 
the mail service in my Territory will be disastrously affected by its 
provisions if it should become a law. Seven routes in Dakota, among 
the most important we have, will be cut down, and some of them ren- 
dered comparatively worthless. Prominently among these I am ad- 
vised will fall the route from Sidney to Deadwood and the ronte from 
Bismarck to Deadwood, the former, carrying all the mail from the 
Union Pacific Railroad destined for the Black Hills, being restored 
from the fast schedule of fifty hours to the long schedule of eighty 
hours, and the latter, carrying all the mails from Bismarck, on the 
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Northern Pacific Railroad, that 
must be returned to once a wee 


over that line for the Hills, 
on a long schedule. It seems 
utterly impossible for gentlemen living in ste. Ms parts of this coun- 


try to form any adequate conception of the t Northwest or to 
comprehend its growth and un eled development. They meas- 
ure its wants and necessities by their own surroundings, in which 
they have seen no change since the day they were born. They can- 
not understand that away out on the plains, almost under the shadow 
of the Rocky Mountains, in that strange and interesting country 
known as the Black Hills, which less than four years ago was a soli- 
tude, there is to-day a population of over thirty thousand people 
with prosperous, busy, thriving towns; eight newspapers, five o 
which are daily; school-houses and churches; national banks, large 
commercial houses; the richest mines in the world; the largest mi 
and finest machinery for the reduction of ore and the production of 
precious metals that can be found on the continent. 

And they may not know that that mining region alone has con- 
tributed to the wealth of this country in bullion during the last year 
from three to five millions of dollars, which is a low estimate. It 
will readily be understood by every one, except he who is willfull 
blind, that the interests of such a community must be closely ideuti- 
fied with the people and capital of eastern oot and that their busi- 
ness relations require the very best possible mail facilities. And yet 
to those honest, y, daring pioneers who have ed up for you 
that mine of marvelous wealth, and who are daily adding so much to 
our sources of national prosperity, you begrudge the 2 privilege 
of two daily mails leading in, as they do, from two of the most im- 
portant railroad thoroughfares in the Northwest. These stage com- 

anies, as was so well stated on yesterday by the gentleman from 
5 — [Mr. HASKELL, ] are the forerunners of emigration and civil- 
ization. These two lines leading into the Hills one running over two 
hundred and fifty miles and the other two hundred and ninety through 
country with little or no settlement, have bridged streams, improved 
roads, and constructed ferries over rivers, and by stopping at no ex- 
pense by way of coaches and omi ments have made the long and 
tedious journey not only tolerable but pleasant. 

On the route from Bismarck to Tongue River, a distance of three 
hundred and fifty miles, I am reliably informed it cost the mail con- 
tractor the sum of $35,000 to prepare a road, build bridges, provide 
ferries, construct stations with caning, &c., in order to make travel 
and the transportation of mails possible, 

And now after an immense outlay of money on the strength of 
their contracts, which they have always faithfully executed, the 
are to be told that they have no rights under those contracts whic 
this great Government is bound to respect, nor the people depending 
on them for their mails any interest in that service worthy the con- 
sideration of this House. And why? The friends of this measure talk 
wisely and with an assumed indignation that is perfectly wonderful 
against the spect dereliction of officials, but their reasons for this 
great wrong to the people of the West are lame and impotent, and 
will fall far short of being accepted as satisfactory b e country. 
Out of one hundred and seven star lines on which the service has 
been increased or expedited, four or five only are found in which any- 
thing could be discovered to arouse the suspicion of even a committee 
in search of matter to justify an investigation. 

And I call attention to this fact, that so far in this debate not one 
fact or fi has been produced to justify the conclusion so hastily 
and gladly jum at by certain gentlemen, that the increase or ex- 
pedition of service on these four or five routes was unwise, unjustifi- 
able, and not in the interest of the public service. Must we be judged 
by the income returned? How much income did the Government 
realize from the service on the routes from Saint Louis to San Fran- 
cisco via Texas, and from Omaha to Sacramento, from 1858 to 1861, 
when they cost the Government, one nionag twice a week and the 
other six times a week for eight months and three trips a week for 
four months, $1,600,000 per annum? Had these two rontes been in- 
creased to daily they would have cost over $3,500,000. It was not for 
revenue that these routes were established and service put on at such 
great cost, but for the accommodation of the people, to open np the 
country, to make a highway for settlement and civilization. But 
now hands are held up in holy horror when twelve routes are found, 
on many of which there is daily service, costing the Government 
$2,000,000. From 1850 to 1861 numerous rontes cost per mile, for once 
a week service, slow schedule time, from fifty to over two hundred 
dollars mile, while the highest cost per mile of any of the one 
hun and seven routes affected by this bill does not exceed $42, 
and the ave cost per mile on these one hundred and seven routes 
will not exceed $32 per mile, the average cost of the entire star serv- 
ice being 89.24 per mile less than it has been since 1858. The fact is 
that under the present management of the Post-Office Department 
the country has cheaper star mail service, and more efficient, than it 
has had for the last twenty-one years. 

But toreturn. These four or five routes in which gentlemen claim 
to find something that is crooked and irregular, but which they have 
failed to make apparent to this House, are made the pretext for strik- 
ing down and crippling to an alarming degree the star service of the 
country—no, not of the entire country, but of the West and North- 
west. Is there anything wrong in the increase or expedition of serv- 
ice on any of the lines in Dakota? No; but it has been hinted to me 
that they might get along with a weekly mail in Deadwood. Any- 


thing wrong in the service in Colorado? No, In Kansas? No., In 
Wyoming or Montana? No. In any of the other one hundred and 
one routes? No; but they must all suffer because, forsooth, a daily 
mail has been put on some route where, in the judgment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, it was not required or service has been ex- 
pedited or increased where it should not have been done and at too 
great a cost. We who are on the outside and to whom the avenues 
of information are closed, as expressed by the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. CANNON,] may possibly in our ignorance be objects of pity. 
While we may not be able to argue from man to mule and from m 

to man with the logic of some, we at least have seen a stage line over 
twenty-five miles in length and know something of the cost and ex- 
pense of operating such lines in the far West and their importance 
to the people where railroads have not yet penetrated. 

As was stated on yesterday by a member, [Mr. HasKELL,] admit- 
ting everything that has been said by the friends of this bill as to the 
abuse of discretionary power lodged in the Postmaster-General, broad 
charges of willful violations of the law in the case of a few routes and 
in creating a deficiency, still can this wholesale onslaught on the 
remaining service be justified ? Why not strike intelligently at ascer- 
tained abuses, and not wildly and madly, without justice or discretion, 
at the entire system? The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] made some strange assertions in the course of his remarks, and 
among others that we were acting under duress. This House is over- 
awed by the Postmaster-General, threatened, menaced, and all that. 
But this overshadowing power has been impotent to accomplish all 
things, and with the fiery declamation of the gentleman still ringing 
in our ears we cannot say, in the language of the poet— 

O eloquence, thou wast undone, 
8 
And jotted out the stars of heaven! 

In what does this alleged duress consist? In the order issued by the 
Postmaster-General that on the Ist day of March all star service should 
be cut down to once a week in order to prevent a deficiency in the 
appropriation. And this after notice of the anticipated deficiency 
in the present service had been in the hands of the Appropriations 
Committee since the 6th day of last December. 

That order would affect the service all over the country alike. But 
what will be the effect of this bill? In all the older States, such as 
Connecticut, and where they have complete systems of railroads, the 
star service is unimportant and has long been established. Perha 
they have required no increase or expedition of service durin, 
last or the current fiscal year; or, if any has been made it has 
on short lines, where the additional expense would not exceed $5,000. 
So they are not touched by this bill, and saved from the effects of the 
menacing order, while the blow of hot indignation leveled against 
alleged abuses must fall on the West, the far West, where the star 
service is everything to the poopie and to the prosperity and develop- 
ment of the country. Is this the kind of disinterested justice that 


members from the older portions of this Union 8 to deal out to 
the Territories and young States lying west of the Mi inpr ivari 
If itis I will give gentlemen fair warning that they had better be 


diligent in the use of their power while they 2 it, for the day is 
near at hand when that power will slip from their grasp and be trans- 
ferred to the great, growing, liberal West and Northwest. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] made use of the 
following language: 

If the idea of the gentleman from Kansas that we can strike off the ted 
service and get off with something like a million to cover the deficiency be cor- 
rect, very well. We shall have discharged our duty when we— 

Meaning the Committee on Appropriations— 
have called your attention to this shameless and defiant infraction of the statutes 
of the United States. I have said it deliberately. 

I fancied I felt the Dome on the Capitol tremble. Brave words. 
Are they as just as brave? No, they are not. They do Big injustice 
to the Postmaster-General, virtually charging him with an im h- 
able offense, and were unwarran and uncalled for. It is 
that the Postmaster-General defiantly and shamelessly violated the 
law in exceeding the appropriations, and yet in the same breath de- 
nounces him in unmeasured terms for presuming to cut down the 
service in order to avoid a deficiency. 

I presume if this order had been confined in its operations to the 
country west of the Mississippi it would have had none of the ele- 
ments of menace or duress init. As well stated by the gentleman 
from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL, ] there is no deficiency, and will not, 
cannot be until the end of the fiscal year. This House has been ap- 
prised of the fact that if the present service is continued it will re- 
sult in a deficiency, and asked respectfully to take action thereon. 
And after waiting two months and a half, during which time the 
Committee on Appropriations has been as silent as the ve, the 
Postmaster-General issued the order that has given such offense. If 
Congress would not pene against a deficiency then he was deter- 
mined to do it himself. Gentlemen know, or ought to know, that it 
is utterly impossible for Congress to anticipate one year in advance 
all the needs and wants of the postal service of this vast domain. 
And to say that no deficiency must be ineurred, that the appropri- 
ations must not in any event be exceeded, is simply to cripple the serv- 
ice and say that such exigencies as arose in the rapid settlement and 
development of the Black Hills and other portions of Dakota, and 
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the springing up of a city like Leadville, like magic, must await the 
1 P pe of Congress before they can be supplied with mail fa- 
ities. 

Such narrow, contracted, and impracticable views have never be- 
fore been advanced with reference to this Department in this country 
to ay mentite ie And it is an admitted fact that for years past— 
and for aught I know it may reach clear back to the organization of 
the Post-Office Department—the expenditures of this Department 
have exceeded the appropriations; and I have never yet heard of a 
Postmaster-General being threatened with im ent on account 
of it. After all that has been said about extravagant, non-paying 
lines, the fact remains true that the expenditures of the Department 
over the receipts for 1879 were less than they have been since 1866, 
when the service was partially restored to the Southern States. Now, 
wherefore all this tempest in a tea-pot? If abuses have crept into 
the service let them be corrected, and in that work I have no doubt 
the Postmaster-General and his subordinates will be found willing 
colaborers. 

I wish to call attention to one other fact. When the service was 
placed on the routes from Sidney and Bismarck to the Hills, the pop- 
ulation was comparatively small and the mail matter not large. But 
the wonderful growth of that country rendered more e itious 
mails and better service an absolute necessity. To-day, as I am in- 
formed, these two rontes cai daily from one to two thousand 
pounds of mail matter each. If the service on the one is returned to 
a slow schedule, and the other toa weekly service on long schedule, 
it will be next to impossible for them to carry the mails. The Bis- 
marck route would have for each trip from one thousand to fifteen 
hundred pounds of mail that has accumulated at that point for one 
week awaiting transportation. It would be a virtual destruction of 
that route, and throw double work on the other routes. 

Much has been said on the point that the contractor would be al- 
lowed one month’s compensation. This in many cases would be next 
to no compensation for the losses incurred. But while I urge that 
justice should be done to the men who in good faith have entered 
into contracts with the Government, and on their stre have ex- 
pended large amounts of money, I more earnestly plead for the rights 
of my people to necessary mail facilities and that they shall not be 
made to suffer by reason of any abuses in other parts of the country. 
In my judgment, there has been no increase nor expedition of service 
in Dakota that have not been demanded and made necessary by the 
2 and development of the country, and they should not be dis- 
tur 


Mr. HUMPHREY. I move to amend by striking out of the first 
section all after the word “ provided.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that to be the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California, [Mr. PAGE. ] 

Mr. HUMP Y. Then I will move to strike out the last word of 
the amendment of the gentleman from California. 

Sir, it seems that at every returning session of Congress, when the 

uestion is brought forward of making appropriations for the Post- 
ice Department, the star service is to receive all the hard blows to 
be visi upon any division of that service. Gentlemen seem to 
forget that for one hundred thousand miles of railway service and 
for the free-delivery system in one hundred and one cities the Gov- 
ernment is obliged to appropriate the sum of $17,500,000. Yet if the 
House should adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Califor- 
nia, [Mr. PAGE,] and give the star service the amount which it re- 
nires, the cost for the entire year for that star service would be only 
27,500,000, a little more than one-third of the amount which is given 
to-day for the railway mail service and the free-delivery system in 
one hundred and one cities. 

We should recollect that the star service is a service which is more 
effectual in building up our western empire than any other system 
that has ever been developed. It is a service which has been called 
into existence by the wants of that mighty empire. Although that 
service to-day may result in a loss to the Government, in the course 
of ten years the returns from it will dwarf into insignificance all the 
benefits which will result from any of the other great enterprises 
which have been put in operation. 

And there is another thing. If we wish to strike at the root of the 
evil, let us not forget that one or two years ago we fixed the compen- 
sation of the general superintendent of the railway mail service at 
$3,500, and the compensation of his division assistants, some of them 
operating in four States, at $2,500 a year each. Yetitisafact that in 
Baltimore, New York, Boston, and every city of thatsize in the United 
States, the postmasters of those cities are allowed to fix the compen- 
sation of their employés. And in some cases the compensation of 
employés who occupy a third grade lower than the superintendent 
of the railway mail service, and a second grade lower than his divis- 
ion assistants, are paid 84, 000 a year, while those who are their supe- 
riors in position receive only from $2,500 to $3,500 a year. 

If evils are to be corrected, let us get at the root of the matter ; 
let us legislate in sucha way 1 shall be done to all parties; 
let blows fall where they should fall. When we are 1 ting upon 
a question of this sort let us see that we do no injustice to 5 
settled portions of the country; for about all the benefit they get 
from the tion of Ci Geer E e TA eee comes to 
their doors. They feel this benefit practically. They say, “Con 
has given us this; and it is practically all 


twe do get.” os 


parts of the country a few years hence, when brought nearer to the 
older settled portions by railroads and by the advance of civilization, 
will in turn give to those who are settled on the utmost limits the 
same advantages which they themselves now enjoy at the hands of 
Con No appropriation that you can make for the great West 
will be commensurate with the return which the een West brings 
to the East. No power that you can exert here will bring about that 
fruition which the great West has given to the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
closing debate on this section and the pending amendments. [Cries 
of “ Vote!” Vote!”] 

Mr. ATKINS. I suggest that we take a vote. I think the Com- 
mittee of the Whole are ready to vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the committee are ready to vote, I withdraw my 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The As estion is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California, [Mr. PAGE.] 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to make an inquiry. Does the gentleman 


from Georgia, [Mr. BLoUNT,] move that the committee rise to limit 
debate? that motion pending ? 
The C N. The gentleman withdrew that motion upon the 


1 ding that the Committee of the Whole desired to proceed 
a vote. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not understand that we want to vote now. 
If the gentleman withdraws that motion, I desire to claim the atten- 
tion of the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If there is to be an effort to continue debate, I may 
just as well move now that the committee rise so that the House may 
make an order in regard to closing debate. 

The C N. The gentleman from Georgia insists on his mo- 
tion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; there ep Soe 121, noes 70. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker MATUR Pena 
the chair, Mr. Scares reported that the Committee of the ole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No, 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the appropriations for the 
transportation of the mails on star routes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1880, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that when the Committee of the Whole 
shall resume the consideration of House bill No. 4736 all debate on 
me aid section and pending amendments thereto be limited to five 

u 

Several MEMBERS. Say one minute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Very well. 

The question being put on the motion of Mr. BLOUNT, as modified, 
to close debate on the first section and pending amendments in one 
minute, it was agreed to; there being—ayes 105, noes 81. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was sarees to, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House again resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to resume the 
consideration of House bill No. 4736, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Scates in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a defi- 
ciency in the appropriations for the transportation of the mails on 
star routes for the year ending June 30, 1880. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from California TMr. PAGE] to strike out in the 
first section the proviso which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


pensation be reduced 

and after the Ist day of March next; but nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to forbid the payment to contractors of the one month’s pay, as is usual in 
ease of reduction or ination of contract. 

The question 3 taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were —ayes 88, noes 102. 

Mr. PAGE called for tellers. 

5 were ordered; and Mr. PaGE and Mr. BLOUNT were ap- 
poin 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 119. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. Upson to amend 
the substitute of Mr. BLOUNT by striking out “$970,000” and insert- 
ai $1,300,000; ” which was not agreed to. l 

e question then recurred on the following substitute offered by 
Mr. BLOUNT for the first section : ATE 

That th of „000, ch thereof be be, 

same is hereby. ap 8 out of any mon 00 the“ PF ap- 

NN inland tion on star routes for 

der of the current fiscal year, at or within contract prices as they existed 

1680: Provided, That upon seriene where there bas been an in- 
contract price during last or the current fiscal year 

very of mails on any such route at a rate of more than $2,500 

pedlied service on such ronte shall be 
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ber of tri week over any such route below the t number. During the 
„ por dey eee no further oxpediting of service on any postal 
star route shall be made. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Georgia whether the substitute offered by him is submitted 
by unanimous consent of the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is. 

The question being taken on the substitute offered by Mr. BLOUNT, 
it was 5 — 5 to; there being—ayes 153, noes not counted. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 2. That the farther sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, as aforesaid, to enable the Postmaster-General to place new service as anthor- 
ized by law, and the further sum of $100,000 to increase the service on existing 
routes, including those on which a reduction has been provided for by the preced- 
ing section: Provided, That no increase shall exceed the rate of $5,000 a year upon 
any one route, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to amend the section just read by striking 
out all after the words “authorized by law,” in the fourth line. 
ask the Clerk to read the section as it will stand if this amendment 
be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the further sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, 8 as 
5 to enable the Postmaster - General to place new service as authorized by 

W. 


Mr. PAGE. I want the Committee of the Whole to understand 
that the amendment now offered strikes out $100,000 of appropria- 
tion for the star service. 

Mr, HAWLEY. And we raised it $269,000 in the first section. 

Mr. PAGE. I want the committee to understand the amendment 
strikes out $100,000 appropriation for the increase of the star service 
on routes which may be deemed proper by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment in the future. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh. no! 

Mr. PAGE. Les, it does. I should like to have the Clerk read the 
lines to be stricken out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the further sum of $100,000 to increase the service on existing routes, in- 
Satins those on which a reduction has been provided for by the preceding section : 

N ided, That no increase shall exceed the rate of $5,000 a year upon any one 
route. 

Mr. PAGE. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said before, that amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia proposes to strike out the $100,000 
placed in the hands of the Postmaster-General for increase of star 
service for any route necessary in the future. I hope this committee 
will not do this. I am pretty well satisfied that the solid South when 
recruited from this side of the House is invincible. I want to call 
attention to this provision. 

Mr. ATKINS. The only gentlemen on this side who voted with 
the gentleman front California were from the solid South. Not asin- 
gle northern member from this side of the House voted with the 
gentleman. j 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, this proposition allows to the Post- 
master-General the right to put new service where there is no service 
at all now. The object is to allow service to be puton. The number 
of trips is not fixed. The other section was stricken out for the pur- 
p of preventing what the committee regard, what I take it the 

ouse regarded, as the most mischievous portion of the service under 
the present operation of the law in regard to postal contracts, to wit, 
the expedited service. It is that this $100,000 may be used except 
for that purpose. The committee understand a large portion of the 
year has already gone by, two-thirds of it; that a large amount of 
service has been already put on, and that this is a provision for the 
fractional portion of the year, and this amount is deemed sufficient. 

Mr. BELFORD, I wish to ask the gentleman a question, with his 
permission. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. BELFORD. I understand the gentleman from Georgia pro- 

to strike ont a part of the bill which he recommended yester- 

ay to this House favorably. If it were right yesterday to continue 

that proposition in the bill, how does it become wrong to-day? If 

it had the approbation of the committee, then why is it that it is now 
rejected? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I take a great deal of pleasure in answering the 
gentleman. The committee yesterday were unanimous on the bill as 
they presented it. It was urged there should be a further meeting, 
and, after conference as to the condition of the service, the committee 
finally concluded to put it in the shape in which it now is. It is impossi- 
ble for me to do more than to state this generally, for within the time 
allotted to debate I cannot give the figures from which the deductions 
of that committee were made. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. A word only as to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the service is provided for by increase of $270,000 
to the first section. Expedited service is cut off; therefore $100,000 
is not necessary for expedited service. A hundred thousand dol 
for the balance of this year is amply sufficient for new service. 

One word as to a remark which fell from the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia, [Mr. Pack.] This is a matter of dollars and cents—for Con- 
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gress to determine whether or not this service as it is now run is a 
wise one. My own 1 1 is that the expenditure on some of those 
territorial routes to the full extent it is being. made is not wise. 

As a Representative having a voice in making the laws for the 
United States, I express that preference boldly and freely and fear- 
lessly by my word and by my vote, I have no quarrel with any 
tleman upon either side of the House who believes to the contrary. 
In politics I am a republican ; yet I stand, in all questions of expend- 
iture of money out of the Treasury of the United States, upon my 
character and my freedom as a Representative. And, sir, no crack of 
the party whip in the hands of the gentleman from California, talk- 
ing about riders on appropriation bills or reinforcement from the 
“ solid South,” will affect me in the least, I take notice that this 
side of the House was reinforced from the solid South as well as that. 
side was reinforced by some from this side, 

I want to say, sir, politics has nothing todo with this question. If 
it is to be made a political test whether these $2,000,000 are to be 
poured into the lap of half a dozen contractors on these numerously 
paid routes, then J am not a politician. 

Gentlemen have talked of the great West and its development, I 
thank God the West has e Jam of it and proud of it, but 
I have yet to learn that half a dozen contractors on this enormously 
increased service represent the great West. 

I believe the action of the committee has been wise. It is not as 
radical as I would have had it, it is not as radical as I advocated, but 
it is as radical as this committee thought was wise and just, and po 
haps it is radical enough. Now I have always attempted to bow 
with good feeling and good temper to the action of the committee 
and of the House, from necessity first and from a sense of propriety 
next. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I have not participated in the de- 
bate on this bill at all. Lhave had my eye on one section or one 
clause of the second section of the bill which I hope will remain in 
this section, for in that clause I find relief to a large number of routes 
in the district which I represent. If this amendment be stricken out, 
or this item of $100,000 be stricken out, there is no provision then in 
the amended bill to increase the service on any route which has been 
cut down during the present year. For instance, at the beginning of 
this current fiscal year there was upon many routes a service of three 
times a week. Since the Ist of July in my district on a great many 
ae ee service has been cut down from three times a week to once 
a week. 

Now, from various districts there come to me a complaint and re- 
uest that there shall be an increase. There are many routes in m 
istrict which have heretofore had mail three times a week whic: 

now have it but once a week, and if this $100,000 be stricken out of 
the bill there is no provision at all to return to the service as it was 
at the beginning of the present year. The first section of the bill 
makes no provision for it whatever. It provides for another class of 
routes and for another kind of service a togotiiet, and has no refer- 
ence whatever to this class to which I allude. 

Now, I trust that this amendment will not be adopted, because it 
strikes out these shorter routes which have been reduced during the 

year, because of this very kind of legislation or administration of the 
aw, against which so much has been said and against which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is complaining. 

Mr. CLYMER. Under the first section of the bill provision is made 
that the compensation on the routes shall be reduced to the terms of 
the original contract on and after the Ist of March next. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Now, I care nothing abont that point. But sup- 
pose that there is service on a route three times a week, and under 
the administration of the law from the Ist of February last this serv- 
ice is cut down to once a week. Now, where is any provision in the 
bill to bring it back to three times a week? That is the point that 
I am making. 

Mr. Mc ON. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to explain to the House 
a matter which the gentleman from Minnesota does not seem to un- 
derstand. In the bill reported from the committee yesterday, it is 
proposed to cut down all contracts where there had been both in- 
creased and expedited service. The committee, however, thought that 
on some of the routes where increased service had been put a wrong 
might bedone. In order to right that wrong a discretion was 1505 
to the Postmaster-General in the second clause giving him $190,000 
for the increase of service. But now under the present bill we do not 
interfere with the post-routes so far as the number of trips is con- 
cerned, but only with the expedited service. We give all that is 
necessary for the number of trips which was authorized on the Ist of 
February, 1880. We cut down only on expedition. Therefore there 
is no necessity for the $100,000. 

I say to the gentlemen on the other side I am really surprised when 
we on this side of the House manifest such a liberal disposition—and 
when I say the other side I mean the majority on the other side—that 
when we manifest the liberal disposition we do to give $1,070,000 of 
deficiency which was unauthorized by law, I think we ought to be met 
in a proper spirit by the gentlemen on that side, and there should be 
a unanimous vote for the proposition. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I can say to the gentleman from Ohio that he 
does not understand it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to strike out the last word. Now, Mr. 
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Chairman, whether the bill presented yesterday to the House by the 
Committee on Appropriations or the substitute which has been offered 
by my colleague Ents, BAKER] be adopted, I wish only to say that in 
my judgment neither would have gotten twenty-five votes in this 
House, if I understand them properly, except for the fact that they con- 
tain provisions stripping a great many gentlemen representing coun- 

districts of any interest in eitherof them. If you strike out this 
minute the provision in the Dill, that where the expense does not 
exceed $2,500 for expediting the service, you cannot pass the bill, nor 
do I believe it will get twenty-five votes in the House. 

Now, what I am opposed to is the principle contained in the bill. 
What is it? You had an explanation of it yesterday by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. CANNON, ] and by all the gentlemen who spoke 
upon thesubject. Why, said they, we only strike poor little Colorado, 
with one vote in this Honse. We only strike Kansas, with three, and 
the eight Territories that have no voice at all upon this floor, and 
Texas and California. The rest of you are hushed down. It does 
not hurt you, but the Committee on Appropriations propose to leave 
the House with the scalps of eight Territories and three or four 
Western States dangling at their belt. 

When I asked my colleague, the gentleman from Indiana, if the 
principle upon which this bill was founded was not wrong, and, if 
not, why not let it apply to everybody, he failed to answerme. They 
have all failed to answer that question to thismoment. It makes no 
difference if all the money had been sqnandered which we appro- 
priated last year for the carrying of the mails; it makes no difference 
to us in acting upon this deficiency bill even if it were stolen. The 
question is: Are we to have mail facilities? Are the mails to be 
carried to our peopls? That is the question. The other question we 
will deal with when we come to it. 

I was surprised to hear some gentlemen say that the men in the 
Territories might put up with one mail a week, while you gentle- 
men who have seats here upon this floor have your mail brought to 
the Capitol and delivered to your seats at an expense of thousands 
of dollars annually,and this notwithstanding the city post-office is 
within a stone’s-throw of your Capitol. How can you undersueh cir- 
cumstances go home to your constituents and justify yourselves for 
this action of the Honse? J stand for the wreak. and it will be the 
proudest day of my life if, when I retire from this Hall, the people 
who knew and heard me here shall be able to say that whenever it 
was undertaken to exercise power against the weak my humble 
voice was for them as against the strong. [Applause.] 

I want to say another word; but the gentleman from California 
pe Pac] desires to speak, and I yield the balance of my time to 

im. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PAGE. I ask, then, to be recognized in my own right. I de- 
sire to say one word in reply to the gentleman from Illinois; [Mr. 
CANNON.] 1 was not aware that anything I had stated here to-day 
was of a nature to “rile up” my amiable friend, Mr. CANNON. I cer- 
tainly intended to say nothing that should reflect on his action in 
the committee or elsewhere. I did indulge in alittle pleasantry about 
the solid South, and it was a mere pleasantry, as yon all know, for 
there is not a gentleman on the other side of the House who does not 
know tbat I have been as liberal in my political views and my action 
on this floor as any gentleman here. 

I wish to say that in my action here to-day I have been governed 
by a direct purpose to benefit my people. As regards almost every 
route on which the service was expedited or increased and which is 
affected by this bill, the Legislature of my own State, at its session be- 
fore the present one, had memorialized by concurrent resolution this 
body for the securing of this mail service. And when the gentleman 
refers to three or four mail contractors, let me tell him, Mr. Chairman, 
that mail contractors never consult men who have no influence sim- 
ply from the fact they are noton committees that hold the purse-strin 
of the country. Mail contractors when they want anything from this 
House go to the party or to the men who hold the purse-strings, and 
not to humble individuals like myself or my colleagnes whom I see 
around me who have no influence and no power to be heard unless 
in so far as they can beg a few moments from the Appropriations 
Committee when it makes a report. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to offer an amendment, and ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS) to withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. CALKINS. With the consent of the committee I will with- 
draw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. I object. 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 2, line 4, after the word “law.” insert the words: 

Or increase the service upon existing routes other than those reduced by the 


first section of this bill. 

So that it will read : 

Sec. 2. That the further sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, as aforesaid, to enable the Postmaster-General to place new service as author- 
ized by law. or increase the service upon existing routes other than those reduced 


by the first section of this bill. 


Mr. DUNNELL. It will be seen that this amendment which I offer 
does not increase the amount proposed by the gentleman from Georgia. 
If it be adopted, the section will say that that $100,000 may be applied, 


first, to put on new service, or, as provided by my amendment, to in- 
crease the service which has already been reduced. I do not think 
the gentleman from Georgia can object to that. It does not increase 
the amount. 

The 8 being taken on Mr. DUNNELL’s amendment, it was 


agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to the second section. 

The question being put, the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
as amended, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SCALES reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 4736) to provide for the deficiency in the appropriations for the 
transportation of the mails on star rontes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1880, and had directed him to report back the same to the 
House with amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now move the previous question upon the bill 
and amendments. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. CLYMER. Oh, no; this bill must be passed by the Ist of March. 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw the motion. 

The 1 question was then seconded and the main question 
ordered. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole will now be read. 

The Clerk read the first amendment, which was to amend section 1 
of the bill so as to read as follows: 

That the sum of $970,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to meet the expenses of inland mail transportation on star rontes for 
the remainder of the current fiscal year, at or within contract prices as they existed 
on February 1, 1880: Provided, That npon any route where there has been an in- 
crease of the original contract price during the last or current fiscal year for ex- 
pediting the delivery of mails on any such routes at the rate of more than $2,500 
per annum tho compensation for expedited service on such routes shall be reduced 
to the terms of the original contract on and after the Ist day of March. 1880. And 
nothing herein contained shall be constraed to require the reduction of the num- 
ber of trips per week over any such route below the.present number. During the 
remainder of the current fiscal year no further expediting of service on any postal 
star route shall be made. 

The question was taken upon the amendment, and it was agreed to, 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was to amend section 2 of the bill so as to read as follows: 

That the further sum of $100.000 be, and the same ishereby, appropriated, as 
aforesaid, to enable the Postmaster-General to place new service as bathorised by 
law, or to increase the service upon existing routes other than those reduced by 
the first section of this bill. 

The question was taken upon the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. UPSON. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being but three in the 
affirmative. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 

Mr. MORRISON, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4751) to reduce duties in excess of 50 per cent. ad valorem on all 
articles embraced in Schedules A, B, C, E, K, L, and M of section 2504, 
Revised Statutes, and not subject to internal-revenue tax; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORTRESS MONROE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting estimates for repairing 
the building at Fortress Monroe, Virginia, 

Mr. GOODE. I move that that communication be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE. I will withdraw my motion to adjourn for the pur- 

of allowing 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman withdraws his motion the Chair 
will recognize members to present propositions. 

Mr. WHITE. I will withdraw the motion only for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The motion cannot be withdrawn conditionally. 

The motion of Mr. WHITE was then to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other s were laid on 
the Clerk’s d under the Lave and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. AIKEN : The petition of 1 of the Newberry 
(South Carolina) Herald, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH : The petitions of Touslley & Denni- 
son, publishers of The Eye, at Englewood, Illinois, for the abolition 
of the tariff duty on 5 the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John C. Bundy, publisher of the Religio-Philo- 
sophical Journal at Chicago, of simil ilar import—to the same commit- 
tee. 3 

Also, the petition of William Haskell, publisher of the Daily Tele- 
graph, at Chicago, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Jameson & Morse, publishers of the American 
Antiquarian and Oriental and Biblical Journal, at Chicago, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Medill, editor of the peice iat eal 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for 
a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of Swigart & Sons, of the Jack- 
son Sentinel and Jackson Demokrat, of Maquoketa, Iowa, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on type—to the same committee, 

Also, the petitions of P. F. Selby and 111 other citizens, of L. H. 
Randolph and 46 others, citizens of Perry County, Ohio, for legisla- 
tion against the exactions and discriminations of railroad and other 
monopolies in respect to passenger and freight rates—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BACHMAN: the petition of Cornell & Fehr, publishers of 
the Easton Daily and Weekly Argus and Northampton Correspond- 
ent; of H. S. Clauser, publisher of the Moravian, Bethlehem, enn- 
Sylvania, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petition of T. W. Bicknell, publisher of the 
Journal of Education, Boston, Massachusetts, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petition of C. Dickinson, of Barrington, Illi- 
nois, for the repeal of the stamp-tax on medicines—to the same com- 
mittee, 

Also, the R porary of Maria D. Langeloth, publisher of Eulenspei- 
gel; of M. J. Cahill, publisher of Pilot; of Enander & Bohman, pub- 
lishers of Hunlandet, and of Julius Silversmith, publisher of Occi- 
dent, Chicago, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The peniana of the Ledger-Standard Com- 
pany and of Otto Palmer, publisher of the Deutsche Zeitung, New 
Albany; of Isaac T. Brown, 1 of the Republican, Columbus, 
Indiaua, and of Thomas W. Bicknell, publisher of the National Jour- 
nal of Education, Boston, Massachusetts, of similar import to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Ledger- Standard Company, of New Al- 
bary, Indiana, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Benjamin Burgess & Sons and 35 others, im- 
porters and refiners of sugar in Boston, Massachusetts, against grant- 
ing diseretionary power to grade or classify sugar to the Secretary of 
the Treasury or any other person—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUCK: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Board of Charities 
and Reform, relating to pauper immigration—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petitions of James M. Gordon and 29 other 
citizens; of N. Dunlap aud 65 other citizens; of John S. Fleming and 
59 other citizens, and of George Wakefield and 13 other citizens, of 
Peoria County, Illinois, for amendment to the patent laws so as to 
protect innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of N. Dunlap and 67 other citizens; of G. Brass- 
field and 69 other citizens; of George Wakefield and 13 other citizens, 
and of James M. Gordon and 29 other citizens, of Peoria County, Nli- 
nois, for legislation to prevent fluctuations in freight charges—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. H. Phel 
Herald, for the abolition of tari 
Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Edwin Butler, publisher of the Stark County 
(linois) News, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Barnes & Baldwin, publishers of the Evening 
Journal, Peoria, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of W. H. Dodge, of Washington 
Territory, in relation to certain land grants—to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of H. P. Covert, E. G. Robbins, and 
45 others, citizens of Waterford, Michigan, for a law to prohibit rail- 
road and other transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of H. P. Covert and 46 others, citizens of Water- 
ford, Michigan, for a law to protect innocent purchasers of patented 
articles—to the Committee on Patents. 


„publisher of the Toulon (Illinois) 
duty on type—to the Committee of 


Also, the petitions of D. P. Whitmore, of Mason, and Fred. Slocum, 
of Holly, Michigan, publishers, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Kimball Webster and 15 others, 
citizens of Hillsborough County, New Hampshire, for legislation to 

rotect innocent users of patented articles—to the Committee on 
atents, 

Aliso, the 2 of Kimball Webster and 15 others, citizens of 
Hillsborough County, New Hampshire, for legislation to alleviate the 
oppressions of transportation monopolies—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BRIGHAM: The petition of Joseph A. Dear, of the Evening 
Journal, Jersey City, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of John B. Gains and J. C. 
Dickey, editors Simpson County (Kentucky) Enterprise and Frank- 
lin (Kentucky) Local, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petitions of J. D. Ainsworth, publisher 
Monona County (Iowa) Gazette; of Means & Downing, publishers 
Boone (Iowa) Republican; of A. M. Adams, publisher of the Inde- 
pendent, and other publishers of Dakota City; and of Fred. H. Taft, 
publisher of the Humboldt (Iowa) Kosmos, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of Daniel Jones and 33 others, 
citizens of Watertown, Wisconsin, to include Rock River in the res- 
ervoir plan in improving the navigation of the Mississippi River—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: The petition of F. C. Morehead, T. W. Camp- 
bell, and Rogers, Groome & Co., publishers, of Vicksburgh, Missis- 
sippi that material used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and fora reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, In.: The petition of Yearman & Bowen 
Eastin & Sawtell, of Glasgow, Missouri, of similar import—to the and 
same committee. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of Henry Peigh and 78 others, 
citizens of Huntington County, Indiana, for legislation protecting 
innocent purchasers of patented articles—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

Also, the petition of Thomas A. Eakin and 75 others, citizens of 
Huntington County, Indiana, for the of the Reagan inter- 
state-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of Charles Kernitz, of Long Island 
City, New York, for the repeal of the duty on type—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of W. H. Campbell and 12 other 
soldiers of Walton, Indiana, for tho penaga of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petitions of the Mercury Publishing Com- 

any of New Bedford; of George Robertson, publisher of the New 
Bedford Signal; of the Daily Herald Publishing Company, Fall River, 
and of Charles F. Swift & Son, of the Warmouth Register, Massa- 
chusetts, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Albert Hall and 81 others, ship-owners and 
shipping merchants, for the abolition of compulsory pilotage—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Robert K. Remington, of Fall River, and others, 
for the removal of the duties on chrome iron ore and bichromate of 
potash—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of Michael Mayers, for rehearing 
of his claim for medicine furnished the United States during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. JOSEPH J. DAVIS: The petition of Edwards, Broughton 
& Co., publishers of the Raleigh (North 5 Recorder, 
and of W. S. Black and F. L. Reid, editors of the Raleigh (North Car- 
olina) Advocate, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: Papers relating to House bill No. 4162, 
authorizing the Secretary of the ury to issue an American register 
to the bark Annie Johnson—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petitions of W. C. Hayward, publisher at 
Garner; of W. R. Mead, publisher at Crescow ; of F. A. Gates, pub- 
lisher at Belmond; of T. M. Atherton and G. W. Bennett, publishers 
at Osage ; of H. B. Nies, publisher at Marble Rock, Iowa, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petitions of H. B. Neis, publisher at Marble Rock, and of 
publishers of Butler County, Iowa, for the abolition of the tariff on 
ty to the same committee, 

y Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of John R. Bohan, A. Heidkamp, 
E. B. Bolens, and other publishers, of Port Washington, Wisconsin, 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of John H. Hennan and 31 others, 
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of Clinton County, Ohio, for a revision of the patent laws—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of John H. Hennan and 31 others, of Clinton 
County, Ohio, for the passage of an interstate-commerce bill—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

BY Mr. DUNNELL: The petitions of J. S. Bishop, of C. H. Slocum. 
of B. E. Darbey and others, of M. Halooren and others, publishers, of 
Minnesota, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the 1 of William P. Pickle and 10 others, citizens of 
Minnesota, for the amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee 
on Patents. } 

Also, the petition of William P. Pickle and 10 others, citizens of 
Minnesota, for a law to regulate interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

Also, the 1 of L. Bixby, of Owatonna, Minnesota, for the 
pens of the tariff on type—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of the publishers of the Grocers’ 
Advocate, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of the publishers of the New Religion, 
of Norway, Maine, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of T. O. Wise and other publishers 
of Norfolk, Virginia, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. N. J. HAMMOND: The petitions of J. C. McMichael and 
other owners and publishers of newspapers in the fifth congres- 
sional district of Georgia, for the abolition of the duty on type, and 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same commit- 
tee 


By Mr. HASKELL: The petitions of the publishers of the Times, 
Baxter Springs; of the Monitor, Fort Scott; of the Republican, Ot- 
tawa; of the Border Sentinel, Cherokee ; and of the Western Spirit, 
Paola, Kansas, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HAWK : The petitions of H. C. Gunn, of Warren Sentinel ; 
Charles Bent, of Whiteside Sentinel; of L. G. Burrows, of Forreston 
Herald; of J. W. Potter, of Freeport Daily Bulletin ; of J. W. Clin- 
ton, of Ogle County Press; of Samuel D. Wilson, of Oregon Courier; 
of Eshelman, Harrison & Ely, of Brethren at Work; of F. A. W. 
Shriner, of Oread, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: The petition of James McLaughlin, of Stafford 
Springs, and of David B. Mosely and others, of Hartford, Connecti- 
cut, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of William Kerr, for the removal of the charge 
of desertion against him—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Maria Stanton, president, and Caroline B. 
Buell, secretary, of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Con- 
necticut, fora commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traflle—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HAYES: The petitions of Robert Mann and John Woods, 
publishers of the Republican, Joliet; and of A. J, Lukens, publisher 
of the Record, Seneca, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of La Salle County, Illinois, for the 
amendment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of La Salle County, Illinois, for legis- 
lation regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. HAZELTON: The petition of E. A. Charlton and other 
editors of Wisconsin, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of James Watt and 56 others, citizens of Rich- 
land County, Wisconsin, for legislation regulating interstate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of John Noudorf and 60 others, citizens of Iowa 
and Grant Counties, Wisconsin, for an increase of the tariff on zinc— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petitions of J. B. Danforth, publisher 
of the Rock Island Argus; of N. J. Ludi publisher Orion Times; of 
Messrs. Mercer & Smith, publishers of the Bureau County Tribune ; 
of Chelsey & Brothers, publishers of the Kewanee Courier; of C. 
Bassett, publisher of the Kewanee Independent, and of C. Winter, 
publisher of the Neue Volks Zeitung, Rock Island, Minois, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Chelsey & Brother, publishers of the Kewanee 
‘Courier, and of C. Bassett, publisher of the Kewanee Independent, 
Kewanee, Illinois, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of Mrs. R. J. Lockhart, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. f j ’ 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of Neblett & Titus, publishers of the 


. (Tennessee) Chronicle, of similar import to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petitions of Cooper & Sons, publishers 
of the Banner, and other publishers of Black River Falls, Wisconsin, 
and of M. W. Parker & Co., of Neillsville, Wisconsin; of Morse & 
Moody, of the River Falls Journal, and of R. H. Gill, publisher Wis- 
consin Leader, Merrillon, Wisconsin, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of the State board of charities and reform of Wis- 
8 relating to pauper immigration—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of James, Remington & Palmer, 
publishers, of Ogdensburgh, New York, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The . of W. C. Mote and 20 others, citi- 
zens of Miami County, Ohio, for legislation regulating freights on 
railroads, and curtailing the power of monopolies—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of W. C. Mote and others, citizens of Miami 
County, Ohio, for legislation to protect innocent infringers of pat- 
ents—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. KETCHAM : The petition of S. Mapes, druggist, of Fishkill 
1 New York, for the repeal of the stamp-tax on perfumery 
and medicines—to the Committee of Ways and Muina 

ay, Mr, E. L. MARTIN: The petition of C. P. Johnson and others, 
publishers, of Wilmington, Delaware, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ON: The petition of Fred. M. Taylor, publisher of the 
Cazenovia (New York) Republican, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MCGOWAN: The petition of C. V. R. Pond, publisher of 
the Quincy (Michigan) Herald, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY : The petition of 89 soldiers of Kent, Port: 
County, Ohio, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of 195 soldiers of Kent, Portage County, Ohio, 
for the p: of a law for the equalization of 9 tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of 130 soldiers of Ravenna, Portage County, and 
other counties of Ohio, for the p. of alaw hae them the dif- 
ference between gold and the greenbacks in which they were paid 
for their services—to the same com mittee. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of B. A. Bonewell and 65 other 
soldiers of Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
same committee. : 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of Wilber F. Story, of the Chi- 
i Times, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of F. W. Hendkoper, president Chicago and 
Eastern Illinois Rai Company, and of J. B. Braun, president 
Chicago and Western Indiana Railroad Company, against a reduction 
of the 1505 steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton to the same committee. 

By Mr. MYERS: The petition of Frederick S. Williams, publisher 
La Fayette (Indiana) Sunday Times, and of Lew. A. Wallace, publisher 
Marion (Indiana) Democrat, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEW: The petition of the publisher of the Lawrenceburgh 
(Indiana) Press, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Sea (Indiana) 
Standard, that materials used in making paper be p on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: The petitions of citizens of Georgia, for the es- 
tablishment of post-routes from Screven to Waynesville; from Bailey’s 
Mills to Owen’s Ferry; from Swainsborough to Perry’s Mills, and from 
Statenville to Valdosta, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of eee 
for the passage of an electorallaw for the prompt settlement of dispute 
8 of Presidents of the United States to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr ORTH : The petition of citizens of Tippecanoe County, Indi- 
ana, for the passage of the bill regulating interstate commerce—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Tippecanoe County, Indiana, for the 
amendment of the patent laws so as to make vendors and manufact- 
urers of patented articles alone liable for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the 3 of the editors and proprietors of the La Fayette 
Journal, Colfax Chronicle, Indiana Statesman, Williamsport Repub- 
lican, and Thorntown Argus, in Indiana, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSMER: The petitions of R. B. Brown, publisher of the 
Erie Gazette; of the publisher of the Reporter and Farmer, Warren; 
of A. P. Whitaker, publisher, Franklin; and of James P. Willard, 
editor Despatch, Erie, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to the same 


committee. 
By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of the Union Printing Company, 
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New Haven, Connecticut, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PHILIPS: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Gribble 
for pay for property taken for the use of the United States Army dur- 
ing the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of T. D. Marcum, of Catlettsburgh, 
Kentucky, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of T. L. Moore and 76 others, soldiers and citi- 
zens, of Lawrence County, Kentucky, for the p of the bill for 
the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POUND: The petition of N. H. Hess and 38 others, ex-sol- 
diers, of Wisconsin, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of N. H. Hess and 36 others, ex-soldiers, of Wis- 
consin, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. PRICE : Joint resolutions of the Genoral Assembly of Iowa, 
for a law regulating and restricting railroads in their charges—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of H. L. Barter, of Iowa, that materials used in 
maaking paper be placed on the free list, aud for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Le Claire, Iowa, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the same committee, 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of 32 citizens of Pulaski County, 
N to amend the patent laws so as to make the manufacturer 
or vendor of patented articles alone liable for infringement—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of 32 citizens, of 33 citizens, and of 81 citizens 
of Pulaski County, Indiana, for the passage of the Reagan interstate- 
commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of 9 shipping. merchants, 
and others, for the passage of bill to abolish compulsory pilotage—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Jersey, for the improvement 
of South River—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Jersey, for the equalization of 
bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of J. W. Kendall, publisher Essex 
vere) Index, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 

ree list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of the publishers of the Avoca Delta, Corning 
Union, Glenwood Opinion, and Mills County Journal, Iowa, for the 
abolition of the duty on 1 the same committee. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of A. H. Ecker, pub- 
lisher of the Washington (Pennsylvania) Democrat, of similar im- 

rt—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of Wade & Brooks, of Milan, 
Tennessee, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of Edward O. Barry 
and 150 others, citizens of Jersey County, Illinois, for a law granting 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, or its equivalent in money, to a 
officers and soldiers who served in the Union Army and were honora- 
bly discharged—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Cadogan & Gardener and other publishers, of 
Quincy, Dlinois, aud of Cobb & Watson, publishers, of Barry, illi- 
nois, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of T. M. Rogers, of Quincy, Illinois, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of G. B. Litchfield, of Litchtield, 
Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Edward Freeman and others, publishers, of 
Kinmundy, Illinois, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petitions of H. 8 publisher of 
the Staats Wochenblatt, Springfield; of Theodore Wilkins, publisher 
of the Wochenblatt, Beardstown; of T. D. Price & Co., publishers 
of the Courier, Jacksonville, IIlinois, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 

, the petition of G. W. James and 123 others, of Meredosia, 
Illinois, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of W. J. Bolin and other newspa- 
per publishers in North Carolina, that materials used in making pa- 
per be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printiig pa r—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

* r. STEVENSON: Four goons of druggists of Ilinois; of 
W. W. Marmon and 15 other ggists, of Bloomington, and of M. 
M. McLean, of Illinois, for the re of the stamp-tax on perfumery 
and medicines—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of John W. Hoffman, editor of the Pekin Free 
Press ; of George L. Hutchen, of the Bloomington Eye, and of M. F. 


Leland, publisher of the Bloomington Daily Leader, Illinois, for the 


abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petitions of the publishers of the Sparta Sen- 
tinel, and Holland Grondwet, Michigan, of similar import—to the 
same committee, 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Sparta (Michigan) Senti- 
nel, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of William Darrell 
for pay for services as a recruiting officer during the late war—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Rufus J. Goins for additional 

ay for services rendered as an officer in the United States Army dur- 
ing the late war—to the same committee. 

, papers relating to the petition of William Phillips, that the 
name of Stephen Phillips be placed on the rolls of Company K, Ninth 
Tennessee e the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the Receives claims of Margaret A. Cox, 
Rebecca Franklin, James Hines, Melvina Ingle, A. B. Keele, guardian 
of Maggie A. and Daniel Nobles, Jesse Lamburt, Mrs. N. J. Robert- 
son, Mary Rogers, Nancy M. Staples, Joseph Tally, Minerva B. Thorn- 
hill, and Susannah Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Richard Hale to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

BI ME, WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of J. H. Duffus, 
publisher of the Malcom (Iowa) Gazette, for the abolition of the duty 
on t to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of ex-soldiers of Saline 
County, Illinois, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Gallatin Connty, Ilinois, for the pas- 
sage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of John 8. Barbour, president 
Washington City, Virginia Midland and Great Southern Railroad 
Company, against a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to 
$10 a ton—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: The petitions of J. R. Cochran and 
others, citizens of Calloway 9 © of J. B. Lane and others, citi- 
zens of Ballard County ; of S. W. Philips and others, citizens of Ful- 
ton County; and of Henry C. Cobb and others, citizens of Lyon 
County, Kentucky, for relief from railroad extortions and monopo- 
lies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of J. R. Smith & Co. and others, citizens of Padu- 
cah, Kentucky, for legislation to prevent the traffic in adulterated 
food—to the Committee on Manufactures, 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
Towa favoring Lesh, amen ee control of insterstate commerce on rail- 
way lines—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of 11 (being all) publishing houses in Dubuque, 
Towa, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of H. R. West and C. H. Goodrich, 
publishers, of Monroe County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of Annie Cutter and O. F. Peet, 
publishers, of Minnesota, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of L. Sherwin and 183 others, of 
Northumberland County; of W. B. McCohen and 12 others, of Ju- 
niata County ; of Allen Brooks and 63 others, of Boker’s Landing, 
Pennsylvania; of Leander Desart and 31 others, of C. H. Stone and 
14 others, of Hastings, Michigan; of John Hancock and 22 others, of 
Oshkosh, Wisconsin; of Joel Winder and 49 others, of Ohio; of An- 
drew Davis and 73 others, of Washington County, Ohio; of L. J. 
Lesage and 25 others, of Lesage’s, West Virginia; of Michael Beione 
and 32 others, of Passaic, New Jersey; of H. S. Sutliff and 71 others, 
of Johnson County, Iowa; of Hollis Tibbetts and 11 others, of East 
Palermo, Maine; of W. E. Walker and 31 others, of Ann Arbor, Mich- 
igan ; of W. L. Pierce and 43 others, of Oshkosh, Wisconsin ; of D. 

. Landis and 23 others, of Oakley, Illinois; of Walter Fish and 18 
others, of Millerton, New York, and of Patrick Flyn and 84 others, 
of Rockford, Illinois, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to 
the Committee on Milita: airs. 

Also, resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, in 
relation to interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 
A to the Des Moines River lands—to the Committee on Public 

an 

Also, resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, in 
relation to remitting and abating the internal-revenue legacy tax— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the Poe of O. F. Ostrander and 20 others, and John H. 
Fawcett and 20 others, of Olmsted County, Minnesota, for the pas- 


sage of laws to protect producers against the oppression of transpor- 
tation monopolies—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of O. F. Ostrander and 18 others, of Olmsted 
County; of John H. Fawcett and 26 opem of Marion County, Min- 
nesota, for the amendment of the patent 
on Patents. 


aws—to the Committee 
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IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 27, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a letter from Powell Clay- 
ton, of Arkansas, and an accompanying affidavit, in relation to the 
affidavit of J. J. Sumpter transmitted to Congress with the report of 
the Hot . ion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Publie 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the Secretary of War, 
transmitting the proceedings of a board of survey, from which it ap- 
yous that certain men of Company K, Sixth Infantry, were sufferers 

the destruction or damage of articles of their clothing in their 
orts to extinguish a fire at Fort Stevenson, Dakota Territory, ang 
recommending that authority be ted to issue clothing in lieu of 
that . which was refe to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a message from the President of the 
United States, transmitting, in answer to the resolution of the Senate 
of the 27th ultimo, a report from the Secretary of State relating to 
the claim of Max Bromberger against the Government of Mexico; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency iu the appropriations for the 
transportation of the mails on star rontes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1880 ; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 3058) authorizing the remission of 
duty on an altar from Rome, Italy, for the Saint John’s cathedral, of 
aao anapolia Indiana; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 

ent. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON presented the memorial of William Painter, presi- 
dent of the Peninsula Railroad, of Virginia, and president of the 
Worcester and Somerset Railroad, representing 80 miles of railroad, 
remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $25 
to $10 a ton; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a joint resolution of the 

Legislature of Wisconsin, instructing the Senators and requesting the 
Representatives from that State to support the bill in relation toim- 
mediate transportation of dutiable goods; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I also present a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Wisconsin in relation to financial legislation by 
Congress, in which it is recited, “ that in the opinion of this Legis- 
lature Congress might seriously endanger the existing condition of 
trade and commerce by legislation on financial questions, and that 
therefore such legislation should be avoided.” I move its reference 
to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Charles K. Radcliffe, editor 
and 3 of the Lake County Star, Baldwin, Michigan, prayin 
for the passage of a bill placing wood and straw pulp, soda-ash, an 
other chemicals used in the manufacture of paper on the free list, 
and to reduce the duty on printing-paper used for books, &.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the petition of the publishers of the 
Michigan Christian Advocate, of Detroit, Michigan, praying for the 
reduction of the tariff duty upon printing-type; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Henry Bonn and others, man- 
ufacturers of cigars, of the first district of Illinois, praying for a re- 
duction of the tax on cigars to $4 per thousand ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the memorial of Myers & Co., wholesale drug- 
gists of Cleveland, Ohio, representing the Western Wholesale Drug- 
eee. Association and the wholesale druggists of New York City, in 

avor of the repeal of the law taxing perfumery, cosmetics, and 
cre preparations; which was referred to the Committee on 
nance, 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of 24 heads of families of 
the Indian band of Pottawatomies, praying the passage of a bill for 
the early settlement of their claims by the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Virginia Grove, of Pensacola, 
Florida, praying the passage of a bill granting relief to Missouri Hiner, 
daughter of David Hiner, deceased, late a naval pensioner; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of William H. Prout, pub- 
lisher of the Gazette, at Gordonsville, Virginia, and Rhodes & Davis 
editors of the Virginia Missionary, praying for the passage of a bill 
placing wood and straw pulp, soda-ash, and other chemicals used in 


the manufacture of paper, on the free list, and reducing the duty on 
printing-paper used for books, &c.; which was refe to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. JONAS. I present the memorial of the Greenville and New 
Orleans Packet Company and others, and ask that it be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: 


The memorial of the Greenville and New Orleans Packet Company, Thomas P. 
Leathers, and others. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, owners of steamboats plying upon the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries, respectfully present this their memorial to 8 

Your memorialists show that they havo for years past suffered large pecuniary 
losses, and that their interests have suffered mat y by reason of the desertion 
of crews and parts of crews of steamboats; that the evil has culminated during 
the past winter, causing great injury and damage to all concerned in river naviga- 
tion, or in any manner dependent thercon. N 

That crews ship for the ronud trip to certain designated points and back to the 
port of departure; that the peculiarities of the trade require the steamboats to 
make numerons stop at intervals of a few miles, thus increasing the facili- 
ties for desertion. That the principal business of the steamboats is the convey- 
ing of the agricultural products from the country districts to the large centers of 
trade. That asa general thing the outward cargoes are light, and the labor en- 
tailed upon the crews light; the labor and toil commencing on the homeward voy- 
age, when large quantities of cotton, corton-seed, and sugar and rice are taken on 
board, at various points along the banks of the rivers. That as a general thing 
the crews work faithfully upon the outward voyage, but on the homeward voyage, 
when the weather increases in severity, the hands desert rather than incur the 
toll and fatigue. That as the banks of the southern and western rivers are but 
thinly populated, it is impossible to replace deserters, and of the utmost impor- 
tance to steamboats to preserve intact the crews with which they started. That 
these desertions in many cases leave the steamboat helpless until assistance is sent 
from the cities, and in all cases retard them, proventing them from falfilling their 
contracts, and often seriously interfering with the prompt delivery of the United 
States mails. That ngers are delayed and their business seriously interfered 
with, That the delays caused by these desertions often work serious dama; 
and cause severe losses to the planters, whose chances of getting fair prices for their 
products are often dependent upon the promptness with which these products 
are placed upon the market; and that thus the hopes and sacrifloes of a year are 

ced to the wanton caprices of a few heedless steamboat bands. 

Your mem ts further show that as the only means of communication be- 
tween most of the points on the rivers is by the medium of steamboats, the inter- 
ests, comforts, and welfare of a very large portion of the population of the West 
and South are to a great extent dependent upon the regularity and efficiency of 
the steamboats. 

That these desertions have become so frequent that scarcely a steamboat returns 
to port without having to record two or three instances of desertion, and that the 
interests of commerce, the safety of those whose property is invested in such en- 
terprises, as well as the real and well-considered interests of the steamboat hands 
themselves imperatively demand that this evil be checked. That the expenses of 
steamboats are very heavy, and any delay causes severe losses, and ofttimes con- 
sumes the entire profits of the voyage, 

Your m sts show that the only penalty im d by the maritime law or 
the acts of Con upon such offenders is a forfeiture of all wages; that this 
penalty is not sufficient to deter deserters, as a voyage seldom extends over a 
week's time, occupying as a general thing three or four days, antl the wages due 
amount to but a few dollars. That oven this paitry penalty can seldom be imposed, 
as the steamboat hands do not recognize this right, and almost always libel the 
boat if not paid wages up to time of desertion. That the expenses of bonding, 
taking testimony, lawyers’ fees, &c., are always so much larger than the claim 
that steamboats are in self-defense forced to pay, and are thus practically unpro- 
tected and at the mercy of refractory hands. 

That owing to the laborious duties performed by steamboat hands, they are in 
the busy season paid wages in proportion, getting at the rate of from $60 to $70 per 
month. That they are only too willing to pay their hands for all services ren- 
dered: and that all that memorialists ask of Congress is to pass laws which will 
compel steamboat hands toa strict compliance with terms of the shipping contract 
and serve during the whole trip. That the only way to accomplish this end is to 
enact a law punishing desertion by imprisoning and thus afford to steamboats and 
other vessels on the inland waters tho same protection so liberally extended to 
sea-going vessels. 

Wherefore yonr memorialists pray that section 4596 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States be amended and its provisions made to extend to the inland 
navigable waters, and all waters subject to the admiralty and maritime jurisdic- 
tión of the United States, 


Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Emma B. Butterfield, of Nashua, 
New aponte; mother of James A. B. Butterfield, late of Company 
A, Second iment Illinois Cavalry, praying that she may be allowed 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ar. WILLIAMS presented the petition of J. M. Bigger and others, 
members of the senate and house of representatives of Kentucky, 
praying for the passage of a bill to increase the efficiency of the ma- 
rine hospital service ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of J. C. Riley and others, citizens of 
Boone Connty, Kentucky, praying such an amendment of the patent 
laws as will protect innocent users of patented articles from prosecu- 
tion as infringers; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present tlie petition of E. S. B. Tracy, anda 
large number of other citizens of Chittenden County, Vermont, com- 
plaining of the transportation monopolies that now control interstate 
commerce, and praying that Congress will make use of all its consti- 
tutional powers to redress the evils attendant upon that system. I 
move its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was a 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the same county in Vermont, praying 
tion that will protect the innocent purchasers of patents from the 

ing lawsuits to which they are now exy wing out of 
I move the reference of 


to. 
I present also the petition of sundry citizens of 
ongress to pass some legisla- 


the present patent laws, as they conceive. 
the petition to the Committee on Patents, 
ə motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. PLUMB ee additional papers to accompany the bill (8. 
No. 1325) for the relief of J. C. Irwin; which were rred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Mr. PADDOCK presented the memorial of E. S. Gillett and others, 
citizens of Nebraska and soldiers in the late war, remonstrating against 
the p: e of the bill (S. No. 496) providing for the examination and 
adjudication of pension claims; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of James McCreedy and others, citi- 
zens of Nebraska and soldiers in the late war, praying for the passage 
of what is known as the Weaver bill, to pay the soldiers in the late 
war the difference between the velue of greenbacks and gold at the 
time they were paid; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Alexander Montgomery, 
lieutenant-colonel United States Army, of Georgetown, District of 
Columbia, praying for compensation due him as major and quarter- 
master from July 25, 1863, to June 13, 1864, inclusive; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORDON presented the petition of Dan Meyers, of the firm of 
Benton, Meyers & Co., wholesale druggists of Cleveland, Ohio, and 
others, druggists of New York City, praying the repeal of the law im- 
posing a tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and medicinal preparations; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

ADDITIONAL COPIES OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 179) authorizing the Pablic Printer to 
print additional copies of bills and other public documents, have in- 
structed me to report it with amendments, and to ask for its present 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Printing were, in 
line 5, after the word “ documents,” to insert “hereafter ;” in line 6, 
after the word “distributed,” to strike out “heretofore,” and after 
“added,” in line 8, to insert “on giving the notice required by section 
3809, title 45, of the Revised Statutes;” so as to make the joint reso- 
lution read: 

That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed. to furnish to all appli- 


cants copies of bills and reports and other * o documents hereafter printed b, 
Erol Ooni and distributed from the document-rooms of the Senate an 
ouse, on 


ng the costof such ing with 10 per c 
on giving the now PSST by section 3809, titles of Mino Revised Statutes.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shouldlike to have an explanation of the joint 
resolution from the Senator reporting it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The joint resolution explains itself. It author- 
izes the Public Printer to sell at cost, with 10 per cent. added, any 
copies of bills, reports, or other documents ordered by the authority 
of Congress, subject to the provision of section 3809 of the Revised 
Statutes, which requires that the person desiring such documents shall 
notify the Printer in advance, and pay him the estimated cost, and 
10 per cent. added. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notice must be given to the Printer in advance? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint reso- 
lution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

CONSTANTINO DRUMIDI. 


Mr. MORRILL, I am directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1358) for the 
payment of certain moneys to the heirs of Constantino Brumidi, de- 
ceased, to reportit with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
I am also directed to ask the immediate consideration of the bill, I 
presume there will be no objection to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on Public vir 
and Grounds was, to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill, and in lieu-thereof to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to Elena 
Brumidi, of Rome, Italy, and Lawrence S. Brumidi, of Washington, District of 
Columbia, children of Constantino Brumidi, deceased, the sum of 3500, one-half to 
each, being the amount reserved from the last voucher paid him for painting in 
fresco the picture on the canopy of the Dome of the Capitol; and also to pay the 
sum of $200 to defray the funeral expenses of said deceased ; said payments to be 
made out of the moneys appropriated by an act approved March 3, 1879, entitled 
„An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other rag sage said appropriation 
being in the language followisg: To pay C. Brumidi, for retouching and blend- 
ing the picture in fresco on the canopy of the Dome of the Capitol, and for con- 
structing a scaffolding ander said picture, $700.” 

The amendment was agreed to. j 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. F 


RELIEF OF COLORED EMIGRANTS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask tbe unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up the bill (H. R. No. 3233) for the relief of colored emigrants, 


which was reported by the Finance Committee a few days ago and 
which went to the Calendar by virtue of an objection by myself and 
perhaps other Senators. My objection at that time was not based 
upon the merits of the bill but upon certain circumstances surround- 
ing its introduction of which I need not speak. I apprehend there 
will be no objection whatever to the passage of the bill, and I ask 
the Senate to consider it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that will be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Cheir will recognize the Senator 
from Indiana for that purpose as soon as the morning business shall 
have been concluded. Reports of committees are now in order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WALKER. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4244) for the establishment 
of titles in Hot Springs, and for other purposes, to report it with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, and recommend that the 
substitute be passed. I also submit a report to accompany the bill, 
and move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. Inasmuch as the time is short within which legis- 
lation must be had upon this subject, I wish to give notice that on 
Wednesday next I shall seek to call up this bill for consideration by 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At what hour on Wednesday? 

Mr. WALKER. Immediately after the morning hour. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
who were directed by a resolution of the Senate to examine into the 
rights of the Senate in regard to the allotment of the rooms in the 
Capitol ately occupied by the Court of Claims, submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1327) granting 

rinission for the erection of certain statuary upon the buttresses in 

ront of the sub-treasury building in the city of New York, to report 
it with an amendment; and I ask that the bill be read and consid- 
ered at this time. It is a mere formal matter, and I am satisfied that 
there will be no objection to it. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The bill ought to provide, if it is to pass, for the 
thing being done insome way under the superintendence of the proper 
officers of the United States, so as not to injure the building, and to 
make these monuments secure in their place against falling upon the 
heads of the people. These gentlemen ought not to be allowed to 
take possession even of the outside of the building under their own 
absolute control, as this bill leavesthem. Therefore I think, as there 
are pension claims on the Calendar, the bill had better go over that 
that point may be looked into, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made to the present con- 
sideration of the bill, it will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 454) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Montgomery, Alabama, reported it with 
5 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 

rinted. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 489) for the relief of James P. Worrell, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EATON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1330) to provide for 
the payment of salaries of diplomatic and consular officers while in 
the United States under orders from the State Department; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1071) granting a pension to George Wylie, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Martin J. Deponai, late a private in Company E, Eightieth 
New York Volunteers, praying to be allowed an increase of pension, 
submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be priated, 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition. 

REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, reported the 
following resolution ; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing: 

Resolved, That the annual report of the Librarian of Congress be printed, and 
that the usual number of 500 extra copies, with paper covers, be printed for distri- 
bution by the Librarian. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. . 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 25th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 80) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to transport contribu- 
tions for the relief of the suffering poor of Ireland. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the appro- 
priations for the transportation of the mails on star routes for the 
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fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
* BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GORDON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, Jeave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1381) to amend the act giv- 
ing approval and sanction of Con to the ronte and termini of 
the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1382) to establish certain post-rontes in the 
State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, PENDLETON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1383) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to adjust the accounts of certain bands of Pottawato- 
mie Indians in the States of Michigan and Indiana, and pay any ar- 
rears of annuities due to them under treaties of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. S5) for the relief of the Kan- 
sas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads, 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MAXEY, Mr. TELLER, Mr. SAUNDERS, and Mr. GARLAND 
submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them, respect- 
ively, to the bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the 
appropriations for the transportation of the mails on star routes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30,1880; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Some time since I reported a bill 
(S. No. 557) to authorize the payment of prize-money to the captors 
of the steamboat New Era No. 5 and cargo from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs adversely, and it was postponed indefinitely. Ishould 
like to have the indefinite postponement reconsidered and the bill 
recommitted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to reconsidering the 
vote by which the bill was postponed indefinitely? The Chair hears 
none; and the bill will be recommitted to the Committee on Naval 

rs. 
DEATH OF SENATOR HOUSTON. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate is directed to communicate to the 
House of Representatives the resolutions of the Senate in reference to Hon. 
GEORGE S. HOUSTON, deceased, adopted on the 26th of February, instant, 

WASTE OF WATER. 

Mr. ROLLINS submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they hereby 
are, directed to inform the Senate whether within the last year any investigations 
have been made in reference to the waste of water, and if so, when and for what 
time such examinations were made, in what sewers and sections of the city the 
same were made, and transmit to the Senate copia of any reports made upon this 
subject, with a statement of the action taken by them in reference thereto, and 
generally what action has been taken, and what means have been or are used to 
prevent undue waste of water in the District. 

CANCELLATION OF POSTAGE-STAMPS, 


Mr. KIRKWOOD submitted the following resolation; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resoived, That the Postmaster-General be directed to communicate to the Sen- 
ate such information as may be in his possession touching a suit recently determ- 
ined against the postmaster at the city of New York for damages for the alleged 
upanthorized use of a patented instrument for 5 and par- 
ticularly the number of such instruments bought and in the post-office at New 
York City for each year and in the aggregate during the time for which 
were claimed in said suit, the prices at which manufacturers are willing to farn: 
such instruments free of royalty to the inventor, and the amount of the judgment 
recovered in said suit against the postmaster at New York. 


MEXICAN AWARD. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President, if not inconsistent with the public service, be re- 
quested to inform the Senate what action, if any, has been taken by him under 
authority of section 5 of the act approved June 18, 1878, entitled “ An act to pro- 
vide for the distribution of the awards o under the convention between the 
United States of America and the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 4th day of 
July, 1 and of the grounds of such action, and what farther action, if any, the 
honor of the United States may in his opinion require to be taken in the premises. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution ought to be modified so as to read 
“that the President, if in his opinion nat incompatible with the pub- 
lic interests.” That is the usual form. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the Secretary so modify the resolution. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

RELIEF OF COLORED EMIGRANTS. 
Mr. VOORHEES I renew the request that I made a little while 
to have the House bill No. 3283 considered. 
Se unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3258) for the relief of col- 
ored emigrants. It admits free of duty all clothing and other arti- 


cles, being charitable contributions or the avails of charitable con- 
tributions, imported in good faith for the relief or aid of colored per- 
sons who may have emigrated from their homes to other States, and 
not for sale, and all such articles imported and now in bond; such ar- 
ticles are to be delivered only to State or ere corporations, or 
to some society or institution established for charitable purposes, and 
the importers or consignees are to give such security as the Secre 
of the may prescribe for the payment of lawful duties en 
such articles, should any of them be sold, or used contrary to the pro- 
visions and intent of the act, which is to remain in force until Feb- 
ruary 1, 1881. 

Mr. BAILEY. I offered an amendment to the bill the other day, 
which I ask to haye reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill: 


And the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to the cost of transportin, 
such clothing and other articles, from the 8 8 to their 8 
destination, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
seats in line 18 to strike out February 1, 1881," and insert Ist day of June 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on ing to the amend- 
ment 8 by the Senator from Tennessee, i Mr. BaILry.] 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will not persist 
in offering an amendment to this bill. It would be a virtual destruc- 
tion of the bill—that is to say, it would compel its return to the House 
of Representatives. The offer of the payment of the cost of trans- 
portation is something entirely needless. The steamers brought these 
goods to our shores for nothing, and we have many railroad companies 
that will gladly carry them for nothing. There is therefore no need 
of offering an amendment providing that the United States shall pay 
for the transportation. 

The limitation of the time, so as to make the law cease to operate 
on the ist of June, 1880, instead of the Ist of February, 1881, it seems 
to me is uncalled for. I have no idea that there will be a continuous 
2 of charity flowing from a few Quakers in England to our 

ores. 

I hope that the Senator from Tennessee will not persist in the 
e and if he should persist in it, I hope the Senate will vote 
it down. 

Mr. BAILEY. My reason for offering an amendment limiting the 
operations of the bill to the Ist of June, 1880, is founded in my 
knowledge of the character of the persons for whose benefit these 
gifts are intended. The impression will go ont, and by designing 
men it will be 8 to them and taught to them, tliat other gov- 
ernments and other people are 3 in their behalf aud making 
gifts to them as an encouragement to their migrating and yielding 
to the delusive stories that have been told and that are being told 
to them everywhere in the communities from which the emigrants 

forth. Moreover, it will be said that the Government of the United 
tates is encouraging this emigration, and many a poor ignorant man 
among them will be induced to move to Kansas or tosome other west- 
ern State solely for the purpose of receiving the bounty which he will 
be told is in store for him when he reaches his place of destination. 
Therefore 1 that an amendment should be made limiting the 
time during Which the law shall be operative. 

I care little for that matter; but the other point of the amendment 
I regard as substantial and important. These goods may have been 
brought to our shores free of charge. The Senator from Vermont 
says that they will be transported from the port of entry where re- 
ceived to the point of destination free of charge by many railroad 
companies who will gladly make this concession to them. I do not 
know that we have the onigution or the bond of any railroad com- 
pany to do any such thing; butif it is worth while that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should relinquish its duties upon these 

as a charity to these people, certainly it is equally proper for 
it to pay the cost of transporting the goods. Icannotsee how we can 
divide the obligation of the Government to relinquish the impost du- 
ties from its obligation also to transport these goods to the point of 
destination. Therefore, I shall insist upon the amendment. I shall 
insist upon it, because I think if we intend to make this gift to these 
poor people we ought to make it a complete and a perfect gift, and 
make it of some substantial value to them. 

It is objected that the amendment will force the necessity of send- 
ing the bill back to the other branch of Con Certainly when 
it reaches the House of Representatives it will receive the prompt 
attention which it received when first introduced, and the same prompt 
attention which it has received in the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator is mistaken in supposing that a bill 
of this kind, if returned to the House, can receive the same prompt 
attention there thatitcan receiveinthe Senate. This bill was passed 
by the House nearly a fortnight ago. It is a House bill. The articles 
embraced by its provisions are, as I su , second-hand clothing 
and a lot of woolen blankets, cheap fabrics, but fabrics that will only 
be useful if sent at once, as the winter is rapidly passing away. 

I hope, therefore, there will not be any disposition on the part of the 
Senate to delay the bill by an amendment ef any sort, as it would be 
delayed if it should be sent back to the House, but that we shall allow 
shese gifts to be sent at once to the place where they may be made 
useful. 

Mr. BAILEY. At the suggestion of Senators about me, and upon 
the assurance given by the Senator from Vermont, I withdraw the 
amendment, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDUCATIONAL FUND. 


Mr. BAILEY. I move that the bill (S. No. 133) to establish an ed- 
ueational fund and apply a portion of the proceeds of the public 
lands to public education, and to provis for the more complete en- 
dowment and support of national coll for the advancement of 
scientific and industrial education, be made the special order for Mon- 
day week at the expiration of the morning hour. 

in RANDOLPH. I should like to ask whether, if that bill should 
be made the special order for that time, it would supersede any busi- 
ness or spécial order then pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The fact of the bill being made a special 
order would not of itself override the unfinished business. A special 
order is always at the discretion of a majority of the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Did I understand that the Senator from Tennes- 
see moved that the bill be made the special order immediately after 
the reading of the Journal on that day? 

Mr. BAILEY. No, sir; after the morning hour. 

Mr. ANTHONY. After half past one? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be reported by its title. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee, that the bill be made the special order for 
the 8th day of March next, at half past one o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am opposed to special orders. By that time 
there ought to be appropriation bills here, and I do not want any- 
thing to interfere with the right of the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
RANDOLPH] to take up the matter from the Committee on Military 
Affairs that he has so often pressed upon the attention ef the Senate, 
nor to interfere with the right of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THUR- 
MAN] to call up the bill about the Geneva award, both of which are 
now passed over by the cireumstance of the pending question in re- 
gard to the 5 per cent. business being still undisposed of. I think 
the Senate will make a mistake if it makes u special order of anything 
except in some very extreme emergency. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senate will make a special order of 
this bill, for I know of no subject of greater national importance. I 
do not desire to discuss the merits of the question at this time, but it 
seems to me that we can have no question before us that interests all 
parts of our country more than the bill which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee has moved be made a special order. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I concur with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] in what he has said in reference to this bill. There is no 
more important bill before the Senate at this time than this very bill. 
I hope it will be made a special order, as requested by the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. MAXEY. The bill which the Senator from Tennessee asks to be 
made a special order for the 8th of March has received unusual con- 
sideration from the Committee on Education and Labor. It has been 
before Congress at previous sessions but has been pushed ont of the 
way. As the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] says, I believe 
this bill is one of great national importance, and it deserves to be set 
down as a special order, I make this statement as a member of the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope the objection made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] will not meet the approbation of the Senate. 
No more important question, none that more deeply interests the 
American people, will be brought before Congress at this session. It 
is a matter of vast interest to every section of the 5 It is a 
bill to which the people everywhere, so far as my knowledge of the 
country extends, are looking with a great deal of interest. I think, 
in deference to the interest that is felt in this matter by the public, 
it is due that the Senate should make the bill a special order, and 
take it up on the day mentioned for consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the request of the Senator from Tennessee will 
be granted by the Senate, A similar bill passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives at a previous Congress after very full discussion. Yi 
has been fully considered by the committee of the Senate, and they 
desire that it should be passed here. It is a bill of great public 
interest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When I made the objection in the interest of 
getting on with the business of the Senate, I did not know what the 
nature of the bill was. I admit its importance; but I do not think 
that important bills get any headway or any advantage by being 
made special orders, and they stand in the way of getting on in the 
most economical mode as to time with the whole business of the Sen- 
ate. But if Senators think anything is to be gained by making the 
bill a special order I shall certainly withdraw my objection and we 
can try it in this particular case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee that the bill be made a special order for 
Monday the 8th of March, at half t one o’clock, 

The eae being put, it was declared that the motionwas agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Two-thirds voting in the affirmative? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, All the votes were in the affirmative. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the proper entry be made. 


HORTENSIA H. COOK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar. 

The bill (8. No. 66) for the relief of Hortensia H. Cook was an- 
nounced as the first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought I objected to that yesterday and it went 
over; but if I did not object then, I will do so now. I have looked 
into the case referred to by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pryor]? 
yesterday as being a precedent for this bill, and as far as I can under- 
stand it from a hasty perusal this morning, it is not a precedent at 
all, but possibly on further investigation I shall find that it is, as I 
have been obliged to examineitin great haste. In order that the mat- 
ter may be looked into and that we may be sure of the ground we are 
standing on, { think the bill had better go over as a matter for dis- 


cussion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
JOSEPH N. LEWIS., 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 299) for the relief ` 
of Joseph N. Lewis; which was considered as in Committee of the- 
Whole. It provides for the payment to Joseph N. Lewis of 8411.22, 
in full of all claim by him for charges and expenses in connection 
with the seizure and care of the American bark Amelia, at Port au- 
Prince, Hayti, in the year 1855, while he was commercial agent of the 
United States at that port. 

1 Mr. JONES, of Florida. If there is a report in that case, I wish to- 
ear it. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Mc- 
MILLAN on the 29th of January : 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill S. No. 299, with the peti- 
tion and other papers accompanying the same, have had the samo under der- 
ation, and respectfully submit the following report: 

This claim has already been acted on by this committee at the first session of the 
Forty fourth Congress, (Report No. 323.) and at the second session of the Forty- 
fifth Congress, . No, 269.) The matter was fully considered, and a favorable 
report made on each occasion. Having carefully examined the case, we concur in 
the former action of the committee. 

The 25 785 heretofore made, which are substantially alike, set forth the facts 
upon which the claim is based and the grounds for allowing the same. We there- 
fore adopt the report (No. 269) made at the second session of the Forty-fifth Con- 
gress by Mr. Hanns, from the committee, as follows: 

* The petitioner, Joseph N. Lewis, now a resident of Missouri, was, in 1855, com- 
mercial agent of the United States at Port au Prince, Hayti. On the 22d of Septem- 
ber of that gee as such commercial agent, he caused the seizure at that port of the 
American bark Amelia, for violation of the neutrality laws of the United States, 
by reason of her contraband cargo of guns and ammunition. The fact of the seizure 
was communicated by the petitioner to the State Department, by adispatch of the 
25th of September, 1555. Parsuantto the suggestion of the State Department, the 
United States steamship Saratoga was sent to Port au Prince to bring the Amelia. 
to New York. $ 

»The petition, which is verified, states that on the passage to the port of New 
York, as the petitioner is informed, the said vessel was forced by stress of weather 
and damage into the po of Saint Thomas, where both the vessel and cargo were 
condemned and sold 59 7 United States, and the proceeds of the sale were paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. In the seizure and subseqnent care of the- 
vessel at Port an Prince, the petitioner expended, of his own money, the sum of 
$411.22 in gold, as for account of the United States. 

“After the departure of the vessel from Port au Prince, the petitioner forwarded 
to the State Department a statement of the expenses, with vouchers inclosed by 
him, and notified the Department of his having drawn a draft for $111.22 on that 
acconnt. The draft was referred to the Treasury Department, and that Depart- 
ment informed the holder that there was no e pop cain for its payment. 

The petitioner has, from time to time, appealed td the Department of State and 
the Treasury Department to refund to him the amount so advanced on account of © 
the Government, and has invariably been answered that there wes no appropria- 
tion out of which this demand could be peas and finally, despairing of payment 
from the Department, in 1874 he appealed to Congress. 

The Committee on Claims of the Forty-fourth Congress submitted the petition 
to the State De nent, and requested any information upon the subject in the pos- 
session of the Department. The Secretary of State. after a general statement of the 
facts, which do not conflict with the petition, adds ‘that Mr. Lewis does not appear 
to have been expressly authorized to make the seizure, nor was that act approved 
by this Department, or the account for the expenses incurred, as is customury 
fore it could be paid.’ 

Tho seizure was communicated to the State Department at the time it was made, 
and vouchers for the expenses incurred by petitioner were furnished, and a draft 
made for the amount, the only reason for the non-payment of which, given by the 
Treasury Department, was that no appropriation for such aren’ was made. 
The Government accepted the seizure with a knowledge of all the facts, and sold 
the vessel and received the proceeds of such sale, which were covered into the- 


ury. 

Wo are of opinion that petitioner's claim should be allowed, and therefore report 
the said bill favorably and recommend its passage.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMANDA M. COOK. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1076) for the- 
relief of Amanda M. Cook. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to deduct from any annuities due or to become due to the 
Cheyenne or Arapahoe Indians $2,000, and to pay the same to Amanda. 
M. Cook, formerly Amanda A. Fletcher, whose mother was killed and 
herself gt aa by the Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians, in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming, in August, 1865, while en route from the State of 
Illinois to California. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report with that bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a Hous report adopted by the Senate 


Committee on Indian Affairs, The facts are that while Amanda M. 
Cook was en route from Henry County, Illinois, to California with her 
sister, mother, and father in 1865, the whole family were attacked in. 
Wyoming Territory by a band of Cheyenne and Araphoe Indians. 
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Pro to the amount of several thousand dollars was taken. Her 
mother and father were both killed, and the daughters were taken 
captives, and kept by these Indians for over two years. Now it is pro- 
posed to pay her out of the funds of these Indians $2,000 as some re- 
muneration for this capture and detention. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa whether 

there is a regular fund belonging to these Indians out of which this 

money can be paid; so that when paid it will not increase the taxa- 
tion of the eonig ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave here a statement in reference to the funds 
of these Indians. They bave a fund of $20,000 a year under a treaty 
made with them, out of which this can be paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Twenty thousand dollars a year! Has Congress 
the tower under stipulations of that treaty to make this appropria- 

tion? Does not the treaty require that all claims shall be presented 
to the tribe and passed upon by the tribe before Congress can order 
the amount to bo paid out of the annuities ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not. I do not think there is any require- 
ment of that kind in a case such as this is. We have done this in 
ane or more instances before, so that I think there is no difficulty in 

e way. 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me to inquire, if we can do this, why may 
we not take charge of all claims made by people alleging that a cer- 
tain Indian tribe has taken their property, stolen their horses, or done 
other injuries? Do the Indians get any hearing on a bill of this 
kind? It may have been some other tribe of Indians that committed 
the 9 81 

Mr. ISON. There is no question about the facts of the case. 
Of course this matter addresses itself to the judgment and discretion 
of the Senate, whether or not a young gin of sixteen years of age 
who was kept two years by these wild Indians, subjected to menial 
service and other things, shall have a small portion of their annuity 
by way of remuneration to her. That is all there is in it. There are 
two or three precedents. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not think that anybody would object if the 
Dill only went that far. I believe that not only should their annui- 
ties be taken, but that they themselves should be taken and pun- 
ished as white people are punished for committing crimes, and not be 
permitted to go scot-free, 

But another question back of this is, whether the Government, the 
people of the United States, shall become responsible for the wrong- 

ul, criminal, tortious acts of these Indians. I have a case before the 
Committee on Claims, probably arising at this same place, in which 
a party claims some $4,000 or $5,000 for cattle which were taken by 
these Indians. I referred it to the Secretary of the Interior, and a 
letter was received last night—I have not had time to consider it 
a AE glancing over which casually I learn that there was no 
fund out of which the Department could pay the claim, and that they 
had reported it to Congress. The Indians admitted that they took 
the cattle and had a good time in killing them and eating what they 
wanted, after they had driven the soldiers into the fort. That man 
has suflered; but are all the other people of this country to be made 
responsible for this wrongful action of the Indians? I hold that they 
should not be made responsible; but if the Indians have a fund in- 
dependent of what may be raised by taxation to pay general appro- 
priations, then I am perfectly willing that the last dollar of that fund 
shall be taken to indemnify parties for their wrongful acts, and that 
is the only question here. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hold in my hand a letter from the Acting Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, dated December 10, 1877, in which lie 
says 

Mr. KERNAN. In what year was it that this wrong was done! 

: Mr. ALLISON. In 1865. The letter of the Commissioner is as fol- 
lows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAYRS, 
Washington, December 10, 1877. 


Sin: I acknowledge the receipt, by your reference of the 17th instant, of a letter 
Hon. Hiram Price, House of Representatives, which is herewith returned, 
asking to be informed if any annuities are due, or to become due, the Cheyenne 
and Arapaboe Indians. 
In y. I have the honor to state that the following amounts are due said Indi- 
ans under their treaty of October 28. 1507, (Statutes 15, p. 596,) as follows: 


Balance unexponded for fiscal year 1878, annuity in money, (tenth of 
thirty tnstalimen : 89, 323 20 
Due under treaty : 
Annuity in 2 (twenty installments) 3 
Annuity in clothing, (twenty installments, estimated) 290, 000 00 


Total unappropriated .... TIASA ESE ee sere A A ose 690, 000 00 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


A. BELL, 
Acting Commissioner. 
To the honorable THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


There are still $22,000 due these Indians under the treaty of 1867. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That treaty has not been abrogated since? 
Mr. ALLISON. That treaty has not been abrogated. 

Mr. KERNAN. I think I must ask the Senator from Iowa to allow 
the bill to go over without prejudice. This strikes me to be a pretty 
dangerous thing to do; and I want to look into it. The Indians have 
no representative here. I want to look into it a little. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to its standing over. I know 
itis a hard thing for this poor family that these savages should have 


attacked a man and his family, murdered himself and his wife, taken 
his two children captives an kept them for two or three years. Of 
course if Senators desire time to see whether such conduct as this 
ought not to be punished in some way, I am perfectly willing. 

. KERNAN. I certainly desire e; but I want to say a word 
now. 

We have stipulated to pay to a tribe of Indians certain moneys; 
and if we open the door to hearing claims fourteen and fifteen years 
old and fix an amount to pay them that shall be taken out of the In- 
dians’ money to pay somebody whom they have wronged, we may get 
into an awkward position some day and do a good deal of wrong. I 
want to look into it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from New York that we 
ought to look into it very carefully. There are depredations com- 
mitted every year on white settlers on the borders, and these claims 
for losses amount to many millions of dollars, and I know of no re- 
cent instance where such damages have been paid; but we have in 
two or three instances, where young girls have been captured and 
held in captivity for two or three years, allowed a certain sum of 
money out of the Indian annuities to be paid to them, and I think it 
is a fair thing to do. 

Mr. KERNAN. It may be, but I desire to look into it. 

me VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will hand all the papers in the case to the Sena- 
tor from New York. 

Mr. KERNAN. I asked that it go over without prejudice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That means that it is to be taken up the first 
thing to-morrow. 

JOHN D. M’GILL. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2804) for the 
relief of the administrator of John D. McGill; which was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It appropriates $102 to pay the administrator of John D. McGill 
for advertising the sale of the property known as the Philadelphia 
navy-yard in the Georgetown Courier in November, 1875. 

r. COCKRELL. Is there any report ou that claim? If so, I wish 
to hear it read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, made by Mr. HARMER, 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives, December 12, 1879: 

By act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, a commission was created to make 
sale and conveyance of the property known as the Philadelphia navy-yard. Au- 
thority was given to advertise the sale, and of the newspapers selected for that 
purpose the Georgetown Courier was included. The expenses of the commission 
were to be paid out of the money received from the sale of the property, which 
included the advertising. All the bills were received and paid except for adver- 
tisiag in the Georgetown Conrier, which was not presented for payment until after 
all the funds in the bands of the commissioner had been expended, and the amount 
due Mr. McGill remains unpaid. 

The Secretary of the Navy says the claim is just, the charges reasonable, and 
recommends the payment of the amonnt due, ` 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS, 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. No. 
28) to apply the amount appropriated by the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1877, to pay certain mail contractors ; which was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, with an amendment, in line 8, after the word 
“as,” to strike out the words “the certificate;” so as to read “such 
sum or sums as the Post-Office Department may find to be due said 
contractors,” &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Iam not sure that I understand this matter. 
Is it a matter that has attracted the attention of Congress for several 
years past, in regard to the payment of moneys to mail contractors 
before the civil war broke out? 

Mr. KERNAN. When did this claim originate? In what year did 
this claim originate? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Iam not able to say. I think the joint resolu- 
tion had better go over until we have time to look into it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is objected to, and 
will be passed over. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2787) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for 
the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is one of the regular appropriation bills, and 
will probably take some little time for its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


TREASURY PRINTING BUREAU. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1157) authorizin; 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase additional lots of un 
adjoining the new building for the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 


ing. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I would ask the Senator reporting the bill to 


short 


give some explanation of the necessity for it. It is only a v. 33 
i 0 


time since we purchased property there, and it was believ 
sufficient at the time. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 
Mr. COCKRELL. There seems to be no printed report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill go over? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Unless there is a printed report, or some one will 
explain it, I object to it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


LOUISA M. MANSFIELD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the Dill (S. No. 143) for the re- 
lief of Lonisa M. Mansfield. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill being reported adversely will 
‘be passed over. 
ARCHIBALD AND JOHN NELSON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 208) granting a 
nsion to Archibald Nelson and John Nelson, minor children of John 
Nelson ; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
is a direction to the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the 
pension-rolls the names of Archibald Nelson and John Nelson, minor 
children of John Nelson, late private in Company H, Seventeenth 
Infantry, United States Army, their pension to be in lieu of the pen- 
“sion granted by act of Congress approved June 8, A. D. 1872, to Mar- 
garet Nelson, widow of John Nelson, and forfeited by her remarriage. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report with that bill? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. GROOME 
on the 2d instant : 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 208) granting 
a pension to Archibald Nelson and John Nelson, minor children of Jonn Nelson, 
after careful examination, report: 

That the elder John Nelson was a peer in Company H, Seventeenth United 
States Infantry, and was discharged from the service by reason of the loss of his 

ht arm, caused by a gunshot wound received at Manassas on August 30, 1862. 

e was placed upon the pension-roll, and continued to draw his pension until his 
death on October 14, 1872. He left a widow, 8 and two children Archi- 
bald, who will attain the age of sixteen on October 18, 1883, and John, who will 
attain that age on March 18, 1885. Application was promptly made for a pension 
for kis widow and children, which was rejected because it was not proved that the 
soldier died of disease contracted in the service in the line of duty. The only evi- 
dence as to the cause of the death is the affidavit of the widow, who swears that 
on or about October 7, 1871, her husband returned from his work complaining of 
feeling badly and suffering great pain in the stump of his arm and in the back; 
that this pain lasted for several days, but was not considered serious until Octo- 
ber 14, 1871, when she became AEA dispatched a messenger for a physi- 
cian, but before he arrived her husband died. The fact that the messenger was 
sent, and that the physician did not arrive before the soldier's death, is corrobo- 
rated by the messenger, who adds the further fact that after the soldier's death he 
saw the physician on his way to visit the soldier, and informed him of the soldier's 
5 5 and thatthe physician, not deeming it necessary to go further, returned 

Oma. 

After the rejection by the Pension Bureau of the claim of the widow and chil- 
Aren, application was made for rolief to Congress, which an act, approved 
June 8, 1872, authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Interior *‘to ou 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
mamo of Margaret Nelson, widow of John Nelson, Ce. This on the widow 
forfeited by her remarriage on July 14, 1874, and on June 27, 1 she died. The 
Commissioner of Pensions, upon being applied to on behalf of the children, de- 
cided that the special act, under the provisions of which the widow was pensioned, 
does not extend the right to the pension to the children 1 on the death or remar- 
riago of the widow. 

We recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I would suggest an amendment to be added to 
the end of the bill, to wit, “and to continue until they respectively 
attain the age of sixteen years.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
meut was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ELLEN W. P. CARTER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 382) granting a 
pension to Ellen W. P. Carter; which was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. GROOME 
on the 2d instant: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (S. No. 382) ting 
a pension to Ellen W. P. Carter, have carefully considered 1 e sam aH report: 

hat the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions, herein quoted at length, Tally 
and correctly explains the case: 


“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., April 5, 1879. 

“Sim: Ihave the honor to acknowledge receipt, by your reference, of the in- 
closed letter of Ellen W. P. Carter, dated the 25th ultimo, relative to her claim, No. 
188521, as widow of A. Carter, and, in reply, to inform you that it was rejected 
September 2, 1870, on the ground that the claimant's husband was not in the United 
States service. The claim eet meritorious, as will be seen from the following 
statement, but there is no authority under the general pension laws for its allow- 
ance. It appears that the claimant's husband was a member of the Seventh Ten- 
nessee Infantry, which was organized by Colonel Clift, inside the rebel lines, with 
the intention of making its way through said lines to join the Federal Army, then 
in Kentucky. While en route for their destination the rendezvous was found bya 
rebel scout, who Ro paige the fact, and they were attacked by superior forces and 
a great number killed, among them Mr. Carter. There are no official records of 
the organization on file in either the War Department or the office of the adjutant- 


eral of Tennessee, because those who escaped were attached to other 
ions; but the above statement is made from the parol testimony among 
of the claim. 
“Very respectfully, 


files 


“J. A. BENTLEY, 
“ Commissioner. 
“Hon. Isham G. HARRIS, 
United States Senate. 


Yonr committee feel justified, upon the atate of facts set out in that letter, in 
reporting back the bill with a recommendation that it pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES O'CONNOR. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 551) ting a 
pension to James O’Connor; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLATT 
on the 2d instant: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 551) granting 
a pension to James O Connor, having considered the same, respectfully report: 

That said James O'Connor was first lieutenant of Company F, Twenty-seventh 
Missouri Volunteers, and while in command of his company, on or about March 1, 
1865, his right leg was crushed between two Army wagons, at Cheraw, South Car- 
olina. Theinjury did not at once disable him, but in marching and wading stream s 
his leg became inflamed so that he could not march, and he was on that account 
relieved from the command of his company and appointed acting quartermaster of 
the regiment, in which capacity he served until he was discharged, on the 18th of 
July, 1865. He did not receive medical treatment while in service, and no 
evidenoe exists of his disability at the time of discharge. His injury is fully estab- 
lished, however, by the affidavits of the colonel and major of his regiment and cap- 
tain of his company. The certificate of the examining 8. 


urgeon shows that at pres- 
ent he is three-fourths disabled in consequence of the condition of his leg at the 


point where he received the injury, and that his disability is ent. He does 
not establish by medical evidence a continuous disability from the time of the 
injury to the present time, and his application for a pension filed March 2, 1876, was 
rejected March 23, 1378, by the Commissioner, for want of record evidence, and on 
account o the absence of medical evidence showing the alleged disability existed 
in the service or at the date of discharg 

The physician who attended him soon after his S enar Tei is dead. His neizh- 
bors testify to the existence of the disability at the time of discharge. His present 
family physician testifies to the present condition of his leg. In view of all the 
evidence presented, including the certificate of the examining surgeon, the com- 
mittee conclude that his present disability is the result of the injury received b 
the claimant in the service and in the line of duty. They therefore recomm 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CITY OF MACON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
unfinished business is before the Senate. 

Mr. GORDON. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote in- 
definitely postponing the bill (S. No. 111) for the relief of the city of 
Macon, 2 95 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. When was the bill reported! 

Mr. McMILLAN. The report was made about a week ago. 

Mr. GORDON. The bill was indefinitely postponed some days ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then it requires unanimous consent, 
time having expired within which under the rule the motion to re- 
consider could be entered. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we ought to know more about it before 
we go back. 

r. MCMILLAN. It is a bill for the relief of the city of Macon 
Georgia, by refunding to that city a tax collected by the General 
Government upon certain scrip issued by the city of Macon and used 
as money. 

Mr. GORDON. I simply want to get the bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam merely stating what it is. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I hope there will be no objection to the 
motion to reconsider, because the Senator from Georgia happened 
not to be in the Hall at the time the postponement was moved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The record shows that the bill was in- 
definitely postponed on the 17th of this month, on motion of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, [Mr. MCMILLAN.] Is there objection to enter- 
taining the motion to reconsider? ~ 

Mr. HOAR. I think I onght to object. I have no objection to 
having the matter reconsidered and dis of by the Senate on the 
merits; then, if the Senate favor the bill after ent, I have no 
objection to that. What I desire to prevent is the entry of a motion 
to reconsider which will wipe out the effect of the judgment of the 
committee of the Senate so that the claim may come up hereafter at 
another session. A great many claims are presented, reported ad- 
versely by the Committee on Claims or some other committee, the 
adverse report accepted by the Senate, or else it is very manifest 
that it will be accepted by the Senate, and then some person oppos- 
ing the conclusion to which the committee have come gets the matter 
put on the Calendar or reconsidered, and then in another Congress 
the bill comes up again without being affected in the least by the 
previous determination. The result of that is that the labors of the 
committee and of the Senate are altogether wasted. 

I shall have no objection whenever the Senators from Georgia ask 
unanimous consent to take up, consider, and dispose of this bill; I 
will give my consent for one, but I will not consent to have a motion 
to reconsider entered and pending. 

Mr. GORDON. That answers the purpose, my only object being to 
have the bill fairly considered by the Senate. 
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Mr. HOAR. I do not object to that. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Having had charge of this case and reported 
upon it, I desire to state that that is the very condition of this case. 
During the last Congress it was before the committee; it was reported 
adversely and was placed upon the Calendar at the instance of one 
of the Senators from Georgia. The Congress closed and the bill was 
again introduced at this session and referred to the committee and 
a similar report made. The very cireamstances alluded to by the 
Senator from Massachusetts do exist in this case, and I think myself 
that if it is reconsidered it should be disposed of. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. That is all we ask. We only want a fair 
consideration of the bill before the Senate on its merits. 


MILITARY LAND WARRANT LOCATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS] to reconsider the vote by 
which what is known as the 5 per cent. bill, the bill (S. No. 19) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain and certify the 
amount of land located with military warrants in the States de- 
scribed therein, and for other purposes, was postponed indefinitely. 
Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. McDONALD. I think the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] 
had the tloor on that motion when it was last considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was not present at the time. 

Mr. McDONALD. I ask the Senator from Illinois to give way to 
enable me to make a motion. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will do so. 

Mr. McDONALD. Imove that the pending motion and all other 

nestions connected with this bill be postponed until the first Mon- 
in April. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think that is in order, Mr. President. 
Here is a motion to postpone indefinitely which has precedence of all 
other motions but one. That motion isagreed to. Then a motion to 
reconsider that vote agreeing to itis made. There is only one motion 
I think that can now be made, and that is to lay this motion upon 
the table, because otherwise you would be rolling over the motions 
continually, ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not agree with the Seun- 
ator from Vermont. He holds in order a motion to postpone the con- 
sideration of this motion to reconsider 

Mr. McDONALD. That is my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not agree that the other 
part of the motion of the Senator from Indiana is in order; but the 
motion to postpone the consideration of the motion to reconsider 
until the first Monday in April, the Chair thinks is in order. 

Mr. McDONALD. That is my motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I understand the Chair to decide that a 
motion to reconsider, being made, is open to all the motions that the 


rules provide for, to pone, &c. 
ENT. The Chair will rule on each motion as 


The VICE-PRES. 
it arises. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It must fall within that principle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it competent for the 
Senate to decide whether they will consider this motion now or post- 

ne it. 

Petr. EDMUNDS. But I did not know but that the Chair would be 
willing to hear me a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If a motion to postpone to a day certain, this mo- 
tion to reconsider is in order, it is in order because the Senate rules 
provide for it, which say that when a question is under debate no 
motion shall be received but so and so, and so and so. One is to post- 

ne indefinitely, and another is to postpone to a day certain. Now, 

think the parliamentary law is that a motion to reconsider is a mo- 
tion which stands in exactly the same position that the vote to which 
it applied stood, and no other; and so in this case it stands exactly in 
the place of the motion to postpone indefinitely. It is an incident 
merely to that motion; and, therefore, a motion to postpone toa day 
certain this motion to pone indefinitely, certainly nobody would 
claim fell within the authority of the rule. But if you treat the 
motion to reconsider as an independent motion entirel oe age 
from the original motion to postpone indefinitely, it is liable to all 
the motions that the rule provide as to an independent question, one 
of which is to refer to a committee. Did anybody ever hear of a mo- 
tion to send a motion to reconsider to a committee? Never. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair regards this asa simple ques- 
tion of consideration, whether the Senate will now consider the mo- 
tion to reconsider or not, and also that it is a question within the 
meaning of the forty-third rule. 

When a question is pending no motion shall be received, but 


And among the enumerated motions is: 
To postpone to a day certain. 
This certainly is “a question.” 
Mr. EDMUNDS. So was the motion to postpone indefinitely “a 
mestion,” and therefore under the principle apparently adopted by 
Chair a motion to me to a day certain the consideration of 
the motion to postpone indefinitely would be in order, which I think 
would be a somewhat new propositi in a parliamentary body. 
However, I do not appeal from the ruling of the Chair. 


Mr. MCDONALD. My reason for submitting this motion is that I 


desire that this question, which I regard as òne of very great impor- 
tance, certainly as affecting the interests of a good many people and 
quite a number of States, shall have further consideratión ; and as 
. charge of the bill from the committee of which I am chair- 
man I do not feel that I ought to press its consideration upon the 
Senate at this time inasmuch as there are other measures of v 
great importance that have been already kept back by the long dis- 
cussion and protracted consideration of this bill. 

The request that this matter shall be postponed until the day I 
have named, is, I think, under all the circumstances, a very reason- 
able one. At the request of the principal opponent of this bill, the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS, ] I allowed it to be deferred 
before it was taken up for consideration some two or three weeks, 
to enable him to make his preparation, and in the order in which 
things came before the Senate in this discussion he was enabled to 
close the debate before the vote was taken upon his motion to indefi- 
nitely postpone. 

There have been statements made in reference to the effect of this. 
bill that may have had their effect in prejudicing the minds of some 
of the Senators in regard to the amount that might be involved. I 
have not had time since these statements have been made to get an 
accurate statement of what could by any possibility be embraced in 
this bill if it should become a law, but by that time I expect to do- 
so, and hope to be able to present such additional reasons as have 
induced me to give this bill my support. I have not yet been able: 


to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Indiana—a very unusual cir- 
cumstance with him—is greatly mistaken in saying that the Senator 
from Vermont was enabled to close the debate. The Senator from 
Vermont was not enabled to close it; he did not close it; he inter- 
fered with nobody, and he did not close it in fact. The honorable: 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. KIRKWOOD,] whom I count as among the 
gentlemen entitled to the highest degree of consideration in this body, 
spoke after I did, in support of this bill, if I am notin error in respect 
to my memory. 

Mr. MCDONALD. And I think was replied to by the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was replied to by me in a remark or two, but 
not because that ended the debate, for it was open to everybody, as 
all such things are. There is no ground, therefore, for saying that 
anybody has been cut off by being unable to reply to the observa- 
tions that I made. 

In the next place, my friend from Indiana is considerably mistaken 
as to this matter having been postponed two or three weeks for my 
accommodation in order that I might investigate it before I was 
called upon to vote on it. It was laid over for a few days once or 
twice, but it was kept always after it came up at the head of the 
Calendar where it stands now. Therefore there is no ground upon 
that basis for a postponement now. But inasmnch as we are to have 

tponements proposed, and inasmuch as the Chair decides that this 
is “a question” open to motions, I move to postpone the considera- 
tion of this motion to reconsider indefinitely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is in order. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Mr. President, I do not know why there should 
be such evident feeling upon the part of some Senators in regard tc 
a fair consideration of this bill. As the Senator from Indiana has 
stated, it was postponed once, and again, and perhaps again, for how 
many days I do not know, at the instance of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, to give him time to look into it. It so happened that I was 
nnable myself, and have been during the pendency of this bill, to look 
into the laws commented on by the Senator from Vermont and others 
in regard to it. My committee work, particularly the work of a 

ial committee to which I belong, prevented me from doing so. In 

e remarks I submitted once or twice in regard to it I had to speak 
wholly from general recollection. I had not time, and have not had 
time to examine the laws referred to by the Senator from Vermont 
in his arguments upon this bill. 

I am sure I can say with confidence to the Senator from Vermont 
that if a bill affecting his State as largely as this bill affects the State 
from which I come were pending here, and he were to say to me what 
I say to him, that other duties have prevented me from giving to the 
matter. the consideration which would enable me to present the opin- 
ions I entertain fully and clearly to the Senate upon it, I would not 
resist deferring the matter until he could have the opportunity of 
doing that thing. That is precisely the position I occupy. From 
the time this bill has been here until the present time, I have been 
so occupied otherwise that I have not had time to examine the vari- 
ous statutes cited by the Senator which in his judgment show that 
this bill ought not to pass. 

How the Senate or the country can be prejudiced by permitting this 
bill to go over until further examination can be had, I do not know. 
The Senator from Vermont may be able to say. It is true, as stated 
by him, that after what I had snpposed to be the regular order of pro- 
ceeding with bills of this kind had been reversed, after the bill, in- 
stead of being considered as is usually the case upon its merits, had 
been brought before the Senate upon a motion to ne indefinitely, 
and after the Senator from Vermont had concluded his closing argu- 


ment upon it, I felt impelled by the remarks made by him touching 
the bill itself, and touching the State from which I come, to make some 
reply. I thought I should have been derelict in my duty to the State 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


1181 


from which I come if I had notdone so; butI did not then or at any 
other time, because I was not prepared then or at any other time to 
do so, refer to the various statutes and decisions and other matters 
cited by him. I have not had time to examine them. I have not 
had time to express my opinions upon them; and it does strike me as 
exceedingly stra and as more than strange thatan attempt should 
be made to force the final determination of this matter at this time 
and in this way. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas. 

Mr. GARLAND. No, sir; but the next thing to it, [pointing to the 
sadjoining seat occupied by Mr. Maxry.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. GARLAND. Myr. President, I did not take part in the debate 
ou the 5 per cent. bill when really I considered at times that it was 
my duty to do so. The State of Arkansas is interested in the bill to 
the extent of $185,000. When I had the honor to be governor of that 
State I sent a special agent to the proper Department of this Govern- 
ment in order to have that outstanding business settled. It was not 
settled, and no very satisfactory response was given for not settling 
it. Ihave repeatedly investigated the matter so far as the State of 
Arkansas is concerned, and I am satisfied that her claim is a just one. 
I shall not undertake now to give my reasons for that opinion. Bat 
the debate here, which was a prolonged one and an able one, devel- 
oped some circumstances that showed me that there was considerable 
difference with respect to the claims of the various States among the 
eighteen States named in the bill, and to that extent there was some- 
thing new in this proceeding as it seemed to me. My mind at this 
time, after all this debate, is not satisfied as to the status of the bill 
before the Senate. I abstained from taking part in the debate be- 
«cause, after the able and somewhat fierce attack made upon the bill 
by the Senator from Vermont, I sought to see if I could look at the 
matter in a judicial way, and I exercised the best powers I had in that 
direction. 

After the debate, I am still satisfied that the bill is a proper one 
and ought to pass; but there are some features about it marking a 
distinction between the different States that I should like to look 
further into. Indeed, in the able argument of the Senator from Ala- 
bama who sits nearest to me, [Mr. MORGAN,] in opposing the bill, I 
understood from him that he preferred that the matter should be de- 
layed in order that he might be informed by his State as to the views 
of her people in reference to this matter. 

In view of this fact, I say to the Senator from Vermont and others 
who occupy his stand, that I do not think they should insist upon a 
final disposition of the subject now, as I understand will be the effect 
of his present motion if it prevails. So far as I am a friend of the 
measure, I do not desire a solitary moment's ela but I do in good 
faith ask that this matter be postponed for a few days that it may be 
looked into, and the distinction that has occurred to my mind in ref- 
5 to some of these States examined more closely and more thor- 
oughly, 

There is nothing unfair in proffering the proposition submitted by 
the chairman of the committee that reported the bill and who has 
charge of it. If the public interests or if the interests any Senator has 
in charge on this floor were to suffer by this course I should not, for 
one, ask it. I ask in good faith that it may lie over for a few weeks 
that the subject may be examined more thoroughly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desired, as I stated the other day, 
that this bill might go over until next December so that I might have 
the advantage of the instructions of the Legislature of ATTAR if 
they have any instructions to give me in this matter. My request 
was predicated upon the fact that various memorials from time to 
time have been sent by Alabama to the Congress of the United States 
touching upon the general subject of the 5 per cent. from the sales of 
the public lands. The precise question presented in this bill has not 
heretofore been discussed before the Legislature of that State, so far 
as I am aware. I would cheerfully vote for a postponement until De- 
-cember, but it would be no advantage to me personally to have the 
bill postponed until April or May; I should accomplish nothing by 
that; and if the motion to postpone is put at April or May I shall be 
-compelled to adhere to my objections to the bill, and consider them 
as being sufficient to require me to vote against such a motion. If, 
however, it can be amended by a postponement until December, I 
shall vote for it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, my friend from Iowa [Mr. KIRK- 
WOOD] has taken me to task again on the ground that this is rather 
hard upon him who has not had time to examine the subject. I should 
have felt more the force of his appeal if I had not observed that dur- 
ing the session of the 25th of February when late in the afternoon I 
rose to submit a few observations, not new ones, but merely to repeat 
the references to statutes and history that had been made before, and 
it was proposed by some Senator, I think the Senator from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Harnis,] that the Senate should adjourn, the friends of the 
bill apparently, judging from the yea-and-nay list that is under my 
eye, were determined that the Senate should not adjourn ; they were 
entirely ready, the subject having been exhausted, to proceed to a 
vote, and I find the name of my friend from Iowa recorded as votin, 
against the motion to let the matter go over even for one day unt 

e next morning. Now, when the judgment of the Senate has been 
taken, after hearing him, against his views, he thinks he ought to 


have further time to consider the subject. If he had said on that oc- 
casion that the matter ought to go over because he had not examined 
it enough for himself, there would have been great force in it, un- 
doubtedly ; but having been entirely willing and determined that the 
case should be decided then, it is some what extraordinary as it strikes 
me that it should be said now that there has not been time for in- 
vestigation. 

In the next place, Mr. President, this case was determined on its 
merits. My friend from Iowa says that he was opposed to the mo- 
tion to postpone indefinitely because he wanted the case determined 
on its merits. 

_Mr. KIRKWOOD. I was speaking of the manner of its considera- 


tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now my friend says “the manner of its consid- 
eration.” The manner of its consideration was precisely by the motion 
that under the rules is provided for making a final disposition of a 
question adversely and upon its broadest merits. The motion to post- 
pone indefinitely is a motion which involves all the merits of a ques- 
tion, and under it all its merits are always discussed, as they were in 
this case. So it is quite unsound, I submit with great respect to my 
friend from Iowa, to say that either the substance or manner of the 
motion prevented the Senate from considering this question upon its 
merits, It is exactly what the motion was intended to do, and what 
it always has done, and what it bas done in this case, and what it will 
do in all future cases. It is notan unusual motion. It is the motion 
almost always proposed in regular procedure, in a case where any bod 
is willing to move it, having examined the vase sufficiently to be will- 
ing to put it npon that ground, as I had. Isay then the question has 
been discussed upon its merits and it has been decided, and the gen- 
tlemen who now think that they have not had time to examine the 
question were the very gentlemen who insisted that it should be de- 
cided the other night and that it should not go over even for asingle 
day. That is all K wish to say. 

Mr. McDONALD. I will say in response to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. 1 that I have no objection to 
the postponement he asks. If the bill should be postponed to the 
day I have suggested, I should not insist on its consideration then if 
other measures not yet considered should require consideration. 
But I do not wish the hard and somewhat unusual motion to indeti- 
nitely postpone a subject of so much importance as this to prevail. 
I am very free to say that I do not wish it to prevail, and I do not 
think it went to a vote the other day under favorable circumstances, 
because I am satisfied that more than one Senator voted for the in- 
definite postponement because he had not yet considered the meas- 
ure so far as to make up his mind definitely on the question, and 

referred to make that disposition of it then rather than take the 
“ae of voting for a measure that he had not thoroughly consid- 
ered. 

Furthermore, I was not incorrect in saying that the opponents of 
this bill had, under the circumstances occurring at the time, been 
permitted to close this debate, for I find, on referring to the RECORD, 
that the few remarks that our able and distinguished friend from 
Vermont makes reference to occupy an entire column of the RECORD. 
That is what he calls “a few remarks in conclusion.” His remarks 
in replying to the Senator from Iowa occupy as much space as the 
Senator from Iowa took in what the Senator from Vermont calls the 
closing speech in favor of the bill. 

I know, furthermore, that I was not mistaken in saying that there 
was delay in bringing this bill forward longer than the memory of 
the Senator from Vermont now recalls, at his request when it was 
first brought to the attention of the Senate. And I further think 
that injustice was done to the bill by the statements which were made 
in his . in Which in various forms it was char 
by the Senator from Vermont that here was a bill that was to take 
$10,000,000 out of the Treasury now, and how much more he could 
not tell, and that it ought to have a closer scrutiny and a clearer 
investigation than it was 8 to give it at that time. When that 
suggestion was made by that Senator, I asked the privilege of mak- 
ing such correction 2s the data in my possession then enabled me to 
make, but I was met by him with an absolute refusal to be inter- 
rupted on the question at all. 

ow, Mr. President, I suppose the motion to indefinitely postpone 
the motion to reconsider may be amended by moving to postpone 
until N second Monday of next December. If so, { move to so 
amend it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, That motion is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. What motion is not in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To amend the motion to indefinitely 
postpone. 

Mr. McDONALD. Then I hope that motion will be voted down; 
and ar it be voted down I shall make the motion I have just indi- 
cated. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to say, after the very interesting 
debate we have listened to on the motion to indefinitely postpone this 
bill, that I for one have not supported this bill because of any interest 
that my State had init. I think it has been stated here that some 
twenty-nine or thirty thousand dollars would go to Florida under 
this bill,and the States have been arraigned here in the order of their 
interest under it to show how they would be affected by the measure. 
Mr. President, I gave this matter some little thought, and I consid- 
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ered, as I still do, that there is an equity due to the States interested 


in this measure, not my own especially, becanse the insignificant sum 
that would go to her under this bill could not for one moment induce 
me to give it my ih oy 

I to say also that in voting against the motion to indefinitely 
postpone, I did not feel that I was absolutely committed to the bill 
in its present form. I think there are many important particulars in 
which it could be properly amended. Great stress having been laid 
by the Senator from Vermont upon the fact that the money proposed 
to be taken out of the Treasury under this bill would be diverted 
from the trust originally contemplated by the Government when it 
entered into the agreement with the States, I wish to say here for 
one as s friend of this measure that I am willing when it comes up 
again that the bill shall be so amended as to divert the fund in any 
pebile channel that Congress may propose, and I am especially in 

avor of its going into the channel of public education and that every 
dollar proposed to be appropriated under this bill shall go to increase 
the school funds of the respective States. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I had prepared an amendment em- 
bodying the very thought suggested by the Senator from Florida, 
and I had proposed to offer that amendment if the bill had been in 
such a situation that it could be amended ; but, of course, in the pres- 
ent condition we are compelled to take the bill as it is 5 1 
called the attention of the Senate in a few words that I said upon 
this bill, to the fact that the State I in part represent had no pecuni- 
ary interest in it. If we should get 5 percent. on all the lands entered 
by land warrants since the Territory was organized in 1861, we should 
have a little less than $12,000; but the enabling act of Colorado spe- 
cially provis that this 5 per cent. shall only be paid on the lands 
entered subsequent to our admission. The enabling act of Colorado, 
somewhat unlike the others, also provides expressly that the home- 
stead entries shall be excluded from the computation. There might 
be a claim made on our part at least, that inasmuch as the Govern- 
ment had only provided for the exemption of homestead entries, there 
was an implied grant that we should have the 5 per cent. upon all 
other entries. 

Tam not going into a general discussion of the bill. I said the other 
night that 1 thought the bill had been unfairly discussed; I thought 
it had been discussed in a way that placed all the supporters of the 
bill in the position of having supported it from pecuniary considera- 
tions. I said that was an unusual thing in the Senate, and I thought 
I was not mistaken when I so stated. have since looked over the 
RECORD, and I find that more than one Senator treated this subject 
as if the advocates of the bill were moved and instigated by the pecun- 
iary results their own States were to derive; I say more than one, 
yes, more than three, more than that number even. I find by refer- 
ence to the RECORD that one distinguished Senator characterized this 
as I never had heard any subject presented to the Senate since I have 
been a member, over three years, characterized. I find in the RECORD 
that one Senator spoke as follows of this bill: 


Mr. President, I rise to support this motion. Ostensibly on the face of the bill 
there are anes States whose treasuries are to be replenished ont of the Treas- 
ury of the United States by this—shall I call it performance! And I had hoped 
therefore I should have the attention of the thirty-six Senators who presumptively, 
I suppose, by the originators of this bill are expected to lean favorably in that di- 
rection; and yet the thirty-six are wanting, Mr. President. 


I suppose that if I should charge that this proceeding had been 
called “a performance” it could be correctly said and honestly said 
by that Senator,“ I never called it a performance.” I can take other 
speeches made here and other parts of this same argument and show 

at there is through it, and running through it, that same vein. It 
was not called “a performance;” but the inquiry was pointedly made, 
emphatically made, “Shall I call it a performance?“ 

I tind that on another occasion the amount of money to be paid was 
by the same Senator called a “pot.” Ido not know what that means 
up in Vermont or in the New England States, but I do know what it 
means in our country, and I suppose it means the same everywhere. 
It means money put in to be gambled for. 

I find in another place that it was spoken of as “a raid upon the 
Treasury,” and I understand that a raid upon the Treasury is the pro- 
curing of money from the Treasury by dishonest means and by dis- 
honest purposes. 

I think we were justified on this side, myself as well as other Sen- 
ators, in feeling that the debate had not proceeded with that usual 
high courtesy and fairness that characterize this Senate in the dis- 
cussion of mutters of this kind. I thonght, therefore, that I was 
entitled to say what I did say upon this floor, without having it said 
in reply that nobody would think he was voting from pecuniary mo- 
tives unless he had first suspected that his own motives were to be 
impugned. That, Isup was a careful, courteous declaration, that 

ess a man had a guilty conscience he would not suspect anybody 
of 8 any such thing. 

Mr. dent, I have not any particular feeling about this matter. 
I have felt that it was a subject upon which lawyers and Senators 
might differ. I have thought the bill involved the construction and 
in tation of statutes that everybody understands different minds 
will differently construe, and with the same honest intention and the 
same desire to promote the public good, arrive at entirely different 
conclusions. I had arrived at my conclusion in the face of the fact 
that the State which I in part represen! would be a pecuniary suf- 


ferer; for while Colorado is the youngest of the States, I can point 
to several States, much older in years and much more pretentious in 
this Chamber and everywhere else, et pay very much less to the 

ublic revenue than the State of Colorado; and the seven or eight. 

undred dollars that we were to have, or the $12,000 that we were to 
have if the construction was put upon this bill that one Senator said 
might be put upon it, which was disclaimed by the advocates of the- 
bill, by the promoters of the performance, asit is called—if the whole- 
$12,000 should be paid, yet if there is the amount of money in the biil 
that is claimed, $10,000,000 or $8,000,000, Colorado would be t!.e loser- 
pecuniarily if the bill should pass. 

Mr. President, I have not come here to legislate for Colorado. I 
have come here to look after the interests of Colorado as well as I 
can, but I shall never while I have the honor of representing that 
State on this floor fail to recognize my obligation to look to the in- 
terests of every part of this great country, including Colorado as well 
as New England and the Southern and the Middle States. Ifthe bill 

asses, at least the representatives of Colorado may be exonerated 

rom any desire to get money into the treasury of that State, whether 
it is characterized as “a pot,” or characterized as “a performance,“ 
or in any other manner. 

Mr. President, I might have been moved the other evening whem 
this question was up to say what I did say from a little feeling of 
unfair treatment in the general discussion, and a little feeling that a 
motion made to reconsider the bill by one who was the principal 
champion against it and pressed then to an immediate vote, was not 
quite fair, I will admit that there is the parliamentary right to so- 
insist; but I will contend also that, when you do so insist, you virt- 
ually deprive the other party, the party who may desire to recon- 
sider, of any opportunity to present their case. Itis, I suppose, par- 
liamentary for a member of the minority to change his vote and vote 
for a bill that he is against, and then move its reconsideration, E 
believe there is nothing that transcends any rule of the Senate or any 
parliamentary rule in doing that; and a notice given of a motion to- 
reconsider an adverse vote is always for the purpose of ona bling the: 
friends of the bill to rally their associates in its support, if they are 
not here, to wait until an opportunity can be presented to get them 
in, orto present other and different arguments in support of the bilb 
from those submitted on its first attempted passage. I thonght that- 
I had never seen this proceeding resorted to in the Senate before. If 
it ever was done since I have been in the Senate, it did not attract 
my attention, and I am confident it never could bave been done im 
the three years I have been here. I felt that it was an attempt to- 
smother this measure, and not allow a fair public investigation of it,. 
as the friends of the bill had a right to demand. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Mr. President, I am not sure that the Chair and 
the Senator from Indiana understand each other properly. As I un- 
derstood, the Senator from Indiana inquired whether or not he could 
amend his motion to postpone until the Ist of April—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending motion is that of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to postpone indefinitely. The Senator from Indi- 
ana, as the Chair understood, proposed to amend that by postponing; 
to a day certain. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Yes, the Ist of April. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Which the Chair ruled not to be in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Indiana first moved a. 
postponement to April. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I thought the Chair had ruled that the motion 
to tone 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana first moved 
to nas! fone to a day certain. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Afterward the Senator from Vermont 
moved to postpone indefinitely. That motion has precedence under 
the forty-third rule of the Senate. 

é P eae To postpone indefinitely the motion to recon- 
sider 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Well, Mr. President, I do not know anything 
about the rules, and I uever expect to, and I never expect to take ad- 
vantage of them or attempt to take advantage of them to defeat a 
bill. That is all I wish to say about the question of rules. 

Now, the Senator from Vermont assigns as a reason why he is per- 
tinacious in pressing this matter that on the 25th of February, a few 
days ago, the Senate refused, as lie says by the action of those who 
favored this bill, to adjourn, and compelled him to speak after the 
usual hour of adjournment. The Senator from Vermont certainly 
did not look at the names of those who voted against an adjournment 
at that time. Those who voted in favor of adjournment numbered 
only eleven; those who voted against n numbered forty- 
five, more than twice the entire number that voted against the indeti- 
nite postponement of this bill; so that if the Senator from Vermont 
has any right to complain of discourtesy or aught else in that vote, 
the burden of it lies not with the men who supported this bill, but 
with those who voted with him for its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not complain then, nor have I complained 
since, of disconrtesy ; my argument was directed to another point. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Another word about this matter, Mr. President. 
I have said that I do not understand the rules and do not expect to 
understand them during the time I may remain here, but I have stated, 
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and I still think, that it is not the usual mode of dealing with an im- 
portant bill to meet it when it is first called up with a motion to post- 
me it indefinitely, especially if it be a bill involving many particu- 
ia which may need amendment. AsI understand, under the motion 
to pone indefinitely no amendment can be suggested. It is the 
consideration of the bill precisely as it comes from the committee. 
Scarcely any bill comes to this body or any other deliberative body 
involving 1 interests that may not well be considered carefully 
with a view to whether it is amendable or not; whether it should be 
amended or not. Twice, at least, during this discussion proponens 
have been made to amend this bill and ruled ont of order and the 
amendments laid upon the table to be offered when the motion to 
tpone indefinitely should have been finally acted upon. There 
Fas been no chance, there has been no 1 to amend this bill 
since it came here. The Senator from Vermont has stood with his 
motion between this bill and any proposition to amend it. He stands 
there to-day. Is that the usual mode in which bills brought before 
this body are considered? Is that fair play? 

Mr. EATON. I should like to ask my friend from Iowa at what 
stage in the debate was it that the Senator from Vermont moved the 
indefinite postponement ? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. When the bill was first called up. 

Mr. EATON. The first day? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Yes, sir; when it was first called up. The first 
proceeding had upon it when it was called up was the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont to postpone it indefinitely, utterly precluding 
and cutting off all attempt to amend it. 

In a bill affecting as many different States and as many different 
interests as this, as shown by the argument of the Senator from Ver- 
mont himself—he has shown that these different States stand in dif- 
ferent relations to the subject-matter of this bill—it must be apparent 
that the bill requires in many particulars amendments perhaps to 
make it folly acceptable even to those who have voted against this 
postponement; and yet the Senator has stood, and stands to-day, 
utterly preventing any modification of the bill,any amendment of the 
bill even to meet his own views. Not a single suggestion made by 
him against this bill can be met by an amendment framed to meet 
his views in regard to it in the position in which the case now stands. 
He has suggested certain difficulties in regard to the State of Ohio, 
certain in regard to the State of Indiana, certain in regard to other 
States, and yet no amendment can be made in regard to those States 
in any one particular to make the bill conform to his views in re 
to any State. Is that the ordinary mode of proceeding in this delib- 
erative body? Isit fair play? Is it that fairness which should be 
shown by Senators here toward each other and toward the States 
they represent? I do not believe it, and with that I leave the mat- 
ter. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to be informed by the 
honorable Senator from Iowa of two things. One is, why it is, if it 
be true as I understand him now to say, that these claims depend 
upon different principles, different states of fact, and different con- 
siderations, that they are all united in one bill, instead of having, as 
is usual in cases of claims against the Treasury depending upon dif- 
ferent considerations, different states of fact, presented separately, 
each on its own merits? 

The other inquiry I wish to put is why, if it be true, as the honor- 
able Senator from Colorado says, that this is a question of law about 
which fair minds may honestly differ, is it not sent to the Court of 
Claims, and through them to the Supreme Court to determine these 
grave legal matters? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if we do not settle a great many questions of law in this body with- 
out their going to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HOAR. We do, undoubtedly. 

Mr. TELLER. Every day? 

Mr. HOAR. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TELLER. Why should we not settle this, as well as any other 
question of law? 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that a question of law which involves, 
I will not say which affects, so many interests that Senators repre- 
sent—I will not impute to any Senator that his vote is affected, 
although I have heard some not very polite imputations in regard to 
the votes of Senators who have given silent votes on this question 

Mr. TELLER. Not from me. 

Mr. HOAR. No, I have not. It seems to me that this is a case 
which manifestly ought to go to the Court of Claims and the Supreme 
Court. If the legal interpretation of these statutes be as is claimed 
on one side, there is no claim; if the sonal interpretation be as is 
claimed on the other side, there is a sound claim ; and I think some 
contrivance for sending that question of law to the Supreme Court 
ought to be adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. These States can sue there now. 

Mr. HOAR. But these claims were outlawed in many instances 
before the Court of Claims was created. 
ane ALLISON. If that be true, may I interrupt the Senator to 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not arguing this matter, and I wish to add one 
word. I introduced early in the session a bill with a general scheme 
for sending every claim pressed by a State against the Government 
to the Court of Claims, reserving in the bill a power of consideration 
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by Congress having the facts ascertained by judicial machinery and 

u report of the questions of law which arose. 

97555 ALLISON. May I ask the Senator what has become of that 
i 

Mr. HOAR. It has not been reached in committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then why not postpone the consideration of this 

nestion until we see whether or not the bill proposed by the Senator 

m Massachusetts will cover the case? 

Mr. HOAR. My friend from Iowa will excuse me—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not want to excuse the Senator; I only ask 
that question. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose not to suggest difficulties in the way of the 
friends of this bill or on the other side. I rose to put an honest, sim- 
ple, straightforward question, why it would not in the estimate of 
the friends of this measure be a fair and just disposition of it to send 
it to the Court of Claims? That is my question. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a very fair question 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas 5 5 to the Senator’s colleague, [ Mr. KIRK- 
WOOD, ] but I would as lief hear the answer of my friend from Iowa, 
[Mr. ALLISON.] I addressed the inquiry to his colleague, because his- 
colleague was on the floor; that was all. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I was not aware that there had been but one. 
question addressed to me, and that was why the claims of all these 
States were embraced in the same bill. I will state very frankly why 
I suppose it was done. Although I thought I knew the condition in 
which the State of Iowa stood, I did not know the condition in which 
the other States stood, and I supposed they all stvod on the same 
broad ground precisely. This discussion has developed that it is notso. 

Mr. HOAR. Now the Senator will pardon me for making my point. 
clear, and I should like to have his answer to it. If it be true, as he- 
now says, that the claim of Iowa rests on one ground and the claim 
of Colorado, the claim of Illinois, and the claim of Ohio on another,- 
how is it possible that it can be proper to have a bill which in sub- 
stance says that Iowa shall be paid on condition that Okio, Illinois, 
and Colorado are also paid, and so of the others? Of course it is 
liable to the great objection, which nobody would impute to the hon- 
orable Senator as a motive, that it brings together the advocates of 
different claims and enlists their interests and prejudices all in favor 
of each other. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. And that is g as good reason why I suppose 
this thing should be postponed and not acted upon by rejecting every 
claim in the way in which I have indicated the attempt has been made 
to dispose of them. The discussion here has shown what I did not 
know, I am frank to say—not having looked into the matter in regard- 
to other States, knowing only how my own stood—the discussion here 
has shown that the claims of the States, the interests of the States, if 
you please so to call them, stand upon somewhat different grounds. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, they ought not to be put together. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. That may be, or may not be. The bill may be 
so amended as to embrace them all, and yet give each one its own. 
interest; or it may be that a final investigation of the matter will 
show that they should stand separately. What the friends of the bill 
ask is that time and opportunity be given for that purpose. We 
have had, I repeat, no chance whatever to change this bill as it came 
from the committee by dotting an i or crossing a t; no time to- 
amend it; no time to shape if to meet the views of the Senators as- 
those views might be formed by the discussion here. We have been 
compelled by the action of the Senator from Vermont to take it just 
as it came; to consider it without any opportunity to amend it, and. 
to endeavor to send it ont of this Chamber with the brand of the 
Chamber upon it, and without any chance to make it suit the sug- 
gestion made by himself. 

Why it should not go to the Court of Claims, I am not prepared to 
say further than this: It does seem to me that when various States 
of this Union come before the Congress of the United States and say 
that in previous dealings between them and the United States they. 
have not received justice, it is hardly consistent with the dignity. 
either of the United States or of the States that claim it, to turn them 
over to a court. Those States have the right to make their claims, 
and the right to believe that the Congress of the United States will 
deal with the claims that they say they make in good faith with. 
equal good faith, and that the appeal made to their sense of justice 
and to naught else, to their sense of right and to naught else, to their 
sense of what is due from the central Government to the States, would: 
require them to deal with the question themselves and not turn it 
over to a court to be dealt with. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, if this bill is one that the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts import that it is; if it is a bill 
embracing distinct claims, each of which necessarily stands on its. 
own merits, and which are grouped together simply to obtain a sup- 
port that neither of them would obtain if presented alone—— 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to finish my sentence. In a word, if 
be is a mere log-rolling bill, then it ought not to pass. I do not un- 

rstaud 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me, because he has 
misstated my position? 

Mr. THU. Let me finish my sentence. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has misstated my position. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think not. The Senator from Massachusetts“ 
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did not charge that it was any such bill; he was careful not to make 
the charge; and yet the effect of what he said was undoubtedly to 

- create a suspicion that, although such may not have been the design 
of the promoters of the bill, yet in point of fact the bill was so framed 
that that would be the result. Now I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He misunderstands what 
I said altogether. The Senator from Iowa, I think before the Sen- 

. ator from Ohio came into the Chamber—the senior Senator from Iowa 
in age, the one who sits near me, [Mr. KIRKWOOD ]—stated that the 
course of the discussion had ere to him, what he did not know 
in the beginning, that the claims of other States stood on very differ- 
ent grounds, different facts, different laws from the claim of Iowa; 
that that was something which had been developed to his mind in 
the course of the debate; and he complained that that having been 
developed, he had not had an opportunity to amend the bill. I there- 
upon rose and addressed him a question, which was this: if that were 
true, then was it not clear that the measures ought to be brought 
forward in separate bills? I made no intimation of my own or sug- 
tion of my own, but it was an inquiry of the Senator from Iowa, 
ased upon what he had said in regard to the bill before the Senator 
from Ohio came into the Chamber, 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, if I had heard what was said by 
the Senator from Iowa, which has now been stated by the Senator 
from pry e: I should have understood his remarks. At the 
same time I did distinctly understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
to disclaim imputing improper motives in any one. That I admit. 
And yet if the facts be as stated, if these are wholly distinct and 
25 S subjects, then this bill would look very much like a log- 
rolling bill, whatever may have been the motives of those who intro- 
duced it and promoted its passage. A log-rolling bill I have never 
been able willingly to give my consent to. 

I wish to say, however, that in my judgment—and I ask the Sena- 
tors attention and the attention of the Senate to the few words I 
have to say—this is not a bill made up of wholly distinct and inde- 

ndent matters; it is not, as has been said even by some of its 

riends, a mere question of law, a mere question whether the Govern- 
ment will keep its contract with the several States who are inter- 
-ested in this subject. If it is a mere question of contract between 
euch of these States and the Government, then I see no sufficient an- 
swer to the objection made by the Senator from Vermont that the 
‘State has had a right to go into the Court of Claims and have the 
«matter settled there, if the Senator from Vermont is right in saying 
that this is a subject-matter which can go into the Court of Claims 
and thence to the Supreme Conrt of the United States. If he is right 
in 0 that it is seat | a question of contract between Ohio, Indi- 
ana, Illinois, or Iowa and the General Government, and that it may 
be thus judicially determined, I hold that there is no sufficient an- 
swer to that objection to the bill. But Ido not so understand this 
-laim or these claims. Ido not understand that these claims rest 
upon technical contract, upon strict rigid Jaw. I understand them 
to rest upon a much broader equity than that; and if they do not, 
then I do not understand them at all. 

Now, Mr. President, I may say for my own State, although that 

created some remark’ the other day from the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. LoGaN] who favored this bill, when the same remark was made 
by my friend from Alabama, [Mr. MORGAN, ] that this is not a bill in 
the interest of Ohio. If this bill should pass in its present shape, 
for every dollar it will give to Ohio it will take more than two dol- 
lars and a half out of her treasury, nearly three dollars out of her 
treasury. I think that is a proper thing to be stated in order that 
her Senators, however they may vote, may have at least the credit 
„and the acknowledgment that they have not been swayed by the par- 
ticular interest of their State. And even if the amendment I laid 
upon the table and gave notice I meant to offer were adopted, still 
the amount that Obio would receive under the bill thus amended 
would be less than she would have to pay ont of the pockets of her 
peopl in discharge of the debt created by the bill. So that neither 
emy honorable colleague nor myself can possibly be said to be erao 
in any vote we may give “pon this subject by considerations peculiar 
¿to our own State. Certainly it cannot be said that Ohio is here pre- 
ferring a claim manifestly unjust upon the General Government in 
-order per money into her own treasury. 
And while I am on this subject allow me to say, Mr. President, that 
-of all the new States Ohio has received least from the bounty of the 
Federal Government. There is not a State that has been admitted 
into this Union in which there was public domain that has not re- 
-ceived far more than the State of Ohio, Although Ohio was the first 
-of the Northwestern States to penetrate that then wilderness, to re- 
-claim it, and to add immensely to the strength and the power and 
revenues of the Union; although she has discharged her duties accord- 
ing to her best understanding of them from that day to this, she has 
never been a solicitor of Government favor, and has received less of 
it than any of the new States of the Union. I do not say that any of 
them has received too much. I am one of those who believe that the 
settlement of the western country was a great boon to the people of 
the Eastern States, and that never did a government bestow snch 
fayor upon a people as the Government of the United States has be- 
- stowed on the people of the old thirteen States when it gave them 
homes for their children in the West which brought them fortune, 
»prosperity, and fame. 


Sir, it will not do to speak of the Western States as having been 
beggars upon the bounty of the United States; it will not do to 
of the land grants which have been made to the Western States or 
for the education of their children, or the support of their ministry, 
as was the case in Ohio—it will not do to say that those were favors 
granted by one section of the Union to another section of the Union 
and money taken out of the pockets of one part of the people in order 
to be put into the pockets of the other. No, Senators fromthe old thir- 
teen, it was your children and children’s children who obtained these 
homes in the West. It was you more than anybody else that was 
benefited by the grants the Government made, and of all the people 
you ought to be the most thankful. 

Now, Mr. President, as I understand this bill, it rests upon a simple 
proposition. In the enabling act of Ohio the Government promised 
that Ohio should receive 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands. This bill comes upon the ground that not a narrow 
legal but a broad and equitable interpretation of that contract, such 
as a great Government ought to give to it, includes lands that were 
promised by the Government as rewards for military service. That, 
as I understand it, is the broad equity of this bill which makes the 
bill a unit, makes it harmonions, makes it rest upon one general prin- 
ciple, not by any means a log-rolling one, but a bill that one can sup- 
pors on its own merits irrespective of the State that may be its bene- 

ciary. 

Mr. President, I have had very great doubts about this bill. Isaid 
8 1 frankly the other day that I did not believe, at least I never 
had believed until I read the report of the Committee on Public 
Lands in this case, that the State of Ohio could claim 5 per cent. on 
the valuation of the area of the United States military district and 
of the Virginia mili district in that State. I must say that lam 
not satisfied yet that she could make such a claim, certainly not in a 
court governed by the strict principles of law; but I do say—and it 
was that which induced me to lay my amendment upon the table— 
that if the broad principle of this bill is to prevail, if Illinois is to 
have 5 per cent. on the military reservation in her State, and if Mis- 
souri is to have 5 per cent. on the military reservation in her State, 
and if the other States are to have 5 per cent. on lands located with 
military warrants of the Mexican war and the Black Hawk war, and 
the like, then that principle includes the State of Ohio and justifies 
the amendment I submitted. 

Entertaining these views of this bill, I cannot concur in the idea, 


if any one has suggested that idea, that this is a log-rolling bill group- 
ing together different claims neither of which could pass the Senate 
standing on its own merits but which grouped together and thus get- 


ting the support of divers men of divers minds might go through this 
y. I do not understand itso. I understand it to rest on the broad 
principis which I have stated, and on that alone, that the military 

raty lands grantes by the Government for military services, and as 
I think whether granted before or after the enlistment of the soldier, 
ought to stand in the contemplation of these enabling acts on the 
same ground with land sold for money, and that makes the bill a unit 
resting on one single broad and general Ponape which if right may 
sustain the bill, and if wrong the bill must fail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, as the debate this morning in 
a considerable de; has seemed to turn on my behavior rather 
than on the bill itself, I think that in justice I ought to be heard a 
minute or two. If my behavior could be indefinitely postponed, I 
have no doubt a motion to that effect would get a unanimous vote ; 
but as there is nothing in the rules for that, the Senate will have to 
take it as it is. 

I stated the other day, when some Senators seemed to feel that 
something by implication out of what I had said might be derived 
imputing bias to them, that they were entirely mistaken, that I had 
the same respect for their motives that I should hope they would 
have for mine. I see it so stated by me all through the debate the 
report of which is before me. And what I referred to as a combina- 
tion of these States, I got from the Senator from Kansas himself [ Mr. 
PLUMB] who re sorted this bill. as the deliberate judgment of the 
committee in a deliberate 7 gob] and here on the floor, after stating 
that it had been a matter of public notoriety that the Legislatures 
and governors of the States had been calling attention to this busi- 
pess, that Senator said: 

It has been only recently, itis true—within the last few years, as I understand— 
that the States, moved by a common pw „ have been able to agree, or have 

|, on the terms of a general bill whi should recommend that which is fair 
to all. In the beginning of this discussion, when the matter first came to public 
attention, there was a variety of claims. The States of Ohio and Indiana, for in- 
stance, bad claims on account of lands entered under peculiar laws. The States of 
Kansas and Nebraska, and other States west of the 9 i River which had 
been settled up under the homestead law, were desirous of having the Govern- 
ment recognize their claims to compensation on account of those entries. In those 
States, also, there had been grants, and, as we believe, improvident grants, for ag- 
ricultural colleges and for railroads, and we believed, and stil beXeve, that the Gen- 
eral Government ought to pay in fairness a percentage on those entries as well. 
But for the purpose of effecting a final adjustment, for the purpose of establish- 
ing a common accord upon that which to a certain extent is a common interest, 
for the purpose of having a final settlement with the General Government, this 
bill was agreed upon as a basis, perfect or imperfect as it may be, but expressing 
that ceneral idea of the obligation on the part of the General Government to these 
States which we believe it ought promptly to respond to. 

So that as far as I referred the other night to this matter, of what 
the Senator from Ohio suggests in a certain aspect as a lo, soiling 
J; 4 was 


bill, as I did without intending to impute motives to any 
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only commenting on what the Senator reporting the bill himself 
stated, with the candor that belongs to him, that it apparently was a 
matter of consultation among these several claimants, whose respect- 
ive claims, as he regarded them, standing upon law and not upon any 
sense of general legislative equity or generosity, stood upon different 
unds, as obviously they do; but nevertheless, i upon dif- 
ferent grounds, he said it was between them, if I correctly 
understand the remarks which I have just read, that they would 
make this general bill that should put them all in together. 

Mr. President, if they stand upon different grounds,—and so far as 
the law goes evidently they do, (nobody can dispute that now)—of 
course, as the Senator from Ohio says, it is a very improper measure 
to unite them all in one bill. If they are distinct and independent 
claims standing upon the particular equity, in the legislative sense 
of that term, t each State has a right to present owing to the pe- 
culiar circumstances of its condition, then is it not equally improper 
to put them in one bill? Iam unable to see the distinction. 

e only ground upon which they can propery be in one bill, if 
there were ever so just a claim on the part of one or more of these 
States, would be that all involved one single principle to be applied 
in one single way, and that there was no difference in the grounds or 
reasons applying to the different States, and that the redress in the 
legislative sense, (leaving the law now,) to which they would be enti- 
tled would be identical. If their cases are different, the redress can- 
not very well be identical, I take it. The remedy follows the right 
and is to be applied according to the right ; and if the right of these 
States, in the sense of legislative equity or generosity or whatever 
the Senator from Ohio pa to call it, is different, as it must be, if 
there be any right at all, owing to the different extent of these loca- 
tions in the ous States, then there is no ground for a union (be- 
cause I must be very careful not to use any term that means much 
just now, I shall be on trial again,) then there is no ground for a 
union—I hope there is no impropriety in that word; it is a good, pa- 
triotic word,—a union of these lain s in one bill. And thus the Sena- 
tor from Ohio has struck the mark, as he usually does, when he says 
that if this thing does stand on different ground and is not a broad 
and general equity that is to give so much to each one of these States 
each having exactly the same interest and having exactly the same 
wrong to be redressed and to the same extent, then some proper term 
might be found perhaps somewhere in the dictionary to properly 
condemn the practice of the Senate in allowing a bill to go on toa 
discussion at all which made a union of this character of several and 
separate claims. 

ut, Mr, President, this bill is pressed on so many different grounds 
that it isa little difficult to know exactly where to meet it. The 
two Senators from Iowa, I think the Senator from Kansas, who re- 
rted the bill, [Mr. PLUun, ] and my friend from Colorado, [Mr. 
! I do not know but everybody who has supported the 
bill hitherto, have said that they were not asking legislative equity 
pon Congress or generosity, or appealing to general EEES pin 
ons 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will let me interrupt him a moment. 
I did not say that at all. Isimply said that there were involved in 
the presentation of this case the construction and interpretation of 
statutes. That is what I intended to say; that is what I meant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see what my friend did say, if I can find it. 

Mr. TELLER. Yon will find it there, and you find that that 
is what I said. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot find it just now. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator refers to what I said to-day, I sup- 
pose—not the other day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senator now states it, I will take it, for 
he states it as he did before, and no doubt he states it as he intends. 
When we come to the ground on which we respectively stood, that 
is of very slight importance; it is really of no importance whatever 
on the bill, but it is of some importance in t of the considera- 
tion that each Senator owes to all the others. That is a view to 
which I wish to express my adhesion in the frankest manner that I 
can and to disavow, as I thought I had before, any intention to wound 
the sensibilities of any single Senator. 

Now I want to consider for a minute what has been said on this 
occasion. The Senator from Colorado himself said, if I correctly un- 
derstood him, that the claim of his State stood on a different ground 
from that of the others for a reason that he pointed out. If that be 
s0, it ought not be in the same bill. The Senator from Iowa com- 
pam that gainen have had no opportunity to move to amend the 

ill, Why, Mr. President, this bill came in reported from a committee 
with a long, full written report and argument in support of it, that 
did not suggest that there were any amendments which could be made 
to the bill except what might be implied from their statement that 
the homestead lands and I think some others would fall within the 
principle of the bill, but the committee thought it fit to rale them 
out and make a compromise,—that was the substance of it,—and estop 
(as the language of the bill is) the States hereafter from making any 
claim on that account if they should get this. Nobody that rose to 
address the Senate upon the bill suggested that he any amend- 
ment to offer, except one or two Senators suggested that they had 
amendments to offer which would enlarge the scope of the bill and 
not diminish it. The Senator from Florida had one. I think there 
was still another suggested at the desk for the purpose of embracing 
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urpose of trim- 
ming it down, to putting each case on its own grounds that the Sen- 
ator from Iowa now speaks of. The Senator from Iowa was here all 
the time; he was watching and promoting this bill just as he does 
every other bill that he believes to be just and attending to his du- 
ties; and it did not occur to him in all the long debate that we had 
about it, which explored every branch of the affair in a greater or less 
degree, that there was any amendment that he wanted to propose. 
r. KIRKWOOD. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Runt PERTON Would any amendment have been in order if 
offe 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President, it would not have been in or- 
der; but it would have been in order for the honorable Senator from 
Iowa to have got up and stated, as the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
oe did, that if the bill should come to the point of being taken 
up in detail he had an amendment to offer; and it was entirely com- 
petent, therefore, for the Senator from Iowa, if there was anything 
that had occurred to his mind in the way of an amendment that he 
wished for, to say so as a reason why the bill should not be indefi- 
nitely postponed ; but it did not occur to him. It does not appear that 
there was any amendment that he wanted tothe bill. He apparently 

wanted to vote for it as it stood. Nothing in his remarks, nothing in 
anything that he has proposed would lead anybody toa different con- 
clusion. There is, therefore I think, not a good ground of justice in the 
suggestion of the Senator from Iowa, that the friends of the bill have 
been cut off from proposing amendments by the motion that I had 
the honor to submit, use the Senator is too familiar with the 
course of pacliamen proceeding not to know that any Senator 
who wishes to perfect the bill has only to give notice of his intention 
and to point out how he thinks the bill can be made acceptable to the 
majority of the Senate, or to him, at any time in the course of the 
debate, and that would be a reason, if a good suggestion were made, 
why it should not be indefinitely postponed. 

The Senator has referred to amendments to be made to meet my 
views. I hoped that I had been able to make the Senate understand, 
and not to be misunderstood by my honorable friend, that there was 
no amendment that could be made to this bill, in respect of recogniz- 
ing any one of these claims, which would meet my views after the 
investigation, such as it was, that I had been able to make of it. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Allow me. If I said “to meet the Senator’s 
views,” I certainly did not state my meaning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that was the language. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Then I was unfortunate in the use of words. 
I should have said “to meet the Senator's objections.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is quite another thing. That disposes of 
that part of the affair. 

But I do not want to detain the Senate in going over this matter 
again. There can be no denial of the fact that everything that the 
friends of this bill could urge in its favor has been said, that two 
days ago they were unwilling to have the matter go over for a single 
aay but were desirous of bringing it to a final disposition then. 

ow one word more and I have done, and I hope forever with this 
subject. Some Senator has said—I do not know but the Senator from 
Iowa—that it was a var unusual thing for a Senator who had opposa 
a measure and who voted with the majority in disposing of it, to 
moye to reconsider. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. I 
did not make the motion to reconsider until the promoter of the bill, 
the Senator who had reported it and who had been urging its Loe 
sage, and who was in the minority as he found, had given notice that 
he would enter a motion to reconsider, having voted against his con- 
victions on the record in order to have the opportunity to do that 
thing. In that state of the case, as well as in any other for that mat- 
ter, clearly any Senator had a right, not only under the rules but 
upon any principle of OTET to make the motion himself and have 
the matter disposed of. The dea of a reconsideration is not that the 
minority shall ask the reconsideration and shall hang the matter up 
to see if they cannot muster forces enough, as the expression of some- 
body was, to try it again; but the theory of a reconsideration is that 
some member in the nin be h who is really in the majority and not 
merely in form on the record, discovers that there is some matter of 
doubt or misunderstanding or new information that he has obtained 
which leads him to desire to consider the measure again with a view 
to seeing whether he has not made a mistake. That is the theory of 
the rule as to the motion to reconsider. 

That is all I wish to say. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, as the Senator from Vermont did not 
seem to understand very fully what I said on the occasion of the few 
remarks I made on this bill, I have a right to presume, I think, that 
somebody else misunderstood it; and therefore I will endeavor to 
explain what the idea was that I thought I had fairly expressed at 
the time about the adjustment of the differences between the States 
in reference to what they believed their rights were at the hands of 
the General Government, which preceded and accompanied the report 
of this bill. That did not take the shape of any formal conference or 
caucus or anything of that sort, but it was a talk in the committee 
in reference to the various classes of claims which the States were 
pressing on the attention of the committee, and which to some extent 
they desired to have embodied in this bill. 

I said, somewhat briefly, that the nature of these claims was vari- 


more lands in the scope of the bill, and not for the p 
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ous; that is, that there were certain classes of them. As the Senator 
from Colorado has said, Colorado is estopped by the act of her admis- 


sion to claim a tage on the homestead entries. The people of 
Colorado might therefore very fairly have said, “As we are not to get 
this, Kansas should not have it.” The ple of Ohio, where they 
did not have any homestead entries within the limits of that State 
on which they could make any charge against the General Govern- 
ment, might fairly say that they preferred not to commit themselves 
to a claim of greater magnitude on behalf of the State of Kansas. 
There were a great many classes of claims against the General Gov- 
ernment growing out of the several acts of admission. Through them 
all, however, there was one particular class which was common to all 
of them substantially, and that was this claim for 5 per cent. on entries 
made with military land warrants. 

In the case of the State of Ohio the precise extent of that was to 
some extent qualified by the fact that that fund was to be divided 
in acertain way, Thecommittee thought on the whole that the Goy- 
ernment had waived the right to divide the fund in that manner, 
that it had substantially recognized the right of the State to have it 
all, and that having waited all these many years without expending 
that money, now it ought to go to the State at all events, saying noth- 
ing about the legislative recognition of the principle embodied in the 
bill made at different times. 

All these claims resting upon the theories of the several States 
would have amounted to many millions of dollars, fifteen or twenty 
perhaps. We knew that in accordance with the ordinary course of 
things the time would come when these claims would not only be 
presented in all that magnitude, if something was not now done, 
when they would have greater chance of passing perhaps than they 
have now; and for the purpose of having a final settlement of all 
these matters it was agreed that that class of claims which was common 
to all the States should be taken up and presented as they were em- 
bodied substantially in this bill, and the rest of them should be ent 
off so that hereafter they should never be brought to the attention 
of Con ; that is, the States would never put themselves in the 
attitude of claiming sayihiog from Congress on account of the en- 
tries not embraced in this bill. 

I do not think there was anything unfair in that, and I was a little 
ac Ses to hear a suggestion or a hint that there had been any log- 
rolling. I certainly am not aware that any Senator on this floor who 
is interested in the of this bill ever mentioned the subject di- 
rectly or indirectly to any other Senator with the view of influencing 
his vote. I certainly did not, and nothing was further from the inten- 
tion of the committee or from that of the promoters of the bill origi- 
nally than that there should be any kind of log-rolling or a resort to 
any practice whatever to put this bill on any other than its proper 
footing as a just and, as we believe, a legal claim against the Govern- 
ment; not perhaps legal in the sense that it could be enforced in a 
court of law, but standing on the ground of a valid consideration 
which the Government ought to be as prompt to respond to as an indi- 
vidual under similar circumstances. 

Much has been said about what these States have had, and about 
the unconscionable nature of this claim for the reason that they have 
been beneficiaries of the public-land system of the United States; 
and it has been spoken of as a grab, or as this fund being one that 
was going into a common pot to be divided, and all that sort of thing. 
I ed attention the other day to the fact that this was not a divide 
in the sense in which the public funds have heretofore been divided 
by men in control of the United States Government. I have observed 
to-day that that same principle of ‘‘a fair divide” obtains and is to 
be pressed on the Senate in other matters. The Senator from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. BAILEY, ] from his seat to-day, asked the Senate to make 
a special order of a bill, which is to do what? To take 5 per cent. of 
the proceeds of the public lands for any purpose? By no means. 
With a modesty which characterizes him as an individual and the 
State he represents, he proposes to take the entire proceeds, all of them; 
and after he had made his motion, “ the grave and reverend” Senator 
from Vermont, the senior Senator who voted so strongly against this 
bill, rose in his place and said that that bill was one of the utmost 
importance, and one that ought to be made a special order, and of 
course there would be no objection to it! 

So it seems that the States which claim that they are entitled, 
legally, justly, fairly, honorably, to 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the 

es of the public lands, are not to have it because it would interfere 
with the scheme to take all of them. The secret probably, to some 
extent, of the opposition manifested to this bill is that there is be- 
hind it a chanee, or a scheme, or a design to appropriate the entire 
public lands of the United States, all of the p s hereafter to be 
derived, for purposes which are to some extent personal, so to speak, 
to the several States of the Union, not for a common purpose, not for 
a purpose simply that is common to all the people of the United States, 
becanse that purpose is no more common to the le of the United 
States than the porposs for which the grant to erived from the 
passage of this bill, if it should pass, is to be devoted. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator state for what purpose the money 
is to be appropriated by that bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that it is to be appropriated for pur- 
poses of education. 

Mr. BAILEY. Among the people of all the States, all the children 
of the States. 


Mr.PLUMB. That question after all is no more a question of gen- 
eral im poredno, praoto speaking, in that view of it than that 
which is presented in the bill now under consideration, because it so 
happens that a 3 of the States interested in this bill have sa- 
credly devoted the fund to be derived from the proceeds of the sale of 
these lands, either by State constitution or by legislative enactment, 
to the cause of education in the several States. That is a purpose 
which is general, because it is a purpose that inhered in the original 
grant by Virginia to the General Government of these lands so far as 
they cover the States in the Northwestern Territory. The State of 
Virginia in the act of cession ey enjoined upon the General Goy- 
ernment that education should be promoted. In pursuance of that 
stipulation, ever since 1841 the General Government has given two sec- 
tions out of every township of public lands for educational pur 
and why? Because it was to promote that general object which in- 
hered in and was a part of the cession of the Northwestern Territory 
and because that was a common purpose so far as the people of the 
United States are concerned. You may make a larger or a smaller 
territorial distribution, but the question of the purpose is just the 
same. 

We ask, as I said, only 5 per cent., but we are to be postponed in 
order that not only 95 per cent. but 100 per cent. of the public lands, 


the whole remainder, may be taken away. The Senator from Ver- 


mont says that it has been complained of that he made this motion. 
I do not complain of it. I saw from the beginning that the Senator 
from Vermont had set his heart upon defeating this bill; and waow- 
ing his resources, knowing his determination, knowing his skill in 
debate, in parliamentary practice, and in everything of that kind, I 
expected that if there was a motion which more than any other 
motion would emphasize that determination, which would carry out 
the idea with which he started, he would make it. To that extent 
of course he was entirely justified. He was justified upon all grounds. 
I certainly did not hear the motion made with any kind of surprise 
whatever, and I do not complain of it. It is simply a question as to 
whether now the Senate will adopt the motion thus made and thereby 
dispose of the whole matter so far as it is presented in its present 


form. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say only a word upon 
this question. 

The Senator from Indiana this morning moved to postpone the bill 
until the first Monday in April, stating as a reason for such postpone- 
ment that he wished to e further the questions involved in the 
bill, and that he desired more time to furnish specific information to 
the Senate. I think the request made by the Senator from Indiana 
was reasonable, because I do know that when he comes to furnish 
that information to the Senate it will show that so far from this bill 
involving, in any construction of it, $10,000,000, it cannot involve half 
that sum. Yet the other day we were told that the eventualities of 
the bill would involve $10,000,000. So in regard to other questions 
that are involved here, a little light upon them will undoubtedly show 
that many of the reasons which governed gentlemen in voting against 
the bill may in the end induce them in some form to support it. 

When I submitted a few remarks the other day upon the bill, I 
stated distinctly that I expected to vote for amendments to it, as I 
did expect and do expect to vote for amendments to it if the bill is 
to pass—not in the way of enlarging it, (possibly I may also vote for 
some amendments to enlarge it,) but in the way of restricting its pro- 
visions, because I think there ought to be further restrictive provis- 
ions, and I so stated. Immediately upon the motion being made to 
which I refer, the Senator from Vermont moved to indefinitely post- 

ne the whole question, so that there shall be here and now, without 

urther discussion, without further opportunity of debate, without 
further consideration, an absolutely clinching vote upon the bill, in 
order that it may be killed at the present time. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BAILEY) proposed this morning, 
and secured the unanimous consent of the Senate, that on the 8th day 
of March we shall take up the question of the distribution of all the 
public lands in the United States, amounting to many millions of 
acres, for the promotion of education. I have not examined in detail 
the provisions of that bill; but I want to say here and now to him, 
that if he presents a fair bill looking to the devotion of the public 
lands to the illiterate people of this country, I shall give it my hear 
and cordial support. en that bill comes here in March and sha 
have been debated, as it will be debated, it may very materially 
modify the views of gentlemen in regard to the claim of certain 
States of the Union for 5 per cent. upon the proceeds of the public 
lands. Yet we are to be cut off here without any discussion, without 
any opportunity for discussion, in view of the new lights that have 
been bestowed this morning upon the question. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] rose in his place and 
asked my 2 a question. I thought he was asking the ques- 
tion of me, and therefore took the liberty of replying to him; bat I 
was informed that he was seeking information from my collea 
and not from me. He asked why we should not refer this question 
to the Court of Claims inasmuch as there are divisions here in refer- 
ence to the construction of these statutes. True, the Senator frum 
Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] says that that is not all that is involved; but 
that suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts is worthy of con- 
sidering. I have faith in the Court of Claims, and of course in the 
Supreme Court, who would have jurisdiction of this question as an 
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appellate court; and it is worthy of consideration whether we should 
not submit this whole question, under limitations and restrictions, to 
the Court of Claims. 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to be heard again upon this mat- 
ter and if the Senator will allow me to ask him a f let me 
ask him, does he understand that disposing of this bill finally would 
prevent the introduction of a bill to send any question that the State 
of Iowa or any other State has, to the Court of Claims, if any bill be 
necessary, as it is not? 

N. The Senator from Vermont knows perfectly well 
that I know as well as he knows that if the bill is killed this day, as 
he proposes to kill it, I can reintroduce this identical bill to-morrow 
20 force it upon the consideration of a committee, as of course any 
Senator can introduce a bill submitting the whole question to the 
Court of Claims, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my honorable friend will pardon me, I do not 
say I know anything, but I think I know that under the rules of the 
Senate, that have been tried out and decided in the time of Thomas 
H. Benton, who was supposed to know something of what he was 
about, nothing of the kind that the Senator speaks of, in regard to 
reintroducing this bill, can be done. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. At this session of Congress? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At this session of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand the rules as the Senator from 
Vermont understands them. Of course I could not introduce the 
exact bill proposed here, but the substance of this bill could be 
forced upon the attention of the Senate year after year; and I want 
to give notice to the Senator from Vermont that if we are to be cut 
off in this way by the votes of a majori of the Senate on a motion 
now to indefinitely postpone, he will sit here, I hope many years, to 
hear arediscussion of this question, as he would be bound to do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 Mist. & 

Mr. ALLISON. What I ask the Senator from Vermont to submit 
to I believe is only a fair request. It isa request that if the Senator 
from Vermont himself were to make would be accorded almost by 
unanimous consent in this body. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not a bit of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Coming as it does from certainly a fair representa- 
tion of gentlemen representing States of this Union believing that 
they have interests here that ought to be subserved, I think it is 
nothing more than a fair proposition that we should ask that the 
vote shall be so taken as that the bill can be, on the second Monday 
of December next, again considered in this body in the light of facts 
that may then exist. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. The Senator saysif I were to make such a request 
he believes it would be unanimously consented. I wish to inquire of 
him, if I had asked the postponement now proposed at five o’clock 
in the afternoon of the ay when the vote to indefinitely postpone 
the bill was taken, would he have voted himself to have the bin post- 
poned until the second Monday in December, or for one week? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is impossible for me to say now what I should 
have done on that evening. I can only say that on that evening, 
p as I was to have the vote taken on the Senator's motion to 

ndefinitely postpone, I did vote against an adjournment at that 
hour. I did not feel that I was voting in a discourteous way to the 
Senator from Vermont, because for three successive days at the close 
of the morning hour he had the floor and yielded it to other gentle- 
men, who discussed and debated this question until three or four 
o’clock in the afternoon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken about that; I did not 
bave the floor. The Senator is entirely mistaken. I do not complain 
of any discourtesy in the Senate refusing to postpone the matter even 
for one day. Ithad a perfect right to do so, and it was no discourtesy 
to me. e friends of the bill thought they wanted it decided and 
they got it decided. 

r. ALLISON. We desired a vote on the question of indefinite 
postponement. As the Senator says, that vote was taken and it proved 
to be an adverse vote to the friends of the measure. Iam not com- 
plaining of that. I do not complain of anything in connection with 
this bill. I do not complain of the opposition made by the Senator 
from Vermont to the bill; it has been able, it has been thorough, it 
has been exhaustive; but opportunity ought to be given for a spe- 
cific reply to the argument that he made at five o’clock in the after- 
noon day before esterday, when he said that $10,000,000 would be 
taken out of the if the bill were to pass, when by any cal- 
culation, so far as I have been able to judge, it would be impossible 
to take $4,000,000 out of the Treasury under it. Yet upon that argu- 
ment being made a vote was immediately taken. 

Now, all I ask is that we shall postpone this question until the sec- 
vad Monday in December next, in the short session, and then recon- 
sider the question. If we are then voted down, if a majority, as there 
ee now to be a majority, should be still opposed to the bill, then 
of course the question will be decided adversely by the Senate. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, I have but a very few words to 
my I have already su ted one reason why I desire to have the 
bill still retained before the Senate, thatit may hereafter consider it, 
which is, that I do not think there has been a fair discussion of the 
question in this body. 


I now wish to call the attention of the Senate to a statement that 
has been made with reference to the amount of money which it has 
been claimed from time to time is involved in the bill. The Senate 
certainly understands that the bill simply embraces lands taken with 
military scrip and with land warrants, and nothing else. Inasmuch 
as lands entered by scrip, as it is termed, have heretofore been ac- 
counted to the States as cash entries, the scrip provision in the bill 
is simply surplusage, and has nothing to operate upon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken about that, I think, with 
great deference to him. I wish him to have the closing speech, and 
so he will pardon my interrupting him now. I will say that the bill 
is retrospective as well as r from the dates of admission 
of the States. Consequently the military scrip that was located 
or paid in before the admission of the States is embraced in the bill, 
although the States since have got their pay on the military scrip. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I do not understand the bill to be retrospective 
in the sense that the Senator has stated; but if there was any ques- 
tion on that point it had been my purpose to move at the proper time 
an amendment by which all ambiguity upon the subject would be 
removed, limiting it to such entries as been made since the sev- 
eral States had been admitted into the Union under their respective 
enabling acts. 

In the first assault that the Senator from Vermont made upon the 
bill he spoke of the quaatity involved, and undoubtedly he . 
that the amount would have some impression on the mind of some 
one who might be called upon to vote in er to this matter. I 
read now from the RECORD of the 12th of February the statements 
then made by the Senator from Vermont upon that question, to be 
found on page 9 of the Recorp of that date: 

Next we come to the bounty lands which of course are not ted to the States, 
and I only pat them in so that this statement of sums ma: ko together. Under 
the acts of 1847, 1850, 1852, and 1855, down to the 30th of June, 1878, the issues and 
locations of bounty land warrants had been: land warrants for 60,986,070 acres of 
land had been issued, and there had been located 52,357,090 acres of land. This 
8 one million acres at a dollar and a quarter an acre would make about 

000,000. 


, and 5 per cent. of that, as anybody can see, is in round numbers about 
. MCDONALD. I can give the Senator the exact figures of the land-warrant 
5 to a statement furnished by the Commissioner of the General 
ice. 
Mr, Epwuxps. If the Senator will peen me, I bave the exact statement my- 
self, furnished by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
Mr. McDonaub. Perhaps this is more correct infi 


‘ormation. 
Mr. . 5 put it in his speech. I take the Commissioner's 
T 


number of acres, at $1.25 an acre would produce, at 5 707 


So that when the Senator came to quote the correct amount from 
the fi that he had before him he dropped down from the $4,000,000, 
stated in round numbers, to $3,811,629.30. When the Senator came, 
in the conclusion of this discussion, to the final consideration of the 
bill, as he will find by recurring to his remarks in the RECORD of 
February 26, he very much enlarged this sum. The beginning of the 
Senator’s remarks then upon the subject are as follows: 
as shall be very sorry, 


whether there is e here, I move that 
that I ask for a division, &c. : 

The Senate did not adjourn, and the Senator proceeded with his 
remarks. When he came to a discussion of this branch of the subject 
again, here are his statements, to be found on the next page: 

The honorable Senator from Kansas says these surrenders of right made a con- 
sideration which entitles these States now to tax the eof the United States 
to pay into their treasuries these moneys, amounting as I say upon the bill as it 
stand, when you getitall together and asit will turn out, to hard upon $10,000,000. 
To say nothing about scrip, the 5 per cent, on the mere bounty lands alone since 

own to last year amounts to almost $5,000,000; and this bill contains serip as 
well as it contains bounty lan 
Mr. McDoNALp rose. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will 


rdon me. If Iam going on to-night, I must 
goon myself. He will excuse me ted. wis 


Th OFFI Th 8 f 8 — to be interrupted. 
ie IDING CER. e 
Mr. McDoxaLp. Not even to correct a statement t 

Mr. Ebuuxbs. Not even to correct a statement. The Senator can correct me 
afterward. 

The Senator from Vermont in this last attack of his upon the bill 
raises the amount upon bounty-land entries over his own exact state- 
$000 W beginning when his attention was called to it by me, almost 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, from $3,811,000. 

Mr. McDONALD. To $5,000,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To “hard upon $5,000,000,” as a matter of my 
opinion. 

Mr. McDONALD. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If you get this bill through, I think it will turn 
out that I am right. 

Mr. McDON. As to the land-warrant entries which the Sena- 
tor from Vermont read from the report, the entire amount of land 
warrants issued would not have made this sum up to $4,000,000, that 
he said it was hard upon in the beginning, so that there was simply 
a rise of a full million for which there was nothing whatever to base 
18 gr 5 upon. 


The Senator forgets to read what I stated and 
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what he probably has forgotten, that if he will look into the land re- 
port he will see that there is one State at least which was admitted 
since 1847, the State of Oregon I think it is, and that it may turn out, 
and probably will, that a considerable amount of these locations can 
be found there. Therefore I expressed my opinion that it would 
come hard to $5,000,000, I expressed it sincerely, ahd I repeat it now. 

Mr. McDONALD. Oh, but the Senator showed in the first state- 
ment that the whole number of land warrants issued was only about 
sixty million acres. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, but I stated at the same time that in the 
report from which I read the State of Oregon did not appear at all, 
and I believe it wonld appear that there were bounty lands located 
there. 

Mr. McDONALD. But the Senator was not going to the fountain- 
head; he was giving us the statement of the number of land war- 
rants issued and the quantity of acres thus covered by them. 

Mr. President, I trust that the motion to indefinitely postpone will 
be voted down, and that we shall at least retain the bill in the con- 
trol of the Senate until it can be further considered and examined. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If no friend of the bill wishes to make any fur- 
ther remark, I will, pending this question, move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. I do not do it for the purpose of cutting off 
any debate, if anybody wants to speak. If anybody wishes to say 
anything more, I will withdraw the motion. 5 

Mr. McDONALD. That is all right. Let us take the vote on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question ison the motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the . proceeded to 
call the roll. . 

Mr. EATON, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THuRMAN.] If he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. FERRY, (when his name was called.) On this motion I am 
paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING.] Were he 
present he would vote “ yea,” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr.WHYTE.] If he were 
present I presume that he would vote yea,” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when his name was called.) I paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] upon the bill. That Senator 
is absent, and I do not know what position he would take upon the 

uestion now pending before the Senate. If his colleague [Mr. 
Namx! will advise me in to the matter, I shall be governed 
by his suggestions, if he knows the wishes of his coll e. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not feel authorized to advise the Senator as to 
how he should vote. My colleague, as I am, is opposed to the 
of the bill. Although I am opposed to the passage of the bill, I am 
very willing to vote for the motion made by the Senator from In- 
diana to 1 its consideration until the second Monday in De- 
cember, and hence I have voted against the motion to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. I am utterly unable to advise the Senator 
from Minnesota. He must decide the question for himself. 

Mr. McMILLAN, In view of the uncertainty that exists I shall 
withhold my vote. If the Senator from Tennessee were here I should 
vote“ gay 

Mr. WITHERS, (when his name was called.] Iam pao on this 
bill with the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS.] Ido not know 
how he would vote on the pending motion. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FARLEY. On this bill I paired with the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. SHaRon] the other evening. As he is absent, having gone to 
New York, I shall continue the pair. If he were present, he would 
vote “nay ” and I should vote “ yea ” on this motion. 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
GROVER] with the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. VANcE.] My 
colleague would vote “nay” if he were present. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. HILL] who sits 
next to me is paired with the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. 
HEREFORD.] If the Senator from Colorado were here, he would vote 
“ nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My coll ə [Mr. HEREFORD] is 
aired with the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. HILL. ] Were my col- 
eague present, he would vote “yea.” 

. TELLER. My colleague Mr. HILL] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia, [Mr. HEREFORD. ] my colleague were 
present, he would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Anthony, Davis of W. Va., Hill of Georgia, Morrill, 
Bayard, Dawes, Hoar, Platt, 
Beck, Edmunds, Kernan, RO 
Groome, McPherson, Saulsbury. 
Burnside, „ Maxey, 
NAYS—3. 

1 Butler, Coke, Jonas, 
Bailey, Davis of Illinois, Jones of Florida, 
Baldwin, Cameron of Wis., Gordon, Kellogg, 
Blair, Cockrell, pton, Kirkwood, 


Lamar, Slater, Williams, 
Plumb, Teller, Windom. 
M d, T, Vest, 
5 Voorhees, 
ock, Saunders, Walker, 
ABSENT—24. 
Blaine, Farley, Hillof Colorado, Sharon, 
Bruce, Ferry, In; Thurman, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Jol Vance, 
ter, Grover, Jones of Nevada, Wallace, 
Conkling, i MeMillan, Whyte, 
Eaton, Hereford, Randolph, Withers. 


So the motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I now move that the further consideration of 
5 Whole subject be postponed until the second Monday in Decem- 

r next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does the question come to be on that mo- 
tion when I have a motion 8 tpone indefinitely f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chait understood the Senator 
to withdraw that motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator did not withdraw it, and the Sen- 
ator did not say that he withdrew it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In that case, as the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont has priority, the question is on the motion to 


indefinitely ne. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. FARLEY, (when his name was aren On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Nevada, [Mr. SHARON. ] 

Mr. FERRY, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING.] If he 
were present, he would vote “‘ yea”. and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WHYTE.) If he were present, he 
would vote “ yea ” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN, (when his name was called.) On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. HAnRIS.] If he 
were here, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WITHERS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from (Mr. Incatts.] If he were present, I 
should vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Anthony, Davis of W. Va., Hill of Georgia, Morrill, 
8 Dawes, Hoar, Platt, 
Booth, 5 MePher Saulsbury 
roome, erson, 5 
Burnside, Hamlin, Maxey, Wallace. 
NAYS—32. 
Davis of Ilinois, 
Baldwin, Gordon, En li, Slater, 
Blair, Hampton, Morgan, Teller, 
Butler, Jonas, Paddock, Vest, 
Jones of Florida, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
—— of Wis., Ei 8d Tamh, Walker, 
‘ockrell, or, illiams, 
Coke, r Ransom, Windom. 
ABSENT—24. 
Bailey. Eaton, Hereford, Randolph, 
Blaine, Farley, Hill of Colorado, — 
Ferry, Thurman, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Johnston, Vance, 
ter, Grover, Jones of Nevada, we 
So the motion was not to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. MCDONALD, ] that the Senate post- 
pone the further consideration of the motion to reconsider the indefi- 
nite postponement of the bill until the second Monday in December 
next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MUSCLE SHOALS APPROPRIATION. 

Mr. GORDON. I present a letter from the Secretary of War, with 
accompanying papers, and ask that they be printed. They relate to 
a subject of considerable importance. The tary of War himself 
requests that his letter, with the accompanying papers, be printed 
for the information of the Senate and of the public. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. What is the subject to which they relate? 

Mr. GORDON. They are in reference to the use by the Secretary 
of War of a portion of the sum appropriated under the river an 
harbor act to the Muscle Shoals, for the purpose of paying a con- 
tractor who had a claim against the Government. It was a diver- 
sion of a portion of the appropriation from the purpose for which it 
was intended to the payment of the heirs of a former contractor. 
The question having been raised by the Committee on Commerce, in 

ustice to the Secretary of War and also in justice to the committee 
3 — with the consent of the committee, I ask that these papers 
rinted. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to know, before I give my consent, what 

papers accompany the letter of the Secretary of War? 
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Mr. GORDON. They embrace the correspondence between the | Canal; which report was ordered to be printed and recommitted to 


committee and the Secretary of War, to begin with, and then the 
estimates by the engineers of the amount due this contractor, and 
the opinions of the 5 75 cfficer of the War Department as to the right 
of the Secretary to take from the appropriation the sum and pay it to 
the contractor. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The opinion cf the law officer of the War De- 
partment sustains the paynient by the Secretary of War out of the 
appropriation made to satisfy the claim of Williams. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Georgia to ask simply that the papers be printed, not that they 
be referred. 

Mr. GORDON. I only ask that they be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there no objection, the order 
to print will be made. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 

Ordered, Tat Mary E. Parker, administratrix of L. C. P. Cowper, be permitted 
to withdraw from the Senate files the papers in the claim of L, C. P. Cowper. 

On motion of Mr. LAMAR, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Adeline Shirley be taken from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. BURNSIDE, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Under the understanding had regarding the bill 
(S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late major-general of 
the United States volunteers and colonel of the Army, I now call up 
that bill and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New porey that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

Mr. LOGAN, I am satisfied that the Senator from New Jersey would 
not desire to proceed at this late hour, and I therefore move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I should like to have the bill read. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I withdraw my motion. 

Mr, RANDOLPH. I simply ask to have the bill read, and then I 
will give way for a motion to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business, as suggested by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to address the Senate upon the Geneva award 
question. I think I shall not occupy more than thirty minu cer- 
tainly not over forty. I understand from the honorable Senator 
from New Jersey that it would be convenient to him when this bill 
is taken ap next week to lay it aside informally long enough for that 
Pp merely wish to make the statement now. 

. RANDOLPH. I understand that under the rules of the Senate 
this bill will be the unfinished business of the Senate on Monday 
after the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I will state now that if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts wishes, immediately upon the completion of the morning hour 
on Monday, to 1. 10 such time as he may desire without detriment 
to the pending bill, I have no objection. I shall follow him imme- 
diately, of course, upon the bill that is now before the Senate and 
which will be the unfinished business for Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the understand- 
ing that the Senator from Massachusetts shall address the Senate on 


oe 7 
Mr. HOAR. I do not suppose it requires any assent of the Senate; 
I merely gave the notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has asked if there is ob- 
jection, and the Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAYARD. That understanding being had between the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts and the Senator from New Jersey, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and ten minutes 

t in executive session the doors were reopened; and (at five 
o’clock and four minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 27, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 
Mr. CABELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, submitted a report in writing upon the bill (H. R. 
No. 4507) to abolish all tolls charged by the Louisville and Portland 


the Committee on Railways and Canals, not to be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider, 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. SAPP presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Iowa in relation to interstate commerce; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Joint resolution in relation to interstate commerce. 


Resolved by the General A, Towa, That our Senators and Representatives 
in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to use all their influence to secure 
the enactment by Congress of a law that will inaugurate a system of controlling rail- 
road corporations so as to prevent abuses in management. unjust inations, 
and excessive charges for transportation on all interstate lines of railroads. 
2. Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to furnish a copy of this 
resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 
LORE ALFORD, 
Speaker of the House. 
FRANK T. CAMPBELL. 
President of the Senate. 


JNO. H. GEAR. 


I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the original joint resolution. 
3 my hand and the great seal of the State this 23d day of February, A. D. 


JAS. HULL, 
Secretary of State of Iowa. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


Mr. DEERING, by unanimous consent, presented a concurrent reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of Iowa relating to the Des 
Moines River lands; which was referred to the Committee on Pablic 
Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. It is as follows: 


Memorial of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa relating to the Des Moines 
River lands. 


Whereas by an act of Congress of August 8, 1846, a tof land was made to 
the then Territory of Iowa to aid in the improvement of the navigation of the Des 
Moines River from its mouth to the Raccoon Fork; and 

Whereas on the 9th day of June, 1854. the State of Iowa contracted with a cor- 
poration known as the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company to complete 
the work then by the State as provided by said grant, and to be done for 
the lands granted thereby withont liability of the State; and 

Whereas the State. in 1858, for the purpose of a settlement with said corporasion, 
made ə deed to the said company of what title the State then had to certain lands 
therein described north of the Raccoon 


Fork; and 

Whereas by a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States at the Decem- 
ber term. 1859, between the Dubuque and Sioux City Railroad Company and Edwin 
C. Litehfield, it was decided that said grant did not extend above the Raccoon 
Fork and that the certificates issued by the Land Department to the State for said 
lands were void and that the said company had no title whatever to the lands 
claimed by them above said Raccoon Fork; and 

Whereas by the joint resolution of Congress of March 2. 1861, all the remaining 
interest in said lands above said Raccoon Fork so erroneously certified was re- 
leased to the bona fide holders of the patents of the State, and by the act of Con- 
gress of July 12, 1862. said tof 1846 was extended so as to include the odd- 
numbered sections lying within five miles of said river, between the Raccoon Fork 
and the north line of the State of lowa; and 

Whereas numerons settlers entered upon the said lands lying north of the Rac- 
coon Fork at various times. some of them as early as 1854. eving them to be 
Government lands open to settlement under the pre-emption and homestead laws 
of the United States. and have made valuable improvements thereon with a view 
to ultimate ection of their title, many of whom have long held possession from 
the United States under said laws; and 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior, Hon. O. H. Browning, on the 9th day of 
May, 1868. in an opinion er Kensie g the acts of 1846, 1861, and 1882, and 
what is known as Harvey set t of 1866 under them, also the contradictory 

ons of the various officials m the original grant of 1846 and the decisions of 

e Supreme Court of the United States, and particularly that known s the Wol- 
cott case, decided that the said lands heretofore improperly certified north of the 
Raccoon Fork were open to pre-emption and settlement under the laws of the 
United States; and 

Whereas, in pursuance of such opinion and decisions and encouragea thereto by 
such authority and the advice of eminent counsel, several hundreds of said settlers 
proceeded to file their declarations and undertook in good faith to perfect their titles 
to the lands selected and improved by them as mentioned, and many of said settlers 
had prior to that time so filed their declarations, and applied to pre-empt said land 
and make homestead entries thereon ; and 

Whereas grievous litigation is now 8 in the various courts of the State and 
3 United States relating to the title to said lands, improvements thereon, &c. ; 


Whereas, on account of the very great hardship that has been brought about by 
the conflicting decisions aforesaid. great disturbance and trouble has already arisen 
and is likely to arise unless some satisfactory and just action be taken by the State 
and Government relating to this subject; and 

Whereas the settlers aforesaid are wholly without remedy under the effect of said 
rulings of the various Departments and officers of the General Government and 
courts and they only desire that the United States should take proper action to pro- 
tect them, and it has become a matter of vital importance to all the settlers on these 
lands, whether holding under the United States laws as pre-emptors or under the 
company, as well as to all other . residing al the Moines Valley from 
the — ninety-two on 


Approved February 16, 1880. 


[SEAL.] 


n Fork to the north line 6 east side, and the north line 
of eighty-eight on the west side of the mver. to which point said lands were certi- 
fied, that these long-continued and — controversies connected with the legis- 
lation referred to be fully and finally ed; and j 

Whereas the settlers upon said lands believe that no action has ever been taken 
relating to these lands in which the United States and the interest of the United 
States have been fairly and properly represented in court, and only desire that this 
may be done: Therefore, 

it resolved by the house of representatives of the State 
ring,) That our Senators in © 
q 


Iowa, (the senate concur- 
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United States involved in such suits may, at his or their 


expense, unite with the 
United States in the prosecution of such suits, to the end that the title or titles of 
any person or persons claiming said 


— — . 
Approved February 16, 1880. * 

JNO. H. GEAR. 

eee eee 


[seat] 


8 


JAS. ET 
Secretary of State of Iowa. 
ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE ] 
asks consent that Judge Twiggs of Georgia, be admitted to the floor 
e 


during his stay in the ERA gentleman from California [Mr. 
PAGE] asks the same privilege during to-day for Mr. David Perkins, 
of California. 


There being no objection, the requests were granted. 
LEMUEL ADAMS. 


Mr. PRESCOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4752) granting a pension to Lemuel Adams, private of the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Pensions, 


BYRON ROSECRANS. 


Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4753) to correct the military record of Byron Rosecrans, late of Com- 
pany H, Twenty-ninth Michigan Volunteer Infantry ; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Military 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. DUNN. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
offer for consideration and adoption at this time a resolution propos- 
ing an investigation of matters pertaining to the Hot Springs reser- 
vation, in the State of Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution was offered the other day and ob- 
jected to; but as the Chair understands the objection is now with- 
drawn. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


section 5 of an act ee June 11, 1870, in relation to the Hot S reserva- 
tion, in the State of Arkansas, performed the duties of said receivership, the amount 
and kind of property he took possession of in the name of the Government, what 
disposition was made thereof, what sum or sums of money he received for the rent 
or other use of said property, and generally to inquire fully into his conductin that 
behalf, and also to investigate the manner in which the Hot Springs commission, 
appointed under the provisions of the acts of March 3, 1877, and December 16, 1878, 
in relation to the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkansas, have performed 
their duties; and to investigate fully all matters of alleged maladministration of 
said acts by said commissioners, or either of them, or by any officer or employé of 
said commission, either in the matter of making or rescinding orders of condemna- 
tion or making awards of the right of purchase under improper influences or spec- 
ulating in contested claims or issuing certificates for condemned houses that have 
not been injured, removed, or taken by the Government; and to inquire into and 
ascertain what portion of the certificates issued hy said commission for condemned 
buildings and property is just and right and what portion thereof is unjust, and into 
the receipts and ditures of money on any and all accounts, and the amount of 
compensation ved by said commissioners and each of their officers and em- 
ployés, and into the settlement and condition of the account of any disbursing * 
or officer said co may have had; and generally to inquire fully into all of 
said mattets and whether in any case wrong or injastice has been done to the Gov- 
ernment or to individuals, and into the present condition, amount, kind, and value 
of property now held by the Government on the said Hot Springs reservation, and 
report by bill or otherwise such recommendations as they may deem wise and proper 
in the premises. And that said committee or any sub-committee thereof appointed 
as aforesaid shall have power to send for persons and papers, call and examine wit- 
nesses, administer oaths, sit during the sessions of the House, may have a clerk, 
stenographer, and 8 and may proceed to said Hot Springs to prosecute 
said investigation, if deemed advisable by said committee, during the session of Con- 
pu ; and the expenses of said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent 
9 rive’ the House upon the certificate of the chairman of said investigating com- 


Mr. BROWNE. Is this resolution in order at the present time? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was presented the other day and 
objection was made by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. ConGER, ] 
the Chair thinks. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. DUNN] to present the resolution to-day on the und 
that the gentleman who objected to it before does not any longer 
object. The resolution is not before the House except by unanimous 


consent. 

Mr. BROWNE. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. If not so referred, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution comes from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, being reported by unanimous consent of the committee, as 
the Chair understands. 

Mr. DUNN. The Committee on Public Lands have directed me to 
report this resolution; and if I can get permission I will make a 
statement which wiil satisfy the House. 

Mr. CONGER. J] object to the resolution because we have had a 
commission whose action was supposed to be satisfactory, and, if so, 
whose decision should have been final. The House has determined 
that the Government shall not receive the money it might have re- 
ceived under the proceedings of that commission. Here is a propo- 


sition for additional expense for an investigation to go over the same 
ground 2 855 without calling those commissioners before the com- 
mittee. object to this until the members of the commission already 
appointed have been heard. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] and 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] both object. 


OFFICIAL CONDUCT OF DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I am instructed, by unanimous 
vote of the Committee for the District of Columbia, to ask the adop- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of 


Treasury February ; and 
to send for eee and 3 
Mr. COX. I hope this resolution will be adopted. 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 
REPORT ON SHEEP HUSBANDRY. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committeeon Printing, reported back, with 
an amendment, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 68) to authorize the 
printing of 10,000 copies of the Report on Sheep Husbandry. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved the Senate and He Representatives, de., That 10,000 
the re 7 the Department ares 8 on “Sheep Husbandry" be cen the 
hereby, ordered to be printed for distribution by the members of the 

Representatives among their constituents. 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
In line 3 strike out “10 ” and insert 13; " and in line 5,after the word “printed,” 
insert 3,000 copies for the Senate, 10,000 copies thereof; so as to make the reso- 


es 
ta That 06 ion ol the report of the De t of Agricult Sheep 
vas copies e of the en culture on 
to be printed ; 3,000 copies for the 


Husbandry ' be, and the same is hereby, ord 
Senate, 10,000 copies thereof for distribution by the members of the House of 
Representatives among their constituents. ” 

The amendment was a to. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be en for a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, presented reso- 
lutions of the Dubuque Reserve Corps,in favor of equalization of 


bounties; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
AMENDMENT OF TARIFF LAWS. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I rise to make a privileged report from the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means, upon which it is very important action 

should be at once. A report which accompanies the bill will ex- 

plain the circumstances of the case. The bill which I propose to re- 
ort is the bill H. R. No. 3462 to amend section 3020 of the Revised 
tatutes. 

The SPEAKER. This is a public bill. 

The bill, which was read, provides that section 3020 of the Revised 
Statutes be so amended as to read as follows: 

Sec. 3020. Where fire-arms, scales, balan ho „ hatchets, ham- 
mers, plows, 8 eee eee eee with stock 
or handles made of w joa rowa in the United States, are exported for benefit of 
drawback under the p ng section, such articles shall be entitled to such draw- 
back in all cases where the imported material the value of the 
material used. And where cans, manufactured in whole or in part of imported 
material, filled with products grown or produced in the United States, are exported 
for benefit of such drawback, the same shall, in all cases, be entitled to the draw- 
back provided for in the 2 section where the imported material used in 
the manufacture of such cans shall equal 70 per cent, of the value of all the ma- 
terial used in the manufacture thereof. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There is a short report accompanying this bill, 
which I ask to be read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reception of the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Where does this come from? 

Mr. DUNNELL. From the Committee of Way and Means, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it a unanimous report ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. itis. It is a bill which was introduced by the 
gentleman from Oregon, [Mr. WHITEAKER, ] and its passage is a mat- 
ter of necessity at this season of the year. It affects the salmon fish- 
eries of the Columbia River, and I hope there will be no objection to 


ex one- 


its e The report is short and I ask that it be read. 
. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Let it be read, reserving, however, 
all points of order. 


The report was read, as follows: 


This bill is urged for by parties upon the Pacific coast who are engaged 
in p i , meats, and fruits for exportation in tin cans. These parties 
have heretofore, and till the 15th of A t, 1879, been allowed by the Treasury 
Department a drawback upon the tin plates used in the manufacture of tim cans 
equal to the duty paid less 10 per cent. upon a certificate of exportation, under sec- 


tion 3019 of the Statutes. 

On the 15th of August, 1879, the Department refused further to allow 
a drawback upon the tin cans exported in all cases where native lead was used in 
the preparation of the solder of the cans, the section of the Revised Statutes, 
namely, 3019, allowing a drawback only in cases where the exported article is man- 
ufactured from articles whoNy of foreign growth or 8 on. 

It is estimated that one and a half million pounds of lead is used ju the 
tion of the solder of the cans manufactured upon the Pacific coast and 
fish, meats, and fruits for er agg to foreign countries. 

Native lead in large 25 
a market in the city 


ed with 


ties is produced from the mines in Nevada and finds 
This lead can be purchased at a cost of 


uan 
San Francisco. 
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eee to four cents per pound, while the foreign lead costs from me followin 2 5 a first 5 omi, 


These es, lead and using the same in the p 


per pound. 
by parchaaing foreign tion 
of the solder for the cans, under now existing laws would be entitled to and would 
receive from the Government the amount of duties paid upon the articles 
but to compel them to do so would require them to pay to foreign merchants in 
about $30,000 more for their product what the native product 
r. The revenue of the Government will not be affected, but one 
industries of the Pacific States stimulated and promoted. 
on fisheries of the 
at ten and one- million dollars of the prod- 
uct of these fisheries was preserved in tin cans during the past year and ex 
to England and Australia. 
These parties ask that tin cans may be taken from the operations of section 3019 
and placed in section 3020, which allows a drawback to be paid upon certain speci- 
fied articles, and that they be thus allowed a drawback upon the tin plates used 
in the mam of tin cans, without reference to the lead used in the prepara- 
tion of the solder. 
The question is, shall these parties be compelled to purchase foreign lead ata 
FF producers; or shall they be permitted to use the 
natural u 
In ition to the foregoing facts, which relate entirely to the Pacific States and 
Territories, the bill will favorably affecta much interest in the Atlantio 


a 
States. In the manufacture of tin cans for the — — of petroleum, the number of 


five-gallon cans manufactured in the city of New York in 1879 has been estimated 
to have been not less than ten millions, 90 per cent. of which were used for export- 


ing oil. 
to compel the use of ee. material for soldering of metal cans intended for 
export in order to secure the drawback under section 3019 is to discriminate against 
our own products and industries and gain nothing by snch discrimination in th 

way of increased revenue. 


foreign uct. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Just one single sentence in addition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I trust there will be no objection. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Does this come with the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. DUNNELL. It does. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Is it the unanimous report of the 
Committee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. DUNNELL. It is. As the law now is, there is a drawback on 
domestic products of 90 per cent. when shipped abroad, exported in 
tin cans. As the law now is, it is n that the American pro- 
ducer shall go abroad and get the lead ont of which his solder is made 
in the manufacture of these tin cans. We have lead here at home, 
and we simply provide in this bill that lead may be used, our own 
domestic lead, in the production of solder, so the shippers abroad 
may not get the drawback. It will be seen at once not ing at all is 
lost to the Treasury by the passage of this bill; but, on thecontrary, 
that we save at home $30. or $40,000 a = which we are now 
compelled to send abroad in the purchase of foreign lead, when we 
might as well use our own lead and get the drawback. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and, 
being en was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, W. R moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
‘was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, by unanimous consent, Dr. Hoyt, a 
member of the national educational convention, was admitted to the 
privileges of the floor. 

MORNING HOUR. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of business being demanded, 
the morning hour begins at twenty-five minutes to one o’clock, and 
this being Friday, committees will be called for reports of a private 
nature, beginning with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. COFF ROTH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with favorable recommendations, the following bills; which 
were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate 8 and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2851) for the relief of Ensley Simmonds; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3815) granting an increase of pension to Colonel 
J. R. Porter; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4414) granting a pension to Mrs. Electa L. Bald- 


win. 
Mr. HOSTETLER, from the same committee, reported back, with 
favorable recommendations, the following bills; which were severall 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, sad. 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 
A bill (H. R. No. 2635) for the relief of Mrs. Almira Farnsworth ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3876) granting a pension to William L. Farrow; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3879) granting a pension to Jacob Young; 
Ube bill See R. No. 2498) granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
wis; aD 
nee vill (H. R. No. 3871) granting a pension to Captain Michael Me- 
rayel. 
. HOSTETLER also, from the same committee, reported bills of 


repara 
Hoyt 
Mill: 
ported 
e 
n 
NM 
Mr. 
P 


Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed : 
A bill (H. R. No. 4754) pasting an increase of pension to Birney 


ovt: 
A bill (H. R. No. 4755) granting an increasé of pension to Margaret 
83 


A bill (H. R. No. 4756) granting a pension to John G. Coney; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 4757) granting a pension to Nelson F. Wood. 


ALEXANDER HICKS. 


On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 
4087) for the relief of Alexander Hicks; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back bills of the following titles with favorable recommendations; 
which, with the accompanying reports, were ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar: 

A bill (H. R No. 671) granting a pension to Catharine Vaughan; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4086) to restore the name of Joseph A. Febuary 
to the pension-roll ; 

2 bill (H. R. No. 704) granting a pension to Ellen W. P. Carter; 
a 


A bill (H. R. No. 2107) granting a pension to John W. Churchwell. 
r. TAYLOR also, from the same committee, reported bills of the 
following titles; which were read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying reports, ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 4758) granting a pension to Mary Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4759) granting an increase of pension to Richard- 
son K. Baird; 

F bill (H. R. No. 4760) granting a pension to Martha Jane Douglass; 
an 
A bill (H. R. No. 4761) granting a pension to George Foster. 

. HAZELTON, from the same committee, reported back, with 
favorable recommendations, bills of the following titles ; which, with 
the accompanying reports, were severally ordered to be rinted, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3235) granting a pension to Adaline P. Loy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3911) granting a pension to reer Hopper; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2371) granting a pension to Samuel Hays; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3683) granting a pension to Helena Fechtels ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2367) granting a pension to Susan Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. No. . pension to Esther E. Lieurance; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 3689) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bremmer. 

Mr. HAZELTON also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 4762) granting a pension to Theodore C. Hawkins; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the 1 be aap 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the same committee, reported back, with 
favorable recommendations, bills of the following titles; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole onthe Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3195) for the relief of Francis M. Green; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3207) for the relief of Hiram C. Henderson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3370) granting a pension to Mary E. Jeffrays ; 
12 H. R. No. 2232) increasing the amount of pension of John 

Daniel; 

A bill (H. R. No. 662) for the relief of Nimrod McIntosh; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4409) granting a pension to S. F. F. Mercer, late 
surgeon Forty-ninth Veteran Volunteer Infantry. 

. CALDWELL also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(I. R. No. 4763) nting a pension to William M. Coffey, guardian 
of the minor children of Benjamin McGuire; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
rave Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
rinted. 
Mr. CALDWELL also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 644, a bill (H. R. No. 4764) granting a pen- 
sion to James B. McKinney, a private in Company C, Eighth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, from the same committee, reported 
back, with favorable recommendations, bills of the following titles; 
which were referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4335) granting a pension to Mary Ullery; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4001) granting a pension to David D. Edwards; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4319) granting a pension to George L. Riker; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4398) granting a pension to John M. Scott. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFYF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 4765) granting a pension to Harvey D. Baker; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
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SAN ANTONIO AND MEXICAN BORDER RAILROAD. 


Mr. SHELLEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Railways 
and Canals to report back, with a favorable recommendation, the b 
H. R. No. 2967) to authorize the Secretary of War to contract with the 
Antonio and Mexican Border Railroad Company for the immediate 
construction of a railroad from San Antonio to a point on the Rio 
Grande at or near the town of Laredo, for the purpose of establishin 
a postal and military highway from the United States military head 
` quarters at San Antonio, Texas, to the Mexican border. 
Mr. ACKLEN. Is that a private bill? 
The SPEAKER. It is a public bill, and is not in order under this 
call. 
HEIRS OF ALBERT FULLER. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4766) for the relief of the heirs of Albert Fuller; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, de., That the legal representatives of Albert Fuller, deceased, late 
of Brooklyn, in the State of New York, have leave to make application to the Com- 
missioner of Patents for the extension of letters-patent No. 13677, granted to said 
Fuller October 16, 1855, for an improvement in faucets for hot and cold water; and 
the Commissioner of Patents is hereby authorized to hear and determine said ap- 

lication in accordance with the rules and regulations heretofore existing in the 
tent Office in relation to the extension of prania and to extend the same for 
the term of seven years from and after the of such extension, provided he 
shall be satisfied that said extension will be just and p , and not injurious to 
the public interests; and said patent when so extended shall have the same force 
and effect in law as 3 granted for the full term for which it shall be so 
extended : Provided, That no person shall be held liable for the infringement of 
said letters-patent, if extended, in consequence of having used said invention since 
the expiration of said patent and prior to the date of the 5 shall any 
part held liable for using faucets which may be in use at the time of the ex- 
sant legal said patent, as authorized by this act. 


Mr. ROBINSON. Is there a report from the committee accompa- 
nying the bill? 

Mr. VANCE. There is a report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the petition of Albert Fuller, 
respectfully submit the following report: 
hat by the papers and evidence submitted it is shown that said Fuller was the 
original inventor of a very valuable improvement in faucets for hot and cold water, 
for which a patent was granted to him October 16, 1855. 

That at time, and for many years thereafter, there was but very limited 
8 to introduce or use said invention, for the reason that there were only 

ree or four cities which had any water-works ; and further, from the nature of 
the invention, considerable time was req to demonstrate its utility, as dura- 
3 one of its chief characteristics, and which time and use could alone 

jete: 0. 

It is further shown that as soon as its value began to be demonstrated and ad- 
mitted, and when he had reason to hope that he would realize from his invention, 
he was met by the combined opposition of the plumbers, who persistently opposed 
its introduction, and refused to deal with those who offered to sell it, solely on the 

und that its introduction would lessen their profits, and deprive them of the 
Frequent jobs for repairing or replacing the inferior articles then in use. 

he testimony shows that, notwithstanding these obstacles, he in his 
efforts to introduce the invention, „poing from city to city as fast as water-works 
were introduced in various parts of the country, devoting his entire time and en- 
ergies to the work, and expending not only what little means he had, but all that 
he could borrow from his friends, and ns Be at times reduced to such a state of 
destitution that for weeks at a time ho was con near to Perei an empty room 
— Looe 4 on the floor. His entire time from the time he obtain 


It further i yr That if the patent can be extended his widow can realize 
from it a sum sufficient to enable her and the orphan children to live in compara- 
tive comfort, and prevent their being thrown upon the community as objects of 


charity. 

‘The invention from its very nature cannot affect the public at large, as it can be 
used by a small portion only of the community ; and it can never be used to create 
a monopoly, as it must always compete with the large number of similar articles 
of different style and make, which are free to all. Meeks 

ty of the in- 


The val 
parties, and there is 


of the accompanying bill, 
which does not extend the patent, but merely gives his widow the right to have a 
Busting toroa the Commissioner of Patents, and where any person is at liberty to 
oppose the extension. 

Mr. BROWNE. I would like to inquire if this bill is general in its 
terms, or whether it is intended simply to meet by its'terms this par- 
ticular case ? 

Mr. VANCE.’ It meets this particular case. 

Mr. BROWNE. And none other? 

Mr. VANCE. No other. 

Mr. STEELE. If I heard the reading of the report correctly it 
would seem that this patentee or his assignees or somebody else ob- 
tained a patent in 1855. Did I hear correctly ? 

Mr. VANCE. That is correct. 

Mr. STEELE. Then if I understood the report correctly, and my 
coll e assures me that I did, this man has had an opportunity for 
about twenty-five years to test the value of his invention. Now in 
my opinion it is an unsafe course on the part of Congress to extend 
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these patents for such an indefinite period. What is to be the end of 
it? My constituents are not interested in this matter at all, for the 
have no water-works in my country. But I am opposed to all pass 
things on principle. 

Mr, I desire to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that this is not a unanimous report from the Committee ou Patents. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. STEELE] has very truly 
said that this patentee has had the control of this invention for a 
longer time than is now allowed by law. The existing law gives to 
a patentee the control of his invention for seventeen years without 
any right to an extension. This patentee secured his letters-patent 
as long ago as 1855, twenty-five years ago. 

The only argument that I have been able to discover in the report 
presented by the chairman of the Committee on Patents [ Mr. VANCE] 
is that this invention was in anticipation of the wants of the country, 
and therefore the patentee did not receive a reasonable remuneration 
for his invention. Now, that my thing is the only thing that ever 
makes an invention creditable. If an invention was made and pat- 
ented only when the people wanted it and demanded it, no man would 
be deserving of credit as an inventor. But the inventor must antici- 
pate the wants of the people, and then the Government gives him the 
control of his invention for seventeen years. 

In the present case this inventor was in advance of the wants of 
the people; he anticipated them more than a quarter of a century, be- 
cause he contends he has not yet received adequate compensation for 
his invention. This is not the unanimons report of the committee, 
and I think the House should consider well before it passes this bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand the subject of this invention is in 
relation to hot and cold water faucets. Am I right? 

Mr. VANCE. That is correct. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The report would seem to indicate that the in- 
vention applied only to faucets used in the construction of large water- 
works, for street a ese Is that so? 

Mr. VANCE. I think it is used only in cities. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If it applies to all hot and cold water connec- 
tions it is a very broad subject, one that has been considered by in- 
ventors for the past twenty-five years. The records of the Patent 
Office are full of improvements made by the designers of this country 
in relation to this matter. 

As has been well said, this patentee had this invention secured to 
him as long ago as 1855. Now, I would like to know, for the informa- 
tion of the House, whether he held that patent during that time as 
his own property, or whether he assigned it to other parties. 

Mr. VANCE. He did not assign it, but endeavored from time to 
time to get it introduced into use. It was many years before he got 
it introduced, as there were other faucets competing. It was intro- 
duced into only some three or four cities up to a little while before 
his death. As this report says, he traveled from city to city endeavor- 
ing to get his invention introduced, but he realized only a small 
amount for it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It seems to me we should proceed very cautiously 
in this matter of extending patents. Although I believe thoroughly 
in the patent system, and would dislike very much to see P AEH 
done that would break it down or impair its efficacy, yet at the same 
time when a patentee has had all the advantage which oar patent 
law gives him, has had no other difficulty to contend with except 
that the trade will not buy his invention, that parties will not use 
it, and he has been brought into direct competition with other in- 
ventors, and so has failed to introduce his invention or to realize a 
profit from it, if seems to me there should be some hesitation, some 
careful consideration of the case before we agree to extend the time 
for his patent. 

Of course there is underlying this bill and the report an appeal 
to our sympathy for the dependent family of this inventor. That is 
another matter, one of course which the hearts of members of this 
House will decide upon, But it seems to me that if the patentee 
himself were here applying for this extension of his patent, the 
House would be likely to vote against it, for the report in my judg- 
ment does not disclose any real ground why the claim presented on 
his behalf should be granted. The question really is, whether the 
House will give the penniless widow and children a benefit which, 
under the law, they are not entitled to. 

Mr. VANCE. It is known that the Committee on Patents have 
been very careful about reporting bills looking to an extension of 
patents, My colleague on the committee [Mr. AIKEN] is correct in 
saying that the report is not unanimous in this case, although there 
is no minority report. 

Without wishing to disclose any of the secrets of the committee, 
which I think would be improper, it may be said that some of my 
colleagues on that committee do not favor any extension of a patent. 
The present law provides that a patent shall have a life of seventeen 
years. Formerly the law provided a term of fourteen years with the 
right to an extension. This man brought an invention into use for 
the improvement of faucets for cold and hot water. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. ATKINS. Did not the law which was passed in 1861, extend- 
ing the time of a patent from fourteen to seventeen years, provide 
that there should be no extension of a patent under that law? 

Mr. VANCE. The law to which the gentleman refers provides 


1880. 
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that there shali be no extension of a patent by the Commissioner of 
Patents; but there is nothing prohibiting any person from petition- 
ing the Con of the United States for redress of grievances. 

r. ATKINS. Oh, no; Congress can do anything I sup « 

Mr. VANCE. It isin evidence, Mr, Speaker, that this invention 
has been very valuable to the cities where it has been introduced. 
For many years it was out of the power of the inventor to get his 
invention introduced ; only three or four cities adopted it. In the 
mean time he encountered, as the report shows, the opposition of the 

lumbers of thecountry, because the invention interfered, as they be- 

ieved, with their business. The inventor went from city tocity,as the 
testimony shows—so poor that many times he was obliged to sleep 
on the floor, not having the means to procure for himself comfortable 
quarters. Up tothe time of his death he only received from his in- 
vention what would have been ordinary mechanic's wages. Having 
introduced this very valuable invention, he died at the age of seventy, 
leaving a widow sixty-nine years of age, who has a widowed daugh- 
ter with three children to support. Since the death of the inventor 
the daughter has become insane and is now an inmate of an asylum. 
The 8 now comes forward and petitions the Congress of the 
United States to authorize her to go before the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents and apply for an extension. This bill does not propose directly 
to extend the patent. It simply authorizes the Commissioner of 
Patents to do so after be shall have taken sworn testimony; after 
he shall have advertised for three months, I believe, so that all the 
world may have notice to come in and op the extension. 

We think this a case that appeals to the Congress of the United 
States in behalf of this widow and these fatherless children. It isin 
testimony that the invention is only used by the authorities in the 
cities as I understand, and does not affect the masses of the peo le. 
It cannot be a monopoly, because it comes in competition with other 
faucets, many of which are already in use, 

Mr. ROBINSON. Is not this invention applied to ordinary small 
faucets, such as are found connected with the wash-bowls, or the 
ordinary water apparatus in dwellings? 

Mr. VANCE. I think it is in use in houses in the cities. 

Mr. ROBINSON. May it not apply to all dwelling-houses through- 
out foi whole country, where water apparatus or water-pipes are in 
use 

Mr. VANCE. I sup) it would. 

Mr. ROBINSON. en it is not the fact that the invention ap- 
plies alone to the ea water-mains in cities ? 

Mr. VANCE, I will state that it has only been used in that way. 
As I was saying, it cannot be a monopol use it will probably 
never affect the general public, This could not bea monopoly while 
it comes in competition with many inventions of asimilar character. 
What is a monopoly? A monopoly, as I understand, is where a man 
is allowed by law the exclusive control of a certain class or character 
of goods. For instance, if the law authorized one man alone to sell 
woolen goods, and all the rest of mankind were denied the right to 
sell such goods, that would be a monopoly. But this is not a monop- 
oly. The billsimply extends to this poor widow the right to go before 
the Commissioner of Patents and to be heard. I ask gentlemen 
whether they will deny her the right to make this application—the 
right to go before the Commissioner of Patents, who will determine 
whether this patent should be extended or not. 

In my judgment this is a case that commends itself to the sympathy 
as well as the sound judgment of this House. Here was a man who 
struggled in poverty to bring a useful invention into use; who died 
without realizing anything from it beyond ordinary mechanic’s wages. 
I fear, sir, that this is the history of toomany inventions. Menspend 
their lives without adequate compensation in perfecting inventions 
which are inestimable blessings to the country. 

I am sorry to see that there is in the minds of some gentlemen here 
what I fear is a prejudice toward patents and the patent system. I 
say that we cannot to-day measure the advantage that has resulted 
to this great country from the patent m. Volumes could be 
filled in showing how industry has been redoubled throughout the 
length and breadth of the land by the influence of the patent system. 
Here is a man who, after devoting his life to perfecting his patent, 
died, leaving his widow in poverty. I ask the representatives of the 
5 people to look at this case from a broad, a proper stand- 
poin 

Here, sir, is the cry of the poor: “For the needy shall not be for- 
goron the expectation of the poor shall not perish forever.” It is 

or the representatives of the people to do as they please in this mat- 
ter, but, Mr. Speaker, if this bill cannot pass then it is useless for the 
Committee on Patents to bring forward any bill looking in the direc- 
tion of extension of patents where the patentee has not been remu- 
nerated for his invention. 

Iyield now to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. WARD. ] 

Mr. BRAGG. Let me inquire of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina whether this patentee owns the patent, or whether it has been 
sold to some other person who is using the heirs of this patentee and 
their poverty for the purpose of securing the whole benefit of the 
extension to themselves. 

Mr. VANCE. It has not been assigned. 

Mr. WARD. Mr. Speaker, I fully concur in the sentiments ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBINSON, ] and 


I indorse the view he has taken, that every application for the ex- 
tension of a patent should be considered carefully, examined criti- 
cally, and not reported to this House until the Committee on Patents 
has been fully satisfied it is a case which warrants the granting of an 
extension, And, sir, so far as the Committee on Patents is concerned, 
that has been the sentiment which has actuated it in the course it 
has taken during this Congress in reference to all these cases of ex- 
tension, Of the numerous applications laid before that Committee, 
from time to time, for extension of patents, the number is infinites- 
imal which gets through and comes here before the House with a 
favorable report. It is not until they are submitted to the careful 
scrutiny of an investigation, and until the case is found to be one sur- 
rounded by such peculiar circumstances as to induce it to believe it 
is exceptional and entitled to the favorable consideration of the House, 
that the committee agrees to bring it here for favorable action. 

I wish to say, with all respect to this House, that as I understand 
the sentiments of members upon this floor the danger is not that 
unfair and unjust patents will get through and unjust extensions be 
granted, but the danger is that the patentee will be treated unjustly, 
will be met here with prejudice; that when he presents a case which 
fairly entitleshim to consideration, when, asin the case now presented 
by the chairman of the Committee on Patents, a man has devoted his- 
life, given his brain, his life-blood, to inventing and perfecting and 
introducing an invention which cheapens a necessary article to the 
public, which has made great improvement in the particular line 
toward which his efforts were directed—that after he has done all 
that and exhausted his en and comes here, not himself but those 
who have succeeded him—when they come here in poverty, not the 
inventor, but those he has left behind him after his death, asking for 
some consideration and some compensation for all that he has done 
to the country—the danger, I say, is that when they come here they 
moe refused that hearing and justice to which they are fairly en- 
title 

All I ask in this bill, or in any other bill which may find entrance 
into this House by report from the Committee on Patents, is that the 
proposition shall not be received in the first instance with 3 

ut that when the report is made the report shall receive the r t 
and consideration to which it is entitled, and shall be examined by 
the House fairly and deliberately and action shall be taken on the 
case as on any other matter coming from any other committee. 

8 Mr. VANCE. I yield now to the gentleman from New York, LMr. 

‘OX. 

N.. COX. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to op a bill which has 
the sort of merit suggested by my friend from North Carolina, being 
in favor of a poor woman and a widow, but this House must have 
learned by this time it had better turn back to general legislation 
and estop so much 1 N 7 legislation. I was glad when my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CorrroTH] brought in a bill for the estab- 
lishment of a commission to examine, on natural equity and justice, 
the various pension cases reported against in the Pension Bureau. 

But in reference to this extension of patents I wish to say to this 
Honse, Mr. Speaker; that when the law was passed in February, 1861, 
no one intended or expected thereafter there should be any more ex- 
tensions of any kind. We extended the patents genere yat that 
time from seven to fourteen years. I happened at that time to be on 
the committee of conference. In looking up the record I find the 
following, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. Douglas, from the second committee of conference on the rey Ore 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (S. No. 10) in addition to “An 
act to promote the a of the useful arts,” submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments to the bill (S. No. 10) in addition to “An act to promote the progress 
of the useful arts, having met, and after a full and free conference thereon, agreed 
to report, and do report, as follows: 

To strike out all after the word “that,” in the sixteenth section, and insert the 


following: All patents hereafter granted shall remain in force for the term of sev- 
enteen a from the date of issue; and all extension of such patents is hereby 


prohibi 
S. A. DOUGLAS, 
G. N. FITCH, 
ce gf tee rt of the Senate. 


AUGUSTUS FRANK, 
THOMAS J. B 
Managers on the part of the 

Mr. COX. That was twenty years ago, and on the extension of 
patents the general been mega) Y the judgment of both arena 
was that no more extension should be had. Where will be the en 
of special legislation unless we call a halt somewhere? Now is the 
best time to make a 83 rule to cut down all this special legisla- 
tion. If we cannot do justice, then let my friend bring in a general 
bill enlarging the time for the benefit of inventors. 

I with the gentleman that inventions should be protected. 
The Constitution gives the right of property in one’s thought, in one’s. 
invention, in the eighth section, to promote the p of science 
and the useful arts by securing for a limited time to authors and in- 
ventors the exclusive right to their respective writings and discoy- 
eries. 

After a time, after a limited time, the people were to have the 
benefit of these inventions. Congres is the arbiter of that subject, 
and ought to arbitrate by general legislation only. 


Ouse., 
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Mr. WARD. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? The 
section of the Constitution to which he refers, and which he has just 
read, provides that Co shall by a law secure to the inventor, 
for a limited period, the right to his invention. Now, suppose the 
inventor is deprived of that exclusive right, and thereby deprived of 
the fruits or the benefit which were designed to be secured to him 
by the Constitution; suppose that the returns, or what should be 
returns, from that invention are entirely swept away by infringe- 
ments upon it or by costly litigation to protect it from infringe- 
ments, and at the end of the term which the Constitution prescribes 
for his protection he comes in here and makes the statement to this 
body that the law that he had depended upon as his protection did 
not avail him, has he not a right to ask relief of this body, which 
alone can grant it? 

Mr. COX. In response to the gentleman, I believe that it is com- 
petent for Congress by this special legislation to secure year after 
year for a thousand years, if you please, the inventor in some right 
which he has. But Iam arguing for a general law, otherwise our 
business would be so choked up that we 1 as well adjourn at 
once for all the good that we are likely to do here. 

Mr. VANCE. I yield to my colleague from Maryland on the com- 
mittee for five minutes. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentleman from New 
‘York who has just addressed the House, the Committee on Patents, I 
am sure, although I am not authorized to say so, would be very glad to 
have a general Jaw covering all these cases passed. But, sir, the busi- 
ness of the Committee on Patents—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I for one should be opposed to any 
extension. ` 

Mr. TALBOTT. Well, let every gentleman speak for himself. But 
the business of the Committee on Patents is to inquire as to whether 
or not the extension of patents shall be granted in special cases. It 
is the business of the committee to make the inquiry. They go into 
all the special cases, into all the details, and upon that investigation 
make their report to the House, after having been authorized by Con- 
‘ gan make the inquiry whether in their judgment extension should 

granted in particular cases. The rule for their guidance is as fol- 
lows: If the Committee on Patents say that, in their judgment, the 
invention is in itself valuable to the whole people, and the inventor 
has not received adequate remuneration; then a favorable report is 
made. In this particular case, looking at it from that stand-point, 
the petitioner is entitled to aid from Congress to protect him in the 
enjoyment of his right. This is a case where the investigation took 
place by the Committee on Patents, and a majority of the committee 
say that it is a fair case and that the Commissioner of Patents should 
pass upon it. The matter is referred to him, and a majority of the 
committee ask the House to indorse that action and let the Commis- 
sioner grant the extension. It is an invention that is valuable to the 
public. All of the facts show that the inventor has not received ade- 
quate remuneration for it. That is all I propose to say. I think it 
is a just case, and I hope it will receive favorable action here. 

Mr. VANCE. Inow yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kermer] 
for two minutes, after which I will call the previous question upon 
the bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman certainly does not expect to pass 
this bill to-day. 

Mr. VANCE. I hope we will be able to got a vote upon it to-day. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is a question which | think should have more 
careful consideration, and I hope the gentleman will allow it to go 

-over to another day. 

Mr. VANCE. I am willing to yield to the gentleman from Ohio for 
two minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope, then, the tleman will give me the re- 
mainder of the morning hour, which is only for a few minutes, and 
then allow this bill to go over to next week. 

Mr. VANCE. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio for three 
minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I could not be expected to state my 
objections in detail to a bill of this kind in three minutes. I want 
to say I understand this is a patent that it is proposed not to extend, 
but it is proposed by extraordinary legislation to allow the repre- 
sentatives of the origi patentee to come in and get another pat- 
ent. I have been told that this patent was once extended; that 
it was originally a seven-year patent, and was su uently ex- 
tended for seven years more, making fourteen years in all, and that 
it is now twenty-five yoars old, that is to say, if has been twenty- 
five years since it was first issued. It is a patent upon an article in 
-common use, an article almost as common as tin cups, and this bill 
proposes to extend this patent on faucets for drawing hot and cold 
water, an arrangement that is in common use. Now it is proposed 
to extend this for a period of seventeen years more, making a total 
of thirty-one years. It is a bad principle at least to extend a patent 
in this country. It ought not to be done except in the most extra- 
ordinary cases. I know that people who have had these rights, 
patentees, have often failed to 8 their expectations, and after 
that they come here with a case that appeals to our sympathy, but 
we must remember, Mr. Speaker, that other people are affected by 
this subject as seriously and are as much interested in the matter as 
the party who applies for relief. We are not sitting here for the 


purpose of healing 


all the misfortunes of people or of relieving the 


wants growing out of a bad management of their own affairs. If I 
had time I would be glad to give my views on this subject in fall, 
but in the few moments allotted to me it is utterly impracticable for 
me to do so. I will therefore content myself with the hope that the 
matter will be allowed to go over until we can have more time to 
examine it. 

Mr. VANCE. I zon the floor to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. COVERT, ] and will let the bill go over till the morning hour o 
Friday next. 

8 SPEAKER. There are four minutes of the morning hour re- 
maining. 

Mr. COVERT. With the understanding that I can claim the floor 
= next Friday, I suggest that the bill be now allowed to go over till 
then. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let it be understood by unanimous 
consent that the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. ATKINS. I object to any arrangement by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VANCE. I vield the remainder of the morning hour to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. ATKEN.] 

Mr. AIKEN. I desire simply to call the attention of the House to 
the course these bills take. Iam satisfied by what has fallen from 
members not on the committee that they do not understand properly 
the condition of this matter. This bill is presented to the Som mit 
tee on Patents with a petition requesting that the party interested 
may go before the Commissioner of Patents for an extension of seven 
years. He has had fourteen years, according to law, and an exten- 
sion already of seven years more. The impression has been attempted 
to be created here that if this permission be granted it does not neces- 
sarily follow that the party will secure an extension from the Com- 
missioner, because the Commissioner while hearing the application 
will also give a hearing to others who oppose the extension. It has 
been asserted by another member of the committee who voted favor- 
ably on tbis bill that the right is demanded that the Commissioner 
may extend the patent; and prima facie if we adopt this the patentce 
will simply go to the Commissioner of Patents and secure an extension. 

This is of no value to the parens proper, but to the legatees of the 
patentee. The chairman of the committee has appealed most pathet- 
ically to the sympathies of this House to help the poor. Isay, bring 
in a bill to appropriate aid for the poor and I will vote for it. But 
why should we abuse the provisions of the patent laws to help the 
poor when there is nothing in the Constitution to authorize it? My 
experience during three and a half years on the Committee on Pat- 
ents teaches me there never has been and probably never will be an 
appeal to Congress for an extension of a patent without its being ac- 
companied with an exhibition of extreme poverty. And yet some of 
these very patentees live in brown-stone houses, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the Honse resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I give notice that if the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee be not agreed to I shall move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to resume consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. And if the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] should not prevail I will ask for a session 
of the House to-morrow. I hope we may avoid that by concluding 
the report on the rules to-day. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Although this is not a subject of debate I would 
like to be permitted to say a word. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, as the other two gentlemen have spoken. 

Mr. BRIGHT. In reply to the gentleman from New York I will say 
that I suppose to-morrow will be open for the consideration of any 
business. And I will say further that last Friday was devoted to the 
consideration of the rules. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire that we shall dispose cf the rules 
at the earliest possible moment ; and if we cannot do it to-day let us 
do it to-morrow. 

Mr. HAYES. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAYES. Is this objection day, or consideration day in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar ? 

The SPEAKER. It is objection day. 

Mr. HAYES. Then I think we had better take up the rules. 

The question being taken on Mr. Bricut’s motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
there were—ayes 39, noes 100. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the Honse resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering further the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Pending that I move that when the 
House 1215 5 to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. PRICE. I hope that motion will not prevail. The plea is con- 
stantly set up that we are pressed for time, and yet we are in the habit 
of 8 Sa ay and losing a legislative day every week 
when we might as xell be going on with our work. 
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Mr. COX. Is debate in order? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I withdraw m 
what is the result of the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, McCorn, 
for two weeks. 


motion until it be seen 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. RICE asked unanimous consent for the withdrawal from the 
files of the House of papers in the case of John Pratt, there being no 
adverse report thereon; which request was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOT SPRINGS COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, ic pereapeag y copy of letter 
and affidavit of Hon. Powell Clayton in relation to Hot Springs (Ar- 
22 commission; which was referred to the Committee on Public 


REVISION OF RULES. 


The motion of Mr. BLACKBURN was then to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr, CARLISLE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rutz XXVIII. 
CHANGE OR SUSPENSION OF RULES, 

No ee nga or order of the House shall be rescinded or chan; 
one day's of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspen: 

a vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speaker entertain a 
motion to suspend the rules except on e Monday after the call of States and 
Territories shall have been completed, and during the last six days of a session. 
Mr. RANDALL, (the a poner The Committee on Rules have 
upon certain amendments to be pro to this rule. Those 
amendments were placed in the c of the gentleman from Maine, 
(Mr. Fnxn, ] but I do not see him in his seat at this time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will ask that the amendments referred to by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] be allowed to be 
offered hereafter. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I have an amendment to offer to this 


rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first entertain the amendments 
recommended by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I see that the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] is now in his seat. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Rules to pro- 

the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words every Monday” and insert in lieu thereof the words the 
first and third Mondays in each month,” and after the word “ completed,” insert 
the words “ preference being given on the toy ne to individuals and on the 


third Monday to committees; so that it 
No stan without 


without 
except by 


tion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mondays in each month, 
after the of the States and tories shall haye been concluded, preference 
being given on the first Monday to individuals and on the third M y to com- 
mittees, and during the last six days of a session.” 

Mr. FRYE. It will at once be seen what this amendment will effect 
if adopted. It will leave all the Mondays but two in each month for 
useful business and legislation, Under the present rule motions for 
suspension of the rules can be made on every Monday. Now, few 
gentlemen in this House have failed to see what the effect of such a 
rule as that has been. After the States and Territories have been 
oalled on Monday for the introduction of bills for reference, motions 
to suspend the rules have been in order. And since I have been in 
Con the result has been that two-thirds of the time on each Mon- 
day has been utterly and entirely wasted. 

the first place, it is understood that any gentleman under the 
prooi rule may bring before the House any resolution he may see 
t, and compel us to vote upon it. Political resolutions are in order, 
and to prevent their being offered to the House every now and then 
we adjourn immediately after the call of States has been completed, 
and the remainder of that Monday is wasted. 

During this session of Congress the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] has been endeavoring to get a resolution before this House. 
Four or five times the House has adjourned on him, and finally the 
Speaker, exercising a right which he has the authority to exercise, 
and pertorming a duty which I think he ought to have performed, 
has given the floor for motions to suspend the rules to committees 
who have unanimously made such a request rather than to individ- 
uals. In that way three or four committees have been able to get 
propositions before the House for consideration. But all the rest of 
the Monday after the morning hour has been wasted. That will be 
the history of Mondays during this whole session of Congress unless 
a change is made in the rule. 

It seems to me that we have been sent here for some useful pur- 
pose, to do some good, not to be compelled to go upon the record on 


foolish propositions, on propositions the majority of which are mere 
humbug propositions—simply, thin attempts at de 
is true of two-thirds of the individual resolutions which i been 
offered on Monday. 

The Committee on Rales propose to give to individuals one Mon- 
day in every month, and to committees one Monday in every month 
for motions to suspend the rules. In that way the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] will at any rate have one Monday in a month 
when his resolution would be in order, and the committees would 
have another Monday. The Committee on Rules have recommended 
this amendment in the interest of legislation. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I will ask the Clerk to read an amend- 
ment which I have prepared, and which I think will accomplish the 
very purpose referred to by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE. 
His argument goes to show that the House ought not to be compell 
to entertain propositions that do not look to eee gr We 
have all witnessed the scenes to which he has refe The House 
of Representatives, almost like a parcel of school-boys, meet and 
adjourn again and again, because some gentleman entitled to the 
floor proposes to offer a resolution expressing a mere opinion, a mere 
catch resolution, proposing no legislation if it shall pass. To avoid 
that the House has presented the spectacle to the country of adjourn- 
ing in order to prevent members from being called upon to vote on a 
proposan which when voted upon would amount to nothing, and 

f adopted would be only an expression of opinion and can result in 
no practical legislation. 

I have prepared an amendment which will cut off on every Monday 
these resolutions looking alone to mere expressions of opinion, and 
not leading to any useful legislation for the country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I would like to ask the gentleman whether it 
is not proper for the House of Representatives to express an opinion 
3 . of public interest, even if no legislation is contem- 
A Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I think the House of Representatives 
has no business to express opinions which neither influence any one 
nor instruct any one. We have aright to call for information from 
those who can give it; my amendment would not cut off such reso- 
lutions, And we have a right to adopt practical resolutions which 
look to practical results in legislation. But that Congress should 
erect itself into a body to express opinions, not in the form of law, 
is, I think, conducive to no public good and certainly no private in- 
terest. For this reason I propose the amendment which I have sent 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But the Speaker shall not entertain a motion to suspend the rules on Monday 


to consider a resolation or proposition merely expressing the opinion of the House 
upon the question encanta R posi 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I shall offer this amendment at the 


roper time. 
k The CHAIRMAN. It would not be in order now. The question is 
on the adoption of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] by instruction of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The Committee on Rules are unan- 
imous in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

The amendment of Mr. FRYE was to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I now offer the amendment which has 
rk been read. 

Mr, FRYE. If the gentleman will withhold his amendment for a 
moment—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, I will do so. 

Mr. FRYE. I have two amendments which I am instructed to offer 
by the Committee on Rules, and which, if adopted, may do away with 
the necessity for the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. I 
move to insert the following as clause 2 of Rule XXVIII: 


All motions to toes ro the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, be 
una by a majority by tellers, if demanded, as in the case of the previous ques- 
n. 


A rule similar to this was adopted in the Forty-third Congress, I 


believe. Why it was given up I do not know. I remember that it 
worked well ee that Congress. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will take the liberty of suggesting 


that these new rules, if adopted, will not require the previous ques- 
tion to be seconded by a ority. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Let the concluding words of the 
amendment, “as in the case of the previous question,“ be struck out. 

Mr. FRYE. I modify the amendment in that way. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Chairman, I concur in a great deal that has 
been said about“ buncombe” resolutions offered on Monday; but I 
think this House had better be a little careful before it deprives itself 
of an important power. I do notspeak now particularly of the pres- 
ent Congress or the committees of the present Congress. I acknowl- 
edge that in this Congress and in the last Congress the committees 
have been liberal, and have in many cases reported bills adversely in 
order to get them before the House, even when the committee did not 
concur in the opinion of the proposer of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the § er.) The gentleman will allow me to 


suggest that an adverse report does not prevent a bill from coming 
before the House. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The Speaker does not understand my proposi- 
tion. Take the case as it was in the Forty-fourth Congress. Ifany 


That 
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one thing was plain in the course of the Forty-fourth Congress, it 
was that committees “sat down” upon public measures and private 
measures—gave the House no opportunity to vote even when two- 
thirds Migne be in favor of a particular measure. 

Now, I for one despise the mere political part of the proceedings 
of Monday; but as a Representative I would like to see this House 
preserve to itself, untrammeled by too many votes, (and this proposi- 
tion brings in anothcr vote,) the right to instruct a committee as the 
sense of the House to report at an early day some bill which is pend- 
ing before the committee. We ought not to create any restriction in 


this — o f 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) If a majority cannot be obtained 
to second a proposition for suspension of the rules, of course a two- 
third vote for suspension cannot be obtained. 

Mr. MCMAHON. But the point is this: when you have a count by 
tellers, motions to adjourn &c., you waste the only day in a whole 
month upon which individuals can have an opportunity to present 
these propositions. I want gentlemen to consider whether we ought 
not to preserve to ourselves the right to have one day in a month on 
which we can take the sense of the House—not merely for purposes 
of political effect but for the of expressing the opinion of the 
House upon a question of legislation, or for the purpose of instruct- 
ing acommittee to report a bill which the committee may be dis- 

to smother. 2 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, the excuse hereto- 
fore given by committees for the omission to report has been a just 
one—that they have not had the opportunity. The committees, in 
other words, have been bat rarely called during the morning hour 
because it has been consumed in debate, as we have seen has been 
the case recently. Now, the Committee on Rules in this revision have 
proposed an alteration in this respect. They have recommended that 
the mo hour be confined to the presentation of reports from com- 
mittees. Under the operation of this rule, in my judgment, no com- 
mittee of this House will fail to have an opportunity to report the 
measures submitted to its judgment. This is an immense advan- 


e. 

ay e to this suspension of the rules on Monday, if a majority vote 
cannot be obtained to second the motion, of course two-thirds will not 
vote for the suspension. Hence in the judgment of the Committee 
on Rules it appeared 12 that a proposition on which a two-third 
eee should first be seconded by a majority vote on a count 
by tellers before the question on suspension, requiring a two-third 
vote, should be taken. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I rise to a penanam nag eh 
The gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE, I from the Committee on Rules, 
has offered an amendment which has been adopted. Now, suppose 
a member should desire to offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of that amendment, will he be precluded by the course pursued 
in re to members of the Committee on Rules to submit amend- 
ments 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would not, unless instructed by the 
committee, exclude y eer from offering amendments to this, be- 
cause the practice has been always to take the question first on 
amendments offered by the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The committee does not desire to 
restrict any amendment in any way. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I would like to inquire whether this privilege of 
moving suspensions of the rules on Monday does not also include the 

rivilege of moving suspension of the rules for the introduction of 
individual bills as well as for the introduction of resolutions? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Reming: of course. 

Mr. GILLETTE. So I understand it. would like to inquire 
whether this is not the only door open, if it is open, to an individual 
who is in the minority in this House and wishes to bring some meas- 
ure before this body for action—whether this is not the only oppor- 
tunity he can have to do it, unless some committee is willing to re- 
port his measure to the House ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a question addressed to the Chair. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Will the Chair let me address the question to 
our honorable Speaker ? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It is a plain case. The committee 
were unanimous in giving the opportunity on one of these Mondays 
to individuals to present measures for suspension, motions for suspen- 
sion to pass a vil oF to consider it, or to adopt a resolution or opin- 
ion, or 8 bap else, if they can get the proper vote in the House to 
do it. 0 clack really, of the committee is to give always two 
Mondays to gen legislation, and in the months where there are 
five Mondays we, of course, gain another Monday. 

Mr. GILLETTE. This last pro amendment simply takes one 
more step, puts one more impediment in the way of an individual 
who has not the opportunity of reaching the House through commit- 
tees—prevents his getting any measure before the House, whether 
resolution or bill. And I protest,in the interest of districts which 
are in the minority, whose Representatives have no opportunity 
through committees to reach this House—I protest, I say, against 


y measure which in the least opara this one day in the month 
and prevents an individual member 
e RANDALL, the Speak Under th ha 

5 (the er.) Under the practice of having indi- 
viduals recognized individuals might not get one day in the month, 


m getting his business brought 


but the committee have opened the door so they shall havé one Mon- 
day in the month. 
. BRAGG. I move to strike out the last word. I have not en- 


deavored to enlighten this House on the 8 of these rules during 


the last two months, but I have listened to the discussion of the rules 
with some interest; and now that we have come to the consideration 
of this rule I see, from my little experience, a great evil from the 
legislation which has grown up underit. I have seen that evil ad- 
mitted on this floor this morning, and admitted by the Committee on 
Rules. But instead of giving it heroic treatment, they are endeavor- 
ing to compromise with it and still let the root of the evil live. 

ne gentleman has objected to the rule authorizing suspension of the 
rules because it propounds to this House suddenly political conun- 
drums, having no effect except to embarrass the members of the 
House who are to vote on them. Another gentleman, representing 
the Committee of Claims, has protested the suspension of the rnles 
because it permitted demagogy to come in. 

Now, sir, I protest against this rule and the suspension of the rules 
under it, not only as applicable to Monday but as applicable, and 
more particularly so,to the last six days of the session. My objec- 
tion is in the interest of good, sound, conservative legislation. In my 
2 no matter ought ever to be presented to the consideration 
of this House for its vote, unless it be such a matter as has been first 
considered, digested, canvassed, and weighed by a committee of this 
House. I have seen, and Ithink every member of this body has seen 
that if you will in the last six days of a session allow two-thirds ot 
a quorum to pass bills which bave never been considered in any 
committee at all, it requires but a very little consultation among 
those who are remaining to secure the p of a series of bills 
which are more damaging as legislative matters than any other leg- 
islation which takes 5 during the entire session. And, therefore, 
sir, I propose to offer an amendment to this bill which shall dispose 
of the question of demagogy which the gentleman from Maine spoke 
of, and the conundrums the gentleman from Virginia spoke of, by 
simply letting the rule stand as it is and adding at the end thereof 
“and then only,” meaning the House shall suspend the rules or the 
Speaker shall entertain a motion to suspend the rules on the Monda; 
and on the last six days of the session“ and then only for the consid- 
eration of a bill or resolution favorably reported by a committee of 
the House;“ or, to give the case suggested by the gentleman from 
Ohio, when a committee that is hostile to a bill seeks to suppress it 
and will not give the House an opportunity to vote on it, to instruct 
a committee of the House. So, with my amendment adopted, there 
is left a power in the House to instruct by a suspension of the rales 
a committee of the House on any Monday, and a prohibition on any 
Monday, or on the last six days of the session, to foist legislation upon 
the statute-books that is not respectable enough to receive the favor- 
able consideration of the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The his of this rule, Mr. Chairman, shows 
that a reduction has been made in the number of days on which a 
suspension of the rules can be had. It was originally fixed at ten 
days instead of six days that motions were in order to suspend the 

es. That rule was adopted in 1820, It stood so until 1874. In 
1874 the time was reduced from ten days to six days preceding the 
close of the session of Congress. The Committee on Rules, so far as 
that limit of time is concerned, have left it just as they found it in 
the original rule, the shortest period known in the history of Congress. 

Now, the amendment submitted by the member from Maine on the 
Committee on Rules, and to by this Committee of the Whole, 
limits the right to suspend the rules on Monday to one-half when 
compared with what it was under that existing arrangement, for it 
is only upon two Mondays in the month that this motion can be sub- 
mitted. Upon one of these only can it be made by a member indi- 
vidually, and upon the other Monday in each month it can only be 
moved by authority and direction of a committee. I think, sir, the 
Committee on Rules and the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Maine, which has been agreed to, have certainly gone a good 
long way toward restricting the power of which the gentleman com- 


Pp 2 

one c Did the gentleman from Wisconsin offer an amend- 
ment 

The CHAIRMAN. Not yet. 

The question was taken upon Mr. FRYE’s amendment; and it was 


to. 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the following amendment 
to clause 3. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


When a motion to suspend the rules has been seconded, it shall be in order, be- 
fore the final vote is taken thereon, to debate the proposition to be voted upon for 
thirty minutes, one-half of such time to be given to debate in favor of and one- 
half to debate in opposition to such proposition. 

Mr. FRYE. That explains itself. It is simply to give members 
generally a chance to explain the reasons for their action, and place 
themselves upon the record. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It only carri 
thirty minutes, to be divided equally 

Mr. FRYE. That is all. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. S, of Virginia. I move to insert the following as asep- 


as I understand it, debate to 
tween the sides. 


arate clause. 
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Mr. FINLEY. I hope the gentleman from Virginia will wait a 
moment, as I desire to offer an amendment to the first clause. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am willing to hear it read. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire toask a parliamentary question. The amend- 
ment which I propose to offer was to come in at the end of the rule. 
I understand now the 8 is to add a distinct and separate 
clause to the rule, as stated in the report of the Committee on Rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentleman 
from Wisconsin to send his amendment for immediate action, but 
with a view to having it inserted at the end of the rule, which would 
seem to be the most appropriate place for it, as it states the purpose 
for which the rules might be suspended. 

Mr. BRAGG. The form of the amendment, as I have drawn it, is 
to add it at the end of the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, this is a se te clause which is offered 
here; and it is proper that the amendment of the tleman from 
Wisconsin shoul come in after action is taken upon this or any other 
matter which may be added to the rule, since his 3 amend- 

— is a limitation upon the purpose for which the rule can be sus- 

nded. 

Per. HAWLEY. Are we going back to the first clause of the rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has announced that having enter- 
tained the amendments offered by the Committee on Rules, he will 
giro other gentlemen the privilege of offering amendments to this 

e. 


Mr. HAWLEY. IL understand that the committee has perfected the 
rule and made three clauses. Now, do we go back and begin at the 
first clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain amendments to the 
first clause. 

Mr. FINLEY. I offer the following as an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Lonly yield to allow the proposed amend- 
ment to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

After the word “ Monday" insert or on the first and third Tuesdays if no ses- 


sion is held on Monday.” 

Mr. FINLEY. That is pertinent to the first clause of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask the Clerk now to read my amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

alder A tesolution OF proposition tsrely exproming the opinion ef the FOUSS 
con: era resolution or ion ex) © use 
on the question proposed. sda A 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. My amendment is offered as an addi- 
tion to the rule offered by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE. ] 
It is very narrow. It does not iuterfere with legislation. It does not 
interfere with a joint resolution in the nature of a bill. It does not 
interfere with a resolution of instruction to a committee. It does 
not interfere with a resolution of inquiry addressed to any of the 
Departments. It does not interfere with practical legislation or with 
the ression of opinga of the House on any practical question be- 
fore the House or before either body. But it simply prevents the 
Speaker from entertaining a motion to suspend the rules to express 
an opinion upon a mere abstract question; the vote upon which, if 
unanimous, amounts to nothing but an expression of opinion. It in- 
terferes with no call for information. It interferes with no demand 
for a committee to report; for that is practical legislation. A reso- 
lution instructing a committee to report would not be covered by that 
amendment. 

As the matter now stands, while the committee have tried to restrict 
this thing that we witness every Monday to only two * in the 
month, you will find practically that has not been done. There is a 
provision in the amendmen of eed adopted that a majority shall second 
the motion. Now, what will be the effect if gentlemen do not want 
to vote on the question? Suppose my friend from Iowa[Mr. WEAVER] 
should offer his resolution and demand tellers under this new rule. 
If the motion were seconded, then at once some gentleman would 
move that the House adjourn, to get rid of voting on the question. 
We would have the same scenes over again that we have witnessed 
here from time immemorial. 

Therefore I think my amendment should be adopted, in the interest 
of economy of time, and in the interest of legislation, and to put a 
stop to this constant system of introducing resolutions, whether for 
buncombe or for personal motives or for what not; resolutions at least 
that do not amount to business of a practical character for the inter- 
ests of the . 

Mr. BRAGG. I offer as a substitute for the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia what I send to the desk. 

Mr. LOWE. I have risen to oppose the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

The CHAIR. The Chair will give the gentleman from Ala- 
bama an opportunity to be heard in due course. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XXVII by adding the following: 
ccnaliomation of & pings — kagerabiy pooner pE e a — — . the 
House, or to instruct a committee of the Hosa. z EPR 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not see that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin necessarily conflicts with that offered by 


the gentleman from Virginia. I think it should rather be offered as 
a separate clause. Ido not see the necessity of substituting it for 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia. They are 
quite independent of each other. 

I rose, however, to say, Mr. Chairman, that I had drawn a separate 
clause, which I propose to offer as an addition to the rule, N a 
very much the same ground as that covered by the amendment offe 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin, or perhaps a little more. I pro- 
pose to offer a clause like this: 


No motion to suspend the rules and pass a bill shall be entertained unless the 


bill shall have been referred to a committee, reported therefrom, printed, and dis- 
28 to the members at least one legislative day before the motion for suspen- 
on is made. 


Now, I care less about so much of that as calls for a reference to a 
committee and a report therefrom as I do about that part which calls 
for a printed copy of the bill. That part of it I should strenuously 


i comprehend the feelings of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. WEA- 
VER, ] who, in a minority on some topics, is anxious to be heard. But 
I would suggest to the gentleman from Iowa that he can be heard 
practically by offering amendments to bills as they are in progress 
through the House. If he has ideas that he thinks of importance to 
the country it is hardly worth while to spend an hour calling the roll 
upon them unless he can get a majority of the Honse to embody his 
views in practical legislation. But if he desires simply to test the 
sense of the House he can do so equally well by offering an amend- 
ment to some bill which may be under discussion in the House. 

I sympathize with the honest 8 of a small minority to get an 
expression of their views, but I do very much object to bringing ina 
bill here in mg POR Hy on Monday and rushing it through. Ido not 
know whether I shall refer to a particular case or not. But let us 
sup that a bill has been before a committee in one Congress and 
could get no report in its favor; that it has been brought before an- 
other committee in a second 88 and could not get any 5 
in its favor, and then in a third Congress it has been brought before 
a committee which no one would ever suspect had charge of such a 
measure, and then it was brought before the House in manuscript 
1 carried through under a suspension of the rules. That is what 

object to. 

Mr. McLANE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him how, in 
the case he supposes, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] could 
get his views submitted to the House by an amendment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. What I said upon that point was merely a side 
remark, The p I have in view is that no bill, unless it has 
been referred to a committee and reported therefrom, and unless it has 
been put in print and distributed, shall be allowed to take up time 
on Monday. And, by the way, that clause is in the new constitution 
of Pennsylvania, which is supposed to be a model document. That 
constitution provides that no bill shall be passed under a suspension 
of the rules, or in any other way, unless if be referred to a committee 
and reported therefrom. 

If the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BraGG] is content to have 
added the idea of printing and distributing bills, he and myself 
might wait and submit the See as a separate clause. I will 
not submit it now, but will defer it for the present. 

Mr. LOWE. I am opposed to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Harris] because I think that in itself and of 
itself it reflects 2 this House. He seems to think that certain 
members of the House have two platforms concealed about their per- 
sons, and that they are unwilling that any bill of discovery or search 
warrant in the nature of a resolution on Monday should go through 
their political consciences and show the eng that they talk one 
way at home and act another way here. Now, sir, in the considera- 
tion of these proposed rules we have been drifting day by day farther 
and farther from individual responsibility to the people. The House 
is no longer democratic ; it is an oligarchy of rules, dominated by the 

er, and such a thing as individual responsibility is unknown 
here. The committees are responsible, the majority of the members 
of the House is responsible; but the individual is lost in the action 
which results from the ization of the House. 

What are you afraid of? Is it the banks, or the railroads, or the 
ha pepe pes ? Do you dread the syndicate or the corporations? 

hades of Jefferson and Jackson! Where is the honesty and courage 
which once characterized your party? It has gone, and we have 
nothing but trickery and truculence. 

Now, I am like every man who is in a minority, I exalt personal 
liberty and oppose the powers that be. I do it in sheer self-defense. 
I do not want to be ignored or suppressed. I represent here a constit- 
uency as honest and as intelligent as any other constituency. And 
I want an opportunity under the rules to test the sense of this House 
upon questions that are before the country. I have no sentiment or 
opinion here which I seek to conceal or hide away from the people at 
home. And Ihave no sympathy or feeling in common with the dem- 
agogy and cowardice which hopes to escape responsibility by evasion 
and silence, 

Heretofore we have had the right, each member, to bring his views 
before the House and the country, but lately, under the practice of 
the § er, we have been denied that right. And we now under- 


stand that under the rules of the House, to be deliberately adopted 
for that express purpose, individuals are to be suppressed or ignored 
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and nobody is to be heard here upon any politico-economical question 
during this session pending the presidential election. That is the 
whole of it, and we want the country to so understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. One word in reply to my friend from 
Alabama, [Mr. LowE.] I assure him and the committee that I had 
not the slightest reference to persons or to parties. My amendment 
was wholly in the interest of economy of time and practical legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand the gentleman to say that he has not 
the slightest reference to either persons or parties. Now, I ask him 
if he did not mention my name in his remarks? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I mentioned the gentleman’s name for 
the reason that it had been before referred to to illustrate the propo- 
sition that the House had adjourned in order to avoid voting ona 
certain question. Now, I am willing to vote on that question—— 

Mr. WEAVER, Does the gentleman think that more time would 
be lost by voting on the resolution than would to adjourn ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. If the gentleman will introduce a bill 
for action, instead of a mere clap-trap or buncombe resolution, he 
will not find me unwilling to vote on it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Theclap-trap and buncombe come in on the stump 
in the gentleman’s district, and in other districts where members ex- 
press one thing and then in this House act another. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. If such a resolution as the gentleman 
refers to should pass it would amount to nothing more than a reso- 
lution adopted by a town meeting in his district. I am opposed to 
taking up the time of this House in discussing and voting on a reso- 
lution bih, if adopted, will amount to nothing. If the gentleman 
wants to have a law passed on the currency question, let him bring 
in a bill that can be voted upon, and which, if passed, will have the 
. effect of law. It is to avoid voting on this sort of stuff which is 
brought before the House that members adjourn, and to prevent the 
necessity for that I have offered my amendment. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move tostrike ont thelast word. It is well un- 
derstood by the 8 from Virginia [Mr. Harris] and by this 
entire House, and it is becoming well understood by the country, 
that it is not a bill that he wants or that this House wants, for there 
are several bills pending before committees of this House, introduced 
by myself and others, which do bring up that very question. But 
the committees are so a that those bills are smothered and 
cannot be brought to the light of day. The gentleman well under- 
stands this, and so does the whole country. 

And then when I seek or any other member of this House seeks to 
introduce a resolution in order to present the very principle which is 
contained in these bills, and in which the country takes the deepest 
interest, such a resolution is called er ir, the clap-trap is 
used before the people on the stump to make them believe that a 

articular member is in favor of one thing, and then when he comes 
into this House he is found to be in favor of tabooing that very prin- 
ciple by indirection through the machinery of a committee of this 
House. I am astonished to hear such gentlemen claiming to represent 
the demoe: of this country, when it is well known that ninety-nine 
out of every hundred of the democratic party west of the Alleghany 
Mountains are in favorof the principles contained in the resolutions 
which have so frightened this House for five weeks, and which Inow 
send to the Clerk’s desk to have read as a portion of my remarks. 
[Laughter and applause.] I want the country to understand that 
these gentlemen, when these resolutions are va a to be brought 
before this House, call them clap-trap and humbug; but they are 
the soundest doctrine imaginable at home on the stump. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


or n for the use and convenience of the people, shoul 
8 controlled by the Government, and not by or th h the 


That in the ju ent of this House, that portion of the inter- 
2 become redeemabl 


enable the Government to meet 
should be to their full 3 0 
and such other coinage as the business interests of the country may require. 

Mr. WEAVER. Now I can well understand why itis that the lead- 
ers of the democratic party, being in the East for hard money and 
in the West for soft money, do not wish to be put on record upon reso- 
lutions of this kind on the eve of a presidential election. I under- 
stand that very well. But these resolutions are now before the coun- 
try, and I shall be found penang here inserting the thorn in the 
flesh every Monday from now until the adjournment of Congress, un- 
less sooner gratified, seeking recognition. Iam determined that gen- 
tlemen in this House shall be put upon the record on those resolutions 


tions the mints of 
Fih of 


and their public professions tested. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gentleman tell us whether he 
voted for the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] 
porong that all propositions touching coinage and currency might 
ropriation bills as “riders.” 

I will answer that question. I stand here as an 


ut on a 
. WEAVE 


humble representative of the mback party, opposed to puttin, 
any “riders” ou appropriation bills, whether States hts “riders” — 
mback “riders, Applause: I want every bill to come up on 
its merits. The gentleman and his political associates had better re- 
cede from their idea of putting political “riders” on appropriation 
bills, or there will not be enough of the democratic party left after 
the next election to form a corporal’s guard. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] It is neither true democracy nor wise legislation. 
RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Now I suggest that we go on with 
the rules. 
DEATH OF HON. GEORGE 8. HOUSTON. 


The committee rose informally ; when a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, communicated to the House reso- 
lutions of the Senate on the announcement of the death of Hon. 
GEORGE S. Houston, late a Senator from the State of Alabama. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I give notice that on Wednesday next, at one 
o’clock, I propose to call up these resolutions for consideration. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The pending question was upon the amendment of Mr. BRAGG to 
amend Rule XXVIII, by adding the following: 

Bat the Speaker shall entertain no motion to suspend the rales except for the 
consideration of a bill or resolution favorably reported by a committee of the 
House, or to instruct a committee of the House, 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. Harris, of Vir- 
ginia, to add to the pending rule the following: 

Bat the Speaker shall not entertain a motion to suspend the rules on Monday to 
consider a resolution or proposition merely expressing the opinion of the House 
upon the question proposed. } 

. was not agreed to, there being ayes 14, noes not 
counted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] sent 
to the desk some time ago an amendment, which is now in order, and 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word Monday insert or on the first and third Tuesdays, if no ses- 
sion is held on Monday.” 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask that the Clerk read the rule as it will stand 
if this amendment be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or chan without 
one day's ce of the motion and no rule shall be suspended except by 
a vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speaker entertain a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mondays of each month, 

reference g given on the first apri to individuals, and on the third Mon- 

y to committees; or on the first and third Tuesdays, if no session be held on 
Monday, after the call of the States and Territories shall have been concluded, 
and during the last six days of the session. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to say only a word upon this amendment. 
Under the rule as now amended the Speaker is not at liberty to rec- 
ognize motions to suspend therules except on two Mondays in each 
month. Now, it occurs to me that when there is no session of the 
House on Monday we should not by that fact be deprived of the ben- 
efits of the rule. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. FINLEY, it was 
not agreed to; there being—ayes 16, noes 54. 

Mr. SCALES. I move to amend by inserting the following at the 
end of the first clause: 

But the Speaker shall not at any time, except during the last six days of a ses- 
sion, entertain a motion to suspend the rules and pass a bill making a ria- 
tions for the improvement of rivers and harbors, or any general approp) on bill. 

I do not think it necessary, Mr. Chairman, to discuss this amend- 
ment. I believe it explains itself; and I hope it will commend itself 
to the House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I move to amend the amendment 
of my colleague [Mr. Scalxs] by adding thereto the following: 

And no bill a g money to the amount of $5,000 or more shall pass 
under a Ae of the rules, except upon the call of the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of such bill. 


Mr. Chairman, it was objected the other day that if an amendment 
which was offered by me at that time proposed substantially what is 
now sought to be obtained should pass, the House might not on some 
occasion have time to get through with its business. I desire to say, 
sir, that any measure that ought to pass this House ought to be con- 
sidered, and if we have not time to consider it fairly, then we ought 
not to be allowed time to pass it. I think one of the test evils 
which has attended our legislation has resulted from the passage of 
bills involving millions of money, passed through this House under 
a suspension of the rules, when there was no time to consider, no time 
to amend, and when the yeas and nays were not allowed to be called. 
The gentleman from Alabama will have an opportunity, if this amend- 
ment passes, of having it known to the country who it is who votes 
“ay” and who it is who votes “nay” on any bill involving the ap- 
propriation of money to the amount of $5,000 or more, 

It is not objectionable on the score of economy of time, inasmuch 
as small bills involving the it se png for pensions and the like, 
less than $5,000, may still pass under a suspension of the rules; but 
wherever the amount exceeds 85,000 cannot, if this amendment is 
adopted, and in my judgment ought not pass. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Isuggest to the gentleman that perhaps his object 
is already attained if he will reflect the Constitution of the United 
States beyond and above our rules secures to one-fifth of the mem- 
bers present the right to have the yeas and nays called on any ques- 
tion. If this House cannot be trusted with that it cannot be trusted 
at all. If a bill goes through here without men enough to call the 
yeas and nays the Soppene is it is a matter of great general neces- 
sity and propriety. One-fifth can always have the yeas and nays 
called 


The amendment to the amendment of Mr. Davis, of North Caro- 
lina, was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. ScALEs’s amendment. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 18, noes 52. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move the following amendment, to come in after 
clause 3 of the proposition of the gentleman from Maine. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the same right of debate shall be allowed whenever the previous question 
has been ordered on any proposition on which there has been no debate. 

Mr. TUCKER. The object of the amendment is to follow to its 
logical result the proposition of the gentleman from Maine that where 
a motion is made to suspend the rules in order to any proposi- 
tion ect shall be debate allowed of fifteen minutes to each side for 

ation. 
when the previous question is called on any proposition before 
the House upon which there has been no previous debate, the same 
amount of time for explanation of a measure should be allowed. 

Mr. WARNER. I suggest that the time of each member should 
not be limited. 

Mr. TUCKER. I believe the same rule adopted in reference to the 
suspension of the rules should be 83 on my amendment. 

e CHAIRMAN. The time is divided between the opponents and 
advocates of the measure. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) If I understand the object of the 

utleman it is to reach a case of this sort: where the previous ques- 

ion has been demanded on a proposition and no debate has been 
had upon it, then there shall be, on the demand of any member, fifteen 
minutes allowed for and fifteen minutes against. 

Mr. HASKELL. I ony wish to say a word. Ido not wish to an- 
tagonize the amendment if it is a wise one; but I suggest that we 
pass many and many a bill by unanimous consent where nobody cares 
to have any debate. We put through a dozen or fifteen in an after- 
noon, and if on every one of these little simple measures like pension 
bills or bills for increase of pension we allow anybody in the House 
to get up and exhaust fifteen minutes of time for and fifteen minutes 
of time against, I say there will be members in this House who will 
be willing to do it. The proposition which the 5 contem- 
plates is perfectly harmless might be so in case of half a dozen bills, 
and yet it would be exceedingly cumbersome when applied to twenty 
in a single afternoon. 

Mr. TUCKER. I will say to my friend from Kansas that nobody 
need pro in debate if he does not want to. This provides only 
there shall be the right on the part of the opponents of a measure 
to fifteen minutes of explanation, and to its advocates of fifteen 
minutes of PRN 

Mr. HASK . The gentleman cannot submit a bill for passage 
in this House, however simple it may be, that there will not be enough 
of men in the House who will wish to say a word upon it. If it be 
a resolution like that of my friend from Iowa, (Me. WEAVER, I of 
course there will be debate. There will be enough members here who 
will be sure to take advantage of the 8 to debate. So un- 
der this amendment gentlemen will find that every single bill offered 
will take thirty minutes of time to pass it. 

Mr. TUCKE That is the reason I think the amendment should 
be adopted. I believe in free debate, and I do not believe in a prac- 
tice which has 1 in this House ever since I have been here and 
under which I have suffered with other gentlemen. I do not believ 
in forcing a vote on a measure without the liberty to every man, if 
he wants to say a word in opposition or advocacy of it, to be heard. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move the following as an additional clause. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ga eet ei ae eres sha neat 

u ive © a 
3 = the members at least ore legislativa day before the 8 
sion is made, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Individually, I am in favor of the whole of it, but 
I am less strenuous as to that part which requires a reference to and 
report from a committee, though I would not strike it out. But as 
to the other, I am earnestly in favor of it. I think it wrong and dan- 
gerous to permit manuscript bills to come in here without any notice 
whatever, and to go through undera suspension of the rules without 
having the bill before us for examination. This amendment requires 
the shortest ible time—a single day’s notice. 

Mr. V. INE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Con- 


necticut aquestion. If that amendment had been in force yesterday, 
here? 
would just as lief 
That 
under 


how would it have affected the substitute which 
Mr. HAWLEY. I will answer the gentleman ; 

answer it as not. We should have had to wait another 

would not have killed anybody. But we did not pass that b 


a 3 of the rules; it was simply a substitute for a pending 
Mr. FRYE. I would like to have that amendment read again. 
The amendment was again read. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move to strike out the words “reported there- 
from. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman means to apply that to the last six 
days of the session as well as to Monday. 

r. HAWLEY. It makes no exception. 

The question recurred on Mr. VALENTINE’S amendment tothe amend- 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 7. 

So the amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. SAPP. Isu; t an amendment to the amendment by insert- 
ing the word “public” to bill, so that it will not apply to private 
bills, which cannot be printed until reported from the committee. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 21. 

So the amendment to the amendment was to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. HAWLEY as 
amended. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 20. 

So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSE. Loffer the following as an independent rule, to come 
in after the rule which has just been adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When a bill, resolution, or proposition of a public character has been referred 
to a standing or select committee of the House, and the committee shall fail for 
fifty days to make any report to the House thereon, it shall be in order on any 
Monday immediately after the expiration of the morning hour to move to 
a committee from the further consideration of the same, which motion shall then 
considered ; and if decided in the affirmative, the bill, resolution, or ition 
shall be placed on the proper calendar unless the majority of the House shall de- 
termine then to consider the same. 

Mr. HOUSE. The proposition embodied in the rule I have just 
proposed is similar to the one offered a few days ago by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. OSCAR TURNER.] I think, Mr. Chairman, 
under the present rules of the House the committees of this House 
have a power that they should not have in a representative gov- 
ernment. A committee of this House, under the rules as they stand, 
can defeat the consideration of any measure, although a majority of 
the House and a majority of the American people may be in favor of 
that measure. They can defeat it by refusing to report upon it. 
Why, we heard but the other day from the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce that a measure before that committee of great im- 
portance to the entire country, a measure which I believe would 
receive a large majority of the votes of this House—we were inform 
I say, by him that he was denied the privilege in that committee o 
making even an adverse report upon it to the House. 

Now, sir, I wish to know if the representatives of the people here 
intend to perpetuate a rule which prevents them from acting upon 
the wishes of a majority of the House. Ought any committee of this 
House to have that power? Ought any committee to be able to de- 
prive the entire members of this House of their right to act upon any 
proposition? Sup the people of this country want a measure 
passed and a majority of their Representatives here are willing to vote 
upon it: now under such circumstances should a committee of this 

ouse have the rightor the power to withhold from them that privilege? 

I think not, Mr. Chairman. I do not believe that any n 
here is pee to surrender his right as a Representative in that 
way. e all know that measures of vast importance are frequent] 
intrusted to these committees, and that week after week and mont 
after month goes on and no report comes from them, perhaps none 
during the entire Congress. 

Now, I propose that every measure shall be given a fair opportu- 
nity before this House, so that the members can express their views 
upon it at least by their votes. There can be no inconvenience or 
evil resulting from the adoption of this rule. When a motion is made 
to discharge a committee from the further consideration of a meas- 
ure on which they have failed for fifty gaya to report, if the House 
votes down the motion, well and good. This only gives them that 
privilege. But if a majority of the House want to consider the meas- 
ure, notwithstanding the failure of the committee to report it, they 
ought to have the power, and no man who represents the people here 
ought to put himself down as opposed to such a proposition. 

ir, it onght to and I hope it will 

The CHAIRMAN. he question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. HOUSE.) 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
“ fifty days” and inserting “thirty days.” 

The C KAN: That would not bein apdor, the committo hav- 
ing alread ected a proposition embracing the thirty 3 

Nr. WIG I move to strike out “ fifty ” and insert forty.” I 
offer the amendment upon this principle, that that is time enough 
for the consideration of any subject that may be brought before any 
committee of this House. During my long service in the Con 
of the United States I have seen, in my judgment, more wrong arising 
from sending measures to a committee and smothering them there 
than from any other thing connected with legislation. I know at 
the present Con; when meusures have been sent to a committee, 
the threat has n made that those measures would never again 
come out of the committee. 
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I think, sir, that a majority of the members of this House ought 
to have the control of any subject of legislation which is brought 
fore the House. They ought not to refer a measure to an inferior 
number than the members who compose the House and give that in- 
ferior number the power to conceal the measure. It is sent to a com- 
mittee for the purpose of being considered; and why is it n 
that there should be more than thirty days for the consideration by 
a committee of any subject that 18 be sent to it? 

I hope, therefore, the amendment I have offered will be adopted. If 
the Committee of the Whole will not agree to that I will vote then 
for the proposition offered by my friend from Tennessee, I am will- 
ing 10 take a fixed time. I will take forty days. I will take fifty 
days. If we cannot fix upon fifty I will take sixty days. But let us 
fix upon a time when a matter sent to a committee shall come out of 
that committee. Let it not be a place to bury up matters. A meas- 
ure is sent to a committee to be investigated and examined, not sup- 
pressed. It surely ought not to be the object and p se of a com- 
mittee of any legislative body to regard itself as an instrument for 
suppressing measures of legislation instead of acting upon them. 

r. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) A general provision of this sort, if 
made, would be impracticable of execution. If the | pee from 
Tennessee wants to get any particular description of legislation out 
from a committee let him include in this proposition revenue meas- 
ures, for example, or finance measures. But let us not make a gen- 
eral provision that when a committee has had possession for thirty 
or fifty days of a bill it shall come out of that committee. Take, for 
instance, the Judiciary Committee. This proposition if adopted might 
bring every bill out of that committee. I know exactly what the 

ntleman wants to reach. He wants to reach revenue measures re- 
fating to the tariff, and finance measures relating to the currency of 
the country; and if he would confine his proposition to those two 
subjects then it would be less objectionable than making it a general 
1 to include every description of legislation. I agree, however, 
in the general principle the gentleman suggests, that measures of 
legislation should have a hearing in the House. 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I do not want to open the way to 
throw this Honse into confusion, or to do anything that would result 
in any unwise legislation. My one object is to procure a consider- 
ation by the House of wise and meritorious measures. 

The bill referred to by the gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. HOUSE, 
the bill in rd to interstate commerce, is one, in my judgment, o 
more merit than any which has been submitted to the Forty-sixth 
Con And I believe to-day, if it could be submitted to the pop- 
ular vote in this country, it would receive a larger majority than any 
measure which has been brought into this Congress. I am satisfied 
further, Mr. Chairman, that notwithstanding a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce has obstructed the will and has seriously in- 
jured the interest of the vast ority of the people of this country— 

am well satisfied a large majority of the members of this House are 
in favor of a measure of that nature. 

What has been the result? Because that committee has a majority 
hostile to that measure we are deprived of the opportunity and the 
pere are deprived of the privilege of being heard upon it. What 

want to do is to get some sort of rule adopted by which we can go 
aside the majority of that committee and allow the majority of thi 
House to have something to do with regard to the legislation of the 
country. That is my object. 

Now one word further. We do not propose here to send to the public 
Calendar all measures that have been introduced and referred to com- 
mittees. We propose to give ample time to the committees to consider 
the measures coming before them. But if the committees will not 
consider those measures after fair and full opportunity we then want 
the opportunity for a majority of the members of this House to con- 
sider them. Gentlemen who oppose this amendment argue, it seems 
to me, that a majority of a committee are wiser than a majority of 
this House. I have more faith in the judgment of the majority of 
this House than I have in the judgment of a majority of any commit- 
tee composed by it. And for that reason I simply desire to have the 
way opened by which we can obtain the opinion of this House upon 
im t measures, We do nor rare to bring these bills back 
without having the will of the House expressed. The amendment, 
as I understand, contemplates that after the expiration of fifty days 
the question shall be submitted to the House as to whether the bill 
shall go upon the public Calendar or not. And I would rather trust— 
I say in conclusion, as I see the hammer in the Chairman’s hand about 
to fall—I would rather trust the collective wisdom of the majority of 
this House than I would the collective wisdom of any committee of 
this House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not oppose the ogon: stated by the friends 
of this measure at all. It ought to be in the power of this House to 
take from an unwilling committee a valuable bill. There is no doubt 
about that. It ought to be in the power of this House to take from 
a committee a bill that a few men upon that committee may desire to 
throttle, but which the great majority of this House may desire to 


pass. 

But the amendment which has been proposed will reach infinitely 
further than the very wise and discreet purpose of the supporters of 
that amendment. Suppose that you pro twenty days’ or forty days’ 
time for a committee to considera bill. A committee cannot perfect 


any n bill that comes before this House in twenty days. 
Many of the bills will not be perfected by committees in forty days. 

And what then will be the result? Suppose that a bill has been 
introduced into the House and sent to a committee. Toward the end 
of a session, not long before the final adjournment, when an uneasy 
and feverish minority happen to be in this House, perhaps a bare 
quorum of members present, that minority of the House will insist 
upon taking that bill out of the hands of the committee, although 
the committee may be willing to report it as soon as it can prepare 
it 9 reporting. Yet under this pro rule that bill ma; 
be taken from the committee and dragged before the House in a half- 
baked condition. I take it that the van which would arise 
under the practical operation of such a rule will more than offset any 
advantage which gentlemen seek to gain by it. 

Again, this proposed rule will open the door to a flood of . 
questiohs. Every uneasy man in this House, who feels that his bi 
is not being considered by a committee, every man who fancies that 
he has a grievance against a committee, will come before the House 
and make a motion to discharge that committee. Some of the mem- 
bers of the committee will oppose it and some will favor it. Toward 
the close of the session you will in that way occupy half of the time 
of the House upon these propositions to discharge committees. 

The tendency of a majority of the amendments offered here this 
afternoon is to multiply subsidiary propositions, to multiply oppor- 
tunities for debate, to multiply opportunities for s hes, without 
any real practical gain of time for the consideration of business. 
That I think will be the effect of this amendment. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, in my judgment this is 
the most important amendment offered to the report of the Commit- 
tee on Rules during the entire time that report has been under dis- 
cussion, and I do not think it should be lightly or hurriedly disposed 
of. It is designed to remedy an evil of long existence, and which, it 
cant can be reached in no other way. e proposed amendment 
may, like all other rules of a general character, be open to some ob- 
jection, and I am willing to concede that it is. The strongest objec- 
tion which has or, I think, can be offered has just been presented by 
the gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. HASKELL;] but even this can, I 
think, be easily answered, 

Admit it to be true, as he claims, that bills frequently go before 
committees which cannot be examined and reported upon advisedly 
within thirty, or even sixty, days; yet, if the committee having any 
such bill in charge were to state to the House that they had not had- 
sufficient time to report upon it, there can be no question that more 
would be cheerfully granted; and if any such bill should be placed 
upon the Calendar under the operation of the 1 amendment, 
and the committee from which it was taken should signify a desire 
for further time in which to consider and make a report upon it, a 
motion to recommit would scarcely fail to take it from the Calendar 
and send it back to the committee. So there need be no apprehension 
that any very objectionable bill could be passed into a Iax over the 
opposition of a committee that had had it in char; Only such 
measures as would commend themselves to the ju ent of the 
House and the popular approval of the country would be at all likely 
to pass under such circumstances. 

o my mind, there are reasons why this amendment should be 
adopted which very far outweigh any and all objections which have 


or can be urged against it. Some of them have been very strongly 
and forcibly presented by my tires yy [Mr. Housx.] He has just 
given us a most suggestive illustration of the evil it is inten to 


remove, in the statement he has just made, and which was previous! 
known to the House, that on a very recent occasion the disti Zalh 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce declared himself unable to 
report either favorably or adversely the most important measure that 
has, in my judgment, been offered to the House during the present 
session; a measure that would undoubtedly pass by a most decided 
majority, and for the enactment of which the whole country has been 
clamoring for year, If a measure thus approved by the members of 
this House and thus demanded by every expression of the popular 
will which has reached us, can be defeated by a majority of a single 
committee, and that, too, over the constant and vigorous efforts of an 
able and fearless chairman to have itacted upon, it can easily be seon 
what may be the fate of other measures equally meritorious. Every- 
body here knows that an eee majotisy of the people of 
this country desire the p of the bill to which I refer, and yet 
in contempt and defiance of the clearly expressed popular will it has 
been defeated thus far by the action of a single committee and the 
eee deprived of all opportunity to vote or even to be heard in its 
vocacy. 

This is not the only instance in which a like action has been had 
and the will of the people and that of a majority of their Representa- 
tives on this floor been disregarded and set at defiance. The bill to 
remove the duty upon quinine slumbered in a committee for months, 
though there was a constant demand for its passage, and it would 
most likely have been there yet had not the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. MCKENZIE ] had the address to g it before the House and secure 
its passage by a two-thirds vote, un a suspension of the rules. 

uring my service in Congress I have seen more than ascore of bills 
urgently demanded, as I thought, by the public interest strangled in 
committees without giving the House an opportunity to act upon 
them, so that practically the whole legislation of the country has 
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been placed in the hands of a very few members of this body, and 
the remainder of them had almost as well have been at home as to 
be here without the power of acting upon measures which ey 
deemed important to the public interest. Every member of this 
House who been here any length of time has learned something 
ncies and appliances which have been and can be brought 
to bear-for the purpose of influencing public legislation. If these 
agencies and influences are ever of an improper character they can 
much more easily be 8 to bear upon a few than a large number 
of members. e lobbyist can reach a committee with less difficulty 
than they can the entire House. So to avoid vicious legislation that 
may by any aan Bt secured by improper agencies, it would be 
safer to vest the legislative power of the country in as great a num- 
ber of hands as possible, in order to increase and magnify the obsta- 
cles which these agencies would have to encounter. 

The tendency of our legislation is growing more and more toward 
centralism and the concentration of power in the hands of the few 
to the exclusion of the many, and that feature is as objectionable 
in the rules governing this House as it is elsewhere. Legislation in 
a government like ours should represent the popular will, and any- 

ng which defeats that object is subversive of the highest legis- 
lative aim and duty. I warn 5 from two of the great sec- 
tions of this country, the South and the West, that they are sacri- 
ficing the highest interest of their constituents if they defeat this 
amendment, for they are placing themselves arisen | in the power 
of those whose interests are antagonistic to theirs, and the time will 
soon come when they will be compelled for self-protection to demand 
the adoption of some such rule as this. A bill was introduced only 
esterday by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] to remodel 
some measure our tariff schedule, and I desire to inform him that 
under existing rules and the present organization of this House he 
will be hoary with before that bill ever leaves the committee to 
which it was refe I think, sir, that the most pernicious legisla- 
tion of past years has found its way upon the statute-books by the 
faulty construction of our system of rules as they have heretofore 
existed, while measures of the highest importance and greatest pub- 
lic interest have been defeated by the same machinery, and I feel 
confident that the people will soon compel us to change it. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WRIGHT to 
amend the amendment of Mr. House by striking out “ fifty” and in- 
serting “forty,” it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
[Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote! ETa I did not believe that an important 
principle was involved in this amendment I should not detain the 
committee a single moment. The whole question is, shall this House 
retain control over the business brought before it, or turn it over to 
its several committees with plenary power to determine what shall 
be done with it? 

When we refer to the several committees matters that are intro- 
duced here, I do not understand that it is for final disposition ; it cer- 
tainly ought not to be. Measures are sent by the House to the com- 
mittees for consideration, investigation, and report. Committees are 
to weigh, digest, and formulate, but ought not to have power to 
finally determine anything—certainly not to say a measure shall 
not have consideration in the House because a majority of the com- 
mittee may be againstit, while a majority in the House may be for it. 
I do not want to surrender to committees that power. I do not want 
to put it out of the power of the House to take up an important meas- 
ure because a committee has decided not to report it back. That 
act of a committee ought not to preclude after-consideration in the 
House, provided a majority of the House, after a sufficient time has 
been given to the committee for action, decide to bring up the subject 
for review and final determination in the House. e action of a 
committee ne not to bar this House from the consideration of any 
question which a majority desire to consider. An important principle 
seems to me to be involved here. In making rules for the House, I 
do not see how we can consistently vote to give to committees the 

5 power to decide finally measures which the whole House only ought 
decide. I hope, therefore, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee will be adopted. [Cries of “Vote!” „Vote!“ 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. House. ] 
I want, however, to reply to a remark which the gentleman made in 
advocating his amendment, and which, in my judgment, is calculated 
to do great injustice to the Committee on Commerce, It was stated 
by him as a reason why such a rle as this ought to be adopted, that 

Committee on Commerce—perhaps he did not name the committee, 
but that was undoubtedly his meaning—had the other day refused to 
allow the chairman of that committee to make an adverse report to 
the House. 

Mr. HOUSE. LI understood the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce to so state on the floor. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I do not object to his statement. I desire to 
say that if it is stated here or elsewhere that the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce have acted in any inpro r manner in regard 
to the bill referred to, or any other, I deny t ö I voted 
myself with the chairman of the commi to report his bill to the 
House; but when the majority of the committee voted against report- 
ing it the question before the committee was not disposed of and the 
committee was certainly not prepared to make any report at that 
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time, and no report whatever should have been made at that time 
upon the subject. In the first place there were several bills upon the 
same subject before the commi and when the vote was taken upon 
one bill and the result was unfavorable it did not di of the o 
bills before the committee. It was but just and rig t that tho com- 
mittee should take action upon the several bills before any report 
should be made to the House. 

I do not think the chairman of the Committee on Commerce has 
ever intended to charge any wrong upon the majority of the commit- 
tee who voted against him at that time. If so, I regret it; for cer- 
tainly the action of the committee wasin no manner improper, and 
was such that it can be defended here on the floor of this House or 
elsewhere, 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. WARNER. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I renew the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the purport and ob- 
ject of this amendment, it pro to enable a majority of this House 
to discharge any committee from the further consideration of 
bill after that bill has been before the committee for fifty days, an 
to bring the measure before the House for reference to the appropri- 
ate calendar, or for immediate passage. I have no doubt, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the mover of this amendment and the gentlemen who favor 
it are actuated by a sincere desire to facilitate legislation, but I very 
much apprehend that if the amendment be adopted and the attempt 
be made to put it into practical execution, gentlemen will discover, 
when too late, that agi have made a very serious mistake. 

The chief defect in the proposition lies in its failure to make any 
distinction as to the character of measures referred to the various 
committees. There are committees of this House that may be in con- 
stant session for five or six days in a week; and to such a committee 
may be referred a measure so important that it would be utterly im- 

ible to do justice to it and present it to the House in proper and 
intelligible form within the time limited. Take, for instance, the 
Committee of Ways and Means, which has been in almost constant 
session from the 1st of December last, but has been unable to consider 
one-third of the bills referred to it by the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, ill the gentleman yield for a 
question ? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. In view of the statement of the 
gentleman, might it not be well to relieve the Committee of Ways 
and Means by dividing among several committees the work which 
now falls upon the Committee of Ways and Means alone ? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Iam coming to that. The gentleman 
makes a vay . e inquiry. The House refers to the Committee 
of Ways and Means measures which should go to other committees. 
One-third of the bills before us are private claims, so that every mem- 
ber of the committee is charged with considering, investigating, and 
reporting upon private claims, many of them involving important 
principles, which require a great deal of study and care for their 
proper disposition. 

hen these bills are before us we have either to ask the House to 
discharge us from further consideration of them or to report pon 
them at once. We have the funding bill, we have the tariff question. 
we have very many 1 measures involving great detail, and 
we have patiently and me party: up the best of our ability given all 
our time and all our energies to the consideration and elucidation of 
those questions. Now for the House to step in and in the midst of 
our consideration—and the same may be said of the Committee on 
the Judiciary or the Committee on Appropriations or the Committee 
on Commerce or any one of the other leading committees of the House 
for the House, I say, to step in in the midst of our deliberation on 
those bills, when members have given the greatest care and attention 
for the pu of understanding them, to take them from them and 
bring them before the House without discussion, without deliberation, 
without that proper investigation which all subjects ought to require 
to take them, bring them before the House and act on them or sen 
them to the “tomb of the Capulets” where they never can be heard 
of, is pertany not what this House intends to do. Under these cir- 
cumstances, therefore, I 5 the House will pause before it takes 
any such step as we propose by the adoption of the amendment moved 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Chairman, the country and the House can- 
not regret this discussion. All the time we spend on this point is 
well spent, for I concur in the motiye which mggoned the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, although I do not in 
the amendment itself. I hope this House will be impressed with the 
idea that to conceal or suppress a public measure com and purely 
because a committee is not favorable to it will be reg by every 
member of this House and every member of any future House as a 
crime against the House and the country itself. 

But while we may bring the House to that judgment, the question 
occurs whether we are in a condition to adopt the rule the gentleman 
suggests, and I think if looked at from a practical stand-point it can- 
not bedone. Why? The fundamental objection to all our legislation 
is this: The Congress of the United States continues iu session for 
two years, and one is a long session and the other a short session. 
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The result of that is necessarily in every Congress we begin legisla- 
tion, but, like Sisyphus of old, when we have almost rolled the stone 
to the top of the the session comes to an end and it goes over to 
the next session, and, like 3 we have to begin the work again 
of rolling the stone up the hill, and so on. Until we can have a term 
of Congress for three years, to extend over three years, the Senate 
oing out in six years and the House in three, having three ong ses- 
8 if it be desirable the Congress of the United States shall legis- 
late, we can then legislate, but never can legislate before. 
at have we todo? We have to apply the doctrine which holds 
in natural history, the doctrine of the survival of the fittest, and the 
fittest must come to the front and it cannot be hel Who is to 
determine? Who had better determine? We are always sup 
to be honest and u nghe men, to have no jobs—it is not a violent 
supposition although it may fail in particular cases—and that when 
these things go into committee they are considered, taken up, those 
of the greatest public importance first, and those of the least left to 
be taken up afterward. What is the result? Take the Judiciary 
Committee, of which I was a member in the last House. I can give 
you one public measure which cannot be considered by that commit- 
tee in less than six months’ time. There is before that committee 
now the question of the Geneva award, and I say they cannot in less 
than six months give it the consideration it ought to have. I do not 
say that is the most important bill before that committee, but sup- 
it was the most important. If that committee was considering 
That for fifty days, what is the result? When brought before the 
House it does not go to the head of the Calendar. The days hay- 
ing expired, it comes into the House. In the mean time, unimportant 
measures, more for individual interest than for their constituents at 
large, haye been brought into the House and put on the Calendar, 
aan ant that business precedes it and has first to be disposed of. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I want to ask my friend from Ohio 
whether he does not believe if the Committee on the Judiciary, for 
instance, were to come into the House after a bill had been consid- 
ered, brought before the House and put on the Calendar, and ask to 
have that bill recommitted, this House would not in every instance 

nt the request of that committee. If the bill were of any impor- 
ce could it pass the House over the opposition of the committee 
which had been considering it? 

Mr. MCMAHON. How is the . to get the floor 
to move that a certain bill on the Calendar shall be recommitted ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The Committee on the Judiciary 
has the pri to re at any time. 

Mr. McMAHON, ot at all; I beg your pardon. Oh, no; you 
must consider in regard to these rules which have been chan in 

. the House of Representatives, have been adopted because this is a 
great and cumbrous body. You must adopt that rule which enables 

‘ou to put before the country that which the committees of the 

ouse think most important; and yet I do not want my friend from 
Tennessee to understand for one moment I consider a committee of 
this House should have the power, at any time, simply because it 
does not favor a bill to suppress it. I think that is a crime against 
the House of Representatives. I am in favor of fair and due consid- 
eration, but I do not wish to see bills come before the House unless 
they have been considered by a committee and favorabl 2 

Mr. HOUSE. In the eighth line of the amendment after the word 
“ considered” I move to insert “without debate;” and I wish sim- 
ply to say a word in addition to what I have already said on this 
subject. Ihave heard no objection urged against this measure b 
any gentleman who has spoken upon the question, I have h 
nothing excepting what I may term the fancies of gentlemen. 

In reply to the oo m Ohio and the objection which he 
has made to it, when he says that the Geneva award bill would oc- 
cupy the committee more than fifty days for its consideration, I 
would ae say that is a question which no gentleman would be 
likely to make the motion to take from the committee—the motion 
that is required to be made by the amendment which I have sug- 

. And if any gentleman was to make the motion to disc 

e committee from the consideration of such a measure as that, how 
many votes would he get here? 

A MEMBER. Nota ray fee 

Mr. HOUSE. He could not get anybody. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will a colleague allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HOUSE. Certainly. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to ask my colleague if he does not think the 
object which he has in view would be defeated by not applying his 
amendment exclusively to bills of a public character? It would be 
nece to get rid of a t many unimportant bills which might 
be upon the Calendar before the important bills could be reached, 
and if my colleague would confine his rule to the great important 
questions that he refers to, for instance revenue matters, finance mat- 
ters, and internal improvement matters, then perhaps he could effect 
the reform which he seeks, but by app ying it to all public matters 
8 I think he defeats his object. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, unlike the gentleman from Ohio who has 

just addressed the committee, I do deprecate this discussion. I think 

am in sympathy with a fair majority of this House when I enter a 
protest against consuming this whole day in passing over less than 
six lines of this report. I think the majority of this House is in full 
sympathy and accord with me when I enter a protest against con- 


suming two months in the consideration of this report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to say to the tleman that this is the first 
minute of time that I have occupied during this discussion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not apply Sareren to the gentleman 
from Tennessee at all; but I merely desire to say that unless we can 
have unanimous consent for immediate action upon the pending rule 
I shall move that the committee rise for the purpose of limiting 
debate to one minute. 

The question recurred 825 the amendment of Mr. HOUSE. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 75. 

Mr. HOUSE demanded tellers. 

a were ordered; and Mr. House and Mr. BROWNE were ap- 

inted. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, noes 94. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk proceeded to read Rule XXIX. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the fol- 

owing amendment, which is in substance the same as that which was 

offered by the gentleman from Tennessee which has just been dis- 
to, with the exception that it refers exclusively to measures 

a 5 revenue, finances, and internal improvements. 

The RMAN. The committee has already p from the con- 
sideration of the rule to which the gentleman now refers. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. I attempted to get the floor for the pur- 
pose of offering this amendment, but the Clerk commenced to read 
the next rule. I tried to get the eye of the Chair for the purpose of 
offering this amendment. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, if the gentleman states that he rose 
for that purpose the Chair will now recognize him. The Clerk will 
read the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

When a bill or 8 of a public nature affecting commerce, revenue, 
finance, or internal improvements has been referred toa standing committee of the 
House, and such committee shall fail for fifty days to make any report to the 
House thereon, it shall be in order on any Monday immediately 8 © expira- 
tion of the morning hour, to move to disc! the committee from the further 
consideration of the same; which motion s. then be considered without debate, 
and, if decided in the affirmative, the bill or resolution shall be placed on the 
calendar, unless a majority of the House shall then determine to consider the 
same. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXIX. 
CONFERENCE REPORTS. 

The presentation 5 of committees of conference shall always be in order, 
except when the Jo is being read, while the roll is being called, or the House 
is dividing on any propusition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I offer the following as an amend- 
ment to the rule which has just been read, 

The Clerk read as follows : 


And such rts, instead of referring by number to the amendments or pro; 
to in conf be so written out ne to iaform the Hlowss from 


read as follows : 
of committees of conference shall always bein order, 
except when the Journal is being read, while the roll is being called, or the House 
is dividing on any proposition; and such reports, instead of referring by number 
to the amendments or propositions agreed to in conference, shall be so written ont 
as to inform the House from the of the report what effect such amend- 
ments or propositions will have upon the measures to which they relate.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, speaking for myself, and I doubt not the Committee on Rules, 
that there is no objection to the proposed amendment except in this: 
it must of necessity be effected by incorporation into the Joins rules 
of the two Houses. This House no power by any action which 
it may propose to bind the conferees on the part of the Senate; so 
that, to accomplish the perpos which the gentleman’s amendment 
seeks to reach, there must oe made in the joint rules 
between the two Houses that bind the conferees of both. Of 
course the same conference 1 8 8 made to this House must be made 
to the Senate, and we cannot bind the Senate through its conferees 
to anything unless we do it by a general rule. I am in favor of the 
gentleman’s ee ey 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) There is force in what the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] states, that this ought to 
be provided for by a joint rule. But joint rales are not likely to be 

upon. For myself I maintain, and always have maintained, 
they are still in force until the same power which made the joint rules 
should vacate them. But the Senate chooses not to subscribe to that 
view. This proposition in itself has t merit. There ought to be no 
conference report brought into this House for its consideration unless 
the House by the reading of it is OEY informed as to its effect 
upon the bill proposed to 9 Imyself would prefer to have the 
proposition go into these ruſes, even although it only went there with 
the force of a recommendation to our conferees on the part of the 
House, so that this provision shall be in the future binding, at least 
in a suggestive way, upon our conferees. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I am obli to the honorable 
Speaker for making the Tery Sag beet which I had risen a moment 
ago to make, namely, that t a prelimi step, in which I have 
no doubt the House will be follo in its action by the Senate. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow me 
to suggest an amendment which been ted to me by the re- 


marks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? A conference report 
must be a report to the two Houses, and must be identical in word 
and line and syllable. But if the gentleman by his amendment will 
simply require that the members of the conference on the part of the 
House append that statement to their conference report, I will 


support it. ` 

Me. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I very gladly accept the suggestion 
of the SISET from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


What is the modification of the amendment 
suggested by the 
“A BLACKB 


ntleman from Kentucky ? 

N. It is that the amendment be altered so as sim- 
ply to require the House members of a committee of conference to 
append to their conference report a statement of the points covered 
bed the numbers of the amendments which the conference report em- 

races. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, I hope it will not be said, “ append to 
their report,” but that the statement will be included in the report 
to the House. Then the House conferees, in obedience to the House 
rule, would not consent to a report until the information the rule 
requires is embodied in the r conference report, the duplicates 
respectively for the House and for the Senate being the same. 

. BLACKBURN. We cannot coerce the Senate by a rule of this 


ouse. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I am speaking of what would be the 
practical working of such a rule. 

Mr. BLACKB . A conference report means the report of the 
conference committee of the two Houses. The reports to the two 
Honses must be duplicates, the one of the other. ere cannot be a 
syllable in the conference report made to this House that is not em- 
braced in the report made to the Senate. Wecannot compel the Sen- 
ate to do what is here suggested; but I pledge myself I will use my 
best endeavor as a member of the Committee on Rules and of the 
Joint Committee on Rules to have this incorporated into a joint rule 
to govern the two Houses. While assenting to the idea of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, I am in favor of so modifying his amendment 
as to require the House members of the committee of conference to 
furnish with each conference report an explanation, by a statement 
in detail of the points in controversy covered by such report. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it well weshould understand this question. 
I am not entirely satisfied with the su; tion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. I would be afraid that the House members of the com- 
mittee of conference would undertake to report something in addi- 
tion to the conference report, understanding they were required to 
do this by the new rule. That would be a very great anomaly. 

The terms of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, as I understood by the reading, do not require the committee 
of conference to report verbatim the amendments to which their re- 
port refers, but requires them merely to state the substance, the effect, 


of what is pro to be done by and through the conference re- 
port. Now, it is su ted by the gentleman from Kentucky that by 
adopting such a 


e we would a to be compelling or coercin 
the conferees on the part of the res Toa p epg aa that T 
true. But I would like to inquire how it happens this very vicious 
3 has grown up at the conference meetings between the two 

ouses; how the system has grown up of drawing conference reports 
in the way in which we have been in the habit of having them pre- 
sented in the past. 

Iremember that we have had some of the most important thin 
done here in the last two —.— by conference reports. The whole 
pone pepo are F on was put into a report here on one ot- 
casion and passed in the Forty-fifth Congress, leaving out a groat 
many things that had been passed upon and adopted in this House 
in committee. And that was passed through the House without half 
& dozen members outside of the committee of conference knowing 
what was in the report at all. There were merely certain numbers 
referred to. 

Now I want to state, as there seems to be a great deal of unanimit; 
about this, there can be no danger of yee ve an amendment whic 
would at least operate as a su, tion to the Senate. And they have 
no more right to say to us, We shall have our conference reports 
drawn up merely by members as to the matters to be amended,” than 
we have to insist that the substance of the report shall be stated. 

Mr. HAYES. In view of what the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] has said, that the two reports to the two Houses must 
be identical, I would ask the 8 from Ohio, would this rule, 
11 3 have any binding force on the joint committee of confer- 
ence 

Mr. KEIFER. I understand the reports must be identical, and 
that is the reason why I do not want to modify this rule so as to 
sone the House members of the committee to state something in 

ition to the report. 


Mr. HAYES. e House members of the committee of conference 
could not live up to this rule in case it should be adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question 


Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say to the gentleman that I do not see 
anything inexplicable or difficult of comprehension in the suggestion 


Ihave made. Does not the gentleman know as well as he may know 
anything, that there is under general parliamentary law no power 
given to a committee of conference to inject anything into a con- 
‘erence report that is not already in dispute between the two Houses ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Let me answer the question by asking the gen- 
tleman if he does not know that in a conference report made to a 
former Con a whole body of legislation, amounting to a lon, 
bill, amounting to pages of print, as it ap ed afterward, in ref- 
erence to postal matters, was introduced into a conference repo 
because there was a little dispute about some post-office matter 
Does not the gentleman know that the whole matter of postage on 
different classes of mail matter was reorganized in a conference re- 
port, although up to that time we had not heard anything of it? 

Mr. BLAC RN. I do not know to what the gentleman refers, 
unless it be the Brazilian mail feature; if so, that was lost. 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, that was lost; it was adopted in the Senate 
and lost in the conference; but that is not what I refer to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have only this to say; the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Witt1aMs] and myself understand each other. I am 
in favor of requiring the House members of every conference com- 
mittee to accompany every conference report with an explanatory 
statement, showing exactly what points are covered by that report. 
I am in favor of putting that in the rules of the House, if the gen- 
tleman will consent to so modify his amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Allow me to make a single sug- 
goron. My amendment goes simply to the matter of form rather 

an to that of substance. It requires that the conference committee 
shall use sps and proper words instead of numbers in their report. 
Now, can there be any doubt in the world that if we adopt a rule re- 
quiring the members of our committee of conference to adopt a cer- 
tain form of report, the members of the conference committee on the 
part of the Senate will accept it? Iam willing to accept any amend- 
ment which the gentleman may propose, if it will accomplish the 


pupone I have in view. 
RANDALL, (the S er.) Then accept his modification. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I will accept it. 

Mr. ATKINS. Allow me one question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. ATKINS. Does the gentleman design by his amendment that 
this statement or explanation of the various items in the conference 
report shall constitute a part of the report itself, or that it shall be 
a statement to 1 4 accompany the report ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, Simply a statement, independent 


of the opori 

Mr. A’ S. If it is to be a simple statement to accompany the 
conference report, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask that the amendment be read. 

Mr. FRYE, Has the amendment been modified ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. My design is to accept the modifi- 
cation 1 are by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. OKBURN, ] 
if he will put it in form. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will do so in one moment. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Asingle word. It seems to me that this proposition, 
which commends itself to nearly every member of this House, was 
ina Rope shape when submitted by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. WILLIAus.] Let us see what will be the practical operation of 
it. A conference committee is appointed; that committee 
upon matters of substance, and they also must agree upon matters of 
form. If the members of the House on that committee insist upon 
having the substance of their report fully explained in the re 
before they will assent to it, then you will have accomplished all 
that the gentleman desires. And t, I think, is reached by his 
original amendment. 

. BLACKBURN. I will furnish my modification to the Clerk in 
one moment. Latia: a pause.] I now send up to the Clerk the modi- 


fication which I su t. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of the gen- 


tleman from Wisconsin [ Mr, WILLIAMS] and the modification proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, 
which was to add to Rule XXIX the following: 


And such 
sitions agreed to in conference, shall beso written out as to inform the Hous» from 
the of the report what effect such amendments or propositions will have 
upon the measures to which they relate. 

The amendment of Mr, BLACKBURN was to substitute for the amend- 
ment of Mr. WıLLIams, of Wisconsin, the following: 

And there eee e eee statement sufficien: 
explicit to inform the what effect such amendments or propositions 
have upon the measures to which they relate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I will accept that in lieu of my 
amendment. 

The question was taken upon the amendment as modified, and it 
to 


Mr. HOUSE. I offeras a separate rule that which I send up to the 
Clerk’s desk. I do not want to debate it, and will simply state that 
it is identical with the proposition which T offered a few moments „ 
except that I have modified it so as to relate alone to bills for raising 
revenue and reducing taxation. 
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The Clerk read as follows : 
When a bill, 8 3 


to the 


relating of revenue ox the 
referred to a standing or sel 


reduction of taxation committee of the 


hour, to move to from consideration of the 
game, which motion shall then be considered without debate, and if decided in the 


affirmative the bill, resolution, or proposition shall be placed on the a riate 
— a majority of the Houge shall determine then to consider — 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. House, it was 
not agreed to; there being—ayes 51, noes 65. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Rue XXX. 
SECRET SESSION. 
Whenever confidential communications are received from the President of the 
inform the House that 


United States, or whenever the Speaker orany member shall 


he has communications which he believes ought to be kept secret for the poai: 

shall be cleared of all persons except the mem! and officers thereof, 
and so continue during the reading of such communications, the debates and pro- 
ceedings thereon, unless otherwise ordered by the House. 


Rute XXXI. 
READING OF PAPERS. 
When N a other than one u which the House is called to 
ve a ual wae is Father. te and the same is objected to by any member, it shall 
determined without debato by a vote of the 
Mr. BOWMAN. I move to amend by inserting at the end of the 
rule last read the following: 
ee iis are hee ee ee not be read unless such reading shall be 
for by vote of the House. 

1 of “Vote!” “Vote !”] 
do not know whether the committee object to this amendment. 
I am sure I shall be pardoned if by taking a few minutes now I can 
+ save days or hours fter. It is wi my limited observation 
that if there is any one thing which more than another (not even 
excepting “filibustering”) uselessly consumes the time of this House, 


it is the of reports. We frequently see presented here the 
spectacle of a clerk on for half an hour, t of an 
hour, or longer, g voluminous reports while members are im- 


mersed in their newspapers or correspondence. No one ever dreams 
of listening to the 8 of a report. A member, if he wants to be 
informed upon a subject, prefers to take in the substance of the report 
through his eyes rather t his ears; and he sends a page for the 
document. 

In some of the State Legislatures we never think of having a report 
read; such a thing is unknown. The reading is utterly useless, or, if 
ee in any case, my amendment proposes that it shall be sub- 
ject to the control of a vote of the House. 

Under i say practice when a ik sentence is made to eh 
with the ing of a report a member jumps up and says, “I call 
for the reading of the report ;” then all business must stop and noth- 
ing be done until the reading is concluded, not because the House 
wants to hear the reading, but because one single member demands 
it and no one cares to an, Dm question to a vote. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been in session three months, and when a 
member of this House is asked, What have you done?“ he is obliged 
to pause and cannot give any answer. He cannot tell what business 
has been 5 It does seem to me—and I appeal to the 
Committee on Rules whether it is not truae—that the reading of re- 
ports consumes uselessly more time in this House than any other thing. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the 1 ences I disagree with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WMAN] in his view that the reading of 
reports is of no particular use to the House. It seems to me the best 
poor way of getting information. While in many cases the great 

y of the House may not listen to reports, it is within my experi- 
ence that there are always some members who do listen carefull and 
ee are enabled in many instances to decide whether a bill should 

or not. 
. BOWMAN. Let me ask why it is not safe to leave the House 
to say by vote whether it wants to hear reports or not? 

Mr, RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Because every member who is called 
upon to vote on a measure recommended by a committee ought to 
have the privilege of noming ene reasons which influenced the com- 
mittee in reaching the result they recommend. 

Mr. BLACKB . The Committee on Rules have sought to re- 
serve the right of every member in his individual capacity to demand 
the reading of any paper upon which he is called upon to give a vote. 
Apart from this the rules leave the question of the . 
to be determined by a vote of the House without debate. ever 
objection is made to the reading of a paver other than one on which 
a vote is to be taken, the House can determine by a vote of the ma- 
jority and without debate whether the paper s be read. I think 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts would be, 

to say the least, mere surplusage. 

The amendment of Mr. BowMAN was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS. 


tof each Congress, in a box the 
name of oach Member and Delegate of the House of Represen written 
FCC shall 

pak gimp med draw from box, one at a time, the said slips of 
announce the name of 


Mr. BLACKBURN. By the direction of the Committee on Rules I 
move to amend by ont before the last word of this paragraph 
the words “the present” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“that;” so as to read: “for that Congress.” 

Mn REAGAN. 1 move fo sen 
Mr. I move to amend by inserting after th ed 2 
in line 2, clause 1 of Rule XXXII, the following : e ie 

Sufficiently large to admit of mixing the names ; and after the names shall have 


been mixed, the names of the bers shall 
rately, in alphabetical order, and. N Do pris 1130 fhn Box opa: 


I will explain the object of this amendment. If the box used for 
this purpose is small, as it generally is, and if the names be put in 
pepa 1 ae sr 2 ney oor can ever be mixed so as to comply 
wi e spirit of the rule. amendment proposes that the names 
be 5 = al habetically instead of by States. j 

i S the gentleman propose that names beginnin 
with A, B, and C, shall be Er the botia of the box? g 

Hr. HEAGAN It east ge suggé ted ome to modify my amend- 
ment by inserting after the wo mem th rd “delegates.” 
I make that 5 eee 8 

Mr. STEELE. I move to substitute for the first clause of the 
thirty-second rule what I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition of the gentleman will be read 
for information; but the vote must first be taken on the proposed 
amendment to the text. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out clause 1 of Rule XXXII, and insert: 
„5.0 the Clerk shall place in a box 


that a number of small balls of marble or other material equal 
number of bers and Delegates, which balls shall be se: 8 
thoroughly inte: ed, and at such hour as shall be fixed by the House for the 
papas e Clerk s by the hands of a draw said balls one by one from 
, and announce number as it is dra upon which announcement the 
Member or whose name on the num appre et list shall conform 
8 the ball shall advance and choose his seat for the term for which 
0 


Mr. STEELE, Mr. Chairman, I have hitherto forborne engag 
in the discussion of the rules to be adopted for the government o 
the House. My main reason for that perhaps, outside of my modesty, 
was that it was a subject totally incomprehensible to me, and I have 
never had any great ambition to in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD npon matters I did not und d. [Laughter.] Ido not say 
anybody else has not done the same. Now, it will be recollected b; 
every member of this House that at the opening of the Forty-six 
Con when the names of members were called out to enable them 
to choose their seats, in one instance the names of five members from 
the same State were called ce d showing conclusively there 
could not have been a proper intermingling of the slips of paper 
laced in the box. Indeed, it is thoroughly impracticable to do it. 
d the only means by which a fair drawing of seats can take place 
is, according to my opinion, by the operation I haye sugges It 
is see as simple, and secures absolute fairness in the selection of 


sea 

a REAGAN. By consent of the House I will withdraw my amend- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
the gentleman from North 
of the rule as reported. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I give notice that in the House I shall demand 
the yeas and nays on that amendment moved by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. STEELE. ] 

The Clerk as follows: 

2. Before said drawing shall commence, cach seat shall be vacated and so re- 
main until selected under mete 5 Les any seat having been selected shall be 
deemed forfeited if left ied before the call of the roll is finished, and when- 
ever the seats of Members and shall have been drawn, no proposition for 
a second drawing shall be in order during the same Congress. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam instructed by the committee to move a 
verbal amendment: i 

In the last line strike out the words "the same and insert that; 80 it will 
read: ‘‘ during that Congress.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. VALENTINE. There seems a considerable portion of the lat- 
= of the clause joss road, anne ahe oe: tion of the SEEE 

e gentleman from North Carolina, is wholly unnecessary. 
to tha ] part about seats becoming vacant where the party leaves 


them. 
Mr. FRYE. Oh, no! 
The Clerk read as follows: 
HALL OF THE HOUSB. 
The Hall of the House shall be used only for the legislative 
of its members, except upon 


uestion then recurs on the amendment of 
arolina as a substitute for the first clause 


business of the 
where 


House, and for the cancus meetings occasions 
the House by resokation agree: to. take part in any caremenite to be observed 
and the Speaker not a for the suspension of this 


therein ; 
rule. 


Mr. CASWELL. I move to insert after the word “ therein,” in the 
fourth line, the following: 


And the corridors and I. of the far as the House has control of 
lobbies 80 phages 


the same, shall not be occupied by lunch- parties 
. than newspapers and — 
- [Cries of Vote!“ 
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Mr. CASWELL. Very well, let there be a vote. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 60. 

Mr. CASWELL demanded tellers. 

re were ordered; and Mr. McGowan and Mr. BLACKBURN were 
appointed. 

r, r. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, in this obscure corner of the Hall 
we do not hear anything that takes place at the Clerk’s table, and I 
ask that the amendment be again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has made every effort to keep order 
in the Hall, but without effect. 

The amendment was N read. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 37, 


noes 86. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XXXIV. 
OF ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
hereinafter named, and none other, shall be admitted to the Hall of 

the House or rooms „ The President of the United States 
atid his private secretary, judges of meando! gargy tong Errep “oma and 
aaran inea rp to Dearer ere Aoaeiaa -Arms of the of De- 


; and 
to entertain a request for the suspension of 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam not directed by the committee, but I offer 
a aati amendment, which I think will meet the approval of 
e House. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out in line 3 the following words, of the United States and his private 
and Vice-President of the United States 


secretary, insert in lieu thereof “and 
and their private es.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That admits to the floor of the House the 
Vice-President of the United States and his private secretary, which 
is simply a return for the courtesy extended to the private secretary 
of the 5 of this House. 

Mr. BREWE I move a substitute for that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I nee my amendment will not be encum- 
bered, but will be voted on by itself. There are a number to come 


in, I see. 

Mr. BREWER. I move my substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute will be read, but will not be 
voted on until the text has been perfected. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert after the word Secretary, in line 3, the words ex- Presidents and Vice- 
Presidents, Cabinet officers, Senators.” Also after the word “Congress,” in 


line 7, these words, “also ex-Vice-Presidents, ex-Senators. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact, of which he does not seem to be aware, that there is not an 
ex-member of this House to-day who is allowed to go upon the floor 
of the Senate Chamber. I have already taken occasion to call the 
attention of the gentlemen of the Committee on Rules to that fact 
as a want of reciprocity on the part of the Senate. 3 

Mr. BREWER. I will strike out the word “ ex-Senators.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think it would be premature and hasty. 

Mr. FRYE. Senators are covered by members of Congress, for 
Senators are members of Con 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Vice-President is not a member of Con- 
gress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I want to say to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that an ex-President of the United States is excluded from the floor. 
While the President is in office he may come upon the floor, but after 
his term of office expires he is excluded by this rule. 

Mr. BREWER. offered my amendment as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, and not as a substitute 
8 the 8 333 25 

ow, I desire to make a suggestion. e proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky is entirely correct. There is no doubt oai 
that. But it seems to, me we should not only allow the Vice-Presi- 
dent and President but ex-Presidents as wall the privileges of the 
floor. The rale pro by the committee does not allow that, or 
does not even allow Cabinet officers or Senators, except under the con- 
struction suggested by the gentleman from Maine. that construc- 
tion is correct, and it is understood that the term “ ex-members of 
Con ” also includes ex-Senators, I do not wish to e that 
portion of it. But I think we ought to make it more explicit by in- 
e Gabinet officers and Senators. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky a question. Does the proposed amendment exclude members 
of the 75 55 from the room in rear of the Speaker’s seat ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; that is not contemplated in the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
retain the word Senators?“ 

Mr, BREWER, No; I am willing to strike that word out. 

Mr. FRYE. Cabinet officers are necessarily heads of Departments. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. BREWER. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 73. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


ichigan desire to 


The question next recurred on the amendment of Mr. BLACKBURN. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I pro: to strike out all after the word “ con- 
sideration” in the ninth line, and insert the amendment which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And such persons as may be admitted by a resolution of the House upon the re- 
quest of a member. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I offer the following amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the rule the pray to. 

. the request of any member for a suspension of 

Mr. DUNNELL. That is not now covered fully. The rule as it 
stands says “it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a 
request for the ig acne of this rule.” Now, that rule is avoided 
at the present time by having the request presented by the Speaker 
from the chair, and I want the rule to absolutely shut off the possi- 
bility of anybody getting upon the floor, excepting those admitted in 


oo terms. 
RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Say the Speaker shall not enter- 
tain a an by unanimons consent. 

Mr. DUNNELL. That is covered by the amendment. 

Mr, RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Let it be read. 

The pro; amendment was again read by the Clerk. 

Mr. DALL, (the Speaker.) Strike out “suspension of the 
rule” and insert “ unanimous consent.” 

Mr. DUNNELL. I accept the amendment. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of Mr. DUNNELL. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 84, noes 21. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. GEDDES. I present the following amendment to Rule XXXIV 
to be inserted in the sixth line after the word “ Capitol.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Librarian of Congress and his assistants in charge of the law library. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I ask fora division of that question 
so that we can vote between the Librarian and his assistants. 

The question was taken upon the first branch of the question, 
namely, “ the Librarian of Congress.” z 

The amendment was to. 

The question recurred on the second branch of the amendment, 
namely, “and his assistants in charge of the law library.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BAKER. [I offer an amendment to come in after the word De- 
partments,” in line 5. It is simply for this purpose: The Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, the Commissioner of Patents, the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions or any other bureau are absolutely needed here 
on the floor on the passage of appropriation bills. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I want to say but a word on this 

uestion. I think the Committee on Rules have gone far enough in 
this matter of admissions to the floor. 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Irise to a point of order. 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, after the word Departments, insert the words and of bureaus.” 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I hope that will not prevail. I 
think we have gone far enough. We have witnessed in our past 
experience the efforts of bureau officers to come in here and control 
Congress. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the attention of the chairman of the committee. 
It bas been su to me that the Chief Clerk and the disbursing 
clerk of the House ought to be admitted. I leave the matter to the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Personally, I have no objection to such an 
amendment, but I have no authority to accept it. 

Mr. FRYE. I will offer that amendment after the pending one is 


ae of. 
question being taken on Mr. BAKER’sS amendment, it was not 
to 


Mr. FRYE. I now offer the following amendment : 


After the words “law library ” insert Chief Clerk and disbursing clerk of 
the House.” 


The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 26, 


noes 62. 
So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 


to. 

. WARNER. I offer the following amendment : 
After the word ‘‘claim,” in line 8, insert ‘‘or directly in any bill.” 
So that it will read: 

Ex-members of Congress who are not interested in any claim or directly in any 

bill pending before Congress. $ 
Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all right. 
The amendment was a to. 


No motion is before 


Mr. ROBINSON. Tofer the following amendment. 


After the word “ elect,” in the fourth line, insert the following: 
Contestants in election cases during the pendency of their cases in the House. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the report and read as follows: 
Ruiz XXXV. 

OF ADMISSION TO THE GALLERIES. 
‘The Speaker shall set aside a portion of the west gallery for the use of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the members of his Cabinet, justices of the Supreme 
Court, foreign ministers and suites, and the members of r respective 
and shall also set aside a portion of the same gallery for the accommodation of per- 
sons to be admitted on the card of members. The southerly haif of the east 7 — 
lery shall be ed exclusively for the use of the families of members of Con- 
Gre Speaker shail lasno a card of admiosion to hie family, which shall include there 
visitors, and no other person shall be admitted to this — 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXX tho following: 

And on the request of any member the Speaker may issue a card of admission to 
the family of said member to the new room adjoining the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and in the rear of the Speaker's seat. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I desire to say that when the families of 
members come here and take their seats in the galleries they fre- 

uently find the atmosphere very oppressive; and it would cause no 

eee ee to allow their admission to this large and magnificent 

hall behind the Speaker's seat. I have offered the amendment at the 

uest of the wives of many members; and I can see no impropriety 

in ther haying the privilege of going into the large room adjoining 
e Hall. 

Mr, COX. I bopo that will be adopted. 

The question put on Mr. OSCAR TURNER’s amendment, there 
were—ayes 48, noes 78. 

So (further count not being called for) the. amendment was not 


to. 
. CONGER. Lask that that part of the rule which relates to the 
giving of cards for the admission of the families of members be again 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


And on request of a member the 
family, w. shall inolude their visi 
this section. 


shall issue a card of admission to his 
and no other person shall be admitted to 


Mr. CONGER. Is it intended that for each day such a card shall 


be required ? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not. 
Mr. CONGER. It would be a very great inconvenience if we had 
to go every day and get such a card. 
Mr. Mo ON. Get a season ticket, 
Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It will last for a Congress. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I offer the following amendment: 
Strike out in line 2 the words “or rooms leading thereto." 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that we have passed 
that rule. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman’s amendment is to Rule XXXIV, 
and we have been considering Rule XXXV. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I withdraw the amendment. [Laughter. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report, and sont as follows: 

Rute XXXVI. 
OFFICIAL AND OTHER REPORTERS. 


1. The tment and re; for cause, of the — Bone pe 
sppoin hers of and the manner of execution of their 


duties, be in the 5 

2. rs and reporters, other than the official of the House, 
wishing to down the debates and proceedings, may be itted by the Speaker 
to the reporters’ gallery over the er's chair, under such s as he may 
from time to time, prescribe; and may assign two seats on the floor to Associated 
Press reporters, and regulate the occupation of the same. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I ask the chairman of the committee what is the 
necessity of the word “ down,” in second clause of Rule XXXVI. 
Would it not be sufficient to say “ wishing to take the debates and 
8 Why must they be taken down?“ 


Mr. ALL, (the Speaker.) I do not suppose any member is to 
be “taken down.” [Laughter.] 
The Clerk the reading of the report and read as follows: 
Ruts XXXVII. 


PAY OF WITNESSES. 

The rule for Lge Seg myer gd eng a before the Honse, or either 
of its OEIS, be as follows: For ‘cack — Ben witness shall attend, the 
sum of 63; foreach mile he shall travel in coming apa ee lace of 

the sum of five cents each way; but nothing s be paid trav- 
eling when the witness has been summoned at the place of trial. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I offer the following amendment: 


Saclay insat Rule XXXVII strike out three and insert two,” so that 


it 2 
For each day a witness shall attend, the sum of $2.” 


This House after long debate and deliberate discussion declared 
that witnesses before the United States courts should be pala 82 a 
day. In view of that fact, witnesses ought not to be paid $3 a day 


here. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read the following: 
Rute XXXVII. 
PAPERS. 


The clerks of the several committees of the House shall, within three after 
the final adjournment of a Congress, deliver to the Clerk of the House ail bills, joint 


resolutions, petitions, and other papers referred to the committee, ego with 
all evidence or testimony taken by bach committee, under the order of the House, 


during the said Congress. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire the attention of the gentleman in charge of 
this report. Iam informed that there are quite a number of com- 
mittees whose clerks leave before the Con ends, and that there 
are special committees whose clerks are hharged long before the 
close of Con In regard to them this rule would really be im- 
practicable, and I suggest that it be amended so as to read as follows: 


The Clerk of the House shall, within three days after the final adjournment of 
a 8 ako inio pits gris all i. point resolu! 2 and fon 
F nee er non teeny nes By come 

It seems to me that that is better than the rule which has been 
reported from tbe committee. 

. BLACKBURN. I am 3 cognizant of the difficulty sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Fryz,] and I think some 
provision should be made to remedy it. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) ould it not be better to add that 
as an independent clause ? 

Mr. FRYE, I prefer it as a substitute for Rule XXXVIII. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then you should add to it that the Clerk of the 
House shall be ch: with the duty of collecting such papers. 

Mr. McMAHON. would you do with those clerks who are 
annual clerks? 

Mr. CLAFLIN. If the gentleman would add his amendment to the 
9 rule I think he would accomplish his object. 

. FRYE. If gentlemen prefer it I have no objection to making 
it clause 2 of this rule. 


Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I think it had better be added as 
an . elause, rather than to interfere with the rule as re- 
ported. 

Mr. FRYE. I will move it, then, as an additional clause. 

The amendment of Mr. FRYE was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 


Rute XXXIX. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
No memorial or other paper presented to the House shall be withdrawn from its 
files without its leave, and if so withdrawn therefrom certified thereof shall 


be left in the office of the Clerk; but when an act may pass for Ric settlement of 


a claim the Clerk is authorized to transmit to the officer with the settle- 
ment thereof the on file in his office to such claim, or may loan 
1 1 18 to the officer or bureau of the Executive ents any papers on 
file in his office relating to any matter pending before such officer or bureau, taking 
proper receipt . 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the first part of the rule which has 
just been read. It reads: 

No memorial or other paper presented to the House shall be withdrawn from its 
files without its leave, and if so withdrawn therefrom— 

That is, withdrawn without its leave. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Strike out the word “so” before “withdrawn.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; that will do. 


The amendment was to. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report of the 
Committee on Rules, as follows: 

Rute XL. 
BALLOT. 

In all other cases of ballot than for committees, a majority of the votes given shall 
be necessary to an election, and where there shall 8 a m 2 on the 
first ballot, the ballots s 5 until a majority be obtained; and in all 
ballotings blanks shall be rej and not taken into the count in enumeration of 
votes or reported by the tellers. 

RULE XLI. 
*. MESSAGES. 


Messages received from the Senate and the President of the United Stai v- 
8 bills passed or approved. shall be entered in the Journal and pu ed 
in RECORD of that day's p gs. N 

Rute XLII. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Estimates of riations, and all other communications from the Executive 
Departments, intended for the consideration of any committees of the House, shall 
be addressed to the Speaker and by him submitt 

Rute XLIII. 

No shall be an officer of the House, or continue in its employment, who 
shall bo an agent for the prosecution of any claim the Government, or be 
interested in such claim otherwise than as an ori, claimant; and it shall be the 
duty of the Committee of Accounts to inquire into and report to the House any 

tion of this rule. 
RULE XLIV. 


JEFFERSON'S MANUAL. 
The rules of ae. practice comprised in Jefferson's Manual shall gov- 


to the House for reference. 


the House 1 cases to which they are applicable, and in which they are not 
— — with the ä CrS, Br the Hn. and joint rules of the 
Senate and House of Representatives. 
Rue XLV. 
These rules shall be the rules of the House of Representatives of the present and 
succeeding Congresses unless otherwise ordered. 


1880. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend Rule XLV by adding that which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the ef these rules shall not be construed to interfere 
with special orders of House heretofore made on pending bills. 

Mr. COX. I would like to have that explained. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the eee That ought to be the action of the 
House; it is hardly a matter to incorporated in the rules. 

Mr. BLACKB I suggest to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] that these rules are yet to be adopted by the House. When 
we go out of the Committee of the Whole and come into the House, 
= will be the time for the gentleman to move the proviso he now 
offers. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would then labor under this difficulty: as soon 
as this is re from the Committee of the Whole the previous 
question will be ordered upon it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will give the gentleman an opportunity to 
offer his amendment if it is deemed n = 

be a resolution of the 


Mr. RANDALL, (the § er.) It shoul 
House, not a provision of a rule. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well, then; I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to amend Rule XLY by adding to it the 
following: 

Provided, That Rule 85 (of the present rules) shall continue in force during the 
present Congress. 

The new rules discontinue absolutely one of the committees of this 
House. ae Srvc 85 is not ee or — to strike down iip 
commi present Congress, bu eave it as appoin 
in full force and affect. 63 
Sack KEIFER. That had better be done by a resolution of the 

ouse. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would as soon do itin that way as to have 


it incorporated in these rules; and I will therefore ask the Clerk to 
hold it, and I will not offer it at present. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I offer as a substitute for Rule XLV that which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

These rules shall be the rules of the House of Representatives of the presént 

and of Congresses only when adopted by them. 2 
er shall be construct the committees of any future 
thout direct authority by vote of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. Chairman, we have some of us used our best 
efforts to amend these rules so as to protect the country at large from 
discriminations against individual members, from actual ation 
by a few of the powers and privileges of this whole House. Thus far 
those efforts have failed. e most of the rules Teens are well 
enough and do not militate against the rights of individual members, 
a few are so bad, so antagonistic to every principle of justice and free- 
dom that language too severe cannot be used in their condemnation. 
The most dan us are those by which this House farms out to one 
member the right to appoint all the committees of this body, and then 
accords to those committees power to suppress any and all the bills 
referred to them. k 

Only yesterday it was charged that one member of the Committee 
on Commerce accused the S r of having packed the committee to 
kill a certain bill. I mention this only to show how naturally sus- 
picions attach to the Speaker whenever measures considered important 
are suppressed by a committee, and not to reflect upon our Speaker. 

During the consideration of these rules there have been ten amend- 
ments introduced to enable a majority of this House to demand a bill 
not reported by a committee after abundant time had passed for its 
consideration, but the leading members of both old parties have 
joined hands to protect the committees in any efforts to stifle the bills 
referred to them although desired by this House for their action. 

- These rules make an autocracy of this government, inasmuch as 
they give to the § er, who controls the floor of this House, the 
ractical control of his appointees, the various committees, and makes 

it impossible to get a solitary measure before the House unless by the 

favor of these committees, It makes no difference how worthy the 

§ ermay be. There is no man in the nation or in any nation to 

whom such powers over legislation should be granted. e United 

States Senate, a less republican body than this is supposed to be, is 

unwilling to.trust even the Vice-President of the nation with such 

powers, but appoints its own committees and makes them directly 
accountable to the Senate. 

The rules first adopted by this House were explicit, and prepared 
with the utmost care to protect the rights of the members, — 85 ro- 
vided that “committees consisting of more than three members shall 
be.balloted for by the House.” e important committees consisted 
of more than three members; for example, the one on elections had 
seven members. 

As t an abomination as I believe these rules to be, as thor- 
oughly anti-republican and anti-democratic as they are, practically 
subverting the representative feature of this Government, we might 
endure the injustice for this Congress, if compelled to, in the hope 
that our successors would indignantly throw off the yoke, but we are 
nn asked to pesn cor Bes: over t m We are asked, not only to 
yield our own rights, but those of succeeding Congresses. 

What right has one Congress to impose its laws upon a succeeding 
Congress? No more, in my judgment, than it has to impose them 


upon the English Parliament. It may be asked, then, what harm in 


assing a rule which can with it no authority. Every harm; 

or this implied authority will in the future, as in the past, be seized 
as a pretext on the part of the Speaker to appoint all his committees 
the moment he is elected, if indeed it is not done before he is elected, 
and these W ys used as a legal tender with which to pur- 
chase his election. 

This Congress has never by vote authorized eae as indirectly 
the Speaker to appoint a single standing committee. e have never 
even indorsed the appointments that have been made, and yet we 
have been divided out under authority of some preceding Congress. 
We have never even adopted one of the hun and sixty-six rules 
that have been used like bits and bridles upon us from the hour we 
first met. If we must submit during this Congress let us do it with 
the hope that our successors may be more jealous of their rights and 
give to this House a republican government. 

I believe these rules practically surrender the legislation of this 
country into the hands of one man, and give him more power than a 
dozen Presidents. 

When Kossuth fled to this country for protection from Austrian 
despotism, he was welcomed to the Capitol by the greatest statesmen 
of the time. In reply to Daniel Webster and others, while comparing 
the Old World with the New, he said: 

The Oldis awful with unrestricted power; yoursis with having restricted 
it. At the view of the Old, nations tremble; at the view of yours, humanity hopes. 

I repeat, the inevitable effect of these rules is to give the paker 
of this House almost unrestricted power. He may and will fill the 
few committees that control legislation with men who reflect his own 
views and wishes, and govern their action with undisputed sway, 
almost totally subverting the object of the annual gathering here o: 
the so-called Representatives of the people. 

When this Republic goes down, if go down it must, it will not be 
through the “man on horseback” or any President, but through the 
man on the wool-sack in this House, under these despotic rules, who can 
prevent the slightest interference from individual members; who 
can, if he will, make and unmake laws like an emperor, hold back 
or give the sinews of war and the salaries of peace. 

he amendment of Mr. GILLETTE was not agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend by striking out, in Rule XLV, all 
after the words “ House of Representatives;” so as to make the rule 

‘These rules shall be the rules for the House of Representatives. 

By the Constitution it is provided that— 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceeding. 


Contrary to this provision, we pro by the pending rule to de- 
clare that we are making rules for the government not only of the 
pan but of future Houses of Representatives. This we can only 
o by laws enacted in conformity with the Constitution. The Con- 
stitution gargs reserves to each House the right to make its own 
rules; and if it be said that there must be some rules under which a 
new House shall organize, I answer that parliamentary law and par- 
liamen practice furnish such rules. I simply desire this House 
not to adopt a rule in violation of the Constitution; not to attempt 
to do 7 which it has not the power to do. [Cries of “Vote!” 
“Vote 
Ido ae wish to detain the committee, but only to call attention to 
the fact that by Rule XLV asit stands we are undertaking to do what 
we have no authority under the Constitution to do. Let us not un- 
dertake to deny the right of each succeeding House to adopt such 


rules as it may deem fit; let us not make ourselves ridiculous by pro- 


posing to bind in this way any future House of Representatives. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. REAGAN, it 
was not to, there being—ayes 39, noes 63. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. At the time Rule V was under consideration 
the committee on rules reserved the right to go back to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Committce on 
Rules also reserved the right, at the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] not now nt, to return to the third clause 
of Rule IV for the purpose of disposing of the matter of the execu- 
tion of the bond of the pas, ove ap eg 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I that the Committee of the Whole may 
return to Rules XXIII and XXIV, so that I may offer some amendments 
which the Committee on Rules had unanimously to, but which 
when these rules were under consideration were in the hands of the 
clerk of the committee, who was absent on that day. 

Mr. FRYE. We can dispose of Rule IV in a moment, because in the 
absence of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIŒLD] I feel at lib- 
erty to say that we came te the conclusion that if = ing was to be 
done in relation to the Sergeant-at-Arms it must be done by law, not 
as a rule of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. New] 
has also an amendment pending to the third clause of Rule IV. His 
amendment was passed over with the other. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) With reference to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana, I will say that the committee took it 
into consideration and thought the features he pro were very 
valuable and ought to be enacted into a law, as well as the sugges- 
tions of the gentleman from Ohie. 

FRYE. But not into a rule. 
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Mr. NEW. Ihave no disposition to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee by anything in addition to what I have heretofore said in sup- 

rt of my amendment. I will remark, however, that the gentleman 
50 Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] said to me a few days since that it was 
believed by the Committee on Rules to be best to have a statute 
upon this subject, but that it might be well, and probably would be 
best, to adopt the amendment which I had offered, inasmuch as it was 
uncertain when there would be such legislation. I am willing, in 
the mean time, that the clause which I have offered to amend should 
remain as it is. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) If the gentleman will introduce 
and have referred to the Committee on Rules a bill embracing his 
views, I have no doubt it will be promptly acted upon. 

Mr. NEW. As it seems to be the sense of the committee that the 
amendment had better be withdrawn, I withdraw it. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The committee think that any pro- 
vision on this subject had better be in the shape of a law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. New] being withdrawn, the Committee of the Whole will now 
return to Rule XXIII. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to 
move to amend by adding to clause 1 of Rule XXIII the following: 

Who shall, in case of disturbance or disorderly conduct in the galleries or lobby, 
have power to causo the same to be cleared. 

This relates to the power of the chairman of the Committee of the 


Whole. It is Rule 9 of the exigting body of rules, and was acci- 
dentally omitted. 
Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The amendment simply gives to 


the chairman of the Committee of the Whole the same power in this 
si ip that the Speaker has in the House. 
he amendment was to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am directed by the Committee on Rules to 
move to amend by adding the following to the second clause of Rule 
XXIII, which relates to occasions when the Committee of the Whole 
finding itself without a quorum reports that fact to the House: 

But if on such call a quorum shall appear, the committee shall thereupon resume 
its sitting without order of the House. 

That is the present rule exactly. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now offer from the Committee on Rules a 
substitute for clause 4 of the twenty-third rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall be taken 


in 5 order, excepting bills for raising revenue and eral appropriation 
bills, w ch s ence; AA A ection ts apdo EO Gee DAAA 


hall have 
tion of any bill or 8 the committee thereupon rise and report such 
objection to the House, which shall decide without debate whether such bill or 


proposition be considered or laid aside for the present; whereupon the com- 
mittee shall resume its sitting without further order of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We simply provide the machinery looked to 
in the fourth clause. 

Mr. CONGER. Would that require in passing every bill each time 
when the bill was reached that the committee should rise ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir; and that was insisted upon. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) On your side. 

Mr. CONGER. I know no sides in this matter. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I mean it was insisted on by the 
minority. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is the present clause of the rule, and ex- 
plains more elaborately, but conforms to the general order of busi- 
— 5 nai it gives priority to revenue bills and general appropria- 

ion 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it understood that the rule which permits the 
privilege to the Committee on Commerce on bills relating to rivers 
and harbors is unaffected by this amendment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not affected in the slightest, as the river 


“and harbor bill is not a general appropriation bill. 
REAG 


Mr. . I move it shall embrace, then, the river and harbor 
. bill, too. 
. COX. L should like to hear it read again if there be no objec- 


tion. 
The amendment was again read. 
Mr, REAGAN. I move, after the word “appropriation,” to insert 


the words “and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I give notice that I shall demand the yeas and nays on 
that amendment when we get into the House. 

The amendment, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. BLACKB I move, in the seventh clause of the twenty- 
third rule, to strike out the words “recommendation to strike ont 
the enacting words” and insert in lien thereof the following: “an 
adverse recommendation,” 

That sim ly means not to report a bill back from the Committee 
of the Whole by striking out the enacting words, but simply to report 
it back with adverse recommendation, which is broader and covers 
all adverse action in committee. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I am directed by the Committee 
on Rules to move an amendment, which is not a tial change, 
but merely makes the language more harmonious. It is in the nature 


of a substitute for the first clause of Rule XXIV. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


7j. a slates has bees teal oa COMO TON, totem ies 
call all the E States and Territories in alphabetical order for bills and venlnsions for 
reference, on which call joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State 
Legislatures may be presented and appropriately referred; and on this call only 
resolutions of inquiry directed to the heads of the Executive Departments shall be 
in order for reference to 3 committees, which resolutions shall be reported 
to the House within one week thereafter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And territorial Legislatures should be added. 
Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I will modify my substitute b, 
inserting those words so as to read, “memorials of State and terri- 

torial Legislatures.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The clause as it now stands has been very ma- 
terially amended in the Committee of the Whole, and, as the Chair 
understands, the amendment moved by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is a substitute for the clause as it now stands. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I move it as a substitute for the 
entire first clause as it has been amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the clause as it now stands, 
having been amended in the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Each Monday KOR 8 of Congress all the States and Terri- 
tories shall be called in their alphabetical order for bills and joint resolutions and 
memorials of State and territorial Legislatures and House resolutions for refer- 
ence; and on this call only resolutions of inquiry directed to the heads of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments s) be in order to be submitted; and said resolutions shall 
lie * the table, and the mover or proposer of such resolution shall be permitted 
to up the same after the reading of the Journal, at any time after 
tion of one week, and have the same submitted to a vote of the House wi 


debate. 

Mr. RANDALL’s substitute, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker. ) I am directed by the Committee on 
Rules to moye, in the fourth clause of the twenty-fourth rule, where 
the word “ Monday” is used to insert „the first and third Monday,” 
so as to make it conform to the action of the committee recently taken. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Iam also directed, in clause 6 of the 
same rule, to strike out in the first paragraph after the word Union” 
the words “ to consider, first, bills raising revenue and general appro- 
priation bills, and then other business on its calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the object of that? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) In order that it may conform to 
the previous action of the committee. It is provided for in Rule XI, 
and is unn here. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move now that the committee rise and report 
the rales as amended to the House. 

Mr.CONGER. Before that motion is put, I desire to ask that either 
the Committee on Rules or the chairman of it shall cause a copy of 
the rules to be printed as they have been adopted by the Committee 
of the Whole in order that we may see what action has been taken 


upon them. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. It is my parpoes when we get into the House 
to ask that the rules as adopted by the Committee of the Whole shall 


be printed with all the amendments in italics and each one numbered. 

I will say further that up to this time the clerk of the committee has 

kept up with all of the amendments, so that there will be no delay in 

preparing this copy for the printer. I now move the committee rise. 
he motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the report of the Committee on Rules, and had directed him to 
report the same back to the House, with sundry amendments thereto. 

r. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I now give notice to the House 
that I shall ask to call up in the House for action, on Tuesday next, 
immediately after the morning hour, the revision of the rules as 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

r. ATKINS. Why not to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to 1 from Ten- 
* that the Committee on Rules would like to see the rules in 

t. 

* ~ ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. COX. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the Honse 
to adjourn over; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EULOGIES ON SENATOR HOUSTON. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Speaker, as some gentlemen may desire to 
prepare remarks upon the occasion, I desire to give notice that I shall 
call up for consideration the resolutions in regard to the death of 
Senator Houston at one o’clock on Wednesday next. 


PRINTING THE REVISED RULES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to request an order of the House that the report of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in reference to the re- 
vised rules be printed, and the Chair, if there be no objection, will 
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consider that as the order of the House, and also that this report be 
rinted in the manner suggested by him, that is, the amendments in 
talics and numbered. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BAYNE, 
for one day, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WAIT, (at five o’clock and forty min- 
utes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


© 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petitions of the editors of Our Monthly, Clin- 
ton; the Herald, Laurensville ; and of the Southern Presbyterian, 
Columbia, South Carolina, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
pa to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petitions of H. L. Goodall & 
Co., of the Drovers’ Journal, and The Sun, Chicago; of E. H. Talbot, 
of the Railway Age Publishing Company, oneness and of Willard 
A. Smith, publisher of the Railway Review; of Smith & Cowles, 

ublishers of the American Engineer; andthe Railway Purchasing 
X t, Chicago, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

‘By Mr. BAKER: The petition of William Elder and 130 oth 
citizens of Kosciusko County, Indi and of O. Dudleson and 1 
others, citizens of Marshall County, Indiana, that the patent laws be 
so amended as to make the man turer or vendor of patented arti- 
clesalone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Barret Adamson and 125 others, citizens of 
Marshall County, Indiana, that Congress enact such laws as will alle- 
viate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation 
monopolies that now control theinterstate commerce of the country— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the 5 of O. J. Powell, editor of the Herald, of Gar- 
rett; and of Hon. Reuben Williams, editor of the Northern Indian- 
ian, of Warsaw, Indiana, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. BARBER: The petitions of Paul Geleff, publisher of Der 
Beobachter, Chicago; of Olson & Co., publishers of Fäderneslandet, 
Chicago ; and of C. M. Slaiger, publisher of the Rath Jugend Freund, 
Chicago, forthe abolition of the duty on type—to the same commit- 
tee 


By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of the members of the Fayette Farm- 
ers’ Club, of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, indorsing. the recom- 
mendations made by the Utica Farmers’ Club in relation to cattle 
diseases, &c.—to the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petitions of R. H. Thomas, of Me- 
chanicsburgh; of Seitz & Gray, of Glen Rock; of W. B. Beitzel, of 
Dillsburgh; and of John B. Morrow, of Newville, Pe lvania, pub- 
lishers, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Waysand Means, 

By Mr. BENNETT: Memorial of the city council of Yankton, Da- 
kota Territory, for the passage of the bill legalizing the election held 
in that city at which bonds were voted in aid of the construction of 
a railroad—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Carter Brothers, of Canton, Dakota, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. À s 
wen e 5 of Saer aranea cogs of Chambers & 
ait, Fargo; rge W. Hopp, Brookings, Dakota Territory, for 
the abolition of the duty on t to the same committee. i 

By Mr. BERRY : Three petitions of publishers of California, of sim- 
ilar import—to the same committee. 

By . BLACKBURN: The petition of employés of the post-office 
of the House of Representatives, to be placed on the annual roll of 
House employés—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Henry County, Kentucky, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of the publishers of the Rustic 
PR Pes 3 and Journal, newspapers, of Lebanon, Mis- 
souri, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Matthew Cooper, of the Weekly 
Sentinel, of East New York, New York, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BREWER: The 83 of B. Rosecrans, for the correction 
of his military record—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William Russell and 18 others, ex-soldiers of 
Genesee County, Michigan, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
same committee. 

aon Š 2e pos aon of William : e Il aud PO RETE; Sinsen of Gene- 
see Coun: obigen i e passage of Senate bill No. 496—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of C. H. Rockwood and 41 others, citizens of Gene- 
see County, Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended as to make 


the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of C. H. Rockwood and 41 others, citizens of Gene- 
see County, Michigan, that Con enact such laws as will alleviate 
the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation mo- 
nopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of D. C. Ashman, publisher, of Flushing, Michi- 
gan, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways 


and Means. 

Also, the petitions of Bowman & Ellinwood, publishers of the 
Brighton Citizen, and of Otis Fuller, of Mason, Michigan, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a re- 
duction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of William H. Stinson and 19 others, 
of Merrimack County, New Hampshire, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William H. Stinson and others, citizens of Mer- 
rimack County, New Hampshire, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Four petitions of publishers, of Michigan, for 
= abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. JOSEPH G. CANNON: The petition of A. J. Williams and 
75 others, citizens of Illinois, soldiers of the United States Army, en- 

in the late war, for the early passage of a law providing for 

e pamens of the difference between the value of greenbacks, in 
which they were paid for their services, aud the value of gold at the 
time of payment—to the Committee on 829 7 Affairs. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of the Dubuque Veteran Corps, 
signed by G. G. Moser, their commander, for the equalization of boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of Clarkson Bros., publishers, Des Moines; of J. 
A. Smith, publisher of the Spirit Lake 8 of H. O. Beatty, pub- 
lisher of the Scranton Journal, Michigan, that materials used in mak- 
ing paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty 
on printing pa t—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBB: The 8 of J. A. Hays, publisher of the Unio 
Sullivan; of Henry A. Peel, publisher of the Plymouth Demoerat; 
Murray Bri publisher of the Sullivan County Democrat; of W. 
W. Bailey o., publishers of the Vincennes News, Indiana, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 247 citizens of Vincennes, Indiana, for the 

of the bill (H. R. No. 3742) providing for the disposition of 
certain lands belonging to the United States, introduced by Mr. 
Coss—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of A. H. Coffroth, jr., editor of 

the Somerset Democrat, and of L. A. Smith, ood editor of the Com- 
a 


mercial, Meyersdale, Pennsylvania, for the tion of the duty on 
1 st the Committee of Ways and Means. 
y Mr. COOK: The petition of J. R. Respass, of Georgia, of simi- 


lar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX: Three petitions of publishers of New York, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of W. M. Peeler and others, of 
Pope County, Arkansas, that Congress enact such laws as will 
viate the oppressions imposed u the people by the transportation 
monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the coun- 
bet Ey? the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of C. E. Dyke, Pewee of 
Florida, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petitions of the editors and publishers at 
Garner; and of J. O. Stewart, editor and publisher, of Clarksville, 
Iowa, that materials used in making pa placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petitions of W. C. Hayward, editor and publisher at Gar- 
ner; of T. S. eee editor and publisher at 8 and of J. 
C. Johnson, publisher at New Hampton, Iowa, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Greene & Button, Drake 
Brothers, and 36 others, druggists, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for the 
removal or modification of the stamp-tax on perfumery and cosmet- 
ies—to the same committee. ; 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of W. S. Tipton, of the Cleveland 
(Tennessee) Herald, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 


to the same committee. 
By Mr. DUNNELL: The petitions of the Minneapolis Tribune Com- 
, of Minnesota, of similar import—to the 


pany and of Day & Bull 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. Bableter, of Minnesota, for the abolition of 
the duty on ty to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John A. Pingsee and 50 others, citizens of Min- 
nesota, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the duty on 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FELTON: The petition of citizens of Georgia, for a post- 
route from Rome to Cedartown, Georgia—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FERDON: The petition of citizens of New York, for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, six petitions of citizens of New York, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on pene papon e the Committee of Ways and Means. 

, the petition of Randolph Lexow, publisher, of New York, for 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of George T. Rictine and other pub- 
lishers, of Ohio, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Marion County, Ohio, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 
patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Marion County, Ohio, that Congress 
enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im upon the 
people by the rtation monopolies that now control the inter- 
state commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORD: The petition of P. V. Wise and other citizens, sol- 
-diers in the late war, st the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of P. V. Wise and other citizens, soldiers in the 
late war, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Mili- 


| Also, the petition of Joshua Dean and other citizens, of De Kalb 
County, Missouri, sailors and soldiers of the United States Army, en- 
f in the late war, for the early passage of a law providing for 

6 payment of the difference between the value of mbacks, in 
jwhich they were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the 
time of 3 the same committee. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petitions of W. S. Rose, publisher of the 
Sun, Kansas, and of T. B. Shoeff & Brother, publishers of the Edgar 
County Gazette, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
By Mr. JOHN OND : The petition of publishers of newspa- 
in Clinton County, New York, that materials used in making 
‘paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing: aper—to the same committee. 
By Mr. HAWK: Resolutions of the officers of the Woman's Baptist 
‘Home Mission Society, of Chicago, Illinois, asking that Congress se- 
the fulfillment of the treaty obligations and prevent a violation 
of justice and of humanity in the treatment of the Indians of the 
‘ n Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of S. E. Chamberlin, of Albany; of G. W. Allen, 
of Lyndon; of John S. Green, of Morrison, and of H. S. Peterbaugh, 
Lanark, Illinois, druggists, for the repeal of the proprietary-stamp- 
tax law, so far as it ape to druggists, perfumers, and manufact- 
urers of 1 medicines - to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HAYES: The petition of J. W. Bean, of Illinois, of similar 
import —to the same committee. 

} , the petition of H. H, Parkinson, publisher of the Braidwood 
(Illinois) Republican; of C. & H. L. Taylor, publishers of the Moni- 
‘tor, Streator, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Ezra G. Cass, publisher of 
the County Times, Paw Paw, Illinois, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HORR: The petition of citizens of Michigan, for the erec- 
tion of a light-house at Little Traverse, Michigan—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of S. A. Gardner and 30 othe 
of Grand Traverse County, and of J. W. Dickerman and 51 others, o 
Leelenaw County, Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended as 
to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 
~ Also, the petition of S. A. Gardner and 30 others, citizens of Grand 
‘Traverse County, and of J. W. Dickerman and 56 others, citizens of 
Leelenaw County, e that Congress enact such laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the rta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 
„By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of H. P. Richard and others, that 
the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 
By Mr. JONES: The petition of citizens of Lee County, Texas, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed 


papon the people by the rtation monopolies that now control 
the in te commerce of the country—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of J. D. Ware, of Philadelphia, 


Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Commit- 
too of Ware tad Meson 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of the Y Wasg Printing Company, 


FEBRUARY 27, 


Also, the petitions of William Painter, president Peninsula Rail- 
road, of Virginia; of the president Worcester and Somerset Railroad, 
and of John Scott, president see hea f Valley Railroad Company, 
against a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. KIMMEL: The petition of George V. Hebb, for pay for 
services rendered in the Doorkeeper’s department, House of Repre- 
sentatives, in the Forty-sixth Congress—to the Committee of Ac- 


counts. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of citizens of Bangor, Maine, for the 
repeal of compulsory‘pilotage laws in effect in New York Harbor— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Theodore . Times, Maine, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing- paper to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of E. S. Mosely and others, of New- 
b ort, Massachusetts, for the distribution of the Geneva award— 
to the Committee on the J casing? 

Also, the petition of citizens of Gloucester and Rockport, Massa- 
chusetts, for the establishment of a life-saving station on that coast— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: The petition of citizens of Helena, Montana 
Territory, and vicinity, against the pro changes in the public- 
land laws—to the Committee on Publio ds. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of Montana, of similar import—to 
the same committee. x 

By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN: The petition of George Purcell 
and of William M. O. Dawson, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction ef the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. e 

y Mr. JOSEPH J. MARTIN: The petition of William H. Hensell 
and 50 others, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the North Carolina State 
Press, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCOID: The pyr of the publisher of the Washing- 
ton (Iowa) Gazette and of 6 other publishers of Iowa, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Alex. Story, editor Washington (Iowa) Ga- 
zette, and of publishers of four other papers in Iowa, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on gis paper= the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Iowa, in relation to Des Moines 
River lands—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Iowa, for the passage of an 
interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of George M. Dewey, publisher 
Hastings Republican Banner; of A.C. Culver, publisher Quincy Times; 
of Carleton & Van Antwerp, publishers of Jackson Patriot; of K. Kit- 
tridge, . Eaton Rapids Journal; and of F. M. Potter, publisher 
of The Hawk, Vermontville, Michigan, for the abolition of the duty 
on 8 the Committee of Ways and Means. K 

By Mr. MCKENZIE : The petitions of Zeno F. Young, editor of the 
Madisonville (Kentucky) Times, and of Benjamin Harrison, editor of 
the Henderson (Kentucky) News, of similar import—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of E. J. Drinkhouse, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Lewis Elmer & Sons, against the repeal of the 
law allowing vinegar-makers to vaporize spirits—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of 46 citizens and 36 soldiers of 
Little Marsh and vicinity, Pennsylvania, for the early passage of a 
law providing for the ape of the difference between the value 
of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their services, and the 
57 7 of gold at the time of payment to the Committee on Military 


irs. 
Also, the petition of A. J. Hog editor of the Northern Reporter, 
Port Alleghany, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRISON: e petition of Fred Dilg, publisher of the 
Anzeiger, Mascoutah, Illinois, and of the Belleville (Illinois) Print- 
ing Company, of similar import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. MORSE: Memorials of merchants, manufacturers, and con- 
sumers, for the removal of the duties on chrome iron ore and bichro- 
mate of potash—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of Joseph Nash and 17 other ship- 
owners and masters, of Addison, Maine, against compulsory pilotage 
as exercised in entering and departing from the port of New York— 
to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Also, the petition of Vase & Porter, publishers of the Gazette, and 
of other publishers of Rockland, Maine, that materials used in mak- 
ing paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty 
on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 7 

so, the petitions of Mrs. Z. G. Wallace and others, citizens of In- 
diana; of Emma D. Hardy and others, citizens of Indiana; of Lucy 


A. Snowe and others, citizens of Maine; of Mary S. Ward and others, 
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eitizens of Indiana; and of Mrs. A. R. Pool and others, citizens of 
Indiana, for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
securing woman to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Lucy A. Snowe, of Rockland, Maine, for the 
removal of her political disabilities—to the same committee. 

Mr. MYERS: The petition of N. G. Smith, editor Democrat, 

Lonisville; of Ray and McCorkle, editors Democrat and Volunteer, 

Shelbyville; of William Mitchell, editor Hancock Democrat, Green- 

field; and of E. H. Stacey, editor Crescent, Frankfort, Indiana, for 

= abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Theodore Brookmyre and 12 other 
soldiers, citizens of Ohio, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Committee on Military 

By Mr. NEW: The petition of citizens of Indiana, that the patent 
laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of pat- 
ented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Indiana, for the passage of the 

interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Memorial of the directors of the Sayannah, 
Florida and Western Railroad Company, for the reduction of the duty 
on steel rails to a specific rate, not to exceed $10 a ton—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petitions of Messrs. Wade, Warner & Co., 
of Northampton, Massachusetts, and of P. C. Chatel, of Holyoke, 
Massachusetts, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Henry 8. Gere and others, 838 of North- 
ampton, Massachusetts, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
do the same committee. 

By Mr. ORTH: 8 of Mock & Corkins, of Fowler, and 
of W. T. McNeil, of ord, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on 


TOR the same committee, 

y Mr. OSMER : The petitions of McLane & Moore, publishers of 
the Times, Union City, and of W. A. Moore, publisher of the Chron- 
icle, Wattsburgh, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. OVERTON : The petition of Van Gelder & Son, publishers 
of the Advertiser, Le Raysville, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. PHISTER : The petition of John S. Orr, of Bracken County, 
Kentucky, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POEHLER: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Saint Paul, Minnesota, asking for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Red River of the North—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: The petition of Lemuel Adams, a soldier of 
the war of 1812, for a pension—to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the Rome Sentinel and Roman Citizen, New 
York, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of the Dubuque Veteran Corps, for 

of the bill equalizing bounties—to the Committee on 
y Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Davenport and of Muscatine, Iow: 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, an 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE: The petition of the Warren (Massachusetts) Herald, 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVID P. RICHARDSON : The petition of citizens of New 
York, soldiers of the United States Army, engaged in the late war, for 
the early of a law providing for the payment of the difference 
between the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their 
services, and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, two petitions of publishers of New York, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on e the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHN S. RICHARDSON : The petition of citizens of Marion 
County, South Carolina, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of L. P. Miller, relating to the improvement of 
the Waccamaw and Peedee Rivers and of Georgetown Harbor, South 
Carolina—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: The petitions of W. H. Morgan, of Osage 
City, and of Prok Roberts, Hudson, Kansas, that materiais used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on TONNA le be the Committee of Ways and Means. 

, the petitions of John E. Rasstall, Burlingame ; of W. C. Reed, 
Kinsley; of Allison & Crapster, Winfield; of W. E. Timmons, Cot- 
tonwood Falls; and of Fletcher Meredith, Hutchinson, Kansas, for 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kansas, for an organized govern- 
ae. ‘or the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

y Mr. SAPP: The petition of Damascus Presco and others, citi- 
paor Iowa, for Tho haags of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Com- 
ttee on Military irs, 


By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of 400 citizens, Union soldiers and 
confederate soldiers, of the Eighth Missouri congressional district, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of prominent men of 
New Brighton, Pennsylvania, in favor of an increase of pension for 
John Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Felix Boyle, jr., and other soldiers and citizens, 
of Washington County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the Weaver 
bill—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: The petition of B. H. Warner, publisher 
of the Real Estate Review, Washington, District of Columbia, for 
me abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. SMITH: The petition of Warren & Evans, 
of the Albany 8 News, that materials used in making paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. 

so, the petitions of Steinman & Hensel, publishers of the Intel- 
ligencer, Lancaster; of the Tager Printing and Publishing Com- 
pany, Lancaster; of Seibert & Schneider, publishers of Die Late 
ancaster; of J. R. Missemer, publisher of the Star and News, o 
Mount Joy, Pennsylvania, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of importers and refiners of Boston, against 
changing the tariff on to the same committee. j 

By Mr. SPARKS: The petitions of E. Freemont, of Kinmundy ; 
of L. V. Taft, of Salem; of S. P. of Centralia ; of A. H. Reed, 
of Flora, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petitions of Fred. Gehering, publisher of 
the Hlin ois Freie Presse; of the State Register Company, of Spring- 
field, Illinois ; of Jacob Swallow, editor of the Pana Palladium, ana, 
and of M. G. Wadsworth, editor of the Citizen, Auburn, Illinois, tha 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Menard County, Illinois, for the 
passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of numerous citizens of Illinois, for the passage 
of a law lating transportation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of J. H. McAden and other drug- 
gists of the sixth congressional district of North Carolina, for the re- 
peal of the stamp law on perfumery, &c.—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. ‘ 

By Mr. STEPHENS: The petition of Rev. W. J. White, and peti- 
tion with resolutions adopted by a meeting of the depositors in the 
Freedman’s Bank in Augusta, Georgia, in relation to the funds of said 
institution, and asking relief—fo the same committee. 3 

By Mr. STEVENSON : The petition of F, H. Hill, of 2 
Illinois, for the repeal of the stamp-tax on perfumery and medi- 
cines—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Edmonds Brothers, publishers of the Daily 
Leader, Lincoln; of Joseph B. Irwin, editor of the Pekin Times; 
of Thomas Handsaker, editor of the isa Herald ; of George 
L. Shoals, publisher of the Atlanta Argus, Illinois, for the abolition 
of the duty on to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of the publishers of the Saranac 
(Michigan) Local, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petitions of Cheshire 
Brothers, of the Republican, Montezuma; of Snyder & Sherman, of 
the Independent, Grinnell ; of F. N. Ives, of the Reporter, D ; 
of Byron Webster, of the Statesman, Marshalltown; of W. S. Davis, 
of the Sun, Lisbon, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Cheshire Brothers, of the Republican, Mon- 
tezuma; of S. H. Bauman, of the Hawkeye, Mount Vernon, and of 
Byron Webster, of the Statesman, Marshalltown, Iowa, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on ae aper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS R: The petition of citizens of Estill” 
County, Kentucky, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the 
8 imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies 
that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of Overton Stanley and 
217 other citizens of Columbiana, Ohio, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country; and that the patent laws be so amended as to make 
the mannfacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

B THOMAS UPDEGRAFF': The petition of the Legislature 
of isi, relative to Des Moines River lands—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of 110 citizens of Winneshiek County, Iowa, that 
the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or ven- 
dor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of 110 citizens of Winneshiek County, Iowa, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed 
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m the people by the transportation monopolies that now control 
e interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Com- 


Also, the petition of Charles Reinecke, publisher of the Nord (Iowa) 
Herald, and of Peter Karbug, publisher of the Nord (Iowa) Post, for 
ay abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee cf Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petitions of J. C. Gidney & Co., W. C. Car- 
mi 1, and of C. W. Dervault, of North Carolina, for the repeal of 
the stamp-tax on perfumery, &c.—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of North Carolina, for a -route 
from Webster to Cannon’s Mills, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WARNER : The petition of George J. Chappeleare and 68 
others, of Mor; County, Ohio, late soldiers of the United States 
Army, enga in the late war, for the early p of a law pro- 
viding for the pa ent of the difference between the value of n- 
backs, in which they were paid for their services, and the value of 
gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of Frank W. Eichelberger and 
other members of the Bloomfield (Iowa) bar, and of T. B. Perry and 
other members of the Albia (Iowa) bar, against the passage of the 
Sapp circuit court bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. WELLS: Memorial of J. T. Latour, president, and J. Mo- 
Donnell, secretary, Trades and Labor Assembly, Saint Louis, Missouri, 
and 1,474 others, for the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, three petitions of publishers of Missouri, that materials used 
in making paper be on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
amon penio -paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

, the petition of John Shilds & Co., relating to the revenue 
laws—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of L. P. McCord and J. B. 
Smith, of Pulaski, Tennessee, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 

r—to the same committee, 

y Mr. WILLITS: The petitions of James McCrilles, jr., and 30 
others, and of W. F. Mason and 50 others, citizens of Lenawee County, 
Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manu- 
facturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of James McCrilles, jr., and 30 others, and of W. 
F. Mason and 50 others, citizens of Lenawee County, Michigan, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed 
upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Commi on Commerce, 

Also, the petitions of J. C. Stacy, publisher Tecumseh Herald, and 
of A. E. Allen, proprietor of the State Line Observer, Morenci, Michi- 


„that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and | p 


Tor a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

‘By Mr. WILSON: The petition of James A. Plymire, W. E. Bryson, 
and 115 others, late soldiers of the Union Army, for the passage of 
the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of R. F. Fleming and others, of M. Marshall and 
others, and of W. T. Wiant and others, for the improvement of Little 
Kanawha River—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of W. A. Rader and others, of Wirt County, West 
Virginia, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppres- 
sions imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that 
now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of Louis Coleman, of Wheeling, and of Steven- 
son & Scofield and others, of Parkersburgh, West Virginia, that ma- 
terials used in making pa be placed on the free list, apd for a 
e of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 


Means. 

By Mr. WISE: The petitions of 31 soldiers, of 50 soldiers, and of 65 
soldiers and citi of Pennsylvania, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, two petitions of publishers of Pennsylvania, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the ac) of 600 citizens of Pennsylvania, for the improve- 
ment of the Loughiogheny River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 80 soldiers and citizens of Pennsylvania, and 
of numerous other soldiers, for the passage of the Weaver equaliza- 
tion bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petitions of the Troy (New York) 
Whig 3 Company, and of the publishers of the Cambridge 
(New York) Post, that materials used in ing paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Whitehall (New York) 
Ti for the abolition of the duty on to the same committee. 

. FERNANDO WOOD: Paj relating to the pension claim 
of Joseph —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Andrew Oulton and 121 others, 
_ of Port Ewen, New York, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 269) 
known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to the Com- 
mittee on Public ds. 


} i vania, sol- 
diers of the United States Army, in the late war, for the early 
of a law providing for the payment of the difference between 
the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their services, 
and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Pennsylvania, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the same committee. 

Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petition of Benjamin Burgess 
& Sons and other merchants, of n, against the reduction of 
the tariff on su, to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Queen City Council, No. 2, Mechanical Engi- 
neers of North America, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 4327) to 
create a department of manufactures, mechanics, and mines —to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of John Fehrenbatch, D. W. Belding, Samuel H. 
Drew, and 55 others, citizens of Hamilton County, Ohio, of similar 
og tog the same committee. 

, the petitions of Henry Kleuke and 37 others, citizens of Ham- 
ilton County, Ohio, and of M. Sliver and 43 others, citizens of Ham- 
ilton County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. C Y YOUNG: The petition of certain citizens of Harde- 
man County, Tennessee, for the passage of the Reagan interstate- 
commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Also, the petition of citizens of Luzerne Coun: 
75 ty, 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 1, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

Sa Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers and a report of Colonel J. H. Simpson, Corps of "Ae taps 
upon the improvement of Alton Harbor, Illinois, e under the pro- 
visions of the river and harbor act of March 3, 1879; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, 55 z Major nes = 2 of En ari and an ac- 
companying report o: or C. R. Suter, Corps of Engineers, of an 
examination and survey made of Gasconade River — mouth to 
Vienna, in Maries County, Missouri, made in compliance with the 
requirements of the river and harbor act of March 3, 1879; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


rinted. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter of the Chief of Engineers oes a 
copy ofa report from S. T. Abert, United States civil engineer, of an 
examination and survey of Dan River from Clarksville Danville, 
Virginia, being a continuation of the survey of the same river be- 
tween Danbury, North Carolina, and Danville, Virginia, made in com- 
piane with the provisions of the river and harbor act of June 2 

878; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and o 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a communication from the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral of the Army, showing the urgent necessity for repair of the old 
public buildings at Fortress Monroe, Virginia; which was referred to 
the Committee on aS and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with the eleventh section 
of the act of Congress approved August 26, 1862, a statement of the 
civil employés of his Department during the year ending June 50, 
1879, together with the time each employé was actually emplo; 
and the sums paid to each; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 3462) to amend section 3020 of the Revised Statutes; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Marion Butcher 
and others, citizens of Mill Grove and other towns in Missouri, pray- 
ing for the of an e b. bounty bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. à 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the memorial of John W. Griffith, a 
citizen of the State of New York, who has prepared a bill to accom- 
pany the memorial, the object of which bill is to revive the shipp 
interest of America. I move that the memorial, and the bill as a 
of it, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a memorial si by a number of 
citizens of the State of New York, who were soldiers for the Union in 
the late war, protesting against the passage of Senate bill No. 496. 


1880. 
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That is a bill, establishing, as I understand it, a large “umber of pen- 
sion districts. I move the reference of the memorial to the Commit- 
2 on Pensions. 42 

e motion was e 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of William Stockwell, of 
Manchester, Iowa, praying that he be placed on the pension-roll as a 
soldier of the war of 181 ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition signed by a large number of merchants, 
manufacturers, and other 1 business men of Auburn, New 
York, praying for the passage of a law establishing a uniform system 
of bankruptcy for all the States and Territories; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. __ 

He also presented the petition of Davis, Bardeen & Co., of Syracuse 
New York, publishers, praying for the passage of a bill placing w 
and straw pulp, soda ash, and other chemicals used in the man ure 
of paper, on the free list, and reducing the duty on printing-paper 

for books, &c., at least to 5 per cent. ad valorem; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. j 
Mr. CONKLING. I present a memorial signed by F. N. Drake, 
resident of the Tioga Railroad Company, and George I. Magee, pres- 
ident of the Corning, Cowanesque and Antrim Railway Company and 
of the Syracuse, Geneva and miog Railway Company, and director 
of the Buffalo, New York and Philadelphia Railway Company and of 
the McKean and Buffalo Railway Company, representing three hun- 
dred and nineteen miles of railroad, remonstrating against a reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton, as pro in 
House bill No. 3234. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was to. x 

Mr. CONKLING. I also present a similar memorial signed by 8. 
8. Jewett, president of the Buffalo, New York and Philadelphia Rail- 
way Company, representing one hundred and twenty-one miles of 
ee remonstrating to the same effect, I move the reference of 
the memorial to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. y 

Mr. CONKLING. Ihave the concurrent resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York giving instructions to the Senators 
of the State, I suppose it to be proper to present such resolutions to 
go on the files of the Senate, although not, as I understand it, for 
reference to a committee, as they for no action of a committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be reported. 

The resolutions were read, as follows : 

STATE OF New YORK. IN SENATE. 
Albany, January 16, 1880. 


mstrial interests of the city is by necessity connected with the prosperity 
of the country at large; and 
‘Whereas the harbor defenses and fortifications of the 5 of New York against 
attacks from marine forces are 8 inadequate to a security to the city, 
should such attacks be made upon it, and the erection and maintenance of proper 
and suitable defenses to the city is a matter of national importance and properly 
to the Federal Congress: Theref 


belongs 1 ‘ore, 
i Resolved, (if the A concur.) That our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
be requested to use r inflaence to secure an early appro sufficient 
2 the speedy erection and proper maintenance of the fi cations and defenses 
necessary for LN the city of New 5 Saa — pe 
Resolved, (ù ‘Assembly concur,) That a cop e resolu T- 
bal ea od 455 Senators Representatives te Congress from State. 
xX JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 
Is ASSEMBLY. February 18, 1880. 
Concurred in. 
By order. 


EDW. M. JOHNSON, Clerk. 


Mr. CONKLING. As the resolutions speak to the delegation from 
New York alone, I move that they go to the files of the Senate; I sup- 


pose it is not appropriate to refer them to a committee. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order to place the resolutions on the 
files will be made. 


Mr. RANDOLPH presented the memorial of F. S. Lathrop, receiver 

of the Central ilroad Company of New Jersey, remonstrating 

nst a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Solo Phillipowski, of Hudson 
County, New Jersey, praying for the passage of a law which will pre- 
vent his being mustered into the Russian army on a contemplated 
visit to his parents; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. WITHERS. I present the petitions of A. S. Lee, John Enders, 
P. J. Haskins, administrator, &., Charles D. Yale & Co., John Stewart, 
Samuel M. Bailey, John Enders, executor of William Greanor, Eugene 
Carrington, administrator, &c., D. T. Madigan, surviving partner, 
&c., citizens of Richmond, Virginia, praying for compensation for 
the rent of buildings while oceupied by the United States Army durin 
the late war. These are duplicates of petitions presented on the 27t 
of March last, which have been accidentally misplaced. I ask their 
acceptance, and move that they be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


The motion was to. 
Mr. KERNAN 8 the petition of J. B. A. e eee, 
for an appropriation by Congress to reimburse the Christian Bro 


of the Saint Mie“ A's Coll 
Mexico, for the 
that place; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


and Sisters of Charity of Santa F6, New 
a school for Pueblo Indian children at 


Mr. KERNAN. I present a copy of concurrent resolutions of the 
Legislature of New York, instructing her Senators to favor an appro- 
priation by Congress for the erection and maintenance of the f 
tions and defenses of New York City. They have Keen read; and I 
ask that they go on the files of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. BAILEY. I present the memorial of the governor, justices of 
the supreme court, and other officials of the State of Tennessee, in 
which they represent that what are known as the Regie contracts and 
monopolies in leaf-tobacco are injurious to all dealers in leaf-tobacco 
in the several markets of the United States, and ruinous to the pro- 
ducer, and praying relief therefrom. I move the reference of this 
memorial to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present a memorial of E. T. Warner, vice-presi- 
dent of the Wilmington and New York Steamship Company, George 
W. Bush & Son, of the Philadelphia freight line, and 3 others, 
who are the owners of more than six miles of river front on the 
Christiana River, protesting against any 8 to build an 
ice-harbor at the mouth of the Christiana River, Wilmington, Dela- 
ware. I move its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the memorial of E. B. Thomas, general 
manager of the Cleveland, Columbus, Cincinnati and Indianapolis 
Railroad Company, representing four hundred and seventy-two miles 
of railroad, remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on steel 
— from $28 to $10 a ton; which was referred to the Committee on 

nance, 

Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of citizens of Concord, But- 
ler County, Pennsylvania, praying for the pange of the bill pe paar 

i to - 


by the Committee on Agriculture estab g a departmen 
culture; which was referred to the Committee on culture. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Butler County, Pennsyl- 


vania, and a petition of citizens of Armstrong County, Pennsylvania, 
praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in freights 
and unjust discriminations in charges for transportation ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Butler County, Penn- 
sylvania, and a petition of citizens of e eee, Lon. ennsyl- 
vania, praying such an amendment of the patent laws as will protect 
innocent users of patented articles from prosecution as infringers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DAVIS, pf Illinois, presented the petition of J. N. Conger and 
71 others, citizens of Oneida, Illinois, praying for the passage of a 
law to protect the public health from the injurious effects of food 
manufactured from refuse or diseased fats; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of R. A. Huse and others, citizens of 
Maine and soldiers in the late war, praying for the parenge of a law 
to pay them the difference between the value of backs and gold 
at the time of their payment during the war ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of W. G. Smith, of Jefferson 
County, Colorado, praying that certain articles used in the printing 
of papers may be pus on the free list; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of F. J. Kinney and some 70 or 
80 others, among the most respected citizens of Worcester, Massachu- 
setts, praying for the p of House bill No. 269, known as the 
bie a supplement to the homestead bill. I move its reference to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented additional evidence to accompany the petition 
of Anna Butterfield, praying for a pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of N. S. Cutler and others, citi- 
zens of Massachusetts, re that the Government may regard its 
treaty obligations with the Indians, and especially see to it that 
they are confirmed in the title to their lands in severalty ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition of H. E. Huxley and oth- 
ers, citizens of Wisconsin, and the petition of Henry Clark and others, 
citizens of Winnebago County, Wisconsin, praying for such legislation 
as will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in 
charges for transportation ; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of H. E. Huxley and others, citizens 
of Wisconsin, praying such an amendment of the patent laws as will 
protese innocent users of patented articles from ution as in- 

ingers; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of George Melrose and others, citi- 
zens of Wisconsin, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluct- 
uations in freights and unjust discriminations in charges for trans- 
portation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Albert Keep, president of the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Company, representing twenty- 
one hundred and fifty-eight miles of railroad, remonstrating against 
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a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Sarah R. Bleecker, widow of the 
late John F. B. Bleecker, paymaster in the United States Navy, pray- 
ing to be relieved from a 8 against her late husband stand- 
ing on the books of the Treasury Department; which was referred 
to the Committte on Naval Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF A PAPER, 


Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President,.some days since I presented a 

aper purporting to be the petition of Mrs. R. H. Nicholas and Mrs. 
5 eannie N. Bromhall, residents of Abingdon, Washington County, Vir- 
ginia, asking to be relieved from political disabilities and to have the 
right to vote, any State laws to the contrary notwithstanding. I had 
the paper referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. that 
was done I got a letter from Mr. Nicholas, written on behalf of Mrs. 
Nicholas, in which he says: 

Mrs. Nicholas does not consider that she is laboring under any political disabil- 
ities, has no desire to exercise the privilege of voting, nor has she, to her knowl- 
edge, signed any petition for that object. 

Upon receiving this letter I sent for the paper and found that it 
was not ct peat and I then ascertained that somebody had practiced 
an imposition both upon me and upon Mrs. Nicholas, Under the cir- 
cumstances I ask that the paper be withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
paper will be withdrawn. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the Committee on Appro) 
tions, to whom was referred a resolution of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia in favor of an appropriation for the improvement of Humboldt 
Bay, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Commerce; which was to. 

He also, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was re- 
ferred a letter from the Secretary of War transmitting additional in- 
formation relative to the construction of quarters for officers at Fort 
Omaha, Nebraska, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; 
which was to, 

Mr. 8, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2328) to provide for the settle- 
ment of all outstanding claims against the District of Columbia, and 
conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON . The Committee on A 3 instruct me to 
report favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4432) making additional appro- 

ations for the support of certain Indian tribes for the year adia 
Jans 30, 1880. I desire to say that this bill ought to be considered a 
a very early day and I shall take occasion to call it up to-morrow 
oi ie 

Mr. FARLEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 251) poang a pension to Margaret Mills, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Daniel Houlihan, praying for arrears of pension, submitted 
an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the 


5 were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 
on. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 183) granting a pension to Hugh Gallagher, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Reese Lammey, praying to be allowed a pension on account 
of a son killed in battle, who was his support, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1884) granting a pension to 
Reese Lamme; 


y: 
The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


be printed. 
JOSEPH L, LEWIS, 

Mr. BAYARD. A bill (H. R. No. 2046) to authorize a compromise 
of the claims of the United States under the will of Joseph L. Lewis 
was reported adversely by the Committee on the Judiciary and post- 

med PASE E am now instructed by the Committee on the 
udiciary to ask for the recommittal of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed will be re ed as 
Precast and the bill recommi to the Committee on the Judi- 


CONSIDERATION OF APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules, to whom 
was referred a resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. ROLLINS] April 1, 1879, relating to the consideration of 
appropriation bills, to report it adversely. 

he resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and they pauper’ Aad directed to 
inquire into the 5 of an amendment to the rules of the Senate which 
shall provide that several committees shall receive the estimates and report 


the annual appropriation bills as hereinafter named : 


First. The ittee on A ropriations: Bills for the ce gece executive 
and judicial expenses, for all deticiencies, and for sundry ci expenses. : 


ENT Commitee on F ign Rela’ 
. The Committee on Fore tions: The bills for diplomatic and co; 
sular nen and for carrying veh tiie treaties of the United States with foreign 


coun i ‘ 
Peat The come on Indian Affairs: The bills for the expenses of the In- 
Sixth. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads: The bills for th 
penses of the Post-Office Department, and mail trans tion by land 25 on yi 
Seventh. The Committee on Commerce: The bills for the improvement of har- 
bors and rivers, and construction and reper of light-houses. 
Eighth. The Committee on the District of Columbia: The bills for the expenses 


and by ar the District of Columbia. 
Ninth. The Committee ment of pensions. 
: Bills for such publie 


expenses of the De- 


Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on Rules ask to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate concur in the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Rules? [Putting the question.] The 
ayes have it, and the recommendation of the committee is agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1385) to amend an “Act to provide for takin, 
the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved March 3, 1879; whi 
was read twice by its title, and refe to the Select Committee to 
make poria for taking the Tenth Census. 3 

Mr. WITHERS (by request) ree wee by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No 1336) to incorporate the Po- 
tomac Union Railway Company, of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. f 

Mr. GORDON (by request) asked, and Py onanan consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1387) amending section 4237 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. f 

Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1388) to provide for deepenin the mouth 
and removing obstructions to the navigation of River, and a 
propriating $200,000 for said purposes; which was read twice by i 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, p 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1389) to provide for the relief of and 
faithful employés of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1390) to provide for the distribution of the 
edition of the public documents; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr, SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1391) authorizing the appointment of jus- 
tices of the peace and constables in the Territory of Alaska, and for 
other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1392) to authorize national savings-banks ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (by request,) asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1393) to pro- 
vide for greater bey rarer in the public expenditure for gas; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


aug and Grounds. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 86) regarding the printing and 
distribution of CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS to certain libraries; which 
na read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Print- 

Fir. EDMUNDS su uently said: I ask unanimous consent, as I 
was not able to get in at the proper time, to introduce a bill, I in- 
terrupt aoe order because I think this bill, which provides for 
an increase of the police force of the District of Columbia, is abso- 
lutely necessary, and the public exigency jue ape say action upon 
it. I beg leave to introduce the bill and ask to have it read twice 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia; and ad- 
dressing the chairman of that committee I beg to express the hope 
that his committee will consider it as speedily as possible. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1394) to increase the police force of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

STAR-ROUTE POSTAL CONTRACTS. 


Mr. BECK submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

6 Secretary of the Treas: be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report to t Senate, as soon aa possible, she amount paid outot the appropriations 
naNO SON Me atar mpg eng SETIO KOE O ERON TAE png „ „ the 
Ist day of July, 1 to March 1, 1880. Heis tomakesuch by 
ters for the first half of the current fiscal year, and by months for the moni 
January and February, 1880, stating the amount paid on each route at each 


1880. 
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and to 
service at the rates and under the 
current fiscal year, stating the amount required for each route separately. 


J. J. KEY AND W. G. M. DAVIS. 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire the consent of the Senate for the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill (S. No. 87) for the relief of John J. Key 
and W. G. M. Davis. It is a small bill, reported from the Judiciary 
Committee, and with the unanimous report of the committee in favor 
of the substitute. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert: 


That the Secretary of the es rå yrii — and directed to bp 
G. or 


John J. Key the sum of $10,000, an vis the sum of $10, 
their services, tively, as attorneys at law, Jost — by the United States 
Attorney-General to aid in the case of John Young, gnee of Al er ie 


proceeds of 
property, under the act of entitled “An act to 
of abandoned of Sah , and for the prosecution of in ins i 
tricts within the ited States," approved March 12, 1863. (Statutes at 
volume 12, page 820.) 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana 


who made the report a question. The report does not specify whether | 4 


rt what amount will — to pay in full for all of said star postal] Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that this ground is to 


Public Buildings and Grounds, I believe, and I ask him to state wh 
it was that at that time we did not buy a sufficient amount of land, 
and whether the rule we have that a public building must be on a 
square to itself was not in force then? 

Mr. MORRILL. It was supposed at that time that the lot was 
rk, Ai but upon putting up the building it is found to be too 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The question I asked the Senator 
is whether the entire square was bought originally. 

Mr. MORRILL. Not the whole square, but an area sufficient, as 
was supposed at the time, for the building that was to be erected; 
but when the building has been put up it is found to occupy so much 
of the space that the rear will be exposed to the lots owned by pri- 
vate citizens. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now I willask the Senator whether 
when this new purchase is made we shall own the entire square f 

Mr. MORRILL. If we purchase what is proposed in the bill we 
shall own enough, so as to leave all the open space that we may re- 


uire. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I approvo of the idea of public build- 
endan 


the 1 claim against the Government here referred to, amounting | . < 
533 dollars, is for captured and abandoned pro ave ings being so constructed as not bie 1 eset fire; and I sup- 
Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir; it is for property seized by the Dnited posed in case that we had bought the square. It is something un- 


States authorities as captured and abandoned property. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thereis one mere verbal amendment that I should 
like to suggest. Where the bill says that the money shall be charged 
to the captured and abandoned property fund, I should like to have 
it read “paid out of and charged to,” so as to avoid all technical 
question hereafter whether the fund has been diminished by this 
amount. 

Mr. McDONALD. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 13 of the committee’s amendment, after 
the word “be,” it is proposed to insert “paid out of and,” so as to 


And that said amount shall be paid out of and c! 
Treasury of the United States known as proceeds 
property, &o. 


to the fund now in the 
captured and abandoned 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I 3 there is no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made if there 
be no objection. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the committee as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

TREASURY PRINTING BUREAU. 


Mr. MORRILL. The chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds was not present at the time of closing the last con- 
sideration of bills on the Calendar, and one bill was passed over 
because there was no one here to explain it. I therefore ask the Sen- 
ate now to take up Senate bill No. 1157. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I shall not object to this request, for the peculiar 
reason stated by the Senator from Vermont, but I give notice that I 
shall object after this to the consideration of anything but the bills 
on the Calendar in their order during the few minutes that are de- 
voted to the Calendar each day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not understand the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to object to this bill? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not object to it, because it was reached on 
the Calendar and was passed over by inadvertence. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1157) authorizing the Secretary 
of the to purchase additional lots of 1 — adjoining the 
new bu noe A the Bureau of 1 ting. 

MO I desire to explain the bill so far as may be neces- 


Under the rule adopted by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds we do not report any bills for the erection of buildings for 
public uses unless they are to be independent of and apart from any 
ven} building, so as not to be 3 to fire from anything that is 
contiguous. 

In addition to that point, I will say that this building covers nearly 
all the ground that we purchased for its site. It is a building that 
has been put up for the smallest sum of money, considering the qual- 
ity of the building and its size, of any building, perhaps, ever erected 
by the Government. It is absolutely necessary to have a little more 
ground in the rear of it, in order that it may not be exposed to fire. 
and also for the pu of erecting a high fence to protect it against 
shaw} Pa lars. e price is limited to the same which was paid 
for the land that we have already acquired. If it cannot be obtained 
for that, the bill does not provide for giving anything more. 


usual to erect a public pdng ess there is an entire square bought 
as its site; but it appears that in this case we did not do so. 

I wish to say only a word further. In future I hope the rule which 
the Senator has stated will be carried ont, and especially in Washing- 
ton. If that rule is required to be observed all over the country, 
towns of much less importance than this and in buildings of much 
less importance, it certainly ought to be required here. To me itis 
strange that at the time the purchase was made the entire square was 
not bought, for this any isa building. I think it is going 
to be a very creditable building, and I understand it is put up v 
cheaply, and probably will fall within the appropriation, which is 
ms a very unusual. 

While I do not object to the passage of the present bill, I think it 
was quite an oversight that originally the wholesquare wasnot bought. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, o to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THE CALENDAR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the Calendar, com- 
mencing at the point reached when it was last under consideration. 

The bill (S, No. 528) to abolish the office of water register of the 
District of Columbia, and to transfer the charge and control of the 
water supply to the Chief of Engineers in charge of the Ween 
Aqueduct, was announced as being first in order upon the Calendar. 

r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That bill was adversely reported, 
and I think that is understood to be always an objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is adv reported. The Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia object to it. It will be passed over. 


NARCISSA GIBSON. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 855) for the re- 
lief of Narcissa Gibson, widow of the late Captain Alexander Gibson, 
7 States Navy; Which was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAJOR THORNBURGH’S WIDOW. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill 8 — No. 1046) granting 
an increase of pension to the widow of Major Thomas T. Thornburgh, 
late of the United States 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. bill will be passed over, being re- 
ported adverselx. 
Ya SAUNDERS. I understand that no action is taken upon the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is merely passed over. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. If there is no objection I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to it, which I think will carry the bill through in a moment’s 
time. There is nothing more deserving before the to now. 

Mr. WITHERS. I woulds t to Senator that the best mode 
of procedure would be to offer the amendment and ask to have the 
bill recommitted, with the amendment, to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAUND I was on ing to move an amendment to 
strike out 8100“ and insert “$50” as the rate of the pension. If 
there be no objection to that, I will make that offer. 

Mr. WITHERS. I would suggest that it had better be sent to the 
committee. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Very well. I move, then, that that bill be taken 
from the Calendar and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks that 
Senate bill No, 1046 be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
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R. GORTHY AND C, GREEN. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 38) for the relief 
of Robert Gorthy and Calvin Green; which was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments, which were, in line 4, after the word “ conveyance,” to 
strike out “ without terms,” and at the end of the bill to insert: 


Provided, The said Gorthy and Calvin Green pay all the costs of the proceedings 
in court on the bond of Benjamin Ballard, on which they were kuretis: 


So as to make the bill read: 


That the Solicitor of the Treasury be authorized and directed to convey, by 
deeds of conveyance, to Robert Gorthy, of Victor, Clinton County, in the 
Btate of Michigan, all the interest of the United States in and to the northwest 
quarter of the northwest quarter and the east half of the northwest quarter of 
section 17, in township 6 north, of range 1 west, Michigan; and to Calvin Green 
of the same place, all the interest of the United States in and to the southwest 
quarter of the northwest quarter of section 17, and the northeast quarter of the 
southeast quarter of section 18,in township 6 north, of range 1 west, Mi i 
Provided, The said Gorthy and Calvin Green pay all the of the gs 
in court on the bond of Benjamin Ballard, on which they were sureties. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the purpose of the bill stated. 

Mr. GARLAND. A gentleman by the name of Ballard was arrested 
by process issuing from the district court for Michigan for obstruct- 
ing process. He gave a bond to appear at the succeeding term of the 
court to answer any indictment that might be pene ainst him 
for that offense. Gorthy and Green were his sureties. The term of 
the court came on and the court was held. After that term a suit 
was brought on the bond against the sureties, and they, ronda 
that Ballard had defaulted and had not answered the indictment, di 
not appear to the suit, and a judgment was rendered against them 
by default. An execution wasissued upon that fi ned and levied 
upon the lands mentioned in the bill. The lands were sold and the 

nited States purchased them in. 

Mr. TELLER. Whose land was it, the sureties’? 

Mr. GARLAND. The land of the sureties. 

Mr. TELLER, All right. 

Mr. GARLAND. The snit on the bond was the ordinary suit for a 
forfeiture of recognizance in failing to answer an indictment, It 
transpired after a while that Gorthy and Green looking into the mat- 
ter found that, in point of fact, no indictment had ever been pre- 
sented ; none ever came from the grand jury against their principal, 
Mr. Ballard. They went into the court and moved to set aside this 
judgment and cancel the proceedings. The judge held that, the term 
at which the ju ent was rendered having elapsed, he could not 
interpose to set aside r ;. but he expressed his opinion that 
in equity it ought to be done; that they were enti to relief. 
They appealed to the proper Department for relief, and the Depart- 
ment remitted them to Congress, the Department holding that under 
the law it had no power to remit this judgment and return them the 
land. The clerk of the court has diligently searched the records and 
he can find no indictment and no trace of any indictment, so that in 

int of fact their sree ey was not in default. The Government 

not been inj at all. These lands were bought in by the Gov- 
ernment, and now the parties ask the Government to return them the 
lands upon their paying all the costs that have accrued in these pro- 
ceedings. That is the whole case. 

With the papers there are letters from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, as well as the Solicitor of the Tre: stating these facts and 
recommending that the bill be passed, the United States paying no 
costs and incurring no expense in the matter. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not see but what the bill ought to be passed ; 
but I do not see why these parties should pay costs if the borane 
ment had no claim inst them at all. 

Mr. GARLAND. is a very correct suggestion, and I am pre 
much of that opinion myself; but on looking into the ents 
find that the Government is notin the habitin any caseof paying any 
costs or expenses. These gentlemen were in default in the first in- 
stance in not appearing to see whether or not an indictment had been 
found against their principal. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DEDERICK BLANCK. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 338) ting a 
pension to Dederick Blanck ; which was considered as in Oinig 
of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions proposed to amend the bill by striking 
out “and pay him a pension at the rate of — dollars per month from 
and after the passage of this act” and in lieu thereof to insert: “ sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws ;” so as to 
make the bill read: 


That the Secre of the Interior be, and Bois ias A authorized and directed 
to pice. on the = sou the sas of Dederick 5 — — Pea 
seventh Regiment Iowa Cavalry limit 

oe oe unteers, subject pro’ ns an ta- 

The amendment was to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
DISTRICT HEALTH ORDINANCES. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 189) peeing the health ordinances and regulations for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia with amendments. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the amendments proposed by 
the committee, but before concluding was interrupted by 

Mr. TELLER. I think that had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed over. 


MILTON L. SPARR, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1193) granting a 
pension to Milton L. Sparr; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to pe on the 1 eet to the 

rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Milton L. 
parr, as second lieutenant of Company K, Nineteenth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER CLAESGENS, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1197) 8 a 
pension to Peter C Which was considered as in 88 
of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- roll, subject to the 
por and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter 


ns, late captain of Company F, of the One hundred and forty- 
sixth iment New York Infantry. 
The bi 


was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SETTLEMENT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 818) to provide 
tes 


for ascertaining and settling private land claims in certain Sta 
and Territories. ~ 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a long bill, but I do not know that there 
is any objection to it. I shall not object. 

The Chief Clerk commenced to read the bill—— 

Mr. TELLER. Let that go over. It will lead to some discussion, 
and it is a long bill. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


THE GENEVA AWARD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 1194) for reviv- 
ing and continuing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, 
ann for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva 
award. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose that over. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The bill will be passed over. 


REDMOND TULLY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 592) for the relief 
of Redmond Tully. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to that bill. 

The VICE-PRESID. . The bill will be passed over. 


MAJOR P. P. G. HALL. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 175) for the relief 
of Major P. P. G. Hall; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the aynen to Major Peter P, G. 2 705 a Pay. 
master of the Army, of $3,141. VTV to the 

of the United States on the 15th of January, 1872, in liqui- 
dation of a deficiency in his accounts as paymaster, caused b 0 
criminal acts of his clerk, James Thomas, in 1868-69, and of which the 
clerk was duly convicted. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is there a report with that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is. © report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BURN- 
SIDE February 3, 1880: 


The Committee 1 to whom was referred e ant cons § 
for the relief of Major P. P. G. Hall, have had the same under consideration, 
submit the following report: 

This is a bill directing the refandment to grb Sh eee 
the Army, the sum of $3,141.39, the amount paid by him into Treasury, 
January 15, 1872, in liquidation of a deficiency in his accounts as ymaster, caused 
FFC in 1869, and of 
which said Thomas was duly convicted. 

The bill referred to has twice been acted upon favorably by the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and the last report made in the case is adopted by the com- 
mittee. It was as follows: 

“This matter was thoroughly in sett ae Se E the second ses- 
A the eee 

A e 0. 604, secon -fou - 
Jam 23, 1877.) The bill was not reached before final t of the 

‘orty-fourth , and now comes up by identical bill. Inasmuch as the facts 
and record are the same as those submitted eS ee 
heretofore, com: report of the previous committee, as herein- 
VVV 

Forty: fourth Congress, second session, Senate report No. 604.] 

„Mr. SPENCER submitted the following report, to accompany bill S. No. 1175: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Major 
Peter P. G. Hall, praying to have refunded certain money he was obliged to pay in 
consequence of the embezzlement of a clerk, have had the same under 
* submit the following report: 

“The record shows that the petitioner, a paymaster in the Army of the United 


1880. 
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States, was stationed in the years 1888 and 1869 at Vicksburgh and Jackson, in the 
State of Mississippi, where, in addition to his duties of 


military district, and 
soldiers of the Army stationed in the various parts 6 military an 
which required him to travel over parts of the States of M Spare berg 


Tennessee, and Alabama to perform the same, he was also e with the ardu- 
ous and ible payment of what is known as “reconstraction vouchers,” the 
fands of which were separate from those farnished for the payment of the Sig 

0 


“ The additional na be upon the petitioner a vast amount of labor, in 
performance of which, dition to his regular clerk, he was allowed by the proper 
authorities other clerks, and also men, time to time, as on re- 


enlisted 

uired, te the number of fifteen or twenty, for the purpose of assisting in the work 
= preparing for payment the said reconstruction accounts. Among the number 
of clerks so employed to meet the exigencies of this extra service was one James 

Thomas. 
„The said James Thomas, while thus employed as a clerk, and engaged in the 
pre tion of the vouchers en which said reconstruction accounts were paid, at 
ous times between 1, 1868, and February 1, 1869, without petitioner's 
knowledge, fraudulently and feloniously altered a large number of reconstruction 
vouchers which had been approved and ordered paid by the proper military author- 
ities, so as to sl pak ka cpap mien money due on the same, and raised and 
altered checks signed by the petitioner for their payment, by means of which felo- 
nions practices he obtained the money on said vouchers and checks, and embez- 
zled of the money of the United States the sum of $3,409.62 before he was detected 

f, 


ed in the discharge of his 


duties of paymaster, which necessaril, frequently away from his head- 
quarters into various of the itary district where troops were stationed, 
and he therefore had no knowledge of the ds committed by said Thomas until 


they were discovered by the accounting officers of the Treasury. Upon the dis- 
covery of these facts, the said Thomas was, at the request of the 83 im- 
mediately arrested, by order of General A. C. G: commanding the military dis- 
trict, and on the 19th of October, 1869, he was pa before a general court- 
martial convened at Jackson, araa a by order of General Ames, the depart- 
ment commander, charged with the following crimes : 8 

“ First. Making claims against the Government of the United States, knowin, 
the same to be fictitious and fraudulent, in violation of the act of Congress o 
March 2, 1863. 

5 — Making and using false vonchers, knowing the same to contain false 
and fraudulent statements aud entries, for the purpose of obtaining the approval 
of false claims, in violation of the same act. 

“Third. Knowingly and willfally sprrepceting to his own use money belonging 
to the United States, im violation of same act. 

“ Fourth. Conduct to the prejudice of good order and discipline. 

„On the 28th of January, 1870, after a fall investigation by the court-martial 
convened for that purpose, the said Thomas was declared piy upon all the 
charges, and sentenced to forfeit to the United States all pay then due or that may 
become due, to pay a fine of $3,299.01, and to be confined at bard labor for the pe- 
riod of five years; which p ings were approved id Bien Ames, and the 
said Thomas was incarcerated in the penitentiary at Jackson, Mississippi. 

“Tn consequence of this embezzlement, there was found to be due, upon settle- 
ment of petitioner's accounts by the proper officers of the Government, a defi 
of $3,141.39, which amount was made a charge against him. Thereupon the a 
tioner was suspended from duty and pay until he should pay over and reimburse 
to the Government the amount of said deficit, a refusal to comply with the same 
rendering him liable to be court-martialed and dismissed the service as a defaulter. 
Accordingly, the petitioner did pay over to the United States the said sum of 
$3,141.39, the amount of the moneys so embezzled by the said Thomas. 

“After the said payment and liquidation by said petitioner of the amount so 
ch against him, he filed, on the 29th of October, 1873, his petition for relief in 
the Court of Claims, under the act of May 9, 1866, by w said court is invested 
with jurisdiction to grant relief in cases of this ter; and whenever said 
court shall have ascertained the facts of any such loss to have been without fault 
or neglect on the of the officer suffering a loss of the public funds, it is pro- 
vided by said act that a decree shall be made, setting forth the amount thereof, upon 
which the — — accounting officers of the shall allow to such officer the 
amount so decreed as a credit in the settlement of accounts, 

“ On demurrer to the said petition, the Court of Claims held ‘that petitioner could 
net recever, for the reason that his liability for the defalcation had been 
by the payment of the money. The held that an officer entitled to the 
contemplated by the act must not only have been, but must still be, held 


ible 
tothe Governmeut for that which is lost. Ifthe 2 has been di 


he is ne longer entitled te relief. His account has by bis own act been settled an: 
closed, and is, therefore, ne unsettled account upon which a credit decreed by 
this court could be allowed.’ 

“Therefore the petitioner was denied the relief he ht because he had, under 
the orders of his superiors, Leotard per over the deficit charged him. 
The recerd shows that the petitioner no time to t his case to the Court of 
Claims previously to the payment of the deficit. Al tioner made applica- 
tion for delay for the purpose of endeavoring to obtain relief, the record shows such 


delay was peremptorily refused, and by Special Order No. 139 of the War 

ment, dated 2 4, 1870, which was issued immediately upon settlement of his 
account by the md Auditor of the Treasury, the petitioner was ordered to re- 
pair without delay for duty in the ent of Texas. lt also Be eer in the 
record that, bf Ras of the Adjutant-General of date August 16, 1870, petitioner's 
. y was denied, and the order to proceed at once to Texas was reiter- 


that officer, in ey OT unless 
tioner frem his legal 


ê deficit, 
But, ee ee. the effect of the Pay- 
ee ea ponies har Chega pang oner and therefore to force him to seek 


con 

tion of his permitted, there can 

have been relieved by the Court of Claims under the broad and equitable provis- 
2005 OEA oad eg rs fot 1866, had he not, in obedience to iously paid 
the amount of the ci so charged against him. 

The Hon. E. B. French, Second Auditor of the Treasury, and the officer charged 
with the settlement of paymasters’ accounts, certifies ‘that, with the exception of 
the reconstruction accounts, wherein frand was alleged to have been committed 
by a clerk, the petitioner's accounts have been rendered in an acceptable and sat- 
8 manner, his payments appear to have been made with care and 
a A 
bs Thus far the case presents 
consideration is whether the 
such reasonable prudence as 
War, being addressed on this 


unquestionable merit, and the remaining point for 

risoner had ex proper care and caution and 

a reauirea of a disbursing officer. The Secretary of 
ect, submits the following report: 


H War DEPARTMENT, 
“ t Washington City, January 22, 1877. 
„Sin: Returning your letter of the 19th instant, requesting information in the 
matter of defalcation of Major P. P. G. Hall, paymaster United States Army, 
through his clerk, James Thomas, I have the honor to invite your attention to the 


X77 


2 of the . dated the 20th instant, (indorsed on your letter,) 
accom 
as Very d Pe aeia your obedient servant, 


Hon. GEORGE E. SPENCER, 
N Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate. 


“i UNITED States SENATE CHAMBER, 
“t Washington, January 19, 1877. 

“Sir: Referring to the petition of Major P. P. G. Mall, Er aster United 
States Ammy, ea to be reimbursed on account of certain defalcations occur- 
ring through the — aclerk named James Thomas, while said petitioner 
was charged with the du of paring voneuera under the reconstruction act, 
which petition is now pending before the Senate Committee on Military A fairs, 
I have the honor to request such information as may be within the province of the 
War Department to touching the question whether Major 
under the attendant „such care and due diligence asa disbursing 
officer as would be reasonably and justly required by the precedents pat rection 
of the Department. pee poe ttee desire to determine this case on Tuesday 
next, please direct an y reply. 

** Very repectfully, 


J. D. CAMERON, 
“t Secretary áf War. 


Of Senats Committee on Milit 1 spor A Oke 
2 mittee on Milita: ‘airs, i irman. 
Hon. J. D. CAMERON, 

“* Secretary 


of War. 
Indorsement.] 
‘t Respectfully referred to the Pa ter-General for report. 
“By order of the Secretary of War. 
H. T. CROSBY, 
Chief Olerk. 
“JANUARY 19, 1877. 
Second indorsement.] 
“* Respectfully returned to the honorable Secre! of War. 
As these transactions occurred several years before I arrived here, I have to 
make a statement ved from a var 0 mostly from the o 


assistant 3 at a 3 The Toes were paii by —— * that 8 

pository, as eto “bearer.” It was customary m (after 

approval bf each a 3s by Brigadier-Geueral Ord, commanding” the fourth mili- 

tary district) by checks to the order of the claimant. Thus the 

the check was and the word order-substituted. It appears that Thomas 

would write the word order on the check by a black lead pencil when 3 
near. sig facilitated the 


8 
3 
E 
2 

aE 
F 


the paa marks, and 
thas, as the check would become payable to bearer he was able to 3 
the money to his own use. As no complaint of non-payment ever reached this 
office, Thomas must have first passed to Major Hall a correct voucher, daly conn- 
tersigned General Ord, and obtained a correct check to the order of the claim- 
ant, which was sent to him. Afterward he would alter and raise the amount of 
the voucher, and present anew check for the increased amount, as he performed 
the rt Boag preparing the voucher and the check necessary to pay it. 


W. vouchers were critically examined in this office, these alterations 
became apparent and were disallowed. 
A careful overhauling in this effice, and afterward in the office of the Second 


Auditor, led to a disallowance in this manner amounting to $3,141,39. This amount 
was made good by Major Hall, being deposited with the United States depositary 


at Antonio, Texas. 

***T do not doubt that Hall, as stated in his report on the subject, of the 
19th instant, addressed to office, was in the habit of com carefully the 
total amount of the voucher with the amount of the check before signing the lat- 
ter—his near. tedness, as in case of the check, rendering less obvious to him than 
to most disbursing officers the changes and alterations of the vouchers. He se 
vere work imposed upon him at Vicksburgh, being required to make these recon- 
struction disbursements in addition to his ordi daty of paying the troops. Hia 
disbursements on the latter account, daring the five 5 tember, 1863, 
to January, 1869, were $185,623.97; en account of reconstruction, $79,445 60. 

x The 5 (true amount) were often small, varying from $10 up to $62, and 
afew over . 

The general reputation of Major Hall for industry, fidelity, and accuracy of 
his accounts has been very good; and he appears to have made these disbursements 
at a time when extraordinary labor was imposed zpos him. 

“*Tinclose herewith Major Hall’s letter of 19th instant, and copy of General 
Order No. 4, of February 5, 1870, from headquarters, military district, by which it 
will be seen that James Thomas was tried by a general court-martial, found ty, 
— . Tier to five years’ imprisonment for the offense, and to pay a fine of 


$3,299.01. 
“*Talso ae a 3 of ae 25 F. eee ee eee — said court- 
whose duty it was y investiga © case, and who expresses 
wpa favorable to the asiain id of Major Hall. 
“*BENJ. ALVORD, 
“* Paymaster-General, United States Army. 
“ t PayMAsTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
“+ January 20, 1877. 
Wasn rox, D. C., January 17, 187. 
Sm: I am a petitioner to Congress for reimbursement in the matter of the em- 
bezzlement of Thomas, my clerk. As you prosecuted this case on behalf of the 
United States Government, and are conversant with 7 vou be so kind as to 
favor me with your views, based on your knowledge of the case, g man- 
ner in which my business was transacted, and if there was the necessary care and 
Ver — bedient t, 
na , your o servan 
CEREN Faymann ba AEE 
Pa , Uni t TMY. 
„Col. THOMAS F. BARR, 


“s Judge-Advocate, United States Army. 


“+ Indorsement.] 
n WASHINGTON, January 17, 1877. 


ee 
ag} peor returned 3 the Secretary of War. 

In the spring of 1269 I was ordered by the Secretary of 3 to Jack - 
son, Mississippi, in response to a telegram received from General Ames, asking for 
a judge-advocate to prosecute a case of embezzlement. 

Upon arriving at Jackson, I found thata Mr. Thomas, clerk to jor E. P. G. 
Hall. was in the guard- house in 3 chai with embezzlement 
of pu funds, and that a writ of habeas corpus issued the United States 
district court (Judge Hill) for hia release. . 

made an investigation of the case, and satisfied myself of me man’s guilt, 
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and then made a return to the writ, and argued the y, the peti- 
tioner vao remanded to grees d custody. He was subsequently tried by mili- 
‘or embezzlement of publi 


case successfully, the 


tary court o funds and sent to the penitentiary for a term 


of years. 

xi I could not at the time conceive that Major Hall would be held responsible 
for the money embezzled by Thomas. With the arduous duties imposed on him 
in the administration of the reconstruction laws, in addition to his regular official 

the administration of his office appeared to me commendable in every way. 

That he should have been held pecuniarily responsible for the criminal act cf 
a subordinate has ever appeared to me a great injustice. 

THOMAS F. BARR, 
Judge · Adrocate, United States Army.“ 


. 
From these reports it a) that the petitioner exercised such reasonable pru- 
dence and diligence as could be fairly at oat under the circumstances, and that 
the go prea of Thomas was not owing to any want of care or diligence on the 


part of the petitioner. 
“Your committee also believe that where public funds have been lost by disbars- 


ing officers by robbery, accident, or the default of subordinates, withont any fault 
or want of care on their part, it has been customary not to bold such officers liable 
for the sums thus lost, or, in cases where the money has been paid into the Treas- 
ury, as in the case of this memorialist, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to refund the same. ¢ that this case comes within the principle established 
by the precedents referred to, your committee report herewith an act for the relief 
of the memorialist.” 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to have some explanation from 
the Senator who reported this bill. The clerk alluded to here, as I 
understand, raised a Government voucher; in other words, he forged 
a voucher which this pasmes: recognized and paid. Now I wish to 
know whether this clerk was the appointee of this paymaster, his 
own selected agent. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. He was. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The paymasters’ clerks always are. 

Mr, JONES, of Florida. There is a class of cases where subordi- 
nates are put under disbursing officers, and when defalcations occur 
it is inequitable to hold the principal liable because higher authorit; 
here puts the subordinates under him. I know cases of deputy col- 
lectors and clerks of customs who are put into position without the 
collectors having anything to say abont it, and in such cases I think 
it is very hard to hold the principal officer liable for a defaleation 
committed by asubordinate. But, as] understand, this clerk was the 
selected agent of the paymaster, and he committed the forgery which 
was afterward recognized by the paymaster himself, for which he 
seeks remuneration from the Government, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the act of 1866 read, which, 
it is said, the Court of Claims was not able to execute, on account of 
the money having been paid into the Treasury by this officer. If the 
Senator in charge of the bill will have the act of 1866 read, I shall 
be obliged to him. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I will state that this report is one which was 
adopted by the Military Committee at the last Congress, and was sim- 
ply readopted as a portion of ihe present report. I believe it was 
once acted on by the Senate, I think this bill once passed the Sen- 
ate, but was not reached in the other House. It was acted upon 
favorably by the Military Committeo again at this session. 

The Chief Clerk read the act referred to from the Revised Stat- 
utes, as follows: 

Sec, 1062. Whenever the Court of Claims ascertains the facts of any loss by any 

master, quartermaster, commissary of subsistence, or other disbursing officer, 
In the conse hereinbefore provided, to have been withont fault or negligence on 
the part of such officer, it shall make a decree setting forth the amount 
and u such decree the p accounting officers of tho Treasury shall allow 
to such officer the amount so decreed, as a credit in the settlement of accounts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shonld doubt whether this case would come 
within that act at all. I should hardly think that the provision was 
intended to let off a paymaster from the default of his own clerk 
usually his own son, or somebody that he has employed, but I should 
think that it related to quite a different state of thin That I 
should say referred to some loss of money, as where a military chest 
being carried along was lost off a train; but when it comes to the 
mere fact that he is short in his accounts himself or that his own clerk 
has not taken proper care, or any care, or all care in respect to the 
vouchers that he has got, I should doubt very much whether that 
would apply. 

Iam a little afraid we are making a precedent, if we pass this bill, 
to set a premium upon the employment of paymasters’ clerks by de- 
claring that every paymaster whose clerk turns out to be a defaulter 
and you cannot say that the pa: ter has been guilty of gross 25 5 
ligence— because that is what it comes to—shall be relieved. e 
excuse for this officer that is stated is true, I have no doubt, that he 
is near-sighted. It would 3 do to say that every near-sighted 
officer of the United States not be obliged to take the same 
means to examine vouchers that are changed by a lead-pencil so that 
they can be put into a condition that will suit the defranding clerk 
afterward, which anybody else would be bound to take. That would 
be a pretty dangerous principle to adopt. 

The VICE-PRESID . The morning hour has expired. The 
Chair will take the oceasion to present a message from the President 
of the United States just now received. 


EAST FLORIDA CLAIMS, 
The message was read, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I deem it oe to invite the attention of Con to the subject of the un- 
settled claims of Spanish inhabitants of East during the years of 1812 and 
1813, generally known as the East Florida claims," the settlement of which is 


led for by a stipulation found in article 9 of the treaty of February, 1819, 
tween the United States and Spain. 

The Pee of the treaty in question, which relates to the subject, is the follow- 
ing: “The United States will cause satisfaction to be made for the injuries, if any, 
which by process of law shall be established to have been suffered by the Spanish 
officers and individual Spanish inhabitants by the late operations of ihe American 


Army in Florida.“ 
Tho act of Congress of the 3d of March, 1 (Statutes at Large, vol. 3, p. 768,) to 


carry into effect the ninth article of the treaty in question, provided for the ex- 
amination and judicial ascertainment of the he by the judges of the superior 
courts established at Saint Augustine and Pensacola, and also made provision for 
the payment by the Secretary of the Treasury of such claims as might be reported 
to by the said judges, upon his being satisfied that such claims wero just and 
equitable, and a subsequent act, approved the 26th of June, 1234, (Statutes at Large, 
vol. 6, p. 569,) gave further directions for tho payment, and also provided for tho 
hearing and determination by the judge of the superior court of Saint Augustine, 
of such claims as had not then been already heard and determined. Under these 
acts of Congress I understand that all claims presented to the jadges in Florida 
were passed upon and tho resalt of the poeding thus had reported tə the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. It also appears that in the computation of damages the 
judges adopted a rule of 5 per cent. per annum on the ascertained actual loss 
from the date of that loss to the time of the rendition of their finding, and that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, in 1236, when the first reports were presented to 
him, not deeming this portion of the claims covered by the 5 per cent. rule jast 
and equitable, within the meaning of the treaty and the acts of Congress, refused 
to pay i but did continue to pay the ascertained amounts of actual loss. The 
demand for payment of this rejected item has been pressed at various times and in 
various ways, up to the present time, but Mr. Woodbury's successors in the Treas- 
ury Department have not felt at liberty to review that ruling. Under these cir- 
cumstances Ihave thought it proper to lay the subject before Congress for its 
consideration and such action as may be deemed necessary. The history of the 
proceedings 1 in regard to the matter is of record in the Treasury Do- 
partment and will be furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury should Congress 


desire it. 
R. B. HAYES. 
WASHINGTON, March 1. 1880. 
The message was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3452) to amend section 3020 of the Revised 
Statutes was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

THE GENEVA AWARD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is the bill (S. 
No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late major-general of 
the United States Volunteers aud colonel of the Army, . the 
consideration of which the Chair izes the Senator from Massa- 
chusettss, [Mr. Hoar,] 3 to notice given by him and the uu- 
derstanding had on Friday last. 

Mr. LPH. My understanding is, according to the agree- 
ment had on Friday last, that the Senator from Massachusetts will oc- 
cupy the next thirty or forty minutes, or such time as he may desire, 
to make remarks concerning the Geneva-award bill, and I yield to 
him for that purpose, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving and 
continuing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for 
the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award, 
will be considered as before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, we have in the Treasury some ten mill- 
ions of dollars received from Great Britain in payment of the award 
made at Geneva. There are several schemes before the Senate for 
its disposition. One class of persons claim that it is theirs. They 
say that it was held to be due to them from Great Britain by a court 
to whom the United States submitted the question ; that it was asked 
for by the United States in their behalf, paid over by Great Britain 
for them, and received for them by the United States as the result of 
such judgment and payment. They say that it was not only their 
due originally from Great Britain, not only held by the court to bo 
their due, not only paid over by Great Britain as their due, but the 
Government of the United States so conducted itself when it claimed 
and accepted it as to be bound in honor and conscience not to deny 
their title or eens any obstacle to their possession ; least of all, not 
to claim for itself any right or discretion in the matter. On the other 
hand, it is claimed that the money was received by the United States 
as an indemnification for an injury which auother nation had inflicted 
upon its interest and dignity, and that it has the right to retain it 
for itself or distribute it as an act of ce and bounty among such 
of its citizens as in its high discretion it shall deem proper objects of 
special consideration by reason of their special suffering from the 
national injury of which this fand was to some extent the compensa- 
tion. 

I wish, very briefly, to state my views on these three questions, 
Was the money in fact received and held in trust for the insurance 
companies? Did the transactions at Geneva estop the United States 
from denying such a trust? Upon whom, if we may exercise a sound 
and sovereign discretion, onght the money to be bestowed ? 

I approached the consideration of this question with a strong lean- 
ing in favor of the insurance companies. Their argument is a very 
simple one. On well-known 3 of law, an ünderwriter who 
has paid for property destroyed by the canse against which he insures 
is entitled to be substituted to all other rights or remedies which the 
owner may have to reimbursement for his loss. He owns what ma; 
be saved from the property. He succeeds to every rightful deman 
against wrong-doers, whether individnals or nations. These under- 
writers insured against capture. The vessels were captured. The 
money in the hands of the United States is the result of the prosecu- 
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tion of a rightful claim by an appropriate remedy against a wrong- 
doer who caused the loss, The underwriter, therefore, has the same 
right to it that the owner would in case he had not been insured. 

this argument be sound in all its parts the claim of the insurance 
companies is established. 

I feel bound to say further, Mr. President, that the inclination in 
their favor has been strengthened in my mind by much that has 
been said by their’antagonists. If there is anything which would 
induce a man with legal or judicial instincts to set his teeth, it is the 
character of some of the arguments with which these claimauts have 
been assailed for the past seven 29 57 It is said that they are rich; 
that they have made money by the misfortunes of their countrymen ; 
that they are trying to get “up to their armpits” in the national 
Treasury; that they have employed able and famous counsel. 

These companies seek no gratuity. I have never heard that one of 
them asks this money as a bounty. They claim it as aright. I it is 
theirs, it is theirs; if rot, they disappear from the list of claimants, 
They defend their right to it by a eo ere open, straightforward ar- 

ment, an argument powerful enoagh to convince the understand- 
ing, the unbiased understanding, of some of the first lawyers of the 
Senate. Certainly their occupation is an honorableone. That nation 
must have a low rank among civilized states which should arcana 
the bnsiness of marine insurance in time of war. They are to 
dealt with as any good citizen would be dealt with who should claim 
title to a piece of land in the possession of the United States. The 
facts they allege are to be Sagara’ iuto. The questions of law which 
arise on these facts are to be discussed and decided. A function more 
purely judicial in its natare never devolves on the Congress than that 
which the insurance companies invoke. If they are right there is no 
room in the case for discretion. s 

On the other hand, wo ought equally to ropa the suggestion from 
the underwriters that the United States will be dishonored by any 
decision to which Congress on full consideration may come. The 
United States are just. Congressis just. The Senate is just. If we 
refuse to give effect to this alleged trust, it will be because in our 
judgment no trust is established by the case. It would be as proper 
for a complainant, seeking to enforce a trust in a court of equity, to 
urge that the court would dishonor itself if it decide against him as 
to say that we cannot come to a particular result in dealing with this 
difficult and complicated case without “ Sone eee to onr self- 
respect and forfeiting our good name among the nations,” and that 
no man having a just peroephon of right would hesitate in condemn- 
ing so fl nt a breach of good faith and common honesty,” 

The claim by the United States against Great Britain was a claim 
for damages which resulted from the omission by Great Britain of a 

public duty of government imposed on her by international law. 
ations at war cannot enter the territory of nations who are neutral 
to protect themselves inst the hostile acts of their adversaries 
committed on the neutral territory. It follows that the neutral itself 
is bound to such protection so far as reasonable precaution can effect 
it. Neutral nations have therefore no right to permit their territo- 
ries to be used as a base of warlike operations; they have no right 
to permit ships of war to be fitted out in their ports; they have no 
right to permit armies to be reeruited in their territory for hostilo 
operations by land. If they had, it would follow that the belligerent 
must protect himself against such acts, and must have the right in 
so doing to convert the nentral’s dominious into the theater of war if 
necessary. But what the neutral is bound to is not absolute pre- 
vention, but due diligence. 

Tho liability, therefore, of Great Britain, which was the eauso of 
action at Geneva, was an omission of a public duty, a duty of Govern- 
ment. No act injurious to ay public or private person was imputed 
to her. She only failed to act. 

In the next place, what was it that occurred which would not 
have occurred but for such failure? The destruction of certain ves- 
sels by an act of war. 

Now, sir, nothing is better settled than that for neither of these two 
things, for the neglect of a public duty or for the act of war which 
that neglect made possible, would any private citizen have, either by 
municipal or international law, any right or remedy whatever against 
anybody. He could have none under such circumstances against his 
own Government, none against a foreign government, none against a 
fellow-citizen, none against a foreigner. The omission of public 
duties—I do not speak of exceptional cases created by express stat- 
ute—furnishes no ground of individual claim. If this neglect had 
been that of our own officers, if the Alabama had esca; rom New 
York or from a ship-yard on the Delaware, no citizen could have main- 
tained a claim against a negligent district attorney or marshal, or 
been heard to demand redress of the Government. Stitt less was it 
ever heard that such demand could be urged against another State. 

Still further: the act by which these vessels were destroyed was an 
act of lawful war, out of which no claim can arise for a private in- 
jury. When a soldier or pper in the service of a State p p 
any country is at war injures any person or property by acts 
war, no civil or criminal responsibility attaches to him. This is 

true of a rebellion when the rebellious combination is treated 
as a belli t and is encountered in war. The Government of the 
United States made war upon the confederates, and in a thousand 
ways recognized the fact that the rebels were making war upon them. 
From the condition of belligerency results the legality of every act 


of public hostile force, as between the citizen and the person com- 
mitting it. The liability of the latter is for treason. en the re- 
bellion is put down those who gave aid and comfort to it may be 
punished for the treason if the Government see fit. But their acts 
of war, as between them and private citizens, were as lawful as the 
due and orderly levy of an execution by a sheriff. 

If, therefore, Great Britain had had a court into which she per- 
mitted all persons, whether aliens or citizens, to come as suitors to 

rosecute demands against her, and these ship-owners had asked in- 
aan for these losses there, she would have given them two per- 
fect and conclusive answers: Lou have no claim, because no claim 
by any law, international or municipal, can arise to an individnal 

ainst any nation orany citizen for a mere omission of a pubie duty. 
You have no claim, use your loss was by an act of lawful war, 
which, as between you and the person who inflicted it, was rightful.” 

Let us take these considerations with us in examining the proposi- 
tions on which the claim of the underwriters rests. Most of them, as 
stated by the learned and able Senator from Illinois, have my full 
assent. But ho has failed to make the important distinctions which 
I think ought to be made, and which, when made, render the prin- 
ciples he so clearly and eorrectly states inapplicable. i 

The Senator from Illinois states in various forms, sometimes in his 
own language, sometimesin language borrowed from eminent jurists, 
that the payment of the loss transfers to the underwriters all claim 
for indemnity, whether the remedy for that claim be by process in 
law or equity, by application to the justice of the nation of which 
the loser is a citizen, or by compelling amends from foreign nations. 
He cites and adopts the language of Mr. Justice Field, in Erwin vs. 
Tho United States, 7 Otto, 392: 

Demands against the Governmeut, if based upon considerations which would be 
Zod pose Span choke valbttty, ton UAE feongaiiten and DYD CAI seventies 
anc 1 de. 
the passe on ge favor of ina aa <i een, 

This sentence states the doctrine and states the limitation: “ De- 
mands against the Government, if based upon considerations which would 
be valid between individuals.” 

Every case cited by the Senator from Illinois is a case of direct tres- 
pass for which a private person would be held liable in a like case 
on the ordinary doctrine of respondent superior. 

Randall rs. Cochran, 1 Ves., 98, was for an indemnity secured by 
reprisals against the Spaniards ‘or unjust captures, 

Comegys vs. Vasse, 1 Peters, 193, was the case of indemnity secured 
by treaty for like copin res. 

Erwin vs. United States, 7 Otto, 392, held that a claim against the 
Government for the proceeds in the Treasury of the United States of 
cotton captured and sold passed to an assignee in bankruptcy. 

Phelps rs. McDonald, 9 Otto, 298, was to a like effect. That was a 
claim by a British subject resident hore for damage for the unlawful 
burning of his cotton by our troops. 

The Senator from Illinois concludes his citation of authorities by 
very accurately stating the doctrine: 

It thus a rs to be settled by the highest judicial authority in this ere 7. 
that the claim of a party for goods taken by this or a foreign government, though it 
can only be made available by legislative enactment or negotiation in his behalf, 
is a right and interest attached to and growing out of the goods. 

The claim presented by the United States at Geneva is commonly 
and quite conveniently spoken of as a claim for the acts of certain 
confederate cruisers. But this is not an accurate statement. The 
claim is for the omission on the part of the British government to 
take certain precautions which were required of them as neutrals by 
international obligation. That this is a practical and not a fancifal 
distinction is seen when we reflect that the British liability to us had 
already arisen before the capture of a single vessel. When a rebel 
cruiser left a British port, Heving been fitted out in violation of the 
obligation of public law, Great Britain having failed to exercise due 
preventive diligence, her international liability was complete. The 
extent of the jary done to our commerce by such cruiser concerns 
only the measure of damages. 

At this moment— 


Said Mr. Adams in his famous note to Earl Russell, of September 5 
1863— 

he: of the iron-clad ls is on the point of departure from the kingdom on 
its hostile errand against the United States, I am honored with the reply of your 
lordship to my notes of the 11th, 16th, and 25th of July, and of the 14th of Au 


I trust I not express how profound is my regret at the conclusion to w 
Her Majesty's ernment heve artivel It woul be superfluous in me to point 
out to your p that this is war. 


Let me repeat. The claim against Great Britain grew out of no act 
upon her part whatever. Her government omitted to take the pape 
precaution to prevent the fitting out and arming in her ports of ships 
which were employed by the confederacy for hostile purposes. 
was a continuing neglect, and in the absence of such precautions the 
cruisers issued from ports and destroyed the vessels these com- 
panies had insured, Now, is it not clear that for such an omission of a 
publie duty no claim would ever have arisen as between individuals? 

Suppose the loss had been of goods of an American in a warehouse 
in Liv x against fire. If an officer of the British govern- 
ment by its orders set fire to the goods, pian PETTY whether 


enforced by the owner by suit or recovered on application to the Brit- 
ish government with or without the intervention of our arms, would 
belong to the underwriter who had paid the loss. Suppose a like 
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destruction of goods so insured by fire set in the Saint Albans raid. In 
one case the British government does the act and is directly respon- 


sible. In the other, the act is done by belligerents and the British 
vernment, owing no duty to foreign citizens, is under direct obliga- 
ion only to our Government; and is no more responsible to an indi- 
vidual than it would be to a man robbed in the streets of London if 
it had failed to furnish adequate police force. In the one case the 
sovereign is injured by the wrong done to his subject; in the other 
the subject is shag by the omission of the duty to the sovereign. 

Any person who will read the case of the United States, the argu- 
ment of her counsel, and the opinions of the arbitrators, it seems to 
me, will be satisfied that it was the obligation to the United States 
alone that was enforced. The claim is putin all these discussions 
on both sides as a claim for failure by Great Britain in “due dili- 
gence.” Mr. Adams cites lexicographers to show thatthe word “due” 
means “that whichis owed,” “due from one to another” “owed to 
some other party“ „which that party may claim as its right.” Opin- 
ion, pages 142, 143. “ When a neutral gcvernment is bound,” he says, 
“to use due diligence in regard to in things, it incurs an obliga- 
tion to some external party.” He proceeds further to speak of it as 
“the diligence due by her as a neutral to the United States as a bel- 
ligerent.” (Page 145.) 

The original argument of the United States presents the claim as 
follows: 

The United States maintain, as matter of fact, that the British government was 
guilty of want of due diligence in permitting, or not preventing the equipment, 
construction, &c., of confederate men-of-war in the ports of Great Britain ; that 
such acts of commission or omission on the part of the British ment consti- 
tuted violation of the international obligation of Great Britain toward the United 
States, and that thusand therefore Great Britain became responsible to the United 
States for injuries done to them. (Page 17.) 

Again, Mr. Evarts, in his colloquy with Lord Chief-Justice Cock- 
burn, page 450, distinctly repudiates the suggestion that the Ameri- 
can claim is based on or confined to the acts of any cruiser as the 
foundation of the demand: 

Wo are not calling into ja t the authorities of this or that 
calling into judgment the British nation. It is a question of due 
of the nation in all its conduct in providing, or not providing, for the situation, 
and in preparing, or not preparing, its officials to act upon ble knowledge. 

Later in his argument, P e 454, Mr. Evarts deals with the British 
claim that the fitting out of a cruiser which goes out unarmed, al- 
though an offense against municipal law, is not a violation of neu- 
trality. He says: — 

„There is no act that the law of nations prohibits within the neutral territory 
that is not a hostile act. The law of nations probibits it, the law of nations 
it, the law of nations exacts indemnity for it only because it is a hos- 


act. i 
Indeed, Mr. Evarts begins his discussion of the question of due dil- 
igence, page 443, by stating the position of Great Britain in substance 
to be— - 


lace. Weare 
gence or not 


That this was a Sin not of international duty, not of international obliga- 
tion, and not to be judged of in tlre court of nations as a duty due by one nation, 
Great Britain, to another nation, the United States. 


And by affirming that that question is expressly concluded by the 


three rules of the treaty: 

1 uestion is, whether the nation is supplied with adequate legis- 
lation, if that is h tho only means for the ex 8 of — . — on 
If it is not so supplied, that is a fault as between the two nations; if it is so sup- 
puen and the powers are not Ap tyr § exercised, that is equally a fault as between 

two nations. The course of the American argument is to 
the one or the other of the horns of this dilemma, the actual conduct of 
Government must be impaled. 

Undoubtedly, direct relations may arise between American citizens 
and foreign nations. We may hola their bonds. We may contract 
with them. Like other bodies corporate engaged in various business 
concerns, they may, through their servants, commit torts or canse 
injuries by Bape negligence, In such cases direct obligations may 
doubtless be created for which direct remedies may, at the discretion 
of the iia dp state, be afforded. Such obligations may in many cases 
be assigned, and may in appropriate cases me legally or equita- 
bly vested in an insurer. The government of the nation to which the 
citizen belongs has no concern with such a case, unless a refusal to 
do justice justifies its interposition according to the law of nations, 
as the guardian of its subjects. Such.claims do not arise under the 
law of nations, bat arise under contracts or under municipal law, or 
from those general principles of ee and right which underlie all 
the transactions of mankind with each other. But these claims grow 
out of. international law, a code which regulates the duties of nations 
to each other, under which no individual has either ri hts, duties, or 
responsibilities. They are claims not wing out of contract, not 
f property 9 or injured by a foreign nation or its servants, 
not for injuries traceable to any single act, but for the failure to per- 
form an international duty extending over an indefinite period of 
time, the duty of exercising due n to prevent certain illegal 
and hostile acts by a belligerent on the territory of the neutral. 
The distinction which I have stated is recognized in our legislation. 
Revised Statutes, section 5335, re-enacting the statute of 30th Jan- 
uary, 1799, provides: 


Every 
the same, or in- foreign country, without the permissi 
the Government, directly or rat Rafer 

or 


e British 


ow that, either on | j 


troversies with the United States, or to defeat the measures of the Government of 
the United States; and every persen, being a citizen of, or resident within, the United 
States, and not 8 „ Who counsels, advises, or assists in any such corre- 
spondence, with such intent, shall be punished by a fine of not more than $5,000, 
and by imprisonment during a term not less than six i nor more than 

ears; but nothing in this section shall be construed to abridge the right of a cit- 
— to apply, himself or his t, to sny Sawa government or the agents thereof 
for redress of any injury which he may 


ve sustained from such government, or 
any of its agents or subjects. 2 

Now, suppose we were at war with France and a fleet of transports 
were to land a French army at Quebec, which should be there organ- 
ized and equipped, and should thence march across Canada and in- 
vade New York, England taking no steps to interfere, would every 
citizen whose farm should be ravaged have his separate claim, and 
be entitled to make his separate terms with Great Britain? Could 
he, without incurring the penalties of the statute, undertake to thwart 
or interfere with the policy of his Government in obtaining redress? 
Would indemnity to such citizen by Great Britain deprive the United 
States of her just and lawful cause of war, to be taken advantage of 
at her discretion ? 

I fully concede that an individual whose property is destroyed by 
the lawless act of a foreign government, or its agents, may have in 
many cases a claim for compensation. His remedy for that claim may 
be imperfect. He may obtain compensation by individual applica- 
tion to the justice of the foreign state as in many instances of foreign 
citizens whose property was taken or destroyed by our armies in the 
late war; he may obtain compensation through negotiations con- 
ducted by his own government; he may obtain redress through re- 
prisal. In all these cases, an underwriter who has paid the loss is 
substituted to his right. The same principle applies to the case of 
the citizen whose property is destroyed by the lawless act of his own 
government, or its officers. But in no case is there a remedy to a 
citizen against foreign governments, 3 his own government, or 
against public officers, for a mere neglect of a duty of government. 
In no case does a capture or destruction by act of war create a claim 
on the part of the owner for compensation. 

The 5 companies then cannot be subrogated to the claims 
8 owners, for the simple reason that no private owner ever 
had a claim against anybody to which they can be subrogated. The 
ship-owners suffered by war. Through Great Britain’s neglect the 
war was carried on in a mode and place which otherwise might have 
been beyond the power of the belligerent. But the war and the 
negligence were alike offenses against the United States, and against 
them alone, 

Did anything happen at Geneva which bound the United States in 
equity or in honor to hold this fund as trustee for one party or ex- 
cused them from listening to the prayer of any other party? It is 
said that the United States acted as attorney or trustee for several 
classes of claimants and recovered awarded by the court 
for one class, while the same decree rejected the claim for the other - 
classes, and that the latter are estopped and concluded by the adju- 
dication from further demand. The Senator from Illinois puts it in 

way: 

We did insist upon the justice and validity of the insurance claims; and, having 
received the money awarded in satisfaction of them, how can we, without doing 
violence to our self-respect and forfeiting our name among the nations, refuse 
we claimed and received it? Can 


tions is bound mecha weg gt to adbere to those rules of fair dealing which should 
control the transactions of inen. 


peculiar hazards to which American com- 

merce was exposed. It been urged that the fand should be distributed to the 
parties who be Aoa of these ways incurred loss or sustained damage. The ob- 
vious answer is that their right to the indemnity was submitted to the tribuaal of 
our own selection, and its decision adverse to them is final and conclusive. 3 

This position as one to be taken by the United States seems abso- 
lutely ludicrous when we recall the history of the proceedings at 
Geneva. It is well known that the concluding chapter of the original 
case of the United States, setting forth the so-called indirect claims, 
threw all England into a frenzy. Her press, with great unanimity, 
threatened not to proceed under the treaty if these claims were pay- 
able. When the tribunal assembled at Geneva, on the 15th of June, 
Great Britain asked an adjournment for several months. Mr. Davis, 
the American agent, reports that Lord Tenterden, the British agent, 
had 3 met him “ina spirit of unreserve,” and left on his 
mind the conviction that the judicial solution of the diffieuliy which 
the tribunal afterward adopted would be accepted by the British 
government. 

I had already— 

Mr. Dayis continues— 
discussed with Gen: ee — these diff b 
the action of the tribanal. the 4 39 steps work taka 
for removing the difficulty h the action of that 7 In the EEEE 
which followed we acted as a unit on our side. a en ey resulted in a solu- 
En by the tribunal which proved to be acceptable to both govern ts. ‘The arbi- 

ELin Gn FIANE of intsrisetionat tos SORAS to ak OARS, geod ad On: 
cient foundation for an award of compensation or a computation of damages between 
ns, 


The agent thereupon, by direction óf eur Government, announced 


to the tribunal that— 


The above-mentioned claims will not be further itsišted upon, and may be ex- 
cluded from consideration in the award. 


— 
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The Secretary of State, in giving this instruction, observed: 
This is the attainment of an end which our Government had in view in the 
ting forth of those claims. Wehad no ponire Ses Dey reward, but 
<a by the tribunal as to the liability of a neutral for claims of this char- 
acter. 

It is now sought to set sp the judgment so obtained as a conclusive 
answer to the prayers of the claimants so excluded when addressed 
to their government. 

An agent, a trustee, desiring to diminish the award to his cestui que 
trust on account of the advantage to be gained to himself in future 
in some other matter! Why, that is at once a failure of duty which 
destroys all value in the judgment. It becomes for every purpose 
of ng the rights of the beneficiary a judgment into which fraud 
has entered. Just test the proposition of the Senator from Illinois 
in the ent shed upon the transaction by this one sentence. The 
agent, the advocate, the trustee, declares: ‘ I did not mean or desire 
in presenting this demand to the court that it should prevail. I had 
an advantage of my own to gain by its rejection. I had a private 
understanding with the tribunal that it should be rejected.” Now 
he proposes that the agent, or to use his own phrase, “ the represent- 
ative and trustee,” should turn upon his client and cestui que trust, 
hold up the decree as a shield, and inform him thatas between them his 
claim is barred by the judgment so obtained. I wonder how long an 
advocate serving his clients by such methods would retain his office 
in any court over which the Senator should be called to preside? 

The United States were placed in no such degrading attitude. On 
the contrary, from the beginning to the end our Government did 
everything in its power that there should be no doubt in any mind 
of its absolute right to dispose of the fand which might be recoy- 
ered according to its own sense of justice. 

Mr. Cushing congratulated hi and his associates that they had 
“subordinated all personal considerations to the single object of 
winning a great cause.” How ludicrous, how disgraceful such a boast 
in the mouths of counsel who had re ted the trustee of persons 
who suffered loss by the exculpated cruisers or the payment of war 
premiums. 

Certainly, Mr. President, our Government did everything in its 
power to prevent this relation of trustee from arising. It distinctly 
refused when demanding and receiving the money to accept it on be- 
half of any private claimant. Mr. Fish, the Secretary of State, gave 
the following instructions to the counsel: 

The President desires to have the subject discussed as one between two govern- 
ments. In the discussion of this question and in the treatment of the entire case 
you will be careful not to commit the Government as to the ition of what 
may be awarded. The Government wishes to hold itself free to decide upon the 
rights and claims of insurers inati the case. If the value of the 


the termination of 


property ed or destroyed be recovered in the name of the Government, the dis- 
tribution of the amount recovered wil be made by this Government without committal 
as to the mode of distribution. 


These instructions were obeyed to the letter. The counsel con- 
veyed the demand of their Government to the tribunal in these 
words: 

These claims are preferred by the United States as a nation against Great Britain 
as a nation, and are to bo so computed and paid, whether awarded as a sum in 
gross, underthe seventh article of the treaty, or awarded for assessment of amounts 
under the twelfth article. 


In giving and in obeying these instructions the representatives of 
the United States were observing the distinction made in the treaty 
of Washington itself. The first article of that treaty recites that— 

Whereas differences have arisen between the Government of the United States 
and the government of Her Britannic Maj and still exist, growing out of the 
acts committed by the several vessels which have given rise to the claims gener- 
ally known as the Alabama claims: 

ow, in order to remove and adjust all such claims on the part of the United 
States, and to provide for the s y settlement of such claims, the high contract- 
ing parties agree, &c. 

Article 12 provides: 

The high contractin peers never that all claims on the of corporatio 
eompanien. or private fh ividuals, citizens of the United Beaten | not being claims 
growing out of the acts of the vessels referred to in article 1 of this treaty * * + 
shall be referred, &c. 

This difference is carefully heeded throughout the whole treaty. 
The arbitrators who met at Geneva, on neutral territory, were “to 
decide all questions that shall be laid before them on the of the 
United States and Her Britannic Majesty, respectively.” They depos- 
ited the archives of the tribunal ameng the archives of the council 
of state of the canton of Geneva, 

The commissioners, under article 12, on the other hand, were to 
meet at Washington, were to hear counsel as to every separate claim, 
and to make a separate award in writing as to each claim. 

The opinion of Sir Alexander Cockbarn, the British arbitrator, can 
be inferred from his judgment in the case of Rustomjee rs. The Queen. 
1 Q. B. D., 487, in which he says: 

The notion that the Queen of this country in receiving a sum of money in order 
to do justice te some of her subjects to whom injustice would otherwise be done, 
becomes the agent of those subjects seems to me really too wild a notion to require 
a single word of observation beyond that of emphatically condemning it. In like 
manner to say that the sovereign becomes the trustee for subjects in whose behalf 
money bas been received by the Crown appears to me equally untenable. 

It is said that England will have cause of complaint if we reject 
the theory that the United States are trustees. How can this be said 
in the face of the declaration of her prime minister made when de- 
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fending the treaty just after its ratification? Mr. Gladstone said to 
the House of Commons: : 

It appears to be that the government submi 6 claims of certain 
sons not subjects of Her to arbitration. 1 Po 
claims of individuals have submitted to arbitration in relation to the Ala- 
bama. es was submitted to arbitration was entirely a question between the two 
governmen’ 

The highly respectable and learned court organized under the stat- 
ute of 1874 5 rere! held that that statute repudiated'altogether 
the doctrine that the United States holds this money in trust for the 

ms whose claims were presented at Geneva. Thus in Bateman 
vs. The United States Judge Porter says: 


any obligation to pay it to any class of claimants, but reserved the right to dispose of 
pest ee an of it pose herbi to its own 558 pleasure, When 10 entered 
upon the ney y 

eled by an; agreement, express or implied, in regard to the kind and mode 
of distribution : A wanes b cls 15 little im Gir en ban 

esc es a eva; bu s le ance. 

not direct us to determine what claims were presented at haat If this been 
the object of the act much trouble ht have been saved to the claimants and to 
the court. We have allowed many e. never preferred at Geneva. We have 
excluded some and reduced the amount of many more which were there ted. 
Congress required us to decide upon tbe amount and validity of the pre- 
sented in this court and to see to it that these were decided according to the prin- 
ciples of law and the merits of the cases themselves. 

See also Rhind rs. The United States; Secretary of the Navy rs. The 
ng, Ar. Presid t, the bill d by the Judi C tee, 

y, Mr. ident, the bill pro y the Judiciary Commit 
the statute of 1874, every Ser forward in behalf of the in- 
surance companies, practically abandon the doctrine of trust and of 
ownership. The court created in 1874, which this bill seeks to reviv 

rovides for a new hearing of the claims upon new proofs. It does no 

imit the remedy to the —— presented at Geneva or to the amount 
there estimated for those claims. If the theory now urged be sound, 
by what right can we demand new proof from any owner or under- 
writer of a claim which was there presented? By what right, if you 
are trustee, can you exclude foreign corporations? By what right 
can you let in war premiums at all? The statute of New York, the 
State where the st of these insurance companies are domiciled— 
a statute said by the Senator from Ohio to have been procured at 
their request—abandons the doctrine of ownership and of trast and 
seeks to bestow this money in accordance with their understanding 
of what is equitable. 

Chapter 614 of the New York statutes of 1873 is this: 
pany, organized under the laws of this State, hav- 
ing a loss, shall receive a sum derived from the Geneva award by way of re- 
imbursement for that loss, it shall be lawful for such eosa to divide the net 
amount so received, after deducting the expenses and liabilities relating cach ge 
among the or parties who paid premiums and suffered by the payment o 
the origi loss, or were prevented from receiving so mnch as they would other- 
wise have received by occasion of that loss, instead of dividing the same among 
the more recent scripholders or dealers with such company ; such division to be in 
the form of an extra dividend or extra dividends upon the plan RAEE EN by 
the charter of such company, subject to all just claims for debts and ilities, 
and payable to the same persons, or their representatives, and in like manner as 
the money from which the loss was originally paid would have been payable if the 
loss had not been borne by the company; aud the action of the board of directors 
or trustees in the amount and making such extra dividend or divi- 
dends shall have the like force and effect as their action in making and declaring 
dividends under the charter. 

If these claims be property, to which the insurance companies have 
succeeded by subrogation, the purchasers of tieir stock in the market 
since the losses were paid have acquired an interest in them, as in all 
the other assets of the company. Some of these corporations are 
said to be bankrupt. These claims, on their theory, belong to their 
creditors. With what pretense of justice, to say nothing of constitu- 
tional authority, can the Legislature of New York vindicate this 
statute, if there be any vested rights whatever in this fund? 

It is true that the United States presented the fact and the extent 
of individual losses to the tribunal at Geneva, and had called the 
attention of Great Britain to them year after year in diplomatic in- 
tercourse. It is also true that while other elements of damage were 
arg these were considered and allowed. There are many cases 
where matters may be considered as measuring or enhancing damages 
which do not of themselves constitute the foundation of a suit. In 
an action of trespass for breaking and entering his dwelling-honse, a 
son or brother might recover pe damages because the 
by boisterous SEn PA and noise had increased the illness of a sick 
mother or sister ; and that might in a similar case be the only thing 
for which substantial damages would be assessed. Let the damages 
recovered would be wholly the property of the plaintiff, to which the 
suffering member of his household would have no claim whatever. 

The doctrine of the insurance companies comes finally to this, 
that when a nation receives of another indemnity for hostile acts, 
it is bound to pay over the proceeds to citizens injured by the 
war if their injuries were considered or computed in estimating the 
amount to be paid. By this logic Germany must pay over to its citi- 
zens injured the amount of their losses by the war from the indemnity 
received from France. It can make no difference whether the losses 
were precisely estimated, measured, or were considered and provided 
for in some general way. If the fact that the citizen suffered in his 
pro was considered in the indemnity the argument is applicable. 

I am right in my conviction that the United States holds this 
fund untrammeled by any trust, then we have aright in dealing with 
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it to exercise a sound discretion. We have a right to act upon our 
own belief, not fettered by any technical or artificial logic. e will 
look to see what was racticall y the fault of England, and who were 
practically the losers by that fault. 
Why is it that the losers by marine aange occasioned by the fault 
of England stand differently from any other class òf American citi- 
zens who suffered by the war? It is because from the mning the 
rights of these citizens were left unprotected and um „by 
design and of purpose, for the general public benefit. We had cause 
of war against England long before the Shenandoah left Melbourne. 
We did not make it and did not threaten it because we needed our 
armies to put down the rebellion and our navies to maintain the 
blockade, and we could not have two wars on our hands at once. 
We bought peace with England for the time being at the expense of 
these men. Some of their claims which our Government deemed 
qt rere extinguished by the treaty before we reached the tribunal. 

e of them were thrown over before the tribunal to save the treaty. 
We bought and paid for with their loss immense national advantages. 
Their wrong has been used by the United States to buy its future 
peace and its perpetual neu immunity. 

I think, therefore, that we should indemnify the owners of all prop- 
erty lost at sea by any cruisers which ever were in a British 
after the Queen’s proclamation conceding be 
suffered a loss annua Arn a belligerency which that 
in fact created. I think, = pi should 5 
property for war premiums paid for its insurance. ese 8 car- 
lon business as carriers or merchants at great disadvantage in 
competition with foreigners, who ran no risk of capture. The pre- 
miums could not therefore be added to the freight or the price of the 
goods, and the insurance only partially and imperfectly removed this 

isadvantage. I do not think that underwriters who conducted their 
business at a profit have any claim to the bounty of the Government. 
This is not because they are corporations; not because they are rich 
and Sai parce not because in other transactions they haye made 
u ir losses in these. Itis because, if I am rightin my view that 
the foundation of this whole çlaim is the omission by Great Britain 
of a duty continuing over a long space of time, the profits and the 
losses of the underwriters are attributable to precisely the same thing. 
Every loss for which the underwriter paid was due to the criminal 
neglect of England. Every profit by an insurance at 25 per cent. on 
a ship which escaped, on which the inturance would have been 5 
only but for the war risk, was due to precisely the same thing. The 
insurer in that case made 20 per cent. by the same neglect of Eng- 
land. It is not the rebel cruiser, but the criminal nem nce of 
Great Britain, extending over years of time, to have suitable laws, to 
give suitable instructions to her officers, to keep herself informed of 
what was going on in all her ports over the globe, to which loss and 
gain are alike to be imputed. 

We have, then, in our Treasury a sum of money received by Amer- 
ica as the result of claims presented against Great Britain not in the 
mode in which governments present their citizens’ claims, but in the 
mode in which governments present their own; adjudged by the tri- 
bunal which awarded it as due to the nation and not to individuals; 
understood by the party who paid it as paid to the nation and not to 
individuals; accepted when we received it with the stipulation that 
it was to be held subject to our discretion, without obligation to any 
person whatever; received as compensation for injuries which by in- 
ternational law and by express treaty are declared to be national inju- 
ries, and which, either by international or municipal law, could not 
be ground of claim to an individual against any nation, corporation, 
or citizen whatever. 

Upon whom shall we bestow it? Let it be paid over, not to those 
who have made vast gains by the circumstances from which it came, 
but to the actual losers whom the Government by design left anaro: 
tected, and with whose losses it bought for itself vast and incalcu- 
lable advantages, alike in the darkest period of the war and in the 
remotest future in 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair now recognizes the Senator 
from New Jersey, [Mr. AS ERE, 

ARLAND. Mr. President, I desire to take the floor on this 


e owners of 


Mr. G 
question when it comes again before the Senate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas will be rec- 
ognized. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late major-general 
of the United States volunteers and colonel of the Army. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, I should like to have the amend- 
ment offered by me some time ago reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment pro; by Mr. RANDOLPH, 
which was to substitute for the original bill the following: 


clusion, what action, if any, in their opinion, justice 
said ——— by the President, and said 
very thorough 


manner upon the merits of the case, in addition to that which was before 
2%... alee reported with Satire teciaiea? thot 15 


and 


in the absence of legislation to act upon the on of the report furth 
than by submi the same to Congress, the said proceedings and —— 
were transmi of and for sach action as in their 


gress, 
wisdom should seem e; tand just: Theref 
Be tt enacted by the donate, — 


A in the nomi- 
nate and, with the ad and consent of the Senate, to appoint Fitz-John 
Porter a of infantry in the Army of the United States. 


commission to 

—, 1863, with the poy and. emoluments of that rank from that 
be retired according to law or as hereinafter provided. 

2. That at any time 1 such commission it shail be law- 

lace said inne upon the retired list of the 


ry recite numberless cases of 
good soldiers failing in duty 
have met with merited punishment, whose names have passed from 


survived amid the countless numberof apparently analogous cases is in 
itself remarkable; but that it has held it erde rom place in public 
discussion notwithstanding the stirring events of contemporaneous 
is most ive. ere has been no year of all, cruel in its 
ength to General Porter, nor seasons within those years, opening with 
hopeand closing with disappointment, that has not knownsome urgent 
discussion of his case. It ever been conspicuous in its character— 
to some because of their understanding of its cruel injustice to a loyal 
citizen and brave soldier, and to others, perhaps the multitude of un- 
thinking men, an increasing 3 

The causes that have conspired to keep General Porter's cause in 
public view are variously reckoned, He had been a brave soldier 
and an eminently successful one up to the time of his dismissal from 
the public service. His military record had been most noticeable. 

Educated at West Point, he had entered upon active service within 
a year of the completion of his studies. Assi to duty in the Mexi- 
can war, he had participated in the battles of Cerro Gordo, Contreras 
and Molino del Rey; had taken part in the si of Vera Cruz and 
Chepultepec, and participated in the capture of the City of Mexico. 
For his services in these battles he was twice breveted. He was also 
wounded in the memorable struggle that resulted in the downfall of 
the Mexican capital. At the close of the war General Porter was 
assigned te duty at West Point, and the records of that institution 
show with what fidelity and intelligence he performed his duties. 

When tho Utah E was organized, in 1857, General Scott 
named, and General Albert Sidney Johnston, with the instinct of a 
soldier, accepted, Porter as his chief-of-staff, and, with other brave 
officers and men of the command, he encountered the perils, hard- 
ships, and sufferings of that arduous campaign. 

At the instance of General Scott, Major Porter was selected, in the 
early part of 1860, as the proper officer to proceed to Charleston and 
examine the defenses of that city. This duty he faithfully performed, 
and it was largely due to his recommendation that General Robert 
Anderson was placed in command and preparations were made which 
rendered possible the subsequent gallant defense of Fort Sumter. 

Again selected by General Scott for difficult and delicate duty, he 
brought from Texas the only troops saved from that department and 
applied them to the security of Key West and Tortugas, 

When active hostilities began in 1861, Porter was assigned to the 
duty of opening communication, which was then closed in every di- 
rection, between Harrisburgh and Washington. During this interval 
of interruption, however, important dispatches sent from Saint Lonis, 
addressed to the War Department, or to the General in-Chief at 
Washington, were necessarily detained at Harrisburgh. These were 
taken into possession by General Porter, who, recognizing their con- 
sequence and knowing the impossibility of having them forwarded, 

uickly assumed the responsibility of Teng ias names of Secretary 
8 and General Scott, ordered the Federal officers at Saint 
Louis to muster into the United States service the Missouri quota of 
volunteers, and through them protected the Federal property. These 
orders were promptly obeyed by Captain Lyon, then in charge at 
Saint Louis, and the testimony of such men as General Frank Blair, 
and others of equal authority, is to the effect that this assumption 
of responsibility and promptness of action did more to save Missouri 
to the Union cause than all other acts of that period. 

It is needless to say that, although General Porter acted in this 
emergency without orders, he was sustained by the authorities at 
Washington, and highly complimented by them for his nerve and 


triotism. 
P The Fifth Army Co whose name and history will be known and 
gratefully remembered as long as that of any portion of the Army of 


the United States, was formed during the year 1862 with the under- 
standing that General Porter should be placed at its head. It con- 
tained a large portion of the togna force of the United States Army, 
to which thoroughly disciplined element were added volunteer troops 
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speedily trained to become the peers of their comrades of the regular 
service, and thus was created the famous organization whose serv- 
ices, ing with the first eventful battles of the war, appropri- 
ately ended with the closing scene at Appomattox. 

e Fifth Army Corps occupied a position of especial honor in the 
conduct of the Peninsula campaign, fighting the battles of New 
Bridge, Hanover Court-House, Mechanicsville, Gaines’s Mill, and Mal- 
vern—and it was Fitz-John Porter who commanded that corps in all 
these battles. It is needless to speak of them as being among the 
most sanguinary of the war. At Gaines’s Mill, alone, so fierce and 
stubborn was the struggle for mastery, that of the twenty-seven 
thousand brave men who entered that conflict under Porter’s imme- 
diate command, nearly ten thousand of them lay dead or wounded at 
the battle’s close. 

It was the Fifth Army Corps, 
that took possession of Malvern 
by friend and foe, have been deemed among the most terrible in the 
h of the war. A series of attacks, such as had not been wit- 
bare! in any preceding battles, left Porter where the enemy found 
him—in possession of Malvern. When night fell upon that day of 
carnage the slope of Malvern Hill ran with the blood of battle. I 
have heard scores of soldiers, Federal and confederate, say that from 
summit to base the hillside was covered with dead and dying. | Cer- 
tain it is, sir, that it was Fitz-John Porter's corps made that last and 
most terrible battle of the campaign of the Peninsula. No wonder 
that his commanding general asked that the ya apes position then 
vacant should be given to him! No wonder that he should have said 
that if still higher positions were known to the public service he would 
recommend General Porter for all that the Government could give 
him! 

The Fifth Army Corps had among its commanders, under Porter, men 
whose names are familiar to every American. cCall, Reynolds, 
Meade, Buchanan, Morell, Warren, Sykes, Butterfield, were the off- 
cers who held command of its divisions and brigades. 

It is quite probable that this narration of the personal services of 
General Porter, antecedent to the time when he stood charged with 
a foul crime against his comrades and his country, is but the repeti- 
tion of a story well remembered by intelligent men. Ihave, as briefly 
as possible, glanced at his record and thatof hiscommand. It willnot 
be forgotten that the men who fonght at Malvern, and the officer who 
commanded them, were the same men and the same officer inst 
whom, a few weeks later, was charged “shameful disobedience,” “re- 
treating from the presence of the enemy,” “ being within sound of a 
raging battle, and believing that comrades were being driven and 
defeated, shamefully left them to their fate.” 

Mr. President, if these-charges against General Porter had been 
founded in fact, I do not believe any discipline would have restrained 
them from flying to their comrades’ assistance withont orders, or 
against orders. I have always regarded the charges as reflecting 
with almost equal severity upon the brave officers and men who were 
for the time subordinate to Porter, constituting the Fifth Army Corps. 
The history of that corps, subsequent to the second battle of Manas- 
sas, as well as its splendid antecedent career, gives imperishable evi- 
dence of its character and composition. 

When, sir, a person stands charged with crime, antecedent history 
may usually be counted upon to indicate the probabilities of guilt. 
Undoubtedly men of military distinction have fallen, sacrificing the 
fame of years and the wealth of public confidence in an hour of temp- 
tation. But when this has occasionally happened, as in the conspicu- 
ous instance of Benedict Arnold, the public judgment, the judgment 
of all men of integrity, has been in full accord with that of the tri- 
bunal that condemned the culprit. No honest voice was ever raised 
in Arnold’s defense—no patriotic pen has given expression to a word 
in his behalf. Treason was his crime, as it was the crime charged 
against Porter; the one fled with conscience, his never-ending tor- 
mentor ; the other confronted his accusers with conscience, his never- 
failing support, with justice assuring him of the unerring result. 

When General Porter’s conviction was announced, careful readers 
of the proceedings in his trial stood confounded at the unexpected 
result. e the press of the country, irrespective of politi- 
cal bias, was divided zn opinion as to the judgment of the court-mar- 
tial. Leading statesmen and lawyers, conspicuous for their loyalty 
and learning, disputed the verdict. undreds of officers who had 
served with and under General Porter as promptly refused to accept 
its decision. Most of these men had been educated in strict military 
schools; were jealous to the last degree of the honor of their profes- 
sion; had attested their faithfulness and loyalty upon hard-fought 
fields, and bore upon their persons scars of honorable wounds in 
triotic service. I have seen volumes of letters from brave and highly- 
honored soldiers, assuring Gencral Porter of their continued respect 
for him and faith in his integrity and patriotism. 

The army corps which he commanded—the gallant Fifth—through 
its officers and organizations, during and after thewar, over and over 
1 testified their unyielding faith in their first leader, and to their 
labors and unshaken confidence is largely due a public interest that 
could not, and would not, ignore the demands of men to whom the 
country owed so largely. 

The public disappointment, not to say dissatisfaction, with the 
finding of the court-martial in General Porter’s case manifested itself 
in many ways. To some of these I have alluded. 


ted by General Porter in person, 
ill and held it through hours that, 


It will not be forgotten that General Porter promptly applied to 
President Lincoln for the re-opening of his case, and was sustai 
in his appeals by some of the most prominent men in the country, 
among whom were Edward Everett, R. C. Winthrop, Amos Lawrence, 
Gardner Howland Shaw, Henry Wilson, La Fayette 8. Foster, Horace 
Greeley, Governor Curtin, and Ex-Presidents Fillmore and Pierce. 
Some of these appeals were made to President Lincoln soon after the 
sentence was announced, and it is upon record that just prior to his 
death he avowed his determination to reopen the case. 

President Lincoln recognized that the eonviction had been had at 
a time of great public excitement, in the midst of repeated disaster 
to the Union cause, under circurftances calculated to influence the 
judgment of the best and strongest mind; and admitted the propri- 
ety and justice of giving to Porter, with additional and vital ence 
at hand, to be weighed in the calmer and cooler days which the con- 
clusion of the war was about to bring, the rehearing he asked for. 
I know, personally, that President Lincoln intended to grant the re- 


hearing. 

Genea Porter's repeated appeals to the several Executives that 
have administered the Government since his dismissal from the Army 
have been sustained by some of the most distinguished jurists in the 
land. They were to one conclusion, sustaining and re-enforcing Por- 
ter’s opp and agreeing that great injustice and w. had been 
done him. ‘There will be found among the documents published b 
order of the Senate in this case the favorable opinions of Daniel Tod, 
Charles O'Conor, and Judge Shipman, of New York; of Judge Ben- 
jamin R. Curtis, Sidney Bartlett, and Judge Abbott, of Boston, and 
of Montgomery Blair, himself a member of Mr. Lincolu’s Cabinet at 
the time of the trial and conviction. 

Mr. President, I have referred to the antecedents of General Porter 
pa to his conviction of the great offense of which he stood charged. 

could speak of his honorable ancestry, with the fame of which it is 
to be fairly presumed he would be loath to trifle. I have spoken of 
his record at the Military Academy, whence he graduated; of his 
early and distinguished services in the Mexican war; of the hardships 
he encountered and endured in the memorable Utah campaign; of 
his prompt, faithfal, and intelligent action in all the earlier days of 
the war; of his assumption of a responsibility, touching the saving 
of Missouri, which few men of less patriotic instincts and forco of 
character would have encountered; of his gallant record as the com- 
mander of the Fifth Army Corps, and of the high state of discipline 
to which he brought that corps; of his personal courage upon many 
a field; of his skill, sagacity, and endurance, as displayed in the t 
battles in which he participated; and I have also spoken of the 
amazement and 8 that fell upon the public mind when he 
was charged with foul crime, tried, and condemned. I have spoken, 
too, of his ceaseless appeals, seconded by the press, by brave soldiers, 
by distinguished and loyal jurists, and by eminent gentlemen in every 
department of the public service, and I have rather su ted than 
stated that the combination of all these elements and canses had 
something to do, very much to do, indeed, with the prominence with 
which this cause has ever been kept before the public mind. 

But, Mr. President, there has existed ead all these years an- 
other cause greater than all others combined, which alone would have 
sufficed to have kept this case an open one. 

General Porter had been charged with the most infamous crime 
known under the laws of enlightened governments. Stripped of all 
8 the charge that he stood confronted with was that of 
treason. ckoned by de no grade of treason could have been 
more despicable in form or malignant in character than that on which 
he was arraigned. 

Part of an imperiled army, intrusted with one of its highest com- 
mands, composed of soldiers noted for discipline and courage, and 
accustomed to danger and death, charged by every honorable consid- 
eration with the soldierly use of this force, Porter, in the day of his 
trial, stood charged with and at the conclusion of his trial was found 
guilty of treason in the face of the enemy“ retreating from the sound 
of battle;” “failing to succor those of whom he was a part;” “know- 
ing that defeat had overtaken his comrades in arms, yet raising no 
hand to succor them”—coldly, cruelly, deliberately sacrificing not 
only honor, duty, and patriotism, not only the lives of thousands (as 
was alleged) of his comrades, but placing in imminent jeopardy, per- 
haps in fatal peril, the cause of his country. 

Mr. President, there is not upon record against any man who has 
held office under this Government a charge of a more damning char- 
acter than that which Porter had to meet on the day of his trial. He 
met it with the testimony, in his favor, of every principal officer 
whose testimony was available in his command. He was confronted 
by witnesses of whom I shall not now speak. To his own amaze- 
ment, and to that of thousands of loyal men who knew the evidence 
in his case, he was convicted of the monstrous crime with which he 
had been age oe 

And then what? Adjudged of this foul crime against his country 
and dishonor to himself, he was sentenced. And, sir, what was the 
sentence? That he should die the death of a traitor? That he 
should be shot to death by the guns of his own soldiers, — men of the 
corps whose honor and reputation he had betrayed; that by their 
hands he should be pierced with all the bullets that conld be fired 
into a traitor’s miserable body? No! Nosuch sentence: although 


if the charges had been true in part such a death—or any death that 
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could have been measured out by ingenious cruelty—would have 

been too small punishment for his offense, this was not the judgment 

and sentence of the court. The judgment was that, being convicted 

— treason, he should simply be dismissed from the Army of the United 
tates. 

And so, Mr. President, it came to pass when the people of the country 
read that Fitz-John Porter, charged, tried, and condemned of treason, 
was sentenced only to dismissal from the Army of the United States, 
a ey arose in the yore mind, anand ere . 
pervading, and persistent than anything that the ingenuity o n- 
eral Porter or his friends could have invented, foe Sa Was ever 
finding so grave with 3 ® totally inadequate? 175 

From the day the charges were first published, but one opinion 
possessed plain, honest-minded people, and it was that justice de- 
manded Porter’s acquittal, or his death. 

Thus, sir, to the court-martial’s conclusion, more than to all other 
causes combined, this case has been left at least an unsettled one. 

Mr. President, I have before alluded to General Porter’s appeals to 
the Executive. The number and frequency of them are well known 
to the Senate. It is a noticeable fact they were never refused by ad- 
ministrations past, but they were never granted. It would have been 
difficult indeed to have given satisfactory public reasons for refusing 
him. His appeals were not to have his sentence reversed and an- 
nulled; not that he should be reinstated in the Army by executive 
order; not to blot out at the instigation of personal or political in- 
fluence, by the executive mandate, the record of his alleged offense. 
No! through all these appeals, some of them as touching as it is pos- 
sible for pen to write, there is but one cry, simply “ to be heard!” simpl 
“to be heard!” Such was this brave man’s confidence in the ee 
and justice of his cause, and such his confident reliance in the unbi- 
ased judgment of his countrymen, that he asked no other favor, made 
no other supplication than to be heard. That single cry, bravely 
answered at last, has rang through all these years. 

In his petition to President Grant, appealing to bim as a soldier, 
he says in substance, “ I should be glad to rest the vindication of my 
name as a soldier and citizen with your examination and judgment 
of the case.” In his communication to General Sherman he says, 
substantially, “I should be content if my hearing could be had before 
a board composed of officers like yo f.” At all times, and under 
all circumstances, refusing to be the object of executive clemency, 
pl oe occasion to know, his one cry, ever repeated, was, “ tu be 

ral’ 
` It seems strange that a request so simple and reasonable as this, 
coming from a person sprung from patriotic blood, and having him- 
self achieved by eminent service so much of fame in his high profes- 
sion, should have remained so many years without favorable answer. 

It is not profitable, perhaps, and I am sure I have no disposition, 
to enter upon a discussion of the probable reasons delaying General 
Porter’s vindication until a recent period. I think I can understand 
better now than I might have done in times past why men thought 
the public service ap 0 that such controversy should be delayed, 
for final decision by the Government, until the advent of calmer days. 

Whatever the delaying influaences—however considered in the light 
of his present vindication—the fact is that until a year ago no tri- 
bunal was appointed to hearhim. The present Executive, after care- 
ful consideration, deemed it his duty to appoint a board of officers 
“to re-examine the case, with a view of su ting to him what action, 
if any, public justice demanded” in Porter's behalf. The order reads 
as follows. But before I read it let me ask the attention of the Sen- 
ate for a moment to the appeal upon which the executive order was 
granted. This was Porter's appeal: 


To the President: 

I most respectfully, but urgently, renew my oft-repeated appeal to have you re- 
view my case. I ask it as a matter of long-delayed justice to myself. I renew it 
upon the ground that public justice cannot be satisfied so long as my appeal re- 
mains nnlieeded. My sentence is a continuing sentence, and made to follow my daily 
life. For this reason, if for no other, my case is ever within the reach of executive 
as well as legislative interference, 

* * * * * * * 

If I do not make it plain I have been wronged, I alone am the sufferer. If I do 
not make it plain that great injustice has been done me, then I am sure that you, 
and all others who love right and truth and justice, will be glad that the opportu- 
nity for my vindication bas not been denied. 

It is the old ery “to be heard,” expressing anew his complete con- 
viction, not only of the justice of his cause, but of his ability to 
make manifest that fact. His appeal must have impressed the exec- 
utive mind, as it certainly did that of the general public. The Presi- 
dent’s order, which includes the appeal, is as follows: 

In order that the President may bo fully informed of the facts of the case of 
Fitz.Jolin Porter, late major-general of volunteers, and be enabled to act advisedly 
upon his application for relief in said case, a board is hereby convened, by order of 

e President, to examine, in connection with the record of the trial by court-mar- 
tial of Major General Porter, snch new evidence relating to the merits of said case 
as is now on filo in the War Department, together with such other evidence as 
may be presented to said board; and to report, with the reasons for their eoncla- 

what action, if any, in their opinion, justice requires shouldbe taken, on 
said application by the President. 

The board detailed by the President consisted of Major-General J. 
M. Schofield, Brigadier-General A. H. Terry, and Colonel G. W. Getty. 

There was but one voice concerning their special fitness for the 
duty assigned them. In all the Army, with its large number of faith- 
ful, intelligent, and distinguished men, I do not know where three 


officers of 3 integrity, . and professional honor could 
have been selected. meral Schofield, whose name became distin- 
guished during the period of our civil war, and as military governor 
of Virginia thereafter, also held the position of Secretary of War, 
and is now intrusted with the command at West Point and superin- 
tendence of those who are to become the chief officers in the kon 
was first u this board, and presided over it. General Terry, wal 
known before he joined the Army, in the profession of the law; car- 
rying with him into his new profession, as was conspicuously shown 
during the proceedings in this court, his 1 knowledge and train- 
ing, as well as his accomplishments as a soldier, was the second mem- 
ber of the board. General Getty, brave, intelligent, and sensitive 
concerning the honor of the profession of which he is a conspicuous 
member, now commanding at Fortress Monroe, and in charge of the 
military school at that point, was the third member. 

Thus, it will be observed, two of the three members of the board of 
inquiry in General Porter’s case were selected from positions of espe- 
cial trust, and were taken from duties of the most delicate character 
connected with the profession of arms. They were chiefs of depart- 
ments, so to speak, wherein the youth of the country were being in- 
structed in all that pertains to military life, military duty, and mili- 
tary honor. Least of all could men like these, holding positions of 
high and peculiar trust, afford to make any mistake in a case of such 
magnitude. Nor was the position of General Terry scarcely less deli- 
cate and responsible. He entered the Army from civil life, and be- 
cause of his qualifications, conspicuously shown on many occasions, 
he has been retained in it; had been rapidly promoted ; had been 

laced in high position over others, some of whom had graduated at 
vernment military institutions. He had adopted the professien of 
arms later in life than most of those who are now his compeers, In 
forming a judgment, in a mili case of the delicacy and impor- 
tance of General Porter's, General Terry was unquestionably sensible. 
of this fact, that if he made any mistake calculated in the slightest 
d to lower the standard of honor or of duty in the profession 
which he had adopted, peculiar censure would be visited upon him 
for his error. 

It has always seemed to me that the constitution of the board was 
a singularly fortunate ene regarding the public service and its honor. 

These were his judges! Men of high position in the profession 
from which Porter had been dismissed in disgrace; to which he sought 
to return; in which, should he return improperly or without complete 
and absolute vindication, he would be a cause of reproach both to the 
profession and to those whose action should assist him to re-enter it. 

These were his judges! Not unprejudiced men, as has transpired, ` 
who had formed no opinion in the case, but men who had, with more. 
or less of care in the excitement of war and in the pressure of pass- 
ing events since the war, pecan ay rolero to the case, and, con- 
1 8 7 in the publie judgment or What was supposed to be the pub- 
lic judgment, had felt that somehow or in some way Porter must 
mere > guilty of a great offense, else he would not have been con- 

emned, 

These were his judges! Men before whom he came asking not only 
that they should affirm his asseverations of innocence, but that in the 
vindication which he sought bay ar them he might be restored to. 
his former rank and position, this being the undoubted logic of a 
favorable issue. 

I think it will be conceded, sir, that few men have ever had to en- 
counter more difficulties in obtaining justice than General Porter in 
the ceurse of his long, patient, and painful quest. 

‘The report of the of officers been submitted to the Senate. 
in various ways and at frequent times. Of those who made it I have 
already spoken. They knew the weight and value of every word 
within it; that their decision would encounter somewhat of preju- 
dice, perbaps much ef criticism, and that tendency of unreflecting 
minds, which, craving new matters of interest, prefers to leave tho 
seal of decision upon matters deemed adjudicated. 

Mr. President, the volumes before us, connected with this case, in- 
dicate to some extent their public importance. They are four in num- 
ber, containing seventeen hundred pages and over thirty maps. Under 
the order of the Senate they include every pertinent paper on file in 
the War Department, and all papers and documents placed in the 
hands of the Military Committee. They alsoinclude the proceedings 
of the board convened at West Point, who, having had the matter 
under consideration from June, 1878, until March, 1879, a period of 
eight months, submitted their report to the President. 

e reports of the majority and minority of the committees are also 
before us. That of the latter asserts in substance 

1. That the proceedings of the original court-martial were not 
founded in error; 

2, That the findings of a court-martial, when approved by author- 
ity, are not open to review, and are as conclusive as decisions of the 
Supreme Court; 

3. That the President had no authority in law to organize a com- 
mission to examine Perter’s case by taking er parte testimony ; and 

4. That when a person is out of the Army Congress shall not pay 
him for services unperformed. 

Mr. President, my first answer is that it is now established— 

That a grossly inaccurate map of the field of operation, Koly in 
correct and delusive as to the position of the troops upon that field, 
was used and relied upon by the court-martial ; 
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That erroneous and false statements of facts were made by the wit- 
nesses against Porter; ; 

That conflicting testimony before the court-martial relating to plans 
of operations, interpretations of orders, and degrees of responsibility, 
are now rendered indisputably plain by new and unimpeachable tes- 
timony. And notably: 

That concerning the time of the delivery of an order “ 4.30,” August 
29, upon which the most serious charge against General Porter was 
sustained by the court-martial, it is now proved, vy “ unquestionable 
testimony,” that the principal witness against Porter deliberately 
83 and a supporting witness confessed to false state- 
ments. An attempt to sustain these witnesses, made before the recent 
board, resulting in failure, compelled the board to dismiss the testi- 
mony ‘‘as entitled to no weight whatever.” 

The court-martial condemning Porter was led to believe that less 
than one-half of the confederate forces were on the field of battle on 
the 29th of August—the day of Porter's alleged misconduct; that 
Pope's entire army, exclusive of Porter’s corps, Was engaged in a severe 
and doubtful contest; that a flank attack by Porter, on Jackson’s 
force, would bave insured his defeat and capture ; that Porter wasin 
a position two miles in advance of the place he actually occupied; 
that McDowell ordered Porter to attack the force in front of him; 
and that Porter disobeyed that order and allowed a large body of the 
enemy to pass him unmolested, going to Jackson’s assistance, retreat- 
in himself to Manassas Junction. 

fhe errors of the court-martial, touchin. 
now made plain. It is undeniably established that Lee’s army, com- 

rising all of Jackson’s force and all of Longstreet’s, save one small 

ivision, was on the field on the 29th, and ready for battle, hours be- 
fore the scattered forces of Pope were prep: ; that Porter’s corps 
alone, of the left wing of Pope’s army, was in position and ready ; 
that the remainder of the Union army were scattered over a territory 
not less than nine miles in length, in corps, divisions, and brigades 
and in no sort of military connection or correspondence; that the 
chief of one corps (McDowell) was absent and lost in the woods all 
the night before the battle, and as General Pope testifies in his joint 
order of the 29th, could not be found till a late hour that morning; 
that McDowell’s division and brigade commanders, some of whom 


been assigned to the vital duty of keeping Lee from ing the gap 
at Thoroughfare, and reinforcing Jackson, had not only retreated and 
left the way completely open for Jackson’s retreat or s advance, 


but had failed to have the benefit of the personal presence of General 
McDowell, or of his orders, during the eventful night of the 28th and 
the early morning of the 29th of August—he being, as Ihave remarked, 
lost in the woods the night before; and from this misfortune, cer 
no other command than that he was able to ¢xercise over himself an 
the single orderly accompanying him. 

In condemning General Porter, the court-martial unquestionably 
accepted as true the testimony of General Pope and the opinions of 
General McDowell and other witnesses, relative to the presence and 
position of Longstreet’s forces, That testimony and those opinions 
are all to one pu to prove that Longstreet’s force was far away 
from the field of battle of the 29th of August, and totally beyond 
supporting distance of Jackson, then confronting the right 3 
Pope's army. This belief General Pope expresses in one of his dis- 
patches, when he says: “ The indications are that the whole force of 
the enemy is moving at a pace that will bring him here by to-morrow 
night (30th) or next day.” 

en General Pope was writing this dispatch on the morning of 
the 29th, the enemy of which he wrote even then was gathering on 
the field in front of him. 

It is true that Porter insisted before the court-martial his knowl- 
edge of these facts, now conceded, and contended that Longstreet’s 
army had joined Jackson early on the day of the 29th; that this 
superior force, and not Jackson’s, confronted him, and, lying between 
him and Jackson’s rear and flank, awaited all too anxiously, in their 
selected position, Porter's hoped-for attack. 

Against this assertion of Porter’s, General Pope testified that Long- 
street’s army was notin front of Porter, and that no such obstacle, 
therefore, prevented him from obeying his (Pope’s) order to attack 
Jackson’s “ rear and flank.” 

It seems at this day almost incredible that knowledge of the pres- 
ence in his front of an army of twenty-five thousand men should have 
been unknown to the commanding-general opposing them, who not 
only disregarded it in the use and disposition of his own forces, but 
actually ignored the fact on Porters court-martial, and for years 
afterward. 

But Porter knew of the enemy in his front, for he had captured 
some of its scouts, and had already been informed, through a dispatch 
from General Buford to McDowell, of the near approach of Longstreet's 
forces. He also knew that the order under which he was acting was 
given by his chief, miles away from the scene of action, in total ig- 
norance of the facts of the situation; that it was addressed PRENE 
to General McDowell and himself, and if ihat officer, then the su 
rior, and on the field with him, commanding, through their joint 
forces, twenty-seven thousand men, did not deem it his duty to make 
the attack, but did deem it his duty to march away to another portion 
of the field, taking with him nearly three-fourths of the joint force, 
and leaving Porter in an isoloted position with only about nine or ten 
thousand men, it was manifestly Porter’s business not to precipitate 


a general action unsupported as he was. And to this confession Me- 
Dowell, after seventeen years, was brought when a witness before: 


the recent board. 

It has been adju by a competent tribunal that if Porter had. 
taken other action t that which he did it would have been not 
only “a great blunder but a oo crime.” It is also the judgment 
of same tribunal that “ Porters obedient, subordinate, faithful, 
and judicious conduct on the 29th of August, 1862, saved the Union 
Army from disaster.” > 

Surely, Mr. President, I need not enl these statements to dis- 

rove assertion that the judgment of the court-martial was not 
ounded in error. Examination has shown its proceedings to be 
crowded with errors. 

As to the second statement of the minority that “ the findings of 
a court-martial, when approved by cempetent authority, are not open 
to review, and that they are as final and conclusive as decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States,” it is possible, sir, that cheerful 
acquiescence will be given by the American people in the claim of 
the minority touching the infallibility of courts-martial; but I am 
not to be counted upon as among the number 1 They are 
ou looked upon, and I think properly, as tribunals 5 
— e to error; and, if so, their findings should be especially open to 
review. 

Why are such courts constituted? To meet the exigencies of war; 
to set in judgment on those in the military service ; to execute speedy 

ce 


these vital matters, are | justi 


By whom are the members of courts-martial selected? By a 
single person—the President, general-in-chief, or a subordinate com- 
mander ; possibly, by one interested to condemn. 

Who constitute the members of a court-martial? Impartial men, 
selected from a large number? No. They must be the peers im 
rank, at least, when practicable, of the accused; sometimes of under 
rank, yet just in the atmosphere of promotion, so to speak; fre- 
quently men whose judgments have been warped by the jealousies 
peculiar to the military service; often composed of officers whose 
own conduct may have been incidentally under review, as was the 
fact with members of Porter’s court-martial ; occasionally—not often 
I trust—of officers who have had, for the time, to put off the udicial 
ermine, take the stand of a witness, and thereafter resume judicial 
functions, as was the case in Porter’s trial. 

And finally, sir, upon this head, what is the life of this court to 
whose decision we are to bow in reverent obedience? It is born of 
the breath of one human being, and dies, after its judgments, at the 
edict of another, 

Chief - Justice Marshall, whose opinion may be respected, although 
he never sat on a court-martial, says: 

What makes ns trust our ju Their ind dence in office and manner 
ee Judges epen of 

I submit, sir, if this test be applied to courts-martial, we are not 
called upon to give them our implicit confidence. 

Mr. President, I am not a lawyer and not Sth Yes therefore, by a 
jealous regard for the honor of that profession, to defend the Supreme 
Court for what seems to me to be a most picts, peerage compari- 
son. The judges of that high court are selected with great care by 
the President of the United States; their fitness, learning, and char- 
acter pass under critical review by the Senate of the United States 
before confirmation; and their independence of action is secured by 
life tenures of office. Is it possible that any Live nas and respectful 
comparison can be made between these tribunals? 

The third objection of the minority, is that one which pertains to~ 
the power of the President to re-examine a case of this description. 
I do not know that it is important, in considering the merits or demer- 
its of General Porter’s case, to inquire especially concerning techni- 
cal questions of authority under which the reviewing board of officers,. 
exercised their powers. 1 have no doubt in my own mind as to the 
right of the Executive to call for the opinion of competent officers: 
in a case of the seriousness of the one under consideration. 

Touching this identical question, Mr. Daniel Lord, of New York— 
as able and loyal as any member of that bar—wrote years ago: 
Major-General Porter, Washington om 
EAR Sin: As your sentence is still being executed it is as much within the- 
reach of the President as any case of pardon from after disco proof of inno- 
cence, and if the President can on, and the lesser includes the ter, he may 
refer it to a board of officers to find out the facts, and the trnth, and the justice, on 
w he may act. This must necessarily be so, or a pardon from er 


proof never could bo 


ted except from mere executive reinstructed clemency. 
Your friend an 


servant, 
DANIEL LORD. 


Congress has frequently requested or authorized the President to- 
convene such boards of re-examination; and, notably, within a very- 
recent period, in the case of Su n-General Hammond, this body, 
by a vote of 55 to 1, authorized the President to convene a board of 
review, and to accept the decision as conclusive, for his action, if he- 
deemed it right and proper so todo.” It is not important, perhaps, 
but I may state in this connection that the officers who were origi- 
nally appointed to re-examine the case of Surgeon-General Hammond 
were the same who examined the case of General Porter. Findin 
the double duty beyond their ability to perform, they. were reliev 
of the case of Hammond and considered that of Porter. . 

Whatever opinion may be held if Romero of this body touching: 
the constitution of the Schofield board, the fact remains that the 
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President carefully considered the propriety of re-examining Porters 
- ease before he ordered the board; that it was constituted ; that its 
members were men of the highest position, intelligence, and integ- 
‘rity ; that their deliberations were long, full, patient, and exhaustive ; 
that they heard every witness summoned before them by either the 
petitioner or by the Government; and that witness save one, sum- 
moned on either side, poe oppe and fully answered. That one 
avitness was General Pope—Porter’s first accuser! 
Another objection of the minority of the committee is to the effect 
-that no compensation should be given to a person dismissed from the 


Army. 
My reply to this objection is that Government should not seek to 
take advantage of its own wrong. 
Since I have been a member of the Senate I have had oceasion to act 
upon or to take notice of cases acted yo noe ee. e Cian 
0 


ter to that urged for General Forter's relief. Among them are 
these: Major George A. Armes, S General W. A. Hammond, Cap- 
‘tain Thomas B. Hunt, and Lieutenant E. R. Clark. 


Concerning opposition to one of these cases the distinguished Sen- 
-ator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] said: 
If you once establish it that no matter what finding of a court-martial may hap- 
to 88 is no possible a eee I say God help some officers of 
aes in future ATEO eee PAR £ rd of April 18, 1878, 2633 
If we are willing to say a thing was unjust, do not let us stop at 


holesome to hold the power of review in Congress, to exer- 
Nos 3 Sito on — but 5 tet to exercise it with 
absolute power.—Ibid., page 2637. 

The minority contend that the board of which Generals Schofield, 
"Terry, and Getty were members exceeded its authority in recommend- 
ing to the President the restoration of General Porter. Yet the Presi- 
-dent, the Commander-in-Chief of the Army and, therefore, the superior 
-officer of these generals, directed them to report “what justice re- 
-quired ” in General Porter's case. 

Surely, sir, we are not to inculcate disobedience by telling these 
high officers that they should have disregarded the great object of 

their convention. These officers were not to be the judges of the legal- 
ity of the order; the Commander-in-Chief had decided it was lawful. 

The board of review, it is contended, was merely an “ association 
-of gentlemen—very able and honest and intelligent gentlemen, no 
one denies—having no element of judicial function under law.” Such 

an association has no power, it is asserted, to examine into the pro- 

-ceedings and findings of a court-martial, to swear witn or to 
hear or determine any question of law or fact. The effect of such a 
commission is to set up an appellate court superior to a court lawfully 
constituted. 

I shall not dwell, sir, upon other objections and observations of the 
minority of the committee concerning the board of review composed 

-of the loyal and distinguished soldiers of whom I have spoken. I 
think it was scarcely necessary, however, to their view to intimate 
that the Schofield board“ songht to prepare the conscience of Con- 

: for raids upon the Treasury in favor of dismissed officers ;” or 
Ghat the whole appearance in the case indicates that it was made up 

by those desiring “confusion and ap trope pay este I make no defense 
$i the gentlemen comprising that board; they need none from me. 

Mr. President, the proposed amendment to the bill, as offered by 
me, overcomes the main objections in law suggested by the minority 
.of the committee. I could, therefore, have omitted all reference to 

them. This course, however, would have been capable of miscon- 
-struction, and I have preferred to express my dissent from most of 
the minority’s conclusions. 

I may add that my great desire has been to have General Porter's 
ease considered upon its merits, and I am willing, 8 lay 
aside personal 2 as to the mode of accomplishing his res- 
toration to the Army, if at last this just result may be honorably had. 

The temptation, sir, to quote largely from the board’s report is almost 
irresistible. To me it is a clear, unimpassioned recital of the facts, 

of the conclusions, and of the reasons therefor. It tells us they have 
made a thorough examination of all the evidence bearing upon the 
subject. It tells us that under instructions from the board, the re- 

-corder sought with great diligence for evidence, ially that hav- 
ing an adverse bearing upon General Porter; that they have had the 
‘benefit of testimony, not available at the original trial, of officers 
and soldiers of both armies, Treni upon the field of battle; of much 

.documentary evidence; and, particularly, the benefit of accurate 
maps of the battle-field, made from recent surveys by a distinguished 
-officer, who was a participant in the battle—without which maps no 

-correct understanding of the testimony could be had. 

The report of the board shows conclusively that the maps used in 
-the original trial were 3 inaccurate; that the troops located 
«thereon were erroneously placed; and that errors of statement were 
made to convey still more erroneous impressions, because of the 

y faulty and misleading map used by the court-martial. 

A single illustration will suffice to show with what fatal force an 
error connected with the original map was made to tell against Gen- 
eral Porter. It was ch that Porter was in a position somewhat to 

the right and rear of Jackson’s force on the 29th of August, when he 
received the order to attack, yet no force of the enemy was designated 


measures,— 


upon the court-martial map as being in existence, save that of Jack- 
ition was nearly two miles 


position 


son. It is now conceded that Porter's 
. away from that fixed for him on the original map; that 
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assigned him on that map was occupied, as I have before shown by 
Longstreet’s force; and that Porter was not, and could not have been, to 
the right and rear of the force he was commanded to attack, but was 
in front of another army whose existence, on the map at least, was 
not recognized by the court-martial. 

General Porter's conduct during the whole of the transactions in- 
volved was subjected by the board to the highest degree of responsi- 
bility recognized by military principles. The conflicting testimony 
relative to plans of operation and interpretations of orders, motives 
of action, and degrees of responsibility, were carefully weighed, and 
the report states that in every possible view of the subject, examined 
in the ns — of the facts, established by undisputed testimony, but 
one conclusion respecting the guilt or innocence of Porter can be had. 

The charges against Porter were six in number. Of these not more 
than two or three were pressed with serious purpose. He was con- 
demned for not obeying an order given to him on the 27th of August, 
1862, to march at one o'clock of the morning of the 28th from War- 
renton Junction to Bristow Station, delaying two or three hours in 
the attempt tomarch. The reviewing b declare that the testi- 
mony clearly shows that General Porter reached Bristow Station“ as 
soon as it was practicable ;” that the night upon which he was or- 
dered to march was excessively dark; that army trains, numberin 
two or three thousand wagons, largely possessed the intervening r 


which was newly made in many crossed by small streams, and 
otherwise rendered impracticable for a night march by a bod 
of men. Upon this head the conclusion of the board is that General 


Porter “ exercised only the very ordinary discretion of a corps com- 
mander, which it was his plain duty to exercise, in Seinying the 
march until three o’clock ;” and that “ nothing was gained, or could 
have been gained, by the attempt to move before the dawn of day;” 
that “it would have been wiser to delay the attempt to move until 
four o’cloek.” 

It was charged inst General Porter that he did not obey a joint 
order addressed to General McDowell and himself on the morning of 
the 29th August, 1862, to move against Gainesville; but it is now 
shown that Porter moved as far as he could go; that he was over- 
taken by McDowell, who, as senior in rank, took the command, in- 
forming Porter that he was already too far advanced. McDowell, 
leaving, took with him about seventeen thousand men, the larger por- 
tion of their joint force, leaving Porter with eight or ten thousand 
to hold Longstreet, then in his front, in check, and to keep himself 
in readiness under the terms of General Pope's order to fall back be- 
hind Bull Run that night. The evidence sustaining this conclusion 
of the board is that of such officers as Generals Morell, Sykes, Griffin, 
Butterfield, Warren, Patrick, and others; sustained as to the presence 
of Longstreet by the evidence of Generals Longstreet, Robertson, and 
Charles Marshall, of the confederate army. 

Perhaps the most conclusive evidence that Porter performed all 
that was ible for him to do, under the order cited, is found in the 
fact that eral McDowell, when in command of both Porter's corps 
and his own, acting under the same order—that is, the joint order 
already referred to—decided not to attempt to execute it, but marched 
away from the field, then occupied by Porter and himself, on the ad- 
vance to Gainesville, and going to the rear and right of Porters re- 
maining force, was practically performing no service in attacking 
the enemy, holding him in check, or puna supporting distance 
of Porter, who urged the retention of one of McDowell’s divisions to 
= rt him in an attack. 

e third charge against General Porter before the court-martial 
was that, being on the field of battle on the 29th August, and within 
sound of the guns and in the presence of the enemy, and knowing 
that a severe action of great consequence was being fought, and that 
the aid of his corps was needed, he failed to bring it on the field; 
that he shamefully fell back and retreated from the advance of the 
enemy without attempting to give them battle, and without knowing 
the force from which he retreated. ; 

Mr. President, we shall show, if it become necessary in this debate, 
that Porter not only did know of tho force from which he did not re- 
treat, but that knowledge was largely had from General McDowell, 
who swore on Porter's trial that he had no knowledge of the force 
that made up the enemy, yet it was on record that hour in the War 
Department in his own report a month earlier that he had. 

. CONKLING. Had what? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I say that General McDowell swore on Porter's 
trial that he had no knowledge of the force in front of him, that is as 
to whether if was Longstreet’s or Jackson’s or either. That is his 
testimony before the court-martial that convicted Porter; and yet 
there is on file in the War Department, or ought to be—God onl 
knows what there is there—a report from General McDowell himsel? 
dated a month earlier, showing that he actually knew of these forces 
which on the court-martial he swore he knew nothing about. 

I have only cited this single instance of what I shall term the in- 
correctness or the failure of memory upon the part of some of the 
important witnesses against Gaari Porter. I want to add that I 
have very much more in corroboration of that which I have stated. 

Mr. CONKLING. Would it be disagreeable to the Senator from 
New Jersey to be interrupted for a moment? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I would prefer to go on with my remarks. 

Mr. CONKLING. I simply want the Senator to restate, if he will, 
a thing which is differently understood. I am sure the Senator will 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1227 


not object to such an interruption. I simply want to inquire whether 
he means that the report he refers to was made a month before the 
delivery of the testimony, or a month before some other event. 

Mr. OLPH. A month before the delivery of McDowell's tes- 
timony before the court-martial. 

Mr. CONKLING. So I understood the Senator, but some other 
‘Senators understood him otherwise. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes,sir; I state the fact. That report of Me- 
Dowell is dated in November, 1862, and the trial took p. in De- 
«ember, 1862, according to my recollection. 

It is now shown, by Federal and confederate testimony of the high- 
est character, that from the time McDowell left Porter, on the morn- 
ing of the 29th, until that evening, there was noinfantry engagement 
except skirmishing and some short and sharp contests between small 
portions of the opposing armies. That a heavy artillery combat was 
going on during the afternoon, at a point remote from Porter’s com- 

5, is the nearest approach to a “severe action” that can be demon- 
strated. 

It is, therefore, shown that no severe action,” such as was con- 
templated under the charge, took Place at the time named, and that 
the aid of Porter’s corps was not ‘ tly needed ;” but, to the con- 
trary, it was performing a service, in the 1 of the reviewin 
officers, equal to that of any other portion of Pope’s command ; hold- 
ing in check the superior forces of Longstreet, who, upon Porter’s 
removal or defeat, would have fallen upon the exposed left flank of 
Pope’s army. : 

‘orter’s conduct on that day is declared to have been “obedient, 
subordinate, faithful, and judicious, saving the Union Army from dis- 
aster. 

The fourth charge against General Porter is substantially the same 
as the third—that believing the troops of General Pope were sustain- 
ing defeat, Porter failed to go to their relief, retreated and fell back 
with his corps, leaving Pope’s army to the disaster of a presumed 
defeat. 

Mr. President, the Fifth Army Corps that Porter commanded made 
no retreat. That is the evidence, and that fact will and can be sub- 
stantiated. As to the force of Sturgis or of Piatt, whatever may be 
its designation, a force of eight or nine hundred men not then per- 
scanentty connected with the Fifth Army Corps, but temporarily un- 
der General Porter, that was sent some distance on the road toward 
Manassas—as to that force the board of review say that in placing 
them there to occupy a defensive position Porter made the “ordinary 
soldierly disposition of his force,” and which the Senate will also 
observe was required of him by the terms of the joint order to Mc- 
Dowell and Porter of that morning, which stated: “It may be nec- 
essary to fall back behind Bull Ran to-night. I presume it will be 
so.” Also, “one thing must be had in view, that the troops must 
occupy a position from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or by 
morning.’ 

The evidence nnder this charge shows conclusively that Porter 
made no retreat whatever; that he held the ground whereon McDow- 
ell had left him; that he covered the deployment of McDowell’s 
troops under the expectation and agreement that they should go into 
line and fill the perilous gap between the right of Porter and the left 
of Reynolds—a task never accomplished. It is shown that the prep- 
arations for retreat were “ only the ordinary soldierly dispositions it 
was his duty to make under the circumstances then existing ;” that 
he made frequent reports to his superior officers, stating what he had 
done, and what he had been unable to do; who and what the enemy 
in his front was, and what his impressions were from the sounds of 
action toward his right; how he had failed to obtain any replies 
either from Pope or McDowell, to whom his reports had been fre- 
quent during the day, and early enough to insure the receipt, from 
either of them, of orders or information if they had any to send. In 
these communications Porter stated that, should he receive no con- 
trary orders, and only in that event, would he be compelled to retire 
for food and water, as Pope had suggested in his morning dispatch. 

All these dispatches indicate a purpose to retire only when assured 
that the main army was doing so, and then to cover the retreat of 
that army as far as possible. It is a singular fact, Mr. President, 
that èvery dispatch that could be distorted to General Porter’s pre- 
judice was easily found by the prosecution, and quickly presented 

y certain witnesses. Other, and to Porter, vital dispatches, many 
in number, the receipt of which is acknowled ged by Porter’s superior 
officers, have, with an exception or two, never been produced, though 
they have been urgently demanded. 

One dispatch, held by McDowell for seventeen years, and produced 
before the recent board, would alone have relieved General Porter 
of the most serious charge against him, that of receiving and diso- 
beying the “4.30” order. Who shall measure the wrong this single 
omission occasioned ? 

I venture to assert before this body that if that dispatch had been 
produced before the court-martial which convicted Porter of the most 
Serious charge against him, that of disobeying the 4.30 order of Au- 
gust 29, 1862, it would not have been ible for the court-martial 
to have convicted him, because that dispatch which McDowell now 
brings in after these seventeen years is dated at six o’clock, and 
throughout all of it there is the most substantial evidence that Por- 
ter could not have been in receipt of the 4.30 order at the time of the 
writing of the six o’clock dispatch, and so the board of review declare 
saying, that the terms of this dispatch from Porter to McDowell “ut- 


terly forbid the supposition that at that time Porter had received the 4.30 
order.“ But Lam not done with the 4.30 order or its time of delivery. 

The fifth charge upon which General Porter was condemned was 
that he disobeyed what is known as the 4.30 order of the afternoon 
of the 29th August, to attack the enemy on his flank and rear. And 
the sixth and last charge against General Porter is substantially the 
same as the fifth, with the additional assertion that he not only dis- 
obeyed the order in not attacking the enemy’s flank and rear, but, 
that he retreated from the enemy—failed to give aid to the troops 
already fighting superior numbers, who were relying on Porter's at- 
tack to secure a decisive victory and capture the enemy’s army; and 
finally, that the failure to obey this order resulted in the escapè of 
Jackson’s army and contributed to the disasters of the succeeding day. 

As I have already stated, sir, this charge is deemed to be the most 
serious one brought against General Porter, andthe reviewing board 
evidently so considered it. 

It is not worth while to delay by repeatin 
this head or the conclusions of the Schofield rd regarding it. A 
single fact, now placed beyond controversy, fixes forever the injustice 
of the finding under this charge. It is this: the order was dated at 
* 4.30 p. m.“ of the 29th of August. It was given to General Pope's 
aid ten or fifteen minutes thereafter. It was carried by him to General 
Porter by what is now established as a most circuitous route, and it 
has been shown that he lost his way in endeavoring to reach Porter, 
and instead of delivering the vital order about five o'clock in the after- 
noon, as he once testified he had done, that he did not deliver the order 
until sundown of thatday. The testimony upon this point cannot be 
read by any unprejudiced person without being convinced of the per- 
jury of the witness and of the injustice done General Porter. 

I speak of this regretfully because the witness has recently died. 
Ionly say that the witness who swore before the court-martial that 
he delivered this order at five o’clock or thereabout in the afternoon 
is shown not to have done so. Two officersof the United States Army 
now in the service were before the board of review, and one of them 
at least testified clearly that the witness stated to him after the war 
was over that he had not delivered the vital order until“ near dark.” 
These, sir, are not mere assertions of mine. The evidence touching 
all these points will be found in the volumes before us. 

It is not necessary to inquire what Porter's duty would have been 
had he received the 4.30 order at five o’clock. 

It is a well-established military maxim that a corps commander is 
not justifiable in making an ap ntly hopeless attack in obedience 
to an order from a superior who is not on the spot and who is evi- 
idently in error in respect to the essential conditions upon which the 
order is based. I leave to military men, and to better judgments 
than mine, to decide what Porter’s duty would have been had the 
order been promptly received. The reviewing board are very clear 
that its receipt, even at the time Captain Pope testified he delivered 
it, would not and should not have made any difference in the result. 
They assert that Porters duty would have held him where he was; 
that his disposition of troops had all the desired and all possible ben- 
eficial effect ; that it was keeping Longstreet’s superior force from go- 
ing to the aid of Jackson, against whom Pope was using the remain- 
der of his army. But all speculation upon this head is now unneces- 
sary, for the simple reason that the “4 30 order” not having been de- 
livered within the time when it was possible for Porter to have exe- 
cuted it, the whole charge falls to the ground. 

Mr. President, regarding this case I shall not, at this time at least, 
much longer detain the Senate. The conclusion of the reviewin 
board, that “ not one among all the gallant officers on that bloody field 
was less deserving of condemnation than General Porter,” sams up and 
completes a report that will be considered among the most able, im- 
partial, and carefully prepared documents connected with the history 
of military operations. 

I shall be pardoned, sir, for saying to the Senate that to me this 
has been a case of peculiar personal interest. 

Although I had no acquaintance with General Porter when he was 
charged, tried, and condemned, I formed my opinions at that time 
through a careful reading of the proceedings. During most of the 
years that have intervened sinco his condemnation I have been his 
immediate neighbor and personal friend. Thus I have seen his daily 
life. Necessarily an observer of his acts, participant in conversa- 
tions, with free and unrestricted recourse to his very large corre- 
spondence, I say to the Senate that under no temptations, cruel and 
many as they have been, have I ever heard an expression from him, 
read a line from or to him, that would not have borne the criticism 
of the most patriotic man in the land. Through years I have been 
the daily witness of his patient endurance, and though he has borne 
himself, as only bravo men can, with outward show of composure, I 
have often felt that it would have been infinitely more merciful had 
that brave and suffering soldier been shot to death on the day of his 
condemnation. Better this quick, though cruel fate, than have lived 
to encounter the desertion of timid friends, the taunts of cowards, 
the opprobrium of time-servers, and the dilatory justice of his Gov- 
ernment. 

But justice, though slow, has proved sure; the vindication of Gen- 
eral Porter, in the full light of all the facts, has been rendered by a 
board of United States officers and gentlemen skilled in the art of 
war, and competent to pass judgment. It remains for us to complete 


the . eld. 
Mr. LOGAN. Mr. sident 


the testimony under 
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Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Illinois does not desire to pro- 
ceed now, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will give way in a moment. Idesire to og, — word 
first. I wish to deck with my argument in the morning, but that 
impressions may not go out contrary to what I deem just, I desire to 
say to my friend from New Jersey now that the assertion made in 

erence to General McDowell’s report and testimony disagreeing, I 
think he will find he is in error in. I am very sure he will. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. IfI find I am in error prompt and early repara- 
55 = be made. I do not wish to do any injustice to General Me- 

well. 

Mr. LOGAN. Of course not. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. But I have had placed in my hand a report of 
such a date, and I certainly have seen General McDowell’s testimon 
of a later date. It may be, but I hardly think it is possible, that 
am wrong. 

Mr. LOGAN . The discussion here will develop the fact. I merely 
wish to put in a counter-statement at once, that the Senate may see 
afterward who is correct. I am satisfied the Senator from New Jer- 
sey is mistaken, for I have examined the matter very carefully. Ido 
not wish to discuss it now, but I have examined very carefully and I 
find no such contradiction. 

One other thing I desire to say in behalf of a man who is dead now— 
Douglas Pope—that the Senator will search in vain to find anywhere 
in the evidence, either before the court-martial or the reviewing 
board, where 172 5 Pope ever admitted any such thing as he states. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. As what? 

Mr. LOGAN. That he ever admitted that he had made a misstate- 
ment on the trial before the conrt-martial. I have read the evidence 
very recently, and those who know me will know that I generally 
remember evidence well. Douglas Pope swears before this board that 
he never made aay spon admission. Not only that, but the orderly 
who traveled with him swears positively to the time and the road and 
the whole thing, both witnesses stating it exactly as he did before the 
court-martial. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Isit not true, let me ask the Senator, that two 
officers, Captain Moale and one other whose name I have forgotten, 
officers in the United States Army to-day, testified that Pope did 
make just that admission ? 

Mr. LOGAN. It is true that two officers stated before this board 


that in casual mess conversations they understood Mr. Pope to say 
that he had met some one on the road that had misguided him and 
comes for- 


delayed him. They make that statement, but Mr. Pope 
ward and emphatically denies it, and so does the orderly who was with 
him. That is exactly the evidence. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, I have made my statement with 


care. 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. And althongh I am liable to error unquestion- 
ably, as my friend from Illinois is, I have no doubt in the course of 
this debate it will be developed by the evidence I am correct. 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely wished to put it right now. Of course I 
do not mean to insinuate that the Senator has made any misrepre- 
sentation; he will not so understand me; but he and I understand 
the evidence differently. That is all I wish to say, so that the Sen- 
ate may not gather the impression that the evidence proves what the 
Senator has stated in these particulars. That is the only reason why 
I wish to interpose now. Having said what I have said at this time, 
I give way to the Senator from Iowa. 

. RANDOLPH. I want to say, 
allow me 
Certainly. 


if the Senator from Iowa will 


Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I want to state, because I think it is just and 
Tight to say it, that I did not assert and did not intend to assert that 
Captan Douglas Pope ever admitted to the board of review that he 

not delivered that order until six or seven o’clock, but it is in 

evidence by the testimony of two United States officers that to them 
he did make substantially that admission. 

Mr. LOGAN. The evidence will show how that is. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Several SENATORS. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and fifteen minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, March 1, 1880. 
ay House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


„P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 
ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 


On motion of Mr. KEIFER, by unanimous consent, the 3 of 
the floor were extended for the day to Hon. Thomas J. Pringle and 
Hon. D. A. Hollingsworth, members of the Ohio senate. 


— ee were granted to Hon. J. H. Cooper, of the Maryland senate, 
‘or to-day. 

On motion of Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, the . of 
the floor were granted for one day to General E. Y. Mitchell, adjutant- 
general of the State of Missouri. 

On motion of Mr. ATHERTON, by unanimous consent, the privileges 
of the floor were granted for this day to Hon. William jr., late 
secretary of the State of Ohio, and ex-member of Ohio house of rep- 
resentatives. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at thirteen minutes past 
twelve o'clock. This being Monday, the first business in order dur- 
ing the morning hour is the call of States and Territories, commenc- 
ing with the State of Maine, for the introduction on leave of bills and 
joint resolutions for reference to their appropriate committees not to 
be brought back on a motion to reconsider. Under this call joint res- 
olutions and memorials and resolutions of State and territorial Leg- 
islatures are in order, and also resolutions calling for executive infor- 
mation, for reference to appropriate committees. 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask by unanimous consent that the call of States 
and Territories be continued until the whole list of States and Terri- 
tories be completed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

SALLY HALL. 


Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4767) granting a pension to 
Sally Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF VESSELS. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4768 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to change the name o 
vessels under certain circumstances; which was a first and sec- 
ond . referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GRANVILLE T. PIERCE. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4769) for the relief of 
Granville T. Pierce, of Southbury, Connecticut; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PORTS OF NEW HAVEN AND MIDDLETOWN, CONNECTICUT. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill ee R. No. 4770) to extend the 
rovisions of sections 2990 and 2997 of the Revised Statutes of the 
nited States, with respect to the transportation and entry of mer- 
chandise in bond to the ports of New Haven and Middletown, in the 
State of Connecticut; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
* DEFENSES IN NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of New York relative to increasing the defenses in the har- 
bor at New York City, for reference to the Committee on Appropria~ 
tions. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent during the morning hour of Monday. The gentleman 
will be recognized hereafter to make that request. 

Mr. COX. I ask for the reading of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That would not take it into the RECORD; but the: 
gentleman is entitled to have it read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let it be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee om 
Appropriations. : 

LUCIUS D. ALDEN. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4771) for the relief 
of Lucius D. Alden; which was read a first and second time, and’ 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


UNITED STATES REGULATION FIRE-ARMS COMPANY. 

Mr. MULLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4772) for 
the relief of the United States Regulation Fire-arms Company; which 
was read a first time by its title. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read the second time in full, and was referred to the: 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLICATION OF COMMERCIAL REPORTS. 


Mr. COX submitted the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby requested to inform this House 
what m if any, may in his opinion be advantageously taken for the more 
frequent publication and wider circulation of commercial reports received by the- 
De ent of State from the diplomatic and consular officers of the United States, 
and also to communicate to the House any information which may be in his pos- 
session as to the methods of publishing such reports in other countries. 


GOVERNMENT LANDS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4773) for the relief of the- 
Army and Navy purchasers of Government lands in South Carolina 
and of cash purchasers of Government lots in the abandoned city of 
Port Royal, om Saint Helena Island; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 


On motion of Mr. MCLANE, by unanimous consent, the privileges of | to be printed. 
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DUTY ON CARPETINGS. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4774) 
to fix a maximum rate of duties on carpetings; which was read a first 
time by its title. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Let the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read the second time in full, referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed, 

ANN M. PAULDING. 

Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4775) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann M. Paulding, widow of Hiram Paulding, late senior rear- 
admiral United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
5 EDWARD M’DONALD REYNOLDS. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4776) for the restoration of 
Edward McDonald Reynolds to the rank of captain in the Marine 
Corps of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MATTIE s. WHITNEY. 

Mr. McCOOK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4777) for the 
relief of Mattie S. Whitney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DOROTHEA BOTHNER. 

Mr. McCOOK (for Mr. Morton, absent by leave ofthe House) also 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4773) to grant a pension to Dorothea Both- 
ner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN YORK, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4779) to provide 
for the purchase of a suitable site and the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of York, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS, ANNIE A. HAYS. 
Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4780) granting arrears of 
nsion to Mrs. Annie A. Hays, widow of Brigadier-General Alexan- 
er Hays, late of the United States Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. . 
AGNES CORNMESSER. 

Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4781) granting a pen- 
Sion to Agnes Cornmesser; which was read a first and second time, 
Shir to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
5 ELIZABETH FLENNER. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4782) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Flenner, widow of Philip Flenner, a soldier of 
the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY F. SHEEDER. 


Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4783) granting a 
pension to Henry F. Sheeder; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JACOB D. TETWILER. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4784) granting a 
Pension to Jacob D. Tetwiler; which was read a first and second time, 
zerorren to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

k HARBOR OF ANNAPOLIS. 

Mr. HENKLE. I present joint resolutions of the General Assembly 
of Maryland, relative to the removal of obstructions to the harbor of 
Annapolis. I ask that the joint resolutions be read. 

The joint resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

DEEPENING OF CHANNELS OF ELK AND EAST RIVERS, MARYLAND. 

Mr. TALBOTT submitted the following resolution ; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby requested to report 
an estimate of the amount of money necessary to complete the deepening of the 
-channels of Elk and East Rivers, in Cecil County, in tho State of Maryland. 


THOMAS B, PRICE. 

Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4785) for the relief of 
‘Thomas B. Price; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STYSHEN ESTES. 

Mr. URNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4786) for the relief of 
Styshen Estes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DOCKAGE IN UNITED STATES NAVY-YARDS. 

Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4787) to provide for ex- 
5 the provisions of section 3617 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States the proceeds from dockage of private vessels at 


the several United States navy-yards; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CULTIVATION OF THE TEA PLANT. 

Mr. AIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4788) to encourage the cul- 
tivation of the tea-plant; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

A. W. BALLEW. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4789) for the relief of A. 
W. Ballew, of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. ALLEN. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4790 
for the relief of Henry H. Allen; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to 
be printed. 

RAILROAD LAND GRANTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4791) to re all 
acts granting lands in the Indian Territory to railroads conditioned 
upon the extinguishment of the Indian title; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I ask that that bill be read. 

The bill was read at length, and referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4792) toextend 
the time for the completion of the Texas Pacilic Railway; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

DREDGING THE MOUTH OF RED RIVER. 

Mr. ACKLEN presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of the State of Louisiana, asking an appropriation for dredging the 
mouth of Red River, Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. KING presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Louisiana, relative to dredging the channel of the mouth of 
Red River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

W. H. H. GORHAM. 

Mr. MONROE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4793) to restore to the 

nsion-roll the name of W. H. H. Gorham, late sergeant Company 

, Sixty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. HOWENSTINE. 


Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4794) for the relief of 
Jobn P. Howenstine; which was read a tirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CARR. 

Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4795) for the relief 
of William Carr; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY U. BARTLETT. 

Mr. GARFIELD introduced s bill (H. R. No. 4796) to grant a pen- 
sion to Mary U. Bartlett; which was read a first and second time, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

WILSON PONTIOUS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4797) 
granting a pension to Wilson Pontious; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANTHONY HALPIN. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4798) 
granting a pension to Anthony Halpin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. DOLLY BLAZER. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4799) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Dolly Blazer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANK RICKEY. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4800) 
granting a pension to Frank Rickey ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY HAYES. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4301) 
granting a pension to Henry Hayes; which was a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE STOREKEEPERS AND GAUGERS. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4802) to allow 

internal-reyenue storekeepers and gaugers the same leave of absonce 
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now allowed to all other pores of the Executive Departments; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


YACHTS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4803) to 
amend section 4214 of the Revised Statutes, relating to yachts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HEATH. . 

Mr. HURD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4804) for the relief of Charles 
Heath, alias James Smith, late first sergeant Company E, Sixty-first 
New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2 provide for 
the survey and F of the public lands of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to state that this is the bill prepared by 
the public land commission. I move that the twelfth chapter of the 
bill, relating to mines and mining, be referred to the committee on 
= 5 and the residue of the bill to the Committee on Public 

an x 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS. 


Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4806) to amend 
the statutes in relation to patents, to encourage the arts and sciences ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF ON PRINTING-TYPE. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4807) abolishin 
all tariff duty on printing-type imported into the United States o 
America; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF TOBACCO-RAISERS. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4808) to 
enable all persons raising tobacco to sell their tobacco without license 
or the payment of any tax; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TARIFF ON TRACE-CHAINS. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4809) abolish- 
ing all tariff duties on trace-chains imported into the United States 
of America; which was read a first and second time, (the first reading 
being in fall upon demand of Mr, ATKINS, ) referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF ON AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4810) abol- 
ishing all tariff duties upon agricultural implements imported into 
the United States of America; which was read a first and second 
time, (the first reading being in full,) referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SUBSIDIARY COINS. 

Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4811) to repeal the first 
and second sections of an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
exchange of subsidiary coins for lawful money of the United States 
under certain circumstances, and to make such coins a legal tender in 
all sums not exceeding $10, and for other parposen approved June 
9, 1879; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4812) to amend 
the laws in relation to internal revenue; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Ways aud Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. CURRAN. 

Mr. PHISTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4813) for the benefit of 
Thomas A. Curran, of Mason County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. Davis. 

Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4814) for the bene- 
fit of Thomas A. Davis, of Maysville, Kentucky ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARIA C. WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4815) panin a 
pension to Mrs. Maria C. Worthington, of Mason County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4816) to regulate commerce 
among the States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH HAXTHAUSEN. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4817) for the relief of 
Joseph Haxthau of Louisville, Kentucky ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FELIX ROBERTS. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4818) for the relief of 
Felix Roberts, of Louisville, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing was received from the President, by Mr. Pru- 

Th ae 33 ced that he had 
e message r announ that approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: Pp 22 

An act (H. R. No. 2003) for the relief of J. P. Zimmerman and H. P. 
Snow, of Clinton County, Kentucky ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2785) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to appoint a deputy collector at Lake Charles, Louisiana ; 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 157) for the relief of M. M. Herr, and to 
pay three messengers of the Senate ; 

5 Joint resolution (H. R. No. 200) for printing the eulogies delivered 
a the Senate and House of Representatives upon Hon. Rush Clark, 


? 
Joint resolution (H. R. No. 203) making appropriations for the Re- 
form School of the District of Columbia ; et 

An act (H. R. No. 3058) authorizing the remission or refunding of 
daty on an altar from Rome, Italy, for the Saint John’s cathedral, of 
Indianapolis, Indiana. 

ASA FAULKNER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4319) for the relief of 
Asa Faulkner and others, of Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES H. WALKER. 


Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4820) for the relief of James 
H. Walker, of Blount County, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF DUTY ON PRINTING PAPER. 

Mr. ATKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4821) to put wood and 
straw pulp, soda-ash, and other chemicals used in the manufacture of 

per, on the free list, and to reduce the duty on printing - paper used 

‘or books, pamphlets, and magazines to 5 per cent. ad valorem ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN SPROUL. 

Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4822) for the relief of 
John Sproul; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. M. HYDER. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4823) to restore the 
name of William F. M. Hyder to the pension-roll ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. WALKER. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4324) granting a. 
pension to John B. Walker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed, 
CHARLES M. GOURLEY. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4825) to remove the- 
charge of desertion against Charles M. Gourley from the records of 
the Adjutant-General’s Office ; which was read a first and second time, 
arte to the committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be. 

rinted. 
z COLONEL s. K, N. PATTON. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4826) for the relief 
of Colonel S. K. N. Patton, late colonel of the Eighth Tennessee Cav- 
alry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH GARRISON. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4827) granting a 

nsion to Hannah Garrison; which was read a first and second 

ime, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
URIAH L. SQUIBB, 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4828) . a pen- 
sion to Uriah L. Squibb; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed, 
OWEN M. BROWN. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4829) granting a pen- 
sion to Owen M. Brown; which was read a first and second re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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R. R. ROBINSON. 


Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4830) for the relief 
of R. R. Robinson ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. NANCY MILLER. 


Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4831) granting a par 
sion to Mrs. Nancy Miller; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WATCHMEN AND MESSENGERS IN INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MYERS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish this House with a list of tho names of all the persons appointed as watch- 
men and messengers in his Department since he has taken charge of the same, and 
persons serving now in his Department as such, their names, color, age, when ap- 
pointed, their legal residences, and whether they have served in and were honor- 
ably dise ed from the United States Army or Navy, as provided 8 
1754 of the Revised Statutes; and, if so, how long they served and in what regi- 
ment or company. 

HEIRS OF ROBERT PHILLIPS, 

Mr. HEILMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4832) for the relief of 
the heirs and assigns of Robert Phillips, of Gibson County, Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


II. B. CRAWFORD. 


Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4833) for the relief of 
H. B. Crawford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIS G. GRAHAM. 


Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4834) for the relief 
of Willis G. Graham, of Logansport, Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE BUCHMAN, 


Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4835) to place the 
name of George Buchman on the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LAND WARRANTS TO OFFICERS, SOLDIERS, AND SAILORS. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4836 
granting a land warrant to all officers, soldiers, and sailors who serve 
im the late war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPEAL OF DUTY ON PRINTING MATERIAL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4837) 
to repeal the duty on prape -type, type-metal, and the duty on 
printing-paper, and to place said articles on the free list; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. CORN. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4838) 
granting a pension to John H. Corn; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLICATION OF STATISTICS. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a pins resolution (H. R. No. 227) de- 
claring that it shall not be lawful for the Secretary of the 
to withhold or cause to be withheld from immediate publication sta- 
tistics relating to the importation or shipment of n, provisions, 
or other merchandise imported into or shipped from the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4839) to 
amend the Jaws relating to internal revenue; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN N. TREADWAY. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4840) granting a pen- 
sion to John N. Treadway; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE F. SEWARD AND O. B. BRADFORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Department: 


uments, and e of the date of his appointment as 
minister to China to the close of the last quarter, and also a statement of the same 
matters as to O. B. Bradford, „consul. clerk, during the 


8 vice -general and 
same time, together with all correspondence relating to the same 
MONUMENT TO GENERAL GEORGE A. CUSTER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4841) for the 
erection of a monument in the city of Washington to the memory of 


General George A. Custer and the officers and men of the Seventh 
United States Cavalry who were killed in the battle of the Little 
Bighorn ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
R. W. BARKLEY. 
Mr. ROTHWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4842) to reinstate R. 
W. Barkley as cadet midshipman in United States Naval Academy at 


Annapolis; which was a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HARBOR AT SAINT GENEVIEVE, MISSOURI, 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4843) providing for the 
survey, by the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, of the Mis- 
sissippi River at Saint Genevieve, Missouri, with a view to the im- 
provement of the harbor at that place; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to- 
be printed. 

ROSSETTA HART AND OTHERS, 

Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4844) entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act for the relief of Rossetta Hart, (late 
Rossetta Scoville,) Charles C. Benoist, Emily Benoist, and Logan. 
Fanfan, half-breed Indians;’” which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed: 


JOHN THOMPSON. 

Mr. FORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4845) granting a pen- 
sion toJohn be late Thirty fifth Missouri Infantry Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC HALPEN. 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4846) for the relief of Isaac 
Halpen, postmaster at Clarendon, in the State of Arkansas; which- 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed, 


LOCAL INSPECTORS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 


Mr. HUBBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4847) to increase the 
salaries of the local inspectors of steam-vessels in the district of Su- 
perior; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN H. FRENCH. 


Mr, HUBBELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4845) granting a pen- - 
sion to Calvin H. French, of Norwich, Missaukee County, Michigan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred, with accompanying 
poren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and the bill ordered to- 

printed. 
CAPTAIN J. H. GILLIS. 


Mr. WILLITS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 228) tender- 
ing the thanks of Congress to Captain J. H. Gillis; which was read 
x oe and second time, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

5 PALATKA MILITARY RESERVATION, FLORIDA. 

Mr. HULL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4849) to confirm certain- 
entries and warrant locations in the former Palatka military reserva- 
tion in Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PROSECUTION OF GOVERNMENT CLAIMS, 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4850) to prescribe - 
the time in which claims in favor of or against the Government shall 
be prosecuted; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS, 

Mr. SAPP. I present a memorial of the General Assembly of the 
oe of Iowa, relating to the Des Moines River lands, and ask that 
it be read. 

1 memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Public- 
ands. 
THOMAS U. ROTHROCK. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4851) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas U. Rothrock ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iowa, in relation to interstate commerce ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REMISSION OF LEGACY TAX, 

Mr. CARPENTER also presented a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iowa, in relation to remitting and abating 
the internal- revenue legacy tax; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

ELIZABETH DAVIS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4852) grant- 
ing a ion to Elizabeth Davis, widow of Hannibal B. Davis, late 
Captain Company K, Fourth Regiment Missouri Militia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid« 


Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


Mr. DEUSTER. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Wisconsin, requesting Congress to ee a certain bill 
in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and ask 
that it be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

FINANCIAL LEGISLATION IN CONGRESS. 

Mr. DEUSTER presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin, in relation to financial legislation in Congress; which 
was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

ISAIAH ALTENBURG, 


Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4853) granting a pension to 
Isaiah Altenburg, of Stevens Point, Wisconsin; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. * 

HARBOR OF REFUGE, STURGEON BAY. 

Mr. POUNDalso presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, for an appropriation to complete a breakwater and 
harbor at the entrance to the harbor of refuge in Sturgeon Bay, in 
the State of Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

STEAM-PLOW MACHINERY. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4854) to admit free of aniy 
steam-plow machinery adapted to the cultivation of the soil; whic. 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAGE also presented a concurrent resolution of the California 
Legislature, asking exemption of steam-plows from import duty for 
five years; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


T. GUINEAU AND B. S. HOYT. 


Mr. BERRY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4855) to re- 
fund to Thomas Guineau and Bradly S. Hoyt, of California, certain 
moneys on account of land purchased by them respectively from the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON GRAIN-SACKS, ETC. 

Mr. BERRY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4856) repealing the 
duty on grain-sacks and bagging used for grain, cotton, and wool 
and all burlaps and gunny-cloth; which was read a first and secon 
time, refe: to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF HUMBOLDT BAY. s 

Mr. BERRY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
-the State of California, asking for an Appropriation for improvement 
of Humboldt Bay, in said State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

IRON-CLAD MONADNOCK. 

Mr. BERRY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of California, asking for an appropriation to complete the 
iron-clad ship Monadnock; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

CAMP INDEPENDENCE, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PACHECO introduced a bill (H. R. No. snl to donate Camp 
Independence for school purposes to the counties of Inyo and Mono, 
California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
«Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMBER ON MENOMONEE RESERVATION, 

Mr. POEHLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4858) to provide for 
the sale of certain timber on Menomonee Indian reservation, in Wis- 
-consin, and to pay certain claims against said tribe out of the pro- 
ceeds thereof; which was read a first and second time, refe to 
-the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRE-EMPTORS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a bill = R. No. 4859) for the re- 
lief of certain pre-emptors in the State of Kansas ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH S. SEELEY. 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4860) for the 
relief of Elizabeth S. Seeley, widow of Sherman Seeley; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS M’GILL, 
Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4861) grant- 
ing to Thomas McGill, of Rose, Woodson County, Kansas, a pension; 
which was read a first and second time, refi to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HOUSTON L. TAYLOR. 
Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4862) for the 
-relief of Houston L. Taylor, late register of land office; which was 
-read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JACK SMITH. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4863) ting a pen- 
sion to Jack Smith; which was read a first and secon time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ICE-BREAKERS IN OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4864) for the construction 
of two ice-breakers in the Ohio River, near Parkersburgh, in West 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY HARPER. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4865) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Harper, late private Company A, Tenth Regiment West 
Me, Sp Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA P. STRIBLING. $ 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4866) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Martha P. Stribling, widow of Rear-Admi- 
ral Cornelius K. Stribling, deceased, of Martinsburgh, West Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


STORER COLLEGE, HARPER'S FERRY. 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4867) granting about ten acres of land to Storer College, at Harper’s 
Ferry, West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4868) in relation to the 
use of the public lands; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pablic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES AUTOBIAS. 

Mr. BELFORD also presented a jointresolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Colorado, asking Congress to award a pension to Charles 
Autobias for services rendered the Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


UTAH LEGISLATURE. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, presented a memorial of the council and house 
of representatives of Utah Territory, asking for similar relief to be ex- 
tended to the Legislative Assembly of Utah Territory that was ex- 
tended to the Legislatures of the Territories of Idaho, Montana, Ari- 
zona, and Dakota; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

SETTLERS ON RESTORED RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4869) for the relief of 
certain settlers on restored railroad lands; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MILITARY WAGON-ROAD IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4870) for the con- 
struction of a military wagon-road between Fort Walla Walla-and 
Fort Chelan via Ainsworth, in Washington Territory; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

VANCOUVER BAERACKS, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4871) for the con- 
struction and repair of officers’ quarters at Vancouver Barracks, in 
Washington Territory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY TELEGRAPH, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4872) for the con- 
struction of a military tel ph from Columbus, by way of Golden- 
dale, Fort Simcoe, Yakima City, and Ellensburgh, to Fort Chelan, in 
Washington Territory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Cemmittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WYOMING, MONTANA AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4873) creating the 
Wyoming, Montana and Pacific Railroad Company, a corporation or- 
ganized under the laws of the Territory of Wyoming, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

UTAH AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4874) in relation 
to the Utah and Northern sect ial Mat meee which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE BILLS, 

Mr. DOWNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4875) for the enforce- 
ment of public and private justice and the relief of Congress from 
the potas acer of private bills; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now recognize gentlemen who 

were not in their seats when their States were called. 
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REFUND OF COTTON TAX. 


Mr. LOWE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4876) to return the cotton 
tax collected under acts of Congress which have since been declared 
illegal and void; which was read a first and second time. 

r. LOWE. I move the reference of this bill to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill should be referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. LOWE. I prefer that it should be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. It involves a judicial question. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Lowr] so as to refer the bill to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. It is simply a question of revenue. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CONGER, there 
were—ayes 47, noes 32; no quorum voting. 

Pas were ordered; and Mr. Low and Mr. CONGER were ap- 
poin 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 82, noes 84. 

Mr. CONGER. I think it so important where these cotton claims 
which propose to take away revenue should go that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 138, nays 92, not 
voting 62; as follows: 


YEAS--138. 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, George R. Ketcham, Shallenberger, 
Aldrich, William Davis, Horace Killinger, Sherwin, 
Anderson, Davis, Lowndes H. Lapham, Singleton, J. W. 
Bailey, ring, Lindsey, Singleton, O. R. 
Baker, Deuster, Loring, Smith, A. Herr 
Ballou, Dunnell, Lounsbery, Sparks, 
Barber, Dwight, Marsh, Springer, 
Bayne, Errett, Martin, Joseph J. Stevenson, 
‘ord, Farr, M. tone, 
Berry. Ferdon, MeCook, Thomas, 
Blake, Field, McGowan, Thompson, W. G. 
Bland, A McKinley, ‘ownsend, Amos 
Forsythe, Townshend, R. W. 
Bouck, Frye, er, 1 58 
Bowman, Garfield, Mitchell, pdegraff, J. T. 
Boyd, Gillette, onroe, pd 4 
Brewer, Hammond, John Morrison, Urner, 
Briggs, orse, Van Aernam, 
Browne, Haske Myers, Van Voorhis, 
Burrows, Hawk, eal Wad 
Calkins, Hawley, Newberry, Wai 
Camp, Hayes, Norcross, Ward, 
Cannon, Hazelton, Orth, Warner, 
Carlisle, H 1 Osmer, Washburn, 
Henderson, Overton, Weaver, 
Caswell, ‘ Pacheco, Wells, 
laflin, Horr, Phelps, White, 
Clymer, Houk, Pound, Williams, C. G. 
Conger, Hubbell, Price, illits 
Covert, Humphrey, Rice, Wood, Fernando 
Cowgill, James, Robinson, Wood, Walter A. 
Cox, Joyce, Russell, Wm. A. Yocum, 
Crapo, Keifer, Ryan, Thomas Young, Thomas L. 
Crowley, elley, Sapp, 
Daggett, Kenna, es, 
NAYS—92. 
Aiken, Donn, King, Rothwell, 
Armfield, Ellis, Kite ‘ord, 
Atherton, Evins, Klotz, Sawyer, 
Finley, Knott, Shelley, 

0, Forney, Le Fevre, Slemons, 
Bicknell, Geddes, Lewis, Smith, William E 
Blackburn, Gibson, Lowe, § s 
Bright, Goode, Steele, 

C Gunter, Martin, Benj. F. Talbo 
Caldwell, Hammond, N. J. McKenzie, Thompson, P. B 
Clardy, Hatch, Lane, ‘Tillman, 
Clark, Jobn B. Henkle, McMillin, Tucker, 
Cobb, Herbert, Turner, Oscar 
Herndon, Muldrow, Turner, Thomas 

Colerick, ew, Upson, 
Converse, Hooker, Nicholls, Vance, 
Cook, Hostetler, O'Connor, Wellborn, 
Cravens, Honse, Persons, Whiteaker, 
Culberson, an Phister, Williams, Thomas 

vidson, Hunton, Poehler, Willis, 
Davis, Joseph J. Hurd, = ae vn, 

R utchins, chardson, J. 
Dickey, Jones, Richmond, Wright. 
NOT VOTING—62. 
Acklen, Elam, McCoid, Robeson, 
Bachman, Ewing, Miles, t 
Barlow, Felton, Money, Russell, Daniel L. 
Betlzhoover, Ford, Morton, Ryon, John W. 
Fort, Muller, monton, 

Blount, Frost, Murch, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bragg, O'Brien, tarin, 
Brigham, Hall, O'Neill, Stephens, 
Buckner, Harmer, O'Reilly, Taylor, 
Bui Harris, John T. Valentine, 
Chalmers, enry, Voorhis, 
Chittenden, Johnston, Pierce, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Alvah A. Jorgensen, Prescott, Wilber, 
De La s Kimmel, Reed, Young, Casey. 
Dick, Lad Richardson, D, P. 
Einstein, „Edward L. Robertson, 


So the amendment of Mr. CONGER to the motion of Mr. Low was 
agreed to. 


X——78 


roll-call the following announcements were made: 

G. My colleague, Mr. Money, is detained from the 
House 55 illness. 

Mr. O'REILLY. I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. Fort. 

Mr. DIBRELL. My colleague, Mr. SIMONTON, is paired with the 
gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. MoCom. ] 

Mr. ACKLEN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, Mr. O'NEILL. If he were present, I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, Mr. PAGE. If present, he would vote “ay” and I should vote 
“ no.” 

Mr. STONE. The gentleman from New York, Mr. STARIN, is paired 
with the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. FISHER. My coll e, Mr. HARMER, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. My colleague, Mr. PHILIPS, is detained 
from the House by sickness. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. My colleague, Mr. CHALMERs, 
who is absent by leave of the House, is paired, as I understand, with 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. VAN Vooruis. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I am paired with the gentleman from New Jersey, 
Mr. BRIGHAM. - 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The motion of Mr. LOWE as amended on motion of Mr. CONGER was 

eed to; and the bill was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
cans, and ordered to be printed. 


BRANDY MADE OF APPLES, PEACHES, ETC. 


Mr. LOWE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4877) to abolish all taxes 
on brandy made of apples, peaches, or other fruits; which was read 
a first and second time, 

Mr. LOWE. I move the reference of this bill to the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. CONGER. All questions in regard to the revision of the tariff 
should go to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would rule that this bill should prop- 
erly go to the Committee of Ways and Means; but the reference is 
within the control of the House. 

Mr. LOWE. This is not a question of tariff. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it d&c., That all taxes now im u brandy made of a) 
eee grapes, or other fruits, from r 1st aur of May, EE ee 
and the same are hereby, abolished. 

Src. 2. That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House this bill would go 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. The House, however, if it 
desires to make a different reference, has power to do so. 

Mr. LOWE. Mr. Speaker, I would prefer that the bill should be 
referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws; but as the 
sense of the House has been tested on another bill, and it appears to 
be adverse to such reference, I do not oppose sending the bill to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
` The bill was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TOBACCO IN THE HANDS OF THE PRODUCER, 

Mr. LOWE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4878) to repeal the tax on 
tobacco in the hands of the producer, and for other pi ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. LOWE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4879) to reduce tax on 
distilled spirits to twenty cents a gallon; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


During the 
Mr. 


MARIA GOODRICH. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4880) granting a pension 
to Maria Goodrich ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE M. DAUGHERTY. 

Mr. KILLINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4881) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie M. Daugherty, widow of John M. Daugherty; witoh 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES GRAFTON PRESCOTT. 

Mr. FIELD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4882) granting a pension 
to Frances Grafton Prescott, a daughter of George W. tt, a 
brigade major in the war of 1812; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MAGGIE GORDON. 

Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4883) for the relief of Mrs. 
Maggie Gordon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MASTER-AT-ARMS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 
Mr. URNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4884) in rela- 
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tion to master-at-arms, United States Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. LINDSEY. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4885) granting a pen- 
sion to John C. Lindsey, of p piai Po County, Ohio which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

O. F. ADAMS. 

Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4886) 
for the relief of O. F. Adams, of North Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROSALIE LOUIS. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4887) granting a pen- 
sion to Rosalie Louis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MILO M, ADAMS. 

Mr. OSMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4888) ting an honora- 
ble discharge to Milo M. mesa oe! Company D, One hundred and 
eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REORGANIZATION OF THE MILITIA. 

Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4889) to reorganize 
and discipline the militia of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Militia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DIKES, WING-DAMS, AND JETTIES. 

Mr. KING submitted the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the of War be, and is hereby, requested to furnish to 
this House, if not incompatible with Lee information as may 
be in the possession of the War Department as will w the number of dik 
ing tau, errari aces constructed by and under the authority of this Governmen 
since the 


thereof, w w and for what purposes tively the 

penrai en E iine dna aie pai yaa babea thereof — — 

Mr. CON GER. What is proposed to be done with that resolution? 

Mr. KING. It only seeks for information. I ask that it be put 
upon its 3 

The § R. That cannot be done during this call, but the 
committee to which the resolution will be referred under the rule 
must report the resolution back within six days. 

Mr. G. Then let the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. Answer to this resolution will involve a great 
amount of labor, 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


GEORGE E. ELY. 


Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4890) for the relief of 
George E. Ely, of Darby, in the State of Connecticut; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COTTON THREAD, ETC. 

Mr. REILLY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4891) to amend United 
States Revised Statutes, title 33, section 2504, paragraph 7, No. 927; 
which was read a first and second time, ref to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WALKER. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4892) granting a pen- 
rye to 8 H. Walker, a en Sony — md = 

m First Regiment Kentue olunteer Cav: ; whic 
was say, a first and second time, retained: to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DUTY ON PRINTING-PAPER. 
Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4893) to place 
used in the printing of newspapers and books on the free list, 
and for other p ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
3 to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
rin 
a THOMAS D. HINE AND HOMER SMITH. 

Mr. ACKLEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4894) for the relief of 
Thomas D. Hine and Homer Smith, of Franklin, Lonisiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT-COLONEL JOHN G. PARR, 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4895) granting an increase | Par. 


oi ger to Lieutenant-Colonel John G. Parr, of the One hundred 


thirty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 

read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KATE H. BLAKELY. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4896) for the relief of 

are 5 1 = . . was read a 

and seco e, referred, wi accompan pers, to the 

4 the painted i 


Committee of Claims, and bill ordered to be 


NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM presented a joint resolution of the islature 
of the State of New York, relative to appropriations for the defense of 
the harbor of New York; which was a first and second time, 
metered to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

DUTY ON PRINTING-PAPER. 

Mr. . a bill (H. R. . o place printing- 
paper suita or magazines, pam ts, and newspapers on 
the free list; which was read a first and pe time. = 

Mr. DICKEY. I ask that that be referred to the Committee on 
Depression of Labor. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the title of the bill to be 
in read. It would seem proper that this should go to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

The 5 Does the gentleman from Ohio insist upon his 
motion 

Mr. DICKEY. I do; I move its reference to the Committee on the 
Depression of Labor. 

. GARFIELD. I move its reference to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 97, noes 36. 

Mr. DICKEY demanded tellers. 

8 were ordered; and Mr. DICKEY and Mr. GARFIELD were ap- 
poin 
3 House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 106, noes 


So the bill was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT BRUSE. 

Mr. ROTHWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4898) for the relief 
of Albert Bruse, of Mercer County, Missouri; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN COMMISSION AWARDS. 

Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4899) to amend the act 
approved June 18, 1878, relative to the awards of the Mexican com- 
mission; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER & CO. 

Mr. BRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4900) for the relief of 
Alexander & Co, for the loss of whisky by the negligence of officers 
of the Government; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT MOUTH OF PEARL RIVER. 

Mr. HOOKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4901) to provide for the 
erection of a light-house at the mouth of Pearl River, in the State of 
Mississippi, where the same debouches into the Mississippi Sound ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BARBARA CHENOWITH. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4902) for the relief of 
Barbara Chenowith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would like to ask the gentleman who intro- 
duces that bill to explain briefly its character, as bills for mere relief 
ought not to go to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I will state to the ane that the T parma 
in this case had some United States bonds, which were destroyed, 
and this is to authorize their reissue. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That reference, then, is of course appropriate. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business of this morning is the 
resolution coming over from a former Monday morning, which the 
Clerk will now read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Wednesday evening, February 18, and Wednesda: 
February 25, 1880, be set yi $0 be denoted exclasivel to wevelving reports from 
the Committee on Invalid for — and action on pension 
DETI ee ae DRE LA ttee of the Whole on the Private = 
dar; no other business to 


Mr. COFFROTH. I desire to change the dates in that resolution. 
Mr. WEAVER rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Iowa 


rise ? 
Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of making a 


liamen aiy. 
e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. If I understand, the Chairstates that the business 
now in order is the unfinished business of a previous Monday morn- 
ing, = iam this business takes precedence of a motion to suspend 
the rules 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is under a motion to suspend the 
rules ; and no motion to suspend the rules can be made while another 
motion to md the rules is pending. 

Mr. WEAVER. Do I understand the Speaker, then, to rule that this 
is pending ? 
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The SPEAKER. It was pending on the last Monier morning, or 
the preceding Monday ; and the Chair thinks it is in order now as the 
unfinished business. I 

Mr. WEAVER. I make the point of order that it has lost its place 


in not 2 8 been called up on last Monday. 


The SPE The Chair overrules the point of order. n 
Mr. STEVENSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that he amend his resolution so as to assign the evenings of the first 


and second Wednesdays of March for evening sessions. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Till change the resolution as to dates. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask for a ruling upon the point I made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has overruled the point. 

A MEMBER. What was the point? 

The SPEAKER. The point made by the gentleman from Iowa was 
that the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cor- 
ROTH LANG lost its place. The rule provides that upon a motion to 
suspend the rules one motion to adjourn may be entertained. Itis 
because a motion to adjourn was made and prevailed that the resolu- 
tion comes over as unfinished business. In addition to that, the rules 
do not allow more than one motion to suspend the rules to be pend- 
ing at the same time. The Chair rules in both directions against the 
gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. WEAVER. ] 7 i 

Mr. WEAVER. I always understood that the motion to adjourn 
dispensed with the motion to suspend the rules, if su 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa probably has not read 
Rules 56 and 161. 

Mr. WEAVER. I make the further point that the 18th and 25th of 
February are gone, and that the resolution falls by its own terms. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule 56. 

The Clerk read aş follows: 

56. The consideration of the unfinished business in which the House ma; . 
paged at an adjournment shall be resumed as soon as the Journal of the next day 

read, and at the same time each day thereafter e ee and if, from 
any cause, other business shall intervene, it shall be 
business is disposed of. And the consideration of all other unfinished business 
shall be resumed whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in 
order under the rules.—March 18, 1860. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will also cause Rule 161 to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
J jpeaker may entertain on 
ton that the T apre mec En bet afer tho ere 3 is pine rane gt 
shall not entertain any other ry motion tillthe vote is taken on 
February 25, 1868. 

The SPEAKER. Those are the rules which governed the Chair in 
his miae on the point of order made by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WEAVER. Do I understand that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. COFFROTH] has moved an amendment to the pending 
resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman proposes to modify his resolution 
as regards the dates. And the Chair is perfectly willing to state to 
the gentleman from Iowa that after this proposition is out of the way, 
having received notice from eight or more of the committees of this 
House that they desire to be recognized for motions to suspend the 
rules, he will be bound by the practice and his own decisions and the 
decisions of former Speakers to ize committees in preference 
to individuals. He makes this statement for the information of the 
—— from Iowa if that is the point the gentleman desires to 
reach. 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the Chair indulge me in one further remark ? 

TheSPEAKER. Certainly, the Chair will hear as far as the gentle- 
man wishes. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask the Chair if an appeal will lie from the de- 
cision of the Chair recognizin 2 who represent commit- 
tees in pfeference to individu ‘or motions to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize always an appeal if 
any gentleman desires to ap from the decision of the Chair while 
he is executing the rules. the gentleman from Iowa appeal? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ithink the Chair misunderstands the gentleman 
er I do not think he asked about an appeal from the ruling 
just . 

Mr. WEAVER. Not at all. I asked the question of the Chair 
with reference to the remark of the Chair made out of its order, 
about recognitions hereafter for motions to suspend the rules. My 
question was whether, when that point was reached, and the Chair 
holds to his decision to recognize a gentleman representing a com- 
mittee, whether I can appeal from that recognition of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 
Chair; but the Chair is perfectly willing to give to the Honse his 
reasons for that recognition. 

Mr. WEAVER. en I understand the Chair to rule that in the 
construction of a rule, he has made a rule that the House is power- 
less to correct on appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no rule whatever. The 
House has made its own rule and the Chair is administering it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to suggest that the Chair stated in language 
which I caused to be read by the Clerk on Monday before last that 
he had made a rule which he proposed should govern him in all time 
to come. I wish to suggest also that there is no written rule that a 


committee shall be recognized in preference to an individual. If as Fi be Fs and the 
. MCLANE. 


there is, I would like to have it read. 


The recognition is in the f 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read the report to 
which 5 refers. 

Mr. G IELD. The gentleman wants the unwritten rule to be 
Mr. WEAVER. Yes; the unwritten rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the report to be read. The 
Chair has already caused it to be read, and the House accepted the 
ruling of the Chair without a division. The Chair thinks, however, 
it would be well to have it read agai 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to e a parliamentary inquiry. I be- 
lieve there is a list on the Speaker's table of names of members who 
ae n be recognized in the order in which their names occur on that 

ist 

The SPEAKER. There is no such list. The Chair, in view of the 
action of the House, stated distinctly during this session he would 
not recognize any such list, since the House had overruled such a list 
both in Committee of the Whole and in the House. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think the golden rule should apply in this case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How can you apply that to the 8 theory? 

„ The Chair does not think the golden rule of silence 
prev 

Mr. LOWE. Did not the Speaker recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to introduce a resolution at this session 
of Con to suspend the rules without being authorized by a com- 
mittee 

The SPEAKER. He did by unanimous consent. But when the 
point is raised the Chair has to go by the rule. 

Mr. KELLEY. That recognition occurred before the announcement 
of the rule to which the Chair has referred. 

The SPEAKER. There are a number of gentlemen contending 
for the floor and under those circumstances the Chair rules that 
those representing committees shall have the preference. That is all. 

Mr. TOWNS of Illinois. I would like to ask a parliament- 

question of the Chair, if it is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Are there not other gentlemen who 
have asked the Chair to ize them to submit motions to suspend 
the rules a to the application of the gentleman from Iowa, [ Mr. 
WEAVER 

The SP The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
himself asked the Chair at the last session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, And at the beginning of this session. 

The SPEAKER. That is so. 

„ of IIlinois. And the request has not yet been 
granted. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been. There are many other members 
who have asked the recognition of the Chair in the same way as the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. And prior to that gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have frequently asked the Chair to ize 
me to move a suspension of the rules; and if the Chair 8 
now in his mind whom he would like to recognize for that e 
would like to be recognized now. 

Mr. WEAVER. I beg pardon of the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. 
SPRINGER ;] the Chair has another member in his eye now. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to move a suspension of the rules 
and have a vote of the House on a third-term resolution, which I 
think is one of great interest to the people. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman had better wait until the new rule 
is adopted, which gives individual members the right to move a sus- 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. BREWER. Perhaps he had better wait until after the action 
of the national democratic convention at Cincinnati. 

Mr. LOWE. Under the new rule members will not have more than 
one quarter of the privileges they now have. 

The SPEAKER. The rule to which the gentleman refers was 
changed by a unanimous vote of the Committee on Rules so as to 
accommodate individual members. 

Mr. LOWE. By the written rules of the Honse now every Monday 
an individual member has the same right which the chairman of a 
committee has to move a suspension of the rules. But by the new 
rule we will have just one-quarter of the privileges we now have in 
that regard. 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House to consider. 

Mr. MCLANE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCLANE. My point of order is that the pending question be- 
fore the House is the report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. COFFROTH.] That 
is the question now pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, at the instance of the gentleman from 
Towa, [Mr. WEAVER, ] will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. McLANE. My point of order is that the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] is not in order at this time, the 

nding question being upon the report from the Committee on Inva- 
id Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa rose to a parliament- 
Chair ized him 


The gentleman rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
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and through the ae of the Chair that parliamentary inquiry The Clerk read as follows: 
Seodin the pendin, 


is supe g question. Now I make the point of order 
that the pending question cannot be superseded by the parliament- 
ary inquiry of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is superseded now Mace point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLane. ] 

Mr. MCLANE. Not at all, 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is doubly superseded now. 

Mr. McLANE. My point of order is that the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. WEAVER] is not in order, pending the question before the House, 
and I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not want the impression made 
that he is doing otherwise than enforcing the rules. 

Mr. MCLANE. I am well aware of the indulgence of the Chair to 
the gentleman from Iowa; and for that reason I call for the regular 
order, which is the pending question upon the report from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think the remarks of the Chair are very proper. 
A gross misrepresentation is going all over the country through the 
figures of a cartoon by Nast, which represents the Speaker with his 
back toward me. That is not the fact. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Which gure represents you? 

Mr. WEAVER. The large figure with the long ears, of course, rep- 
resents me. [Laughter.] You know that the ass in the Bible saw 
the angel before Balaam, his rider, saw him. 

Pekar PEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to his point 
of order. 

Mr. WEAVER. I am doing so. 

The SPEAKER. Not to the cartoon. 

Mr. VERVET In reply to ~ remarks 055 hers ce Tae that 
an impression is going out to the country which is gross ust to 
the presiding officer of this Honse, in that it represents him in this 
cartoon with his back toward me while I am seeking to be recog- 
thee, X 2 Speaker has never at any time more than shut his eyes. 
LLaughter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is discharging his duty, and is un- 
mindful of any criticism of such a character. 

Mr. WILSON. 
Joint resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not understand that the Chair has made any 
decision from which I can appeal under the rules. I ask unanimous 
consent of the House to have read and voted on the resolutions which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask for unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let the resolutions be read, and then we can tell 
if we want to vote upon them, 

Mr. McLANE. I object to the resolution without its being read, 
and demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is in the nature 
of an objection. 

Mr. CONGER. But the Chair has already decided that the gentle- 
man might ask unanimous consent. 

The 8 And the Chair submitted the request for unan- 
imous consent to the House, and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] objected. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then I would uest the Chair to ask unan- 
imous consent of the gentleman from land. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland is merely exercis- 
ing a right which he has, and which is often exercised by other mem- 
Ders of the House. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think Maryland will get out of the way. 

Mr. McLANE. I insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the regular order, and 
‘the Chair rules that the unfinished business coming over from Mon- 
day before last is the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CorrroTH] in reference to evening sessions for pension busi- 
ness. The resolution will be read. 


EVENING SESSIONS FOR PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. COFFROTH. I desire to modify the resolution, and ask the 
‘Clerk to read it as I desire to modify it. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I desire to modify my resolution so as to fix 
Wednesday evening, March 3, and Wednesday evening, March 10, for 
the pro sessions of the House. 

The EAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania modifies his 
resolution as-indicated, and upon the resolution as modified moves 
to suspend the rules so as to adopt it. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that the gentleman cannot now move a 
suspension of the rules, if this is unfinished business. 
he SPEAKER. The motion before the House is the motion to 

nd the rules, which comes over from a former Monday. 

. CONGER. The modification of the motion makes it a new 
proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects very distinctly that when the 
silver bill was before the House he decided that under the rules a 

roposition could be modified before a decision by the House. The 
Blerk will read the rule on the subject. 


Is it in order now to ask unanimous action on a 


sus) 


Motions may be modified before the previous question is secon before a 
decision or 9 but not after the — question is RAA; 

The SPEAKER. Now, this modification is made before a decision. 
In the case of the “Bland silver bill,” as the Chair recollects, he de- 
cided that under this provision of the rules the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] could modify his proposition, in which opinion 
the House concurred. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not remember the question as having arisen 
ae the House was acting upon a matter coming over as unfinished 

usiness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it common sense to hold under 
the rule just read that a member moving a suspension of the rules 
may, before a decision upon that motion, modify his proposition. 

Mr. CONGER. Of course I do not care for the point as regards 
this particular proposition, to which I suppose no one objects. 

The SPE R. The gentleman making this motion would have 
had hey right to modify it last Monday, and that right is not now di- 
ves 


Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the Speaker will not make his ruling so 
broad as to imply that a proposition may be modified by substituting 
another 5 altogether different. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not so rule. 
modification must be germane. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I can see the danger of a ruling not qualified in 
the manner the Chair now indicates. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, as modified, will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Wednesday evening at 7.30 p. m., March 3, and Wednesday even- 
ing at 7.30 p. m., March 10, 1880, be set apart to be devoted exclusively to receiving 
reports from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and to consideration and action on 

msion bills in their order pending in the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Balendar; no other business to be transacted. 

The motion to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution was 
agreed to; two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
ma aa Senate had passed, without amendment, bills of the follow- 

ng titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of the administrator of John 
D. McGill; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2288) for the relief of colored emigrants. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was uested, 
a qoy resolution (H. R. No. 179) authorizing the Public ter to 
print additional copies of bills and public documents. 

The message further announced that the Senate had bills of 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested : 
a An act (S. No. 38) for the relief of Robert Gorthy and Calvin 
reen; 

An act (S. No. 87) for the relief of John J. Key and W. G. M. Davis; 

An act (S. No. 208) granting a pension to Archibald Nelson and 
John Nelson, minor children of John Nelson ; 

An act (S. No. 299) for the relief of Joseph N. Lewis; 

An act (S. No. 338) granting a pension to Dederick Blanck; 

An act (S. No. 382) granting a pension to Ellen W. P. Carter; 

An act 8. No. 551) ting a pension to James O'Connor; 

An act (S. No. 855) for the relief of Narcissa Gibson, widow of the 
late Captain Alexander Gibson, United States Navy ; 

An act (S. No. 1157) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
poroa additional lots of ground adjoining the new building for the 

ureau of e epee and Printing; 

An act (S. No. 1193) granting a pension to Milton L. Sparr ; 

An act (S. No. 1197) ting a pension to Peter Cl ; and 

An act (S. No. 1358) for the payment of certain moneys to the heirs 
of Constantino Brumidi, deceased. 

NEW POST-OFFICE BUILDING, BALTIMORE, MARYLAND. 

Mr. KIMMEL, The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
who have to a unanimous report in the matter of the Balti- 
more post-oftice, have instructed me to move a suspension of the rules 
for the consideration of the bill which I now present—a bill to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site for a post-office and other Government 
buildings in the city of Baltimore, Maryland. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4903) was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase at private sale in the city of Baltimore, — 
land, the site selected by him in the square ay, e by him in his letter of 
December 6, 1879, bounded by Monument Square, 1 hag Lexington, and North 
streets, for a ce and other Government buildings; and for this purpose 
there is hereby Seren out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a; 

$550,000: Provided, 


That no mone: Fer feng sh: 
© land for the 
said site sh vested in the land 


mentioned until a valid title to 
nited States; nor until the Stateof Mary! shall 
duly release and relinquish to the United States all jurisdiction over the said land 
or piece of ground ; also all right to tax or in any way assess said land or the 
prera the United States that may be thereon, during the time that the United 
tates be thereof. 


or remain the owner 
Mr. HOOKER. Irise toa parliamentary 2 I wish to know 
how this specific bill presented by the gentleman from Maryland ob- 
tains any precedence by right over any other bill which has been 
passed upon by the committee. 


Of course the 
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The SPEAKER. That is for the committee to determine. 
Mr. HOOKER. Very well. I ask the question of the committee. 


The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules and 
consider the bill it was agreed to, there being—ayes 152, noes 10. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury of December 6, 1879, and accom; g 


— 


documents relative to the aero of a site in the city of Baltimore, Mary for 
3 and other public buildings, report that June 20, 1878, Congress enacted 
as follows: 


And the Sec: of the Treasury, the Supervising Architect of the Treasury 
Department, and the engineer officer in charge of the fifth light-house district, are 
hereby authorized and directed to examine into and report to Congress at its next 
session upon the necessity of a building for a post-oflice:in Baltimore, Maryland, 
the price for which a site for the same can be obtained, and the cost of such a 
building thereon as the needs of said city may require.” 

February 1,1879, the commission appointed under the above act reported as fol- 


lows: 
H. R. Mis, Doc. No. 18 Forty- fifth Congress, third seseion.) 


8 rt to the Speaker of the House of Representatives from the Acting Super- 
ising Architect of the Treasury Departmentand the engineer of the fifth light- 
honse district, relative to the necessity for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a building for the post-office in the city of timore, Maryland. 
“WASHINGTON, D. C., February 1, 1879. 

“Sm: In accordance with a provision in the act making be sng eo for the 
sundry civil expenses, &c., approved June 20, 1878, authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the 1 0 the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department, 
and the engineer officer in charge of the fifth light-house district, to examine into 
and report to Congress at its next session the necessity for a building for the post- 
office in Baltimore, Maryland, the price for which a site for the same can be ob- 
tained, and the cost of such a building thereon as the needs of said city may require, 
we have the honor to submit the fol ait n report: 

“The rapid increase of population in the city of Baltimore since 1850 (see table 
annexed, marked A) more especially during the present decade, affords conclusive 
evidence that the number of people who will receive and send their mails through 
the ory post-office will at an ear! y day be far in excess of the number that can 
p y served with the present p kanes sig accommodations. The truth of this 
statement is believed to be beyond dispute. The question presented, therefore, is 
whether the public and the increasing t-office business (see table marked B) 
can be properly accommodated in the building now occupied for this purpose. The 

t-oftice is now located in the custom-house building. By an examination of the 
labio annexed, marked C, it will be seen that every room in that building is now occu- 
pied. The rapid increase of the customs business in the city, as shown by tables 
annexed, marked, respectively, D, E, F, G, and H, arising from the extensive harbor 
improvements made by general and munici governments, together with ex- 
tended railroad facilities afforded to the granaries of the great West, will necessi- 
tate an early removal of many of the subordinate officers to afford the necessary 
room for transacting the business of the custom house and sub-treasury proper. 
These facts being established, the question arises as to whether it is better to rent 
such a building as can be obtained to meet the demands for increased post-office 
accommodations or to construct a building, and to haye thereby a choice of loca- 
tion and a building adapted in all respects to the public business to be transacted 
therein. It is our craton, after a personal examination, that other and more ex- 
tended accommodations for the post-office department in Baltimore are an absolute 
necessity, and that it would be advan us to the United States to construct a 
building rather than rent premises for Lag yea 

“We would therefore recommend that the United States purchase a lot of suffl. 
cient size and erect thereon a post-office building of such size and plan as would 
best serve the public business of that office. It has been su, ted datif a build- 
ing should be constructed of sufficient size to accommodate t-oflice business, 

th ap r regard to the continually increasing business of that office, andarchi- 
tecturai effect in design and construction, that there would be much available space 
therein that would not be required for the post-office department. In reply to this 
suggestion it may be said that such additional room can be advantageously used 
by other Government officers now occupying rented premises in the city, (see table 
annexed, marked I.] and also by such o; other than customs officers who are 
now accommodated in the custom-house building. 

“A number of sites were inspected personally, and after much careful examina- 
tion we believe that the square bounded by Baltimore, North Fayette, and Holiday 
streets, marked in blue in the accompanying map, containing one hundred and fifty- 
one feet by two hundred and eight feet, combines more advantages as to plan of 
building, access by street allroad , and centrality of location as to the business con- 
nected with the post-office, than any other site. 
sultation with the following-named gentlemen after our personal examination, and 
after reaching the above conclusion, namely, Hon. F. C. Latrobe, mayor, Decatur 
Miller, president of the board of trade, James Carey Cooles, ere of the Mer- 
chant's Exchange, J. J. Middleton, president of the Corn Exchange, Walter B. 
MoAtee, ex-president of the Corn Exchange, Colonel George W. F. Vernon, United 
States naval officer, and others, we ascertained that they heartily coincided in our 
views as to the advantages of this site. The estimated value of this ropa in 
1875, as per report of William A. Potter, at that time Supervising Architect of the 
eee was $329,000. We recommend that the property be acquired by con- 

lemnation. 

In our judgment, with the present low price of material and the great scarcity 
of employment for deserving laborers, a building of suitable size, durability, and 
architectural effect, bese ie the accommodation so much needed, together with 
the site, can be provided for less than $1,000,000, 

“Very respectfully, 


o have also to say that, upon con- 


“JOHN FRASER, 
“Acting Supervising Architect, Treasury Department. 
„O. E. BABCOCK, 
“ Brevet Brigadier. General United States Army, 
“ Engineer Fifth Light-House District. 
“Hon. SAMUEL J. RAN 


DALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, District of Columbia.” 
[Indorsement.] 
H TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“ February 4, 1879. 

„While concurring in the view stated by the Acting Supervising Architect and 
the engineer of the light-house ct as to the expediency of constructing 
the ding proposed by them, and the suitableness of the site, I respectfully sug- 
gest that, in view of the number of important public buildings now in process of 
erection, it is not advisable to make provision for this building at the present ses- 

sion, nor until the chief buildings now being constructed are 8 
2 “JOHN SHERMAN, 


And that, June 18, 1879, Congress passed the following act: 
bed © 26.—An act to authorize the Secret of the Treasury to negotiate for the 
3 at private sale, or, if . by condemnation, a site for a 
post-office in the city of Baltimore, State of Maryland. 
He it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uni 
America in Congress assembled, That the of the T: be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to negotiate and contract for the conditional pur- 
chase, at private sale, or, if necessary, procure by condemnation, in pursnance of 
the statutes of the State of Maryland now in force, or any statute of said State 


which may hereafter be by its Legislature for that purpose, a suitable piece 
of ground or site in the city of timore, in the State of Maryland, for the erec- 
tion of a building to be used 


oa poet omoa court-house, and other public offices, 
the cost of the same not to ex the sum of $500,000; and the sum of $4,000 is 
hereby appropriated, or so much as may be ne therefor, out of any money 
in the T. not otherwise appropriated, for the cost and expenses of condemna- 
tion of said ground or site, if Leiba gf of condemnation are, in the 5 of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, requi to > procure the same: hat no 
money except the sum hereinbefore appropriated for expenses of condemnation be 
expended for purchase of said site until the pochen and contract for the same 
shall have been 88 by Con nor until a valid title of such ground or site 
is vested in the United States, and the State of Maryland shall have released and 
relinquished jurisdiction over the same, and exempted from taxation such site and 
such buildings as may hereafter thereon, so long as the same are the 
property of the United States. 
„Approved June 18, 1879.” 


And that December 6, 1879, the Secretary of the Treasury transmitted to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives the following letter: 


‘TREASURY DEPARTMENR 
** Washington, D. C., December 6, 1879. 


„Sm: I have the honor to submit the following report, accompanied by copies 
of correspondence and other papers, showing the action taken by this Department 
with reference to the purchase of property in the city of Baltimore, Maryland, as 
a site for a post-office and court-house, as provided by act of June 18, 1879, b. 
which the Secretary of the Tr was authorized and directed to negotiate ani 
contract for the conditional purchase by private sale or by condemnation of prop- 
erty in the city of Baltimore for this purpose: 

In pursuance of this authority I made a personal examination of the several 
pieces of property suggested as suitable sites, and after careful consideration pro- 
visionally selected the square bounded by Monument Square, Fayette, Lexington, 
and North Streets, with the conditions that the price of the property should not 
exceed $500,000, and that no building except the Government building should be 
erected or remain upon this sq as set forth in my letter of June 25, 1879, for 
F. P. Stevens, chairman city council committee of Baltimore. 

„A circular letter inviting proposals of sale from the several owners of this prop- 
erty was issued under date of June 23, 1879, and attached to this letter was a form 
of stipulation ander which all parties making proposa were to submit them in 
accordance with the provisions and subject to tho conditions of the act above re- 
ferred to. In response to this letter there were received four proposals from the 
following parties : 


J. Howard McHenry ip «6 $152, 500 
Jobn C. White. 25, 000 
Robert Rennert... 500 
August and E. Hoen 
e c 

“The several lots covered by these proposals are shown on the sketch inclosed 
herewith, and together form the property selected. These pro ls were 3 
subject to the conditions of the act, and to the further condition that the city of 
Baltimore should set apart and dedicate as a permanent public A —— that ion 
of the square lying between the United States court-house building and Lexing- 


ton street, as stated in my letter of June 25, 1879, to F. P. Stevens, hereinbefore 

referred to. Copies of letters of acceptance of the several es and of a letter 

Cpe res to the chairman of the city council committee of Baltimore are inclosed 
erewith. 

By letter of July 11, 1879, copies of the several pro were transmitted to 
the honorable Attorney: eral, with the request that he cause an examination of 
the title of said property to be made and advise the Treasury Department whether 
conveyances from the es signing the proposals would vest a valid title to said 
property in the Uni States. A communication was received from the Depart- 
ment of Justice, under date of November 6, 1879, inclosing a letter from the United 
States attorney at Baltimore, requesting authority to incur an expenditure to re 
cure documentary evidence and copies of papers to accompany the abstract of title. 
In reply, Department's letter of November 8, 1879, advised the honorable Attor- 
ney-General that under the terms of the act no expenditures could be made except 
for costs and expense of condemnation, in case p: ings in condemnation were 
necessary, and requested to be advised as to whether the opinion on validity of 
title could not be rendered upon examination and without incurring the expense 
of obtaining the documentary evidence referred to, to which letter no reply has 
been received. 

I have the honor to recommend that the requisite authority be given and an ap- 
e be made to complete the purchase of this property, provided a valid 

tle thereto can be secured. I have the honor to submit herewith, for the in- 
formation of Congress and for such action thereon as may be decmed advisable, a 
letter add: to this Department, under date of the 2d instant, by the chairman 
of the city council committee of Baltimore, with inclosure, from which it appears 
that the city council desires an increase of the sam named in the act ($500,000) by 
the amount of $103,000, which amount is to compensate the city for the property 
lying between the United States court-house and the post-office building and Lex- 
ington street, which it was proposed to set apart as a permanent public park. 


Very respectfully, 
he 4 “JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
“ Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.“ 


From the above letter it will a that subsequent to the act of June 18, 1879, 
the Secretary reconsidered the selection of the site previously selected by the com- 
mission appointed under the act of June 20, 1878, and selected an adjacent square, 
5 whereon stands the present United States court-house The total value 
of square, exclusive of that portion now owned and eccupied by the United 
States as a court-house, is estimated at $603,000. 

It will further appear from the letter of the Secretary that he required as a con- 
dition to the purchase “' that the city of Baltimore should dedicate and set apart as 
a permanent public park ” that portion of the square not included in the contem- 
plated purchase and in the court-house property. As a substitute for this propo- 
sition the city of Baltimore, enabled by an act of the Legislature of Maryland, ¢ 
copy of which act is hereunto appended,) has by an ordinance (a copy of which 
also hereunto appended) provided for the extinguishment of the ground-rent b; 
the city, and the donation to the United States in fee-simple of so much of 

uare as cannot be hased by the United States for the sum of $550,000, the 
latter ‘amount being $90,000 in excess of the cost estimated in the act of June 18, 
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tries disks e edge of Baltimore your committee recommend the accept- 
ance of, an to that ond praseat the followisy ball; 


Be it enacted by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States 
in Congress 


A That yor thie Bed case ih and he 
228 , authorized and directed to purchase at p vate sale, In the city of Bal- 
selected by him in the square d by in his 


land, the 
ber n Lexin; 
re bla 
any mone: 0 o - 
Provided. That no money hereb: 


1 peas mentioned until a valid i title to 


ow 
hall be used or applied for the 
e land for the said site 


said land or the property of the States that may be thereon, during tne time 
that the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
MARYLAND, sct: 

At a session of the General Assembly of Maryland, 1 held at the city 
of Annapolis on the 7th day of 8 A. D. 1880, Excellency William T. 
Hamilton, governor, among others, the following law was enacted, to wit: 


“Srorion 1. Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Maryland, That the con- 
sent of the State of Maryland is hereby given to the purchase by the United States 
of ica of any lots or parcels of ground in the city of Baltimore, for the pur- 

of erecting a building for a post-office, court-house, and other public offices of 
gah ery enacted, That sdicti the said lot lsof a 

“SEC. ction over the lotor parce! 
after the same shall have been lawfully conveyed to the said United States of 
America, be, and it is hereby, ceded, released, and relinquished to the United States 
of America over the said lot or parcels of ground, so far as that all civil and such 
criminal process as may issue under the authority of this State against an yas 

with crimes and misdemeanors committed without said or 
d may be executed therein in the same way and manner as beige 
e land over which 


jurisdiction is granted by this act, to d peop: 
erty which is or may be hereafter ongin to the 
United States, shall exempted, exonerated, and disc from all State or 
municipal taxes so long as the said lot or of ground remain the prop- 
oF of the United States of America for the purposes afuresaid. 

EC. 3 And be it enacted, That the mayor and city council of Baltimore be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to grant and convey to the United States of America 
any lots or of ground owned by it, and forming part of any square of ground, 
which square, or any part of which, the United States of America may purchase 
for the erection of a building for a post-office, court-house, or other public offices, 
and the same shall be subject to all the provisions of the preceding section of this 
act. 

Sec. 4. And be it enacted, That this act shall take effect from the date of its pas- 


=e HERMAN STUMP, Jr., 
President of the Senate. 
HIRAM MECULLG oE. 
Speaker ouse Delegates. 
Approved 22d January, 1880. 
GREAT SRAL OF 
$ 2 WILLIAM T. HAMILTON, 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand as clerk, and affixed the seal 


of the court of Maryland this 23d of January, A. D. 1880. 
— 1 Ba! me SPENCER C. JONES, 
Olerk Court of Appeals of 
MARYLAND, set 


JAS. L. BARTOL. 
MARYYAND, set: 

Spencer C. Jones, clerk of the court of appeals of land, do certify 
Hon Tonnes L. Bartol, who has signed the foregoing certifi is, and at the time 
of so doing was, chief judge of the court of appeals of Maryland, and that full faith 
and credit are due to his acts as such. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand as clerk, and affixed the seal 
of the said court of appeals, this 23d day of January, A. D. 1880. 

[SEAL] SPENCER C. JONES, 

Clerk Court of Appeals of AI. 
STATE OF MARYLAND, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 

I, William T. Hamilton, governor of the State of Maryland, do hereby certify 
that Spencer C. Jones is clerk of the court of appeals of Maryland. and, as such, 
keeper of the acts and resolutions of the General Assembly of the State, and that 
full faith and credit are due and ought to be given to his acts as such. 

In testimony whereof I have hereto set my hand and affixed the great seal of the 


State of Mary , on this 23d day of January, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
ht hundred and eighty. 
SEAL} WILLIAM T. HAMILTON. 
By the governor: 


JAS. T. BRISCOE, 
Secretary of State. 
* ORDINANCE. 

“Anordinance authorizing the mayor to purchase and to peavey to the United States 
of America two lots of ground on North street, leased aes e city of Baltimo: 
and adjoining the site selected by the 3 of the Treasury of the Unit 
States for a new post-office, court-house, and other public offices for the United 
States Government. 


“Whereas the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States has selected as a 
site for a new ede court- house, and other public offices of the United States 
in the city of timore certain lots of ground situate on Monument Square, Fay- 
ette, and Lexington streets; and 
Wiig riu paranes ge the r eee er 

o determin an appropriation o or purchase o 
with lots of ground adjoining thereto, situate on North street, 
ed the city of Baltimore would donate the two lots of ground belonging to 
anes on the west side of North street, immediately adjacent to the 8 
Therefore, 


“ SECTION 1. Be it enacted and ordained by the mayor and city council of Baltimore, 


house, belonging to the city, and 
move „ to convey the same in fee- 
simple to the T use of the United States for the 


aforesaid. 
Pri Bec. 2. And be it further enacted and ordained, That the sum of bit, or so much 
thereof as ma; FFV or the pur - 
poses to be taken out of the levy of 1880, the sum to be paid to the 
mayor by the city anlage pO SE WARE of the comptroller of the city. 
“ Approved January 29, 1680. 
“FERDINAND C. LATROBE, 
“ Mayor. 


“A, H. GREENFIELD, 


President of Second Branch. 
“JOHN STEWART, 
President of First Branch. 
This is to certify that the foregoing is a true of ordinance No. 1 of the ma; 
and city council of Baltimore, approved Fannars D, 1880, the original of w. is 
e . seal of the and ci cil of 
Given under m; e mayor coun 
Baltimore this 29th day of January, 1580. 4 * 
Ls RAL-] “JOHN A. ROBB, 
“ Register of the City.” 


During the reading of the report the 5 took place: 

Mr. COFFROTH. I ask that the reading be dispe with. 

* SPEAKER. Any member has the right to request the reading 
of the report. 

Mr. KEIFER. Can it not be dispensed with? 

The SPEAKER, Only by unanimous consent. 

58 r I insist on the report being read. I want to hear 
what it is. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think we have heard enongh of the report, and I 
therefore move to dispense with its further reading. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I shall move the House adjourn; for if we 
are to vote on a 8 of this kind without explanation and with- 
out discussion I k we ought to adjourn. 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not understand the gentleman was paying at- 
tention to the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The rales were suspended to bring the bill before 
the House for consideration, and it is now open to discussion and 
amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I withdraw the demand for the reading of 
the bill if it is now before the Honse for consideration. 

Mr. KIMMEL. I propose to demand the previous question, but will 
now answer aay pee which gentlemen may 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to make some inquiries in reference to this 
bill. Five hundred and fifty thousand do seems to me to be a 
large sum to pay for a place to put a post-office. I think I see in that 
two or three millions of dollars for this post-office before we get 
through with it. Perhaps, as has been suggested to me, there may 
bed mions I think we are spending too much money on this class 
of buildings. 

Now, I wish to ask the gentleman from Maryland, who has e 
of this bill from the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun 
whether by going a little distance from this particular ety. 
nha ae for a post-office could not be purchased at a considera 
sum 

Mr. KIMMEL. Not within such a distance of the center of the 
city of Baltimore, where the business is all , could a site be 
bought for less money than this. I will say, for the information of 
the gentleman, a site better fitted than this was abandoned because 
it could not be bought for that money, and that site was only two- 
thirds the size of this one. 

Mr. WARNER. What examination has been made by the com- 
mittee harag this bill in charge? 

Mr. KIMMEL. It has been examined again and again by the com- 
mittee, and the Secretary of the Treasury was directed by the law of 
18th of June to make that selection. He made the selection and re- 
ported it in his letter to this House, and now appropriation is asked 
to carry out his recommendation. 

Mr. WARNER. I will ask the gentleman further to explain how 
it comes that $50,000 more is required than was voted at one time for 
this very site? 

Mr. KIMMEL. I will explain that with a great deal of pleasure. 
When the bill was first passed it was understood the Secretary of the 
Treasury favored the Baltimore street site. It was found that site 
could not be bought for less than $600,000. The Secretary of the 
Treasury then looked for another site. He found one much more 
beautiful, but not so convenient, and that $500,000 would bay a part 
of that square; but he considered so valuable a building as the one 
for a post-office in Baltimore should not have other buildings in near 

roximity thereto. For the , then, of not having any such 
building near this post-office, he proposed to the city of Baltimore it 
should purchase the adjoining piece of ground and make it a public 
park. That would have brought two jurisdictions over one piece of 

roperty, one block, which was not thought advisable. The city of 
timore then proposed the United States Government should ap- 
propriate $50,000 more and the city would deed its property, valued 
at about $50,000, to the General Government, thus giving it the pos- 
session of the whole property, that deeding of this property to the 


a site 
ly less 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1239 


United States costing the city of Baltimore $50,000 more to move to 


additional bui 
Mr. WARNER. I do not wish to an this bill, but I should 
‘ore I am upon to vote 


like to see the whole matter in print 


on it. 

Mr. KIMMEL. The gentleman spoke about the cost of the site; I 
have the papers here to show that similar sites heretofore have cost 
the Government a very much! r amount of money: In New York, 
$1,500,000; in Philadelphia, $1,200,000 ; in Saint Louis, $700,000; Cin- 
cinnati, $500,000, and so on. 

Mr. WARNER. I am not presuming this is not the best thing that 
can be done, bat it seems to me a very large sum to pay for a site for 


this building. 
Mr. WILSON. It is the best site and the cheapest. 
ə sum of money for a site, but it is a 


Mr. KIMMEL. It isa 1 
good thing to have this building in the right place. Inow demand 
e 


vious question. 

e previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under e ee thereof the bill was ord to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KIMMEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD SINKING FUND. 


Mr. McLANE. I am directed by the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad to move to suspend the rules for the purpose of e 
before this House for consideration a bill (H. R. No. 3790) to alter an 
amend the sinking-fund act approved May 7, 1878, with an amend- 
ment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That section 3 of the act of Congress entitled “An act to 
alter and amend the act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroadand 
telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, mili and oee ar ap roved 
July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act o Congress a proved July 2, 1864, 
in oe of said first-named act," approved May 7, 1878, be amended to read 

as follows: 
That there shall be established in the Treasury of the United States a sinking 
sh: Secretary of the Treas bonds of the 


hereinafter mentioned. 
shall be obtained, be so stamped as to show that they belong to 
they are not in the hands of other holders than the Secretary of the Treasury 
me they shall have been indorsed by him and publicly disposed of pursuant to 
act. 
3 2. That section 4 of the aforesaid act be altered and amended to read as 
OWS: 

That there shall be carried to the credit of the said fund, from time to time as 
settlements are made by the accounting officers of the Treasury, the one-half of 
the com tion for services hereinbe: named, rendered for the Government 
by said Central Pacific Railroad Company, not applied in liquidation of interest; 
and, in addition thereto, the said company shall, on the Ist day of April and Octo- 
ber in each year, pay into the ean, the creditof said sinking fund, the sum 
of $600,000, or so much thereof as shal! ben to make the 5 per cent. of the 
net earnings of its said road payable to the United States under said act of 1862, 
and the whole sum earned by it as compensation for services rendered for the 
United States, together with the sum ns Sis section required to be paid, amount 
in the aggregate to 25 per cent. of the whole net earnings of said railroad company, 
ascertained and defined as hereinbefore provided, for the half year ending on the 
last day of December and June, respectively, next preceding. 

That there shall be carried to the credit of the said fund, from time to time as 
settlements are made by the Le officers of the Treasury, the one-half of 
the com: tion for services hereinbefore named, rendered for the Government 
nion Pacific Railroad Com 


net * States under said act of 1862, 
and the whole sum earned it as com tion for services rendered for the 
United States, together with the sum by section uired to be paid, amount 
in the cent. of the w net earnings of said railroad company, 


aggregate to 25 
ascertained and defined as hereinbefore cel ares for the half year ending on the 


olga 

be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
transfer to the sinking fund established by the act of which this act is amendatory, 
out of any moneys in the ‘Treasury of the United States due to either of said rail- 
road companies respectively for services, and not lawfully retainable on account 
of interest on bonds issned to said companies paid by the United States or on ac- 
count of 5 per cent. of net earnings, such sum as may be req: in satisfaction 
of the requirements of said act; and all laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this section so far as relates to said companies are hereby repealed. 

To which the following is an amendment: 

Sec. 4. That this act, and the act of which this is amendatory, shall be applicable 
to any and all persons and corporations into whose business either or both of said 
Union or Central Pacific Railroads may lawfully come by purchase, consolidation, or 
otherwise, as well as to the original companies, 


7 05 McLANE. I ask permission to make an explanation to the 
ouse. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What is the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The motion here is to suspend the rules and con- 
sider this bill, 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maryland a 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. COX. I would like by unanimous consent to ask him a ques- 


tion. I would like to know if the purpose of this bill is simply to 


carry out the provisions of the funding act? 
Mr.M That is all; there is nothing more in it. 3 
ee e Oe the details of what is known as the funding 


vane REPARE The motion is to suspend the rules and consider 
this bi 

Mr. WARNER. This is a matter of great importance, and I think 
it ought to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maryland a 
question, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire if the object is to suspend 
1 rues and consider this bill, or to suspend the rules and pass the 

1 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to consider the bill. 

Mr. PAGE. To-day? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, to-day. 

Mr. MCLANE. If the House will permit me, out of deference to the 
unanimous vote of the committee sending the bill here, to make a 
sa explanation, I should have, I think, the unanimous vote of the 

ouse. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Has the motion been adopted to 
consider the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not yet. 

Mr. HOUSE. I wish the gentleman from Maryland would permit 
me to ask him a question. at is the object in passing this bi 
under a suspension of the rules? Why not permit it to go to the Cal- 
endar, where an opportunity might be had for its consideration? 

Mo . I will explain to the gentleman as I proceed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has not the gentleman from Maryland a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to this matter? I 
would suggest that he have that letter read. 

Mr. McLANE. I will do so presently. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to debate until the ques- 
tion is decided as to whether this subject is to be considered now or 


not. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MCLANE. Do I understand that there is objection made to 
laining this bill. 

r. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will withdraw the objection. 
Mr. McLANE. The House will remember that by the provisions 
of the funding act the moneys due to the sinking fund were required 
by law to be invested in 5 per cent. United States bonds. 

Now, as that loan reaches its termination the Secretary of the 
Treasury has refrained from investing in it. He now asks authority 
to invest in any United States bonds, and a further authority to in- 
vest in the first-mortgage bonds, and he sets forth that the Govern- 
ment of the United States is equally interested with the roads in the 
sinking fund, and that the first-mortgage bonds being prior to the 
interest of the United States it is in the interest of the United States 
as well as of the roads to avail itself of that better investment. The 
first-mortgage bonds at the current market rates will yield nearly 5 
per cent., whereas the 5 and 4 per cent. bonds yield much less, and 
therefore it is entirely in the interest of the United States as well as 
of the railways that the Secretary of the Treasury should have the 
power to invest 

Mr. HUBBELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. MCLANE. Let me finish my sentence first. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Will the gentleman tell us what the first-mort- 
gage bonds are now worth in the market? 

. MCLANE. I will as we get along, if you will only wait. 

The Secretary of the Treasury therefore recommends he have power 
conferred by law to invest in the first-mortgage bonds as well as in 
United States bonds, the 3 confining him to investment in 
5 per cent. bonds, Which, as the House well knows, expire in 1581-82. 
It is, therefore, absolutely necessary that legal authority should be 
given to the Secretary of the Treasury to invest in some other secur- 
ity. The only point at issue in that bill is as to what the security 
shall be invested in. The bill provides it shall be in United States 
bonds or the first-mortgage bonds of the roads, at the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. COX. Has the Secretary of the Treasury written a letter on 
the subject? 

Mr. MCLANE. You shall have that too. 

Mr, COX. Allright. 

Mr. McLANE. The second section of the bill provides the money 
belonging to the sinking fund, instead of lying all the year in the 
Treasury without interest, shall be invested as it accrues. The law 
now requires that it shall be invested on the Ist day of April every 
year, aud we lose a year’s interest on a portion of it, and we lose some 
interest on all of it. The second section of this bill provides it shall 
go at once to the sinking fund as soon as it reaches the Treasury. 

The third section of the bill provides accounts shall be made up by 
the Ist of April instead of the Ist of February, the Ist of February 
having been found too early a date. 

The accounts not coming in, being made up to January, they do 
not reach the Government in time to have them settled and audited 


m; 


on the Ist of February, therefore we give two additional months, 
and in lieu of the ist of February the ist of April is provided, the 


1240 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 1, 


Ist of February having been the day fixed in the Thurman act. The 


third section releases the moneys now locked up in the Treasury by 
the act of 1873, awaiting the termination of these railroad suits; 
these suits pen. now terminated, these moneys are allowed to go to 
the sinking fund. The fourth section of the act provides that this 
Thurman act (which now applies to the Central Pacific and the Union 
Pacific) shall apply to either or both of these roads in case they should 
ever be consolidated. That is all there is in the bill. 

I now ask the Clerk to read the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 

on the question of investments. 
è ATKINS. Is this a unanimous report of the committee? 
Mr. MCLANE. It is. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. O., February 21, 1879. 

Sır: The third section of the act of Congress approved May 7, 1878, entitled “An 
‘act to alter and amend the act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ 
roved ag Aes rare bien also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved 
Say 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act,” provides that there shall be 
established in the Treasury of the United States a sinking fund, which shall be 
invested by the Secretary of the Treasury in bonds of the United States; and the 
semi-annual income thereof shall be in like manner from time to time invested 
and the same shall accumulate and be disposed of as hereinafter mentioned. And 
in making such investments the Secretary shall prefer the 5 per cent. bonds of the 
United States, unless, for good reasons appearing to him, and which he shall 1 0 
5 fee ho shall at any time deem it ad le to invest in other bonds of the 


The only investment yet made under the provisions of this act has been made in 


Railroad Com , princi $59,500, and premium, $3,049.37; and on account of 
sinking fund, Central — Railway Company, i a he $36,700, and premium, 


cent. bonds below 103.02, and 2 sixes below 126.44. I have therefore to in- 
form Con th the requirements of the statute, that invest- 
ments W. per cent. bonds or the currency sixes, 
as may be most advantageous to the fund, having regard to the length of time the 
investment is to continue. 

As the interests of the United States and the railroad companies in this fund are 
reciprocal, I would recommend that the law beso modified as to authorize the Sec- 
>r of the Treasury, at his discretion, to invest such amounts as may be from 

e 


time payablo to this fund in the firsi 
= as authorized by the tenth section of the act of July 2, 1864. (13 Statutes, 


t-mortgage bonds of the respective 
This will give the roads a better rate of interest on the fund without detriment 
to the United States. 
4 The i States, as a deferred creditor, is interested to the extent of the pre- 
‘erred bon 
The ninth section of the act of May 7, 1878, provides that all sums required to 
bo paid into the sinking fund under act or under the acts hereinbefore referred 
to are madea lien upon all the property and franchises of the roads, “subject to 
any lawfully prior and ount mo) o, lien, or claim thereon.” As these 
bonds are a prior lien on fund, better investment for the fund itself cannot be 


obtained, so long as they can be p below the market rate of the currency 
Very respectfull: 
ia s JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask if it be ble to the gentleman 
in charge of the bill to strike out the provision that authorizes the 
investment of this sinking fund in the bonds of the railroad com- 
pany? It seems to me there is danger in that. 

Mr. McLANE. Ido not feel authorized to make that change. 

The SPEAKER, If the House agrees to consider the bill that will 
be a matter to submit before the previous question is voted on. 

Mr. REAGAN. If eee from Maryland will allow me and 
I can have consent I would like to say one word. The indebtedness 
of these companies is about sixty-five millions of debt to the United 
States and the bonded indebtedness; and one of the popmler views 
taken of the subject is that those companies when the time comes 
when they must pay the United States indebtedness could easily afford 
to let the roads go into liquidation, buy them up and satisfy the whole 
indebtedness, d if so, the very bonds used for investment by the 
Government must be sacrificed. 

Mr. MARSH. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maryland a ques- 
tion or two. 

Mr. MCLANE. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MARSH. What is now the price of the first-mortgage bonds 
of the road? 

Mr. MCLANE. That is stated in what has just been read from the 
desk, I believe. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It is about one hundred and ud f 

Mr.MARSH. Idesire to ask another question. Does this bill include 
the Northern Pacific bonds and authorize investment in the first-mort- 

bonds of the Northern Pacific? 

. MCLANE. If the House had paid attention to the explanation 
I gave, gentlemen would have understood this act is simply an act 
to regulate the details of the Thurman act. It has no relation to any 
road except the Central Pacific and the Union Pacific. 

Mr. H. I ask one other question. Why is authority sought 
to be given to the Department to invest these moneys in 
securities other than the securities of the Government itself ? 


Mr. McLANE. The reason given by the Secre of the Treasury 
has just been read from the Fler desk. ee is that the 
first- bond of the railroad yields a better interest than the 
bond of the United States at 4 or 44 or 5 cent. And it is entirel 
in the interest of the United States as it is in the interest of the rail- 
road that the best ible security and the best possible interest 
should be obtained for that ing fund. Therefore, in the original 
law it was deemed wise to confine it to the United States bonds and 
to the United States 5 per cent. bonds! Now the Secretary explains 
that that 5 per cent. bond will soon be out of existence, and therefore 
he will be obliged to invest in some lower rate of United States bonds. 
In that connection he explains that the first-mortgage bond of the rail- 
road is a better investment than the 4 per cent. United States bond. 
Then he proceeds to answer the question which has been just put to 
me by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. ReaGan.] He explains that 
the 1 debt of the railroad is a debt which is a prior lien 
to that of the United States upon those roads, He makes that expla- 
nation and gives that as the reason for this proposed legislation, and 
the House will observe that it is the holder of the first-mortgage bond 
who would buy in the road if, as eee by the gentleman from 
Texas, it should be sold under a foreclosure. It would be well for the 
a States if the entire first-mortgage debt was in the sinking 

und. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ithink I have been misunderstood by the gentle- 
man from Maryland. The point I made was that it had been insisted 
all along that taking the $65,000,000 of debt to the United States and 
the bonded 3 when the time came to pay the debt to the 
United States, the company, in view of the indebtedness to the United 
States and to the bondholders, could go into liquidation, buy the 
road, and discharge the whole indebtedness, and, if so, would dis- 
charge the debt represented by the very bonds proposed to be taken 
for the sinking fund. 

Mr. McLANE. I understood the gentleman correctly, and if he 
will give me his attention I have a reply for him. 

Mr. WILLIS. Irise toa question of order. I wish to inquire if 
debate is in order? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent it was allowed. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand that unanimous consent has been ex- 
hausted some time ago. I understood it was limited to the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Monario 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maryland would have under 
the rules of the House one hour, unanimous consent having been 

iven to him for an explanation. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is not the penning question the motion to suspend 
the rules and consider the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then is it in order to debate the bill when that is 
the pending question ? 

The SPE R. Unanimous consent was given to the gentleman 
from Maryland to explain the bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I object to anybody else being heard except 
the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman from Mary- 
land to agree to let the bill be placed on the public Calendar, that 
members may have an 1 J of examining it. 

Mr. MCLANE. I do not think the gentleman from Illinois will ask 
me to defer action on the bill When I tell him the Secretary of the 
Treasury has been in correspondence with the committee since the 
first week in December, representing to the committee that he has 
now in the Treasury not bearing interest a large accumulation due to 
the sinking fund, and that it is in the interest of the United States 
as well as in the interest of the railroad that he seeks authority to 
make the investment. But in so far as the power to extend the in- 
vestment is concerned, the railroads have this same interest in it that 
the Secretary of the Treas has. And the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads have been furnished with the same authority from the rail- 
Toads as they have been from the Treasury to represent that it is their 
interest, as it is the interest of the Government, to have this fund 
invested. But representing the Government I did not think it nec- 

to say whether the railroads approved of the bill or not. But 
if it is a matter of interest to an y I wish to state that the rail- 
roads recognize their interest as involved in the prompt investment 
of moneys due to the sinking fund precisely as the Government rec- 
ognizes its interest in having the moneys due to the sinking fund 
promptly invested. And there is in truth no question at issue but the 
one as to how that money shall be invested, whether it shall be con- 
fined to United States bonds as it wasin the original Thurman act, or 
whether it shall be extended to the first-mortgage bonds of these rail- 
road 


8. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It may be that the Secre of 
the Treasury thinks that this will be to the advantage of the Gov- 
ernment; but there are many members here who fear that this bill 
will result in disadvantage to the Government. If in order, I will 
move that this bill be placed on the public Calendar. 

Mr. SPARKS, Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. McLANE. Certainly. 


Mr. SPARKS. Under the present law the Secretary of the Treasury 
is now authorized to invest this sinking fund in 5 per cent, bonds, 
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that are to-day selling at perhaps 1.034. He now asks for authority 
(and this bill proposes to prani it) to invest in currency sixesin 4 per 
cents. and in 4} per cent. bonds. The currency sixes are selling now 
for say 120, and the 43 percents for perhaps 109, and the 4 percents 
at say 107. It will therefore be seen that if you extend the authority 
to invest in other bonds than 5 percents the Government must pay 
more money for those bonds on its investment. In addition to that 
the Secretary asks authority to invest in the first-mortgage railroad 
bonds which are now selling (as it is stated) at 120. I cannotsee any 
advantage to be gained to the Governmentin extending this authority 
to purchase these other securities. You may get a better interest on 
these other bonds, but, as it will readily be seen, you must pay a t 
deal more money for the bonds; hence I think it would be well to 
leave the matter where it is. 

Mr. MCLANE. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sparxs] will 

ive attention now to m snl his inquiry I think he will be sat- 
ed. The Secretary of the asury explains perfectly in his let- 
ter—which, though it has been read to the House, nobody seems to 
have heard—that at the present market prices United States bonds 
are not as good an investment for the sinking fund as the first-mort- 
gage bonds of the roads will be. As the market price of these latter 
rise they may cease to be a d investment, and they will not in 
that event be purchased for the sinking fund. And by tables that 
are as well understood as the tables of logarithms, we know exactly 
what each of those bonds is in value to the sinking fund when we 
have the market price, the rate of interest, and the period of time 
the bond has to run. 

Mr. SPARKS. If the gentleman will allow me a moment. By the 
passage of this bill would you not increase the market value of the 
particular bonds that you authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase for the sinking fund? 

Mr. MCLANE. Doubtless that would be so. 

Mr. SPARKS. Would it not have the effect to fluctuate the market 
value of those bonds? 

Mr. McLANE. Doubtless the bond purchased would enhance in 
value even with the United States bonds. 

Mr. SPARKS. As this is so, and it opens the doors to speculation, 
would it not be better to leave the law as it now stands, and thereby 
keep the doors closed to any chance for fluctuation or speculation ? 

Mr. MCLANE. Why, sir, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPARKS] 
certainly did not hear the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury read, 
and did not hear my explanation, because both stated that the 5 per 
cent. bonds expiring in 1881, the Government would actually suffer a 
loss when it came to change that investment, and that a new invest- 
ment was absolutely necessary after 1881, and that any new bond 
would be enhanced in value by such investment thereof in the sink- 


fund. 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I would ask the gentleman why it 
is, if the Committee of Ways and Means has been over two months 
considering this bill, he is not willing that the House may have a few 
days to consider it? 

ír. MCLANE. We have not been as many hours considering it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. You said that the Secretary of the 
Treasury sent in this proposition in December last. 

Mr. MCLANE. The gentleman knows the difficulty of making any 
report from the committees of this ‘House. The Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad gaye but one day’s deliberation to this question. 
The letters of the Secretary of the Treasury were referred, and there 
was a unanimous agreement to include these first-mortgage bonds of 
the main roads in the sinking fund. Whether the power should be 
still more extended was also discussed. There was a question as to 
whether the bonds of all the branch roads which had prior liens to 
the claims of the United States should be made part of the invest- 
ment, but that was not deemed expedient. What is here proposed 
was thought sufficient and best for the very reason given by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Sparks, ] that the Secretary might, in exer- 
cising his discretion, invest in the bonds of this branch road or of 
that branch road as he would find them more profitable to purchase 
in the market, and that in this widening unnecessarily his discretion 
speculation might be unduly excited in these bonds and the interest 
of the United States and the roads thereby injuriously affected. 

It was thought by others, like the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 
REAGAN, | that if was more desirable to confine him to the United 
States bonds proper. But upon investigation we were satisfied that 
an investment in the first-mortgage bonds of the Union Pacific and 
of the Central Pacific Railroads was in the interest of the United 
States. Now, I want to make a word more of explanation in reply 
to the inquiry why it is to the interest of the United States to invest 
in these railroad first-mortgage bonds. 

Mr. BUCE Wil) the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question 

Mr. MCLANE. Certainly. The only embarrassment I feel is in 
ee time of the House. 

Mr. HUTCHINS, If the time should come when the road must be 
sold to pay the bonds becoming due, and it should not be sold for 
enough to pay the bonds, would not the Government, by making this 
investment, be paying the first-mortgage bondholder with the money 
of the Government? 

Mr. MCLANE. Certainlynot; this is not the Government’s money 
more than itis the road’s money. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 


Hutcuixs] knows very well how this sinking fund is to be created. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Is not the Government obliged to pay the debt 
which it does not owe? The Government does not owe these first- 
mortgage bonds. 

Mr. MCLANE. This sinking-fund’s money is the money of the rail- 
road. Iam surprised at the gentleman’s inquiry. The sinking fand 
is the money of the railroad. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. To be invested at 5 per cent. ? 

Mr. MCLANE. In one way and another. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. And it is made 25 

Mr. MCLANE. That is an artifice of 
investments to 25 per cent. of receipts. 

Mr. FISHER. I may be allowed to ask a question, the object of 
this bill is—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Allow me one question, 

Mr. MCLANE. There is a gentleman on my right here who has a 
question. 

Mr. FISHER. My question is, whether the object of this bill is to 
authorize the Secretary of the ury to invest this money in the 
first-mortgage bonds, where the Government is already holding the 
second-mort bonds ? 

Mr. McL . That is so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The Government does not now in- 
vest this money in any railroad bonds. 

Mr. FISHER. But I understand that the Government holds the 
sécond-mortgage bonds. 

Mr. MCLANE, That is the explanation which I desired to make to 
the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN;] that inasmuch as these 
first-mortgage bonds are prior liens to the liens of the Government, 
the Government would have to pay these first-mortgage bonds before 
it could take the road. 

I recognize perfectly what the gentleman from Texas refers to; 
and Iam happy to say to him that the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads propose to empower the Attorney-General of the United States 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, in case of any such foreclosure, to- 
cover the Government interest. But as I have already explained, if 
the Government owned the entire amount of first-mortgage bonds no 
such contingency could occur. If we would take this sinking-fund 
money and invest it from year to year in first-mortgage bonds, then 
it would not be within the power of the railroad companies to fore- 
clos; it would be for the Government of the United States to fore- 


close. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask the gentleman from Maryland whether 
he will consent 

Mr. WILBER. I would like to make one suggestion. 

Mr. MCLANE. I have said several times that my only embarrass- 
ment arises from my unwillingness to occupy the time of the House. 
Of course I am ready to answer any inquiry with yery t pleasure. 

Mr. WILBER. Itis very evident that we do not fully understand 
this matter. I think it would be well to put it over and fix a time 
for its consideration, (though it be only one or two days hence,) so 
that we may vote upon the question intelligently. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. I think this is a very important matter. No one 
has had time to examine it thoroughly except the committee. For 
the purpose of putting it over for one week, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and e (at three o’clock and 
fifty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


cent. 
e law which brings up their 


a PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of the publisher of the New Castle 
(Indiana) Courier, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AINSLIE: The petition of Daniel Bacon, publisher Repub- 
lican, Boisé City, Idaho Territory, and five other printers, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petition of the Northwestern 
Vinegar Works and 13 other firms engaged in the manufacture of 
vinegar at Chicago, for an amendment to the internal-revenue law 
pertaining to the manufacture of vinegar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of D. K. Anthony, proprietor 
Daily and Weekly Times, Leavenworth, Kansas, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ARMY LD: The petition of publishers at Winston and 
Salem, North oe par of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petitions of publishers of Jackson, Tennes- 
see, and of R. A. Musgrove, publisher News, Lexington, Henderson 
County, Tennessee, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of the publisher of the Banner, Bris- 
tol, Indiana, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petitions of the publishers of the Ameri- 
kan, 28 of the Svornost, Chi 


o; and of the Cook County 
Record, Des all 


laines, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type 


to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of Hale Bliss, of Palatine, Illinois, for the repeal 
of the stamp tax on medicinal preparations—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. BEALE: The petition of citizens of Prince William County, 
‘Virginia, for an appropriation for the improvement of Neaboco Creek, 
Virginia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of the publisher of the High- 
way of Holiness, Shippensburgh, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of 
the duty on to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BERRY: Two petitions of publishers of California, of sim- 
ilar import—to the same committee. 

Also, resolution of California Legislature, asking that steam-plows 
‘be exempt from duty for five years—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of H. P. De , O. Hyde, and 522 others, of the 
third congressional district of California, for the enforcement of the 
national eight-hour law—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BICKN ELL: The petition of Wood W. Stephens, of the 
Salem (Indiana) Democrat, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of certain citizens of Owen 

County, Kentucky, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of Peck, Saunders & Burns, pub- 
lishers of the White River Herald, Forsythe; of Wingo Doss, pub- 
lishers of the Dent County Democrat, Salem; of tt Sims, pub- 
lisher of the Republican, k; of W. J. Powell, publisher of the 
New Era, Rolla; of Stratton Brothers, publishers of the Observer, 
“Washington, Missouri, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BLISS: Memorial of the Legislature of New York, for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the defenses of the harbor of 

eè city of New York—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Henry E. Roehr, for the abolition of the duty 
on to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petitions of Samuel P. Whiting, publisher of 
the Journal, Altona, and of George Yarnell, publisher of the News, 
Lewistown, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of O. L. Shippee—to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRENTS: A bill for the improvement of the Upper Colum- 

bia and Snake Rivers, in Washington Territory—to the Committee on 


Commerce. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Cowlitz River, in Washing- 
ton Territory—to the same committee. 

Also, a letter of the Secretary of War, relative to the improvement 
of the Cowlitz River, in Washington Territory—to the same com- 


mitee. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Hon. P. Sanford, pub- 
lisher of the Journal, Lansing, Michigan, for the abolition of the duty 
on to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

, the petitions of A. B. Clark, W. G. Morrice, and 18 others, cit- 
izens of Shiawassee County; of Ezra Brown, 8. M. Howard, and 40 
others, citizens of Clinton Count , and of Daniel Fuller, George D. 
Cowdin, and 25 others, citizens, of Oakland County, Michigan, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im 
upon the people by the r monopolies that now control 
the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Also, the petitions of H. E. Howard, A. B. Clark, and 16 others, cit- 
izens of Shiawassee County; of W. F. Jenison, Thomas T. Case, and 
40 others, citizens of Clinton County, and of H. J. Pelton, G. D. Cow- 
din, and 25 others, citizens of Oakland County, Michigan, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 
patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Levi Curtis and 29 others, citi- 
zens of Hillsborough County, New Hampshire, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Levi Curtis and 29 others, citizens of Hills- 
borough County, New Hampshire, that Congress enact such laws as 
will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the trans- 

rtation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of 

the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRIGHT: The petition of W. J. Slatter, publisher Win- 
«chester (Tennessee) Home Journal, for the abolition of the duty on 
gf a the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. BROWNE: The petition of the publishers of the Indiana 
Farmer and Spiceland Reporter, Indiana, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petitions of citizens of Saint Joseph 
County, and of citizens of Cass County, Michigan, that Congress 
enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im upon the 
people by the ee monopolies that now control the inter- 
‘state commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Saint Joseph County, and of citi- 
zens of Cass County, Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone 
responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Herald, Oskaloosa, Iowa, 
that materials used in making pa be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means. 


Also, the petition of the publishers of the Herald, Oskaloosa, Iowa, 
for the abolition of the duty on the same committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petitions of Jo. W. J. L. Young- 
love, and 7 others, druggists in the State of Kentucky, for a repeal of 
the proprietary-stamp-tax law—to the same committee. 

Also, the S lag of F. H. Bristow, editor and proprietor of the 
Register, Elkton, Kentucky, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. CALKINS: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of W. 
G. West—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of the publisher of the Ave Maria, Notre Dame; 
of the publisher of the Herald-Chronicle, La Porte; of the publisher 
of the Press, Crown Point; of the publisher of the Starke County 
Enterprise, Knox; of the publisher of the Herald, South Bend; and 
of the n of the Journal, Winamac, Indiana, for the abolition 
of the duty on to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petitions of the Newspaper Printing and 
Publishing Company, Newport, and of A. J. Morey, publisher of the 
ar Pela Cynthiana, Kentucky, of similar import—to the same com- 


mittee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Boone County, Kentucky, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 
patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Boone County, Kentucky, that Con- 

enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 
the people by the transportation monopolies that now control the in- 
terstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petitions of Johnson & Goldie, pub- 
lishers of the Iowa Free Press, Cherokee; of George Sanborn, pub- 
lisher of the Pocahontas Times, Fonda; of E. O. Plumbe, publisher 
of the Sioux County Independent, Rock Valley ; of F. T. Piper, pub- 
lisher of the Mail, Sheldon; of Pike & Perkins, publishers of the 
Palo Alto Pilot, Emmetsburgh; of Henry O. Beatly, publisher of the 
Journal, Scranton; of J. C. Buchanan, publisher of the Sentinel, Le- 
mars; of R. H. Rodearmes, publisher of the Watchman, Nevada; of 
C. T. Steever, publisher of the Advertiser, Alto; of Al. M. Adams, 
publisher of the Dakota Independent, Dakota; and of A. & E. Train, 
publishers of the Times, Fort Dodge, Iowa, for the abolition of the 
9 type— to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of E. O. 5 of the Sioux County 
Independent, Rock Valley; of C. W. Harmon, publisher of the Sioux 
County, Herald, Oran ity; of F. T. Piper, publisher of the Mail, 
Sheldon; and of MeComack & Satterlee, publishers of the News, 
Sheldon, Iowa, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petitions of John W. Blake, publisher of 
the burgh Free Press, and of William Raltzmann, publisher of 
the Sauk County Herald, Reedsburgh, Wisconsin, for the abolition of 
the duty on ty to the same committee. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of Knight & Luane, publishers of the 
Pike County Democrat, Petersburgh, Indiana, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of T. H. Nicewanger, D. P. Stew- 
art, and 67 other Pennsylvania soldiers, for the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Meyers, Alexander Boggs, and 67 other 
Pennsylvania soldiers, for an equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the 1 of H. A. Meike, editor of the Cambria Free- 
man, and of F. Lloyd, editor of the Cambria Herald, Ebensburgh, 
Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the duty on type to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of John B. Watson, a Union man, formerly of 
Missouri, for pay for property destroyed by confederate soldiers be- 
cause he would not enlist in the confederate army—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petitions of Brown & Adams, publishers 
of the Columbia City (Indiana) Post, and of Reed & Lowry, publishers 
of the Auburn (Indiana) Courier, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. CONGER: The petitions of Frank S. Abbott, publisher of 
the Richmond (Michigan) Review; of F. 8. Galbraith, publisher of 
the North Branch (Michigan) Gazette; of Alex. Trotter, publisher 
of the Tuscola County (Michigan) Pioneer, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of W. K. Morvin, publisher of the Sentinel, Utica, 
Michigan, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. COX: Two petitions of publishers of New York City, for 
the abolition of the duty on t; to the same committee. 


7 Bose DEERING: The tions of George W. Bennett and other 
publishers, at Osage; of T. M. Atherton & Son, Osage ; of publishers 
of the Plaindealer, Cresco, Howard County ; of J. P. publisher 


News, Shell Rock; of F. A. Gates, publisher Belmond Herald, Bel- 
mond, Iowa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Edwards & Carleton, publishers of the Cou- 
rier, New Hampton, and of Jesse Wassen and C. A. Bishop, publishers 
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at La Porte City, Iowa, that materials used in making paper be placed 


on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the same committee. 
By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Wallace & Reams, publishers 


of the New and of A. M. Burney & Co., publishers of the South- 
ern Standard, McMinnville, Tennessee, of si import—to the same 
committee. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Lucinda E. Humphreys, for 
ay for articles furnished the United States hospital at Knoxville, 
88 during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN: Five petitions of publishers in Arkansas, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. D : The petitions of publisher of the Dollar Weekly, 
Wykoff; of the publisher of the Vidette, Spring Valley; of the ee 
lisher of the Standard, Albert Lea; of the publisher of the Daily 
Dispatch, Saint Paul, Minnesota, of similar import to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of W. W. Williams, of Minnesota, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petitions of A. G. Ball, publisher of Havana 
Journal, Havana; and of L. M. Gand and 4 other publishers at Wat- 
kins, Schuyler County, New York, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 

, the petition of M. D. Branday & Son, publishers of the Re- 
porter, bide oes! dy Point, New York, that materials used in making 
paper be p on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing- 15 75 the same committee. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of merchants and importers of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of a bill to amend the laws relat- 
ing to the importation of goods for inland ports—to the same com- 


ttee. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petitions of Goodbread & Son; of M. H. 
MeLain M. L. Hackedorn & Brother, of Galion; of C. Fulton & 
Son, of Bucyrus; and of T. Plants, of Crestline, Ohio, druggists, for 

the repeal of law taxing medicinal preparations, perfumeries, and 
cosmetics—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: Two petitions of citizens of Ilinois, for the 
repeal of the stamp-tax on medicines—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Cyrus A.Cook, publisher of the Advance, 
Chrisman, Edgar County; of J. M. Sheets, publisher of the Repub- 
lican, Paris, and of A. M. Anderson, publisher of the Enterprise, 
Stewardson, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of C. A. Starr and others, citizens of 8 
fect ee that the patent laws be so amended as to make the 
manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for in- 
fringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

, the petition of C. A. Starr and others, citizens of Winneb 
County, Illinois, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the 
_oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation monopo- 
lies that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FRYE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Stephen P. 
Benton—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petitions of citizens of Ashtabula and 
Trumbull Counties; of 93 citizens of Geauga County; and of 55 citi- 
zens of Newton Falls, Trumbull County, Ohio, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies t now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of William H. Olayne and 32 others, soldiers of 
Ohio, inst the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee 


1 i Pensions. 1 TON mi af 
80, t tition of J. Medill, o ieago, Illinois, that materials 
used in RERE paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on prinking ps r—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Also, the petition of E. B. Thomas, poen manager Cleveland, Co- 
lumbns, Cincinnati and Indianapolis Railroad, against a reduction of 
the duty on steel rails from $22 to $10 a ton—to the same committee. 
Also, the petitions of citizens of Trumbull and Ashtabula Counties, 
Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufact- 
urer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement 
to the Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of C. B. Lake, editor of the Peo- 
pra Advocate, Indianola, Iowa, that materials used in making paper 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
. the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. GOODE: The petition of Mary E., Susan F., and Rosa C. 
Parker, and Jane D. Duvall, of Virginia, for compensation for the 
library of the late L. C. P. Cowper, destroyed by the military forces of 
the United States, at Smithfield, Virginia, April, 1863—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. N. J. HAMMOND : The petition of J. N. Harris and others, 
pets af dh. of the fifth congressional distriet of Georgia, for the re- 
of the stamp-tax on medicines, &c.—to the Committee of Ways 

and Means. 
Also, the tion of Q. C. Grice and others, for a post-route from 
Hampton, Henry County, to the residence of Q. C. Grice, Fayette 
County, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. HASKELL: The petitions of the publishers of the Mound 
City (Kansas) Clarion, and of the editors of the South Kansas Tribune 
oe the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petition of 33 soldiers of United States Army, 
now citizens of Putnam County, Missouri, for the early passage of a 
law providing for the pares of the difference between the value 
of ubacks, in which they were paid for their services, and the 
e gold at the time of payment to the Committee on Military 

a 

By Mr. HAWK : The petitions of A. H. Martin and 10 other drug- 
gists and firms of Morrison, Fulton, Rochelle, Galena, Savanna, Scales, 

ount Sterling, Nora, and Forreston, Illinois, for the repeal of the 
proprietary-stamp tax, so far as it applies to druggists, perfume! 
and manufacturers of proprietary medicines—to the Committee o 
Ways and Means. 

, the petitions of J. B. Brown, publisher of the Gazette, Galena; 
of Rev. P. Hurless, publisher of the Christian Radical, Polo; of 
Carl Strack, of the Beobachter and Sterling Observer, Sterling; of 
Earnest Seitz, of the Herald, Freeport; of S. W. Tallman, Davis Re- 
view, Davis; and of Maria Witt, Volksfreund, Galena, Illinois, for 
the abolition of the sr | ont to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. M. Caldwell, publisher of the Printer, and 
S. W. Tallman, publisher of the Review, Davis, and of K. T. Stabeck, 
publisher of the Budget, Freeport, Illinois, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAYES: he petitions of Trauscan & Co., of Ransom, Ili- 
nois, and of other druggists of Illinois, for the repeal of the law tax- 
ing medicinal preparations, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HAZELTON: The 5 of J. K. Graves and 39 others, 
citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, for an increase of the tariff on zine to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HEILMAN: The petition of citizens of Evansville, Indi- 
ana, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No.870)relating to the immediate 
transportation of dutiable to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petitions of P. O. Sproul, publisher of 
the Sentinel, Ashton; of Henri W. Young, publisher of the Journal, 
Galva; and of J. H. Cook, publisher of the Patnam County Record, 
at Hennepin, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Elijah Booth and 11 others, soldiers of the late 
war, citizens of Moline, Illinois, for the early passage of a law pro- 
viding for the payment of the difference between the value of n- 
backs, in which they were paid for their services, and the value of 
gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of Caleb Dickerson and 31 others, 
citizens and soldiers of Worcester, Maryland, for the equalization of 
bounties—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 92 citizens of Queen Anne County, Maryland, 
for a post-route from Price’s Station to Ruthsburgh, Maryland—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petitions of W. W. Busteed & Bro., publishers of the Cen- 
treville 8 Observer, and of Thomas K. Robson, editor Easton 
(Maryland) Star, for the abolition of the duty on type to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of W. W. Busteed & Bro., of Centreville; of 
Thomas H. Chambers, publisher of the 3 Courier; of Thomas 
K. Robson, publisher Easton (Maryland) Star; and of Plummer & 
Asilton, Kent News, and Sullivan & Woodall, of Charlestown, Mary- 
land, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of 31 citizens of Worcester County, Maryland, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Leth and 52 others, citizens of Talbot 
County, Maryland, for an appropriation for the survey of Dividing 
Creek, in said county—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Rebur Foster, Robert Travers, and 18 others, 
representatives of steamships and steamboat lines, for the erection 
of a light-house and fog-bell on Bloody Point Bar, in Chesapeake 
Bay—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HERNDON: The petitions of John T. Rapier & Co., pub- 
lishers of the Register, Mobile, Alabama, and of Melancthon Smith, 
publisher of the News, Mobile, Alabama, for the abolition of the duty 
on to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of Samuel C. Daff and others, citizens 
of Van Wert County, Ohio, that Congress enact such laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of H. W. Dickman and 300 others, of Allen and 
Van Wert Counties, Ohio, for the passage of the bill equalizing boun- 
ties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Papers relating to the pension claim of Maria 
Goodrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petitions of J. T. Biggs, editor Mitchell 
(Indiana) Times, and of B. 8. Blackledge, publisher Era, Montezuma, 
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that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on e and for the 
abolition of the duty on type to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of Jacob Bloomstein, for pay for 
damages sustained by action of the United States officials during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Nashville, Tennessee, in reference to 
rate contracts—to the Committee on 1 Affairs. 

y Mr. HUBBELL: The petitions of S. W. Fowler, publisher Times 
and Standard, Manistee; of C. K. Radcliffe, pear Lake County 
Star, Baldwin; of Fuller & Edwards, publishers Tribune, Newaygo, 
and of W. 8. Stevens, publisher Hesperian, Hesperia, Michigan, for 
= abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

Also, the petition of M. Emery and 97 others, citizens of Michigan, 
for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of A. F. Choate and 40 others, citizens of Wex- 
ford and Benzie Counties, Michigan, and of H. A. Danville and 26 
others, citizens of Manistee County, Michigan, that Congress enact 
such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people 
by the transportation monopolies that now control the interstate 
commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of A. F. Choate and 40 others, citizens of Wex- 
ford and Benzie Counties, Michigan, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 

alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Alfred Mead, publisher, Ontonagon (Michigan) 
Miner, and of Fuller & Edwards, publishers Newaygo (Michigan 
Tribune, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Memorial of ministers and others, officers of 
church property in the District of Columbia, that the parsonages 
and rectories of said churches be released from all taxes heretofore 
assessed against the same, and for other relief—to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HURD: A bill to improve Maumee River, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to improve Sandusky River, Ohio—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of the Journal Printing Company, of 
Middlebury, Vermont, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Vermont, for a commission to in- 
es ron ogg contagious diseases of cattle—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Vermont, that a pension be granted 
to Mary A. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Vermont against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mary C. Sellech, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Eben Fisher and others, citizens of Walling- 
ford, Shrewsbury, and vicinity, Vermont, that a pension be granted 
Jonah Dawson—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Dorset, Vermont, that a pension be 
8 Elizabeth Gray, widow of a soldier of the war of 1812 - to the 

ommittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of William H. Deam and 30 others, 
citizens of Miami County, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringements—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of John W. Widney and 24 others, citizens of 
Miami County, Ohio, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate 
the oppression imposed upon the people by the transportation mo- 
nopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KILLINGER: The petitions of citizens and soldiers of Mid- 
dletown, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens and late Union soldiers of Lykens and 
Gratz, Pennsylvania, for a law to equalize the pay of soldiers—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. KING: The petitions of publishers of Rayville and Floyd, 
Louisiana, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper, and for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of citizens of Kennebec County, Maine, 
that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or 
vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Kennebec County, Maine, that Con- 
2 enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 

e people by the transportation monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

p fork LINDSEY: The petition of Robert Montgomery and others, 
of thbay and Wiscasset, Maine, for the establishment of a life- 
saving station at Damariscom Island, Maine—to the same committee. 


By Mr. LOUNSBERY: The petition of G. W. Bellenger, of Cob- 
bleskill (New York) Index, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. LOWE: The petitions of Shockleford & Gilbert, editors 
Tuseumbia (Alabama) Democrat; of James Armstrong, editor of the 
Scottsborough (Alabama) Citizen, and of S. F, Norton, editor of the 
Chicago (Illinois) Sentinel, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN: The petition of publishers of 
Buckhannon, West Virginia, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. 

y Mr. MCKENZIE: The petitions of R. M. Wilson, publisher of 
the Union (Kentucky) Local, and of Hunter Wood, 7 of the 
Kentucky New Era, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Hopkins County, Kentucky, that a 
pension be granted Robert Farmer—to the. Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Daviess County, Kentucky, that a 
Federal judicial district be created for Western Kentucky, a Federal 
court established, and that two or more terms thereof be held in the 
city of Owensborough, Kentucky, each year—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petitions of H. S. Darrow, J. G. Park- 
hurst, and 350 others, and of Marion Ferguson, Charles June, and 23 
others, citizens of Branch County; of G. B. Rhea, James Hay, jr., and 
88 others, citizens of Jackson County; and of R. E. Eldred, A. H. 
Randall, and 58 others, citizens of Calhoun County, Michigan, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate tho oppression imposed upon 
the people by the transportation monopolies that now control the in- 
terstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of D. T. Sutton, publisher Homer (Michigan) 
Index; of Dennis & Holmes, publishers of the Hastings (Michigan) 
Home Journal; and of C. E. Barns and G. W. Buckley, publishers of 
the Battle Creek (Michigan) Tribune, for the abolition of the duty 
on t. to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of Michael Dauler and 3 others, 
soldiers of the United States Army engaged in the late war, for the 
early passage of a law providing for the payment of the difference 
between the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their 
services, and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the 1 of The Sun Publication Association, of Williams- 
port; of D. W. Butterworth, publisher of the Potter County Journal ; 
and of Havens & Connevery, publishers of the Gazette, Wellsbor- 
ough, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Pardon Warsley, for $7,811.37, 
money taken as a bribe to testify falsely under promise of being re- 
stored to the witness, and afterward covered into the Treasury when 
it should have gone to the claimant—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petitions of Chauncey Ives, chief engi- 
neer Missouri Central Railroad; of W. R. McKeen, president Terre 
Haute and Indianapolis Railroad Company; of George N. Black, gen- 
eral manager Springfield and Northwestern Railroad Company; and 
of Joseph W. Branch, president Illinois and Saint Louis Railroad Com- 
pany, against a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a 
ton—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of William Raich, of New York, 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of Daniel Hustus, for the removal 
of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MYERS: The petitions of Spencer & Davie, of the Muncie 
(Indiana) Democrat, and of Charles Stout, of the Fairmount (Indi- 
ana) News, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of J. W. Dumble, publisher of the 
Meigs County Republican, and of L. O. Smith, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OBR : Memorial of the Legislature of New York, for 
an appropriation for the protection of the harbor of the city of New 
York against hostile attacks—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'REILLY : The petition of H. B. Claflin & Co., Peter Lam- 
bert & Co., H. H. Higgens and others, of New York and vicinity, for 
the reduction of the tariff on fine grades of cotton yarns—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of John Cornell, late postmaster at 
Transitville, Indiana, to be relieved from accounting for United States. 
property of which he was robbed—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of John Gregory, of Warren County, Indi 
that 9 used in making paper be placed on the free list, an 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of H. P. Woodward, publisher of 
the Hawley (Pennsylvania) Times, for the abolition of the duty on 
to the same committee. 
so, the petition of J. L. Swetland and 13 others, citizens of Wy- 
oming County, Pennsylvania, that the Department of Agriculture be 
made equal in rank to the other Departments of the Government—to 
the Committee on 8 $ 
By Mr. PAGE: The petitions of G. W. Barter, publisher of the 
Brooklyn Vidette; of William E. Dargie, publisher of the Oakland 
Tribune; of publishers of the Calaveras Advertiser; of Yarnell & 
Captill, publishers of the Los Angeles Mirror and Reserve, and of 
McPherson & Waldron, of the Santa Cruz Sentinel, California, for 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of Thomas A. Davis, of Maysville, 
Kentucky, for three months’ pay as adjutant of the Twentieth Penn- 
sylvania Cayalry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of W. J. Kehoe, of Nicholas County, and of Z. 
Meek, of Boyd County, Kentucky, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. fi 

By Mr. POEHLER: Resolutions of the Veteran Association of 
Ramsey County, Minnesota, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 1740) 
relating to soldiers’ and sailors’ homesteads—to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Also, papers relating to the bill (H. R. No. 1978) for the relief of 
the heirs of Scott Campbell—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. POUND: The petitions of Walter Speed & Co., of Barron, 
and of T. K. Dunn and Lem Reeves, of Wonewoc, Wisconsin, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and fora 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of Franklin Stowell and 12 others, ex-soldiers of 
Wisconsin, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Franklin Stowell and 12 others, ex-soldiers of 
Wisconsin, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of W. O. Evans, publisher of the Belle- 
vue (lowa) Leader, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of druggists of various States of the United States, 
relating to the stamp-tax on medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. REAGAN : Resolutions of a mass meeting of citizens of Aus- 
tin, Texas, asking that Congress adopt prompt means for the relief 
of the people of Pang from impending famine—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. ` 

By Mr. J. 8. RICHARDSON: The petition of citizens of Marion 
County, South Carolina, that the patent laws be so amended as to 
make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone respon- 
sible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. ROTHWELL: The petitions of Kelly & Freeman, of the 
Moberly (Missouri) Monitor, and of L. W. Brannon, of the Princeton 

Missouri) Telegraph; of Lucien Cover, of the Sullivan Standard 
ilan; of March & Desha, publishers of the Chillicothe (Missouri) 
Tribune, and of J. T. Day & Co., of the North Missourian, Gallatin, 
Missouri, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of F. A. Dinsmore and E. S. Dunn, of Trenton, 
Missouri, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 

committee. 

Also, the petition of Albert Bruse, to be relieved from accounting 
for funds of the United States stolen from him while postmaster—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Henry C. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of J. E. Clardy and others, of Wamego, Kansas 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

, the petition of Leonard Farmer and others, relating to cer- 
tain homestead entries—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of H. L. Taylor, relating to a land claim—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. SAPP: The petition of the publisher of the Democrat, 
Hamburgh, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of Mrs. Hanna A. Du- 
rant, publisher of the Claysville (Pennsylvania) Sentinel, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

PEEN the petition of citizens of Altoona, Pennsylvania, against the 
pro erection of a public building in that city—to the Committee 

on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. SLEMONS: The pension of W. B. White, of Prescott, Ar- 
kansas, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, 


Also, the petition of John D. Adams, for an appropriation to pay 


for mail service in 1858—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. SMITH: The petition of G. B. E. Russell 
and others, citizens of Georgia, that Con enact such laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of N. A. Allen and others, citizens of Georgia, 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper, and for the abolition 
of the duty on 1 the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPARKS: The petition of J. T. McCullom, of Louisville, 
Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of John N. Treadaway, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEVENSON: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chi- 
cago, Illinois, for the amendment of the statutes in relation to the 
immediate transportation of dutiable goods—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, Illinois, favor- 
ing the maintenance of the National Board of Health—to the same 
committee. 

Also, seven petitions of druggists of Illinois, for the repeal of the 
stamp-tax on medicines, &. to the same committee. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of G. W. Marlette, of Schenectady, 
New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petitions of R. D. Palmater, of Waterford, and of G. W. 
Martelle, of New York, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of citizens of Tennessee, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Catharine S. Mix, for pay for services ren- 
dered the Indian Bureau by her late husband—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of 159 ex-Union 
soldiers of Madison County, Iowa, against the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of R. Shatto, editor of the Western (Iowa) Light, 
and of N. C. Wieting, publisher Toledo (Iowa) Times, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of N. C. Wieting, editor Toledo (Iowa) Times, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of Moraan, Root & Co. 
and 100 other business firms, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 870) 
for immediate transportation of dutiable goods—to the same commit- 


tee. 

By Mr. THOMAS TURNER: The petition of William Marrida, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James Culton, for pay for services rendered 
the United States during the late war by his late son—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER : The petitions of J. H. Shields, of Hick- 
man County; of Benjamin Briggs and others, of Kentucky; of E. S. 
and M. F. Beaumont, of Graves County, Kentucky, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of E. S. and M. F. Beaumont and other citizens 
of Kentucky, and of Rey. W. White and other citizens of Hickman 
County, Kentucky, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petitions of William Toman, 
ublisher of the Buchanan County Bulletin, and E. W. Goen, of the 
ndependence Conservative, Independence, Iowa; of the publishers 

of the Register, Journal, and Herald, of Elkader, Iowa; and of W. 
N. Burdick, publisher of the Postville Review, Iowa, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of J. W. Hinchon, publisher of the Waukon 
Democrat; of J. B. Swinburne, publisher of the Delhi Monitor; of 
A. F. Hofer & Sons, publishers of the McGregor News; of Isaac W. 
Baldwin, publisher of the Pioneer; of the Dubuque Telegraph Com- 
pany, publishers of the Telegraph, Dubuque, Iowa, for the abolition 
of the duty on t to the same committee. 

By Mr. VAN AM: The petition of 89 importers and merchants 
of Buffalo, New York, for legislation to facilitate the immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of S. A. Brown and of C. E. Shelden, that mate- 
rials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduc- 
tion of the duty on punang papero the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Jesse Goldthwait, for an increase of pensions 
to those who lost an arm or leg tit the United States military or naval 
service—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the 5 of 12 ex-Union soldiers, of Red House and Ran- 
dolph, New York, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496— to the 
same committee. 

Also, the pennon of 38 ex-Union soldiers and sailors, of Machias, 
New York, for the early passage of a law providing for the payment 
in which they 


of the difference between the value of greenbac 
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were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the time of pay- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of C. E. Sheldon, of F, A. Hall, of S. A. Brown, 
and of R. H. Shankland & Son, of New York, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

so, the petition of 84 citizens of Chautauqua County, New York, 
that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or 
vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of 36 citizens of Chautauqua County, New York, 
that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im- 
posed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now 
control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Sixteen petitions of citizens of Monroe 
and Orleans Counties, New York, for a repeal of the law requiring 
stamps on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of 67 of the leading merchants and manufacturers 
of Rochester, New York, for the passage of a bankrupt law—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, the petition of 31 soldiers of the Union Army, of Rochester, 
New York, for the gry of the equalization bounty bill—to the 
Committee oh Military Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of four pablaping houses in the thirtieth con- 

ional district of New York, that materials used in making paper 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on print- 
ing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

, the petitions of four publishing houses of the thirtieth con- 
gressional district of New York, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the same committee. 

y Mr. VOORHIS: The petition of Lorillard & Co., of Jersey City, 
to be refunded taxes improperly collected from them—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. WADDILL: The petitions of T. S. Powell, publisher of the 
Barton County Advocate, Lamar; of Charles T. McFarland, publisher 
Bates County Times, Butler; of S. D. Carpenter, publisher Patriot, 
Carthage; of Stratton & Co., publishers Journal, Stockton; of Elzey 
& Cox, publishers News, Pineville; of Thomas L. Harrison, publisher 
of The Journal, Neosho; of H. J. Centrice, publisher Miner and Me- 
ehanie, Neosho; of R. C. Viles, publisher Times, Galena; of Charles 
M Bryson, publisher Southwest Missourian, Marionsville; of Herald 
Printing Company, publishers Herald, Joplin, Missouri, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Stratton & Co., publishers Stockton Journal 
Cedar County, Missouri, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and fora reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. WAIT: The eee of Greenslitt & Hamilton, and J. Q. 
A. Stone, publisher of Sentinel and Transcript, Danielsonville, Con- 
necticut, of similar import to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of L. W. Carroll & Son, W. G. Eley, Lee & Os- 

, J. L. Greene, and others, for the removal of the duty on chrome 
iron ore and bichromate of potash—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of Charles Moser & Co., of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, and others, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WASHBURN : The petitions of D. M. Michand, publisher 
of Canadien, Saint Paul; of R. C. Dunn, publisher of Union, 
Princeton; and of A. M. Morrison, publisher of Canby News, Canby, 
Minnesota, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles Lane and others, citizens of Otter Tail 
and Todd Counties, Minnesota, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone 
responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Charles Lane and others, citizens of Wadina, 
Otter Tail, and Todd Counties, Minnesota, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed npon the people by 
the transportation monopolies that now control the interstate com- 
merce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of publishers of San Francisco, Cal- 
ifornia, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of J. H. R. Cumdiff, publisher of Saint Louis 
Times, Saint Louis, and of the Anzieger Association, Anzieger des 
WR, Saint Louis, Missouri, of similar import—to the same com- 

ttee. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER : The petition of the Portland Board of Trade, 
for the g e of a bill to abolish the system of compulsory pilotage— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Portland Board of Trade, for the passage 
of an act to amend the law relative to the seizure and forfeiture of 
vessels for breach of the revenue laws—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

F< foes THOMAS WILLIAMS: The petitions of John G. Fowler, 
publisher of the Tallapoosa Gazette, Dadeville ; of White & Lowry, 
publishers of the Tallapoosa Democrat, Dadeville; of D. W. McIver, 
panine of the Tuskegee News, Tuskegee, Alabama, for the aboli- 

ion of the duty on type—to the same committee. 


By Mr. WILLIS: The petitions of Conrad C. Stulcker, publisher 
of the Deutsche Gefluegelzeitung; of W. H. Munnell, editor and pub- 
lisher of the Democrat; of L. H. Bell, publisher of the Central Cath- 
olic Advocate; of W. Krippenstapel, publisher of the Volksblatt; 
of the Louisville Anzeiger Co., publishers of the Anzeiger; of W. H. 
Miles, publisher of the Cbristian Index; of W. Krippenstapel, pub- 
lisher of the Omnibus; of Converse & Co., publishers of the Christian 
eee Louisville, Kentucky, of similar import—to the same com- 
m s 

By Mr. WILLITS: Papersrelating to the claimof James Olmstead 
for additional pay as an officer in the Union Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles H. Johnson for pay 
as first lieutenant in the Army during the late war—to the same com- 
mittee. 

ree 3 The abt of R. P. Underwood and others, 
citizens of West Virginia, that a pension be granted Henry Harper— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions si . 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of John Jay Joyce, Joseph M. 
McCaul, A. Moser, William 8. Molloy, and 115 others, citizens of New 
York, for the passage of the Wright supplement bill to the homestead 
act—to the Committee on Public LADAR, 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of Frank L. Merritt 
and others, for the repeal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, medicines, 
&c.—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of A. M. Wilson and others, of Similar import— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Tribune Printing and Publishing Com- 
pany, and of the Salt Lake Tribune, Utah Territory, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the sams committee. 

Also, the petitions of T. N. Drake, president of the Tioga Railroad 
Company ; of George I. Magee, president of the Corning, Cowanesque 
and Antoine Railroad Company, and of the § use, Geneva and 
Corning Railroad Company, and director of the Buffalo, New York 
and Philadelphia Railroad Sout ge and of the McKean and Buffalo 
Railroad Company; and of 8. S. Jewett, president of the Buffalo 
(New York) and Philadelphia Railroad Company, against the reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of George C. Church, 
George E. Russell, and others, for the abolition of the duty on chrome 
iron and bichromate of potash—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Western Wholesale Druggists’ Association, 
for the repeal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, &c.—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of August Hillebrandt, publisher of the Freie 
Deutsche Presse, Troy, New York, for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the same committee. 

so, resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York, for 
an appropriation for the erection and maintenance of the fortifica- 
tion and defenses for the protection of the city of New York—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petitions of Adam Smith, Theo- 
dore Meyer, and 38 other citizens; of rgo Bauer, George Shearing, 
and 36 other citizens; of August Zeigler, P. Smith, and 38 other cit- 
izens, of Hamilton County, Ohio, for the passage of House bill No. 
4327, to create a department of manufactures, machines, and mines— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 2, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. JOHNSTON presented the memorial of William Milnes, jr., 
president of the Shenandoah Valley Railroad Company, representing 
one hundred and fifty-two miles of railroad, forty-two miles in opera- 
tion and the remainder being built, remonstrating against a reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KERNAN S piee ge the memorial of John F. Moulton, presi- 
dent of the Buffalo and Southwestern Railway Company, represent- 
ing sixty-nine miles of railroad, remonstrating against a reduction of 
the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a petition of citizens of Centre County, 
Pennsylvania, and the petition of citizens of Wyoming County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for an amendment to the patent laws; which were 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Centre County, Penn- 
sylvania, and a petition of citizens of Wyoming Goan; Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for the establishment of a department of agriculture ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of oming County, Penn- 
sylvania, and a petition of citizens of Centre 88 Pennsylvania. 


praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in freights 
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and unjust discriminations in charges for transportation; which were 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the memorial of the National Guard Associ- 
ation of the State of New York, remonstrating against the 
of the proposed bill to reorganize and discipline the militia of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. WHYTE presented additional papers to accompany the bill he 
No. 1126) for the relief of Lewis Jones; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a resolution of the General Assembly of Mary- 
land, relative to the removal of the obstructions to the harbor of 
Annapolis, Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
Mr. MORGAN presented a letter of the Secre of War, accom- 
anied by a communication from the Chief of Engineers, United 
Rates Army, in relation to the necessity for an early appropriation 
for continuing the works of improvement of the Tennessee River at 
Muscle Shoals Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 129) authorizing the restoration of the 
nameof Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States 
Infantry, to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed 
on the list of retired officers, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
2 was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 

tely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

S. No. 93) to authorize the restoration of Charles N. Warner to his 

ormer relative rank and position in the Army, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
E No, TR for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Schuyler Hamilton, 

te United States Army, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed angenna 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
8 No. 821) 0 the compensation of enlisted men in the Signal 

rvice, United States Army, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

The VICE-PRESID The bill will be indefinitely postponed 
if there be no objection. 4 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill was introduced by me, and 
if the Senator who makes the report has no objection I should like 
to have it placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Ihave no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee, 

Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on 1 to whom 
was referred the petition of Perry E. Brocchus, istrator of the 


estate of Augustin Maurin, deceased, praying the of a law 
authorizi t of the amount of a draft for , drawn b 
Colonel Jo. Grayson, acting commissary of subsistence Uni 


States Army, at Santa Fé, New Mexico, May 4, 1861, for sapplies fur- 
nished United States troops, and which draft is all to have been 
lost, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1395) 
for the relief of the estate of Augustin Maurin. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WITHERS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 742) for the relief of 3 fies 
Lord, to report it adversely. The Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. - 
a may desire the bill to be placed on the Calendar. 

r. HARRIS. Lask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 910) to amend section 3020 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same commi to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No, 1314) for the relief of Chester A. Arthur, collector of the port 
of New York, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 710) to refund to Jackson Grubb, or his legal rep- 
resentative, internal tax wrongfully collected, reported it without 
gies he and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 

printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1015) for the relief of Silas F. Field, one of the sureties on the 
bond of John G. Halliburton, deceased, late marshal of the United 
os in and for the eastern district of Arkansas, reported adversely 

ereon. 

Mr. GARLAND. Lask, if the Senator from Kentucky has no objec- 
tion, that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. No. 41) to extend the jurisdiction of justices 
of the peace in the District of Columbia, and to regulate proceedings 
before them, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1352) for the relief of George 6. Snyder, 
reported it with an amendment. 

. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Thomas Hastie, of Chi „ Illinois, praying for 
a reissue o „000 of 5-20 United States bonds destroyed by fire in 
October, 1871, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1036) for the relief of 
Edmund T. Ryan, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 2270) to pay for expert services relating to 
the metric system rendered the Forty-fifth Congress, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be refcrred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was to. 

Mr. EATON. The Committee on Foreign Relations have directed 
me to report a bill authorizing certain persons to accept decorations 
from certain foreign powers, and to ard 1 8 be disch from the 
further consideration of sundry bills and joint resolutions relatin 
to the subject-matter of the bill, the bill being a substitute for 
the bills and joint resolutions which I send to the Chair. 

The bill (S. No. 1396) authorizing certain persons therein named 
to accept of certain decorations and presents therein named from 
foreign governments was read twice by its title. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations were disch from the 
further consideration of the following bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. No. 284) anthorizing Will J. Wilson, assistant su n 
United States Army, to receive from the Khedive of Egypta deco- 
ration for 8 in battle in the action near Gura, Abyssinia, 
March 7, 1876; f 

A bill (H. R. No. 1403) authorizing Captain Joseph Irish, of the 
United States Revenue Marine Service, to accept a grand cross of 
naval merit of the second class from the Spanish Government ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 7) authorizing Lieutenant Francis V. 
Greene, United States Army, to accept certain decorations conferred 
upon him by the Emperor of Russia ; 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 11) authorizing Commodore J. W. A. 
Nicholson, United States Navy, to accept the grand cross of naval 
merit from the King of Spain ; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 112) areca First Lieutenant 
Henry Metcalfe, of the Ordnance Department, United States Army, 
to accept a decoration from the Sultan of Turkey ; 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 41) authorizing Rear-Admiral John J. 
Almy, United States Navy, to accept a decoration from the King of 
the Hawaiian Islands; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 74) authorizing Lieutenant Z. L. Tan- 
ner, of the United States Navy, late commanding Pacific mail steamer 
City of Peking, to accept a pair of flower-vases and a lacquered box 
from the Japanese government; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 208) authorizing General Francis A. 
Walker, Superintendent of the Census, to accept decorations from 
the governments of Sweden and Spain; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 110) authorizing Lieutenant Benjamin 
H. Buckingham, of the United States Navy, to accept a decoration 
conferred upon him by the President of the French public. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2359) for the relief of William D. Oyler, 
re it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on pepe Serra to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 239) for the relief of Alderson T. Keene, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 282) for the relief of Alstorpheus Werninger, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was re. the bill 

S. No. 100) for the relief of A. S. Bloom, late a major in the Seventh 
entucky Volunteer Cava; reported adversely thereon, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 629) for the relief of A. H. von Leuttwitz, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I am directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 478) to replace the name 
of Lawrence A. Williams, late major Sixth Cavalry, United States 
Army, upon the rolls of the Army, to report it back. I willstate that 
we have learned that the pensema is dead. I therefore move that 
the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military irs, to whom was. 
referred the bill (H. R. ‘No. 3347) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to furnish four pieces of condemned ordnance for the soldiers’ monu- 
ment at Marietta, Ohio, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred the following resolution, reported it withont amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the annual report of the Librarian of Congress be printed, and 


that the usual number of tive hundred extra copies, with r covers, be ted 
for distribution by the Librarian. 1 a 


PONCA INDIAN INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the select committee to examine into the cir- 
cumstances connected with the remoyal of the Northern Cheyennes 
from the Sioux reservation to the Indian Territory, submitted the 
following order; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Ordered, That the select committee to examine into the removal of the Northern 
Cheyenne Indians is authorized to print for the use of the committee and the Sen- 
ate the testimony as taken in the progress of the investigation of the removal of 
the Ponca Indians, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McPHERSON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1397) to incorporate the Spanish-American 
Commercial Company ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. COKE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1398) to provide for the better secur- 
ity of life on sea-going steam-vessels ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 1399) to refund the national 
debt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1400) for the relief of William Bowen; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1401) to amend the statutes relating to letters- 
parot for inventions, and for other purposes; which was read twice 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1402) to amend section 4439 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, second edition, 1878, so that masters of 
steam-vessels shall be required to pay a fee of $10 for a license once 
in five years; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1403) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel H. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1404) to provide for issuing patents for 
public lands claimed under the pre-emption and homestead laws in 
cases where the claimants have become insane; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1406) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Jane 
Veazie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 87) authorizing the printing of 
the report of the yellow-fever commission; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


SCHOOL OF FORESTRY. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Saint Paul, Minnesota, in favor of a donation of public 
lands to the State of Minnesota as an endowment of a school of for- 
estry, and I also ask leave to introduce a bill to carry out the sug- 
gestion of the memorial. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1405) to aid in the endowment of a school of forestry at Saint Paul, 
Minnesota; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying memorial, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr.McMILLAN. Lask that the memorial be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the 


si toa f 
e memorial is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in assembled : 

Your memorialists, the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Saint Paul, ot- 
fully represent thatit ap from the annual reports of the Secretary of the 
Interior and the C oner of the General Land Othice, for several successive 
8 last past, that the valuable timber lands of the United States have been rap- 

idly disposed of without the Government receiving adequate compensation there- 
for; that these lands, 3 on the headwaters of the Mississippi i River, have 
been so lavishly denuded of their timber as to make a scarcity of pine timber 
imminent, and to injure the capacity of said river for navigation. 

Your memorialists are informed and believe that the United States still her ere 
several million acres of timber land in the northern part of Minnesota, including 
waste lands that are only tit for bearing timber, and they deem it important to the 
public interest that improved methods be speedily orn for the inistration 
of these lands with a view to the production, preservation, and prudent consump- 
tion of timber thereon. 

Your memorialists have ascertained that in several European States, whose gov- 
ernments have for centuries cared for the re-growth and preservation of forests, 
there have been established and maintained at public expense schools for theoret- 


ote 
m of 


toward 
endowment by Congress of aschool of forestry. They therefore recommend that pro- 
vision . for such an institution, to DoI AAI ET y 


States in the limits of the State of Minnesota, and of the great area of land on the 
sources of the ee sy which is only adapted to timber growing, it would seem 
that Minnesota would be the most suitable State in which to locate a school of for- 
estry., Your memorialists are of the opinion that such a school should furnish in- 
struction in the theory and practice of forestry substantially after the plan of the 
best-administered schools of the kind in Europe, so far as climate and soil will ad- 
mit; that the theoretical instruction should take place mainly at the principal seat 
of the school, where also should be grounds for experimental forestry; and that 
branch stations under charge of the school should be maintained in the pine-timber 

ions for practical forestry; also, stations on prairie lands for experimental tree 
culture suited to such lands. 

Believing that such an institution, liberally endowed and properly conducted, 
would at present, as well as in the future, prove of great practical benefit to the 
important timber resources of the Northwest and the vairous mechanical and in- 
dustrial pursuits depending thereon, also that it would help to create and diffuse 
correct sentiments in respect to the enforcement of law in to timber lands 
of the Government, your memorialists res ully ask that Congress will donate 
three hundred sections of public land to the State of Minnesota as an endowment 
of a school of forestry, and that said school be located at the city of Saint Paul, 
the capital of said State. 

Your memorialists would refer to an accompanying form of a bill as containing 
some of the conditions they would like to see adopted for the inviolability of the 
proposed endowment. 

X H. SIBLEY, 


HENR 
President Chamber of Com: Saint P. Mi. ta. 
SAINT PAUL, February 16, 1880. 4 on ee 
RIGHT OF PETITION. à 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution ; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary bo instructed to inquire and re- 
port whether any American citizens have been arrested orimprisoned for the exer- 
cise of their constitutional right to petition this body concerning a matter of grave 
public interest, namely, the title to a seat in this y of a Senator from the State 
of ee e are citizens; with power to send for persons and papers and admin - 
ister oaths. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Pe eps Nise oy by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Abas, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 4903) to provide for the purchase of a site for a post-office and 
other Government buildings in the city of Baltimore, Maryland; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


MAJOR P. P. G. HALL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the Calendar, 
commencing at the point reached at the last call. 

The bill (S. No. 175) for the relief of Major P. P. G. Hall was an- 
nounced as being first in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. By instructions of the Committee on Mili 
Affairs I made the report in this case, but I am satisfied that I di 
not give sufficient attention to the law touching the matter. There- 
fore I move that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs. A 


he motion was agreed to. 
PUBLIC LANDS IN KANSAS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the 
relief of certain actual settlers on the Kansas trust and diminished- 
reserve lands, in the State of Kansas; which was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a report? j 

Mr. PLUMB. There is a report which accompanies a bill of the 
same general tenor, Senate bill No. 619. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report referred to will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
January 13, 1880: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 619) “ for 
the relief of certain actual settlers on the Kansas trust and diminished-reserve 
lands, in the State of Kansas,” 3 report: j 

That the original draught of bill was sent to the chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Public Lands by the of the Interior, under date of May 
19, 1879, and his letter of transmission, together with a report of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs on the same subject and of like date, and the ear go in ques- 
tion were referred to this committee. The necessity of the proposed legislation is 
clearly set forth in said letter and report, to which reference is here made. The 
simple object is to protect a small proportion of actual settlers on the Kansas trust 
and diminished-reserve lands in rights which have been expressly recognized by 
act of Con; but which they have been prevented from perfecting by circum- 
stances poe, Sve beyond their control. of these settlers have siipien 
payments upon their lands, as well as valuable improvements, and have only been 
prevented from perfecting their titles by incongruous legislation. The bill simply 
allows these settlers to comes their titles under the new appraisement author- 
ized by the act of 1876, and the committee with the Secretary and the Com- 
missioner that ordinary good faith” req that they should have this right. 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 

“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“ Washington, May 19, 1879. 


74,) have been unable te 
the provisions dact, and have thus been 


— — of its manifestly intended benefits. 


1880. 
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“The names and im 


sta 
made largo VC rdinary whe 
and o 
y t ro permitted to completo their titles under the new 
on 5 
payments under section 2 of the act of 1874 are 8 
Tho DI submittal has tho approval of the Geum oner of Indian Affairs, as 
te, a copy of which I herewith inclose. Should 


ta be compelled to await fu and uncertain 
in the homes heretofore attempted to be confirmed to them by law, but which, un- 
fortuitous they have been unable to — 
Very respectfully, 


“©. SCHURZ, Secretary. 
t . J. E. MCDONALD, 
Hom, ringn Committee on Public Lands, United States Senate.” 


M DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

“ Washington, May 19, 1879. 
anpii eee letter of the 14th instant, returning approved the 
lists of trust and diminished-reserve lands in Kansas, as reap- 

. 5 1270, (i) State, 72.) and advising this office that the 
sion under the act 5, 1871 — anda office 0 
duplicate lists submitted for Ealla lo to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office have also been approved, and that he had been directed to offer for sale 
to actual settlers under section 2 of said act all the lands embraced in said lists, 
with the exception of those falling under the provisions of section 1 of the act, 
and those npon which entry has heretofore been allowed under section 2 of the act 
874, (18 Stats., 272,) I have the honor to submit herewith, as directed in 
tof a bill for the relief of such actual settlers as by the chang- 

by the acts have been deprived of their intended benefits, an 

the following report thereon: 

All those persons mentioned in the first section of the act of July 5, 1876, are now 
outside of any relief, as those settlers who entered under tho act of 1874 are under 


a 
1 b; the first installment before January 1, 1877. 
“3 Tee oan who entered under section 2 of the act of 1874 prior to the act of 
statute. The ties of 


„Sm: 
sed 


“Section 1 of the proposed bill grants relief to those 2 9 in section 


lof the act of 1876, by permitting them to complete payment for the lands to 
which thee are entitle under the act of 1876, at the newly-ap value, allow- 
credit for all sums heretofore paid as princi; in w. shall 


E. J. BROOKS, 
ing Oe ee 


“ui 
„The honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the honorable Senator from 
Kansas whether this House bill as it now stands before us is identical 
with the draught submitted by the Secretary of the Interior at the 
last session, as stated in his letter? 

Mr. PLUMB. Precisely the same as to every letter and word of it, 
except as to the fourth section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is that? 

Mr. PLUMB. The fourth section simply extends to settlers on the 
Kansas Indian reservation the privilege which has heretofore been 
extended to all settlers on the public lands, and that is, the right to 
acquire what is called an adjoining homestead by reason of settle- 
ment on the original homestead. For instance, aman who has eighty 
acres of land on which he is living can improve eighty acres of land 
adjoining without moving his actual residence upon the new eighty 
acres, the residents upon the old eighty acres answering for all pur- 
poses for residence upon the new. The fourth section extends that 
provision of the public land laws; and that is the only difference be- 
tween the billas reported by the Committee on Public Lands and the 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the fourth section is one that the Secretary 
of the Interior did not recommend ? 

Mr. PLUMB. He did not recommend it. That was inserted by the 
House Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The effect of it is to 
taken up one homestead, for instance, and improved it, or who owns 
1 the right to locate as homestead land an 
addition to his farm. 


Mr. PLUMB. Precisely, as the law now is in reference to other pub- 
lic lands. 


ive a man who may have 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator be kind enough to show us the 
law as to other public lands ? 
Mr. PLUMB. I can do so very soon. [A pause 


Pause.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator to let the bill go over 
without prejudice, and we can take it up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PLUMB. Gf course I do not wish to detain the Senate this 
morning, nor doI desire to make any arrangement which will pro- 
duce any considerable delay in this matter, because these people are 
living on this land actuall trespassers although in fact are 
there by the action of the Government, their right being i 
by the ent, and it is a matter of considerable importance to 
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them that there should be no delay. I have no objection to the bill 
going over to take its place for consideration to-morrow morning at 
e call of the Calendar. y 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go over without prejudice until we look 
into the fourth section. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 
Mr. PLUMB. To be called at the call of the Calendar to-morrow 


25 55 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. To be first in order on the call of the 
Calendar to-morrow morning. 


JAMES BURKE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 952) for the re- 
lief of James Burke; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It appropriates $180.40 to enable the Secretary of War to 
reimburse to James Burke, superintendent of the national cemetery 
at Salisbury, North Carolina, the amount of a judgment, costs, and 
8 judgment was obtained against him in the cir- 
cuit court of Pulaski County, Kentucky, at the suit of William H. 
Logan, for an alleged rege to committed while in discharge of his 
duty as superintendent, which he defended, but was by the court 
condemned in dam: and costs for pe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a report 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
February 3, 1880: 

ae ee the bill (S, No. 952) 
for the relief of James Burke, repec' y submit the following report: 

This before this i) pando Poh - 

y 


“A, 

_ _ “ WAR DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington City, December 18, 1878. 
The Secre of War has the honor to transmit to the United States Senate a 
communication from the Quartermaster-Gen dated December 


of rs relating to the subject. 
Othe letter off the Quarts 


which could properly be drawn upon to in 
Mh hiie 


“GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 
“The PRESIDENT of the United States Senate.” 


“B. 
‘LOGAN'S Cross-Roaps, 9 —— 


“Sm: Respectfull. oninia pasa Ae tember 20 (O. N. C. 2363 785) in ro- 
the difficulty.) een : Lagan und TE, 


gard to y betw Burke, I have the honor to sub- 
mit the Ponin revere 
“The colored 


borer was sent beme Burke to whitewash the picket fence on the 

north side of the cemetery, alon; the outside of which was a growth of black- 

berry and other bushes. In order to do this the laborer cut down de of the 

fence a path about four fect wide, most of which was on Mr. Logan’s land. The 

act was, I believe, W to make it possible to white- 

wash the fence on the outside. The value of the 2 briers is nothing; in 
ve 


8 em cleared off, andis 
the neighborhood. 


“ The suit was brought on account of a enmity of Mr. Logan against the 

superintendent. 1 — „ he the same as ad- 

tted to me such to be the fact. The quarrel has been of long standing, and the 

IA DEA o ng eben ae, th of which were decided in favor of 

5 showing that the latter was considered to be the injured party 
cases. 

In this matter advantage was taken at once of the trespass to brin, suit. 


Mr. . of being continually in li m and 
uarrel with neighbors. I have endeavored to out about the whole trouble 
„ concerned, and with others 

an 


fused, the reason being gi by Mr. that the question the 
cemetery front is also involved. He that he owns a of land g the 
front of the ceme een the cemetery boundary and the Columbia and 
Somerset road, on which there has been continnal by the tendent. 
The deed to the United „states as explicitly as is ble that each 
of the front corner. stones and the front boundary-line on the line 
of the road referred to, so can be no space between the road and 
the cemetery property. 
ATAD SE PR HOR COE UP EIS SOOD; DEE WAR SE OE RO NECERTE CORES Oe 

er zesp eT E $ “0. M. OLARK, 

“0. B. Q. M. Department. 

“ Captain A. F. ROCKWELL; 

Assistant Quartermaster U. S. A., 

In charge of National Cemeteries, Washington, D. C. 

— h Lieutenant M. assistant quartermaster Six 

woe George M. Love, acting q teenth 
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“War 5 
“ Washington City, October 26, 1875. 
“Str: I have the honor to transmit certain papers relative to a suit for trespass 
3 the superintendent of the national cemetery at a Cross- 
harg ki County, 


5 to request that you will direct suitable 
counsel eee ae 8 superintendent in the same, as well as the in- 


3 I am, sir, very — your obedient servant, 


“WM. W. BELKNAP, 
To the honorable the ATTORNEY-GENERAL.” Secretary of War. 
— or “ DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
“* Washington, October 29, 1875. 


stant, together with 


Ingalls, acting quartermaster- 
to you, and orita Ghani that the subject of the re be itted to me, and 
Í the 55 measures be taken to defend the suit brought against 
the cr pares ay of the national ceme at m’s Cross- Pulaski 
to me oy o ou, The suit is one of 
or entering upon lands of the plaintiff, and the dam- 


$60. 
m the statement of the case, I do not see how the title of the United States 


to ‘the he cemetery grounda can be brought in 8 m S cost to the eaves 
States of defen the action would be much groer than Ser ee eee 
do not think, therefore that it is expedient to ct the United sterner 
to, a for the defense. 
ne 8 8 eee $ 
ly, your obedient servan 
sa gels “EDWARDS PIERREPONT., 
“Hon. W. W. BELKNAP, * Attorney- General. 
“ Secretary of War.” 
s “War DEPARTMENT, 


“Washington Oity, D. O., December 2, 1878. 
“Sir; I have 1 honor to acknowledge the receipt of er letter of wy sega 29, 


1875, transmitting Papers relative to a request of 
sel to defend the ‘he Superintendent of of the national ceme: in the suit 2 — 
instituted against ge of his official du 


be em to defen 
Phy The tle to the cemetery erg is not involved in the suit, although it seems 
from the report of the civil engineer (herewith) that the question of boundary may 

“ey am, sir, very respectfally, your obedient servan 


The honorable the ATTORNEY-GENERAL.” 


W. BELKNAP. 
“ Secretary of War. 


“War DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S 
“Washington, D. C., Sonnet 1877. 
“Sm: I have the honor to inclose herewith a geg of 3 
James Burke, of Logan's Cross-Roads National Cemetery information 
as to the action taken in the matter of a certain suit against 


ding. 
Ven case Was a, submitted to the Department of one October 1 1875. 
The RER in a letter dated October 29 the opinion 
that it would no’ say Pa for the United sa to defend o suit, as the cost 


— now 


1 
bian makonin sne gra 
In reply, the pe General —— that no action had been taken, and re- 
quested a capy of th yeni beara 
$ This was der 2 1876, nr hes bean heard fron 
the Tren rinenket dnulies on the retook: 
It would seem to be due to the superintendent, no less than to the War Depart- 
men TORE NUDA SOI webct DO SARPO 1L IDA 3 

7 e eee eee ee „ 
the Foros Cross-Roads Nati Ceme I concur 7 55 
gard to mee riety of the United ane ‘ending the sui 

The all occurred while the su; 3 attendin 
official duties. The cost of defense may, perhaps, be more than the = 
but the pannorna out of his pares . — n, can afford to pay neither, nor 
does it 8 right maine ee ee ng 

ery respectfully, your obedient servan 
“M. C. MEIGS, 


ariman General, Brevet Major-General, United States A 
The honorable the SE ‘ARY OF WAR.” Ned er 


~ “New Yor« Crry, October 23, 1876. 


Sm: I have the honor to submit herewith my report of an inspection of the Lo- 
frre. Cross-Roads National Cemetery, Kentucky, socend class, inspected October 7, 


+ * 


“An unfriendly feeling exista between Mr. W. H. Lo and Barke, arke, the superin- 
tendent., The former owns the land adjoining the cemetery, an seems disposed te 
dictate and annoy from an o esp yrds 2 spirit, and in mean ee Per ways. Burke 
seems very ind dent and ill to conciliate. 

* e having the briers and pany away so as to allow the Government fence 
to be painted sad whitewashed; agaa Ba sued him for $60 trespass ee 
ages. The act produced no damage but rather a benefit to . land. 
5 is such only in law, or technicall ee ead any, The case was Waa postponed 
at the term of the circuit court of last spring to the term, at 
which term, recently, it was not reached. Darka asks counsel be em yed 
by the * States to defend him in the suit, and owt ade application 
or to Captain A. F. Rockwell, tant quartermaster, — on duty con- 
nected with the national ceme for counsel. No rep reply recel 

“I think he justly deserves protection in this matter, and the Adar of counsel to be 
farnished by 0 United States. hy 2 A 8 

FJ. H. 


uy, respectful! 4 
= y “Inspector-General, United 22 Army. 
“The Insrector-G: 
“ Headquarters N of the United States, Washington, D. C. 
(Through headquarters Division of the Atlantic.) 


“ DEPARTMENT OF 
“ Washington, ‘May 5, 1877. 
“Str: I have received 7. letter of the 3d instant, referring to former letters 


from the War Department to the Department of Justice, relative to = suit brought 
by W. H. p mapeada Burke, 3 

ational Ceme: , for trespass and D. a letter of the 2th 
ultimo, from the two inclosures, tou: 
ter. You request the Department of Justice will take measures for yt! 


. ~ 
g, he 


entered upon Tagan s Sooda and cut the briers and brush away so that the Govern- 
be pain 5 eed port by Lo; 


on the 
Burke. No — 8 is 8 e. any 5 to ig gers — of — Falz 
States to its While it is stated trespass occ 
ä was attending to his official duties,’ in the letter ar th the Ne 
8 facts 8 that he had no official duty which entitled him to 
enter u upon the land of a private citizen and to disturb the shrubbery there grow- 
whether wild or otherwise. It is not for a person thus intruding to say that 
benefited the land of the owner. The owner is entitled to the possession 
— * of his property without —.— oe 
ery respectfully, your obedient servan 
“CHAS. DEVENS, 
“ Attorney-General. 


“ Hon. GEORGE W. McCrary, 
“ Secretary of War.” 


The case was tried in the circuit court of Pulaski County, Kentucky, at its Sep- 
tember term, 1877, and the trauseri 1 shows the eee to have been the verdict 


ofthe jury: We of the for the plaintiff one cent in damages,” which 
verdict, it appears, — tot to the laws of Kentucky, carried the costs : 
The transcript shows ens costs 
And the defendant's 
Total costs. 
Bk pap the r portion of this cost bill is made up of witness fees, the witness 


Kr acer amounting to $85, and of defendant to $33. The said Burke makes 
16 | adari that he paid $25 S attorney’s fees. This the committee consider reason- 
able. 

As the case was tried in plaintiff's own county, and as the on is for purely 
nominal damages, the committee have no doubt that th e trespass was purely tech- 
nical. The removal of briers, a bush of which Pulaski County "hes doubtless 
enough and to spare, is estimated by a jury 0 of the vicinage acquainted with briers 
at one cent, and the one-cent estimate was clearly because, upon proof of trespass, 
the law demanded some damages. 

The suit was manifestly a! spite suit.” 


The officer x. doing his duty faithfully, poecie the home rf ef dead, and 


hence should vaen piire 0 were of costa for doin, 
Where eo report back $ bill 952 wit — dent and 
recommen . Dee the committee havo 


bad in which Mr. Burke was engaged, the 
for the removal of the briers in the protection of the fence, the absurdity 
for the 8 of and all the surrounding circum- 
stances, and do not 1 unless a special and exceptional 
case like it were presen’ 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 5 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 


HEIRS OF CHARLES B. SMITH. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 287) for there- 
lief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, deceased; which was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury, in the settlement of the accounts of Charl 
B. Smith, deceased, late first lieutenant of the Fifth Iowa Cavalry 
Volunteers, to receive and allow, where the proper vouchers canno 
be procured, a statement verified, or such other satisfactory evidence; 
of all expenditures or issues made by him for the Government, as 
will be sufficient to close his subsistence and quartermaster accounts 
upon the books of the Treasury. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 


ee > 1880: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 287) for 
the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, deceased, 3 submit the fol- 


loving guss il No shen chi -fifth ER ONA a sessio: — the same a 


© Committee on on Military AL 

that without 
—— è by Mx. 
BURNSIDE on behalf of the committee, and as ap- 
Geer eee aon” fret somite inte the wore bill,” as 


„This bill authorizes the accounting officers of the Treasury to receive and allow, 
where the proper vouchers cannot be p: verified statements or othor satis: 
R lence which will serve to account for disbursements made by Charles 
B. th, d late first lieutenant Fifth Iowa Cavalry, while acting as com- 


missary and quartermaster. 
“ The following is the report of the House Committee on Military Affairs: 
House Report No. 262, Forty-fifth Congress, second session.] 


Mx. Strait, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the following 
Tepe Sierraren bill H. R. No. 1163: 

it Military Committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1163) for 
the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, 


deceased, have had the same under 

consideration, and report it back to the House with the recomm: that it do 

It ay from the affidavits and other documents filed 68 
d es B. Smith, was a first lieutenant NN 

the Fifth ent Iowa Cavalry Volun the close of the war bò 


and that at 
was honorably mustered out of N e United States that sul 
analy, in 1871. the deceased came to Washington, Distriet of Columbia, trae eas 
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1251 


and money, while act- 

t further appears from 
atin Washi in this city he was taken 
that upon the arrival in Washington at his widow, she was unable to 
ar pe 07 retained papers conn Ashington of duties in the feld; that they 

er lost or stolen previous to ie arrival ; 7 — the evidence ahows that she 

aes made due and diligent for the same since the decease of her husband, 


without effect. 
The evidence of W. W. Sowo late colonel Fifth Iowa Cavalry, with whom the 
deceased served as regimental and brigade ee, and oth shows that 
the deceased enjoyed an enviable name for integrity, and that the said colonel is 


ee . turned over all moneys and property for which he was ac- 
coun’ 
Under these with evidence that the officer 3 faithfull 5 


his Secs go bre 
that would follow by compelling and Apasa, his widow 
ships aod account of rong be who, 


9 — 5 K are to e 
ry e ce, where the vouchers cannot 

the 1 protecting the be procured, 
to the full extent that is possible under the circumstances.’ 
em the evidence accom — your committee concur in the con- 
pace, i tera oe the act are in ac- 
cordance with precedents haces estal lished b 
Military Affairs. The 2 death of Lieutenant — 5 while in Washington 


for the purpose of settling his accounts, would seem to entitle his heirs to the re- 
Het contem ease Beal A 2 2 — the bm 
examination committee of the papers accom 
e the committee thet ita ts former 8 n 
Wherefi — committee report back te te bill 287 without amendments, and 
recommend it do pass. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from ‘Texas what 
is the amount of the difference between the sum accounted for by the 
vouchers of this officer and the sum with which he is charged; in other 
words, how much does the bill involve? 

Mr. MAXEY. The exact amount 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not care about the exact amount; but about 
how much is it in round numbers? 

Mr. It is shown in the which I examined v 
carefully, to be somewhere between W . The amount whic 
was handled by this officer, Lieutenant Smith, was several thousand 
dollars; and the amount, as I recollect it—if the Senator desires, I 
will have the case go over until to-morrow in order that I can give 
the exact 

Mr. EDM No, that is near enough. 

Mr. MAXEY. Betis the Senator from Iowa knows better. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand it is a very small sum. 

Mr, MAXEY. The whole case is simply this: Lieutenant Smith, 
who was acting as commissary and quartermaster, was sent for to 
settle up his accounts. He came on here. There seemed to be no 
trouble; no charge of fraud or anything of that kind, bor he came 
here and was taken sick bringing his papers with him, and he died 
suddenly while here. His wife was tel phed for, came on, and 
was unable to find these vouchers. For that reason she cannot fur- 
nish the vouchers. That is all of the case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That wonld seem to ced 5 that it is proved that 
he had vouchers when he came here; and ordinarily his vouchers 
would be submitted, I suppose, with his accounts, which the Treas 
did not allow. However, as it is a very small sum apparently, it 
not of so much consequence, but I should like to understand from the 
Senator the meaning of the word “such” in the eighth line of the 
bill, and whether it would not be wise in his opinion to strike out 
the word “such” so as to read “or other satisfactory evidence.” 
“Such other” would seem to imply that a mere statement—— 

Mr. MAXEY. I see the point of the Senator, and I have no objec- 
tion to striking out the word “such,” as far as I am concerned per- 


sonally. 
be VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair nous no objection to that 
1 and the amendment will be made. 
MUNDS. Now, I think the words “ or other satisfac 
evidence” carry the implication that this “ verified statement” is to 
be 5 to the accounting officers. Is that the view of the 


Mr. MAXEY. The committee was ap ada, ande the impression 
that the loss of the ori or best evidence being satisfactorily ac- 
counted for, under the law, there being no d in secondary evi- 
dence, Whatever would be satisfactory secondary evidence cecal be 
such as the widow would have a right to present; and we do not pro- 

Shall 


pose to cover too wide a field as to what be“ secondary evidence 


satisfactory to supply the place of original Ata ser the absence of 
which is satisfaotorily accounted for in the opinion of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. m if I correctly understand the Senator, his 
construction of the bill as it now stands is that this “ verified state- 
ment” is to be one that satisfies the accounting officers. 

Mr. MAXEY. It would be the best 15 of which the case is 
Susceptible, first establishing the fact that the vouchers existed. 
That would be the condition-precedent before you could submit any 
secon evidence, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no doubt about that, and my only wish 
was to understand from the committee whether this “ v state- 
ment” must be one that should satisfy the accounting officers, 

Mr, MAXEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being so I have no objection. 


Mr. MAXEY. If I were a chancellor and the absence of primary 
evidence was accounted for by its destruction, whatever was the 


eee evidence possible that could be produced would be to me 
satisfacto 

The bills was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


FORT RIPLEY RESERVATION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1153) to re- 
store to the public domain a part of the military reservation known 
as the Fort Ripley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and for 
other 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that might as well go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator objects 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Minnesota wishes to explain 
the bill I will withdraw the o oa for the time being. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being withdrawn, the bill will 
be read. 


The bill was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief os, = the following report, submitted by Mr. Cock- 
RELL February 3, 1 

The Committee on Military A airs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1153) entitled “An act to restore to the public domain a part of the military reser- 


vation known as Fort Ripley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and for other 
Porte bim passed carefully considered the same, and submit the following report: 


the House of Representatives December 16, 1879, and was sent 

to the Senate pa referred to your committee. Your committee addressed a letter 

to the Secretary of War, aine a copy of said bill, and asking for full informa- 

tion touching said military reservation, the necessity a mony gs portion of 

it for passing the said sph the views of the De of 
said bili, and received from the Secre ary of War the fas 


ed, respectively, Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, to wit: 


No. 1. 
Wan DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington Oity, January 6, 1880. 

“Sm: Referring to your letter of the 22d ultimo, inclosing House bill No. 1153, 
to restore to the 8 3 a part of the military reservation known as the 
poe keri ley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and for other and 
g fall information Na. to said reservation, and my views as to the 
propriet of the Lhave the honor to inclose a report of the Ad- 
Titan General, “ted thos ins 8 eee da g papers, which, itis believed, 

will teenie the information desired b; 5 
“I concur with my predecessor in the opinion that the bill should become a law 
with 1 out the words underscored from line 6 to 14 of the 
first section of said bill, commencing with the words ‘the following -described tracta’ 
and endin. Seon the words of range 29 and.’ this 8 is made the 
bill will JC) hich is now no 
needed for mili! to the Department of the Ii 8 except the 
pof voy Por mocap by Congress for right of way to arailroad company. 


ient servant, 
“ALEX, RAMSEY. 
Secretary of War. 


ly, your o 


Hon. F. 


“of — tee on Military Affairs, United States Senate.” 


No. 2. 


“ HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, January 3, 1880. 
“Sm: I have = honor to return herewith „ dated ee 
1879, from Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, of the Senate Military Commi . 
R. 1153, ‘An act to restore to the blic domain a part DAES OE Sp MNIE Riper ak 
known as tho Fort . 7 the State of dee ee or prs —.— pur- 
1 the same, &c., re- 
an poy state as follows: 


and requesting fu d information con 
to this office for 
1 8 the 13th of April, 849, a military tary post was established on the west bank of 
the Mississi 1 in e and ae as ‘Fort Gaines,’ The name 
was changed, Fort Ripley 2 Novem 
“ Under date of September 15, 1849, “bat Tee were declared by the Presi- 
dent, (General Taylor,) one on be east and the other on the ver shore of the Mis- 
sissippi. The latter, which incladed the site of ie tone square 
3 the 5 of the reservation lying east 8 aaa containing nearly 


a plat of theo 1 reservation is on file in this office, but one may be filed 
k the 800 of the Quartermaster Gen artermaster-General. om nf 
Poranna 8 February 28, 1873, authorized and 


rentner. ee l e ofonger be required for military proses. 

at Fo as no or 

“Tt was first di esigned fo retain nl tion on the west bank of the river, on ‘eT, on 
ies in the boundaries 


t 2, 1875, with bounda- 
uarters De 


— beak of the be held byi 1 Department until disposed 
jn accordance with the act of February 
“ Pursuant to the provisions of act (section 9 a board of officers was directed 
to convene by orders of December 19, 1876, this office, on the 4th of J: A 
1877, or as 5 practicable, and by orders of January a A e 
m of the was postponed to att 1877, or at such time as the presi- 
so dearer Wa Sake ot 1 
s 0 ar (Jo) y! 
of the lands embraced within the reservation, 
States Army, and Mr. A. C. Jones. 


“Part of 2DE VOR DEONET SOE amar heen O OSERE NED d for thesame and 
were given certificates to that effeat by these = 


sary Ji 
the recovery of $1,790.20 thei it . by hen 8 
o amoun ivi ‘or 
1 in te favor of the Government for 1 


and sedges obtained 


* 


r e e Leet ey ko 
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“All papers on file in this office rela to the reservation and the sale in 1857 
were transmitted to Lieutenant J. A. Manley, Twentieth Infantry, recorder of the 
board, in letter of December 20, Soll 

‘A fire occurred at the post 14, 1877, by which officers’ quarters, laun- 
. — gnm and pores egy with stores and property, were destroyed, and 
the War Department then decided to have the post d mtinued, the garrison with- 
drawn, and the entire reservation, including the site of the post, appraised for sale 
by the board of oroen wink apa ee the — of February 28, 1 and instruc- 

ons were issued office accordingly February 8, en by letter of that 
date to 1 8 ny, president of the board and department commander. 
thdrawn in July, 1877, and the post has not since been occu- 
he Goope—the remaining — gs being i in charge of a watchman employed 
Quartermaster's Departmen 

2 the aioe of the 8 to right of way, &c., to the Western Rail- 

road Company of Minnesota, is ee Bo ar De ent letter of October 18, 

1877, to George L. Becker, esq., president of the company, which cites the opinion 
of the J udge- A dvocate-General and varions acts of Congress upon the subject. 
(C opy of letter inclosed ) 

ber 22, 1879, General Terry called attention to the present condition of affairs 

a Fort Ripley reservation, and reported the reasons tered and no definite action had 
been taken by the board—the members being scat and on other duty, & 
He also reported that a large number of families had squatted on the eastern por- 
tion of the reserve in defiance of law, and he, therefore, so oe Ni instructions in 
the remises, the matter having become one of great mag 

o Secretary of War ve ced, as Congress 8 meet in so short atime, to de- 
fer the question of removal ear yi and further action under act of Feb- 

aay 1873, until action Sar be y that wing er regard to restoring the 
reservation to the public domain, 3 lated in act now under co: era · 
. — pa 3 Military Division of the Missouri has been ad- 
accordin 

“On the isti Aimo, the General of the ag! oe the Secretary's attention bed 
the fact that the act (H. R. 1153) as it passed House did not include the 
tion of the reservation on the west aide of the river on which the fort 
while the entire reservation 


was loca 
is useless for military purposes and is no longer re- 


uired. 
s “The peeke information rar reo mg oki Hon. Mr COCKRELL, if deemed essen 
in view of the eee y be Sbtained by reference to the de 
commander, and i os sar my it would, at this season of the year, take con- 
siderable time to collect the same. 
I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, se 5 e 


To the Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR.” 


“No. 3. 
“An act to provide for the di tion of that portion of the mili 
Fort Ripley, Minnesota, which lies east of the Mississip’ 
“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United iar Monee 
America in assembled, That th the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
cay ag ey sre tinge the whole or so shack of the military reserva- 
tion at Te Ripley, in the State of Minnesota, as may no longer be required for 


military pu 
l F shall be the Sora the eager Ee War to appoint a board of three 
officers, which board 3 piece or of land, with the 
bail 5 before the same is offered for sale, 3 
two-thirds of the appraised value. 
"SEO. 3. And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to cause notice of said 
sale to be te princi in one of the principal newspapers in the oity of W. 
in mo of 8 newspapers in the State of myer boa in one paper, if 
in tne cocnty where said lande to be ecld axe ai ted, or any county 
adjoining the thereto, for the space of sixty days prior to sale. 
Approved February 28, 1879.“ 


3 at 


No. 4. 


1 EPARTMENT OF DAKOTA, 
int Poul Minnesota, September 6, 1875. 


[General Orders No. 55.) 


ppi River, nam 
n bene South Balk f the southwest werter and the south half of the southeast 
marter of section 6, ee bag tren hag pti ey: lee the same 
8 ma range, one ra of the southwest quarter and the 
south half of 8 1 southeast peran thereof ; the lines to extend to and follow the 
e 0 

“TT. The land included in Seo ＋ 0 We and excluded in the new, and the 
entire reserve on the east bank River, will be held by ‘the War 
Department unl dsposed of in accordance ith the act of Congress approved 

“ By . of Brigadier General Terry. dear 

“ A ssistant Adjutant General. * 


“No, s 
" DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
“ OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY, 
> “ Washington, D. C., October 21, 1876. 
“Sm: T have the hisor Suten. m that in the case of the United States vs. 
Alexander C. Jones, ene of the War 11, 1874, for the 3 of $1,799.22, re- 
ar 


D 3 sued for, with interest from December 19, 

“All the pers in the case are herewith return 17171. 
inal affida taf Jones and his original letter to the 
ing his indebtedness, which papers aro flod in said cause in the ofico of theo 


“Tam, sir, very respectfully, 


“Hon. J. D. CAMERON, 
“ Beoretary of War.” 


“QEO. F. 
. 


No. 6. 
“War DEPARTMENT, 


aethiops er an Aa 


8 ta has become the lawful successor to the Birr 
rivlloges of the Saint Paul and Pacific Railroad Company, an 
Seats Western Railroad Company, —— tho right pri way ‘over 

ma; 8 ‘orm you that 


cance on 
the Fort Ri 


1 ee rte ; Joint m luti July 3, 180m 
chapter o e ion o 
No. 56; act of Ma ta, ch chapter 90; J arel on 


ter 105; March 3, 1871 
chapter 144; i chapter & 3i and sane 22, 1874, chapter 424. The first 
act contained a grant Pot * hich was reserved land had 
been set aside by law or competent . — for a Nn, urposes, and it was pro- 
vided that the l ioga should not operate upon su — . to authorize the 
President to right of way over the same. The unsold lan = ees was to 
revert to the nited AF tea pokes coke eee cortada Tanida we This time 
3 several e subsequent acts, an were given in 
lieu of ers withdrawn, in view of a change of route autho a 

“* The time for a completion of of the road within 3 as finally extended, 
has, however, now expired, and the rm t of land apparently ceased to have effect. 

The incidental authority of the dent to grant a right of way would, there- 
fore, seem to have to be 8 

Moreover, on Feb: 28, 1873, 2 an got authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of War to at | pabtle an auction so much of the military reservation 
of Fort Ripley, within the State of Minnesota, as might be required for public pur- 


poses. 

The time for pletion of the within-named railroad havin; e 
would seem that thie, act, ot hk Lact == — be deemed to have been suspen: 
by the above-mentioned act of June, 1874, was now fully operative, 
nit Further the within papers do rot indicate th fth 

A he papers do not cate the on of the reservation over 
which a right of Nb og sought, so there is panded gua material for an opinion as 
to, Whether it would be for the public pood woyo to authorize the same. 

pon the whole, I should be of opinion in the present aspect of the case that 

the Executive could not safely pes to grant the right of way asked for, with- 
out the authority of additional legislation. 

“The views of the Judge-Advocate-General are concurred in. 


“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 


“GEORGE L. 8 E 
the Wi 


wn Ra a i 


Your committee 3 bapa 9 to the fo: documents and 
tions of the er information, 
epee letter to the Storetary of Wa 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington Oity, January 19, 1880. 
„Sm: In reply to e letter of the 10th instant, . information 
in connection with House bill No. 1153, restoring a portion of Fort Ri ley mili- 
tary reservation to the public domain, Thave the honor to gern herewi: 
from the Adjutant-General, to whom the same was refe ch contains — much 
of the information desired by you as the Department is a Je to furnish. 
“Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“ALEX. RAMSEY, 


‘Secretary of War. 
“Hon. F. M. 8 
“ Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate.” 
~~ “ ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
l‘ Washington, January 16, 1880. 
“Sm: I have the honor 8 herewith tary Committee, of send te —— 


information relative to the rt Rip * ‘ee one = 
Congress, second 


nection with H. R. No. 1153, ee 
office for report, and to state as fo 
Relative to the reservation on the west bank of the iver, tor site of the 
tho buildin dtig Ko., the inclosed sketch shows the boundaries of the 
as reserved by the President's 8 of September 15, 1849, and = relocated 
the President's order of 2 rs t2, 1875, and announced in General Orders No. 
headquarters c. September 6, ta) Seer Sk gent tis furnis 


the committee. e pank ying plan o lan of Fort t Fort Ripley Outline Descriptions 

Mili Posts in the Div: 0 1 bed in in 1876, shows the num- 
ber and location of att Eos MA N the inclosed extract from same 
work contains information as to their rand condition. To roi is added 
25 2 sho the buildings eee in January, 1877, which led to the withdrawal 


July of the same y 

9 55 the best manner of disposing of of this tract and the the Inverests of the thereo’ 
that it has generall ni Boece been considered the Gov: 
ernment are best subserved by wing the buildings to be disposed of with the 
land, subject to such regulations as 8 may provide for ascertaining the 

value of the im ments — — mre subdivisions on which 3 stand. 
“ With re, to the in Senator COCKRELL, relating to the post and res- 
ervation generally, this office FCC 


cifically. 
“A map of the entire reservation, co; apioa. Tran Mp mg mer wage poa oee 
from said 5 


„ and an extract showing the location of Fort Ripley, 
the character of the surrounding country, &c., are inclosed, as con some 
the desired ; and in :... br a my accom- 

f and 9 eee e ate bert Ripley bein e in thi 
0! — ey being 0 
latter, while the reservation east of the S postor To N embraces ions of 
2 5 I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“ ve the „ 
B. D. TOWNSEND, 
“Adjutant-General. 
Hon. SECRETARY OF WAR.” 


“ Established in 1848 as Fort Gaines Tr O Tort eee, November 4, 
1850. Latitude 46° 9 43”; lon; tude 94° 21, 39. the right bank of the Missia- 
or one hundred and he ri miles above Sain B Post-office and 


te h station at the Rapids, on the Saint Paul and Pacific Rail- 
for 93 Crow Grom Wing Ü 7 Be — town, seven miles distant. 
The F small steamers from Little Falls, 
re ea es below, to — — Falls, — hundred and seventy-five miles 
above. on the N. ern a River, 


y 


important principle of extensive application. Here was a 
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“ Buildings.—Quarters for two companies; officers’ eight sets; hospital, 

8 3 N Kd. All the buildings are constructed of white 
are in condition. 

ag ipti country, éc.—The surrounding country is generally undulating, 
and ca) loo Yielding Ase crops of wheat, corn, cas, and most of the sta 3 
tables; the soil is a sandy alluvium. There is a hich po 
toes are raised. The grass is very nutritious, and is harvested 
Timber in abundance, oak, bass-wood, maple, &c. Streams rise in spring, but not 
damagin 2 — 1 ea climate dry and - 
erally yery cool; winters are severe, ‘or about live months, comm 
with November, the ground is constantly covered with snow. Locality healthy. 


.“ [Extracts from Statistics of Minnesota for 1878, being the tenth annual report of 


the commissioner of statistics. ] 


acres. 
d, 226 acres. 
" Bushels wheat produced in 1877, 591. 
„Assessed val n of real and personal property, $209,325, 
Farms in coun 


17. 
Bonded indeb 5 2 var tags 
„Railway lines, 2; es, 50. 
3 districts, 2; number school-honses, 1; number scholars enrolled, 


194. 
“ Births during 1877, 33; deaths during 1877, 11. 
«Villages, 1 r 
“ Saw-mills, 1. 
it Newspapers published: Brainerd Tribune; men employed, 3; language, Eng- 


lish ; circulation, 500. 

Ang eet mg a oe T ee e 
and s . clo 1 j our ; 
coviea, 4; millinery, ; not pha neath Dusiness. 6; general stores, U. . 


" Trades and manufactures : clo’ , 1; not enumerated, 1. 

* Post-offices: Brainerd and Fort Ripley.” 
* * * * * + * 

Morrison County. Little Falls, county 

Organized townships, 9. 

“ Land surface, 698,577.43 acres. 

“ Taxable land, 217,396 acres. 

“ Cultivated land, 12,355 acres. 

“Increase of cultivated land during the year, 2,743 acres. 

“ Bushels wheat produced in 1877, 


“ Assessed valuation of real and personal property, $845,099. 
“ Farms in county, 489. 

„Railway lines, 1; miles, B. 
5 school districts, 23; number school-houses, 17; number scholars en- 

“ Births during 1877, 173; deaths during 1877, 27. 

1 es, 1. 

“Flour an t mills, 4; run of stone, 9; men employed, 40. 

“ Saw-mills, 5; lumber manufactured, 000 feet; men employed, 60. 

“Newspapers published, 2: Little Falls Transcript and Morrison County Ban- 
ner; men employed, 4; lan English ; circulation, 700. 

“Trades, w esale and „ and professions: Drugs, 1; flour and feed, 1; not 
enumerated, 9; general stores, 12; professions, 10. 

“ Trades and manufactures: Boot and shoe makers, 3; carriages and 1; 
ioc 5 newspapers, 1; saw-mills, 8; tin and sheet- 21; 

mi 

“Post-offices: Belle Prairie, Buckman, C Elm Dale, Green Prairie, Le- 
doux, Little Falls, Little Texas, Motley, North e, Pike Rapids, Rich Prairie, 
Roy, ton, Swan River, Two Rivers. 

“Townships reported: Swan River, Belle Prairie, Culdram, Belleone. 

“Reli s denominations: Congregationalists, Catholics, and Union; member- 
mp ; value of structures, $6,000. 

Private educational institutions: Catholic school ; teachers employed, 2; schol- 
ars attending, 40; value of structure, $3,000. 

^ Villages: Belle Prairie ane. 
stores, 1; value stock, $1,500; persons employed, 1. 


„General merchandise 
„Hotels, 1. 
„Blacksmith 12 5; men employed, 6. 
“Population, 1, comprising paia Germans, Irish, Poles, English, Cana- 
and Americans. 
“Streams: Mississippi and Platte Rivers. 
“Lakes: Beauty. 
+ > * . * * * 
“ (Pages 140-141 and 160-161.) ” 


From a careful consideration your committee find there is 2 
sity of retaining any portion of said reservation for C ani 
fore approve the recommendation of the Secretary of War for the disposal of the 
3 of said ee ees 28 perso find that the — 1 — ol 

mprovements are of an value, a large portion em been 
burned tn 1877, yet your committee do not believe it would be fair or justi the 
Government, or to the particular 
pein the ee tracts of lan 
to such lands at the same 
recommend the . 
after the word“ * 
tracts, to and including the word 
of” in line 1, section 2, and 6, 2, 

the word “act,” the words except as hereinafter provided, and inserting at the 
end of line 17, section 2, the words following to wit: And provided further, Thai 


rsons, and u 
not less than the 


p 
and, u n the approval of the Secretary of the Interior of 
ment, eee of at not less than the appraised value. 
the passage of the bill. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the amendments proposed by the 


Committes on Mili Affairs. 
Mr, EDMUNDS. This bill involves, I beg Senators to see, Gatto an 
vern- 


ment reservation, and, as the War De ent states, sundry squat- 
ters, in defiance of law, forced eee it and took ion 
of such parts of it as they thought would be convenient for their 
private uses, and occupy them sti 

In 1873 Con; assed an act to sell the reservation at public 
auction, in lots I believe, to the highest bidder, there haying na 
railroad built through it, so that the lands thus having been reserved 
would be quite different from the ordinary public lands subject to 
pre-emption and homestead entry. 

Now the effect of this bill is to give good titles to these squatters 
on the payment of the ordi minimum price of a dollar and a 
quarter an acre for the land, and those of them that get the public 
. are to pay the appraised price or a part of the appraised 

rice of the public buildings. But I will leave that part of it aside; 
am now speaking merely of the general effect of the bill. 

It appears to me that this is putting a kind of congressional pre- 
mium on illegal intruders on Government reservations and I do not 
see at first impression—I am merely making these remarks to get at 
the views of the committee—why on this principle all the squatters 
on the Hot Springs reservation in Arkansas, for instance, who turned 
out to have no title, squatters too who settled thinking that the 
had title as in this case the squatters did not, should not be entitl 
to enter their lands at a dollar and a quarter an acre.and take them, 
instead of being obliged as Congress and the courts acting under the 
authority of Congress and the commission have required, to take 
them at a valuation of what they are really worth. 

Therefore, Mr. President, it appears to me that this bill, involvin 
so much of principle and of the proper policy of legislation, ough 
not to stand in the calendar of short causes, but it ought to go over. 
If we say in this instance that we ratify the act of any squatter who 
knowing that here was a public reservation for military purposes 
chose to illegally and in defiance of law, as the War Department says, 
intrude upon it, and not only ratify his act of illegal violence but 
allow him to take the land by paying the minimum price, it is really 
holding out a very injurious e res in all other such cases for 
sharp and active people to get advahtage of their neighbors and to 
injure public interests by squatting upon lands that have become 
much more valuable than the ordinary dollar-and-a-quarter acre 
lands, and then trust to Congress on this bill as a p ent to con- 
firm it all and let them have the land at a dollar and a quarter an 
acre. I think it involves so much as a matter of the principle as to 
the proper 2 of the Government that I hope it will go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is objected to, and over. 

Mr. McMILLAN, If the Senator from Vermont will allow me 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; I withdraw the objection for the Sen- 


ator. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think if the Senator was familiar with the 
facts in this case he would not perhaps feel called upon to insist upon 
this objection. 

I merely wish now to state that the settlers upon this land went 
upon it long before there was any particular value given to it by the 
railroad that is now uponit. The land itself is of a very poar quality. 
It is on the Upper Mississippi, one hundred and fifty miles, perhaps, 
aboye Saint Paul; I think about that; I will not state the distance 
positively. The settlers found the country there unoccupied. This 
reservation has not had any attention paid to it by the Government 
for a long time; it has been virtually abandoned; and the settlers 
in going upon this land had really no advantage whatever of any 
value attached to the premises by reason of the mili reservation. 
The land itself is of a poor quality, and would not sell for a sum per- 
haps more than the ordinary minimum price of public land. 

. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like him then to state why the act of 
1873, which already exists and provides for the sale of this property 
at auction, is not carried into effect and let the settlers bid. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator has heard from the report the reason 
why gt nee has never been carried out. 

Mr. E S. I wish the Senator would state it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The commission appointed have all been en 
in other duties, and have not been able to give any attention to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why does not the War Department appoint 
another commission so that the United States can get, be it more or 
less, what these lands are aay. worth? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
Senate proceeds to the consideration of its unfinished business. 

5 ý FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of the United States volunteers and colonel of thè 


Army, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. RANDOLPH. j 


Mr. LOGAN addressed the Senate in o; tion to the bill. [His re- 
marks will be found in the Appendix.] Having on for some time, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I would ask the Senator from Illinois if he is 
anxious to go on with his speech to-day, or will he yield for an exec- 
utive session ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam very glad to yield to the pleasure of the Senate 
in reference to what I shall do abont this matter. Iam willing to 
on now, though of course I should he glad to have a rest, for I 
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say this—I do not say it for the p of alarming Senators here ; 
I si not know that I can interest them; but if they will listen to 
me before I get through with the authorities of the different courts 
I will put this case beyond all question. It may take me two hours 
more or longer, I do not know, but I do not intend to stop until I get 
through. I will give way now. 

Mr. McPHERS N. Then, with the consent of the Senator from 
Illinois, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BALTIMORE POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. WHYTE. Before the doors are actually closed I ask the Chair 
to lay before the Senate a bill from the House of Representatives 
which is on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. No. 
4903) to provide for the purchase of a site for a post-office and other 
Government buildings in the city of Baltimore, Maryland; and it 
was read twice. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to con- 
sider the bill now without a reference. Unless the bill be passed at 
once, the limitation of time within which the owners of the ground 
will sell it will expire, and it may be impossible to obtain the desired 
site. I have the unanimous consent of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to say that they approve of the bill and hope 
it will be It is merely carrying out an act of the last session 
of Con and adding an appropriation of $50,000. 

Mr. MORRILL. I believe that is right and hope the bill will be 
allowed to pass. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 7 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After one hour and forty-eight minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, March 2, 1880. 
The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. DAVID WILLS, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETER CLAESGENS. 

On motion of Mr. PRESCOTT, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. 1197) granting a pension to Peter C ens was taken from the 
8 er's table, read a first and second e, and referred to the 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions, not to come back on a motion to re- 
consider. y 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. BOYD. I desire to make a correction of the Journal. Upon 
the vote yesterday on the motion of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ConGER] to refer the bill for the refunding of the cotton tax to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, Iam recorded as not voting. I 
Was present, and voted “ay.” 

The SPEAKER. The necessary correction will be made. 

CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee of Accounts, reported the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

That the select committee on the subjectof the interoceanic canal and 
other proposed communications between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans be, and 
are hereby, authorized to employ a clerk, who shall be 7 out of the contingent 
fund of the House at the same rate per diem allowed to the clerks of other commit- 
tees of the House and during the sessions of Congress only. 

Mr. KING moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ROBERT GORTHY AND CALVIN GREEN. 

On motion of Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. 38) for the relief of Robert Gorthy and Calvin Green, was taken 
from the Speaker's table, read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, not to come back on a motion to 
reconsider. : 

PUBLICATION OF COMMERCIAL REPORTS. 

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, without amendment, the following resolution ; 

which was read, considered, and adopted: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is 2 requested to inform this House 
what measures, if any, may in his opinion be advantageously taken for the more 
frequent publication and wider circulation of commercial reports received by the 

ent of State from the diplomatic and consular officers of the United S 


also to communicate to the House any information which may be in his pos- 
session as to the methods of publishing such reports in other coun 3 


Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
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ado ted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
REVISION OF THE RULES. 

Mr. MORSE. I have another report from the Committee of Ac- 
counts. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the morning hour for to-day be 
dispensed with, the object pang to proceed with the consideration of 
the report of the Committee of the Whole House on the subject of 
the revision of the rules. : 

Mr. MORSE. I hope the gentleman will withhold that motion for 
a moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If I yield to one gentleman I must yield to 
twenty others. 

The motion of Mr. BLACKBURN was agreed to, two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the report made by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union upon the subject of 
the pro revision of the rules be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend so as to provide that each rule 


and each ph be read and acted upon separately. 
The SP. R. It isthe gentleman’s right to have a vote on every 
amendment. 


a CONGER. But I desire that each rule shall be acted on sepa- 
rately. 
The SPEAKER. Doe the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
t 


9 to tha 

Mr. CKBURN. I do not. On the contrary, unless it be desired 
that the oe aa of the Committee of the Whole upon the revision be 
read, I shall ask to dispense with the reading of the report, except 
the amendments which have been on in Committee of the 
Whole and such amendments as the Committee on Rules propose now 


to offer. 

Mr. CONGER. Does not the gentleman propose to have these rules 
open to amendment by others t the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Most certainly not. I am going to ask the 
previous question at once as soon as we have submitted our amend- 


men 

Mr. CONGER. I give notice now that unless there is an opportu- 
nity to offer one or two amendments which we on this side propose 
to submit, I shall endeavor (and I hope to succeed) to prevent the order- 
ing of the previous question -by any parliamentary means in our 

wer. 

Mr. WEAVER. And we will assist you. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand, therefore, an opportunity to offer amend- 
ments to such of the rules as we desire to amend, outside of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the gentleman’s right, provided he has 
strength enough to vote down the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. We have strength enough to prevent action of the 
House at all, and I give that notice so the gentleman may understand 
we shall insist upon our right to offer amendments outside of the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I knew the gentleman would do that. I did 
not need any notice from him. 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot see, in the interest of progress and good 
order, why the gentleman should not permit the amendments which 
we desire to be offered. [Cries of Regular order!”] 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I desire to offer a suggestion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will hear the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I desire to have a yea-and-nay vote on 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That is the gentleman’s right on any amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House. 

. YOUNG, of Tennessee. But I desire to have a vote on an 
amendment which was not adopted in the committee. 
The SPEAKER. If not ares and reported from the Committee 
a the Whole on the state of the Union it is not before the House at 


Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge 
of these rules a question. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky to 
except from the operation of the previous question Rule XXI. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, If the House will allow me, I will tell them 
exactly what has been agreed upon. The demand I propose to sub- 
mit for the previous question upon the report from the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union was the result of the unanimous 
action of the Committee on Rules this morning. As to Rule XXI it 
was amended by way of substitute in the Committee of the Whole 
House and it is the right of every member of this House to demand 
a yea-and-nay vote on that amendment to-day in this House. That 
is the right of the gentleman from Michigan on my right, or of any 
other gentleman in the House. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman need not waste words in telling me 
my rights on that; I understand what they are. 

BLACKBURN. I know the gentleman from Michigan scarcely 
ever fails to exercise all his, and occasional] bs for somebody else’s, 
rights. [Laughter.] But in this case Rule XXI is subject to the call of 


theyeasandnays, that is, on the amendment in the nature of asubstitate 
adopted by the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


1880. 
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The unanimous action of the Committee on Rules is the warrant I 
hold for the motion I indicate to the House I am ge Bed sony 
which is to apply the previous question to this repo o mon 
debate have y oh had on it. Every * has been 
offered to every member of this House durin ose two months in 
the Committee of the Whole House to amend every rule and every 
clause and every paragraph of everyrule. Now we have reached the 
conclusion of the labors of the Committee of the Whole House, and 
in accordance with instructions given me unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on Rules I intend to ask this House to apply the previous 
uestion to all the amendments reported from the Committee of the 
ole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSE. Now, I know, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will yield to me for one moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSE. The amendment of Rule XXI, or any other amend- 
ment which has been put on the rules, can have a yea-and-nay vote 
in the House. I desire to ask the gentleman whether he will allow 
me to offer an amendment which was not adopted in committee, 
so we may have the yeas and nays upon it. I think there is a gen- 
eral disposition to call the previous oes Rere is on my part I 
know; I do not wish to go over all this ground again, but I do con- 
sider this as of vital importance, and I want gentlemen to go on the 
record upon it. I ask to have the amendment I suggest read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSE. I will send it to the Clerk’s desk. I do not wish to 
debate it, but simply to have a yea-and-nay vote upon it—to have 
the privilege of offering it as an amendment during the considera- 
tion of the rules and a vote upon it by yeas and nays. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When a bill, resolution, or proposition relating to the raising of revenue or the 
reduction of taxes shall be referred to a standing or select committee of the House 
and the committee shall fail for paar aaya to make any report to the House thereon, 
it shall be in order on any Monday, immediately after the expiration of the 
morning e 8 rom the further consideratii 


same. 


Mr. HOUSE. Now, I ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether 
he will allow me to offer that, so we may have the yeas and nays 
uponit. I understand, sir, that the Committee of Ways and Means 
determined this morning to touch no legislation of that sort. I want 
to see whether the representatives of the people are ready and will- 
ing to surrender their interests in their hands. [Applause.] 

. BLACKBURN. I wish, Mr. Speaker, to answer the question 
submitted to me by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is upon the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will now answer the question propounded 
to me by the gentleman from Michigan. 

I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee that he remembers wg 
well in Committee of the Whole by voice and by vote I suppo 
the very identical amendment for which he now asks to reserve the 
right to offer, even without debate, in the House. I am as cordial in 
its favor as any man here, but I have no right to to any under- 
standing of that kind. The Committee on Rules unanimously in- 
struc me to apply the previous question if the House would so 
consent, and I must insist on that. ere it a matter personal to me 
I would gladly yield for that amendment and for that of the gentle- 
man from Michigan or that of any other gentleman on the floor, 

rovided it was coupled with the proposition which the gentleman 

m Tennessee makes, to vote on the amendment without debate. 

But I have no authority, no power, to do so. I simply stand here as 

the spokesman of the Committee on Rules, and ask the previous ques- 
tion by the unanimons order of that committee. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not ask to debate the proposed amendment, 
but we upon this side of the House desire to have an opportunity to 
vote 9 the question of riders upon appropriation bi s by striking 
out in Rule XXI, in the third paragraph, all after the word “ order. 
I say that without debate we want our record on that subject; and 
it is no more than fair to this side of the House and to the country 
that we should bave an opportunity to do that. And, Mr. Chairman, 
we intend to have that right and that opportunity if we stand silent 
here for weeks. We have spent three months in extra session dis- 
cussing that question of riders upon appropriation bills, and that 
much time has been wasted unless we now have an ee to 
make our record on the 5 roposed to be embodied in that 
rule. I have already said that we do not wish debate; we only ask 
a yote on the proposition to strike out all after the word “ order” 
from that Rule XXI, all of that portion of it which relates to riders 
upon N bills. And if I understand the temper of this 
side of the House we intend to have a vote if by any parliamentary 
process we can obtain it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. All I can say is, the only way for the gentle- 
man to reach that—— 

Mr. CONGER. In order that I may be understood let me read to 
the House that portion of pa: ph 3 upon which I wish the oppor- 
tunity of makinga record. Itis tostrike out after the word “ order,” 
in the third paragraph of this Rule XXI, the following words: 


Except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench 


The remainder of that is an amendment which can be voted upon. 
I want a vote upon striking out that proposition, and if the Commit- 


tee on Rules do not desire unanimously to 
5 7 that 1 I have misund: 
of its members. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then the gentleman from Michigan has mis- 
understood one of his colleagues. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like some gentleman of the Committee on 
Rules on this side of the House to state if they have agreed that 
there shall be no yea-and-nay vote on this proposition to strike out. 

Mr. BLACKB Nobody has so said. On the contrary, I repeat 
the statement I made, which is this: that no member of the Commit- 
tee on Rules objected to a yea-and-nay vote on anything; but that 
the Committee on Rules unanimously in its session this morn- 
ing to instruct me to ask the previous question and apply it to this 
report and to the amendments to be submitted by the Committee on 
Rules as well as to those reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House, and that action of the committee leaves me no margin for 
discretion. The gentleman has already had the opportunity over and 
over in to exercise his right to vote in the Committee of the Whole 
upon this very identical subject. 

Mr. CONGER, But without a record. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Without a record, I grant, and there also stands 
the gentleman from Tennessee, who desires a record upon another 
very important amendment. 

55 MEMBER. Then let him have an opportunity of making a rec- 
ord. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now there is but one way for the gentleman 
from Tennessee to reach his purpose, with which I sympathize, and 
for the gentleman from Michigan to reach his purpose, with which I 
do not sympathize, namely, to vote down the previous question and 
open up the discussion without limit in the House, and let us take two 
months more, probably as we have had already the last two taken up 
in the discussion of this report. 

Mr. CONGER. I have already stated to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that I do not desire debate upon this proposed amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know very well the gentleman does not ask 
debate, but if this is done who will undertake to say that no man in 
this House will not ask to be heard? Who will undertake to assert 
on this floor every man will not have his pocket full of amendments 
to every rule in this series on every one of which some one will not 
ask to be heard. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman = me to ask some mem- 
ber of the Committee on Rules on this side of the House if they did as- 
sent that there should be no yea-and-nay vote on the proposition to 
strike out of that Rule XXI the clause providing for political riders 
on appropriation bills? I should like to know that. 

Mr. FRYE rose. 8 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a question of order. It is 
that this debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox.) The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] has the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The gentleman from Kentucky has 
moved the previous question, as I understand. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I have not asked it as yet. I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. FryY£.] 

Mr. FRYE. An inquiry has been made of me as a member of the 
Committee on Rules; and I say for m that I did consent to the 
demand for the previous question, and so did every member of that 
committee. Isay further that I am in favor of sustaining the demand 
for the previous a Ido not know for whom the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] speaks when he speaks for this side. I 
pay: speak for myself. And I say to the gentlemen on this side that 
we have had our opportunity. To be sure we are not on record by a 
yea-and-nay vote; but the whole country knows that the democratic 


t the right to vote 
the sentiment of some 


side of the House sustains the proposition for riders and that the re- 
ublican side of the House sustains the 3 ainst riders. 
you spend two months 


ou cannot make it any pima orany clearer 
more, I except on the democratic side some three or four gentlemen 
every one of whom is on record by as h or an amendment. 

Now, sir, as a republican, as a friend to the tariff if you please, as 
an opponent to the cutting down of the internal-revenue taxes on 
tobacco and on whisky any further, I am in favor of the previous 

uestion being ordered, and am not in favor of openiig up before this 
Koare all these great questions under this matter of the mere rales. 
And I say to the republican side of this House before you vote down 
the demand for the previous question, look carefully to see what 
doors you will open, what debates you will spring upon this House, 
what votes you will be compelled to take part in. 

Mr. HOUSE. I understand the gentleman from Maine then to be 
in favor of a committee of this House smothering the voice of a ma- 
jority of its members. 

Mr.WEAVER. And also afraid to trust the members of this House. 

Mr. FRYE. Smothering the voice of a TAIT of this House! 
Why, sir, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HousE] by himself and 
others offered that amendment six different times and in different 
forms in Committee of the Whole and had a vote upon it every sin- 
gle time by tellers; and the amendments were voted down by a large 


majority notwithstanding that a member of the Committee on Rules 
was in favor of the proposition and speaking for it. 
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Mr. HOUSE. I want a record on it. 

Mr. FRYE. Well, now, I simply point the gentlemen on my own 
side of the House to this exhibition of what may be likely to come 
before the House provided you vote down the previous question or 
filibuster against it. You have the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEA- 
VER ] leading his forces in certain directions and for certain purposes ; 
you have the gentleman desiring to take off the duty on tobacco and 
whisky leading his forces. I ask you if it is safe to open the discus- 
sion anew, to open the rules anew to amendment and have two more 
solid months consumed of the time of this House and of this country 
in that way. 

Mr. WEAVER and Mr. CONGER rose. 
aoa SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has 

oor, 

Mr. CONGER. Lask the gentleman to yield to me 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How much time? 

Mr. CONGER. Five minutes. > 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. CONGER. Although the gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
agrees with the committee in the demand for the previous question, 
and although he attempts to administer a rebuke to me and other 
members on this side of the House who desire a record on the political- 
rider question, which has agitated this country more than all other 
questions within the last year, I still thank him for his argument 
in so far as it may influence, if it be possible to make an argument 
which shall influence that side of the House, to vote down the pre- 
vious question. The gentleman has made it stronger than I could do. 

But, sir, I do say for myself—and I do not pretend to represent 
anybody else—I do say for myself that I will resist the passage of 
these rules without an opportunity of casting a yea-and-nay vote, and 
making a record upon all that transpired in the extra session, and 
now in this session, and in this committee, as far as I may be able if 
Istand alone in it. What is the argument of the gentleman? Does 
he surrender all that we worked for during these long months? Does 
he ignore all that shook the republican party throughout the North- 
ern States to its very heart, and which influenced the republicans of 
the North more than any other series of questions or subjects in the 
last fall elections? Does he ignore all that? I do not; and I will 
strongly express the hope that there are other gentlemen whose con- 
stituents will not permit them to oppose the opportunity of having a 
yea-and-nay vote on the rule which permits vicious, dangerous, rey- 
gestae Be ig riders to be fastened upon appropriation bills. 

Mr. R. Was it not that side of the House which, when the 
test came, voted down the amendment? [Cries of “Order!” „Order“! 
That side of the House voted it down. [Cries of “ Order!”] 

Mr. CONGER. This is not the first time that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. WARNER] has endeavored to draw into his all-consumin 
mint the time of other gentlemen here, or to drown with his mellif- 
luous voice the hoarse utterances of an humble member from Michigan. 

Mr. WARNER. I am sorry indeed if I haye drowned the voice of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] which is so seldom heard 
here. [Lau sie 

Mr. CONGER. the craze of the last session is returning, if it is 
coming again upon the gentleman from Ohio, in God's name I will 
stop. ere are no worse things in this House than that, except po- 
litical riders. [Laughter.] 3 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I think we have had enough * 

Mr. HOUSE. Lask the gentleman to yield to me for a montent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. HOUSE. I wish the gentleman to understand that what I de- 
sire is a yote on my proposition without one word of debate. There 
shall be no debate upon it, so far as Iam concerned and so far as I 
can control it, and I think I can pledge that there will be no debate 
on it. Itis S a eres that is understood by all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know that. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Will the gentleman yield to me for afew minutes? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think it is a valuable trait in any man’s judg- 
ment of affairs to be able to know when he is beaten, to know when 
to fight, and when to see and acknowledge that with all the forces in 
his hands he is defeated. 

On this side of the House we have made avery persistent and very 
earnest, and, I think, an exceedingly fair exhibition of our desire to 
prevent by positive enactment in the rules the presence of political 
riders on appropriation bills. We had re-enforcements from some of 
the noblest and best elements on the other side of the House, [langh- 
ter, j and for atime it appeared probable that we were going tosucceed. 
But what happened? All oe power of party arg ta was brought 
to bear upon our allies, and they were told that the point of party 
honor would not permit the rule in question to be changed, even if 
they should resolve privately that in fact and in practice there should 
be no political riders upon gong ee bills during this session. 
And as I understand it, though I have no authority for making the 
assertion, but I express it as my belief that this was the truce which 
brought about our formal defeat; that it was 8 agreed that 
there should be no attempt this session to put political riders on a 

riation bills if they would only let the rule remain unchanged, 


ro 
b at they might have the appearance of victory to cover the 
of defeat. 

Now, that is my understanding of the situation. We have won a 


moral victory against political riders, and I am not afraid that polit- 
ical riders will again disfigure the appropriation bills during tis 
session. 

Mr. PAGE. They will next session. = 

Mr. GARFIELD. Even if the attempt were made this session, it 
would be voted down by a part of their own forces. Now, the ques- 
tion in my mind is this: shall we fight any longer for a mere point 
of honor, on which the other side the power to beat us with a 
record or without a record? The device of my friend from Ohio 

Mr. WARNER] was a contrivance which could be revolved around 

ike the little fifteen-block puzzle, only to be brought again to the 
same insoluble e That was simply a part of the general tac- 
tics. The gentleman succeeded in expressing his opinions in a qual- 
ified way against political riders, and then his block was revolved 
around until at last he voted against the whole modification of the 
rule. Now, my friend from the Marietta district can never take any 
glory to h for his share of the final outcome, 

Viewing these things, therefore, as I do, we are brought face to face 
with this problem; s we now reopen the whole fight on the rules, 
only to come ont of the end of another indefinitely long struggle at 
possibly the same place? While we are doing that, trying to adjust 
our blocks in the 1 the other ariy m be adjustin their blocks, 
the tariff blocks, the center party blocks, all their wooden blocks, or 
iron . By brass blocks, or paper blocks, all revolving around in 
the puzzle to come out at the end in a general tangle upon the whole 
board. Shall we do that? 

I am unwilling to start off now in filibustering to bring about our 
9 some way or other, to get some one on the record, when, in my 
judgment, the record is as well made up in the history of the country 
as it could be with five hundred 8 votes. Every member 
of the democratic party in this House, except those who spoke and 
are therefore on the record with us, has voted at every turn and at 
every place against any amelioration of the rule in reference to riders. 
Their record is as well made up as though they had painted it on the 
15 every morning in black letters. 

Now, therefore, never believing in shooting that which is dead 


already, never believing in continuing a fight merely for the sake of 
— 5 gre that we have won the moral victory already and the 
reality o 


victory also, and that both parties have been sufficientl 
put on the record before the country, and desiring to get what =e 
there is in these rules, I concur in the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, and believe that we ought not to open this question 
any further, but should come to an immediate vote on the pending 
amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the exhibition we 
have had here this morning demonstrates as clearly as anything could 
do the absolute necessity of applying the previous question, if we 
ever expect to put an end to debate otherwise interminable and come 
to final action on these rules. I do not feel it incumbent upon me 
to follow the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] into that por- 
tion of the field into which he has gone, prefacing what he had to 
say by a declaration of irresponsibility. It would hardly be proper 
or fair for me to strike at the gentleman from Ohio or his statements, 
when he has already advised the House and the country that he is 
not responsible for those statements, does not know them to be true, 
and has no authority for making them. Still going on with his 
qualifications, he adds that in his opinion some sort of a secret bar- 
fain in the nature of a truce was struck by which no political legis- 
ation was dring this session to be put upon appropriation bills. I 
am not responsible for the gentleman’s conclusions or opinions or sus- 
picions. I simply desire to say that I have no information, and I 
never heard even a suspicion thrown out, that any such truce 
ever been effected or any such agreement ever made, proposed, or 
dreamed of. Nor do I believe that there was ever such a proposition 
made by one member of this House to any other member; nor do we 
stand committed in any wise upon that question. 

The gentleman is a member of the Committee on Rules, and, by 
way of justice to all the members of that committee, I may state, 
what the gentleman already rebate that this morning the substitute 
known as the Morrison substitute, adopted in Committee of the Whole 
House for the third clause of the twenty-first rule, was brought up in 
the Committee on Rules. I violate none of the secrets of the com- 
mittee (because the right was there reserved to state the facts on the 
floor to-day) in saying now that when that substitute was brought up 
in the Committee on Rules this morning a majority of the committee 
declared against it, and a minority, consisting of the Speaker of the 
House and myself, voted for it. There is the record. The right was 
reserved to make it a public record, and I make it public now, The 

entleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE, ] the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 

ARFIELD,] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] all 
voted this morning in the Committee on Rules against the substitute 
adopted by the Committee of the Whole on motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Morrison.] Those gentlemen declared their pref- 
erence for the original rule as it now stands, 

Mr. FRYE. W: 

ight here? 
. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. The three members of the committee indicated by the 
tleman preferred the rule as it stands because they believed that 
A amendment only extended it and offered an invitation 


the gentleman from Kentucky allow me a remark 
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and a temptation to every committee in this House to conceive of 
and propose riders for appropriation bills. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. course, Mr. S r, those gentlemen had 
reasons satisfactory to themselves; and the gentleman from Maine 
doubtless states their reasons correctly. I simply stated the fact. 

It is not ible for us to reopen this question without throwing 
the door wide open to a multitude of amendments and to illimitable 
debate. I can therefore only do as I have been instracted by the 
Committee on Rules to do—ask that the reading of the report from 
the Committee of the Whole House (which means the whole proposed 
revision of the rules) be dispensed with, unless there be objection ; 
and if there be objection I ask now that the Clerk begin to read that 


report. 

Mr. WARNER. I ok E tho 8 to e me Fad 78 58 s 
reply to the person. usions of my colleague, . GARFIELD. 
[arles of No!” “No!”] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker 2 that I would be glad to 

eld to the gentleman from Ohio, t . WARNER, ] and he knows it; 

ut there are a dozen gentlemen sitting around me who would make 
similar requests. 

Mr. WARNER. They have not been made the object of attack by 
any gentleman on the other side of the House. 

Ir. BLACKBURN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio, with the distinct understanding that Ido not yield the floor 
for any further debate. 

Mr. WARNER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in reply to my 
colleague that the “ moral victory ” he boasts of is nothing more than 
a tactical blunder into which he himself led or helped to lead his 
party. Respecting the amendment which I offered, 5 as 
the Recorp will show, said in Committee of the Whole that if I 
would change two words in it he would accept it and that the other 
side would accept it. Those words were changed in accordance with 


that suggestion, and my colleague did then vote for it, and I believe 
in 3 ith, but the next day he came upon the floor and voted 
ainst it. 


Mr. GARFIELD. No, sir; I did not vote against it; I voted for it. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, if he did not vote against it he.did not 
vote for it, although he was in the House when the vote was called. 
Finally, when the amendment was offered in a different form, ex- 
pressing exactly what I believed to be the position of the democratic 
party on that question, preventing “riders” upon ap ropriation bills 
that would cut off appropriations for legitimate objects, but at the 
same time allowing amendments that should reduce expenditures or 
withhold appropriations altogether from specific objects—in which 
position I APENT many gentlemen on the other side of the House 
concurred—when that amendment came up, that side of the Honse 
3 by its vote once adopted it, defeated it. They dug their own 
pit and fell into it, and my colleague has not succeeded this morning 
in extricating them from it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD. Of course if it embodied the opinion of the dem- 
ocratic party we would vote against it. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. UPSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of the administrator of John 
D. McGill; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3288) for the relief of colored emigrants. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAGE. If the demand for the previous question be voted 
down will the amendment offered by my friend from Michigan be in 
order to the third clause of the twenty-first rule? 

The SPEAKER pro ery gee Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And I ask whether in that case all other amend- 
ments which gentlemen may seek to propose will not also be in 


order? 
The SPEAKER tempore. All will be in order. 
Mr. BLACKB . And I wish to ask another question, and it is 


this: Will not all other amendments which any member may see 
proper to offer be in order, and will not debate be unlimited on every 
one of them? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Every member will be entitled to an 
hour if he gets the floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBESON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tem; The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ROBESON. Will it not be competent for the gentleman hav- 
ing charge of these rules to reserve the right on a single amendment, 
that amendment being merely one expressive of the opinion of this 
side of the House on the question of political riders—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me ask the gentleman from New Jer- 


80 — 
in. ROBESON. Would it not be competent for him to reserve that 
amendment ? 
Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) That 
Mr. ROBESON. And to say that he wi 


uires unanimous consent, 
insist on it, that is, on 


the demand for the previous question, reserving only that one amend- 


ment? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the § r.) That amendment was rejected by 
the committee, and is not before the House. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask the Chair whether it is not competent for 
the gentleman from Kentucky to reserve the right to put in that 
one amendment ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman seems fonder of asking ques- 
tions than having them answered. I say to the gentleman from New 
Jersey that it is not competent, for it requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROBESON, I ask the Chair 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state that the rules 
of the House limit the operation of the previous question. The Chair 
does not propose to answer any more inquiries on that subject. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask whether the gentleman refuses to do that ? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the § er.) He cannot do it. 

Mr. BLACKB It is not in the power of any man to do it. 

I now ask that the Clerk shall report by their numbers, seriatim, the 
amendments proposed by the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the amendments submitted by the Committee 
on Rules, upon all of which I will demand the previous question. 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it not com- 
petent for the gentleman to demand the previous question on all the 
rules except Rule XXI? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I answer the same question in the same words 

in, and hope the gentleman from New Jersey will understand it, 
that it is not within my power, nor is it within his, nor is it in the 
power of every man on this floor save one, if that one objects. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Les, it requires unanimous consent. Now, we 
understand what the o tion of the previous question would be. 

Mr, ROBESON. Do I understand the gentleman to say (ones 
of “Order!” ] Pardon me, one word. Do I understand the gentleman 
— bse he cau demand the previons question on all the except 

ule s 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of coufse the gentleman does not understand 
me to say so, but he does understand me to say that as long as there 
is a single objection made on this floor the purpose he seeks to reach 
and the vote he wants to get cannot be had. 

Mr. CONGER. That cannot be so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I leave that point unsettled and will not 
have further debate. I now ask the previous question on every amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union and every amendment offered by the Committee on Rules, a 
list of which the Clerk holds in his hands, and we are to understand 
that if this demand for the previous question be voted down, then the 
Committee on Rules have lost control of the revision of the rules, and 
it pason to the hands of the other side. 

. CONGER. As it ought to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the question. 
The gentleman from Kentucky demands the poiana question on the 
amendments re by the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union and the amendments moved by the Committee on Rules, 
and then calls for the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. The amendments proposed by the committee must 
be read before the previous question can be asked. I demand that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan is right. 

Mr.CONGER. I understand some new rules have been offered, and 
we ought to hear them. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments will be reported. 

Mr. BLACKB Does the Chair rule the amendments must be 
read before the previous question is seconded ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments offered by the Com- 
mittee on Rules cannot be pending unless they are read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have demanded the previous question on all 
the amendments. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I do not ask for the reading of all the 
amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, but only for the reading of those proposed to be offered 
in the Hooe by thə Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Speaker has already decided that the 
amendments must all be read. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has made no such decision, 
but only that the amendments offered by the Committee on Rules to 
the report of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union are not before the House until read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; let us have all the amendments 
read, as that seems to be the object of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. No; if they are read it is at the gentleman’s re- 
quest. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments in extenso, When 
the Clerk reached the amendments from the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. CONGER rose and said: I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
that the Committee on Rules have not the right to move amend- 
ments. They have no business to pro to this House any amend- 
ment to the rules whatever. They have not the bill, and have no 
right to make 0 in it. 

. BLACKB . I propose to ask the Chair, in ruling on the 
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point of order made by the gentleman from Michigan, whether it is not 
competent for me to propose, under the instructions of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, while in charge of this measure, in the nature of a bill, 
before applying the Dorine question, to offer any amendment the 
committee may want to make to these rules? 

Mr. CONGER. The point I make is this: The Committee on 
Rules have not the bill before them. The House has the bill in its 
own possession, and has not referred it back to the Committee on 
Rules for any purpose whatever. The House has the amendments 
presented by the Committee of the Whole, and the gentleman has no 
Tight now to tepore amendments in the House. 

. BLAC . Mr. Speaker, the amendments which the Clerk 
is about to read come from the Committee on Rules. As long as that 
committee has in charge this measure, and until it sees fit to ask and 
the House sees fit to apply the previous question, I take it to be a 
pen roposition it is competent for them to offer any amendments 

e; 


ease. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 


order. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Chair whether the Committee of the 
Whole House, the largest committee. 3 acted upon this bill and 
having reported it to the House and the bill not having been sent to 
any other committee whatever, by what right this Committee on the 

es more than any other now has the right to offer amendments? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By the right of the custody of the bill and by 


the custody of the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Michigan. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House would not have the right to take the 
charge of the bill or ead pending amendment. The recognizes 
the right of the majo ty of the Committee on Rules to report this 
bill and offer amendments before the paron question is called. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the motion for the previous question pending! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; but it has not been seconded. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading till he reached the third 
clause of Rule XXI. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk has read the first clause of 

ph 3 of this rule as if it was proposed to be stricken out. I 
— — understand that to be the action of the Committee of the 
ole. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The gentleman will find that first 
part of this paragraph printed in italics below. 

Mr. CONGER. Isit proposed to strike out the first part? 

Mr. CARLISLE. The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Morrison] to the third clause of Rule XXI as a substi- 
tute for that clause contains the entire clause, although the first part 
of the amendment was identical with the rule as reported by the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CONGER. The mistake is that there are two copies of the 
rules ponten one of which repeats this first clause in italics and one 
omits it. I happen to have one of the copies which has omitted it 
altogether. Now, I desire to have read the amendments to this rule 
5 Mig by the committee exactly as they are. 

ALL, (the Speaker.) The Committee on Rules make no 
amendments to the report of the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state to the gentleman from Michigan 
that the Committee on Rules offer no amendment whatever to the 
third clause of the twenty-first rule as agreed upon in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. I have already stated this morning that the com- 
mittee divided, two of its members being in favor of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois, while three of them opposed it, and 
it is reported here precisely as it came from the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. CONGER. Why did not the majority of the Committee on 
Rules report to the House an amendment if they were opposed to 
this amendment of the gentleman from Illinois ? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the ker.) They did not want to amend it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Michigan is now inquir- 
ing of a thing which it would be more appropriate for a member of 
the majority of the committee to answer. e gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and myself constituted the minority in favor of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois which has been read here. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I want to say one word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Michigan. As a member of the Committee on Rules I un- 
derstood the report was to be that the majority of the Committee on 
Rules was against concurring in the amendment made by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. We were opposed to that, preferring to let the 
rule stand just as it was originally reported 0 Baas Committee on 
Rules. As one I agree with the gentleman from Michigan. Iam op- 
p to all political riders and would vote with him to strike out 

e latter part of the clause of Rule XXI as reported by the Commit- 
tee on Rules. But can we who thus think be benefited by rejectin 
the report of the committee? Suppose we vote them down, will no 
the House be in the same condition in which it is now? Shall we 
lose all the good of this revision, which I think is a great deal, simply 
because we cannot get all we want on the twenty-first rule? Isay no. 

Suppose we vote down the previous question, and vote down all the 
work of the committee; are we any better off? Shall we gain any- 
thing? No. Hence, while I am opposed to riders, yet as I see no 


opportunity or probability whatever of getting any change in that re- 
spect, I am for taking the rules just as the Committee on Rules left 
em in order to secure all the other good there may be in the revis- 


ion. 

Mr. CONGER. I have not yet got an answer to the question I 
asked, or the 8 inquiry, Why, if a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Rules were op to riders, they did not propose an 
amendment here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is that a i paraaan entary inquiry ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e Chair can only take notice of the 
amendments pro) here by the committee. The question of the 
tleman from Michigan is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CONGER. When we are acting upon amendments proposed 
by that committee, I think it is a parliamentary inquiry why the 
committee do not propose an amendment against riders on appropri- 
ation bills if the majority of the committee be opposed to sue riders, 

Mr. BLACKB I do not think that is a parliamentary inquiry 
and I reckon it is a question which the Chair is not able to answer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore? The Chair cannot answer the question. 

The Clerk read amendment No. 39 reported by the Committee of the 
Whole, as follows: 

39. Upon all bills or resolutions appropriating money or creating a charge or debt 

the le, the yeas and na: hall be taken on f o final of such bil 
in the Honat and entered onthe Journal — sis 

And an amendment thereto proposed by the Committee on Rules: 

Strike out ane 8 s ot ee 2 90 — or 5 appropriating 
money or crea: ac or dekt upon the ” an gen appro- 

ion and revenue bills and bills for the — of rivers ont karbar : 

Mr. GARFIELD. Lask that by unanimous consent the word“ final” 
be stricken out. There is no other passage of the bill than its final 
p The use of the word is mere surplusage. The passage of 
the bill is 5 

The SPE R pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to that 
correction being made. e word “ final“ will be stricken out. 

The Clerk read the amendments reported by the Committee of the 
Whole, numbered 40 to 55. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There is a misprint in Rule XXVII which I ask 
unanimous consent to have corrected. The words “ which remained 
undetermined ” should be inserted after the word “ and,” in the mid- 
dle of the third line. They have been transposed by the printer. I 
ask the Clerk to make the correction, so that it will read : 

After six days from the commencement of a second or ment session of an 

all bills, resolutions, and a originated in the House — 
which remained undetermined at the close of the next preceding session, shall be 
in order for action, &c. 

There being no objection, the correction was made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Would it not be as well at the same time to 
strike out the word “next” and insert the word “ last?” 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think so. 

There being no objection, the amendment was made. 

The Clerk read the amendments reported by the Committee of the 
Whole, numbered 59 to 63. No. 63 was read, as follows: 


Strike out clause 1 of Rule XXXTI and insert as a substitute therefor the fol- 


lowing: 
K 65. At the commencement of each Congres the Clerk shall place in a box pre- 
pared for that purpose a number of small of marble or other material equal 
to the number of Members and Delegates, which balls shall be tely num- 
bered and thoroughly intermingled, and at such hour as shall be fixed by the House 
for that purpose, by the hands of a page, draw said balls one by one from the box 
and announce the number as it is drawn, upon which announcement the Member 
or Delegate whose name on the numbered alphabetical list shall md with 
the number on the ball shall advance and choose his seat for the term for which 
he is elected.” è 

To which the Committee on Rules proposed the following amend- 
ment: 

Aiter the word “ 9 the first line of the amendment, insert the words 
‘immediately after the Mem and 9 in. And after the word 
“on.” in the latter part of the amendment, strike out the word “the” and insert 


Mr. BLACKBURN. The latter amendment te the amendment is 
necessary, because there has been no provision made for the alpha- 
betical list up to this time. 

Mr. CONGER. I su as a further amendment to strike out the 
word “separately” and insert the word “ consecutively.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be made. 

There was no 3 

The Clerk read the amendments reported by the Committee of the 
Whole numbered 64 to 69. 3 

The sixty-ninth amendment was to add to Rule XXXIV, relating to 
admissions to the floor, the following: 

Or to present from the chair the request of any member for unanimous consent. 

So that if would read: 


And it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request for the sus- 
of this rule, or to present from the chair the request of any member for 
unanimous consent. 


Which the Committee on Rules proposed to amend by striking out 
the words “or to” and inserting the word “nor.” 
Amendment numbered 70 was read, as follows: : 


In Rule XXXVII strike out "three" and insert ‘‘two;" so that it will read: 
For each day a witness shall attend, the sum of $2,” Ko. 


Mr. WHITE. Would the committee accept an amendment to pre- 


vide that witnesses shall be paid for each day they are in actual 
attendance. A 
The SPEAKER pro tem The House can do that by unanimous 
consent. The amendment suggested by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. WHITE] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


been summoned at the place o diem compen- 
Nn sobia] alanin ot the piace af 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That can be done only by unanimous consent. 
. Ihave no objection to it myself. 
Mr. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the amendment 

8 by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WHITE ?] 
„ KEIFER. Does it prevent witnesses from receiving per diem 

com A tion while coming to and going from the place of exam- 
ination 


Mr. WHITE. It does not alter the rule in that respect; it only 
prevents the payment of witnesses who never appear. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask that the amendment be read again. 

The amendment was again read. ri 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] 
will modify his amendment in one or two particulars, I would be very 
glad to see it adopted. The word “summoned” should not be in the 
amendment; a witnessis always subpenaed. And it should appear 
in the amendment that the witness shall receive a per diem compen- 
sation for the time he occupies in going to and returning from the 
place of examination. 

Mr. WHITE. That is all right. This amendment does not inter- 
fere with the rule as it is at present. For each day the witness 
shall attend ;” that has received a construction which allows the 
wee to be paid from the time he starts to go to the place of exam- 

ation. 

Mr. KEIFER. This proposed rule goes further and indicates a 
limit. 

Mr. BROWNE. To save all trouble I object to the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE. All right. P 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment being objected to it 
is not before the House. 

The seventy-first amendment was to add to Rule XXXVIII the 
following: 


Sen The Clerk = mes aana ee eae three ve — tho — ani 
a 0 s joint resolutions, and o papers 
slna p nbe Saen eo otebe with all ence or testimony taken by commit- 
tees under the order of the House. 


The Committee on Rules recommended the following as a substi- 
tute for the entire rule: A > j 


The clerks of the several committees of the House shall, within three days after 
the final adjournment of a Congress, deliver to the Clerk of the House all bills, 
joint resolutions, petitionsf and other papers referred to the commi together 
with all evidence or testimony taken by such committee, under the order of the 
House, during the said Congress and not reported to the House; and in the event 
of the failure or neglect of any clerk of a committee to vay with this rule, the 
Clerk of the House shall, within three days thereafter, take into his keeping all 
such papers and testimony. 


The Committee on Rules also recommended an amendment to Rule 
XXXIX; in the clause “and if so withdrawn therefrom” strike ont 
the word “g0” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. All the amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole or recommended by the Committee on Rules 
have been read by the Clerk. 


Mr. WARNER. I suggest that there are two or three places where 
there needs to be a change in the number of the noun or the verb, 
and a few places where the punctuation should be changed. I ask 
unanimous consent that before these rules shall be printed the Com- 
mittee on Rules may make such corrections as they may deem neces- 
sary, not to change in the least the meaning or the sense of any rule. 

It is said that the Emperor Sigismund, when corrected in the use 
of a Latip pronoun, replied that he was emperor and above gram- 
mar; nev eless his declaration did not make his use of the word 
correct or change the Latin grammar. Ifthe ay ae of this House 
should vote that we were above grammar it woul: 
use of the language. I think the rules are cast in excellent English, 
clear and terse, but I would like to have these little corrections made. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio pro 
that the Committee on Rules shall be empowered to make 5 
rections. 


Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) That is a dangerous power, which 
I think should not be given. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. DEUSTER] be permitted to make a personal state- 
ment. I understand that he considers that I have done him injustice 
in a remark which I made this morning. For my sake, that I may 
be set right if I have wronged him, I that he be allowed to make 
a statement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no objection. 


FTT 
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Mr. DEUSTER. I was out of my seat for a moment this morning, 
and I understand that while-I was absent the distingui gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] stated that all the members on the 
democratic side of the House who were opposed to riders on appro- 
priation bills either spoke or offered an amendment during the dis- 
cussion of the rules. I desire to say that I was opposed to riders and 
voted for all amendments to strike out that clause of the rule; but 
I neither offered any amendment nor spoke on the subject. And I 
will further oe I am prond of that vote. 

Mr. DUNNELL. How was the matter left just now in giving power 
to the Committee on Rules to make verbal amendments 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) That was objected to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I am very glad of it. 

Mr. WARNER. Then I ask unanimous consent to have some verbal 
changes made. 

The SPEAKER pro sh The gentleman will state them. 

Mr. WARNER. In Rule VIII, the fourteenth amendment reads 
“ provided pairs shall be announced but once during the same legis- 
lative are The word “ that” should be inserted after the word “ pro- 
vided.” the third clause of Rule X is this language: unless the 
committee, by a majority of their number, elect a chairman.” The 
word “their” should be changed to “its.” The word “ its is prop- 
aay used in Sed i when standing for the noun committee, 

r. BLACKB . That is all right. 

Mr. WARNER. In clause 45 of e XI it reads: “all popar 

legislation or order touching printing,” &c. That should be “orders,” 


It 1 5 

Mr. BLAC That is evidently a misprint. 

Mr. WARNER. In the second clause of Rule XV is this lan $ 
“including the Speaker, if there is any.” It should read, “if there 
be any,” because the subjunctive is used. And there are two or three 
other places where the word ‘ be” should be substituted for the word 
“is.” Ithink the Committee on Rules should be allowed to make 
such changes as those I have indicated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the corrections 
su gre by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] will be made. 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to admit an 
amendment in paragraph 7 of Rule XI, to insert after the word “ com- 
merce,” where it first occurs, the words “ life-saving service and light- 
houses ;” so as to read “commerce, life-saving service, and light- 
houses.” These subjects now go to that committee as an adjunct of 
commerce; but I think the language should be made specific. 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no. I must object unless the gentleman 
adds “ other than appropriations.” 

Mr. CONGER. I assent to that modification. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I have no objection. 

Mr.CONGER. Imodify 1 as to insert after the word 
„commerce“ these words: “life-saving service and light-houses other 
than SGN Secret for ee and light-houses.” 

Mr. KBURN. That is right. 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to inquire whether near the close of Rule 
XXXIV, on page 17, the word “or” has been struck out and “nor” 
substituted 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The words “or to” were struck out and the 
word “nor” substituted, so that the clause now reads: 

It shall not be in order for the S; to entertain a request for the suspension - 
0 the request of any member for unanimous 
consen!’ 

Mr. FRYE, That is right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The striking out of the two words makes it, 
I think, unobjectionable. : 

Mr. DUNNELL. I question the propriety of the change. I do not 
think the sentence is made any clearer by it. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are two propositions. The first is that the 
Speaker shall not entertain a motion to suspend the rules for this 
pu the second is that he shall not even allow a request to be 
made for unanimous consent. 

Mr. FRYE. I rather guess that we were wrong in dropping out 
the word “to;” I think it would be best to retain it. It is my fault 
that “to” was taken out; and on looking at the matter again, I think 
that word should be retained. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The word “or” is proper, instead of “ nor.” 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think it makes no difference whether “to” is 
inserted or not, because if omitted it will certainly be understood. 
But it seems to me right to insert “or” instead of nor,“ because the 
sentence begins with a negative. You say it shall not be in order to 
do a certain thing, namely, to entertain a motion. Then by insert- 
ing “nor” in the latter part of the sentence you have a double nega- 
tive, which is equivalent to an affirmative. 

Mr. FRYE. guess the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROB- 
INSON] is right. I back clear down. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think “or” is clearly right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN Very well; let the language stand as printed 


in the report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me to 
call his attention to another verbal correction ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 
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1 HAWLEY. Clause 5 of Rule XXIV, on page 14, reads now in 
orm: 

Unfinished business having been disposed of, it shall be in order to entertain a 
motion that the House do now proceed to of the business on the Speaker's 
table, which, prevailing, the Speaker shall of in the following order: 

The words “ the motion” should be inserted before “ prevailing.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think that is right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It will then read: 

Which, the motion prevailing, the Speaker shall dispose of in the following order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to this 
verbal amendment. > 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now demand the previous question on all 
the amendments. s 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) And on the report. g 

Mr. BLACKB . On all the amendments and on the report of 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky de- 
mands the previous question on all the amendments and on the report. 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. GARFIE It is understood that a separate vote, whenever 
called for, may be had on any amendment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. C ly. 

The main question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL (the Speaker) moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the main question was ordered; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 

Mr. GARFIELD. In 

8 


to. 
er to save time I suggest that any gentle- 
man who desires a 


te vote on any amendment indicate that 
5 now, and that all the rest of the amendments be adopted 
in 


Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman from Ohio will permit, Isug- 
gest what will be a still further saving of time. I have prepared a list 
of amendments on which I am sure no gentleman wants a vote—imma- 
terial amendments, embracing about half or more than half of all the 
amendments. Upon those we may vote without delay or separate vote 
or division. When that is done we will have left all of the amend- 
ments upon which any gentleman may want a separate vote and I 
think we can take a separate vote even to the extent of yeas and 


na; 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky pro- 
poses certain amendments by number on which he thinks no separate 
vote will be demanded. The Chair would like to understand whether 
it is the wish of the gentleman from Kentucky to take the vote on 
these amendments which he has named in 4 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir; I pe take the vote on the 
amendments, the numbers of which will be read by the Clerk, in 

and then the remaining amendments can be taken up and 
voted on separately. 

The 5 s pro tem m 1 Clerk will zon read the amend- 
ments by number upon which it is proposed to take a vote in gross. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendments 1, 2 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 
20.50 B1 33,35, 34733, 9040, M 44 

. ROBESON rose. 

. BLACKBURN. Let any be stricken off from this list to which 
any gentleman shall object. 

. ROBESON. I desire to have a vote on amendment numbered 3. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; let that be stricken off the list. 

Mr. ROBESON. It is the amendment which gives the Clerk the 
power 74 17 580 by force of these rules in another Congress 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) That is the law now. 

Mr. ROBESON. I know of no such law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be stricken off the list and a 
separate vote will be had on Rule III. The Clerk will proceed with 
3 of the numbers of the amendments which axe to be voted 
on in gross. 

The Clerk concluded the reading, as follows: 

45, 40, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, and 70. 

Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
whether amendment 39 was embraced in that list 7 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It was not embraced, and there is 
an amendment pending to it. It is one of those which were amended 
by the Committee of the Whole House. 

„ pro tempore. And of course it is not included in 

Mr. RANDALL, cue Speaker.) Of course not, as a separate vote 
must be had t. 


Mr. BLAC . The amendments named I ask now shall be 
considered in 
The SPE R pro tempore. The Chair hears no objections. 


The S dene were adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendments were adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SP. pro tempore. The Clerk will now proceed to read 
the amendments, in their order, on which separate votes have been 
asked. He will read, in the first place, the amendment to Rule III. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
(3) ll. The “heel shail, ding the election of a Speak Speaker 
; © Cler e on of a er or tem- 

pore, preserve order and decorum, and decide all questions of order, subject to 
a) by any member. . 

And in lien thereof the following 

1. The Clerk shall, at the commencement of the first session of each Con; 
call the members to order, to call the roll of members by States in apes 


betical order, and, z the election of a Speaker, or of a S 
o order — erent Se and decide all pan of E aint A . — 
any member. £ 

Mr. ROBESON. My objection to that amendment—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ROBESON. I should like'to see what law regulates that. 

one KAN DALL, (the Speaker.) It is nothing but the enforcement 
of the law. 

Mr. ROBESON. I beg pardon, there is no law—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, o inois. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. ROBESON. There is no law authorizing the Clerk of this 
House to preside over the next House of Representatives. 
EME B WS. If there is any such law, we do not need this 
e. 
* . If we are going to debate it, let us have the 
our rule. 

Mr. CON GER. The amendment in what is proposed to be stricken 
out should be first voted on. There is an amendment in italics. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What amendment is there in italics in 
the words pro to be stricken out? 7 

Mr. CONGER. Why, the words pro tempore. 

Mr. WARNER. That is not an amendment. It is a Latin term 
which is usually put in italics. 

The SPE R pro tempore. The motion is on striking out the 
words which have been read Dyane Clerk, and in lieu thereof in- 
serting the words which haye been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. CONGER. Let us have a division on that. 

The Honse divided ; and there were—ayes 129, noes 106. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the yeas and nays. ' 

M: ROBESON. Is a parliamentary question in order pending that 
vo 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to ask what effect this rule, if carried, 
would have when the next Congress comes together, if any gentleman 
chose 

The SPEAKER pro e wrt That is not a parliamen question. 

Mr. ROBESON. I wish to ask what would be the effect if any gen- 
tleman chose to rise and propose a member of the next House should 
preside over it, whether it would be out of order under these rules? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Let us answer that. 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask the Speaker 

Mr. CARLISLE. This is the law now. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the 8 er.) Have the law read. 

Mr. ROBESON. Very well; let the. law be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is in the nature of argument 
and debate. f 

Mr. ROBESON. I ask whether the effect eonght to be produced by 
the rule would bs to bind the next House by these rules? : 

55 BLACKBURN. I make the point of order this debate is out of 
order. 

3 3 pro tempore. We have nothing to do with the effect 

the law. i 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a point of order. The gentleman from 
New Jersey has no right to rise to submit any question but a parlia- 
men uestion, and this is not a parliamentary question. 

Mr. ROBESON. It is not a parliamentary question to ask what the 
effect of a rule will be? 

The SPEAKER pro ga ah The Chair has degided that he cannot 
undertake to state the effect of this rule on a future Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. Can anybody else ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No one can tell. 

Mr. ROBESON. If there is a law covering this case [Cries of 
“Vote!” “Vote! “] 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Yes, there is a law; and it was 
made by pr own side. 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not care by what side; there is ng such law. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
‘yeas 144, nays 101, not voting 47 ; as follows: 
© YEAS—144. 
Acklen, Carlisl muster, Harris, John T. 
aan, Clardy.” Dibrell, Hatch, 
Armfield, Clark, John B Dickey, Henry, 
Atherton, pren Dann, Herbert, 
Atkins, b, Ellis, Herndon, 
Bachman, Coffroth, Evins, 
eo É Sooner Foe Hostetler, 
Bicknell, Cook, Field, House, 
Blackburn, Covert, Finley, Hubbell, 
Bland, Cox, Forney, 
Epon Cravens, S. H 
: <n re Toh 

EEE! a 

a . 7 
Caldwell, vis, Lowndes H. Hammond, N. J. Joyce, 
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M. Rol Townshend, R. W. 
Kenna, Millin, binson, Tacker 
King, 8 Turner, 
Ki 5 Morse, Ryon, J W. Turner, Thomas 
Klotz, Muldrow, Samford, pson, 
Knott, Muller, Sawyer, Urner, 
Ladd, Myers, Scales, Wastin, 
Ta TOTA Nicholls, ¢ — —— 
Ten O'Connor, Slemo Washburn, 
Louns A O'Reilly, Smith, B. Wellborn, 
Lowe, Persons, Smith, William E. Wells, 
Phel Sparks, — a 
Martin, JP, P Speer, Williams, 
Martin, Edward L, Phister, e, 3 illis, 
Martin, Joseph J. Poehler, —— Wilson, 
McKenzie, Ric! J.S. Talbott, Wood, Fernando 
McLane, Richmond, Thompson, P. B. Wright, 
McMahon, Robertson, Tillman, oung, Casey 
NAYS—101. 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, Horace Humphrey, Robeso: 
Dee: x Keifer, Russell, èl L. 
Anderson, Dunn Kelley, Russell, W. A. 
Bailey, Dwight, Killinger, Ryan, Thomas 
Balon 2 Station 
Ballou, Farr, S berger, 
Bay a Fish MoGowan, Sas ith, A. H 
D er, ‘err 
Bingham, Ford, McKinley, Stone, 
Bowne, Gille a Aileen, Th W. G 
om í 
Boyd, Gods) Monroe, Townsend, 08 
ag Hammond, John Nea errat J. T. 
mond, Jol e 
Browne, er, 2 Upa — T 
Burrows, Benj. 'orcross, entine, 
Calkins, Hask O'Neill, Van 
Camp, Hawk, Orth, Voorhis, 
Cann: Hawley, Osmer, Ward, 
8 Hayes, Ove Williams, C. G. 
Caswell, Hazelton, Pacheco, Willits, 
Conger, H Page, ocum, 
Cowgill, Henderson, Pound, Young, Thomas L. 
Crapo, Prescott, 
Horr, Price, 
Da R. Rice, 
NOT VOTING—47. 
Barlow, Crowle J eton, J. W. 
gee. ee es 
ean Elam, ` Miles, Van Vorbis, 
‘an 
Brigham, Fort, Money, Wait, 
Butterworth, Garfield, O'Brien, Witte 
Chalmers, Gibson, Pierce, Whiteaker, 
Giani. : H ton, Richardson, D. P. Wood." Walter A. 
un „. 
Clark, Alvah A. James, Simonton, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
tg Ba roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. BLOUNT. On this question I am paired with Mr. REED, of 


Maine. 
Mr. TAYLOR. I am paired with Mr. BRIGHAM, of New Jersey. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I am paired with Mr. MILeEs, of Con- 

necticut. If he were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. DIBRELL, My colleague, Mr. SIMONTON, is paired with Mr. 
Moor, of Iowa. If Mr. SIMONTON were eee he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BEALE. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. JORGENSEN. 

Mr. KING. My colleague, Mr. Exam, who is absent, sick, is paired 
with Mr. Dror ar Pennsylvania; and Mr. Grsson, who is also ab- 
sent from the House on account of illness, is paired with Mr. WAIT, 
of Connecticut, 

Mr. VAN AERNAM. Iam paired with Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mx. CHITTENDEN. I am paired with Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Money is absent by reason of illness. He is 
paired with Mr. STARIN. 

Mr. EINSTEIN. Iam paired with Mr. C of New Jersey. 

Mr. HARMER. Mr, Fort, of Illinois, is with Mr. O'BRIEN, 
of New York. 


Mr. CALKINS. Mr. BELFORD is paired with Mr. SPRINGER. 

On motion of Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent, the reading 

of the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word Com ” where it first occurs in clause 7, of Rule itis 
roposed to insert “And the Committees on Commerce shall have the pe bebe 
Hogos in reporting bills makin al 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After th rd “agriculi in clause 8, it is to insert and 8 
and paia to ada to —— words “who shail e arai 8 Pron peel report 
the Appeoa for the Agricultural Department;” so that, if amended, it will 
read as follows 


“8. To agriculture and forestry: to the Committee on who shall 
receive the estimates and report the appropriations for the 3 Depart- 
men ** 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In the Committee of the Whole House there 
were two amendments to that clause of this rule. The first amend- 
ment consisted of the insertion of the words “and forestry,” and the 
second amendment consisted of the additional clause, which 
“and shall receive the estimates and report appropriations for the 
88 Department.“ Upon that second amendment the Com- 

ttee on Rules have instructed me to report to the House, which 
they have done, in their amendment, a di ment, and upon that 
second amendment we want to vote. There is no objection to the first 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first amendment has already been 
adopted. The only question now before the House is on the second 
amendment read. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which con- 


currence was ig a : 

A bill (8. No, 287) for the relief of the heirs of Charles B. Smith, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. No. 952) for the relief of James Burke. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committes of the Whole, numbered 20, 
which the Clerk will again read. 


The amendment was in read. 

The question bein pat there were—ayes 63, noes 99. 

Mr. AIKEN and Mr. HATCH called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 44 members voting therefor—more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. AIKEN. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. AIKEN, I desire to know if the remark made by the 8 
of the House in Committee of the Whole when upon the floor of the 
House can be taken as coming ex cathedrd, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot recognize that as a 


parliamen inquiry. : 

Mr. AIKEN, Has the § er of the House, in Committee of the 
Whole, while he is upon the floor, the right to make assertions which 
cannot be substantiated by the record ? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Perhaps the Chair will permit the 
Speaker to answer that question. He affirms all that he said in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and proposes to establish it by the record. 

Mr. AIKEN. Then I ask unanimous consent of the House to reply 
to two or three remarks the Speaker made while he was upon the floor 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Consent is given. [Cries of“ * order!” 

Mr. AIKEN. Why? Are you afraid of the grangers (Laughter. 
I 5 desire a minute. [Cries of “ lar order!”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina 
is out of order. 

Mr. AIKEN. I ask unanimous consent to be heard. 

The SPEAKER a tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina 
proponnnpa a parliamentary inquiry to the Chair. It was answered. 

e now asks unanimous consent of the House to answer something 
that was said in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. As a question of privilege, I understand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question 
to the House. The gentleman from South Carolina asks unanimous 
consent to answer something said in Committee of the Whole. Is 


there afore 7 
Mr. C ISLE. I want to know if the gentleman from South 
Carolina proposes to discuss the amendment now before the House. 


If he does, I shall object unless the same privilege is allowed to other 
gentlemen, i 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object absolutely. 

Mr. AIKEN. Ido ee to uss the amendment, but wish 
to be put right on the A 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. AIKEN. I see no one rising to object. 

Mr. BLOUNT, (rising.) . I object. 

Mr. AIKEN. y cannot you give me an opportunity? [Cries of 
“ Regular order!”] I rise to a question of 3 pri A 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. © yeas and nays have been ordered 
on i kbe pending amendment, and the Clerk will proceed to call the 
TO. 


Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I ask the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. BLOUNT] to withdraw his onjection. I am quite ready to hear 
1 leman from South Carolina has to say, and to answer 

can. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. If this means to open up a debate 

Mr. HAZELTON. It does. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If this means to open up a debate, as the ques- 
tion is not debatable, I must object myself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not withdrawn my objection, and do not 
intend to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The Clerk will 
call the roll. À 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 133, nays 102, not 
voting 57; as follows: 


YEAS—133. 
Aik Deering, Kitchin, Shallenberger, 
Aldrich, William Dann, Ladd, Slem 
Anderson, Ellis, Le Fevre, th, Hezekiah B. 
Barber, Evins, Loring, A 
Bayne, Ewing, Lowe = e, 
Farr, anning, venson, 
Beltzhoover, Felton, Marah, © = Talbott, 
Finley, Martin, Benj. omas, 
Blake i Fisher, McGowan, Thompson, P. B. 
Bland, Fo McKenzie, 5 
ee Geddes, M Uplogiall J. T. 
an, es, , 
Boyd, Gillette, Muldrow, 1 — Thomas 
ggs, Godshalk, Murch, pson, 
Browne, Hall, Myers, Urner, 
Burrows, Harmer, Neal Valentine, 
Cabell, Harris, Benj Newberry, Van Aernam, 
Caldwell, Harris, John T. Norcross, Van 
C Hatch, O'Connor, Voor! 
Hawk, O'Reilly, Wadi 
Caswell, Hayes, Orth, Ward, 
x ton, Osmer, Weaver, 
y, Heilman, Overton, Wellborn, 
Clark, Jobn B. Henkle, Page, White, 
Coffroth, ooker, ersons, Williams, Thomas 
Col Hostetler, Phelps, Willits, 
Conger, ouk, Phili Wilson, 
Coo wll, hister, Wise, 
Cowgill, Humphrey, Richardson, J S. Yocum, 
Cravens, ohnston, Richmond, Young, Casey 
ý Jones, Rothw: Young, Thomas L. 
Davis, Joseph J. 8 Sant rA 
ose] 0 
ve Lo à . King, Sawyer, 
NAYS—102. 
Acklen, Deuster, Kelley, Reagan, 
Aldrich, N. W. Dibrell, Ke' Rice, 
D Killinger, Robinson, 
Atherton, Dwight, Kimmel, Ross, 
Atkins, Klotz, Ryan, Thomas 
Bachman, Ferdon, Knott, Ryon, John W. 
Bailey, Field, Lapbam, Scales, 
Baker, Forney, Le Shelley, 
Ballou, ©, Louns Sherwin, 
Bicknell, Garfield, Martin, Edward L. Singleton, O. R. 
Blackburn, Goode, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, A. Herr 
Blount, Gunter, Mason, Smith, William E. 
Brewer, Hammond,John McLane, parks, 
Bright, McMahon, Stephens, 
Camp, Haskell, oMillin, Stone, 
Cannon, Hawley, Mitchell, Townshend, R. W. 
Carlisle, Hen m, „ Tucker, 
er, ‘enry, Morse, ‘Turner, 
Cobb, rton, ler, 
Converse, Herndon, Muller, arner, 
Covert, ew, Washburn, 
Cox, A Nicholls, Wells, 
Crapo, ONeill, Whitthorne, 
Bafa, G K 33 Pacheco, Wood, Fernando. 
Da eorge utchins, Presco 
Davis, Joyce, Price, 
NOT VOTING—57 
Barlow, Einstein, Miller, Starin, 
os ee Sot Ban ae 
A 0 Brien, ompson, Wm. 
Bouck, Frost, Pierce, Townsend, 
4 Gibson, oehler, Van Voorhis, 
B ; Hill, Pound, Wait, 
Buckner, Hunton, $ Whiteaker, 
Butterworth, Hard, Richardson, D. P. Wilber, 
Chalmers, James, rtson, Williams, C. G 
Chittenden, Ji Robeson. Willis, 
Clark, Alvah A. ; „W. A. Wood, Walter A 
0 Moi, pp, Wright. 
De La x McCook, ton, 
Dic McKinley, eton, J. W. 
Dickey, Miles, Springer, 
So the amendment was agreed to 


During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. H N. On this and all other questions coming up to-day 
I am paired with Mr. W. of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I am p with Mr. BRIGHAM, of New Jersey. 

Mr. DIBRELL. My colleague, Mr. SIMONTON, is paired with Mr. 
McCom, of Iowa. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to announce that Mr. BELFORD, of Colo- 
rado, is paired with Mr. SPRINGER, of Illinois. I do not know how 
either would vote if present. 

Mr. EINSTEIN. Iam paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am paired with Mr. THOMPSON, 
of Iowa. Being advised by his friends that if present he would vote 

in the affirmative, I vote in the ‘affirmative. 

Mr. PRICE. My colleague, Mr. Sapp, is paired with Mr. Berry, of 
California. 


Mr. BOUCK. Iam part with Mr. McKin ey, of Ohio. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. My colleague, Mr. CHALMERS, is 
ae b 5 of the House, and is paired with Mr. VAN Vooruis, 
of New York. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
Mr. AIKEN and Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote just 
2 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was to. 
Mr. WHITE. I ask leave to have my vote recorded upon the ques- 
tion just voted on. : 
There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITE. I vote in the affirmative. 
The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
npon which a separate vote had been demanded was amendment 
0. 21, in clause 19 of Rule XI: to strike out the words other than”? 
and to insert in lieu thereof the word “including ;” so that the clause 
would read as follows: 


19. To the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United 
pene pr Esae g ap ons therefor: to the h aa Publio Buildings 


Mr. BLACKBURN. In order to save time I will call now for the 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The 1 was taken; and there were —yeas 101, nays 136, not 
3 


voting as follows: 
YEAS—101. 
en Ellis Kelley, Samford, 
‘Aldrich, N. W. Errett, Keane’ Sawyer, 
Aldrich, William Evins, i enberger 
Anderson, Farr, Ki Singleton, J. W. 
Atherton, Field, Loring, Slemons, 
2 Finley, Lowe, Thomas, 
yne, Fisher, x Tillman, 
Bingham, Ford, en Townsend, Amos 
Bliss,” Gillette * a Updegraff, J. T. 
R 0 j 
Bowman, Godahaik, Muller, Upson, 
Belge Hall, Murch, Urner, 
5 Harmer, Neal, Valentine, 
eoan; Hate Benj. W. Newberry, Abe Aernam, 
UITOWS, Hate oroross, ‘ani 
Calkins, Hawk, O'Connor, Voor! 
a rma Heilman, O'Reilly, Washburn, 
Cc bs Sene: Orth, Abe ea 
Coftro ooker, born, 
Conger, Houk, Pea White, 
Ook — —.— . 
3 um * 
Culberson, Hurd. Rice, Young, Casey. 
Davidson, Johnston, Ri „ J. S8 
g, ones, Ro 
Dunn, Keifer, Russell, Daniel L. 
NAYS—136. 
Acklen Dibrell, Ladd, Ross, 
Armfield, Dicke. Lapham, Rothwell, 
‘Atkins, Hasi Le Russell, W.A. 
Bailey, Dwig Lewis, an, Thomas 
Baker, Ewing, Lindsey, Ryon. Jobn W. 
Ballou, Felton, Lounsbery, Scales, 
Beal Ferdon, Marsh, Shelley, 
Bel: er, Forney, Martin, Benj. F. Sherwin, 
Bickn:s Frye, Martin, Joseph J. Singleton, O. R. 
Blackburn, Garfield, eron A. Herr 
Bland, Geddes, McCoo Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Blount, Goode, McGowan, Smith, William E. 
Brewer, Gunter, McLane, Sparks, 
Bright, 3 J. McMahon, 8 5 
Caldwell, Harris, Ji T. McMillin, 5 
Camp, Hawley, Monroe, Stephens, 
Cannon, Hayes, Morse, n, 
C: Hazel Morton, Talbott, 
et . Muldrow, nan ae 
y, enry, ers, wnshend, 
Clark, John B. Herbert, New, Tucker, 
Ch A Herndon, Nicholls, Turner, Thomas 
Cobb, Hill, eill, pier, 
Colerick, 3 Thomas 
Cov Horr, Overton, 
Cow; Hostetler, Ward, — 
Cox, H Warner, 
Crapo, Hubbell, Phelps, 8 
Cravens, Hunton, Poehler, Williams, C. G. 
Crowl Hatchins, Prescott, Williams, 
Davis, R. Joyce, Price, Willis, 
Davis, Horace, Killinger, Richmond, Willits, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Klotz, W 
uster, Knott, Robinson, W. Fernando. 
OT VOTING—55. 
Bachman, Davis, Ji J. Martin, Edward L. S. er, 
Barlow, Do La 5 MoCoid, 
Belford, Dick, McKinley, Stone, 
3 Einstein, Miles, Taylor, 
Bouck, Elam, Miller, fg! mara W. G. 
ish Mitchell, Van Voorhis, 
B Money, Wait, 
Buckner, Gibson, M Wels, 
Buti Hammond, Jobn Pierce, A 
Cabell, Haskell, Pound, Wilber, 
Chittenden, 8 Richardson, D. P. Weini 5 
J 0 . 
Clark, Alvah A. Ketcham, Sapp, Young, L. 
Kimmel, Simonton, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


1880. 
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During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 
ae DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am paired with Mr. THOMPSON, 
Owa. 
Mr. BOUCK. Iam paired with Mr. MCKINLEY, of Ohio, 
Mr. WAIT. Iam paired with Mr. GIBSON, of Louisiana. 4 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I am paired with Mr. CHALMERS, of Missis- 


sippi. 

Ar. EINSTEIN. Iam pepe with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. SAPP. I am paired with Mr. Berry, of California. If he were 
here I should vo 
Mx. CALKINS. I desire to announce that Mr. BELFORD, of Colo- 

rado, is paired with Mr. SPRINGER, of Jllinois. Ido not know how 
either would vote if present. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I was not present during the call of the roll. I 
ask permission to vote. 

There was no objection. - 

Mr. STEPHENS voted in the negative. 

Mr. BAYNE, I ask leave to vote. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The next amendment upon which a separate vote had been de- 
manded was read, as follows: 


Strike out clause 1 of Rule 
Bills and joint resolutions in 


4i ay.” 


as follows: 
uced for reference and thi 


owing : 
Every bill and joint resolution shall receive ree eee before its p: 


on its introduction 
being an original 
ment, or by unanimous consent for present action; the second reading in fall, 
the tha reading by its title, in fall shall be demanded ‘by a 
. s 


Mr. CONGER. I observe that the clause which this amendment 
i coer to strike out provided that bills should be “read a first time 
y their titles and printed.” In the proposed substitute there is no 
uirement that bills shall be printed. I ask whether this omission 
ntentional or accidental? 
Mr. BLACKBURN. The Committee on Rules had no purpose to 
8 5% with the printing of bills at all, but if the gentleman will 
look at a subsequent portion of the revision, under the heading 
“order of business,” he will find a requirement that all bills shall be 


rinted. 
. Mr. CONGER. What rale does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Rule XXIV. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The second paragraph of the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. That paragraph refers only to printing reports of 
committees. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, The gentleman is right. 

Pohick ts ‘I think the provision for printing has been left out by 
©. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Committee on Rules had no intention to 
dispense with the printing of bills. The only question is whether an 
amendment to cover this omission will best come in here or in the 
italicized clause of Rule XXIV on page 14. 

Mr. CONGER. If the provision for printing has been omitted by 
mistake let it be inserted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There will be no objection, I think. 

Mr. CONGER. I think the words“ and printed“ should be inserted 
in the pending amendment after the words “ by unanimous consent 
for present action,” which close up the clause in reference to the in- 

uction of bills, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) When bills are introduced by unan- 
imous consent for action they are 8 in manuscript; the in- 
sertion would not be appropriate at that point. 

Mr. CON GER. Then let the words “and printing” be inserted 
atier these words: “the first reading by title on itsintroduction for 

‘erence. 
E = RANDALL (the Speaker) and Mr. BLACKBURN. - That is 
t. 5 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would call attention to the 
fact that the Committee on Rules has reported a substitute for the 
amendment just read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir; I had failed to remember that. I 
ask the Clerk to read the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike ont clause 1 of Rule XXI, and the substitute therefor adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and insert the follo ¢ 

Every bill and joint resolution shall ve three readings before its passage, 
which shall be as follows: the first and second readings by title on introduction 
for reference, or being . bills on re from committees for commitment, 
except when the secon: ing in fall be demanded by a member: Provided, 
That nal bills on being reported b; 


u consent for present consider- 
ation be read the first time in ; the second and third time by title, unless 


the third reading in full shall be demanded by a member. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Now let me suggest to the 
Michigan to turn to the italicized clause of Rule 


re 
18 


mtleman from 
on page 14. 


If when we reach that clause the gentleman will move to insert before 


the word “reference,” in the fourth line, the words “printing and,” 
so as to make it read “bills and joint resolutions for printing and 


reference,” I think that will answer the purpose better than to amend 
the pending substitute which treats only of the reading of bills. The 
clause of Rule XXIV refers to their regular disposition. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave no objection to the gentleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. WARNER. It occurs to me that the phrase “ or being original 
bills” does not agree grammatically with the beginning of the sen- 
tence where the language is“ bey bill and joint resolution.” 

The substitute proposed by the Committee on Rules for the amend- 
ment of the Committee of the Whole was adopted. 

The amendment of the Committee of the Whole, as amended by the 
adoption of the substitute, was agreed to. 

r. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 

also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 

The next amendment on which a separate vote had been demanded 
was read, as follows: 


In Rule XXI strike out clanse 3, as follows: 


No a priation shall be in an; eral appropriation bill, or be in 
order 1 5 amendment thereto, for an 3 porta ab sly authorized by 
law, unless in continuation of appro; ms for such public works and objects as 


are already in progress. Nor any provision in any such bill or amendment 
thereto changing existing law be in fet ex e ns, being germane to the 
subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expendi Y. 
d insert the 8 
No appropriation shall reported in any N 
rd ture not 


paid out of the Treasu Pt United States, Sous 
out o e Q 0 or uo- 
il: Provided, That it ahal bain ori 


Mr. GARFIELD. Let us have the yeas and nays on this amend- 
ment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 
The goaa was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
? 


yeas 119, nays 113, not voting 60; as follows: 
YEAS—119. 
ae Dickey, Lounsbery, Scales, 
en, Dunn, Martin, je Shelle: + 
Armfield, Ellis, Martin, Edward L. Singl Otho R. 
Atherton, Evins, McKenzie, 
Atkins, Finley, cLane, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bachman, Forney, McMahon, Smith, William E. 
Beltzhoover, Geddes, MoMillin, Sparks, 
Bicknell, Gunter, 
Blackburn, Hammond, N. J. x Stevenson, 
Bliss,” „ Thompson, P. B. 
er, Re 
Bright, Henkle, Myers, Tillman, 
Cabell, Henry, New, Townshend, R. W 
Caldwell, Her! Nicholls, Tucker, 
Carlisle, Herndon, O'Connor, Turner, 
lardy, O'Reilly, Turner, Thomas 
Clark, John B. Hostetler, Persons, Upson, 
8 House, Phel 
b, H Phillips, Waddin, 
ffroth, Hurd. Phister, Wellborn, 
a ree Poehler, Wells, 
Jonverss, ohnston, Reagan, 
Cook, Kenna, Richardson, J. Williams, 
Covert, Ae Richmond, Willis, 
oven . — 8 ey 
Cul Knott, Rothw W. Fernando 
d eee eee 
wit VTO, oung, A 
Dibrell, wis, Sawyer, 
NAYS—115. 
Aldrich, N. W. D Keifer, Robeson, 
3 William ye Kelley, Rol 4 
nderson, rr, A 
Bailey, Felton, 7 Salenberg 
Baker, Ferdon, Lapham, Ssa 
Ballou, Field, Lindsey, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Fisher, Low X 
Bayne, Ford, Martin, Joseph J. 
3 Forsythe, M: Stone, 
Blake, Frye, McCook, Thomas, 
Garfield, McGowan, Tyler, 
Boyd, Gill Miller, J. T. 
Brewer, Godshatkc, Mitchell, 
— — — oy Valentine, 
Harris, Benj. W. Morton, Van Aernam, 
Camp, Haskell, Murch, Voorhis, 
Cannon, Hawk, Newberry, Ward, 
Carpenter, Hawley, Norcross, Warner, 
Caswell, Hayes, O'Neill, Washburn, 
Claflin, Hazelton, Orth, Weaver, 
Conger, Heilman, Osmer, White, 
Cow; Henderson, Williams, C. G. 
Crapo, Willits, 
Davis, George R. Horr, Page, Yocum, 
Davis, Horace ouk, Pound, Young, Thomas L. 
ring, Humphrey. 
iter, Jones, Price, 
Dunnell, Joyce, Rice, 


Barlow, Daggett, James, Russell, Daniel L. 
ie, Davis, Joseph J. Jorgensen, Ryan, Thomas 
Belford, De La 5 Kimmel, 
Berry, Dick, Loring, Simonton, 
Blount, Einstein, g Singleton, Jas. W. 
Bouck, Elam, ` Marsh, 8 7 
3 
B ‘ort, c ey, ylor, 
—— Frost, Miles, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Buckner, Gibson, Money, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Butterworth, Goode, — Van Voorhis, 
C ers, Harmer, O'Brien, Wait, 
Glar Ken Al. dell Reed, Wilber 
Alv: u x 
8 Hunton, Richardson, D.P. Wood, Walter A. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam paired with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. HUNTON. I am paired with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If he 
were here, I should vote“ ay.“ 

Mr. HOOKER. On this question I am paired with Mr. Lorin, of 
Massachusetts. If he were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Iam with Mr, MILES, of Con- 
necticut, on this amendment and on all political questions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Iam paired with Mr. THOMPSON, 
of Iowa. If he were here, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. TAYLOR. Iam paired with Mr. BRIGHAM, of New Jersey, on 
all questions. 

Mr. KING. My parca, va) Mr. GIBSON, who is absent by reason 
of illness, is paired with Mr. Warr, of Connecticut. If present, Mr. 
Gipson would vote in the affirmative and Mr. Warr in the negative. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr.Smronron bral spat with Mr. McCom, of Iowa. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Money is paired with Mr. STARIN. 

Mr. EINSTEIN. Iam paired with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Betvorp is paired with 
Illinois. 

Mr. SAPP. I am paired with Mr. Berry, of California. If he were 
present, I should vote in the negative. 

Mr. HARMER. Iam pie with Mr. GOODE, of Virginia. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Ryan, of Kansas, is paired with Mr. MAN- 


NING, of Mississi 1 5 

Mr. CHITTEND N. Iam 2 paed with Mr, BUCKNER. : 

Mr. BOUCK. I am paired with Mr. McKinzey, of Ohio. If he were 
here, I should vote“ ay.” 

And then, on motion of Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The vute was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table: 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was asked was read, 
as follows: 

Thirty-ninth amendment. Insert as an additional clause to Rule XXI the follow- 


. Upon all bills or resolutions appropriating monez or creating a charge or debt 
Journal. 


of New Jersey. 
Mr. SPRINGER, of 


upon the people the yeas and na; taken on the final passage of such bills 
in the House: and sutered on the 2 


The substitute proposed by the Committee on Rules was then read, 
as follows: 
Upon all general appropriation and revenue bills and bills for the im 
of rivers ant harbors the yeas snd nays shall be taken on the passage such bills 
in the House and entered upon the Journal. 
Mr. OSCAR TURNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it 
in order to move a substitute for that amendment, as follows: 
t upon all bills or resolutions appropriating over 000 the and na; 
shall be taken on the final passage. bes 8 in — 25 
Will it be in order to offer that as an amendment ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not at thisstage of the proceedings. 
Mr. OSCAR TURNER. The point I make is this: as an amend- 
ment has been submitted ye des Committee on Rules, would it not 
be Lin order 7 85 us W yai 2 0 a 3 for it f 
r. RAND. e Speaker. e previous question is pending. 
Mr. OSCAR NNER I ask the unanimous consent of tho House 
to offer it. 
Mr. PAGE. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the following substitute proposed by the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. CONGER. I make the point that the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Rules was not read to the House. 
— SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules that point of 
order. 
Mr. CON GER. That is a question of fact. 
The House divided; and the substitute proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Rules was to. 
The question recurred on the adoption of the amendment of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union as it was amended. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. What became of the request of my colleague 
from Kentucky ? 
The SP R pro tempore. There was objection to the introduc- 
tion of his substitute. 
Mr. WHITE. But how did this amendment come in? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. It was 
and it has been adopted by this House. 


MAROH 2, 


rted by the Committee on Rules 


The amendment of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment, as amended, was adopted; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was asked was read, 
as follows: 

Fifty-fourth amendment. Strike out the words “ to consider, first, bills raising 
5 A appropriation bills and then other business on the Calendar; 

“First. That the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union.” 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The.Committee on Rules have rec- 
ommended that the words stricken out in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union shall be retained. The way to reach ` 
that recommendation will be by a negative vote ; that is to vote down 
the amendment to in committee, 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not understand the amendment of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House as it was read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. FRYE. The clause of this rule as amended in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union would make no sense 
at all, and the recommendation of the Committee on Rules is simply 
in favor of the retention of the words proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the recommendation of the Committee 
on Rules, and a negative vote on concurrence in the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union will 
comply with the recommendation of the Committee on Rules. 


The amendment was di to. 
to reconsider the vote by which the 


Mr. BLACKBURN moy 
amendment was disa to; and also moved that the motion to re- 
to 


consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was a > 
The next amendment on which a separate vote was asked was read, 
as follows: 


Sixtieth amendment. Rule XXVIII, insert the ery See E ; 

4. No motion to suspend the rules and pass a public shall be entertained 
unless the bill shall have been referred to a committee, sree om distributed 
to the members at least one legislative tay before the motion suspension is 


Mr. BLACKBURN. The Committee on Rules recommend non- 
concurrence in that amendment. 

The amendment was di to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was non-concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Before we proceed further I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Speaker of the House to the last part of Rule XX VI—“ un- 
less otherwise determined by a two-thirds vote of the members pres- 
ent and voting.” I ask whether the construction would be that that 
would do away with any question of a quorum not being present ? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Any member can raise the ques- 
uorum just as at present. 

CKB . That is notin the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Rules, but is an amendment moved by the gentleman from 
Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL. ] 

5 As it stands ponen 5 . — — — a less 
number than a quorum, two-thi vo vor of t roposi- 
tion, could accomplish the result. propos! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is in the power of any member to raise the 
question whether a quorum has voted or not. 

Mr. CONGER, It seems to me it depends entirely on the constrac- 


tion which may be given to this rule by the Speaker. 

Mr. RANDALL, the er.) Of course the question being 
raised there is no House if there isno quorum. The question of a 
quorum is settled by the Constitution of the United States, and the 

tleman need be under no misapprehension in regard to the con- 


Senon of this rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no question before the House. 
The Clerk will read the next amendment on which a separate vote 
has been asked, 

The Clerk read as follows : 


-third amendment. In Rule XXXTI insertthe 

commencementof each the Clerk shall place era ap ar 
for that DA as E aer DNE small balis of marble or other material equal to the 
f Mem and Delegates, which balls shall be se y num! and 
thoroughly intermingled, and at such hour as shall be by the House for that 
ed teen be Beaters apage, C o box and announce 
num 5 which announcement the Member or Del whose 
name on the numbered alp cal list shall correspond with the number on the 

ball, advance and choose his seat for the term for which he is elected. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. The Committee on Rules have offered an amend- 
ment to that. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


tion of a 


After the word “ Congress, in line 1, insert the following: immediately after 
JFF 

Also strike and insert in lieu thereof “ consecutively ;" also 
strike out the word ” before “ numbered,” and insert “ a.” 


The amendments to the amendment were agreed to, and the amend- 
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ment of the Committee of the Whole House as amended was concurred 
Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsiderthe vote by which the amend- 


ment was to; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was to 


The Clerk read amendment No. 71, to add to Rule XXXVIII as a 
second clause the following: 


ferred to committ er with 
under the order Grae amag 


For which the Committee on Rules proposed the following substi- 
tute: 


the said Con: and not reported to the House; in the event of the failure 
or neglect o any eee of a committee to — with this rule, the Clerk of the 
House shall, within three days thereafter, take into his keeping all such papers and 
testimony. = 


The amendment of the Committee on Rules was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was > tō; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Rules to Rule IV, clause 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “in person after the word attend; so that it will read: 
1. It shall be the duty of the Se t-at-Arms to attend the House during its sit- 


tings, to maintain order under the direction of the S er, and the elec- 
tion of a Speaker or er pro tempore, under the on of the Clerk; execute 
the commands of the House and issued by authority thereof, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agree to. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by the Committee on Rules 
to clause 7, Rule XIV, as follows: 

Strike out the word is,“ before ry r a 
3 „„ charged,” and insert and Doorkeeper 

“And the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper are charged with the strict enforce- 
ment of this clause.” 


Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) That relates to smoking on the 


floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And the amendment charges the Doorkeeper 
as well as the Sergeant-at-Arms with the enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) We want everybody we can called 
into the service to prevent smoking in the seats. 

The amendment was a; d to. . 

The Clerk read the following amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to clause 9 of Rule XI: 

i siei word “nations” insert the words “other than appropriations; ” so that 

W : 

“9, To the relations of the United States with forei tions, other 
propriations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.“ en ni 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The leaving ont of those words was simply a 
mistake. They are incorporated in all the other provisions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was a; to; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the „ proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules to clause 14 of Rule XI: 

After the word “ tribes" insert other than appropriations ;"' so that it will 


“To the relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes, 
other than appropriations; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The same explanation applies to this as to the 
former amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. HOUSE. I now ask, as I understand we are through with all 
the amendments, unanimous consent to offer the amendment which 
I had read at the Clerk’s desk-for information this morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Tennessee ? 

Mr. FRYE and others objected, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to make a suggestion as to the time 
when the new rules shall come into operation. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Let that be done after the final 


vote. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I think it should be made before the final vote. 
We cannot have these rules adopted so as to take effect to-morrow 


morning. The old réime and the new cannot jum at the 
— and I have written a resolution on dich 
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8 motion prevailing, the Speaker 


it wonld 


be better to take action now than later. I will read it for the infor- 
mation of the House: 


shall be a substitute for all existing rules, and 
shall present to 


pending before the House or the ittee of the Whole in their proper order 
to these rules: Provided, That in these rules into effect the 
Speaker shall not be required to increase or numbers of any standing 


Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Or to vacate any of the commit- 


tees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are still some amendments 
9 on which action has not been taken. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I have called attention to this resolution which 
I desire to offer, as there is danger we will break up as soon as the 
final vote is taken. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I would suggest also that it be 
provided as to existing special orders that they s be continued. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ido not think that is necessary. The Speaker 
will submit a calendar, subject to the correction of the House, and 
the erate Special orders would be on that calendar. 

Mr. ALL, (the Speaker.) The Chair would, no doubt, hold 


they would be continued. At the same time, the House might as 
well relieve the r of making that decision. 
Mr. GARFI . The Chair already stated what he would do, 


and it is evidently right. But when he presents the Calendar on 
Monday next, it would be open to anybody to object if he found oc- 
casion to do s0. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I should like the gentleman from Ohio to ac- 
cept the suggestion, not only to provide against disturbing the exist- 
ing committees under the present rules, but also to give protection 
for all special orders as they now stand. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. What 
is the ory uestion ? 

The SPE pro tempore. The amendments are not yet com- 
pleted on which the previous question is operating. 

The Clerk read an amendment proposed to clause 5 of Rule XXIV, 
as follows: 

After the word “ which insert the words the motion; so that it will read: 

“Unfinished business having been of, it shall be in order to entertain a 
motion that the House do now pr to the business on the Speaker's table, 

¢ shall dispose of in the following or- 

T, u 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read an amendment proposed to Rule XXVII, which 
na to transpose certain words so that the rule would read as fol- 

ows: í 

After six days from the commencement of a secorid or subsequent session of any 
Congress, all bills, resolutions, and 9 originated in the House, and re- 
mained undetermined at the close of the last p: in order 
for action, and all business before committees of the House at end of one ses- 
sion shall be resumed at the commencement of the next session of the same Con- 
gress in the same manner as if no adjournment had taken place. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read an amendment proposed to Rule XXXVII, to strike 
out the word“ summoned ” and to insert the word“ subpanaed.” 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read an amendment pro) to Rule XXXIX, to strike 
out the word “so” before the words“ withdrawn therefrom ;” so that 
the rule would read as follows: 

No . presented to the House shall be withdrawn from its 
files without its leave, if withdrawn therefrom, certified copies thereof shall 
be left in the office of the Clerk, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to reconsider the various votes just 
taken upon amendments, and also move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, I ask unanimous consent for leave to 
print in the RECORD as a portion of the debates some remarks upon 
these rules, 3 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. [See 
Appendix] 

Mr. ROBINSON. I desire to make a suggestion in regard to clause 
8 of Rule XI, in relation to the Committee on Agriculture. The House 
having authorized the Committee on Agriculture to report the appro- 
priations necessary for that Department, it seems to me that we should 
go further and Fe that committee leave to report at any time. 

Mr. GARF Oh, no. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I mean to report at any time upon the subject of 
appropriations. Icare nothing abont the matter myself. I voted 
against the amendment giving the committee that authority. But 
as we have gone so far as to give that committee the right to report 
an 1 * I think we shona alao give the committee the 

ight to such appropriation bill at any time. : 
bia 5 PRIES No. x 
Mr. ROBINSON. I only make the suggestion, i 
Mr. BURROWS. I have a suggestion to make in relation to the 
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order in which these rules are stated. The first rule relates to the 
duties of the Speaker ;” the second rule relates to the “ election of 
officers.” Then the third, fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh rules relate 
to the duties of particular officers of the House. Would it not be bet- 
ter to reverse the order of the first and second rules, and let the sec- 
ond rule in relation to the “ election of officers ” be the first rule, and 
then let the rules in relation to the duties of officers follow that ? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The committee considered that 
question. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will not press it. 3 

Mr. FRYE. Idesire to make an inquiry. The Committee on Rules, 
as I understood, determined to demand a yea-and-nay vote on clause 
7 of Rule XI, in relation to the right of the Committee on Commerce 
to report appropriation bills for the improvement of rivers and har- 


Mr. CARLISLE. That was adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And without a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ihave pre the resolution which I indicated, 
sone think if the House will hear it read there will be no objection 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Let it come in after the rules have 
been adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro 
the rules as amended. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that clause 3 of Rule XXI be stricken ont. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is not in order; the previous question is 
still operating. 

Mr. CONGER. The previous question is not operating upon the 
adoption of the report. 

r. BLACKB The previous question is not yet exhausted; 

it was called upon the report and all amendments thereto. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must sustain the point of 


order. 

Mr. ö Let the record of the action of the House in that 
as, rag read. 

r. BLACKBURN. I take it that the previous question is not 

exhausted until the question is taken on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Missouri. I call for the re order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the amendment 
Li Sie — 7857 gentleman from Michigan ? 

r. RANDALL, +e Speaker.) There is. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not ask consent to offer that amendment. I 
ask that the recofd be read in order to show whether the previous 
question applies to the adoption of the whole report. 

The SP ro tempore. That is the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. CONGER. t that portion of the Journal be read. 

The SPEAKER on eae. The Journal is not yet made up. 

Mr. CONGER. n let the minutes of the journal clerk be read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Speaker has decided the point of order. 
Does the gentleman appeal ? 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to hear the record read. 

Mr. CLYMER. Let the Journal be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The clerk will read the minutes of 
his Journal. 

The journal clerk [Mr. Smith] read as follows: 


tempore. The question is noy upon adopting 


revised rules, reported from the 
House on the state of the Union, with amendments, on 
last, and pending when the House then adjourned; which said motion was 


to. 
Mr. BLACKBURN demanded the previous question on the adoption of the report 


of the Committee on Rules as amended by the Committee of the House on 


Cor =< — Union, together with amendments submitted by the Committee on 
les thereto. 
The perras question was seconded and the main question orđered. 
Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the main question was 
ordered ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, which 
was agreed 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That settles it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would seem to end the matter. 

Mr. CQONGER. It was not so stated at the time as to be under- 
stood. Wsay that most positively and distinctly. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. at was not understood ? 

Mr. CONGER. The motion of the gentleman was not stated so as 
to be understood by me and others on this side. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was not my fault, for it was stated by me 
in as distinct tones as I could employ. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman stated 
vious question on the amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I stated three times over that I demanded the 
previous Some on the report as well as on the amendments. 

Mr. CL And I heard the gentleman when he did it. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The Recorp will show that I 
made the fg oso to the gentleman from Kentucky to include the 
report in his demand of the previous question ; and he did it. 

. CONGER, -I demand the yeas and nays on the adoption of 
these rules. I do this because it gives us the only opportunity we 
can have to vote against this principle of political riders, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


that he demanded the pre- 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 88, not 
voting 82; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 
Acklen, Ellis, Lounsbery, es, 
Aiken, Evins, Low Singleton, O. R. 
Armfield, Ewing, Benj. 
Atkins, Felton, Martin, Edward L, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bachman, Field, ith, William E. 
Bicknell, Finley, McKenzie, Steele, 
Blackburn, Forney, McLane, Stephens, 
Bland, McMahon, Stevenson, 
Blount, es, MeMillin, Talbott, 
Gunter, Mills, Thompson, P. B 
Bright, Hammond, N. J. orse, ilman, 
Cabell, Harris, John T. Muldrow, Townshend, R. W. 
Cald ch, uller, cker, 
Carlisle, enkle, Myers, er, Oscar 
Clardy, Henry, ew, Turner, Thomas 
Clark, John B. Herbert, Nicholls, T 
8 Herndon, O'Connor, Vani 
Cobb, Waddill, 
Hostetler, Phel Warner, 
Colerick, House, Philips Wellborn, 
Converse, Hull, Phister, ells, 
Cook, * ii Poehler, Whitthorne, 
Covert, Hute! N Williams, Thomas 
Cox, Kenna, Richmond, 
Cravens, King, Robertson, Wilson, 
Davidson, Kitchin, W: 
Davis, Lowndes H. Klotz, Ross, W. Fernando 
ter. Knott, well, Wright, 
Di i Ladd, Ryon, John W. Young, Casey. 
Dickey, Le Fevre, ord, 
Dunn, Lindsey, Sawyer, 
NAYS—83. 
Aldrich, William Davis, Horace, Humphrey, Robeson, 
Anderson, Deering, ‘oyee, Russell, William A. 
Bailey, Dunn Keifer, Shallen > 
Baker, Dwight, i " Sherwin, 
Ballou, Lapham, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Farr, ks, 
Bayne, Fisher, McCook, mas, 
Bingham, Ford, McGowan, Townsend, Amos 
Blake, F the, Miller, ler, 
Brewer, el Monroe, pdegraff, J. T. 
Bene Harris, Benj. W M EF EEren, Th 
ws, k ure rner, 
Butterworth, Haskell, eal, Valentine, 
Calkins, Hawk, orcross, Van Aernam, 
Cannon, Hawley, O'Neill, 
C ter, Hayes, Osmer, 
C n, ton, Overton, Washburn, 
Conger, Heilman, Pacheco, Weaver, 
Cowgill, Henderson, Page, Wilber, 
Cra orr, Pound, Williams, C. G. 
Calberscs, Houk, Prescott, Willits, 
Davis, George R. Hubbell, Rice, Yocum. 
NOT VOTING—22. 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, Joseph J. Kelley, Riehardson, J. 
Atherton, De La x Ketcham, Russell, Daniel L. 
Barlow, Dic Kimmel, Ryan, 
Beale, Einstein, Lewis, Sapp, 
Belford, Elam, Loring, Shelley, 
foe Fort“ Martin, Joseph J Singleton Jas. W 
ITY, gleton, Jas. W. 
—— Frost, Mei, Speer, 
Bouck, Gibson, McKinley, Springer, 
Boyd, Gillette, Miles, Starin, 
Bragg, a Goode, Mitchell, Stone, 
Brig! s. Hall, Money, Taylor, 
Browne, Hammond, Jobn Morton, Tonpa, Wm. G. 
Buckner, Harmer, Newberry, Van 
Camp, Hiscock, O'Brien, Wait, 
Caswell, Hooker, O'Reilly, Whi 
Chalmers, Hunton, Orth, Whiteaker, 
Chi ames, Pierce, Wood, Walter A. 
Clark, Alvah A. Johnston, co, Young, Thomas L. 
Crowley, Jones, Reed, 
t Jorgensen, Richardson, D. P. 
So the report of the Committee on Rules, as amended, was adopted. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 
Mr. GODSHALK. My colleague, Mr. HARMER, is paired with the 
GOODE - 


gentleman from 0 Mr. ý 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. am paired with the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, Mr. BUCKNER. N 

Mr. HOOKER. On this question I am paired with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. LORING. 8 

Mr. SHELLEY. I am paired with the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. Stone. If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Iowa, Mr. THOMPSON. If he were here, I should vote “ sye i 

Mr. DIBRELL. My coll e, Mr. SIMONTON, is paired with the 
gentleman from Iowa, Mr. McCom, and my co e, Mr. TAYLOR, 
with the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. BRIGHAM. 

Mr. KING. My colleague, Mr. ELAM, who is absent by reason of 
illness, is paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Dick. 
My colleague, Mr. GIBSON, who is absent on account of indi ition, 
and who is paired with the gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. WAIT, 
would, if present, vote “ay.” The gentleman from Connecticut 
would vote “no.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman from Virginia, Mr. JOHNSTON, is 

with A ora from Indiana, Mr. ORTH. 

Mr. SING ‘ON, of Mississippi. My colleague, Mr. CHALMERS, 
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who is paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. VAN VOOR- 

would, if present, vote “ ay.” F 3 , 

r. CAB My colleague, Mr. HUNTON, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. BROWNE. My colleague, if present, would 
vote " ay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Alabama, Mr. LEWIS. f 5 

` Mr. HASKELL. My colleague, Mr. Ryan, who is paired with the 
gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. MANNING, would, if present, yote 
“no. 5 

Mr. BOUCK. Iam paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Mc- 
KINLRV. If he were present, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. WHITE. Lam paired with my colleague, Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 
If he were present, I should vote “no;” I presume he would vote 
“u a ead 

Mr. SAPP. Iam paired with the gentleman from California, Mr. 
Berry. If at liberty to vote, I should vote“ no.” ; 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman from Colorado, Mr. BELFORD, is 
paired with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER. _ 

Mr. BAILEY. My colleague, Mr. EINSTEIN, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, Mr. CLARK. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and adopted : 

5,000 copies of the rules of the Hou: roperly indexed, be ted 
8 — of the journal clerk, for the use of the House. pe 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. GARFIELD. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the foregoing rules, just adopted as a substitate for all existin, 


rules of the House, shall take effect and be in force from and after the hour o 


noon on Monday next, on which day, after the reading of the Journal, the Speke 
shall present to the Honse the calendars provided for in these rules, on which shall 
be entered in proper order all the measures now pending before the House or the 
Committee of the Whole: Provided, That in carrying these rules into e no 
standing committee shall be abolished, nor the number of the same decreased, - 
ing tbe present Congress; nor shall any existing special order be set aside. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This resolution will not prevent the Speaker from 
making additional appointments during this session upon committees 
whose numbers are increased ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, sir; where the new rules provide for an in- 
crease that can be carried out. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BRAGG, for two weeks, on account of important business ; 
an 

To Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, for eight days. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The 8 memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk's desk, under the rule, and referred as h ows, viz: 

By Mr. AIKEN : The petition of the publisher of the Lexington 
(South Carolina) Dispatch, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH : The petition of the Illinois Staats 
Zeitung Company; of H. J. Bohn & Co., publishers of the Hotel 
World, Chicago, and of G. P. Engerhard, editor of the Chicago Gro- 
cer and Mercantile Review, and the Druggist, Chicago, Illinois, of 
similar ng pays the same committee. 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: The petition of Owen Brothers 
and others, of Providence, Rhode Island, for the removal of the duty 
5 55 chrome iron - ore and bichromate of potash—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of Charles E. Birdsall and others, 
ex-soldiers of Kansas, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of Beatty & Batchelder, publishers of the Her- 
ald, Clyde; of Stephen De Young, publisher oF the Free Press, Caw- 
ker City; of Charles Hoyt, publisher of the Sentinel, Minneapolis; 
of Maberly & Callett, publishers of the Times, Ellsworth; of vid 
B. Loudon, Dee of the Herald, Delphos; and of William God- 


dard, publisher of the permet inneapolis, Kansas, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
By Mr. ATKINS: The petitions of C. E. Duncan & Co., and W. H. 


Bevill, druggists, and of the Western Wholesale Druggists’ Associa- 


tion, for the repeal of the stamp-tax on medicines, & .- to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of W. L. Oury, publisher of the Transcript, Savan- 
nab, Tenn that materials in making paper be p on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. BALLOU: The petition of merchants and manufacturers 
of the United States, that chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash 
may be allowed to enter free of duty—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of William Ayres, publisher of the 
Democratic Standard, Eureka, Humboldt County, California, for the 
abolition of the duty on ty to the same committee. 

By Mr, BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, for the pas- 
sage of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 9 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of C. E. Potts, John Kees- 
han, and 125 others, d ists and apothecaries of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
that Congress so modify the internal-revenue law relating to the 
stamp-tax on perfumery, medicines, cosmetics, &c., as that only such 
articles as are manufactured or sold under protection of trade-marks 
shall be subject to said tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Charles Nelson and 200 others, of Hamilton 
County, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the 
manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of French & Conner, publishers 
of the Gazette, Kentland, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on 
ty to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

by Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of J. A. Smith, publisher of the 
Beacon, Spirit Lake, Iowa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of S. S. Parker and 51 others, ex-soliliers of Osce- 
ola County, Iowa, for the equalization of bounties—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of S. R. Helsel and 59 others, 
citizens of Franklin County, Ohio, that Con enact such laws 
as will alleviate the . imposed upon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of John G. Edwards and 60 others, citizens of 
Franklin County, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to 
make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone respon- 
sible for aR cee aged the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of Thomas J. Cartwright and 40 
others, soldiers of the late war, of Penville, Indiana, for an equaliza- 
tion of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs, h 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of F. M. Moore, publisher of the 
Logan County Enterprise, neville, Arkansas, for the abolition of 
the duty on acne the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of Theodore Coleman, pub- 
lisher of the Journal, Santa Clara, California, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of Benjamin E. Darby, publisher 
of the People’s Press, Owatonna, Minnesota, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of Charles M. Dickinson, editor of 
the Republican, Binghamton, New York, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. FARR: The petition of V. V. Twitchell, publisher of the 
Mountaineer, Gorham, New Hampshire, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
agony ems aa the same committee. 

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of soldiers of Perry County, Penn- 
sylvania, for the passage of a bill for the equalization of bounties— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of John H, Stacy, of Hunnewell’s Point, 
and others, of Bath, Maine, for the establishment of a life-saving sta- 
tion at Hunnewell’s Point, Maine—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of C. J. Barker and others, of Lewiston, Maine, for 
the removal of duties from chrome iron ore and bichromate of pot- 
ash—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Serman, Rate & Co. anp James 
Reed & Son, publishers of Ashtabula, Ohio, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printin 9 8 the same committee. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Johnson County, 
Kansas, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manu- 
facturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of Merrill & Quinn, publishers of 
the Record and Gazette, Pocomoke City, Maryland, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of ex-Federal soldiers of East Ten- 
nessee, for the of the equalization of bounty bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili rs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Resolutions of the Le ture of Wisconsin, 
relative to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


Also, resolution of the of Wisconsin, in relation to finan- 


cial legislation in Congress—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 
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By Mr. HURD: The petition of the town council of Perrysburgh, 
Ohio, for the improvement of Maumee River—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the eet of John Yeager and others, of Wood County, 
Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 7 

Also, the petition of William Martin and others, of Wood County, 
Ohio, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions 
imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now 
control the interstate commerce of the country—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petitions of the Toledo Blade Printing Company and 
others, of Toledo, and of Evers & Rudolph and others, of Bowling 
Green, Ohio, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitionof William Martin and others, of Wood County, 
and of R. E. Betts and others, of Sandusky County, Ohio, that the 
patent laws be so amended asto make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of H. G. Reynolds, publisher of the 
Herald, Gouverneur, New York, that materials used in making paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on print- 
ing-paper—to the same committee. 

Iso, the petitions of H. G. Reynolds, publisher of the Herald, Gou- 
verneur, New York, and of B. H. Parker, publisher of the News, Nor- 
wood, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: The petition of Daniel Ruggles, asking that 
his petition for an appropriation to be expended in developing his 
system of prodacing rain-fall be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture for some immediate action—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of Crosby S. Noyes, Evening Star; 
A. M. Clapp, National Republican; Ringwault, Hock & Miller, Critic; 
T. B. Kalbfus, Sunday Herald ; S. A. Safford, Sunday Capital, and W. 
C. Scribner, Sunday Gazette, Washington, District of Columbia, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: The petition of citizens of Montana Territory, 
in relation to certain amendments of the public land laws—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Helena (Montana Territory) Board of Trade, 
relating to the improvement of the Missouri River above the falls— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EDWARD L. MARTIN: The petition of Scott & Townsend, 
blue of the Milford (Delaware) Chronicle, for the abolition of 
the duty on Bot scare the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. M WAN: The petition of John A. Robertson, John Rus- 
sell, and 110 others, citizens of Barry County, Michigan, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 
patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that Con, enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of Alexander Montgomery, for ar- 
rears of pay as an officer in the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on 3 f Affairs. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of numerous inmates of the Sol- 
diers Home, Dayton, Ohio, for the reappointment of General B. F. 
Butler as manager thereof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Dayton, Ohio, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

80, iho petition of citizens of Greene County, Ohio, that the pat- 
ent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 
patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Also,@he petition of citizens of Greene County, Ohio, that Congress 
enact Sach lave as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the 
people by the bir ede monopolies that now control the inter- 
state commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of D. D. Benedict and others, re- 
tail druggists of Norwalk, Ohio, for the repeal of the tax on medici- 
nal preparations, &c.—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of A. M. Keller and 16 others, citizens 
of Maine, owners and masters of vessels, for the repeal of the com- 

ulsory pilotage laws as enforced on entering and leaving New York 

bor by way of Hell Gate—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of William E. Stephenson and 470 
others, Union soldiers of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pension claims—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of 3 & Co., the gg oes 
Publishing Company, the Union Printing Company, and the Palla- 
dium Company, of New Haven, Con cut, that materials used in 
making r be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


By Mr. POEHLER: The petitions of Henry Hinds, publisher Ar- 
Shakopee; of J. Gutzweiller, publisher of the Wright County: 

le, Delano; and of William Murphy, publisher of the Recorder, 
Appleton, Minnesota, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 


same committee. 

Also, the petitions of W. C. Bredenh ; publisher of the Free 
Press, Carver, and of Wesley Moran, publisher of the Post, Bird Island, 
Minnesota, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of S. P. Jennison, publisher of the Goodhue 
County Republican, Red Wing; of Henry Hinds, publisher of the 
Argus, Shakopee; of E. P. Hunting and Frank E. Gibson, publishers 
of the News, Le Sueur, and of J. Gutzweiller, publisher of the Wright 
bene Ser le, Delano, Minnesota, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printin 171 r—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Memorial of the New York Central Farmers’ 
Club, relating to the establishment of a department of agriculture— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a paper relating to the sion claim of Peter Claesgens—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROTHWELL: The petition of James E. Cadle and 16 oth- 
ers, citizens of Livingston County, Missouri, that a pension be granted 
Dennis Wolfskill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: The petitions of T. E. Leftwick, of the 
Optic, Larned; of T. B. Murdock, of the Times, El Dorado; of R. B. 
Fry, of the News, Spearville; of Rutherford & leson, of the Her- 
ald, Topeka ; of Mead & Presbrey, of the Republican, McPherson ; 
Gf David Geers: of dpe Fur Haimath, Halstead, Kanas for the abo. 
lition of the duty on —to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of Mead & Presbrey, of the Republican, Me- 
Pherson; of David Goerz, of the Fur Haimath, Halstead; of T. B. 
Murdock, of the Times, El Dorado; and of Fletcher Meredith and other 
publishers of Hutchinson, Kansas, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing-paper—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Coffey, Chase, and McPherson 
Counties, Kansas, that Con enact such laws as will alleviate the 
oporo imposed upon the people by the transportation monopo- 
lies that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of citizens of Shawnee and McPherson Counties, 
Kansas, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manu- 
facturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ments—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Kan: against the passage of the 
sixty-surgeon bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENSON : The petition of G. W. Clotfelter, of Bath, 
Illinois, for the repeal of the stamp-tax on medicine, &c.—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petitions of Ernst Knauer, publisher of the 
Deutscher Anzeiger, of Schenectady, and of L. F. Allen, publisher of 
the Canajoharie ii, Canajoharie, New York, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of L. F. Allen & Co., of Canajoharie, New York 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of E. D. Jennings and 59 other citi- 
zens of Ionia County, Michigan, that Congress enact such laws as 
will alleviate the oppressions im upon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. D. Jennings and 59 others, citizens of Ionia 
County, Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible 
for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of Wyat L. Starrett and 15 others, 
ex-Union soldiers, who were prisoners in Andersonville prison, that 
all soldiers of the late war who were confined in rebel prisons be 
granted pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of John W. Greer, editor of the Murphysborough 
(Illinois) Independent, and of A. J. Nisbet, editor of the Southern 
(Illinois) Advocate, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of Curlee & Brother, publishers of the Perry 
County Press, Illinois; of B. F. Bowen, publisher of the Democrat, 
Chanute, Kansas; of H. F. Potter, ublisher of the A us, Journal, 
and Cairo Daily Argus, Cairo and Mound City, Illinois, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on t; to the same committee. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, Jr.: The petition of Mary Cahill, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of ex-soldiers, 
of Brayfield, Illinois, for the passage of the equalization of bounty 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petitions of the publishers of the Ham- 
ilton County News, Aurora; of the Tribune, Fremont; of the Po- 
krók Západu, Omaha; of the Herald, Nelson ; of the Sherman County 
Times, the Pioneer Re ublican, Pawnee; of the Re- 
Staats Zeitung, Nebraska 


up City; o 
publican, West Point ; of the Neb 
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City; of the Nebraska Press, Nebraska City; of the High School 
Journal, Omaha; of the Republican, Omaha; of the Post, Omaha; of 
the Nebraska Farmer, Lincoln; of the Sentinel, Seward; of the 


Guard, Bloomington; of the Blue Valley Blade, Seward ; of the Jour- 
nal, Norfork; of the Pen and Plow, Oakdale; of the le, Dakota; 
of the Herald, Omaha; of the Courier, Beatrice; of the Nebraska 


Democrat, Grand Island; of the Advocate, Yekamah; of the Herald, 
Juniata, and of the Red Clond, Nebraska, for the abolition of 
the duty on t to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of the ee of the Review, Edgar; of the 
Platte Valley Independent, Grand Island; of the Independent, Wahoo; 
of the Guard, Bloomin ; of the Herald, Omaha; of the Herald, 
Fremont; of the Danish Times, Omaha, and of the Courier, Beatrice, 
Nebraska, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Independent, Wahoo, Ne- 
braska, that materials used in making paper be p. on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper, and for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on ty to the same committee. 

Also, the petition o K. L. Molflitt and 30 others, of Seward, Nebraska, 
that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im- 
posed upon the people by the rtation monopolies that now 
control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Robert Ruby and 30 others, that the patent 
laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of pat- 
ented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of Almira H. Thompson, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of J. P. Babington, of Shelby, North 
Carolina, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and 

By Mr. WARD: Letter from the Secretary of War, relating to the 
survey of Delaware River at Chester and us Hook, Pennsylva- 
nia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Chester ee Pennsylvania, sol- 
diers of the United States Army, en in the late war, for the 
early p: of a law providing for the payment of the difference 
between the value of backs, in-which they were paid for their 
services, and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the Philadelphia Commercial Exchange, for an 
appropriation for the improvement of Delaware River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: BD ponupa of Walter O. Brower, pub- 
lisher of the Argus, Long P and of Barker & Wilson, pub- 
lishers of the Press, Cambridge, Minnesota, that materials in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on pontine papar to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

the petition of Walter C. Brower, publisher of the Argus, 
Long Prairie, Minnesota, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. ; 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of E. C. Westlake and 56 others, 
citizens of Cherry Tree, ary a for the passage of the bill (H. 
R. No, 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. : 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petitions of George Nieshe, C. 
Schmitt, and 36 others; of M. Sheridan, J. L. Case, and 38 others; 
of Charles Rupp, Geo Morgan, and 33 others, citizens of Hamil- 
ton County, Ohio, for the passage of bill (H. R. No. 4327) to create a 
department of manufactures, mechanics, and mines—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 3, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate ef the 16th ultimo, a list of the names of all 
officers of the Army retired since the passage of the act of June 18 
1878, with their ages, date of retirement, &c.; which, on motion of 
Mr. RoLLINS, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. GROOME presented a memorial of the Kent Connty Agricult- 
ural Association, of Maryland, in favor of certain pro 3 


posed 
tion by Congress concernin iculture; which was referred to the 
Committee on iculture. Pee f 
D: Har- 


Mr. e e a copy of the petition of 
wood, of Richmond, Virginia, praying for-the passageof a law direct- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1269 


ing the p accounting officers of the Treasury to pay him $1,295 
for rent and occupation of a house and lot belonging to him during 
the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the memorial of the Cherokee delega- 
tion, remonstrating against the by Congress of any act allow- 
ing certain citizens of the State of North Carolina, of Cherokee de- 
scent, commonly called North Carolina Cherokees, any interest in the 
lands and funds of the Cherokee Nation ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of E. E. Parker and others, 
members of the bar at Nashua, New Hampshire, praying that the 
terms of the United States circuit and district courts, now held at 
Exeter, be removed to the c'ty of Concord, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of William Miller and 22 
ex-soldiers, of Winthrop, Iowa, and the petition of the Dubuque Vet- 
eran Corps, of Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the passage of the equal- 
ization bounty bill; which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
1 5 WINDOM ripened the petition of J. Walker and others, citi- 
zens of Winona, Minnesotarpraying that such an amendment of the 
patent laws be made as will protect innocent users of patented arti- 
cles from prosecution as infringers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of H. H. Haydon and others, citi- 
zens of Winona, Minnesota, praying for such legislation as will pre- 
vent fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in charges for 
transportation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Byron F. Titcomb and others, of 
Plainview, Minnesota, ex-soldiers, praying for the passage of a bill 
which shall place the pay of soldiers upon the same basis as the pay 
of bondholders; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of the mayor, aldermen, and other 
citizens of Houston, Texas, praying Congress to make an 3 
tion for the improvement of the navigation of Buffalo Bayou; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial of John Scott, president 
of the Allegheny Valley Railroad Company, representing two hun- 
dred and fifty-nine miles of railroad, remonstrating against-a reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails from 828 to $10 a ton; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of James Oliver Fries and others, of 
Cedarville, Pennsylvania, soldiers in the late war, praying to be paid 
the difference between the value of gold and greenbacks at the time 
they were paid for their services as soldiers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Cameron County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the establishment of a department of agricult- 
ure; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Cameron County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in 
freights and unjust discriminations in charges for transportation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present the petition of William P. Bancroft, of 
Wilmington, Delaware, and a large number of other individuals and 
associations, merchants, manufacturers, and consumers in the States 
of Massachusetts, New York, Ohio, New Jersey, Rhode Island, and 
New Hampshire, praying sias the prohibitory duties now levied upon 
chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash may be removed therefrom, 
in order that the large industrial pursuits of our country may be en- 
couraged, and enabled to better compete with England and Germany 
for the trade offered by Brazil, South and Central America, Cuba, &., 
and to cheapen to our own people, as well, the cost of nearly all wear- 
ing apparel, and many articles of household necessity. I move the 

erence of the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the potion of Beverly Kennon, a citizen 
of the United States, praying for an appropriation by Congress to 
construct a counterpoise battery for the protection of cannon for 
coast defense and the field, also on board iron-plated vessels for river 
20a pardot defense; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


Mr. CARPENTER presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of a bill to amend 
the statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented additional ener in relation to the claim 
of George F. Brott, assignee of Brott, Davis and Sohns, for certain 
cotton taken from the schooner Sea Lion by the United States author- 
5 during the late war; which were referred to the Committee on 

ims. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 967) to extend the jurisdiction of the 
northern district of Texas, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
ec meta was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them without amend- 
ment: g 
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A bill (H. R. No. 2799) to remove the political disabilities of Abner 
ares of Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2801) to remoye the political disabilities of Walter 
R. Butt, of California; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2800) to remove the political disabilities of John 
M. Brooke, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2569) to remove the political disabilities of William 
Sharp, of Virginia. 

Mr. THUR V. A paper was referred by the Senate to the Judi- 
ciary Committee which upon examination we find to be a petition 
ef the Woman’s Anti-Polygamy Society of Utah Territory, praying 
that GEORGE Q. CANNON, å Delegate in the House of Representatives 
from that Territory, be expelled from that body. On looking at the 
petition we find that it is a petition to the House of Representatives, 
and that it had no business here, and that it was undoubtedly at f 
an oversight presented in the Senate. Iam instructed by the Judi- 
ciary Committee to ask to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 

Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, repofted adversely thereon, and 
they were postponed indefinitely : 

A bill (H. R. No. 358) to provide for the ap intment of an addi- 
tional clerk in the western judicial district o North Carolina; 

A bill (S. No. 1121) in relation to jury trials in certain cases; and 

A bill (S. No. 945) to transfer certain claims from the Executive 
Departments to the Court of Claims for adjudication. 

. FERRY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 953) for the relief of Kimberly Brothers, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
É. No. 1379) for the relief of David Heustis, asked to be disc 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Anson Dart, i payment of a balance claimed to 
be due him for services rendered the United States Government as 
Indian superintendent on the Pacific coast, submitted an adverse re- 
port thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 89) for the relief of John Adams, 
William B. Clift, David Dunseath, William Killinger, J. F. Scott, 
administrator of the estate of Obediah Scott, de „Davis C. Peak, 
Charles Linderman, James Linnane, Patrick Carey, John McMahon, 
and James Gorman, administrator of the estate of Patrick Gorman, 
deceased, reported it with amendments and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1260) to facilitate the transaction 
of business in the Supreme Court of the United States, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. ) 

Mr. FARLEY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1130) for the relief of David Wingate, of 
Rochester, New Hampshire, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which wasordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the Dill (S. No. 1359) to authorize and enable the Eastern 
band of the Cherokee Indians to institute and prosecute a suit in the 
Court of Claims against the Cherokee Nation, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the J 7 5 0 which was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1263) to regulate appointments and pro- 
motions in the Marine Corps, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in 
the appropriations for the transportation of the-mails on star routes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, reported it with amendments. 


JOHN R, M’LEAN. 


Mr. McDONALD. I move that the Committee on the Judiciary be 
discharged from the further consideration of the memorial of John 
R. McLean, relating to the taking of illegal fees in the United States 
clerk’s office in the circuit court for the southern district of Ohio, 
and praying for the e of a committee. I make the motion 
with the consent of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MCDONALD, it was 

That leave be given to withdraw from the files of the Senate the me- 
morial of John R. McLean. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1407) for the relief of Lacon R. Tillman; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. THURMAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1408) to farther amend the act entitled “An 
act to reo! ize the courts of the District of Columbia, and for 


rganize 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1863, and to repeal section 861 of 


chapter 24 of the Revised Statutes of the District of Columbia, and 


re-enact the same as amended; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. MCDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1409) for the relief of James H. Woodard ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1410) to aid in increasin 
commercial relations with the Argentine Republic; which was — 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to ) radas syn (8. No. gang 8 to James Morgan; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom ing pa 
referred to the Commitice on Pensions. ann 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1412) regulating the compensation of pay- 
masters’ clerks in the United States Army ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VEST asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1413) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Hannibal, in the State of Missouri; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

_ Mr. FARLEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1414) authorizing claimants to the Rancho de 
Napa, in Napa County, California, to prove up their title; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1415) for the relief of Rollin J. Reeves 
and Henry R. Lemly; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1416) relating to writs of execution in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

_ Mr. JONAS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 1417) for the relief of Mrs. Bettie Taylor Dan- 
dridge and Miss Sarah Kuox Wood, daughter and granddaughter of 
Zachary Taylor, late President of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. CARPENTER submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire as to 
whether or not under existing treaties Congress has a right to make the Indian 
Territory a separate judicial district and to organize a court or courts therein ; 
and, if so, what eye aes ought to be conferred upon said courts, and report 
by bill or otherwise, 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to state to the Senator from Wisconsin 
that that subject, in all its branches, is already before the Commit- 
tee on Territories of this body, and it is not worth while, I think, to 
refer the subject to another committee. 

Mr. CARPENTER. This resolution refers to a mere question of 
law, and I think the Judiciary Committee should consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

Mr. GARLAND. I shall . we Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas objects, and 
the resolution goes over under the rule. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT MEMPHIS. N 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it 
now proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. gy to pro- 
vide for the construction of a marine hospital in the city of Mem Tis 
Tennessee. 

I desire to say, if the Senate will indulge me, that owing to the 
want of suitable hospital accommodation there very great suffering 
was occasioned during the epidemics of 1878 and 1879, and perhaps 
3 resulted from want of sufficient hospital accommodations 

ere. 

The construction of a pavilion marine hospital at Memphis is recom- 
mended by the Secre of the Treasury, by the Supervising Surgeon 
of the Marine Hospital Service, by the National Board of Health, by 
the president of the board of health of the city of Memphis, and by the 
Committee on Commerce. I hope the Senate will give consent to 
take up the bill, for I do not think it will require five minutes to dis- 
pose of it. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. HEREFORD ] reported 
= bill from the Committee on Commerce and can state the facts in 
the case. : 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to say that there is a little history in rela- 
tion to these hospitals. We established them at various points over 
this country, in many places where it was found there was really no 
occasion for them. Ido not myself believe that there are seamen 
enough to require the establishment of a marine hospital at Mem- 
phis, and I believe it would increase the expenses of the Government 
tenfold to maintain a hospital there above and beyond what it 
would cost to have the sick cared for in private quarters. I do not 
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know abont the particular facts of this case; I should like to listen 
to them; but Ido know that we have traveled over this road once or 
twice, and have found that we had made very grave mistakes in re- 
lation to these hospitals. It is a very good thing to have them. We 
have sold them in several States. This is a matter that has not been 
brought to my attention recently, and I do not recall the points to 
mind, but I am right in the fact. Will my friend from Tennessee 
tell me how many seamen are registered at Memphis? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. HEREFORD] 
has papers in his hands which will enable him to answer accurately 
the question of the Senator from Maine. But I desire to say in 
answer to the Senator from Maine that the Surgeon-General of the 
Marine Hospital Service, after a careful examination of the question, 
recommends the construction of a pavilion hospital at Memphis for the 
accommodation of the seamen there; the Secretary of the Treasury rec- 
ommends it; the National Board of Health recommends it; the board of 
health of the city of Memphis recommendsit; and the experience of the 
last two years of the epidemics there has satisfied all persons cognizant 
of the facts that it is a matter of the highest importance to the class 


to be accommodated by the propon building that we should have a 


pavilion marine hospital at Memphis. 2 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let us call things by their right names. If it is a 
proper thing, in view of the locality and the health of our people, to 
establish a hospital at Memphis for general purposes owing to the 
calamity which has rested upon that place on several occasions, let 
it be so presented; but let it not be done under the guise 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. : 

Mr. HARRIS. The marines at Memphis have been accommodated 
up to this time by tbe city hospital, adequate for ordinary purposes, 
but inadeqnate for the ordinary purposes of the city and to accom- 
modate the seamen and marines who are there. Itis for the accom- 
modation of that particular class, and that class alone, that the pro- 
posed hospital is desired. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I would be very much obliged to the Senator from 
Tennessee, or to the Senator from West Virginia, if either of them 
will inform this body what is the number of marines at that port. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine assent to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think the bill had better go over; I want to look 
into it. I have had too much experience in this very branch to con- 
sent to the present consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill goes 
over. 

TITLES AT HOT SPRINGS. 

Mr. WALKER. I gave notice on Friday last that at the expiration 
of the morning hour to-day I should call up the bill (H. R. No. 4244) 
for the establishment of titles in Hot Springa bee for other purposes, 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 

sry VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be reported and objections 


ask 

Mr. WALKER. I ask that the report of the Committee on Public 
Lands be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will first be reported. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will this matter lead to discussion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair will first have the bill read, 
and then inquire whether there is objection to its present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and was interrupted by 

Mr. McMILLAN. From the appearance of the bill which is now 
being read it seems to me that it will consume almost the entire time 
Sppropriaed for the Calendar to read the bill. Itis very certain 
that it will lead to discussion, I think, because this subject has always 
led to discussion when brought before the Senate. I ask the Senator 
from Arkansas whether he will not consent to proceed to the Calen- 
dar under the regular order and leave this bill to come up when there 
shall be more time to devote to it in the Senate. I dislike to object 
to its present consideration. 

Mr. KER. I hope the Senator from Minnesota will withdraw 
his objection to the present consideration of the bill. Last Friday I 
gave notice that to-day, at the expiration of the morning hour, I should 
call up the bill for consideration; but as the Senator from Illinois 
has the floor to proceed with the discussion of the unfinished business, 
at that time I had hoped the Senate would consider the bill now. 
It is important that it should be promptly considered, inasmuch as 
the time for legislation upon this subject expires on the 14th day of 
March. There is, therefore, little time to consider the matter, and I 
hope the Senator will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam satisfied that the bill cannot be disposed 
ef this morning. The Senator from Illinois has the floor to discuss 
the bill pending now as unfinished business, and there are but three- 

uarters of an hour remaining between this moment and the time 
that the Senator from Illinois will take the floor. Ido notapprehend 
there is any probability that this matter can be disposed of this morn- 
ing. If the Senator from Arkansas desires to take the floor himself 
upon the bill, if there is any desire of that kind, I, of course, shall 
in no objection to that; but if the bill is ed up merely for 
its disposition, I feel sure it cannot be disposed of in that time, and 
I suggest to the Senator whether its consideration would not inter- 
fere with the disposition of all the bills on the Calendar in their regu- 
Jar order. That is the only suggestion I make. 


Mr. WALKER. As the objection of the Senator carries the bill 
over, I shall ask that it be considered to-morrow at the expiration of 
the morning hour. . 


Mr. Mc I do not inte an objection. If the Senator 
desires to have the bill read, and if it leads to no discussion on being 
read, I shall not object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the 
3 of the bill. 
atin ce Did not the Senator from Minnesota object to 

e 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I withdrew my objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota withdrew 
his objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish tosay about the bill, that as it came from 
the House it covered some seven or eight pages. I observe by look- 
ing at the printed bill that the committee ropare to strike out pretty 
much the whole of it and substitute practically a new bill. I will as- 
sist with my vote the Senator from Arkansas to take up this bill, not 
in the morning hour but as he proposed, after the morning hour, on 
any day when he may make the motion, that we may have an under- 
standing of it. I did not hear any notice given that the bill was to 
be taken up to-day. The notice, it seems, was that it was to be taken 
up after the morning hour. It is proposed now in the morning hour 
to take up this voluminous and important bill and to consider it. I 
beg the Senator not to drive me or anybody else to make an objection, 
but to let it stand until after the morning hour, as he proposed, to- 
morrow morning or on some day when it can be considered. 

That the Senators from Arkansas need not ree that delay is 
unnecessary on this subject, I will say to them that I have received 
from residents of Arkansas, one or two of whom were formerly resi- 
dents of New York, who are property holders and largely interested 
in this matter, letters and statements, intelligent and instructive, as 
I think, which I should like to have here to be considered in connec- 
tion with the bill, which was reported only last Friday, and without 
the slightest apprehension on my part that it was to come up to-day, 
and particularly 3 somewhat hasty and formal proceedings 
of the morning hour. erefore if the Senators will allow the bill to 
stand until to-morrow, or any day, after the morning hour, I shall be 
very glad to assist them, with the little assistance that I can give, to 
get up the bill; but I hope they will not press a bill of this sort during 
the morning hour and under such circumstances. ` 

Mr. GARLAND. I am very glad the Senator from New York is 
interested in this matter, and I wish all other Senators would become 
equally so. It has been a matter of very great labor, of exacting 
labor, upon the Senators from Arkansas, as well as upon the Repre- 
sentatives in the lower House, <6 A ~ 

By a resolution of suspension of all further 8 in this 
matter, which was p early in January, after the holiday recess, 
the time for legislation will be closed on the 14th of this month. 
That leaves only twelve days, counting to-day, for legislation to be 
had. Whatever action the Senate takes upon the matter has got to 
go back to the House. 

Mr. CONKLING. I could not hear the Senator. What is it that 
establishes a twelve-days limit? 

Mr. GARLAND. I will repeat. — — resolution passed very early 
after the recess, in January, all further proceedings in the Interior 
Department and the Land Office to perfect the title to this land were 
suspended for a period of sixty days. That period of sixty days ex- 
pires on the 14th of this month, which leaves, counting to-day, twelve 
days only in which legislation is to be had; and whatever measure 
passes the Senate will have to go to the House for the action of that 
mcf it may be. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator hear a suggestion at that point? 

Mr. GARLAND. I will, with great pleasure. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is this—and I appeal to many examples, some 
of them I think within the memory of the Senator—neither the Sec- 
retary of the Interior nor any other executive officer would, upon being 
informed, by a committee even, that the two Houses were considering 
a purpose to change legislation giving direction to him, proceed so 

romptly as to trip that legislation. Therefore, I do not think the 
N will have the slightest difficulty, upon addressing a note to 
the Secretary of the Interior, in seeing that nothing is done so very 
hastily as it would be if immediately upon the expiration of the sixty 
days he should proceed to act. But, again, if the Senator will allow 
me, it would be a very easy thing to pass a resolution, if he deems 
that necessary, extending for a small number of days in addition, 
this interval of time. 

Mr. GARLAND. That may all be very true, but I was simply stat- 
ing matters of fact that exist in reference to this transaction; and as 
the sixty days were considered ample time in which to perfect this 
legislation, it was the desire of the Senators from Arkansas that it 
should be accomplished, if possible, within the time. My coll e 
made the report last Friday, and gave notice that he would it 
up to-day for action. 

This is not legislation concerning alone the Senators from Arkan- 
sas. It is a matter in which the public are interested, and we are 
not selfish at all; we are glad to have other Senators take an interest 
in it. We wish now, while the subject is before the Senate, to make 
this 1 on Senators: that we want such 1 ae passed as 
will make a finality as far as there can be one on this subject, so that 
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there will be no further legislation needed after this is done. Of 


course we yield to the su tion of the Senator from New York that 
this matter go over, with the notice of my coll e that he will 
insist upon its consideration to-morrow. e report is printed, and 


wes be glad to have Senators examine the question, in order that 
we may have all the light possible. We will ask the Senate to con- 
sider it to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that to-morrow, 
after the morning hour, the Senator from Arkansas will ask the Sen- 
ate to consider the bill. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the bill (S. No. 1314) for the relief of 
Chester A. Arthur, collector of the port of New York, be taken up 
for present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers to allow Chester A. 
Arthur, collector of the port of New York, in settlement of his ac- 
connts, a credit for 88,436.88, being for $5,000 in gold coin, a sam 
now charged to the collector, which was stolen or disappeared from 
the office of the then cashier of the custom-house at New York, Jan- 
uary 21, 1876, without the default or negligence of the collector or of 
the late William D. Robinson, cashier, and for $3,436.88, the amount 
of an apparent discrepancy in account of proceeds of sales of un- 
claimed goods, which is unexplained by reason of the death of Sam- 
uel G. Ogden, late auditor of the custom-house, who had charge of 
such account, and personally received and disbursed all moneys 
thereon erie E whole term of service of thirty-six years. 

Mr. MORRILL, I will merely say that this bill embraces for the 
main part a bill of the same character reported to and by the 
Senate last year, and which was favorably considered by the House 
committee and reported, but not in season to be acted upon by the 
House. It is a bill that has received the unanimous assent of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and is favored by the Secre of the Treasury. 
The two officers named in the bill were long in the employment of 
the Government in the custom-house in New York, thirty or forty 

ears, and there is a very considerable balance that has been paid into 
the Treasury by them of money saved over and above wink they 
would be compelled legally, haps, to account for. Ihave no doubt 
myself of the propriety of the passage of this bill. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DRAWBACK ON EXPORTED GOODS. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate now to proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 910. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 910) to amend section 3020 of 
the Revised Statutes. 

The Committee on Finance reported the bill with an amendment, 
which was, in line 17, after the word “ shall,” to strike out “equal” 
and insert “ be not less than.” 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire now to offer the House bill on the same sub- 
ject as a substitute for the bill before the Senate. It is identical with 
the bill before us. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 

That section 3020 of the Revised Statutes be so amended as to read as follows : 

“So, 3020, Where fire-arms, scales, balances, shovels, spades, axes, hatch - 
mers, plows, cultivators, mowing- machines, and reapers, man with stock 
or handles e of wood grown in the United States, are exported for benefit of 
drawback under the prvosting section, such articles shall be entitled to such draw- 
back in all cases where the imported material exceeds one-half of the value of the 
material used. And where cans, manufactured in whole or in part of imported ma- 
terial, filled with products grown or produced in the United States, are ex for 
benefit of such drawback, the same shall, in all cases, be entitled to the drawback 
provided for in the preceding section where the imported material usedin the man- 
ufacture of such cans shall equal 70 per cent. of the value of all the material used in 
the manufacture thereof.” 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. BAYARD. The House having acted upon this question I de- 
sire that we should pass the House bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been a to as a substitute. 


Mr. MORRILL. Not as a substitute; that is not the proper course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was offered as a substitute and agreed 
to as a substitute. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would merely observe that it should not in 
form be presented as a substitute. The omoes of the exchange of 
the bills is to pass the House bill, and therefore I take it the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance only desires to have the House 
bill passed instead of the Senate bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Isuggest to the Senator from Delaware, if he 
will allow me, that the motion to accomplish his purpose is to lay 
aside the Senate bill and take up the House bill. f: he substitutes 
itit still remains a Senate bill which must go to the House, but if he 
lays aside the Senate bill and takes up the House bill, that will ac- 
complish his object. 

Mr. BAY. . My object was to facilitate the of the meas- 
ure into a law, and it having had the assent of the House, I ask the 
Senate to act on the House measure, laying aside the Senate bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The sug tionof the Senator from New 
York is the correct one and that wi the order. $ 

Mr. BAYARD. Let the House bill be before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The House bill will be considered as be- 
fore the Senate, the Committee on Finance being discharged from its 
consideration. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Mer me toa to consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 3462) to amend section of the Revised Statutes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate bill No. 910 will be regarded 
as indefinitely postponed. . 

THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. McMILLAN, I ask for the regular order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar, commencing at the point reached yesterday. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. PLUMB. The first bill to be called is the bill (H. R. No. 3968) 
for the relief of certain actual settlers on the Kansas trust and di- 
minished-reserve lands, in the State of Kansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That bill was passed without prejudice 
yesterday, and will now be taken up. f 

Mr. MOMILLAN. Win not the case that was unfinished at the end 
of the call yesterday now come up! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill was passed over yesterday by 
unanimous consent without prejudice and so did not lose its place on 
the Calendar. It is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SLATER. I should like to hear the bill read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the first section by inserting after 
the word “assigns,” in line 27, the words “being in possession thereof.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now desire to add at the conclusion of that section 
these words: 

Where such persons, their heirs, le; 

ion of said! lands, thon the V 
Padian lands by actual settlers only, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FORT RIPLEY RESERVATION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1153) to re- 
store to the public domain a part of the military reservation known 
as the Fort Ripley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and for 
other 88 which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That bill was read yesterday and the report also 
was read. The bill has passed the House of Representatives. It is 
recommended by the Secretary of War. Here is a large military res- 
ervation which was abandoned a number of years ago and the build- 
ings upon it were nearly all burned down. This bill provides that 
the few remaining ee and any improvements there be appraised 
and sold at not less than their appraised value, and the lands which 
are of the same character as contiguous lands shall be subject to entry 
the same as other public lands. 5 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word “ex- 
cept ” to strike out “ the following described tracts of land designated 
in executive order dated Au 1 — A. D. 1875, to wit, the south half 
of the southwest quarter and the south half of the southeast quarter 
of section 6, lot 1, in section 5, the north half of section 7, and the 
north half of the southwest quarter and the north half of the south- 
east quarter of section 7, and lot 1 in section 8, in township 131, of 
range 29, and ;” so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to turm 
over to the Department of the Interior all the military reservation known as the 
Fort Ripley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, except a strip or tract of land, 
fifty fect in width, from the center of the railroad track on each side of said track 
of the Western Railroad Company of Minnesota, as the said track is located and 
constructed, being a distance of about fifteen miles across said reservation on the 
east side of the rye oe River, together with a tract of land fifteen hundred 
feet in length and three hundred feet in width, for depot and station Bad ger at 
the present location of the Fort Ripley side-track ; the same being for right of wa: 
for said railroad as heretofore granted by acts of Congress in the years 1857 an 
1865, and which is hereby granted for that purpose. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word “in,” 
to strike out “that part of;” so as to read: 

All the lands embraced in said Fort Ripley reservation hereby required to be 
turned over to the Secret of the Interior ‘shall be subject to entry by actual 
settlers under the pre-emption and homestead laws as um lands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, after the word “ payment,” 
in line 18, to insert: 

And ided further, That the Secretary of the Interior shall, prior to oring aay 

q 


quarter section, half quarter section, or quarter quarter section whereon are si 
any public buildings or improvements, erected or made by the Government, cause 


s are not in 
e said Kansas 
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the said tracts with the improvements thereon to be appraised by three disinter- 
ested of appraisement 


persons, and his roval of such 
tracts at not less than the —— val 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 3 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: An act to restore 
to the public domain the military reservation known as the Fort Rip- 
ley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and for other purposes.” 

r. JONES, of Florida. I would ask the Senator from Missouri if 
there is a general law on this subject ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir. This reservation, with a large number 
of others, was made a number of years ago and reported 27 the Sec- 
retary of War to Congress for legislation but it is impossible to draw 
a bill that will reach all the reservations, and therefore they come in 
by piecemeal. 


shall dispose of said 


REMOVAL OF DESERTION CHARGES, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 876) for the relief 
of Edward Corselius and seven other persons, late members of the 
First Michigan Cavalry Veteran Volunteers, which had been reported 
adversely by Mr. COCKRELL from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a number of cases reported adversely 
on the Calendar, and they ought to be di of, It is throwing 
away the labors of the committees when such cases are placed on the 
Calendar and no action had on them. They come back to us at the 
next session, are reported adversely in, placed on the Calendar 
again, and so they go on to infinity. ere ought to be some action 
on these adverse reports. 

beh io I think the Senators from Michigan desire to be heard 
on this bill. 

Mr. FERRY. I understand my colleague desires to be heard. The 
Senator from Missouri does not object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The parliamentary question, as the Chair 
understands, on all these bills adversely popora the action of the 
committee being advisory merely, is, Shall the bill be engrossed for a 
third reading ? 

Mr. FERRY. So I understand. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. President, differing as I do from the adverse 
report made upon this bill by the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
propose to submit a brief history of the case of these men, and of the 
peculiar circumstances under which they came to be classed as de- 
3 5 the reasons why, in my judgment, the relief asked should 
In 1861, when the Government was imperiled by a rebellion which 
had become widespread over a large a of the country, these 
men enlisted in the First Michigan Cavalry Regiment and served 
continuously with the armies of the Shenandoah, Virginia, and Poto- 
mac until mber, 1863, which will be remembered as one of the 
dark periods of the war which threatened the disruption of the Union. 

response to the urgent appeals for additional volunteers, and for 
the re-enlistment of the soldiers already in the field, these men then 
re-enlisted as veterans fo? three years or during the war, and partic- 
ipated in the subsequent campaigns of Sheridan and Grant until the 
surrender of Lee, in April, 1865. At the time of their re-enlistment 
the regiment to which they belonged was paraded by the colonel, 
who explained to his men the inducements offered for the re-enlist- 
ment of old soldiers, and expressly stated to them that as many as 
should re-enlist and serve to the end of the war should be mustered 
out of service at the close and receive all the benefits promised. 

In May, 1865, the First, Fifth, Sixth, and Seventh Michigan Cay- 
ony Regiments were encamped near Washington, and were under 
orders to move West. The men were y disappointed; they 
had entered the Army not as professional soldiers, but in mse to 
the urgent call of their e mrs In its hour of peril they had left 
their farms, their workshops, their various avocations, and their fam- 
ilies, and had volunteered as citizen soldiers for the specific and sole 
purpose of sustaining the Government, of aiding in its efforts to put 

own a rebellion which threatened the destruction of their country. 
They had cheerfully endured the hardships, the privations, and the 
dangers of the camp and the battle-field during all the long years of 
the war, and now, after its close, when they expected to be mustered 
out of service, as was promised, they were ordered West. 

The day before they started for Saint Louis the governor of Michi- 

an visited them in camp, listened to their complaints, and advised 
them to 8 to Saint Louis, but promising them a 3 dis- 
charge. is 5 was based npon information he had received 
from the War Department, as will be seen from the report of the ad- 
goant genais of the State, in which he details to the governor the 
istory of this matter. The adjutant-general says: 
In the latter 


of last May, the time at which the armi 
around Washin 18 es were encamped 


staff, accompanied by 


th 
Fifth, Sixth, and Seventh R. was 0 
ing that it was under orders to move West, you visited the camps of those ts 
Und that and 
ordered West 
and not being mustered out, as they had expected to have been, you then advised 


them to have patience, and to accede cheerfully to the requirements of the Govern- 
ment, and that in a short time they undoubtedly would be from the serv- 
ice. Wed ee ARONIA $5 erik ‘son: bal ODA froma ne jon you had 
obtained in your intercourse with the authorities at the War t. 


The advice of the governor was acted upon and the regiment went 
to Saint Lonis. Owing to a misunderstanding of orders from the 
Department, the regiment was not mustered out, but was ordered to 
Utah. After reaching Fort Leavenworth they were ordered on a 
six-handred-mile march across the plains. The governor of Michigan 
in a letter to the Secretary of War wrote as follows: 


They are undoubted], logally held for the whole term of their enlistment, yet, 
notwithstandin this, the phrase used in their enlistment “or durin he 
war,” has 1 


em with some justice to ey ire that when tho war ended they 

arged, and ly as some of the regiments have been placed on 
service which they consider as not connected with the war, for instance on the 
plains or on the can border. 

Taking his view of the case—which was strengthened by the prom- 
ise of their colonel on their re-enlistment—these men felt that ther 
were unjustly held, they felt that they had discharged their 
duty—that their term of service had expired. 

It is not, Mr. President, for the pore of exciting discussion or 
controversy that I advocate the relief asked by them, but as a matter 
of simple justice. 

One point which I conceive should have weight in this case is the 
fact that these men were citizen soldiers; that they were enlisted as 
such for a specific purpose, and that sole purpose was to fight for 
the preservation of the Union during the war. When in the spring 
of 1865 the war was closed they plead for discharge—not because they 
were unfaithful, not because they were unpatriotic, not because they 
were cowards; they had proved their fait ess, their patriotism, 
and their bravery on a score of battle-fields from 1861 to 1865, but 
they demurred because they honestly believed that they had fully 
lived up to their contract. They enlisted for the one purpose of 
aiding in oe a rebellion, and that purpose had been success- 
fully accomplished ; months had come and passed away since the 
war had been closed. Under these circumstances the men desired to 
return to their families and the avocations from which they had been 
so long separated. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that there is a wide difference be- 
tween what is known asa regia; and a citizen soldier. The regular 
enlists in the Army for a fixed period of years, as a profession or trade 
for a livelihood, to go to any post or place, in peace or in war, to dis- 
charge any and every duty for which a standing army may be called 
upon 


The citizen soldier, on the contrary, volunteers his services in an 
emergency for a specific p as in the case of these men, to be mus- 
tered out of service when the emergency or peril has passed away. 
That this view of the case was held by the governor of Michigan there 
can be no doubt. 

But there is another and it seems to me, an unanswerable stand- 
point from which these men may claim to be relieved from the unde- 
served stigma which rests upon their former good names. From 
the close of the war until the present time general amnesty has been 
the prevailing sentiment and policy of the country. The fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution authorizes Congress to remove the 
disabilities even of those who, after having taken an oath to support 
the Constitution of the United States, have engaged in insurrection 
or rebellion. And the record shows that in no single instance has a 
respectful 8 for the removal of such disabillties been denied. 
Magnanimity marked this policy from the close of the war until 
the pos time. 

There were at the commencement of the war large numbers of 
persons pensioned on account of service in the war of 1812, or for 
service in some of the Indian her whose names were stricken from 
the rolls in pursuance of the act of February 4, 1862, because of hav- 
ing participated in the rebellion, or for ed and abetting those who 
were thus en in efforts to destroy the Union. All of these have 
been restored to the pension-roll by the act of March 9, 1878. 

But, Mr. President, perhaps the most marked pee of this spirit 
is to be found within these walls. Manyseats in each House of Con- 
gress are occupied to-day by those who but for this spirit of amnesty 
could not have been here. 

Acting under this predominant sentiment, Con having with 
unexampled magnanimity relieved from their disabilities those who 
for years participated in the late rebellion against the Government, 
shall we now refuse to do an act of simple justice to men who faith- 
fully served their country through all the long years of the war, 
some of whom will carry to their graves honorable wounds receiy 
on the battle-field? Shall we by our votes refase to correct the un- 
just record which classes these men as deserters, a charge due to the 
mistakes of officers rather than to misconduct on the part of the men? 
I hope not. I hope that the bill for their relief will receive—as I be- 
lieve justice demands—favorable action, and be passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, we searcely have time to con- 
sider this morning the questions which are necessarily involved in 
this bill and which the Senate ought to decide. This is not a bill for 
amnesty—very far from it. Congress has been — 5 1 in 
granting amnesty, and has by the act of 1865 granted full amnes 


these applicants for relief, and they are relieved from all disabil- 
rt the fact. It is. 
anything else, a question of dollars and cents, a. 


ity incident to desertion and the committee so re 
simply, more than 
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iain for certain back pay and bounty withheld by the War Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. FERRY. Will the Senator allow me at this point to say to 
him that he labors under a misapprehension in that respect? Ihave 

mally applied to the War Department for the 8 of remov- 
ng this stigma on the names of the men who seek relief in the bill 
that is 5 ing, and the response of the Department is that it can- 
not be done; that upon the statement of facts as now submitted by 
m 3 the Department do not feel justified in removing that 
gma. The application that I presented was not one for the pay- 
ment of wages, but for the removal of the charge of desertion sim- 
ply; so that the Senator must be mistaken in the declaration that 
there is sufficient amnesty now to wipe out that charge. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Michigan had had as much 
to do with these cases as I have had, he would not have undertaken 
to correct a true and mathematically correct statement. I said that 
these parties were not under disabilities, and he will find by the act 
of March 3, 1865, that all persons who deserted the service after that 
date are relieved from the disabilities of desertion, the disabilities of 
forfeiture of citizenship and the right to hold office. Those are the 
legal disabilities imposed upon deserters, and that act removed them 
from these men. Now, as to the charge of desertion upon the records 
of the office, that is entirely a different matter, and about that I shall 
not speak, but that is the matter upon which the Senator was speak- 
ing—an entirely different matter from the one I mentioned. 

Ir. FERRY, In 8 what the Senator from Missouri has now 
said, I supposed, when he raised the point as an objection to meet 
what was stated by my colleague, that it related to what the parties 
had applied for, namely, the removal of the disgrace. Now the Sen- 
ator modifies his objection into the view that it is simply giving them 
their rights of citizenship. That is not their application; they al- 
ready have that and have not forfeited it. That is not their claim 
for relief. They are claiming to be relieved from the stigma or dis- 
ined of desertion which now rests upon them in the records of the 

vernment. The objectof this bill is to remove that; and certainly 
the Senator from Missouri, who participated in this same war, can- 
not be so indifferent or ungallant as to refuse this 1 It is 
founded on justice. While cheerfully indorsing all that my colleague 
has so well said on the subject, I differ in one respect simply from 
him, It is not a claim for generosity; it is nota claim upon the clem- 
ency of the Government; it is a demand forsimple justice—nothing 
less, nothing more. 

Mr. B WIN. I think my colleague must have misunderstood 
me when he said he differed with me. I said twice, I believe, during 
the few remarks I made, that this was asked as a matter of justice 
not as a matter of charity, but as a matter of nope justice. 

Mr. President, the morning hour is within a ute of expiring. 
But for that I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri some 
questions as regards what he conceives disability to mean. But the 
morning hour is expiring, and as it might lead to some discussion I 
will not take the time now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I take great pleasure in answering any question 
which may be propounded, I think the report of the committee in 
this case, the report of the Adjutant-General, which is very elaborate, 
and the report of the Secretary of War explain fully the situation. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator will allow me at this point, I wish to 
say in that connection that in my personal interview with the Adju- 
tant-General, upon his statement that upon the state of facts as re 
resented he could not remove the charge of desertion, I made this 
point to him in writing: If upon the evidence it is shown that these 
8 men were ordered to a different service from that for which 
they enlisted, will the Department consider the question and remove 
the charge of desertion? And the responsive implication was that 
the Department would entertain and consider that. Therefore I am 
very glad that the expiration of the morning hour has occurred at 
this time, so that perhaps by the time the bill comes up again I shall 
have that official reply to submit to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
Senate proceeds to the consideration of its unfinished business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 68) to authorize the printing of 13,000 copies of the 
Report on Sheep Husbandry; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2804) for the relief of the administrator of John 
D. McGill; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3288) for the relief of colored emigrants. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BRUCE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and rs of G. E. W. Sharrett on the files of the 
Senate be referred te thie, Commiisine on Claims. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 


ation of the bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of the United States volunteers and colonel of the 
Army, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. SDOLPH. 

Mr. LOGAN resumed the floor and continued his speech of yester- 
day. [His remarks will be found in the Appendix. ] Having spoken, 
with interruptions, for some time, 

Mr. ANTHONY. If it will be agreeable to the Senator from Illi- 
nois, I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will yield with the understanding that I shall be 
allowed to proceed to-morrow. In m Koti peas hereafter I will take 
up the evidence in the case, having e so far as the law question 
is concerned. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 3, 1880. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Davip WILLS, 


. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 
CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. MANNING. I am recorded in the Journal as having voted in 
the negative on the amendment to Rule XXI. I did not vote at all 
because I was paired with Mr. Ryan, of Kansas. I would have vo 
in the affirmative if I had not been paired. . 

e What is the exact vote to which the gentleman 
refers 

Mr. MANNING. It was in reference to Rule XXI. It is stated I 
voted in the negative. I did not vote at all, as I was paired with the 
gentleman from Kansas, 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be corrected accordingly. 

The Journal, as corrected, was then approved. 


CHANGE OF EVENING SESSION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House, on the 
request of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, [Mr. 
CoFFROTH, I that this evening has been set apart for the consideration 
of pension bills. To-day, immediately after the morning hour, has 
also been set apart for resolutions of respect to the memory of the 
late Senator from Alabama, GEORGE S. Houston. It is usual to ad- 
journ immediately after such memorial proceedings, the effect of which 
would be to cut off the session for this evening for invalid pensions. 
The Chair therefore suggests that in lieu of the session this prenie 
there be a session to-morrow evening for the consideration of invali 
pensions. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 


PERMISSION TO VOTE. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I ask, by unanimous consent, to have my vote 
recorded on the twenty-first rule in the negative. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire to ask the House this morning 
to dipense with the morning hour for the purpose of going into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to take up the 
funding bill. , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman at the 
proper time. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE TERRENCE J. QUINN, ETC. 


Mr. BAILEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution : 

i nter be reqnested to communicate to this House the 
ronan e 3 Mep aa on the late Hon. Terrence J. Quinn, 
a member of the Forty-fifth from the State of New York, has not been 
printed as heretofore ordered by Congress. 

Mr. BREWER. I suggest to the gentleman to include also an in- 
uiry as to why the memorial addresses on the late General Alpheus 
9 Williams have not also been printed. They were ordered more than 
a year 
Mr. B 
The resolution, as m 


0. 
ILEY. I accept the modification. 
ified, was adopted. 

GEORGE HULSE. 

Mr. NEW, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4904) 
granting a pension to George Hulse; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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CHANGE OF TITLE. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that an 
amendment be made in title to joint resolution (H. R. No. 68) to au- 
thorize the printing of 10,000 copies of the Report on Sheep Hus- 
bandry. The body of the resolution provides for the printing of 
copies, while the title says only 10,000. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from West Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that the title be changed to agree with the body of the 
joint resolution by striking out ten and inserting thirteen, which is 
the true statement. } 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PRINTING. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, the 9 
resolutions were taken from the Speaker's table, severally read, an 
referred to the Committee on Printing : 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
December 16, 1879. 
Senate, Hi Representatives concurring,) That 3,000 copies 
of the pg poking restr —— steel, aaa other 8 be printed zer the 
use of Congress; 1,000 for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 for the use of the House. 
Attest: 


JNO. C. BURCH, Secretary. 


Is THe SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
+ February 5, 1880. 


Attest: 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
February 12, 1880. 
Resolved by the (the House 8 ing,) That there be 
ted 1 oo additional copies of peal No. 3 of the United States entomolog- 
com: on on the cotton-worm; 6,000 copies for the use of the House, 
for the use of the Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the Department of the Wester 


Attest: 
+ JNO. C. BURCH, Secretary. 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
February 11, 1880. 
by the Senate, (the House 


Resolwed Representatives 
rinted at the Government Printing Shine for the use of the Department of the In- 
Eor eye ES) each of volumes 4 and 12, and 1,200 opin cach of volumes 3, 8, 
e 


and 13 of reports of the Geological and cal of the Terri 
2 me — form, with the necessary ill s, uniform with the edition 
s Attest si JNO. C. BURCH, Secretary. 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
January 29, 1880. 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That there be 
printed 5006 additional copies of the rt of the Naval Observatory on the eclipse 
of 1879, of which 1,500 copies shall be the use of the Senate, 2, ies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Naval Ob- 


atteikt JNO. C. BURCH, Secretary. 
DEPARTMENT HEADQUARTERS, SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting recommendation of an 
appropriation of $125,000 for buildings of department headquarters 
at 1 — Antonio, Texas; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. i 
EXPERIMENTS IN MOVABLE TORPEDOES. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting communication 
from the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, Sek Department, rela- 
tive to an appropriation for experiments in movable torpedoes ; which 
was refe to the Committee on Appropriations. 


. DANIEL MURPHY. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copies of papers in 
the claim of Daniel Murphy; which was referred to the Committee 
of Claims. 
PAY OF MAIL CONTRACTORS. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Postmaster-General, relative to the appropriation 
for the payment of certain mail contractors in States therein named ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
NEW YORK CLEARING-HOUSE. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relative to the connection 
of the United States Treasury with the New York clearing-house ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, 
BOARD OF ENGINEERS, WISCONSIN RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copy of report of 
board of engineers on the improvement of the Wisconsin River. 

Mr. CAS Iask that that be printed, and referred to the 
‘Committee on Commerce. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


‘a letter from the Secretary of the Treas 


EMOLUMENTS AND FEES OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement 
of the official emoluments and fees received by customs officers during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK H. E. EBSTEIN. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, recommending relief of Frederick 
H. E. Ebstein, first lieutenant Twenty-first Infantry; which was 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
, transmitting the second 
number of the statistical abstract of the United States; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, moved to withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers in the case of Dr. E. H. Wood; 
which motion was referred to the Committee on the Origin, Introdue- 
tion, and Prevention of Epidemic Diseases in the United States. 

Mr. AIKEN, by unanimous consent, moved to withdraw from the 
files of the House the petition of C. S. McDaniel, an invalid soldier 
of the Mexican war, there being no adverse or other report thereon ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. THomp- 
son, of Iowa, for ten days, on account of the death of a relative. 


EAST FLORIDA CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I deem it to invite the attention of Con, to the subject of the unset- 
tled claims of inhabitants of East Florida during the years of 1812 and 
De known as the East Florida claims.“ the settlement of which is pro- 


a stipulation found in article 9 of the Sng han February, 1819, be- 
tween the United States and 8 . The provision of the ty in question which 
relates to the subject is the following: The United States will cause satisfaction 
to be made for the injuries, if any, which by process of law shall be established to 
have been suffered by the Spanish officers and individual Spanish inhabitants by 
the late operations of the American Army in Florida." 

The act of Congress of the 3d of March, 1823, (Statutes at Large, volume 3, pago 
768,) to carry into effect the ninth article of the treaty in 8 provided for 
examination and judicial ascertainment of the claims by t pe unless the superior 
courts established at Saint Augustine and Pensacola, and made provision for 
the payment by the Secretary of the Treasury of such claims as might be reported 
to by the said judges upon his vase satisfiod that such claims were just and 
equitable, and a su nent act ap the 26th of June, 1834, (Statutes at Large, 
volume 6, page 569,) gave further directions for the payment, and also provided for 
the hearing and determination by the judge of the superior court of Saint — 52 
tine of such claims as had not then been already heard and determined. Under these 
acts of Co I understand that all claims presented to the judges in Florida 
were upon, aaa the result of the proovertin thus had reported to the Sec- 
retary of the ry. Italso appears that in the computation of damages the 
judges ae arule of 5 per cent. annum on the ascertained actual loss from 
the date of that loss to the time of 

o 


eaning of the treaty and the acts of Congress, refused to pay it, 
loss. ‘The demand for 


ment have not felt at liberty to review tha 
Under these circumstances I have 3 it proper to lay the subject before 


Congress for its consideration and such action as may be deemed necessary. The 
history of the gs already hed in regard to the matter is of record in the 

Department, and will furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury 
should Congress desire it. 


R. B. HAYES. 
WASHINGTON, March 1, 1880. 


The SPEAKER. This message will be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and printed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask if it is not proper that 
75 message which has just been read should go to the Committee of 

ms. 

The SPEAKER. This is a matter between a 2 ee 
and the Government of the United States; and the Chair has been 
requested by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
ha ve it referred to that committee; and that is the reason which in- 
duced the Chair to make the reference which has just been ordered. 
The message will be sent to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

GENERAL MARTIN T. M’MAHON. 

Mr. MULLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 229) appointing General Martin T. MacMahon, of New 
York City, a manager of the national homes for disabled volunteer 
soldiers; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

On motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, the 
poring of the floor were extended during this day to Hon, Charles 
acob, mayor of Cincinnati, Ohio. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I move to dispense with the morning 
hour. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief statement 


in se to the motion made by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. ANDO Woop, ] and it is this: that we have a bill now pend- 


ing in the morning hour, but if we can get an hour I think we can 
1 9 55 of it be I hope, then, that the House will not dispense 
with the morning hour. 


Mr. HAYES. there not a special order fixed for one o’clock to- 


day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that immediately after the 
expiration of the morning hour the Senate resolutions in relation to 
the death of the late Senator from the State of Alabama [Mr, Hous- 
TON] will be called up for consideration. 


CORRECTION OF REVISED RULES. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to an in- 
accuracy in the rules as reported from the Committee of the Whole. 
This report of the Committee on Rules adopted yesterday cannot be 

rinted unless this matter is corrected, and I hope the gentleman 
m Texas will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to call the attention of the House to an 
error made by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union on the revision of the rules, which seems to have been over- 
looked entirely yesterday. While this matter was under consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole, on motion of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. HAWLEY,] the following words were struck out from 
clause 6, of Rule I, in relation to casting the vote of the Speaker of 
the House: 

In case of a tie or where his vote if given to the minority would make a tie, or 
would make or prevent a two-thirds vote where such vote is required. 

And these words were inserted in lieu of them: 

When his vote would be decisive. 

The SPEAKER. That was put in by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir; but by oversight was not reported to 
the House. I suggest, therefore, the House by unanimous consent 
allow that amendment to be treated as if adopted and printed along 
with the rules. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There is another correction that needs to be 
made before we have the new rules printed. If gentlemen will look 
for a moment to page 14 of the report acted upon yesterday they will 
find that the rule as we fixed it yesterday, by an amendment rather 
hastily made, reads thus: 

On all days other than the firstand third Mondays, as soon as the Journal is read 
and approved, there shall be a morning hour. 

Now, the intention of the committee and of the House was there 
should be a cail of States on each Monday morning on the first and 
third Mondays, when we can move to suspend the rules as well as on 
the other Mondays. But as the rule now stands it would cut off on 
two of the Mondays the usual call of the States, which nobody wanted. 
The matter can be perfectly corrected by retaining the word “ Mon- 
day ” in the first line of the second clause, of Rule XXIV, striking 
out the words “the first and third Mondays,” and inserting in the 
next line, after the word “ approved,” the words “ and on the second 
and fourth Mondays after the call of the States.” 

The SPEAKER. And the fifth if there be one. In this month 
there are five Mondays. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will so state in the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That is the object of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I would suggest to the gentleman from Ohio 
that he use the language “all Mondays except the first and third.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. I propose to amend it so that the clause shall 
read as follows: 

On all days other than Monday as e as the Journal is read and approved, and 


on all Mondays (except the first and in each month) after the call of States 
and Territories, there shall be a morning hour for reports from committees, &c. 


There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop] moves that the morning hour to-day be dispensed with. 

The question being put, the motion was not agreed to; two-thirds 
not voting in favor thereof. : 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 

The SPEAKER. Themorning hour begins at twenty minutes to 
one o’clock, and the House resumes the consideration of the bill re- 
sa from the Committee on the Judiciary, being the bill (H. R. 

o. 4219) to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the 
eee of the circuit courts of the United States, and to regu- 

te the removal of causes from State courts, and for other purposes, 
approved March 3, 1875. 

e SP The floor this morning toe by the arrange- 
ment of the committee, to the gentleman from irginia, [Mr. Har- 
RIS.] That. gentleman not being present, the Chair 
gentleman from Texas, [Mr. CULBERSON, I who reported 
claim the floor, 


izes the 
è bill, to 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Before the gentleman from Texas pro- 
ceeds, I desire to know how long he proposes to detain the House 
with this bill in the morning hour, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has stated that he 


hopes to get the bill disposed of 5 f 

Ar. CULBERSON. I hope to 8 h with it to-day, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I hope it will be disposed of, so that it 
may no 175 15 block up more important business. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND, ] and when that gentleman has com- 
pleted his remarks I give notice that I will call the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It is well known, Mr, Speaker, 
that in the beginning of the last Congress, and again at the com- 
mencement of the present, I introduced a bill looking to an arrest of 
the evils resulting from the exercise of the enlarged jurisdiction of 
the Federal courts by repealing certain sections authorizing the re- 
moval of causes. I made a speech on this subject on June 12, 1878. 
In the course of my remarks at that time I characterized the law 
of removal in the following language: 

This law of removal is un-American in its tendencies. It is stealthily introduc- 
ing beneath the foundation of our present constitutional form of government a 
lever by which the advocates of centralization may overturn and revolutionize the 
8 of Washington, Jefferson, and Madison, and in lien thereof establish 

o government which Hamilton and John Adams sought to fashion for us. 

That law has already nearly demolished the independence of the State judicia: 
and threatens to destroy their very okistence. It disturbs the constitutional bal- 
ance of the Government, and may bring on a conflict between the State and Fed- 
eral judicial power which will tax the patience of the people and the wisdom of 
the ablest statesmen to the utmost in order to save the country from violence and 
civil war. It has inflicted much inconvenience and great expense upon the peo- 
ple, often defeating the ends of justice by practically placing it beyond the reach 
of the weak and the poor. It has inundated the Federal courts with a flood of 
cases far beyond their capacity toadjudicate. It has heavily increased the burden 
of taxation in a period of direful distress. 

My speech will show that I then considered the question “fraught 
with deep import to the antonomy of the States, the sovereign and 
primary rights of the people, their convenience, peace, and fortunes.” 

Sir, nothing has transpired since then to weaken that conviction, 
but events have occu which justify the remarks I then made. It 
was only yesterday that Judges Field and Clifford, in passing upon 
the habeas corpus case of Judge Cole, the county judge of Patrick 
County, Virginia, said: 

Nothing could have a ter tendency to destroy the ind dence and aw 
© States and W them * humiliating —— —— 


But the limitation upon my time compels me to hurry on. While 
the measure I had introduced failed to secure action in the last Con- 
gress, it did receive the attention of that wiser and superior body, 
the people. As soon as this Con had assembled in the extra ses- 
sion, we found an influx of new members imbued with the advanced 
ideas of the people; the subject was quickly taken hold of and for 
weeks pressed for action. Bat, under the leadership of gentlemen on 
the other side of this House, the friends of corporate capital and 
centralization prevented final action, and the bill was by agreement 
lodged in the Committee of the Whole, Where fit has been delayed by 
the consideration of the report of the Committee on Rules. That 
having now been disposed of, we hope soon to resume its considera- 
tion. at bill goe much farther than this in remedying evils from 
which the people suffer, and I am confident its main features will, 
when reached, be enacted into law. 

I am gratified, however, to find that the agitation in the press and 
among the people over that bill has awakened the attention of this 
House to the necessity for a diminution of the jurisdiction of the 
Federal judiciary, and that the Judiciary Committee has brought 
forward this measure, which occupies, it is true, a field diferènt in 
the main from the scope of the pill, hi one that will produce bene- 
ficial results in the same direction. But the debate during the extra 
session on the bill to which I refer was so extended and elaborate 
and the discussion on this bill has been so full and able that it will 
be unnecessary for us to prolong to any great extent the discussion 
upon the general features of this subject. I have heretofore so fully 
discussed it that I would remain silent in my seat now were it not for 
the desire to call the attention of the House to the nature and the 
difference between these two bills, and therefore have availed myself 
of this opportunity at the close of the debate to address the Honse. 

When this bill first came before the House for action a word in its: 
title led me to infer that the Committee on the Judiciary had in- 
fringed so seriously upon the bill of which I have charge that I 
apprehended the consideration of two measures of the same nature 
would embarrass the success of both, and that thereby injary would 
result to the effort for reform. I was well assured in my own mind 
that the majority in this House did not desire such a result should 
occur. Therefore I suggested to the gentleman who had opened the- 
debate the propriety of referring it to the Committee of the Whole, 
in order that it might be considered in connection with the other bill. 
But upon careful examination I find that this bill does not intrench. 
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m the other, except to a very slight degree; so slight, sir, that its 
AE NN and di tion in the morning hour nd as an inde- 
pendent measure will not seriously affect the other measure. In fact, 
this bill will form a good companion measure to it. 

In the main this is a wise and meritorious bill, at d as I have already 
said occupies a field almost entirely different from that occupied by 
the other measure. The measure of which I have charge relates ex- 
clusively to the law authorizing the removal of causes from State 
courts, civil and criminal, while this relates almost entirely to the 
original jurisdiction of the Federal courts. This bill shall receive 
my concurrence and cordial support. I will, however, offer amend- 
ments to it relating to the original jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
which I deem important, and which I now ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk as follows: 

Amend section 10 so that it will read: 

That section 640, and the ninth, tenth, and eleventh clauses of section 629 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, and all laws or parts of laws in conflict with 
the provisions of this act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I shall not now discuss the neces- 
sity for legislation of this character to protect the independence and 
dignity of the State courts, and for the promotion of economy and the 
convenience of the people. Therefore I shall confine myself to a few 
points relative to the nature of this bill and some of the observations 
which have been-made bt Bae pies upon the other side of this House. 

It will be seen from the bill before us that the Committee on the 
Judiciary provides for a repeal of only one section of the statute 
defining the orina jurisdiction of the Federal courts. It is section 
640, which I will now read: 

Any suit commenced in any court other than a circuit or district court of the 
United States against any corporation other than a banking corporation, organized 
under a law of the United States, or against any member Sct as such member 
for any alleged liability of such corporation, or of such member as a member thereof, 
may be removed, for trial, in the circuit court for the district where such suit is 
ponini apon the petition of such defendant, verified by oath, stating that such 

efendant a defense arising under or by virtue of the Constitution or of any 
treaty or law of the United States. Such removal, in all other respects, shall be 
governed by the provisions of the preceding section. 

This section affects tomparatively but very few corporations, being, 
I believe, only those chartered by the Government for the construc- 
tion of a few railroads, and of course its importance is almost exclu- 
sively confined to the States and Territories through which these 
roadsran. Ican easily comprehend how anxious the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. WELLBORN] is, as he expressed himself the other day, to 
rid his constituents of the dan us and omnipotent power of the 
Texas Pacific Railroad in the Federal courts, when they have driven 
one of his constituents seeking redress into a forum where he who 
enters as an antagonist of corporate capital may well tremble with 
fear that justice is not only a blind but a deaf goddess. 

I am surprised that no member of the committee reporting this bill 
seems to have given attention to another provision of the statutes 
which permits another class of monster monopolies to harass the peo- 
ple of every county in the Union by suits in the Federal courts. I 
allude to the clauses of section 629, which endow national banks and 
the owners of patents with the special privilege and protection of 
Federal courts. The Clerk will read the clauses to which I refer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ninth. Of all suits at law or in equity arisin, de 0 
laws of the United States. EN ee ae aa 


Tenth. Of all suits by oragainst any banking association established in the dis- 


trict for which the court is held, under any law providing for national banking 
associations. 


Eleventh. Of all suits brought by or against any banking association established 
in the district for which the court is held, under the provisions of title National 
Banks, to enjoin the Comptroller of the Currency or any receiver acting under his 
direction, as provided by said title. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. To remove these statutes, I shall 
offer the amendment which I have had read. It is certainly germane 
to this bill, and in line with the arguments and purpose of the majorit; 
-of the committee. nein the composition of that committee, 721 
believing that a majority of its able and distinguished members are 
in favor of a repeal of these laws, I trast and Sailers they will not 
take it unkind in me to offer this amendment, and will consent that it 
may be voted upon; for every reason assigned in favor of the repeal of 
section 640, which relates, as I have said, almost entirely to railroads, 
will apply with tenfold more force to the other clauses embraced in 
my amendment. 

‘hy, sir, is there a member representing an agricultural district 
in this Union which does not contain farmers and others who have 
been harassed by patent-right sharks and monopolies with suits in 
the Federal courts, or by threats to sue them there for some pretended 
infringement of a patent, often for the purpose of levying black-mail ? 
So often have these outrages been perpetrated in my section that a 
mio feeling of hostility is growing up against our patent system. 
I shall consume no further time in the discussion of this amendment, 
for its ra ae must be clear to a very large majority of this House. 
I insist that national bankers and the patent-right owners should be 
‘placed on a level with all other citizens, in order that all shall have 

-equal rights before the law, and it is my purpose to im npon the 
members of this House the responsibility of showing their hands on 
this proposition if the committee will permit. 

Another feature of the amendment 1 is one Which makes 
more intelligible the clause of the bill amending the tenth section. 
It must be admitted that it is either 8 drawn or that it 
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does not mean what every member of the committee who has addressed 
the House claims for it. That section says: 

That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this act and 
section 640 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Now, the ordinary understanding of that section would be that 
only the laws in conflict with this statute and the laws in conflict 
with section 640 are repealed, while I have no doubt all the members 
of the committee will admit that this bill intended to repeal not onl 
the laws that are in conflict with its provisions, but that it intend 
also to repeal the whole of section 640 of the statute, and was not in- 
tended to repeal any law which is in conflict with it. That portion 
of the bill which is termed the corporation clause meets with m 
hearty approval. As it has been so ably discussed pro and con, I 
not consume the time of the House in expressing my views in re 
to it, but will at once call your attention to section 2 of the bill be- 
fore us, which relates to the removal of causes from the State into 
the Federal courts. This is said to be a step in the direction of the 
reform demanded by the people, who have bitterly complained of the 
abuse made of it by corporations when sued in the State courts, but 
it is only a step in that direction. It will, in my judgment, be of 
but little practical value to the people. It will have about the same 
power to cure the great evil resulting from the laws in regard to re- 
movals as a court-plaster would have to stay the flow of the life-tide 
from a severed artery. 

Our friends on the other side need have no hesitation in supportin, 
the bill on that account, for the opinion will soon prevail that it wi 
prove but a rope of sand in restraining corporations from oppressing 
suitors in the Federal courts. The only substantial relief it accom- 
plishes is to raise the minimum jurisdiction of the courts from the 
sum of $500 to $2,000. There are but few suits instituted in the Fed- 
eral courts which have proved an annoyance to the people for a less 
sum than $2,000. The complaint in my section grows out of litiga- 
tion with non-residents, with insurance companies and other corpora- 
tions which generally involve sums ranging above $2,000 and where 
the Federal courts have appointed receivers for insolvent railroad 
companies. Comparatively speaking, but a small proportion of in- 
surers obtain policies on life or homes for less than $2, Therefore 
even if this law should go into effect it will not afford relief to the 
mass of cases which are now taken into the Federal courts by these 
corporations, That feature of the bill which limits the right of re- 
moval to the defendants is not a matter of so much practical impor- 
tance to the people as we may at first blush imagine, for the reason 
that suits may be instituted by foreign corporations and non-residents 
in the Federal courts,and therefore they seldom have a reason for 
bringing their suits in the State courts. What the people are most 
interested in is a law which deprives the defendant as well as the 
plaintiff of the privilege of transferring the cause from the State 
into the Federal court. But, for reasons which have been often as- 
signed, the amendment establishes a sound principle, and therefore 
should be adopted. 

I shall not go into a rehearsal of the burdens, expenses, and difi- 
culties of litigation in the Federal courts, and of the greater conven- 
ience and economy on the part of the resident suitor of litigating in 
the home or State courts. I have done this sufficiently in speeches I 
have heretofore delivered in this House, and other gentlemen who 
have occupied the attention of the House in discussing this bill have 
more ably and clearly set this forth than I am capable of doing at 
this time. All the gentlemen on this side of the House who have en- 
gaged in the discussion of this bill admit that it falls short of what 
is desirable, and thereby they leave open the way and show the ne- 
cessity for the other bill now pending in the Committee of the Whole 
and which provides an effectual and complete remedy for these evils 
by repealing the law authorizing the removal of causes from the State 
to the Federal courts except where a Federal question is involved. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will my colleague permit me to ask him what 
legislative relief his bill proposes that is not embraced in the bill be- 
fore the House? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Before the attention of my col- 
league was attracted to my remarks I had pointed out the fact that 
the bill now pending before the House relates almost exclusively to 
the original jurisdiction of the Federal courts, whereas the bill that 
is now in Committee of the Whole relates exclusively to the removal 
of causes from the State into Federal courts, This bill does not in- 
trench upon that bill to any serious extent. The main thing accom- 

lished by that bill in that direction is to raise the jurisdiction of 
ederal courts from $500 to $2,000, as I have already explained. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Do I understand the gentleman to state that 
the bill now r the House does not provide for a chan 
in existing law in relation to the removal of causes from the State 
the Federal courts in certain cases? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Oh, no. If my friend from Texas 
had listened to me he would have seen I had shown exactly where 
the bill changes the law in that regard. What I have been arguing 
is that this bill, so far as it relates to the removal of causes from the 
State courts, furnishes but a very small degree of reform; I am, 
however, advocating and showing the necessity for the more radical 


measure that will give the full measure of relief demanded by the 

people and which will soon engage our attention. 

it is pee es well that the Judiciary Committee has incor- 
nitesimal or homeopathic dose of reform in this re- 


Bat, sir, 
porated this in 
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2 in the bill before us, for it has served the purpose of fastenin 
e attention of the House and the country upon the importance an 
necessity of the more radical measure to which I have referred. I 
have heard it said by one or two around us that owing to the temper 
of this House we shall not be able to accomplish the full measure of 
relief so earnestly desired by the people. Upon what ground such 
an opinion is formed I am unable to conceive. The only temper 
which has been exhibited in this Congress against a more radical 
measure was that of the gentleman from Maine and others on the 
opposite side of this Chamber when they filibustered in the extra ses- 
sion against the bill in the Committee of the Whole. 

But I would remind my friends that that measure is now in the 
Committee of the Whole, where filibustering is unavailing, and I 
would further remind them that this is a democratic House, and that 
they should not judge of its temper by the willof the gentleman from 
Maine, or any of the leaders of the opposition, for, be it said to the 
credit of the democratic members on this floor, they stood faithfully 
and solidly to the support of the bill during the whole of the time 
which the opposition wasted in filibustering against it. And I have 
faith enough in the loyalty of the majority to true democratic prin- 
les and to the best interests of the people to believe that we may 
rely upon their courage and determination to secure the passage of 
that bill when it is reached for consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, it may be that the gentleman from Maine has a cause to 
feel contempt for the judiciary of his State. Perhaps there are others 
in this House who, if they lived in Maine, migas share in his contempt 
for some of the acts of the State tribunals of Maine, but, sir, men ed- 
ucated in the school of Jeffersonian democracy cherish and defend the 
dignity, independence, and efficiency of the State judiciary as the 
shield of the rights and liberties of the citizen. They view with alarm 


the encroachment of the Federal judicial power upon the rightful |’ 


domain of the State judiciary. 

I would further remind my faint-hearted friends of this side that 
they should not surrender the struggle for reform because its enemies 
have vauntingly thrown down the gage of battle. In such a contest 
the duty of a true man, of a true democrat, and of a true representa- 
tive is to defy the opposition and meet it with resolution and cour- 
age. Some of the gentlemen npon the other side complain that the 
people of the West are tired of the pressure of Federal judicial power. 
Why is itso? Any one who has had experience in these courts in the 
West can easily answer that it is because when resident litigants 
meet a corporation as an antagonist there they have too often found 
to their sorrow that the attainment of justice has been very difficult 
and expensive. 

Mr. DEEVENDOR, Will my colleague permit me to interrupt him 
again 

Sir, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEVENSON. While I agree with my colleague in the general 
tenor of his remarks, I wish to say that no gentleman in the State of 
Illinois occupies a higher position than the judge of the southern dis- 
trict of that State, Judge Treat, and that he has always in all his de- 
cisions recognized and observed the true line of distinction between 
the State and Federal power, and has always respected it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I have said nothing personally to 
the detriment of those who occupy positions on the Federal bench, 
and will in the main a, with him in what he says of Judge Treat. 
I have simply registered here my protest against the accusation which 
came from the other side of this House that it was unsafe for a cred- 
itor to trust his case in the State courts, implying that the State 
courts lacked the capacity and the nee to see that justice was 
done there. And I want for one to say that notwithstanding my re- 
spect is as high as that of my colleague for Judge Treat and some 
other individual members of the Federal courts, yet I wish it known 
here and now that the members of the State courts of Illinois are the 
peers of the Federal judiciary in all the qualifications for a just and 
efficient dispensation of justice. 

My colleague from Illinois [Mr. BARBER] has come to the front as 
a champion of the Federal courts and joined his voice with those 
who distrust the integrity and ability of the State courts, and he 
prophecies direful disaster to the West and South if we do not permit 
the money-lenders of the East to sue in the Federal courts. When 
it is remembered that he represents a district which is entirely em- 
braced in the county of Cook, and almost if not entirely within the 
limits of the city of Chicago, where a Federal court is established, 
it will be easily seen that it is a question, so far as convenience is con- 
cerned, of far less importance to the litigants in his district than to 
those constituencies in Illinois which are remote from the locations 
of the Federal courts, as for instance in my own district, where we 
are required to travel two hundred miles or more, and dance attend- 
ance upon the slow progress of judicial procedure in the Federal 
courts. But why does my colleague cast such a reproach upon the 
ganina tribunals of his own State? Are they inferior in integrity or 

n ability to the Federal judiciary? 

Sir, I do not fear to challenge comparison of the in ity and ca- 
pay of the Jage on the State bench of Illinois with that of the 

ederal judges holding courts in the State which Iin part have the 


honor to represent, Yea, sir; I am willing that a comparison shall 


be made between the supreme bench of Illinois and the Federal Su- 
reme Bench. If you will run the berey of the judiciary of Illinois 
k to its organization, covering a peri 


of sixty years, no Illinoisan 


need fear the result. Itis with pride that I defy, you to point to a 


single scandal which has attached to its fair fame. No one dare assert 
that it was ever packed to reverse a former decision, or that in the 
adjudication of any question it was ever governed by political bias. 
Illinois in all her political phases has ever kept its judic free from 
the mire of partisan prejudices. sp ha war period, when 
feeling ran higher than ever before in this country, notwithstanding 
the State at times recorded a republican majority of 50,000, yet, sir, 
the people retained on its supreme bench a court composed wholly of 
democrats. This I say to the credit of many . of Illinois, 
because justice and truth demand it at my hands. 

It is well known in our State that even when candidates for the 
bench have been nominated by the republican party in strong repub- 
lican districts, if his opponent was esteemed to be better qualified 
for the bench the people have in most instances elected the man best 
fitted, and the same is true of largely democratic districts. In other 
words, an election, in Illinois, of a judicial officer is not dependent 
altogether upon the pihal party which makes the nomination. Of 
course in a district where the candidates for the judiciary are . re 
as of equal fitness for the position the dominant party will place in 
position the one who holds to its organization. 

I feel warranted, therefore, in saying that the judicial tribunal of 
my State is purer in a political sense than the Federal judicial tribu- 
nals, for the Federal judges are always selected by partisan adminis- 
trations, which in these latter days have never been known to disre- 
gard the political qualifications of the candidate for the bench. 

Let me repeat to my friend from Illinois that ke must admit that 
those who occupy positions on the circuit and supreme bench of that. 
State are in private character, in judicial acumen and learning, the 

ers of those who hold positions on the Federal bench in that State. 

k at your own county of Cook. Is not McAllister the equal, in all 
that becomes a man and judge, of Blodgett? Then, why, I ask, does 
my colleague with so much warmth declaim here that it is a danger- 
ous proposition to compel a non-resident creditor to sue on a promis- 
sory note before Judge McAllister instead of Judge Blodgett? Has 
justice fled from the breasts of State judges and, taken shelter in the 
ms of Federal judges? 

A stranger would imagine from the argument of my colleagne that 
the men of the South and West are the mere bond-slaves of eastern 
capitalists, and that when his fellow-slaves of the West attempt to 
assert their freedom and manhood he would say “ Down on your knees 
before your lords and masters, ye miserable menials.” He would say 
to the ers in the West, Thank your God that you are permitted 
to plow even on your own land for tribute to the Cæsars of Wall 
street.” To the Chicago merchant he would say, “ Off with your hat 
in the presence of the eastern creditor, and yield obedience to all his 
commands.” To the State judges he would say,“ Prostrate yourselves 
in the dust when you hear the tread of the United States marshal.” 

What does all this mean? It is easily to be seen that it means cen- 
tralization of power in the Federal Government. It means a distrust 
of the capacity of the people for self-government and a destruction 
of the Republic as fashioned by our fathers. It means a strong gov- 
ernment, It means an obliteration of State lines and the 55 
of the State judiciary. But, sir, are the people of Illinois as cringing 
and poverty-stricken as the logic of his argument would have you 
believe? If that gentleman had carefully read the recent article of 
that able statistician, R. P. Porter, which has recently appearedinone ` 
of his home papers, he would have found that far from the North- 
west being a pensioner on the bounty of the East she is not only the 
agricultural bonanza of the world, but is rapidly becoming the seat 
of manufactures, wealth, and pulation in this country. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [ Mr. ROBINSON ] has revealed to us enough of 
the secrets of his committee to acquaint us with sentiments from a 
quarter which will occasion surprise. He says: 

While I would not divulge the secrets of the consultation of the committee-room, 


yet I feel that I may say to this House that in the discussions and testimony before 
us in regard to 
a 


the establishment of a circuit court in a certain State in this Union 
leg temps that the people wanted the United States court there they 
more confidence in it than they had in their State courts. And I say further, 
so that the credit may go where it is due, that this was in one of the Southern 
States of this Union. 
Thank God, sir, no such humiliating confession has emanated from 
a Western State. If those who fill the places once occupied by Mad- 
ison, Randolph, Calhoun, and Clay permit such a statement to 
forth unchal enged, I am, as an IIIinoisan, content to poems the 
State referred to to enjoy all the credit accorded to it by the member 
from the State of Massachusetts. If this be true, and if that South- 
ern State should in that regard suffer in the good opinion of any of 
its sister States of the South or West, its people may perhaps con- 
sole themselves with the consciousness of having reached a condition 
which secures the commendation of republicans in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, which was never before accomplished by any State in the 
South, except when it was under carpet-bag rule, But let me warn 
those of that State that they will not escape the unfavorable judg- 
ment of those who cherish the Government as it was framed by our 
fathers, which judgment will be that the ple of no State have 
ever before given stronger evidence of their incapacity for home rule 
or furnished a better argument against the theories of Jefferson, Mad- 
ison, and Douglas, and those who formed our national Constitution, 
nor contributed more to strengthen the d as of the old federalists 
and modern centralizationists. But I will not believe such senti- 
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ments prevail with the reas ied in any Southern State until I am 
convinced that the liberty-loving character of those of that section 
has undergone a marvelous change since the early days of the Re- 
ublic. 
4 As I have already intimated, this question brings up the old issue 
which has ever been the true line of demarkation between the dem- 
ocratic party and its opponents—the question of home rule and of cen- 
tralization ; the pate tn of the government of the many as aguo 
the rule of the few ; the question which divided Jefferson and - 
ilton. The long life of the democratic party is mainly due to the 
ition which it has ever occupied upon that great question. In my 
judgment it has been enabled by its fealty to the true Jeffersonian 
rinciple on this question to survive so many disastrous defeats, and 
k will by means of its adhesion to this position live as long in the 
future as it furnishes brave and true men to lead in the battle for 
the freedom and happiness of the people. 

It is strange hah while all Europe is now advancing toward con- 

stitutional liberty there is a strong party in this country seeking by 
te means, to turn this home of freedom back toward cen- 
tion and despotism. While the wires down under the sea 
bring us tidings that the Czar of Russia, the most absolute of the 
monarchies of the Old World, soar ee ealling the notables of 
his empire together for the p of framing a constitutional form 
of government we find on this floor successors to John Hancock 
and Samnel Adams advocating a doctrine which is destructive of 
our constitutional form of government. When the old federal party, 
the progenitor of the present republican party, first advocated a 
strong centralized government, we had strong, brave, and true men, 
like Teran and Madison, who, by the help of the people, were able 
to crush it. Would to God we had such men in our midst to-day, in 
place of some of the timid time-servers who have neither the courage 
nor the inclination to denounce in fitting terms this treason against 
the Constitution and the rights of the people of the States! © see 
the Federal judiciary 5 upon the rights of the States, 
aiming a deadly blow at the Republic, and inst of arresting its 
pro we find men cringing before it and talking about the temper 
of th e opposition party being such that no attempt should be made to 
resist by legislation the impending disaster. Was this the language 
of Jefferson when he saw at its commencement the stream which has 
since swollen into such a volume as threatens to ingulf the Constitu- 
tion? No,sir. Let me read to those who lack courage the utterances 
of that fearless apostle of liberty. He said in 1821: 
It has long, however, been my opinion, and I have never shrunk from its ex- 
ression, * 5 dissolution of our Federal Government is in 
The constitution of the Federal judiciary, for im 1 
A a 
tle to-day and a little to-morrow, and advancing its noiseless step ike a thief over 
the field of 3 until all shall be usurped from the States and the govern- 
ment of all 

And again in 1822: 

The foundations are already deeply laid by their decisions for the annihilation 
of constitutional State rights and the removal of every check, every counterpoise 
to the ingulfing power of which themselves are to make a sovereign part. 

What the people demand is measures of the kind I have been ad- 
vocating here, and they also need men on this floor who have the 
nerve and integrity to stand up and turn back the tide of centraliza- 
tion which threatens to swamp the Republic, men who will combat it 
as well when confronting it openly in the form of executive usurpa- 
tion, as in the more insidious and therefore the more dangerous form 
of judicial construction. 

conclusion let me say that so far as this bill relates to the orig- 
inal jurisdiction of the Federal courts and the restrictions upon cor- 
porations, I regard it as being well prepared, and it will prove of t 
value to the public; but I trust the amendment which I offer will be 
adopted, for it will perfect and complete the bill in that regard. So 
far asit relates to the removal of causes from the State courts, in all 
that it falls short the bill now pending in the Committee of the Whole 
repealing the law authorizing the remoyal of causes, will cure, and 
therefore I hope that all who favor curtailing the jurisdiction of the 
Federal judiciary will aire it their cordial support. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, [Mr. FIXLey.] The time of the gentle- 
man has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask the Clerk to read an amend- 
ment which I desire to offer, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 10 so that it will read : 

“ That section 640 and the ninth, tenth, and eleventh clauses of section 629 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, and all laws and parts of laws in conflict 
with the provisions of this act, be, and the same are hereby, repealed.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now call for the previous question on the bill 
and amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Idesire tosay to the gentleman who makes that 
motion, [Mr. CULBERSON,] that it was understood that after the 
morning hour of to-day the session would be devoted to eulogies upon 
the late Senator from Alabama. The House is now, especially this 
side of it, 2 thin, and I do not think it would be right to bring us 
to a vote this morning on this bill and amendments. e gentleman 
himself certainly does not want to take us by surprise, and it was 
233 understood that the debate would occupy the morning 

our and after that the eulogies would follow. 


Mr. KNOTT. Let the previous question be sustained, so that this 
bill may be taken out of the morning hour, and then the matter can 
over, 
ers GARFIELD. That may be all right; but I would inquire 
whether the views of the minority of the committee have been prop- 
erly represented by amendments offered by them ? 


Mr. KNOTT. I understood that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON] who has of this bill will yield to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBIN- 
SON, ] to offer some amendments. 

r. CULBERSON, I pro to do that. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then there will be no objection, I suppose, to 
ordering the previous question. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have been instructed by the Committee on 
the Jadiciary to allow the minority of the committee to submit any 
amendments they may see proper. I propose to call the previous 

uestion, but before doing so I yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] to submit such amendments as he may de- 
sire on behalf of the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARFIELD, That is all right, and the previous question can 
then be called on the bill and pending amendments. 

Mr, CULBERSON. I desire to state that I do not yield to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. TOWN- 


SHEND. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Does the 83 propose to cut 
off all amendments except those that may be offered by members of 
the Committee on the Judiciary? If so, I shall oppose the previous 
question. À 

Mr. WHITE. DoI understand from the gentleman who has charge 
of this bill that the debate upon it has ceased ? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I propose now to call the previous question, 

Mr. WHITE. Does the gentleman propose to press this bill to a 
vote to-day? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I will ask the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND, ] who seems to have charge of a bill kindred to this, 
reported from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, if it is 
intended to press that bill before the House this session ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It is. I propose, just as soon as I 
can do so, to go into Committee of the Whole on that bill. 

Mr. WHITE. They are kindred measures, and it seems to me that 
the vote on this bill should be postponed until both bills ean be con- 
sidered together. 

Mr. BARBER. I would like to ask my colleague [ Mr. TOWNSHEND, 
of Illinois] a question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will answer it if I have time. 

Mr. BARBER. I understood the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CUL- 
BERSON] to say in the outset of this debate that there is no politics 
in this bill. I understood my Wee de from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND ] to say that this bill involves the old question of State rights 
on the one hand and centralization on the other. 
two statements be reconciled ? 

Mr. KNOTT. Is debate in order? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I should like to answer the ques- 
tion of my colleague, [Mr. BARBER. ] 

Mr. KNOTT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON} 
yield for a question ? 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. BAKER. Then I trust the previous question will be voted down. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. ROBINSON] tosubmit certain amendments on behalf of the minor- 
ity of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understood the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary [Mr. Knorr] to say that if the demand for the previous 
question shall be now sustained, the vote upon the bill and amend- 
ments will not be taken this morning. 

Mr. KNOTT. I suggested that by way of a compromise, in order 
that the bill eu be taken out of the morning honr. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I send up to the Clerk’s desk the amendments 
which I desire to offer on behalf of the minority of the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The Clerk read the amendments as follows: 

„Æirst. Strike out the sum 2, 0 wherever it occurs in ‘the bill and insert 


Second. In line 132, after the word “except,” insert the words in cases arising 
under the ut or copyright laws and; so that it will read “ except in cases aris- 
e he patent or copyright laws and in like cases in which said courts are 
authorized by this act to take original cognizance of suits between citizens in the 


same 

Third. Strike out all from line 126 to line 140, both inclusive. 

Fourth. At the end of the bill add the following: 

Provided, That this act shall not affect the jurisdiction over or disposition of aay 
suit removed from the court of any State, or any suit commenced in any court 
the United States before the passage hereof. 


Mr. CULBERSON. If there be no other amendments to be proposed 
by the minority of the Committee on the Judiciary, I call the pre- 

ous question on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliamentary 


Now, how can those 


in A 
The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
this demand for the previons. 
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question shall be sustained, will it cut off all other amendments ex- 
-cept those moved by members of the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

The 5 tem It will. 

Mr. TOWNS , of Illinois. Then I hope it will be voted 
down, 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. CuLBERSON for the 

revious question, and it was seconded; and the main question was 
en ordered, 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I now yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
(Mr. 3 

Mr. CAS W. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration should 
have our most careful attention. It proposes no change in the crim- 
inal but a radical ee in the civil jurisdiction of the circuit courts 
of the United States. Except by the amendment of 1875 no step so 
important as this has taken place since the passage of the judiciary 
act of 1789. I cannot in the brief time allotted me enter upon a full 
discussion of those changes, but must content myself with little more 
than a reference thereto. 

The Constitution delegates to Con, all judicial authority not 
vested by it in the Supreme Court. Article 3, section 1, provides: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court, 
and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time ordain and estab- 


The circuit courts are unknown to the Constitution. They are the 
creatures of statute. They are inferior tribunals, witli limited juris- 
diction, having such authority only as Congress may confer. This 
jurisdiction may be restricted or enlarged from time to time, as Con- 
gress shall deem proper. 

From the organization of these courts down to the year 1875 a very 
large class of cases, involving commercial paper, contracts, and obli- 

tions, was withheld from them: These obligations were executed 
ee citizens of the same State, domestic and local in their char - 
acter. Unless the assignor could sue, the assignee could not. All such 
contracts and controversies were triable only in the State courts, 

Congress withheld them from the Federal courts, notwithstanding 
the owners resided in other States and the controversy would be be- 
tween “citizens of different States.’ The authority to do this is 
well settled by the Supreme Court in several cases, which I need not 
cite. The long period of time in which these causes were excluded 
from the circuit courts, as well as the unbroken line of decisions sus- 
taining Congress in its action, is a most excellent reason for a con- 
tinuation of the restriction. But in 1875 the judiciary act of 1789 
was so amended as to extend to the circuit courts causes between 
citizens of different States, whether the assignor could sue or not, 
This turned into the Federal courts a large number of causes which 
. rightfully belonged to State tribunals. 

he transfer of claims to citizens of other States is often made for 
the purpose of coercing parties to a settlement rather than enter upon 
an expensive litigation. This bill will restore the law as it existed 
before its modification, and remand these cases to the courts in which 
they belong. Up to the present time no common-law action could be 
brought in the circuit courts unless the claim exceeded $500. The 
bill before the House extends this limitation to $2,000, In my judg- 
ment this, as well as the clause which restores to the State courts 
the other class of cases to which I have referred, is wise and for the 
best interests of the country, In 1789, when the sum of $500 was 
fixed as a limit, the business of the country, as well as the cases in 
court, was very limited. That sum then represented a greater amount 
of property than $2,000 do at the present time, The number of cases 
in court was very small; now they are very large, 

If citizens of the same State make contracts which can be litigated 
between the makers only in the State courts, there exists no reason 
why the place of trial should be changed because foreign parties sub- 

uently become interested. The forum for their litigation and trial 
is fixed when the contract is executed, and it is no hardship to whom- 
soever may become the owner if the trial of a controversy which may 
arise out of the transaction be confined to the local courts. 

If this bill sand ti here it would meet my hearty approval. But 
it goes further. Although the amendments I have referred to will 
eliminate from the Federal courts nearly one-half their present busi- 
ness, the bill proposes to close the door to all corporations in contro- 
versies which may arise in actions at the common Jaw or in equity. 
I have no doubt of the power of Congress to do this, 

If this bill becomes a law it will work a repeal of a part of the 
judiciary act of 1789. If Congress has the power to confer it may 
withdraw jurisdiction. If it be necessary, in the first instance, to con- 
fer jurisdiction upon the court, no one can doubt the power of Con- 
gom to take it away. It has urged upon this floor by the dis- 

inguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBINSON] that such 
discrimination would be in violation of the Constitution. He brings 
to his aid much ability, as well as some expressions of the judicial 
mind. But they are expressions merely, not decisions. The Consti- 
tution does not create the circuit court as it does the Supreme, and 
there is no implied authority in that instrament which would confer 
rights upon any person or tion in these courts other than those 
prescribed by Congress, If, indeed, the Constitution recognized cor- 
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porations as citizens of the United Seine and conferred upon them 
such rights as belong to the citizen, a different case would be pre- 
sented. If that were true the gentleman might find some warrant 
for his position; but these courts spring from Congress alone, and are 
by statute clothed with all the power it exercises. 

It is true the Supreme Court held that rations are so far 
clothed with citizenship as to be able within the meaning of the 
judieiary act to bring suit in the circuit courts. But such decisions 
are based upon the presumption that the individuals composing the 
corporation are nafural citizens of the State in which it is created, 
and an allegation to that effect is essential in the Pleaiings to confer 
jurisdiction. In other words, the courts hold that a company of citi- 
zens may sue in their collective or corporate capacity the same as they 
might do as individuals, It is, however, entirely competent for Con- 
gress to forbid it, and leave them to the State courts. Corporations 
are also but creatures of law. They have no existence, no power or 
capacity without or independent of legislative enactments. 

e Supreme Court has also held that they are not citizens within 
the ordinary meaning of that term as used in the Constitution, and 
consequently have not the 1 5 of a natural citizen. They may be 
excluded from the exercise of their franchises in other States ae be 
limited for a field of operations to the State in which they are created. 
The comity of States will not even give them recognition against 
the legislative will. The very objects of their organization in one 
State may be mischievous to the welfare of all the others, and the 
States may by legislative enactments exclude them altogether. 

In this I am sustained by the leading case of Paul vs. Virginia, (8 
Wall., 168.) The court in that case reaffirm the doctrine in La Fayette 
Insurance Company vs. French, (18 How., 407.) I have no doubt, there- 
fore, that the provisions of the bill are entirely within the Constitu- 
tion. Reference has been made to the case of Home Insurance Com- 
pany vs. Morse, which arose in the State of Wisconsin. The Legislature 
of that State attempted to restrict the jurisdiction of the Federal 
court, or rather compel the insurance company to nappase away a 
right guaranteed to it by an act of Con . This clearly could not be 
done. The company, like an individual, could not be bound by an 
agreement to waive the privileges given to it by law. The question 
here presented was not involved in that case in the least degree. But 
Tam confronted with a question of policy as well as of comity be- 
tween the States. The citizens of each State are permitted to sue in 
the Federal courts of every other State. Our fathers deemed this so 
essential as to give it place in the Constitution. At the time of the 
adoption of that instrument corporations were scarcely known or 
recognized, and being principally of State creation no provision was 
made in their interes 

The courts should administer the law without reference to parties. 
Whoever can appear in court should receive such 1 as will 
make no distinction in the title of a cause or the capacity of litigants, 
whether they appear as individuals or as corporations. The stock- 
holders are the parties interested. The capacity in which they 
sue should not be material. Distinctions of this character should 
never be the subject of judicial inquiry, nor find a place upon our 
statute-books, It is true a non-resident has a choice between the 
State and Federal courts, while this privilege is not enjoyed by his 
adversary. But it is also true that in either court the latter has a 
jury of his locality, and the advan „it any, is overcome. There 

s no reason why a private bank in the city of New York should be 
admitted to sue in the United States courts in Wisconsin, while a 
savings-bank of the same city must be excluded. Is there any sound 
reason to justify the distinction? The laws are made for all—the 
rich and the poor should meet in court upona level. The law should 
be administered to them alike. Justice is blind and shonld know no 

rties. Injustice may be done in some cases. It is better however 
hat a few should suffer than to incorporate into our statutes so in- 
vidious a distinction. 

The jpa oiary system should be above reproach. The equality of 
litigants should be preserved. In civil actions capital alone is in- 
volved. It is immaterial who the parties are that possess that capi- 
tal; whether they be individuals or corporations. 

Reference has been made tosome log tion in the Western States 
as tending to defeat justice. Acts of this nature may have crept into 
the statutes of these States in some instances, but they were the ne- 
cessities of the hour, enacted as a shield to protect the people against 
the oppressive demands of capitalists, who were exacting dollars for 
cents, But in every instance the statutes have been repealed, or 
overturned by the courts, and to-day their sense of honor and desire 
to meet their obligations is not excelled in any of the States of this 
Union. Nor exists there a people who yield a better return for the 
capital which they employ, whether it be owned in the East or in the 
West. A growing prosperity now enables them to discharge these ob- 
ligations with interest. Our State courts are gaining a reputation 
which may well be envied, and which will ere act place the empire 
States in the first ranks. If this provision be striken out I shall hai 
the passage of the billas a step in the right direction. If it be re- 
tained, I shall not deem it my duty to oppose its passage, for the 
good which will flow from the other sections will more than compen- 
sate for the mischief which will be created. 

Mr, CULBERSON. I now yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. WILLIAMS] to offer an amendment in behalf of the minority of 
the committee. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word them,“ in line 29, page 2, insert the following: 

And if in any suit of a civil nature at common law or in equity the plaintiffs or 

titioners recover less than $2,000, exclusive of interest and costs, the de- 

endants shall recover from the plaintiffs or petitioners their costs and charges. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is that amendment in order now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the amend- 
ment as being read for information. The previous question has 
been ordered on the bill and pending amendments. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Kerrer] that it was the understanding that the minority of the 
committee should offer such amendments as they saw proper. 

Mr. KEIFER. But it is too late to offer the amendment after the 
begun to operate. 


I offer the amendment whick I 


previous question has 
. CULBERSON. I consent to allow the amendment now. 

Mr. KEIFER. I submit that it is out of order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. BAKER] to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. I submit that the amendment is not now in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair willstate that the previous 
question was seconded and the main question ordered on the bill and 
pending amendments. The Chair would hold that that vote cuts offall 
subsequent amendments unless they be offered by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KEIFER. I object to this amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. I understand that the gentleman from Texas, in 
making his demand for the previous question, coupled with it a state- 
ment that the minority should have the right to offer whatever 
amendments they desired to offer. That was the understanding of 
the minority of the committee. Now, one member of that minority 
-has offered an amendment in pursuance of that reservation of right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By a vote of the House the previous 
question was ordered on the bill and pending amendments; and 
whatever the gentleman from Texas may have said, the Chair can 
-only enforce the order of the House. 

Mr. BAKER. I inquire whether or not the fact is not as I have 


ated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. According to the understanding of 
the Chair the gentleman from Texas stated that if the minority had 
no further amendments to offer he would demand the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and pending amendments. The Chair then sub- 
mitted the motion, and the previous question was ordered by the 
House. That cuts off all subsequent amendments, unless by unani- 
mous consent; and objection is made by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. KEIFer.] 

Mr. BAKER. The point I made was this: that when the gentleman 
from Texas demanded the previous question he did so with the state- 
ment that the right was reserved to the minority to offer such amend- 
ments as they might choose to offer. It was with that understandin 
that the House seconded the demand for the previous question. 
appeal to the gentleman from Texas to say whether that was not the 
form in which the matter occurred. 

Mr. KEIFER. I feel bound to object in this case, because we have 


-st 


not an opportunity to perfect this important amendment. 
The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair rules that the amendment 
is not before the House. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Lest I may appear indifferent to 
my own amendment, I desire to say that I approve the principle 
-embraced in the amendment; and at the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Baker, I with permission as I supposed of my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Texas, I offered the 
amendment in good faith. I should be very glad to have it regarded 
-as pending. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin whether he 
had the amendment in his ion until after the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BAKER] had been refused the opportunity to offer it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I cannot as to the fact of the 
gentleman from Indiana haying been refused the opportunity to offer 
the amendment, but it was handed to me only a few moments before 
I offered it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. This is precisely the same amendment that the 
gentleman from Indiana tried to offer in his own right here, and per- 
mission to do so was refused. Now the amendment has been passed 
to a member of the committee after the previous question has been 
ordered on the bill and pending amendments. 

Mr. BAKER. I ap to the gentleman from Texas to yield to me 
for afew moments, I want to make a statement. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. BAKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is true that I tried to get this 
amendment in some days ago; I gave notice to the House that I pro- 

osed to offer such an amendment; and I wish to say that in my be- 

ief there is no proposition in connection with the whole subject of 
remodeling the jurisdiction of the Federal courts more important 
than that embodied in this amendment. Unless such a provision be 
adopted it will still be in the power of the Federal courts to take 
jurisdiction of claims of less than $500, although their jurisdiction is 
limited to amounts of $500 and more. All that is necessary in order 
that a Federal court shall get jurisdiction of a case is that the party 
ho snes shall allege in his complaint or declaration that his cause 
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of action amounts to $500 or more; this will confer jurisdiction on 
the Federal court. If this bill should pass the amount necessary to 
confer jurisdiction would be increased to $2,000. Then all that the 
party would have to do would be to allege in his declaration that his 
cause of action amounted to $2,000. If upon prosecuting the cause 
to judgment he should recover less than $2,000 or less than $100, he 
would still have the right to recover that jadgment. I propose by 
this amendment to put a penalty upon a man who thus goes into the 
Federal court without having a case which really entitles him to sue 
there—the penalty of uiring him to pay the costs of the suit 
allowing him to recover his judgment but applying to him the same 
rule which is to-day applied to parties in the State courts. 

Where parties sue in a State court of general jurisdiction for causes 
of action that should have been prosecuted in another court, and fail 
to recover a certain sum of money, they are required to pay the costs. 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, there is a provision which authorizes the 
Federal jud to tax the costs t the plaintiff in such cases; 
but legislation has been made, and it is applied in all the Federal 
courts, as will be found by reference to elementary books and the de- 
cisions of courts on that subject. The rule is, unless the cause of 
action is frivolous the party will be entitled to recover not only his 
judgment, but the costs, and if he has any cause of action at all the 
rule is his cause is not frivolous. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from In- 
diana has aes 

Mr, CULBERSON. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. KEIFER.] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I shall not occupy all that time, and 
I would not say a word, but I understand my point of order to have 
been sustained. The gentleman seems to be anxious his amendment 
should be admitted, but as it is on my objection it is kept out I de- 
sire to offer a word of criticism. 

1 think the proposed amendment has not been well digested, and 
as we have not an opportunity of considering it at this stage of this 
bill we sa co to exclude it altogether. 

In the first place, sir, it requires a recovery before you can carry 
costs greater in amount than the jurisdiction given to the United 
States courts by the bill. It 275 be possible where a man comes 
into court on a promissory note of $1,500, which has $500 of interest 
accumulated on it, making the amount of the claim $2,000—it may be 
you may come into the court with that claim, and when you have 
recovered and the court has applied the jurisdiction to it you will 
have to pay the defendant’s costs, as I understand the bill—as you 
would under this proposed amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. One word. It follows precisely the phraseology of 
the jurisdiction of the bill. 

r. KEIFER. I have not examined it, but I understand from the 
gentleman having it in charge that the jurisdiction depends on the 
amount of recovery. 

Mr. BAKER. Two thousand dollars, exclusive of interest. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, Mr. Speaker, costs and interest are to be ex- 
eluded in determining the guesson. The rule is, in all the States 
where there is a limitation of the right to recover costs, to require the 
defendant to pay his own costs and the plaintiff his own costs in such 
cases. But here the proposed amendment is to require a plaintiff to 
pay the defendant’s costs when the defendant himself is in the wrong 
in not paying his debts or in making his defense. 

But still there is another objection to this. There are many cases 
where the amount involved might be many thousands of dollars where 
the final recovery might be less than $2,000 because of counter claims, 
or, what is still worse, set-offs, which come in on assigned claims to 
defendant unknown to the plaintiff when he comes into that juris- 
diction. In fact, he might have a case where there were $50,000 in- 
volved; but when you come to strike a balance there might be but 
$2,000 difference une imed; and they say, after you have gone through 
ali that litigation, if the plaintiff does not recover beyond $2,000, ex- 
clusive of interest and costs, then he must pay the defendant’s costs. 
I assert here there is hardly a State in this Union which has any law 
that requires the plaintiff to Bey. the defendant’s costs where there is 
a ST against the defendant. There are many States where the 
rule is, if the plaintiff does not recover beyond a certain sum in & 
certain class of cases, the plaintiff then must pay his own costs, but this 
carries the rule entirely outside, and I submit it ought not to be done. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I learn there was an understanding that no 
vote should be taken on these amendments to-day ; and, if that be so, 
I now ask by unanimous consent the morning hour may be consid- 
ered as having expired. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired, and this subject 
goes over until the next morning hour. 

DEATH OF HON. GEORGE S. HOUSTON. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolutions from the 
Senate on the death df the late Hon. GEORGE 8. Houston be taken 
from the Speaker's table and read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the following 
resolutions from the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Is SENATE UNITED STATES. 
February 26, 1880. 
Resolved, That the Senate has heard with. regret of the death of Hon. GEORGE 
S. Hovsrox, a Senator from the State of Alabama, and extends to the family of 


the deceased Senator and to the people of Alabama sincere condolence in their 


bereavement. 
II. That the long 2 service of GEORGE S. Housrox has been marked by 
fidelity to his convictions of duty, 3 and 1 in his labors for tlie 


ernor of that State. 
of the Senate transmit to the family of the deceased 
and to the . of bama, a copy of these resolutions, with the action of 
the Senate thereon. 

Mr. FORNEY. I offer the following resolutions, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House of 
the announcement of the death of Hon. GEORGE S. Houston, late a Senator of the 
United States from the State of Alabama, 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended to allow suitable 
tributes to be paid to his many virtues; and, as a further mark of res to the 
memory of the deceased Senator, the House, at the conclusion of said tributes, shall 


resentatives has received with profound sorrow 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, Alabama asks this House to pause for 
the present in its legislative labors, and unite with her in paying a 
suitable tribute of respect to the memory of her deceased Senator, 
Hon. GEORGE S. Houston, who died at his home in Athens on the 
31st of December last, beloved, honored, and esteemed by the citizens 
of his State. The announcement of his death was ashock to the 
people, who had so recently, 2 their representatives, conferred 
upon him the highest position within their gift. He lived to a ripe 

d ; he had reached his three score and ten years, 

Senator Houston was born in Williamson County, in the State of 
Tennessee. Although not a native of Alabama, yet he had resided 
within her borders full mags Uber from the date of her admission 
into the Union as a State. He selected for his profession the law. 
Soon after he was admitted to the bar,on account of his studious 
habits, close attention to business, and exemplary conduct, the people 
of Lauderdale County elected him to the Legislature. Rising rapidly 
in his profession, in 1837 he was elected solicitor of the circuit in 
which he resided. While in 1 ponon he made t reputation 
as a lawyer of ability and evinced, at that early period of his career, 
that unimpeachable integrity, earnest devotion to duty, and sacre 

for the inviolability of public trust that governed him in his 
future political life and made him so conspicuous among his fellow- 
citizens. So well had he discharged the duties of his office, so satis- 
ptf his conduct, at the close of his term as solicitor the people 
elected him a member of the Twenty-seventh Congress. He took his 
seat in this House in the year 1841, and was successively re-elected a 
member, frequently without opposition, until 1861, except to the 
Thirty-first ‘congress, when he declined a re-election. 

I will not stop to speak of the great services rendered his State or 
the country during the eighteen years he sat as a member 5 
floor. His record speaks for itself. While a member of this body he 
occupied the most important positions as chairman of prominent com- 
mittees. During his long service as a member of Congress he stood 
high in the esteem of the great and good men with whom he was as- 
sociated in that day and time. He was one of the color-guard of the 
Treasury; his record shows with what watchful care he guarded it. 
He was an able and faithful public servant; a true patriot, his patri- 
otism was not bounded by State lines, but emb. his entire coun- 
try. 9 was the granite base upon which he reared the super- 
structure of his political life; that sterling integrity placed him 
beyond the reach of temptation. At the close of his long public serv- 
ice no blot, no stain tarnished his bright escutcheon. No bribe ever 

Uuted his fingers or left a dark spot in his hands. At all times with 

“a name was rather to be chosen than great riches, a loving 
favor than silver and gold.” ö 

He was a poa and successful man, To his great popularity 
and success In ife he was indebted to his native talent, his known 
a. his purity, honesty, and to his knowledge of human nature. 
He studied the ple more and knew them better than he did books. 
He was a good judge of the popular feeling and popra demand. He 
was truly the friend of the people, he consulted their wishes, condi- 
tions,and interest. He honestly desired theirhappiness and welfare, 
and the happy faculty of making them believeit. The people 
believed he was honest and true; they knew he was capable and faith- 
ful, and were ever ready to place him in power. He was never defeated 
before the people for an office. Asa debater he had few superiors upon 
the stump. He was powerful in a political campaign. He conld at- 
tract the attention of the masses and hold it with interest to the close 
of his address. He was not a man of brilliant or showy talent, nor 
what the world calls a genius. He never originated new departures in 
politics, but clung with tenacity to the old landmarks established by 
the fathers. Neither did he dazzle the country with his eloquence or 

‘lowing declamation. Nor was he an impassioned orator, or one that 

for the moment. He appealed to the judgment, not to the 
passions. In his speeches to the people his end and aim was to be 
understood, to carry conviction to the minds of his hearers, to make 
an impression which would last. He would never drop the iron- 
wrought link in his chain of argument to supply it with the silvery 
net-work of poesy. He was what might be called an instructive 
and convincing speaker—one that carried his point. 

The crowning acts of his life, those that endeared him most to the 
people uf his State, were the services rendered them while governor 
of Alabama. His political friends, unsolicited by him, in the year 
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1874 nominated him as their standard-bearer for governor. The 
pore elected him by a decided majority. When he took control of 
the helm of state as governor ot Alabama there was no money in the 
treasury, and the great problem then to be solved was the debt ques- 
tion—the debt which had been illegally contracted during the days 
of reconstruction, while Alabama was under the dominion of a class 
of men who had flocked, like birds of prey, within her borders to 
feed and gorge upon the little that the war had left her people; men 
whose interests were not identified with the best interest of the State, 
whose end and aim were personal a; dizement. During those 
days extravagance and corruption had held full sway; an immense 
debt had been wrongfully fastened upon the State. He entered upon 
the discharge of his duties as governor with a determination to bring 
relief to his suffering people. He was equal to the great emergeney. 
Economy in all matters of state became his watchword. Under his 
administration the people soon began to have faith in their ultimate 
redemption, hope was stimulated and confidence inspired, At the 
close of his first term the people almost with one acclaim said, Well 
done, thon good and faithful servant,” and re-elected him by au im- 
mense majority. While governor the State commiss‘oned him and 
two others of her citizens alike distinguished for their ability, hon- 
esty, and probity, (Hon. T. B. Bethea and General L. W. Lawler,) with 
power to adjust and settle the State’s indebtedness. Tho result of 
the labors of the commission met with the cordial approval of the 
people. The debt was adjusted honorably to the State and satisfac- 
tory to the creditors. It can be truly said of him that in the many 
responsible positions which he filled during his forty years’ service 
as a public man he never failed to prove himself equal to the duties 
geye ved npon him and worthy of the confidence and trust reposed 
in him. : 

He possessed administrative and executive capacity of no ordinary 
character. His administration of the affairs of state while governor 
was such as commanded the esteem and confidence of his political 
1 taneratsy as well as his Paty friends. As an evidence of the ped- 
ple’s high appreciation of his services, the Legislature of his Sfate 
elected him, at the close of his term as governor, to the Senate of the 
United States. He took his seat at the commencement of the late, 
extra session. He was not permitted to serve out the term of his 
election. Death stopped him in his useful career. He died with his 
harness upon him. He has crossed over the river. His manly and 
stalwart form lies in the veyard of the village in which he spent 
the ter portion of his Jife. He rene in the beautiful valley of 
the Tennessee, the loveliest portion of Alabama, 

No lovelier land the prophet viewed, 
When on the sacred mount he stood, 
And saw below, transcendent shine, 
The streams and groves of Palestine. 

There he will rest, his dust mingling with the dust of kindred, 
friends, and neighbors, until the morn of resurrection, his memory 
enshrined in the hearts of a gratefal people, his name enrolled on the 
list of Alabama’s most illustrious dead, long to be remembered as one 
who had done his State some service, who died, as he had lived,“ an 
honest man, the noblest work of God.” 


Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Speaker, I second the resolutions submitted 
by the gentleman [Mr. Forney] from the seventh congressional dis- 
trict of Alabama. There is, perhaps,no one in the present House from 
whom this tribute to the memory and eminent virtues of the deceased 
could more appropriately come than from 5 When I took my 
seat for the first time in this Hall—or rather the old Hall—on the 11t 
of December, 1843, I found Mr. Houston a member. He as two years 
ahead of me in this branch of the public service. I left him here 
when I retired in 1859, though he was on his own voluntary action 
not a member from 1849 to 1851. When I met him he had coring his 
first Congress acquired considerable reputation as a man of ability, 
integrity, and business qualifications. He was then on the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. Just over to the right of the aisle, as you pass 
from the Clerk’s desk to the outer center door, he sat usually engaged, 
when nothing interesting was occupying the attention of the House, 
in reading or answering letters or examining papers. He seem 
never to be idle. My seat was far off to the left of the Speaker, near 
the onter row. I well remember the first impression upon my mind 
upon seeing him in his place. During our association on this floor 
I met him often, not only in consultation upon public matters, but 
socially. I therefore knew him long, well, and intimately. 

While he was not a man of genius, so called, yet by industry, ap- 

lication, and assiduity in the discharge of his duties he rose to the 
eadership of the House—to the chairmanship of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. We differed in political associations during the 
whole period of our joint service on this floor; but in the essential 

rinciples of the true Jeffersonian democratic creed we never differed. 

ur friendly relations were never marred, or even jarred, during our 
long association in the public councils. in personal appearance Mr. 
HOUSTON presented a fine physique. He was well developed in manl 
form. His complexion was ruddy. His voice was strong and ood, 
though somewhat sharp and shrill for a man of his size. It Was ex- 
ceedingly penetrating. In debate he was didactic, clear, and per- 
spicuous. In social qualities he war always agreeable and le 
and never austere in manner. He possessed great equanimity of 
temper. He was always cheerful, and never was seemingly depressed 
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on account of anything. He was ever buoyant in spirit. He had 
the fortitude of a Christian with the philosophy of a stoic. In ora- 
tory he seldom assumed the declamatory style, and hence was never 
regarded as among the brilliant speakers of the Honse. His object 
on all occasions seemed rather to convince the judgment fs ical 
argument than to enliven the imagination by rhetorical displays. 

He was emphatically a man of work and business. Labor was his 

pleasure. With him it seemed that— 

The bliss of life is the bliss of toil. 

Such were a few of the many virtues and excellences of GEORGE 
S. Houston, by which he rose from the humblest walks of life to the 
highest honors and distinctions his fellow-citizens could bestow, Sus- 
tained by honor, truth, sy and uprightness of purpose, with a 
spotless purity of character during a long and eventful career, he has 
gone to his grave leaving a name that will perish only with the his- 
tory of his country. 

In referring, Mr. Speaker, to the events of my first acquaintance 
with my distinguished departed friend and the very memorable occa- 
sion in my life when I first took my seat in the Federal House of Rep- 
resentatives, reminiscences of very deep impression are vividly awak- 
ened in my mind. It may not be inappropriate in these funeral cere- 
monies to recall some of these. 

It was nearly forty years ago. What changes have taken place 
since then !—changes especially in the constituent elements and the 
personnel of this House and the other wing of the Capitol, as well as 
the controlling actors in every department of our public affairs. In 
respect to the House of Representatives and its surroundings, to a 
perfect stranger looking down from one cf the galleries everything 

would seem now quite like it did then. He would see the same con- 
formation of the Hall, the same arrangement of seats, the same or 
similar aisles. In looking on he would see no change in the proceed- 

ings of the body. He would see the same routine of business; the 

Speaker in the chairnow as then; the clerks at the desk now as then ; 

the call of the roll now as then; the Sergeant-at-Arms—the mace, the 

insignium of his authority—the Doorkeepers and pages now as then. 

The Honse itself he would see now composed, as then, of old, middle- 

aged, and young. The actors in the drama, to one so looking down, 

would appear to be the same; yet how different are the individual 
actors in the scenes now from those who figured upon the stage at 
that time! 

When I entered Congress John W. Jones, of Virginia, was Speaker. 
Then just over there to the left sat the venerable John Quincy Adams, 
ripened with age and honors, and whose learning in all the depart- 
ments of science, literature, art, history, and politics was, perhaps, 
unsurpassed in his day. Around there on the extreme right sat Henry 
A. Wise, the distinguished member from Accomack, Virginia, then rec- 
ognized as the most eloquent member of the House. He was soon 
transferred to a higher public service. A little in his rear and still 
on the right of the Speaker sat Lucius Q. C. Elmer, an accomplished 
member from New Jersey, who was then at the head of the Commit- 
tee of Elections, who is still living, I believe, and enjoying in his old 
age 15 7 otium cum dignitate which is the crowning glory of a well- 
spent life. 5 

PStill further to his right on the same side was the venerable Will- 
iam Wilkins, of Pennsylvania, then at the head of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. A little in front of him,and near where Mr. FER- 

NANDO Woop now sits, was James J. McKay, of North Carolina, then 

head of the Committee of Ways and Means, In all respects he seemed 

to be formed after the model of his preat generated Nathaniel Ma- 
con. Then near up in front sat Robert C. Winthrop, one of the ac- 
knowledged leaders on the whig side of the Chamber. Just over on 
the other side of the middle aisle, on the left of the Speaker, sat the 
brothers, Joseph R.and Jared Ingersoll, from Pennsylvania, both lead- 
ers, pe on opposite sides in politics, Joseph R. being a whig and 

ared a democrat. The latter was then at the head of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. Then a little to the rear of these and farther 
to the left sat Samuel F. Vinton, of Ohio, whose acquaintance with 
the rules, great prudence, and sound judgment rendered him, perhaps, 
the most prominent leader on the whig side. 

Allow me here to digress to say that the 5 daughter of 
this at statesman, Madeline Vinton Dablgren, now lives in 
the city, and for several years has been the center of a literary soci- 
ety which does honor, not only to the metropolis, but to the whole 
country, and from whose pen there has been added a very valuable 
contribution to our political literature by her admirable translation 
from the French of Adolphe De Chambrun’s treatise on the“ Execu- 
tive power of the United States.” 

Just to the right of Mr. Vinton and a little farther to the left of 
the Speaker sat another "hig leader. This was Garrett Davis, of 
Kentucky, ever active, watchful, and vigilant. 

The head of the Committee on Commerce at that time was Isaac 
E. Holmes, of Charleston, South Carolina. He was one of the most 
ponani and agreeable men of the House. His colleague, Hon. R. 

well Rhett, was then already distinguished as one of the most 

rominent members of the House and statesmen of the 7 8 
e was then in the prime of life and full vigor of manhood. He 

had been here for several years, and, perhaps, at that time was 

58 the height of his distinction. His seat was just there near the 


nt. 
Among the whig leaders in that Congress two others must be men- 


tioned. One was Kenneth Rayner, of North Carolina, who is at pres- 
ent Solicitor of the Treasury ; and the other was John P. Kennedy, 
of Maryland, the biographer of Wirt. All these were of the older 
class or of former Congresses. 

With me in the Twenty-eighth Congress came quite a shoal of new 
members, many of whom have acted important parts in the history 
of the country since. Of these standing ont most prominently in my 
memory at this moment are HANNIBAL N, of Maine, since Vice- 
President of the United States, and now Senator in the other wing of 
the Capitol. Stephen A. Douglas and John A. McClernand, of Illinois 
the latter of whom acted a very conspicuous part in the late war, an 
presided over the Saint Louis convention of 1876, while the name and 
fame of Douglas are deeply engraven upon the pages of our country’s 
history. Andrew Johnson, of Tennessee, who first became Vice-Presi- 
dent and then President of the United States. Alexander Ramsey, of 
Pennsylvania, who is now Secretary of War. Hamilton Fish, of New 
York, who for eight years presided with so much ability and distinc- 
tion over the State Department. Robert C. Schenck, of Ohio, who has 
since served his country in many high positions, and who still lives, 
and is a citizen of this city. Preston King, of New York; John Sli- 
dell, of Louisiana; John P. Hale, of New Hampshire; Robert Me- 
Clelland, of Michigan; George P. Marsh, of Vermont; George W. Jones 
of Tennessee ; Thomas L. Clingman, of North Carolina, and How 
Cobb, of Georgia. Robert Toombs, another distinguished Georgian, 
who has acted a great part since, and Jefferson Davis, of Mississippi, 
and William L. Yancey, of Alabama, came in two years after. 
these and others in that shoal have figured extensively in the subse- 
quent history of our country. Most of them, it is true, have gone to 
their long homes—a few of them are still surviving. One in that 
list, not yet mentioned, I cannot omit on this occasion. I refer to 
Felix Grundy McConnell, of Alabama. He was one of the most ex- 
traordinary men I ever met with. Those who knew him can never 
forget him. He was without education, but with talents of the high- 
est order. He was the original author and mover of the homestead 
idea in relation to the public lands. He was cut down early in life, 
lamented by all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a glance at the Senate as it was then composed: 
There was George Evans, of Maine; Leyi Woodbury, of New Hamp- 
shire; the brilliant and eloquent Choate, of Massachusetts; Silas 
Wright, of New York; William L. Dayton, of New Jersey ; James 
Buchanan, of Pennsylvania; William C. Rives and William S. Archer, 
of Virginia; Willie P. Mangum, of North Carolina; George McDuffie, 
of South Carolina; John M. Berrien and Walter T. Colquitt, of Geor- 
gia; William R. King and Arthur P. Bagby, of Alabama; Robert J. 

alker, of Mississippi; John J. Crittenden, of Kentucky; William 
Alen, of Ohio; Thomas H. Benton and David R. Atchison, of Mis- 
souri. 

These were all giants in intellect and Titans in debate, although 
neither Calhoun, Clay, nor Webster, the great trio of American orators 
and statesmen, was then in that body. Calhoun was in voluntary 
retirement, and was soon afterward called to the State Department. 
Clay had left the Senate the year before to lead the whigs in the presi- 
dential canvass of 1844. Webster had just left Tyler’s cabinet, after 
the ratification of the treaty of Washington, which was his master- 
piece of Tipoa By it an amicable and advantageous settlement 
was effected on the long-vexed question of the northeastern boundary 
between the United States and the British possessions. For remain- 
ing in Tyler’s cabinet to accomplish this great and patriotic purpose 
he had excited the opposition of his party associates throughout the 
country, and had especially excited great indignation on the part of 
the whigs in Massachusetts. This was a memorable epoch in his life. 
He went to Boston to defend himself. In speaking of this crisis in 
his affairs, I may be excused on this occasion in quoting what Theodore 
Parker said of Mr. Webster at that time: 

The clouds bad thickened into blackness, all around and over him, and hurled 
their thunders fearfully upon his devoted head, but there be stood in Faneuil Hall 
and thundered back again. It was the ground lightning from his Olympian brain. 

Mr. Webster’s contest with the whigs of Massachusetts ended 
with his again being returned to the Senate in 1845, where he again 
met Mr. Calhoun, and where they both again met Mr. Clay in 1849. 

With several changes in the personnel before stated, the American 
Senate was perhaps at this period the most august body ever before 
assembled in this country. Cass was there. Hunter was there. Sew- 
ard was there. Davis and Foote, of Mississipi. were there. Doug- 
las was there. It was by this body and the House of Representa- 
tives, after a most exciting and protracted debate for months, that 
the great sectional questions were peacefully adjusted in 1850, under 
the lead and auspices mainly of Clay, Webster, Cass, Foote, and Doug- 
las. Mr. Calhoun died while the debate was going on. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I can indulge in these reminiscences no longer, 
They were suggested by the occasion. From what has been said 
some idea can formed of the character of the men with whom 
GEORGE S. Houston was brought in contact through his eventful life, 
of which others will s ; and therefore the more correct estimate 
may be placed upon the merits of one who, under the circumstances, 
achieved the distinction he did. It was certainly enough to gratify 
the highest ambition, but he, if I understood him, had no ambition 
but to perform his duty, and in its faithful discharge to render him- 
self useful to his fellow-men in his day and generation. Honor to 
his memory, and peace to his ashes! 
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Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, it was a great many years ago that I 
met Mr. Houston in public life. In the Thirty-third Congress, which 
is nearly a third of a century since, I first met him. We then occu- 

ied the old hall of the Capitol. The foundations of this Chamber 
not been laid when Mr. Houston and I came into this legislative 
body. I refer back through that long series of years with a great 
deal of satisfaction in the reminiscences that I make now and then 
of the old, solid men who were associated with me in the legislation 
of that period. When we met here, sir, I found in the House of Rep- 
resentatives in that Thirty-third Congress such men as Thomas H. 
Benton, ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS, Thomas H. Bailey, John Letcher, 
George W. Jones, John C. Breckenridge, and Thomas A. Hendricks. 
Contemporaneous with us in the other branch of the National is- 
lature there were Mr. Everett, Charles Sumner, Stephen A. Douglas, 
Salmon P. Chase, Lewis Cass, William H. Seward, R. M. T. Hanter, 
and many others that I might name. So that at the time to which I 
refer, a when I first formed the acquaintance of Governor HOUS- 
TON, there were not only eminent men in this House, but very emi- 
nent men in the co-ordinate branch of Congress. Even amidst this 
array of celebrated men Governor Houston, although perhaps he 
might not rank in point of intellect and power with some of the men 
whom I have named, at that time in this House had a prominent stand- 
ing and an exalted paron He was chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, which then had more significance, I am sorry to say, 
than it has now—I do not speak disparagingly of the ability of the 
utlemen who compose it now, but of the character and standin 
that the committee under the rules of the House ought to have. It 
was a proud and an honored position to be held among the distin- 
men to whom I have referred. But a few years before this 
time the Senate presented a galaxy of intellectual power that has 
never been stode in the history of this country or of anyother in 
the world. I refer to the days when Mr. Calhoun, Mr. Webster, and 
Mr. Clay occupied positions in the Senate, and other gentlemen of 
almost equal ability composed the Senate of the United States. The 
time I speak of, when I came here, these distinguished men had passed 
away. 

I ae present in the Senate when the eulogies were pronounced on 
Mr. Clay, and they made a great impression upon me. Men in those 
days could listen to enlogies on their dead colleagues and not emplo 
themselves in conversing or in making disorder in the galleries, It 
would seem to be in better taste now to follow the example. : 

Governor Houston I met for the last time previous to my 1 
for my home during the holidays. He then appeared to be in g 
ordinary health, but the insidious enemy was upon his track—the 
enemy that is upon the track of all of us, and when and where he 
shall come is unknown to any of us. There are some things, Mr. 
Speaker, that we do know: 

We know that moons shall wane, 

And summer birds from far shall cross the sea ; 

But who shall tell us when to look for death! 
Ah, Mr, Speaker, 

He has all seasons for his own. 


Governor Houston was my junior by some three years, and in the 
ordinary course of nature I should have preceded him upon the 
journey to that goal in the distance that is so little known to us all, 

ut which sooner or later it is a part of our destiny to make. In my 
associations with Governor Houston I found him not what the world 
might call a great man, but better than that, Mr. Speaker, I found 
him to be an honest man and a good man, and greatness without 
these additional qualifications amounts to literally nothing in mak- 
ing up and forming the true standard of human character. Great- 
ness without those essential qualities of the mind and heart, kind- 
ness, goodness, charity, honesty, is sadly robbed of its exalted status. 

There are arbitrary terms we use in speaking of the attributes of 
human character. There are terms which we use in forming our 
opinion and estimate of the human mind, and I have lived to a long 
period and have mingled with a great many men, but in forming my 
opinion of what I regard as the character of a great man I want 
something else than genius as the sole qualification of a statesman 
a warrior, or a distinguished jurist. I want greatness to go beyon 
that point. I want a man great in the noble qualities which distin- 
guish our race; not 

Great like Cæsar stained in blood, 
But only great as we are good. 

So I classify my distinguished friend now deceased, the friend of my 
early days, a man whose kind, generous heart endeared him to me; a 
man withont guile. 

I heard it said here, in these opening eulogies, on the part of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. FORNEY, ] that during the long period 
of Governor Houston’s life no charge had ever been brought home 
to him of dishonesty, either in public or private life. Heavens! That 
is the reputation that makes a man t. Nearly a third of a century 
in Con and no ch of malfeasance made against him. The 
voice of slander even hushed; that forked tongue which throws its 
venom against the good, the honest, the prudent—in short, against 


eS of pure principles and upright life. How should he haye 
esca 

If there be any one thing dearer to me than another in forming the 
estimate of the true character of my friend, let it be said that he has 
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been of some service to his fellow creatures, and ing those 
elements of greatness tħat lead him to the giving of relief to others. 
That is true greatness. Ido not detract from the reputation of those 
who have won their spurs upon the battle-field; Ido not detract from 
the reputation of those who have led senates and iu that sphere ob- 
tained a great and renowned reputation; Ido not detract from those 
who have been renowned in the administration of the laws of the 
land. They have gained their laurels; let them wear them. But I 
hold in higher regard the reputation of those who have not reached 
such exalted positions, but who have excelled in all the great quali- 
fications that adorn the human heart and place the crown upon the 
human head. I want such qualifications to be considered a part and 
parcel of those who in these days constitute greatness—not greatness 
in one thing, but tness in all things. 

We have before us to-day the history of a man who has passed a 
score of years in public life and whose reputation for honesty and in- 
tegrity has grown brighter and brighter; though there have been 
oceasions when temptations have been great, in the way of virtuous 
life. Such are the traditions of times past. He maintained unsul- 
lied his reputation, and even to the end of his career he is the same 
kind, generous, and upright man; his eye constantly on his duties 
here, fighting for a frugal administration of the Government, he has 
won no enemies and made all his friends. That, Mr. Speaker, is 
greatness according to my conception of the word. 

So he pursued his onward way, beloved by all, liked by all, despised 
by none. Peacefully and quietly he goes down to his grave when no 
voice can be raised against him or any of the transactions of his life. 
Sir, it gives me pleasure to stand up here before this House and be- 
fore the nation and record in 8 — language my admiration and my 
approval of a man so distinguished through so long a period of pub- 
lic life. Hushed is the voice of defamation. He is beyond the reach 
of calumny, because none are so daring as to cast the imputation. 

I felt it my duty to say this much in memory of an old and highly 
esteemed friend. I should perhaps, in justice to his memory, have 
reduced my thoughts to paper and have presented them in a more 
condensed and appropriate way. My time was too much occupied ; 
but, preferring to say something, I trusted to the inspiration of the 
occasion. What I have said was from the impulse of the moment, 
and perka better conceived and better said than if I had sat in 
my closet for a week preparing a eulogy. God bless the memory of 
GEORGE S. HOUSTON! $ 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I cannot let this melancholy 
occasion pass without adding a word in commemoration of the dis- 
tinguished deceased. Sane gf I did not know him as well by per- 
sonal association as others, I think none now in congressional life 
knew him so early and solong. I met him first as an associate member 
of the Twenty-seventh Congress, in the month of May, 1841, which is 
now nearly thirty-nine years ago. He was a leading man at that time, 
in a Congress distinguished for the presence in this body of John 
Quincy Adams, Millard Fillmore, Henry A. Wise, Robert C. Winthrop, 
R. M. T. Hunter, and others, foremost in the annals of American leg- 
islation, while in the Senate were John C, Calhoun, Henry Clay, Dan- 
iel Webster, Thomas H. Benton, Silas Wright, and others, whose fame 
and names stand in history as among the first of modern statesmen. 
To have been a noticeable man among such men was of itself sufficient 
to entitle one to a claim for eminence. 

And such a man was GEORGE S. Houston. He possessed a clear, 
calm, and solid intellectual force. Without ornament or effort for dis- 
play in debate, he was always intelligent and instructive. I well re- 
member him at that time as a kind gentleman, obliging to the younger 
members, and always of service in enabling us to acquire a knowl- 
edge of the practice of the House, He has gone! He has but followed 
to the grave nearly every member of that Congress. The places that 
knew them then in these halls “shall know them no more forever.” 
One by one have those who figured so conspicuously in the debates 
upon this floor, and who led their followers in forensic struggles, one 
by one have they gone down amid all their honors to the Jast sad rest- 
ing-place of departed glory. Sir, when I look around upon my asso- 
ciates now and remember those to whom I held the same relations 
then, J am more than impressed with the stern realities of time and 
the inexorable demands of nature. 

Not one of the men with whom I served in the Twenty-seventh 
Conger is here now, and but few—ay, indeed, but eight or ten out of 
thet hundred members of both Houses—are living. Gone forever! 

When these thoughts force themselves upon me and I am brought 
face to face with this melancholy fact, when I look upon these seats 
and fail to find one, not one, of my early associates in Congress, it 
looks cheerless and dark. Sad thoughts are forced upon me, and the 
narrow and growing narrower period of my own continuance is made 
more evident and more positive. 

I feel like one who treads alone 
Some banquct-hall deserted 


Whose lights are fled, whose garlands dead, 
And all but he departed. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, for the last twenty years 
I was honored with the friendship of the gentleman whose death the 
country now mourns, and who served it so faithfully in varied and 
highly responsible positions. From intimate knowledge of his char- 
acter, his proper meed of praise must emanate from an abler source 
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than mine. Our friendship as members of this 2 during that 
trying epoch in the history of nations—the Thirty-sixth Congress 
embracing the year 1860 to 1861. During that stormy period his coun- 
sel and his votes were always in the interest of peace and for the per- 

tuity of the Union. His thoughtful mind comprehended the per- 
ils of the times. He saw the storm in the near future and bent all 
the energies of his ardent and patriotic nature to avert it. 

Since his entry upon the stage of public action so many changes 
have swept across the face of society that his retention of confidence 
and support has but seldom been paralleled in our political history. 
For over twenty years before I made his acquaintance or was 
honored with his friendship his people had intrusted him with high 
and responsible duties. When his career began the country was 
comparatively in its infancy, struggling with the ill-concealed hos- 
tility of the great and despotic states of the Old World. When it 

ed the fostering care of brave hearts and t minds he was 
one of its stanchest supporters and ablest advoeates and defenders. 
When death sought and conquered him the feeble Government of 
his early career had grown to gigantic proportions; a thousand 
varied and conflicting interests had subjected our institutions to the 
strains that follow far-reaching territory and ! popnlations—had 
changed us from a people who then subordinated everything to love 
of country to a people whose national interests com each 
locality to contend for the maintenance of an equal DRASD of the 
favors and the protection governments afford. 

A period intermediate between his entry into public life and his 
death represented one of the darkest eras in human history; when our 
unhappy country was torn by civil conflict the like of which perhaps 
has never been witnessed since the morning of creation; when brother 
was arrayed against brother in deadly strife and all our rivers ran red 
with the blood of the bravest and the best of our sons—as a result 
of which institutions that had given shape and characteristics to the 
society that had always honored him were swept from existence by 
a decree as eternal as the mountains, and a new order of things shaped 
from political chaos was to be wrought out for the salvation of his 


ple. 

Plis was the hand to which his neighborsintrusted the kelm. That 
ne faithfully and successfully fulfilled this high mission is now re- 
corded in public history. His epitaph is written in the praises of a 
redeemed, a t, and a free State. His judgment was so tempered 
by sound phi osophy that no sentiment ever escaped his lips during 
his whole career that could affect the nicest sectional susceptibilities. 
While loving the State that had fostered and trusted him in his youth 
and sustained him in his manhood, he was as broad as his country 
and as just as Aristides. His counsels during the short period he 
served in the Senate tended always to the promotion of amon 
all our people, and his ambition was that the institutions hande 
down by our fathers should be perpetuated here to so elevate man- 
kind that by force of example =e and kingdoms would crumble 
to dust and that the people should be the masters of their own des- 
tiny throughout the world. 

Such men always die too young; but their example lives after them, 
and so molds and sha coming events that the order of affairs is 
tending ever to a higher and a more just public control, is tending 
ever in a republican government 1 pe turbulence and bloodshed ; 
is carving a pathway through the darkness of the past to a brighter, 
more hopeful, and peaceful future. In losing the dead Senator the 
Union has lost an able defender, every honest and good man an ad- 
mirer, and myself one of the best of friends and the safest of advisers. 
To those more nearly allied to him the solace is that his spirit is with 
his and their kindred in the presence of the Most High; that the 
purity and justice of his life assure him a blessed immortality. 


Mr. HOUSE. Mr. Speaker, the career of the politician and states- 
man in this country is beset with as many difficulties and burdened 
with as many cares as man is called to meet on any other path of life 
which duty or ambition may prompt him to travel. To the young 
and aspiring fancy invests no place with more fascinating attractions 
than that of high political position. In a land where the very highest 
office under the Government is open to the obscurest boy, and where 
the very humblest have reached the exalted 3 it could not be 
otherwise than that the avenues to political preferment should be 
crowded with eager aspirants. But along the track of political con- 
flict how many hopes have been wrecked and how many have 
perished! And even among those who reach the goal of their ambi- 
tion, how many feel in the very hour of their success that they have 
but imitated the ardent boy that chases the gay butterfly only to find 
it, when caught, turn to gilded dust upon his fingers. The man of 
the people no flowery path. He lives and moves in the glare 
of public observation, his motives often impngned, his private charac- 
ter 13 criticised and assailed, his course always open to the ani- 
madversion of political foes and watched with unfriendly scrutiny, 
it may be, even by poino friends, with the hope of detecting some 
fault or mistake in his public service which may forfeit the support 
of his constituents and cause them to retire him in favor of some more 
fortunate rival. His whole career is often an animated struggle for 

litical existence, in which he is exposed at the same time to a fire 
in front and rear. Even if victorious in the unequal conflict, he fre- 
quently receives wounds that follow him to the ve. 

His private character is too often considered public property, which 


the irresponsible scribbler feels himself licensed to deal with as he 
would partake of a free lunch or speak of the weather. In the par- 
tisan struggles of this country there has always been too little regard 
paid to personal reputation. It has been too much the custom to re- 
gard everything fair in politics, as in war, and to treat a political ad- 
versary as an outlaw against whom it is legitimate to use even poi- 
soned weapons of warfare. There are too many leading journalst 
do not hesitate to publish any rumor against a political adversary 
which will create a sensation or score a point against the opposite 
party. The rumor may be wholly unfounded ; its publication may 
last a human life and plant a thorn that will rankle in innocent 
hearts until they cease to beat; but the newspaper has enjoyed the 
profit of a sensation and the pleasure of befouling the reputation of 
@ political opponent. Tis but a poor recompense to a man thus in- 
jured and slandered, and to his suffering family, to be told by the 
ne per that has voiced the scandal to its thousands of readers 
that he can have the use of its columns to refute the calumny. 
Equipped in its seven- league boots the falsehood sets out on its jour- 
ney and Jaughs to scorn all the efforts that truth can make to over- 
take and disarm it. 

The press of the country should lift itself above the level of the 
common tale-bearer and scandal-monger. Neither the race of dili- 
3 in giving news to the public, nor a desire to win a character 

‘or enterprise, nor an effort to promote the fortunes of a political 
party should cause our public journals to wield the immense power 
they possess to destroy private character. No meritorious cause is 
subserved by unjust and libelous attacks on individual reputation. 
No man who occupies a public position can claim to be exempt from 
criticism. His public acts are public property, and he bas no right 
to complain if they are censured or condemned. -But every man, as 
long as he conducts himself as a gentleman, has a right to expect and 
demand that his private character shall be free from the assaults of 
falsehood and calumny. But how many of our distinguished public 
men have enjoyed this immunity while battling with the elements of 
party strife and climbing to the mountain ranges of political ambi- 
tion? But however unhappy the life of a public man may be made 
by this uncivilized mode of warfare, he may always console himself 
with the reflection that the rpe are neither unjust nor ungenerous 
to a faithful public servant. he is true to his trust, true to him- 
self, and true to his constituents, they will neither withdraw their 
confidence from him nor suffer his name to be cast out as evil. 

Mr. Speaker, it fell to the lof of the distinguished subject of these 
memorial services to spend 3 portion of his manhood upon the 
stormy theater of political life. He met its perils, faced its anta; 
nisms, bore its criticisms, engaged in its conflicts, and retired from the 
long-fought and well-fought field with no stain on his name and no 
reproach on hismemory. More fortunate than many others, the tongue 
of slander never assailed his honor or im hed his reputation even 
in the fierce and bitter struggles of partisan warfare. He was born 
in Williamson County, Tennessee, in the year 1809. When he was 
only twelve years of age his parents removed to the State of Ala- 
bama. Tennessee gave him to Alabama, it is not inappropriate 
that the voice of the mothershould mingle in the solemn ceremonies 
in honor of his memory and feel a portion of the pride with which his 
adopted State must ever cherish hisfame. At the early age of twenty- 
three years he was elected a member of the Legislature, the year after 
he was licensed to practice law. 

In 1834 he removed to Limestone County, Alabama, to practice his 
profession. In 1837 he was elected solicitor of his district, which po- 
sition he continued to hold until he was elected to Con in 1841. 
He served his district in Congress for eighteen years, with an interval 
of ne one term, when he voluntarily declined to be a candidate. 
Though often opposed by men of ability in his district, and engaging 
in warm and animated contests, he was never defeated before the peo- 

le. His congressional career is a part of the history of the country. 

e was for several terms chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, at a time when that leading committee of the House of Re 
resentatives, in addition to its other important and onerous duties, 
was ch with the responsibility of N the appropriation 
bills. His distinguished services at the head of this committee of the 
House, which numbered among its members at that time many emi- 
nent men, stamps him as a man of no ordinary attainments and abil- 
ity. It may be safely said that no man at that time exerted a greater 
influence over the legislation of the House than GEORGE S. HOUSTON. 
He may not have , in as high a degree as some others, those 
dazzling and brilliant qualities which readily captivate the public 
mind, but in soundness of judgment, in political wisdom, in thorough 
comprehension of the subjects of legislation, in strength of will, firm- 
ness of rag pe indomitable energy, and patient, laborious, and con- 
scientious discharge of duty, he stood, and deserved to stand, in the 
front rank. 

He may not have had what is popularly called genius, whatever 
that is, but he had in an eminent degree what Buffon, the t nat- 


uralist, denominated genius—patience. His long and useful career in 
the national councils is a monument to his ability as a statesman 
and his integrity as a man. When his State determined to with- 
draw from the Union, he resigned his position as a member of this 
House, and went home to share the fortunes, good or ill, of the peo- 
ple who had honored and trusted him, although in the presidential 
campaign of 1860 he had opposed secession and supported Stephen 
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A. N for President. I care not to pause or comment upon the 
course he saw fit to take in this great and trying emergency when 
Alabama decided to sever her connection with the National Union. 
Suffice it to say, he was incapable of taking any step which to him 
did not seem dictated by er espe sanctioned by honor. I leave his 
action and his motives, together with the actions and motives of oth- 
ers who under like circumstances pursued a similar course, to the 
calm judgment of just men, whose applause or censure is alone worthy 
of bong gisel or de 
Soon after the war Mr. Houston was elected to the United States 
Senate from Alabama, but was not allowed to take the seat to which 
he was elected. Though deprived of the honor of representing his 
State in the Senate, there was one thing of which those who denied 
him his seat could not deprive him, and that was the consciousness 
that Alabama considered him worthy of the high honor and conferred 
it upon him. In 1874 he was ee! vernor, and was again elected 
to the same position in 1876. During his term of service as governor, 
the difficult problem of a State debt, with which so many of the 
wasted States of the South have had to struggle since the war, came 
up for solution. I remember to have had a conversation with Gov- 
_ernor Houston on the subject of the debt of his State. Every in- 
stinct and impulse of his nature rose in rebellion at the idea that 
Alabama should incur the odium of repudiation. Under his wise, 
patriotic, and judicious guidance the debt was adjusted upon terms 
satisfactory to the State and her creditors and honorable to both. 
He led Ala through this ordeal safely, and had the proud satis- 
faction of e PNE tate he loved so well and for which he had 
labored so faithfully stand without a stain upon her escutcheon or 
a cloud upon her title to honorable recognition among her sister 
Commonwealths. s 
As honorable, faithful, and distinguished as were his services in the 
national councils before the war, his labors and influence after the 
great struggle had closed, in readjustin Alabama to the new order 
of things and the changed condition of affairs, must ever form the 
brightest chapter in the history of his long and successful public life. 
The services and counsels of such a man atsuch a time cannot be well 
overestimated. The State acknowledged and appreciated his serv- 
ices in her behalf. At the close of his gubernatorial term he was 
in elected to the Senate of the United States, and took his seat in 
that l body on the 4th day of March, 1879. But he was not long per- 
mitted to wear this crowning honor of his people and his State. On 
the 31st of December, 1879, the venerable statesman was gathered to 
his fathers. He was followed to the grave by the people whose trust 
he had never betrayed, whose honor he had never compromised, whose 
cause he had nevor deserted, and whose confidence and affection he 
had proudly worn as his crown of glory. Surely, if anything can 
mately compensate a man for passing through the strife an 
moil and bitterness and unrest of political life, Senator HousTON had 
cause to be content with his lot. He now sleeps beyond the reach of 
praise or censure, but his fame is in the custody of those who will 
it well. When, in the coming years, Alabama, like another 
old mortality, shall make her solemn rounds to rechisel the fading 
names of her distinguished dead upon the marble that guards their 
sleeping dust, she will pause at the grave of GEORGE S. Houston, 
To bless the turf that wraps his clay. 


ga her roll of honor she will point to the name of no other son 
with fonder pride ; for no other son of hers has ever given her greater 
cause to cherish his memory and to revere his name, 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, one of the compensations for death is the 
belief that when it comes, the errors of our life will be buried with the 
mortal body, and the eccentricities of our human nature be rounded 
into a shining orbit of charity. Who would speak of the dead save 
in the phrases of loving kindness? Rarely have I felt that a word 
of mine in their eulogy could do adequate justice to the merits of 
deceased friends. But when manly men, like Stephen A. Douglas, 
Michael C. Kerr, and GEORGE S. HOUSTON fall here in the sphere of 
duty, and when their characters present so much to praise, I have 
overcome my reluctance and entered upon the threshold of the pnseen 
world with the unreserve of enthusiam. 

If excuse were needed for taking part in this ceremony, is it not 
enough that I knew Governor Houston during a part of his early 
service here more than a score of years ago? I knew him, to t 
his talents and love his character. His kindness to young mem 
was remarked s7 my colleague, and this is why my recollection of 
him is embalmed so sweetly now. Indeed, as early as the Thirty- 
fourth Con, „in 1854, I had remarked him towering as a conspic- 
uous figure in yonder old hall, commanding the attention and con- 
summating the work of this House. In the Thirty-fifth and Thirty- 
sixth Congresses we sat together upon this side of the Chamber. Here 
his practical mind and generous qualities gave him pre-eminence. He 
was prominent in debate, not merely because of his readiness and 
fullness in details and his knowledge of parliamentary methods, but 
for his large views and patriotic sentiments. 

That he was thus accontered for duty was owing to his great ex- 
perience in public affairs, his influence among men, his courageous 
and charitable opinions of his fellows, and his ready familiarity with 
the structure essence of our Government and its complicated and 


refined polity. This experience was gained by close attention to his 
duties in every province where he was called, 


and to the maturity 
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and reliability of his j ent, and to his prophetic insight into the 
r aq etapa RRS 
years voice here ity and honesty. 
As chairman of the Ways and Means he 3 eee 
give meretricious splendor to the Federal system. To him squander- 
ing was almost crime. I never recall his services in those Congresses 
parore 5 1 r do not 28 =) eo ss statesmen, 
rge W. Jones, of Tennessee, and Jo teher, irginia, whose 
aims and efforts should be forever a living pattern. Nie 

His first elaborate effort in the Twenty-seventh Congress was for 
the restraint of legislation here within the narrowest limits and 
against implied powers. He would leave all legislation to the States 
“over subjects where they could as suniy and beneficially legislate 
as Congress.” This was the key-note of all his service. i early as 
1842 he ably contested the power of Congress over elections, holding 
them to be aloof from Federal supervision. He was not only a strict 
economist, but jealous and denunciatory of the Senate on money bills. 
That body, he thought, should defer to the House, the immediate rep- 
srg eee of the people, but if they did not, he was for appealing 

e people. 

He are bold denouncer of tariff tyranny, as his speech in 1844 
shows. His wisdom as to the ponio lands was often evinced in the 
early period of his service, for he held our lands to be a trust for the 
people, and not for speculative greed. x 

During these years, Texas annexation and the regon boundary- 
were leading themes. I need not say upon which side this coura- 
geous statesman stood. His O n speech, and indeed all of his elab- 
orate speeches, are remarkable for exhaustive research, perspicuity, 
defiance, and patriotism. Perhaps the best element of his character 
was his fearlessness and self-abnegation. In a speech against the 
general internal improvement system, on the 26th of May, 1846, he 
avowed his opposition to the appropriation for his own Tennessee 
River, and especially when associated with streams less consequen- 
tial. Though that river ran between States and through States— 
navigable but for obstructions, for eight hundred miles, washing 
seven of the leading agricultural and planting States, and a link be- 
tween the Atlantic, the West, and the Gulf—still he would not coun- 
tenance the system which took unequally from one portion of the 
country to give to another. He would have equal exactions and equal 
favors or none. He thus defied the wishes of his people, exclaiming: 
“I value too highly the little character I have earned in the public 
service to forfeit it for office or by corrupt bargains.” 

This independence was rewarded, for his constituents saw in it the 
best type of a trustworthy representative. 

Whether in scrutinizing the expenses of our Army and requiring 
accountability for the least item, or arguing against subsidies to the 
Collins steamers as fraught with partiality and unjust to fair and 
free trade; whether defending the privileges of the House or vindi- 
cating the supremacy of the treaty-making power, he brought to the 
debate pithy sentences and linked logic, now and then relieved by 
flashes of facetia@, and all subordinated to a sense of honor, justice, 
and patriotism. 

When, on the 16th of February, 1853, his Committee of Ways and 
Means and that Congress were criticised as not being comparable to 
earlier orgie wr AY and Con : „ he defended 7 assiduity and 
economy, rising into an eloquent panegyric of the great an 
men who once 9 the House, and erring to the mutations 
which time had wrought, he softened acrimony into praise, by say- 
ing: 

Truly, Mr. Chairman, changes have taken place. In that the 
m are 8 agreed. But, sir, changes are inevitable, and it is not for us 
to complain of the decrees of fate or of evils over which we have no control. We 
must make the best we can of our present condition, while our ho our aspira- 
tions, and our efforts should be directed to the amelioration of the that sur- 
round us and the removal of the obstacles that lie in the way of our usefulness. 
Such is the teaching of philosophy, such the dictate of justice. 

The changes which he then described have been more remarkable 
since. Death has been busy with those who belonged to that Thirty- 
fifth Congress in which we first met. Their roll is meer pen e by 
year. It was the first Con in which Iserved. The old hall and its 
members, by some natural law of memory, rise before me with pho- 
tographic vividness and with more dramatic interest than even later 
Co: in this new Chamber. It was during that Congress, on 
the fith of December, 1857, that we migrated to this Hall. I recall 
the solemn prayer of our Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Caruthers, “that it should 
be made a ie of honor, patriotism, and purity.” That seene is 
the more graphically pictured in memory,as upon that day if was 
my fortune, or ill, to make the first s h in this Hall. In that 
spectacle no form stands out in bolder relief than that of GEORGE S. 
Houston. How changed, all; and what changes—both in the per- 
sonnel of the House, the subjects discussed, and the fierce passions 
which then raged here as the premonition of other conflicts! Ah! 
sir, our present politics are but a summers sea, calm and serene ; then 
it was a frenzied tumult. The wild passions of that time developed 
the peculiar characteristics of every member. Not more-distinct and 
individual were they, than the trees of the forest; and in no one 
among them is there found so fit an emblem of the tough fiber and 
gnarled nature of GEORGE S. Houston than in the oak. 

What a preg o ‘varied and lustrous attributes shone in that 
assem b : the Washburnes, Banks, Thayer, Bishop, General Sickles, 
John Kelly, Haskins, Corning, and Spinner, of New York; E. Joy 


gentleman and 
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contented people. To him more than to any other man in Alabama 
that State owes its resurrection. He rolled away the stone from its 
sepulcher and, like the good angel, guarded its door. Amidst all the 
perils of surf and sunken rock the warning voice of Governor Hous- 
TON had here spoken and good-will for the tranquillity of the 
whole land and its indestractible unity. It had spokenin vain. His 
State was launched on the tide of war. She enlisted one hundred 
and twenty-two thousand of her sons in the confederate army; one- 
fourth of them fell fighting for the southern cause. Eve ere, im 
field and village, city and country, there was devastation. Even after 
the war, misgovernment and maladministration added their cruelties 
and burdens to the desolating effects of the war. But these, which 
were discouragements for others, were to him incentive and ambition. 
His genius for rebuilding uprose with the dire emergency. It is said 
of Alabama, after it was traversed by the Spanish army under De 
Soto, more than three centuries ago, seeking for gold and in the search 
drenching it in blood, “that the dark curtain that had covered her 
territory was suddenly lifted, a brilliant but bloody panorama passed 
across the stage, and then all was shrouded in primeval darkness.” 
This chiara oscuro of the historic Rembrandt, but faintly portrays the 
dark shadows which rested upon the Alabama of 180500 But the 
picture did not appal the stanch heart of GEORGE S. Houston. He 
manfully began to wash ont the stains of blood; he desired to“ scat- 
ter plenty o’er a smiling land ;” he ploaded for reconciliation, and by 
his efforts and under his magic the 7 7 5 of grain burst into gold 
and the cotton. pod into snow. While by his wise policy he elevated 
the credit of his State and saved it from insolvency and debt, he 
helped to open his wonderful State and its opulent resources of mine 
and plantation to tho light, which has since given to its people en- 
couragement, good government, and renewed prosperity. 

The magic by which he controlled affairs was not altogether his 
knowledge and experience. His nature was not devoid of ready sym- 
pathies, and even poetic sentiment, though he seldom revealed him- 
self in this relation. But it could not be otherwise with one nerved 
by the pure air and pleasant sun of Alabama. He represented no 
dream 8 and no impractical abstractions; for that por- 
tion of Alabama to which he was accustomed, has not the soft local 
coloring like that which interpenetrates the magnolia-laden air on 
the in of the Mexican sea. There the breath, shine, and flora of 

ring glorify even the midwinter. Living within the crescent which 
the majestic Tennessee makes as it bends through the upper region 
of Alabama, his mind took from its scenery something of that ru 
cast which the soft allurements of the farther South did not miti- 
gate ortemper. There runs through his life, like the ridge of iron 
through the heart of his State, virile virtues of unbending and in- 
exorable honesty. But with all this he was pervious to the influences 
of sentiment, and his life was free trom the vices and stains of pas- 
sion. The mountains and streams of his State—the early adven- 
tures arising out of Spanish, French, American, and Indian conflicts; 
the romantic legends of his State, woven into a web of witchery by 
the indigenous poetry of the South—its prehistoric mounds and his- 
toric memories; its constellation of honored names, such as the 
Kings, ie acre Gaineses, Toulmins, McKinleys, Moores, Crabbs, 
Lewises, Clemenses, Yanceys, Bibbs, Pickenses Fitzpatricks, Car- 
rolls, Clays, Elmores, Forsyths, Walkers, Hilliards, Pughs, Shorters, 
and Currys in the State, and the Evanses, Baldwins, Meaks, and 
Hodgsons in the republic of letters, honored as well in other States 
as . were a part of his local pride and literary 
amenity. 

My honored friend [Mr. 1 drawn a picture of the land- 
scape around his home, and adorned it by a stanza from one of the 
cantos of a favorite southern poem descriptive of the beautiful valley 
of the Tennessee. It was impossible with such ennobling examples 
of superior men, and with such a physical surrounding, with its jew- 
eled N set in flowing waters, and with its mountains like giant 
sentine 


Morris, Bocock, Governor Smith, and Faulkner, of Virginia; Sher- 
man, Giddings, Bingham, and Groesbeck, of Ohio; Whiteley, Hum- 
hrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, Farnsworth, and Maynard, of 
8 Niblack, English, and Colfax, of Indiana; Craig, Clark, 
and Phelps, of Missouri; Curtis, of Iowa, and Lane, of Oregon. These 
survive and have filled honorable stations, while such men as Mr. 
Speaker Orr, Quitman, Florence, Hickman, Owen Jones, Glancy Jones, 
vode, Montgomery, Leiter, Tompkins, Miller, Stanton, Stewart, 
Henry Winter avis, John G. Davis, Harlan, Bowie, Millson, Burlin- 
Nicholls, Caskie, Gilmer, Stalworth, Shorter, Eustis, Burnett, 
Clay, Hughes, Petit, Lovejoy, Harris, Caruthers, Hawkins, Ready, 
Goode, Hopkins, Burton Craig, McQueen, Seward, Dowdell, Elliott, 
Peyton, Underwood, Jewett, Warren, and other stars, differing in 
glory, but now shining in other spheres! But why, sir, extend this 
roll of death? One-half of that Congress have crossed the silent 
river to the viewless realm. The great issues they debated are settled 
by the stern wager of battle, and their contentions ended in that 
“other country beyond the sun.” 

Five beside 8 fae remain to illustrate the vicissitudes of polit- 
ical and mortal life; the gentleman from 8 (Mr, STEPHENS, ] 
from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, I from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] from 
Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS, ] and from North Carolina, [Mr. SCALES.] A 
few have heen transferred to the other branch of Congress: Senators 
LAMAR, PENDLETON, MORRILL, and Dawes. Some fell bravely in 
the fierce encounter to vindicate their thought: Branch, Bar e, 
Keitt, Jenkins, Zollicoffer, Moore, Ruffin, Garnett, Shaw, and others; 
while of those who fought them, Curtis, Cockerill, Blair, and otherssur- 
vived the war only to die where affection administered its last offices. 
The vernal season which is bathing the land in sunlight, and mak- 
ing the melody of birds in the woods; which is warming into new 
life the beauty of the flower and the splendor of the grass, is weaving 
its garlands over hillocks where their remains repose. It teaches by 
its analogy the resurrection and the life of our human bodies. It 
scatters its flood of floral promise, and bends its iris of hope over the 
living and the dead, dyed in all the hues of a sunlit heaven, as the 
covenant of God with man, of our immortality. Amid these changes, 
I cannot refrain from reflecting that I am left alone here as the sur- 
viving member of that Thirty-fifth Con from the North, while 
from the South there remain but the five I have named of that splen- 
did group who challenged the admiration of their opponents by the 
gifts of eloquence with which they championed and adorned their 
cause. 

Of this number GEORGE S. Houston, while he was one of the 
leaders, if not the leader, of legislation, was not one of that galaxy of 
orators who “ graced the noble fervor of the hour” by urging the dis- 
parting of our States. 

If southern associations could haye made GEORGE S. Houston a 
devotee of the poruiar tenets which found their final issue in force, 
he would haye been such a devotee. Born in the State of Tennessee, 
80 prolific of statesmen of heroic mold and civic qualities, deriving 
his early lineage from Ireland and on his mother’s side his lineage 
from South Carolina, educated for the law in the State of Kentucky,— 
he sought the fresh and attractive field of Alabama in the morning 
of his career. After honoring his profession in offices wherein his 
legal abilities were 88 gen hig within a decade after his removal to 

abama he was elected to the Federal Congress. He served his State 
here from 1841 to 1847, when he retired to resume his profession. 
The stirring events of 1850-51, growing out of perilous sectional 

uestions, again called him to the front. Here he remained as the 
ithful trustee of his people until his State seceded. 

He retired with sorrowful heart and brimming eye to his home, 
for he saw with the prescience of a statesman, the terrible eventual- 
ities of the conflict which he always deprecated. While the red 
storm of war raged around his home, he remained, like many other 
men equally chivaltic, a sad spectator in the conflicts of force, 

When the war ended, and failing then to secure in 1865 and 1866 
a seat in the Senate to which he was elected, his people, in 1874, 
sought for him, their first citizen, as the head of the State. He was 

e their governor, and began the work of building up the waste 
places which the desolation of war had made. He made a highway 
for the people; and, lifting his voice aboye the ruin and distress 
around him, he began the work of construction with that sagacious 
adaptation of means to end which is the distinguishing feature of 
genuine statesmanship, 

In seeking for the pivotal characteristic of this representative man 
it is to the honor of his nature that it is not found in the desire to 
destroy. There is in every human heart some controlling thought— 
the end-all and be-all of exertion. It is that mysterious and magic 
inspiration which exalts the daily work of life into a daily beauty. 
It evokes out the unreal, reality. It is the aura which sustains the 
intellectual and moral nature, giving it stamina and energy, as the 
atmosphere sustains our physical existence. It directs the aimless 
and erratic meanderings of the mind into fruitful, smooth, and health- 
ful currents. It creates the loftier life, and in death it inspires lov- 
ing, hands to weave chaplets for the tomb of the departed. 

he genius of this statesman’s life is found as well in his reticence 
and retiracy, when the havoc of war menaced and ruined his State, 
as in the vigor with which, when that havoc was over and. its débris 
lay around him in orderless despair, he removed the charred frame- 
work and began to replace it with happy homes and good rule for a 


To guard its pictured valley’s rest, 
that the imagination even of one so practical in the daily routine of 
professional and legislative life should not have partaken something 
of the quality of this splendid land, and of the attributes of its noble 
men. 

Mr. Speaker, there is nosweeter word in any tongue than Alabama! 
Most musical in its tone, it echoes its legendary meaning. Among 
the many fanciful stories connected with this State of legends is that 
which is ig ae upon its escutcheon above us. It is said that a 
tribe of Indians, fiying from their enemies, reached a splendid river. 
There a chief struck his weapon into the soil, exclaiming, “Alabama!” 
„Here we rest.“ Who is there so practical that he would depoetize this 
incident by questioning its authenticity? The very sky and scenery 
of Alabama, with its dreamy loveliness, seem to give it reality. 
“Here we rest!” Ah, sir, he who did so much to assuage the unrest 
which the passions and ambition of men created; he who accom- 

lished so much and so magically by his word and work, has now 
‘ound within its bosom that rest which his busy life did not bestow. 
He who lived no cloistered life, whose active thoughts and unblem- 
ished fame gave their sweet effluence to guard and restore the homes 
of his State, measured the circle of his own felicity in 8 
that of his people. The murmur of the rivers which flow throu, 
is beloved Alabama, and the lapse of the waves which fall upon its 
southern shores, break in melancholy cadences to sing and sigh his 
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requiem, and lift their voices in praise of him who after doing so 
much, at last rests from his labors amidst the sympathy and sorrow 
of his bereaved countrymen. Every home and heart from the stately 
Tennessee to the beautiful Mobile Bay contribute to 
Shed a beauty round his name— 
A light that like a star will beam, 
Lustrous and large—a golden glory 
Adown tho Future's gliding stream, 
To gild his country's morning story! 


Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Speaker, my long and somewhat intimate per- 
sonal uaintance with the late Senator Houston, and the well- 
known high esteem in which I held his character, will account for 
the request with which I am honored by his colleagues to participate 
in the mournfal services of this memorial occasion. After what has 
been already so well said, by more than one speaker, of his life and 
services, it would seem superfluous for me to make further allusion 
to them, except as an illustration of his character. I may be par- 
doned, therefore, for referring very briefly to his public services, and 
bts, Sore during the period it fell under my own eyes. When I first 
entered this Hall asa member, now nearly a quarter of a century ago, 
the name of GEORGE S. Houston stood upon the roll as the acknowl- 
edged leader of the House of Representatives. At this particular 
period he was chairman of the Judiciary Committee, having, however, 
previously served four years as chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, These posts of honor had been accorded to him by com: 
mon consent on account of his long, able, faithful and patriotic serv- 
ice as a Representative from the State of Alabama—serving at that 
time his eighth term, and he was afterward re-elected to his ninth 
term, making eighteen years in Congress. 

Reared in the Jeffersonian school of American pontio as illus- 
trated and administered by the illustrious sage of the Hermitage, it 
was natural that he should range himself beside President Polk, and 
ably and efficiently sustain his administration, which sealed to this 
country a magnificent empire whose agricultural value and marvel- 
ous mineral wealth exceeds the approximation even of an estimate. 

Ata later day, in 1850, when sectional animosities became so in- 
tense and bitter as to alarm the just fears of the patriots of the whole 
country, and ended in calling forth the most important and the last 
efforts of the great American Commoner for the pacification of the 
sections and parties, once more healing the wounds upon the body- 
politic which sectional agitation had inflicted, the faithful historian 
of that eventful epoch in American annals will find the name of him 
whose memory we this day embalm in our heart of hearts as one of 
the strong, active, efficient, and prompt supporters of the compromise 
measures of Mr. Clay, which saved these Skates from the fratricidal 
war which fate had decreed only a decade later. 

As chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, Mr. Houston, 
by virtue of the duties and prerogatives of his position, stood at the 
head of that power which performed the dual service of pointing out 
the sources of the Government’s revennes and at the same time pre- 
pang and submitting to the House of Representatives the annual 

udget of expenditures. How he succeeded let the pages of those 
annals speak to the millions who have examined and will hereafter 
examine them. With a country as large then as it is now, (except- 
ing Alaska,) such was the rigid economy and honest simplicit th 
which the affairs of the General Government were then conducted 
that he was enabled to fall as low as $52,000,000 per annum for the 
net ordinary expenditures of this nation. But it required ceaseless 
vigilance and unremitting toil, coupled with an honest and cour- 
us firmness in defense of the public Treasury against the horde 
whe were then as they are ever ready, like vultures, to prey upon it, 
to keep within the limits of such practicaleconomy. I recall amon 
others of that period the names of three distinguished men, (two o 
whom were mentioned by my distinguished friend, Mr. Cox,) now 
living, but long since voluntarily retired to private life, who were the 
associates, friends, and active supporters of HOUSTON and his angal 
policy. To one familiar with that period I need not mention the 
names of George W, Jones, of Tennessee; John Letcher, of Virginia, 
and John S. Phelps, of Missouri. Whatever bill of expenditures 
went through Congress passed beneath the searching gaze of their 
watchfal eyes, and was doubtless necessary to the public weal. 

No measure of doubtful constitutionality or expediency eluded their 
untiring vigils. In this guardianship of the public Treasury Mr. 
HovstTon stood forth as the worthy and accepted leader. 

I shall not refer further to his public service, for that has been al- 
ready more worthily treated than I could hope todo. I will adda 
word as to some of the more prominent traits of his character as seen 
by me, perhaps through the lens of a personal friendship too partial 
to be accurate. And although it is only the omniscient eye of God 
that can penetrate the secret chambers of the human heart and read 
the thonghts and feelings of men, nevertheless the life-time actions of 
men may be reasonably accepted as the true indicia of their charac- 
ters. Tried by this rule, GEORGE S. Houston was an honest man. 
Truly he could say: 

yes myself now, and I feel within me 


jove all earthly dignities, 
A still and quiet conscience. 


Throughout his career of three-score years and ten, whether in th 


private or public walks of life, he never practiced fraud or deception 


upon any one. On all questions which rose to the dignity of an issue 


be always, after investigation, promptly and fearlessly maintained 
his convictions. He was careful never to disappoint just expecta- 
tions, whether of his constituency, his friends, or of his enemies. He 
placed t stress upon accuracy ; indeed he may have seemed at 
times a little hypercritical, so much was he op to loose and ex- 
travagant statements and semi-misrepresentations. This trait domi- 
nating his character, he was perforce an ardent devotee at the shrine 
of that noblest of virtues, sacred truth. If he ever segmed censo- 
rious or controversial, it was because he was unwilling in the least 
to tolerate dissimulation. Hence his statements of facts, being thor- 
oughly accurate and rigidly true, always gained an easy lodgment 
before the people or the jury, the court, or at the forum of his coun- 
try’s councils. His sense of justice was well-nigh as sensitive as his 
love of truth. He had such reverence for this grand old virtue that 
he could hold up the scales wherein should be weighed the rights of 
a friend and an enemy and give a decision supported by the logic of 
common sense and inexorable right that would hush every dissentient 
note. Soeven balanced were these faculties and principles of his 
mind and the sensibilities of his heart, it is not strange that he was 
conservative. 

Excesses of all kinds he avoided, and always stopped before he 
reached extreme ends. Harsh or violent measures he ever regarded 
as the offspring of passion and empiricism, and not of judgment and 
philosophy. Taken altogether, while it will not be claimed for him 
that he was the equal in ability and renown to a very few names of 
American statesmen, yet impartial history will place the honored 
name of Senator Houston high upon the monumental shaft of im- 
mortal names that shall defy the corroding tooth of Time to efface, 
and shall stand unmoved by the shock of Oblivion’s waves as they 
lash against its granite base. But Tennessee, his mother, and Ala- 
bama, his foster-mother, claiming him as the pride of their hearts, will 
not be eo to appropriate the worth of his character and the 
value of his example alone to themselves. The sisterhood of this 
gront Union of States claims him, too, as her son, and to-day holds 

im up before the millions of our pore as a shining light to guide 
the footsteps of American statesm ip and American manhood. 
Statesman, yet friend to truth, of soul sincere, 
Of action faithful, and in honor clear ; 
Who broke no promise, served no private end; 
ane aan no title, and who lost no friend ; 
Ennobled by himself, by all approved, 
Praised, wept, and honored by the land he loved. 


Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Speaker, a long and active public life affords 
great opportunities and facilities for the development of native talent 
and the acquirement of a high order of statesmanship, and promotes the 
highest standard of patriotism. In a country like ours, where the hum- 
blest citizen may aspire to the most exalted station, where the places 
of honor and trust are open to the competition of all, it is rarely the 
case that any man is permitted to enjoy continuously for any con- 
siderable period of time, the preference of his countrymen. When 
it does occur, the person so preferred must have developed superior 
wisdom and fitness for the duties and responsibilities of public station. 

Very few men in this country who entered public service in early 
manhood have made such an impression upon the public mind and heart- 
as to enable them to be thus honored throughout a long life; but 
conspicuous among these few was the late GEORGE S. HOUSTON, 
whose life and public services, in conformity to a beautiful and time- 
honored custom of Con , we are here to commemorate. 

Years ago Senator Houston was called from the pursuits of private 
life to represent his people in the Legislature of Alabama, since which 
time, with the exception of short intervals, his services have been de- 
voted to his country, closing his career in the Senate of the United 
States, full of years and full of honors. 

Senator Houston was not distinguished for the brilliancy of his 
talents or the grandeur of his conceptions. He did not acquire his 
influence or achieve his success through the inspirations of genius or by 
the sheer force of intellectual power. He did not control or sway men 
by the magnetic influence of superior declamation or force of logic. 

e was not gifted with the power of originating new and grand meas- 
ures of public policy, nor did he waste his time on undeveloped theories 
of political economy, but he possessed the wisdom of prudence and the 
virtue of patient, untiring industry, which gave him an influence over 
men and brought him success. He was powerful, though not brill- 
iant—powerful because he loved his country and his people; power- 
ful because he was honest and upright; powerful because he was 
prenen, cautious, and deliberate ; powerful because he combined a 

igh order of common sense with great goodness of heart, guided by 
an honest desire to promote his ee be welfare. To his good sense 
he added industry; to his industry, honesty; to his honesty, pru- 
dence; to his prudence, patience; and to pecen energy and perse- 
verance. Possessing all these elements of usefulness, 1 
a lofty and patriotic ambition, he deserved the success he attained, 
for he was great in his goodness, and good in his greatness. 

Years of faithful, earnest devotion to their welfare and interests 
have enshrined him in the hearts of the people of Alabama, and, though 
dead, his memory and good deeds will live on forever. It is to 
dwell upon the lives of such men. They are full of instruction. They 


teach us the arts of usefulness, and point the way to honor and suc- 


cess, They stimulate the progress of civilization and leave the im- 
press of their virtues on every page of the country’s history. 
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We are often shocked by the sudden and untimely death of friends 
who are cut down in the full vigor of manhood, in the very midst of 
a career of ussfulness. Such deaths always give us pain, and we feel 
that for them the ends and aims of life have thwarted. But in 
contemplating the life and career of Senator Houston, while we 
mourn his loss, we feel that he has fulfilled his destiny, finished his 
work, and gone to receive his reward—a reward higher and nobler 
17 5 peoples or potentates or powers can bestow for a well-spent 

e. 


Mr. SAMFORD. Mr. Speaker, as the old year was dying its set- 
ting sun lighted to the tomb a 22 — and good man in Alabama, for 
on its last day, as though to gild the galaxy of its dead, GEORGE S. 
Houston at his home in Athens, surrounded by a pan family and 
devoted friends, after a long life of eventful activity and usefulness, 
fell asleep.” 

For nearly half a century, with short intervals, he served his peo- 
ple in official station and was faithful in every public trust. Many 
years he served in this House and enjoyed as the head, respectively, 
of the Committees on Military Affairs, Ways and Means, and Judiciary, 
an honor rarely, if ever, accorded to any other Representative, and 
while it would be unjust to others to say of him, 


Among the faithless, faithfal only he, 
yet it does no man wrong to place him in the foremost rank of la- 
borious, upright, painstaking, and honest statesmen. 


Tf the tongues of dying m 
Enforce attention 8 


with what devotion ought we to listen to the lessons of sages and pa- 
triots whose “tongues are now stringless instruments,” and whom 
God has endowed with power to speak for themselves and for us, and 
to us, and who will speak to the ages with 

A golden drift thro’ all the song. 


It is Hawthorne who says that “ to take in the meaning of a pict- 
ure you must be alone with it.” The lives of great and good men 
are never properly comprehended until we contemplate them in the 
solitude of the grave-yard, to which they seem to invite us as to a 
grand moral gymnasium, and propound to us and to posterity the 
sublime lessons of glorious living and noble dying. Itis here, as “into 
a high mountain apart,” lifted above the consuming cares and petty 
strifes of life, away from the babbling voices of a selfish world, that we 
see humanity transfigured from mortal coil to the shining vestments 
of a higher life. 

There are two considerations, Mr. Speaker, appropriate to such an 
occasion as this. The first relates to the inherent e. ts of a great 
and good character like that of our departed friend. The second re- 

ards that character in its totality, in its motives, its intelligent and 
skillful conduct and beneficent achievements in the affairs of men, 
the history of its activities in practical life, which illuminates and ex- 
alts it into an example for our admiration and emulation. 

Both in the analysis of the character of Senator Houston and in 
the history of his distinguished public services, we find considerations 
to reconcile us to the labors of life; in view of the transcendent re- 
wards of virtue, to exalt our hopes of usefulness, to encourage aspi- 
rations for honest fame, to animate patriotic devotion to the liberties, 

rosperity, and glory of our country. 

I will not violate the proprieties of the occasion by uttering all I 


feel; but standing here to mouth an unmeaning eulogy as a part of | ilized 


merely formal and empty ceremonial of conventional respect would 
violate the sanctity of that friendship which existed between him 
and myself, of which I hope to retain until I die the gentlest mem- 
ory and most thorough appreciation. 

No man who knew him can doubt that it may be as truly said of 
him as of Augustus Tholuck, that he was “ without pretense or cant.” 
No man standing at his grave will deny that his whole life evinced 
an heroic love of truth. This devotion to truth logically induced 
frankness, independence, and co These are the glorious, cog- 
nate virtues which blossom on that heavenly-born tree of life, and 
mature fruit more precious than any which ever graced the garden 
of the Ss wipe or grew in the hanging e of Babylon. It 
was in perfect harmony with these virtues that in all the relations of 
life he was charitable as he was frank; conservative as he was inde- 
pendent, and conciliatory as he was cou us. No impatient zeal 
ever betrayed his counsels into rashness; the storm of passion never 
dashed his vessel upon the rocks of inhospitable shores. 

An honest partisan, he allowed no prejudices to cloud his vision or 
mar his policy where his country was concerned. 

I leave to older men to recount the conflicts and triumphs of Mr. 
Hovston’s earlier career. From the beginning he was a man of the 
people, and was always willing to leave his cause with them. The 
confidence with which he 3 to them and the enthusiasm which 
ever greeted such an appeal caused some men to thonghtlessly call 
him a demagogue. In a literal and noble sense, that he was a dema- 
gogue is true; that he was such in the unholy and ignoble popular 
acceptation 1 absolutely deny. 

He was affable and polite te the humblest citizen—all gentlemen 
are. He was gentle toward the weakness and — 1 


misfortunes of others a generous nature required He was par- 


Site SSSI ae ce a ae A ae eee aR Ay ees OES ee, EN 


with the | im 


ticularly regardfal of the feelings of men in lowly station—an infal- 
lible mark of tness. He ized the existence of as royal 
virtue and noble worth among men and women striving in the hum- 
bler spheres of life as could be found in the gilded salons of those who - 
wrought in the“ high stations of renown,” and he was man enough 
to declare it. He was considerate of the opinions of his fellow-citi- 
zens, always and forever battled for their ugha in high places, as he 
ought to have done, and deferred to tLe people as the sovereign power 
in the land. If these things constitute a demagogue, then he was - 
one, and I honor him for it. 

While for many years a Representative in this House, in the blaze 
of society, in the whirlwind and noise of political strifes and per- 
sonal ambitions, he preserved the simplicity of manners and purity 
of morals which brought the satisfying experiences of a rustic Man- 
tuan life—as little joining in the frivolous dissipation of social ex- 
cesses in the vain world’s chorus of applause at the petty pursuits 
and empty triumphs of little men as did old Elijah in the guilty, 
vanities of Ahab’s court. 

It was during this time of his service here as a distinguished demo- 
cratic leader that, in returning to his constituents, in the full con- 
sciousness of his rectitude and the honest pride of his cordial appre- 
ciation, he was facetiously said “to shake hands with them by the» 
acre, 

Mr. Speaker, among the great men of that day GEORGE S. Hovs-- 
TON was omy inch a peer. Benjamin Fitzpatrick was then a Sena- 
tor from Alabama, a consummately wise party tactician, a liberal 
statesman, and an expert manager of men, yet he relied very implicitly. - 
upon the sympathy, advice, and co-operation of this born tribune of ` 
the people, In his victorious campaigns in North Alabama he won 
and proudly wore the appropriate seubriquet of “the Bald Eagle of 
the Mountains,” and eagle he was! His eyrie was on the loftiest 
peak, the very Caucasus of these mountains, and his scream was heard 
through all their democratic fastnesses, There is a royal decoration . 
which William of Prussia sometimes sent to illustrious Germans in 
their and failing strength known as the “Star of the Order of 
the Eagle.” Senator Houston’s election by the people of Ala- 
bama to the Senate was a more brilliant decoration of a grander or- 
der, that of the “Bald Eagle of the Mountains.” The difference is - 
that between the favoritism of kings and the loving, grateful rever- 
ence of a free people. My personal acquaintance with him began 
some time before his first term as chief magistrate of Alabama. That 
acquaintance was from its first inception a friendship such as might 
subsist between an sga and venerable teacher and a young, ardent 
disciple of that school of politics founded by Thomas Jefferson. 

I had many occasions of seeing him during his most able and suc- 
cessful administration of that high office to which he had been 
elevated at a critical period in the history of that State, of all the 
Southern States—of all the States of this Union. He was always 
calm, conservative, collected, and confident in his powers and re- 
sources; unshaken in whatever complications or emergencies might 
surround him. He was a zealous and thorough reformer of the evils,- 
financial abuses, and of all the vicious courses in political and soci 
life brought upon the State by the extravagance, reckless hi a 
and proscriptive, atical tempers, of that system of malice an 
misgovernment which not only overthrew the rights and liberties of 
the people, but sapped the foundations of their material prosperity 
and social life—a system of oppression, terrorism, peculation, inso- 
lence, and irresponsibility without a parallel in this or any other civ- 

a 

His acct bE was exemplary alike in its far-reaching and intelligent 
methods, and its sound P and moral theory. Although far 
advanced in years, his industry was untiring—quite above the stand- 
ard measure of official respectability, efficiency, and responsibility. 
His intelligence was equal to the demands of his convictions, to his 
armies, his reformatory methods, his economy, and his signal in- 

ustry. 

His courage and impartiality brought the dignity of his office up 
to the ancient, which was his own high standard of purity and effi- 
ciency. His healing hane was felt on every wound which afflicted 
the body-politic. sustaining official presence pervaded alike the 
halls of learning, the 5 and palaces of commerce, and 
the humblest homes of our agricultural country peers He was such 
a man and such an officer as old Tacitus would have delighted to set 
in a historic frame as a companion piece for his Agricola; a man 
whom Plutarch, with his life before him, would have honored with 
a seat in his historic temple between his Camillus and his Cato. 

At the close of his administration so great was his popularity that 
although his day was well-nigh spent, and he was opposed as a can- 
didate for a seat in the Senate by some of the most intellectual and 
influential gentlemen of the State, men distinguished in the civil 
affairs of government and had breasted the fiery tempest and whirl- 
wind of death on the battle-field, gentlemen of a high order of elo- 
quence and attainment who would honor any station in any govern- 
ment in the world—notwithstanding all this, the popular wave bore 
him triumphantly over every obstacle into the high seat he occupied- 
at the time of his death. It may be true that other men more learned, 
more eloquent, more brilliant, and better adapted by the vigor of un- 
manhood to the duties of the station in whose fidelity tha: 
people had absolute confidence, contested with him the senatorial. 
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Fein tat a gentar people would not refuse to crown his labors with 
e highest honor at their di 

His early death was gen y anticipated at the time of his elec- 
tion. His sun had careened beyond its zenith. It was fast descend- 
ing behind the western hills and sinking into the shades of night. 
It gathered about its pavilion golden clouds, and it was a people’s 
wish that it should pass away from their sight in the purple splen- 
dors of a royal procession. 

r. r, GEORGE S. Houston descended to the grave more 
grandly “ robed like a king” than Charlemagne in his marble tomb, 
and the people of my State unite with us to-dayin gracing his memory 
with this “elegy of words and tears.” 

He belonged, in a ps and a better than the classic sense, to an 
heroic age; to that noble band of primitive American patriots who 
not only founded States but built grand republics, the heavenward 
spires of whose resounding temples glitter among the stars. Such 
men as have erected Ohio and ois, Alabama and Mississippi, and 
Indiana and Kentucky, and their sister States into great Common- 
wealths, and launched them with streaming banners upon the tem- 
8 seas of government, manned by such crews of intelligent 

en as can be founded beneath the sun only among their poster- 
ities, and freighted with the destinies of all the coming millions of 
the human race. 

What a fitting oppontanity- miai a patriotic resolve—standing by 
the grave of one who illustrated the statesmanship of the better 


ys 
of the t Republic, to bury forever the memories, oh, how bitter, 
of all the past feuds and bloody strifes which have divided, dis- 


parot: 
converse 


with unity of purpose, unity of hope, an of effort march on 
£ the 75 87 hment of our country’s destiny, a grand, united, free 
public 


St. Paul’s sublime manhood. As pre-eminently as any man with 
whose character I am familiar, GEORGE 8. Houston was true to his 
friends. And when he found a friend whose adoption would stand 
the test and ordeal of trial, he anchored him to his “ soul with hooks 
of steel.” On this subject I speak whereof I know. 
But such as he was he has gone from among us. He panse awa; 
«calmly and quietly, as“ the morning star melts away in the sunlight.” 
He lies as low as Cwsar—no lower than kings and princes—no 
higher than peasants and packers. The Great Leveler levels evenly. 
He lies as low as you and I and all of us shall shortly lie. 
Such as he was he has gone; and 
Of such as he was there be few on earth, 
Of such as he was are many in Heaven, 
And life is all the sweeter that he lived, 
And all he loved more sacred for his sake, 
And death is all the brighter that he died, 
And Heaven is all the brighter that he’s there. 


Casting “ this stone upon this cairn” my task is done. 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, it was not my expectation to be here 
at this time, and hence I had made no preparation to participate in 
these ceremonies, But as I am here, and as I represent a large por- 
tion of the old district of the deceased Senator, where he was so well 
known, loved, and honored, I feel that I would be unjust to my con- 
stituents and wanting in reverence to the distinguished dead if I 
should now altogether lay my hands upon my mouth. I must offer 
some tribute, however humble and feeble, to the memory of our de- 
parted friend. 

Those who are unacquainted with the deep hold that Senator 
Hovston had upon the affections of the people of Alabama can 
little conceive how sharp was the pang that ran through our borders 
on the tidings of his death. He had been their friend, faithful and 
_just to them; and he had served them with a fidelity and an effect- 

veness u ; and every household felt that the loss was per- 
sonal to i He was a popular man with the masses, not throngh 
any of the arts of the demagogue, for he never fawned or flattered 
-or sacrificed principles to expediency; but because he was of.them. 
His heart beat in sympathy with them. He knew, honored, and 
trusted them. He was the unfailing representative of their plain 
honest ways, of their saving common sense, of their straightforw 
and manly conrage, and of their devotion to the old landmarks and 
the essential principles of constitutional liberty. He had shared 
their toils, had known their sorrows, and had partaken of their 
homely joys and of their warm free hospitality. 
With Fagged marino Kowa from lia e 
Standing thus on a common ground between him and the le, 
of à mind eminent for its sagacity and 3 
cal constitution capable of all endurance, with a heart 
ial, and overflowing with its rich vein of humor, a spirit 
combative, even aggressive, yet never deserted by his inimit- 


5 superb 
bold, 


able self-composure, combining the happy power to instruct, illus- 
trate, and amuse, he was the most successful and effective speaker 
that I have ever seen upon the hustings. Conscious of his thorough 


knowledge of men, of his varied of his enlarged vie 
of his ripened intellect and his i With facts—for like Mr 
Fox he thought one fact worth a thousan ents—he had that 


confidence which boasteth not itself, but which, as Lord Chatham 
said, was a plant of slow 8 in an aged m. 

I shall not attempt, Mr. Speaker, to portray his public career. That 
has already been well done 1 

In the palmy days of this Republic he was the intimate friend of 
Silas Wright, the trusted adviser of President Polk, and the intimate 
associate of Mr. Douglas. He was the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and for many years the leader of this House. And 
in the eventful days that followed reconstraction he was the chief 
oracle of his own State, In that memorable struggle of 1874 for our 
pos . as the champion of tie people his popularity reconciled 
all differences, his patriotism won all hearts, his zeal and courage in- 
spiroa all confidence, his energy overcameall obstacles, and he achieved 
the test peace victory recorded in the annals of our State, the 
beneficent fruits of which will descend to generations yet unborn. 

And as my friend has said, the people were not ungrateful. They 
demanded of their immediate representatives that they should show 
this gratitude by elevating him to that exalted position which he held 
at the time of his death. o 

When the dread summons came which was to gather him to his 
fathers, although he had passed his three-score years and ten and was 
surrounded by loving hearts and tended by gentle hands, still the 
blow was a severe one to my people. We had a sore need of him in 
these days of modern degeneracy. We fondly hoped that his wisdom, 
his counsel, and his example would be spared to us for his full term 
in the Senate. 

If the last days which he spent at this Capitol cast a shadow of 
disappointment over his patriotic soul and made him sigh for the bet- 
ter days of the Republic, let us console ourselves with the thought 
that he has joined those noble patriots of the past who went before 
him, and with their sweet companionship can now realize in the light 
of eternal truth that all the struggles and sacrifices for human liberty 
have not been in vain. 


Mr. HERNDON. Mr. Speaker, the relations which I bore to Senator 
Houston seem to make it imperative upon me not to remain silent 
when a tribute is to be paid to his memory. 

It was only in the last seven years of his life that I had any per- 
sonal acquaintance with him, but I have known him as a public man 
from the time that my attention was first called to the conspicnous 
characters in the politicsof Alabama. Noman, save William R. King, 
late Vice-President of the United States, remained longer and more 
continuously in public life in Alabama, nor more occupied the atten- 
tion of the people of that State, than General Houston. In this way 
his public career became known to me, but I do not propose now to 
trace it throughout the long perlog which it covered. This has been, 
or will be, done by others. I shall attempt only to delineate him as 
he impressed himself upon me, and sketch, as faithfully as my words 
can, the outlines of his character. 

When success throughout a long career attends one in every posi- 
tion, in every ae and in every undertaking, and finally crowns 
his hopes and ambitions, the world will concede, must concede, 
without being able to analyze the causes or comprehend the quali- 
ties which secured it, that there must have been in such a man a some- 
thing greater and superior than in other men, which has not only 
commanded but deserved success. Suc it has been said, is the 
highest test of merit.. No one’s career could be more safely submitted 
to this test than General Houston’s. ‘ 

From his earliest manhood down to the end of his long life he was 
the recipient of the people's confidence, and, except when he yolun- 
tarily refused, filled offices to which it wasin their power to elect him. 
Never but once defeated, with his young ambition looking upward to 
one Papane height, he ascended step by step from the lowest rung in 
the ladder of preferment up to that exalted station in which he closed 
his mortal course, and from which, in the fullness of his earthly fame, 
he was translated, we reverently trust, to that Highest Tribunal to re- 
ceive the well-earned plaudit, “ Well done, thou good and faithful 
servant; thou hast been faithful over a few things, thou shalt be made 
ruler over many.” 

To one who dia not thoroughly know Senator Houston it would 
be difficult to discern the causes which gave to him his unvaried suc- 
cess. He was popular throughout the State, and was almost the idol 
of the people of the congressional district in which he lived; and 
this popularity with the masses scarcely waned or diminished even 
in the times when the hearts of the people were stirred to their depths 
and the usual calm of popular feeling was broken into billowy pas- 
sion by the dreadful tempest of civil war. In the fast changing and 
swift revolving of the minds and thoughts and feelings of the peo- 
ple in those times, passions ebbing and flowing as the tide of the 
conflict ebbed and flowed, long-worshiped idols were overturned and 
broken in pieces, trusted oracles silenced or contemned, and leaders 
were, as by a breath, made and unmade; but amid all this wreck of 
men General Houston seemed never to have lost the confidence and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1291 


affection of his people. When the tem had ceased and the sun 
once again broke h the clouds which had so enshrouded our 
Southland, he stood out as formerly, the people's man,” loved as be- 
fore, and trusted, as he had been for more than twenty years. 

The people of the State of Alabama manifested this continued and 
unabated confidence in General HOUSTON in a most unmistakable 
manner in the year 1874. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, that I do not offend the proprieties of this oc 
easion by the remarks which I am now about to make. They are 
made in no partisan or sectional spirit; with no wish to excite un- 
kind feeling, nor to revive memories, here or elsewhere, that may be 

i ble; but only to illustrate the services of Senator Houston, 
by which he achieved his most enduring fame among the people of 

bama and won their inexpressible gratitude. 

From the commencement of the reconstruction of Alabama under 
the acts of Congress enacted for that purpose up to the year 1874, the 
State had been in the hands and under the dominion of officials many 
of whom had but recently been emancipated from bon , neces- 
sarily ignorant and debased and the mere instruments and puppets 
of bad and designing men who obtained control of them; and most 
of the others, these same bad and 8 men, Who had no home 
in the State, no kinship or sympathy with her people, no concern for 
her welfare, no regard for her good name, no ee for her deso- 
lation, no desire for her peace, who came like vultures ravening for 
prey and intending to sta only so long as they could glut their in- 
satiate hunger with the flesh and blood of a stricken and helpless 
people. I shall not recite the ghastly details of the history of those 
seven years. That history has been written with a pen of fire into 
the memory of the whole country and its hot iniquity will never let 
it be forgotten. Suffice it for this occasion to say that as this incur- 
sion of strangers into the offices of the State of Alabama had for its 
object rapine and plunder, it became necessary that the conditions 
must be created on which this fell object could most effectually be 
accomplished. Disorder instead of law must prevail; turbulence in- 
stead of , discord between the races, and hate, instead of har- 
mony and friendship. And as in other States, so in Alabama were 
these conditions created and so they did prevail to a great extent for 
seven years prior to 1874. 

In that year, against his wishes, against his earnest remonstrance, 
GEORGE S. Houston was called from his retirement, nominated by 
the democratic State convention for governor by acclamation, and 
elected by the people by a majority of over seventeen thousand votes. 

Then began a new era for Alabama. With Governor HOUSTON all 
the State and county officers were elected, most of whom were in 
accord with him in political sentiment and who became useful aids 
to him in the H ean work of rebuilding and reforming which he 
was about to undertake. No chief magistrate of a State ever entered 
upon the discharge of his duties under circumstances more difficult or 
more appalling. There was chaos in the treasury; chaos in the laws; 
chaos in the courts; chaos in society; chaos everywhere! 

The advent into office of Governor Houston, who had the confi- 
dence of every class of people in the Commonwealth, for his conserva- 
tism, his sagacity, his prudence, and his integrity, was in itself almost 
magical in its effect, Across the arch of the political heavens like a 
bow of promise it gave token of an approaching calm, and was hailed 
as the harbinger of a more auspicious future. All eyes looked to him 
with the highest hopes and expectations. Had he proven unequal to 
the great emprise, had he failed, chaos, more chaotic, would have come 
again. But he did not fail, Disorder was succeeded by the order of 
well- law; peace reigned where turbulence had ; and 
distrust and discord were no longer felt nor heard in the borders of 
the State. His administration achieved all that it promised or that 
was hoped for. Wise and beneficent, it was upheld by the citi- 
zens of the State of every party. Social and business confidence was 
restored, languishing industry was quickened into activity, and pros- 

erity once more began to shed its sunshine upon the fields and the 
8 of the le. 
It can almost said of Governor HOUSTON, as was said of the 
at Alexander Hamilton, that he found the treasury a putrid corpse; 
e touched it, and it became a living soul! When he came into office 
the debt of Alabama was over $32,000,000, $24,000,000 of which had 
been created since 1867 by the vicious methods of preceding adminis- 
trations. When he left it it was less than. $10,000,000, with the honor 
of the State untarnished and its credit restored. 

It would be unjust to others, as well as untrue in fact, to ascribe 
to Governor Houston the entire credit for the adjustment and settle- 
ment of the public debt of Alabama. In devising the scheme he was 
aided by the suggestions and counsel of some of the ablest minds of 
the State, and in its consummation, so honorable to the State and so 
satisfactory to her creditors, he had the efficient services and co-oper- 
ation of two of the most skillful financiers and intelligent of his fellow- 
citizens, his associates in the commission created for that object. I do 
not mean, therefore, in what I say to detract in the least from the 
credit to which others are entitled. The glory of the achievement 
bgt Seren enough for them all to share in, and the relief which it gave 
to Alabama was beneficent enough to entitle them to the unmeasured 
gratitude of the people. But the adjustment of the debt belon 
to the adiainis istration of Governor Houston; was a part of it; his 
«counsel contributed to it; his handiwork was in it, and he it was 
Who carried it out to completion. Others might have done as well 


had they occupied his place; but fortune, the tutelar deity that seems 
ever to have attended him, ordained that in him the man and the 
occasion should meet, and the man was equal to the occasion. 

As I have said before, it is not easy to one who did not thoroughly 
know him, to analyze and precisely determine the causes of Senator 
HOvsTON’s success as a public man, but as under all circumstances 
and at all times he has enjoyed it, it is sufficient evidence that he 
3 many of the elements upon which success is conditioned, 

e had a thorough knowledge of the people ; he knew their thoughts, 
their feelings, and their prejadices, and with marvelous power could 
always call forth a hearty sy oe to his own expressions of them. 
It cannot be said of Senator Housrox that he was a leader, in the 
sense that out of his own brain he coined great thoughts or origi- 
nated preas measures which he impressed upon the propie ; nor that 
he molded popular opinion into any new form or led it into chan- 
nels in which it was not accusto: torun. He was seldom seen in 
advance lifting up his own banner emblazoned with his own creed, 
but oftener in the ranks of the people, one of them, bearing their 
standard, uttering their thoughts, and sounding their watchwords. 
This was the key to his popularity and to his success. He was a 
friend to the people, and as he loved them and was faithful to them, 
they honored him and crowned him with their sovereign gratitude. 

The mental characteristics of Senator Houston were caution and 
judgment; he was sagacious rather than wise; reached his conclusions 
more by intuition than by any process of reasoning, and demonstrated 
his views and opinions more by action than by logic. 

It was never my privilege to hear him in a deliberative assembly, 
nor in the judicial forum, and only on the stump before the people in 
the latter years of his life. He showed there none of the culture of 
the scholar, and but few of the graces of the orator. His phrase was 
homely and his style discursive, but his speeches abounded in strong 
common sense, unskillfully modeled, they may have been, as a com- 
position, but most skillfully adapted to reach the understandings and 
touch the hearts of his hearers. 

The long-cherished ambition of Senator Houston was to represent 
the State of Alabama in the Senate of the United States. In the sun- 
set of his life this ambition was gratified ; but in returning, after an 
absence of twenty years, to a theater in which he had been a conspicu- 
ous actor and to scenes which were once so familiar to him, he found 
all things changed. In this House, where he was so well known and 
wielded such large influence, there yet lingered but two or three who 
sat here with him, and who to-day have paid fitting tributes to his mem- 
ory; and in the Senate he met but few whom he had ever seen or who 
had ever seen him. A new generation had succeeded to that to which 
he belonged; his contemporaries had passed into retirement or into 
the grave, and men who had attained to senatorial age and had com- 
menced public life during his absence, had taken their places. New 
ideas, new impulses, new policies, too, had greatly superseded those 
which obtained in his day. It is not surprising, then, if he felt almost 
isolated and alone in the grand presence in which he sat, and real- 
ized, as he must have done, after having scaled the height up toward 
which he had so long struggled, the vanity and emptiness of all hu- 
man ambition, 

It is hardly probable, had Senator Houston been spared to live 
through his constitutional term, that he would haye added much to 
his fame. Its measure was already full; but he would unquestion- 
ably have become one of the most useful and yaluable members of the 
Senate by his wise and prudent counsel, his strong practical sense, his 
far-seeing conservatism, his unwearying industry, and by his close 
attention to the business of legislation, to the conduct of which so few 
in either House of Congress devote themselves, and in which the very 
avales for which Senator Houston was most distinguished are so 
essentia 

He was not long enough in the Senate for that body to appreciate 
his worth or now to feel the void which his death has caused; but the 
people of his beloved Alabama, who have so often honored him and 
who loved and trusted him so well, lament his loss to them and to the 
country, and will ever cherish a grateful remembrance of his virtues 
and his services. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, on the last day of 1879 the telegraph 
flashed to all parts of this continent the sad intelligence that Senator 
GEORGE S. HOUSTON was dead. A committee of Senators and Rep- 
resentatives from this Congress, some from New England, some from 
the West, and some from his own loved land of the South, started at 
once for his home to mingle with the mourners there, and testify, by 
their presence, the eet of the whole people of this mighty land for 
the people’s loss. It was my melancholy privilege to be one of that 
committee. The funeral awaited our coming. As we approached the 
beautiful little town, so long the home of the deceased, the day was 
perfect ; the sun shone bright and warm ason a morning in May. But 
no carol of birds, no sound of joy from any living thing greeted our 
ears. Midwinter was on the gray fields and barren trees, and cheer- 
less midwinter in the hearts of the pone Their homes and spires 
were neng wie black; the gloom of grief was on every face. As I 
stood by the grave and listened to a gifted orator telling over the life 
of Alabama’s best-loved son to the silent and listening throng of 
all ages, sexes, and conditions, and my mind swept back over the 
busy years of that life—years that were all ended in the grave before 
me—and then as I glanced up at the bright sunshine and thought 
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how that sun would continue to arise and set and seasons would come | toward the close of his service; that he occasionally made exhaustive 


and go, I felt 
8 5 Alas! — ; 
ow soon we pass 
And ah! we go 
So far away 
When go we must,— 
From the Light of Life, and the heat of strife,— 
To the Peace of Death, and the cold, still Dust.— 
We go—we we may not stay, 
We travel the lone, dark, dreary way ;— 
Out of the Day and into the Night,— 
Into the Darkness,—out of the Bright.— 
And then! ah, then! like ather men, 
We close our eyes—and go to sleep— 
We hush our hearts—and go to sleep,— 
Only a few, one hour, shall tir 
Ab, me! the Grave is lone and deep! 


But it is not true of him that ‘‘Only a few one hour shall weep.” 
I do not speak the language of eulogy, but only the plain unvar- 
nished truth, when I say that, though Alabama has many sons who are 
loved and trusted, the death of no other could have caused so keen a 
sense of personal joss to so many of her people. 

Senator Houston was a remarkable man and his was a remarkable 
career. He was born in Tennessee but came to Alabama in his early 
boyhood, and to him Alabama was always the mother State. Toher 

ple he gave the warm affections of his youth; to their service he 
8 the energies of his manhood, and to them in their hour of 
need he consecrated the golden fruits of a ripe experience. 

I knew him for years, but it was never my fortune to become 
intimately associated with him until the last session of this Con 
Darin that exciting period we were daily companions: Then I 
learned to love him as my wise counsellor and my friend. 

Senator HOUSTON had not the advantage of a thorough education, 
and he was never à close student of books. Strict mental discipline 
in his youth would have helped him to a broader culture and a more 
finished style of oratory than he ever attained; but he was a broad- 
minded man and possessed in an extraordinary 8 the genius of 
common sense. His mind was strong, active, and logical. It was 
objective rather than 2 He never indulged in metaphysical 
abstractions, but he studied closely the practical bearings of every 
question and comprehended them clearly. His judgment was rarely 
if ever at fault. It is said that mistakes are the stepping-stones to 
wisdom. If in his long public career he was ever compelled to use 
these stepping-stones, they helped him to a practical wisdom I have 
never seen excelled. He was made solicitor and twice elected to the 
Legislature of his State when a young man. In 1541 he came to this 
House as a member and began here a long and honorable career. He 
served without intermission until 1849, when he voluntarily retired 
for two years. But in 1851 he was again returned and continued by 
successive elections as a Representative here till his State seceded in 
1861. During all this time he grew in wisdom and usefulness, Ex- 

ience, industry, ope A and an unswerving devotion to duty gave 

m high rank when such men as John C. Breckinridge, 5 855 y 
Marshall, Frank Bowden, James A. Stallworth, James L. Pugh, avid 
pe Thad. Stevens, and Charles Francis Adams were members of 


He was once chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the House 
and twice chairman of the great Committee of Ways and Means. 
He was the inflexible foe of a conve tariff and combated it with 
all his power and influence. He believed in a tariff for revenue and 
not for protection. He urged that protection of the manufacturer 
‘was robbery of the consumer. He was in all things an unflinching 
democrat, and never wavered in his fidelity to party. Trained in the 
school of Jefferson and Madison, he contended for a strict construc- 
tion of the Constitution, for the rights of the States and the poopie 
of the States. Yet, sir, he was conservative in all his course. He 
was in this Congress, except two years, as I have said, from 1841 to 
1861. Ihave looked back with as much care as time and 9 
would permit over the record of congressional debates during this 
period, I have turned over page after page in volume after volume, 
and, sir, I do not find that during all that time he ever made a single 

h or uttered a single word calculated to fan the angry passions 
that brought on the war between the States. While others discussed 
politics he addressed himself to business. He was a member in the 
winter of 1861 of the famous committee of thirty-three. He voted 
for the formation of that committee, but it was unable to devise 
means of saving the Union. He remained in his place performing 
his duty as a Representative until after his State seceded. This he 
believed she the right to do; and on the 2ist day of January, 
1861, he united with five other Representatives from Alabama in a 
letter, which was laid by the Speaker before the House, announcing 
their withdrawal from the further deliberations of that body. After 
reciting the secession of the State the letter proceeds: 


The causes which, in the Pepe pees of our State, rendered this action neces- 
we need not relate. It 


Of the signers, the name of GEORGE S. Houston was first. 

Thus terminated his career as a member of this House and the first 
era of his life as a public man. ree 

Reviewing his history in this House, we find that he was always 


arguments in which there were sometimes eloquent passages, but 
there was no effort at display. He was in no sense an innovator. 
He never claimed to be wiser than the fathers. He accepted the: 
Constitution without question. Its checks and balances, its delicately 
adjusted machinery, were to him the wisest piece of workmanship 
ever fashioned by man for the protection of individual liberty. He- 
saw here a central government that was partly national and partly 
federal; national as to our ships at sea and commerce abroad— 
national as to all the outside world—national at home, in so far as it 
touched the people directly ; but federal in every featare that recog- 
nized and 8 the autonomy of the States. He saw this govern- 
ment as did Washington and Jefferson and Jackson, and he deemed 
it the highest duty of a patriot to carry it on as they had administered 
it. To this effort he devoted the best energies of his life. 

For thirteen years after he left Washington, in 1861, he lived at 
home, illustrating in the walks of pi life all those domestic 
traits which so beautifully adorn and embellish the character of one 
who has distinguished himself in publie station. His virtues were 
as conspicuous and shining in the charmed circle of home and friends- 
as in the Congress of the United States. 

In 1874 the time again came when the people needed his services. 
It would not be fitting in me, sir, now standing, as it were, in the 
presence of the graye, to anes in the language of invective or say 
anything calculated to rouse bitter memories; rather would I, if I 
could, commit them all here to the dark waters of Lethe; but no citi- 
zen of Alabama can ever forget the anxiety, the distress, the dark 
forebodings of her people as they girded up their loins to enter into 
the great political conflict of 1874, upon the result of which so many 
felt the future happiness of the people and prosperity of the State 
depended. Alabama had always been proud of her honor and her 
credit. She had even sent gold through the blockade during the war 
to pay the interest on herdebt. Now her head was bowed down with 
shame ; her credit was gone, and profligacy and corruption were eat- 
ing out her substance. The bright future her orators had painted, 
when her mountains should teem with wealth and her valleys with 
fatness ; when her broad streams should bear on their liquid bosoms 
a mighty commerce to the sea; when every hillside and plain should 
be dotted with happy homes—all this roseate picture was shrouded 
with gloom. Confidence was gone; doubt and anxiety were every- 
where. Her citizens by thousands and tens of thousands were fleeing 
her borders, and thousands more were awaiting the result of the great 
political conflict about to begin. All eyes turned to GEORGE S. HOUS- 
TON as the leader of his party, and he was nominated by acclamation 
for governor. I shall never forget that canvass, and no one who 
heard him before the people will ever forget his speeches. 

There were no graceful fi s of speech, no classical allusions, no 
flights of fancy, no carefully studied phrases, and no effort at well- 
rounded peri but his words went home to the hearts of the people 
with a convincing power I have never seen equaled. He addressed 
himself to every phase of opinion, to every shade of prejudice, and 
to men of all political antecedents. His logic was so plain that none 
could fail to comprehend him ; his illustrations were drawn from the 
most familiar objects and always full of point; his every anecdote 
was an argument and his manner invited and compelled confidence. 
In fine, sir, there was that about him that caused his words to come 
as from one having authority, and it did seem that he spoke as the 
prophets spake. He was elected and re-elected, and during his term 
of service as governor abuses in administration were correctod, ex- 
travagance was checked, confidence was restored, the credit of the 
State regained, and Alabama was placed once more on the high road 
to assured p: rity. 

At the end of his second term as governor the Legislature, reflect- 
ing the wishes of the people, sent him to the Senate of the United 
States, which had been for many years the goal of his honorable ambi- 
tion. It is asad, sad thought that death has deprived us of his sery- 
ices here. But the Reaper has garnered wheat that was ripe. Every 
honor the people of his State could bestow was his, and worthily he 
wore them all; but“ he has run his course and sleeps in blessings.” 

Mr. Speaker, I do not mean, in pronouncing a just eulogium upon 
the dead, to detract from the well-earned praise due to the living. 
The credit of the wonderful campaign of 1874 is not all due to Gov- 
ernor Houston. Behind him was a t mind organizing the forces: 
and directing the conflict. By his side and everywhere throughout 
the field true sons of Alabama pressed forward to her deliverance ; 
but wherever the fight in the front was hottest, and the smoke was 
thickest, there towered above all the crest of Houston like the white- 
plume of King Henry of Navarre at the battle of Ivry. 

So, after he was inaugurated, the people held up his hands; they 
sent true men to aid him in his great work, and immediately about- 
him were gathered wise counselors and co-workers. Yet among alk 
and above all Houston was the chieftain, the leader, the great re- 
former, the idol of the people. 


San desiderio sit pudor aut modus 
am cari capitis? 


By a law of this Congress each State in the Union is invited to 
es | the statues in bronze or marble of two of its dead, “ illustrious- 
for their historic renown or for distinguished civic or military vir- 
tues,” to be placed in this Capitol in commemoration of the affections 


at the poston duty; that he took part frequently in debate, especially | of their people and as bright exemplars of virtue. Maine has sent- 


1880. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1293 


William King, Massachusetts has sent Samuel Adams; New York, 
Edward Livingston and George Clinton. Other States have con- 
tributed statues of those they hold in fond recollection, and if the 

islature of my State will take counsel of the people and their 
desire to testify it in some fitting manner, it seems to me that Ala- 
bama will send GEORGE S. Houston to stand in that Hall where the 
people of his district sent him so often when living—in that old Hall 
of the House of Representatives, now peopled with the images of de- 
parted 3 and kindling with glorious memories of the past 
the Hall that rang with the eloquence of Clay, re-echoed the logic 
of Calhoun, gave back the immortal words of Webster, and was the 
scene of the ceaseless labors of Houston for the er good. It 
would be the people's tribute to the people's friend. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, grief is the natural 
emotion of the mind, when confronted by bereavements seemingly 
irreparable. Were it otherwise, we would be devoid of that sensa- 
tion attesting the sincerity of our r and gratitude, esteem 
and affection, love and devotion. Indeed, it would be equivalent to 
a denial of their existence, by reason of our incapacity for their in- 
dulgence. Who could contemplate humanity thus denuded of those 
floral beauties of the heart, whose incense and odors, were there no 
revelation teaching it, would inspire a conviction of a higher and 
better state of existence awaiting us? It is not only natural and 

roper that grief should dwell with us in such bereavements, but it 
is exalting and divine for it to be so. 

In the loss of Senator GEORGE SMITH HOUSTON, of Alabama, the 
public mind is this day confronted by and contemplating an appar- 
ently irreparable bereavement. Who can doubt its f ve grief, 
prompted by the loss of this good and great man? there be any 
such, there are none to envy them the-desert waste of their barren 
hearts. Grief is not only here, but yo the silent inquiry now 
being made in behalf of the great public mind and heart as to what 
shall be the bounds of her appreciation forand her gratitude to him, 
the glow of her esteem and the impulse of her affection for him, the 
depths of her love and the heights of her devotion to the memory of 
him who was her noble son, he who cherished her reputation and 
treasured her honor as he did his life, and who subserved her good 
and glory up to and with his dying utterances. 

This eminent citizen was a 3 man throughout the greater part 
of his life—a life that extended to the npe age of seventy. During 
this long career, in the different positions he held and filled, in private 
or public life, his excellency in morals was of an exemplary and unex- 
<ceptionable character. His bitterest foe never called in question his 
integrity ; his Lape haa and moral courage was proverbial; his magna- 
nimity was equally conspicuous, while his unvarying and successful 
12 afforded the amplest proof of his geniality, his fullness of 
heart. Possessed of such elements in their most enlarged development, 
and with them displayed in action, none can deny that he was a 
man. When you add to them true and forcible intellectuality, you 
will have finished the blending of attributes and virtues which as 
surely constitute a good and great man as the unity and proper diffu- 
Sion of colors affirm the beauties of the rainbow. 

What has been the career of Senator Houston in the line of which 
ne has displayed the intellectuality and qualities of heart pronouncing 
‘his goodness and greatness? Viewed as an executive officer in the 
courts of his State, a youa, fearless, incorruptible solicitor, a 
wholesome terror to evil-doers, as wellas an assured protection to the 
innocent, maintaining and vindicating the supremacy of her laws 
against all violators, he has left an example worthy of emulation. 
Or as a junior representative in the Legislative Assembly of his State, 
his modest and unassuming yet dutiful and studious career as such 
Was marked with a discretion and ability that p. his after effi- 
ciency and tness. Oras the chief executive of his State, called 
thereto by the compelling voice of his people at a time when she was 
stranded in theshallows of bankruptey ; when she was dismantled and 
disfigured by a most profligate if not corrupt administration of her 
affairs; when lawlessness and disorder were rife in her midst; when 
life, liberty, and property were not vouchsafed by the strong arm of 
the law; when schisms, feuds, and bickerings were on the daily in- 
crease; when her treasury was exhausted and her credit unavailing ; 
when her taxes were so onerous as to paralyze the efforts of her lan- 
guishing industries; when the property of her people was without sale 
value by reason of the presence of seemin 5 when she was 
most flagrantly misrepresented by those professing to be her guardians; 
when emigration to her borders was inhibited by the deadly upas per- 
vading her atmosphere; when the hopes of her bravest hearts were 
in the embers of extinguishment; and when her people were insulted 
and disfranchised by a pretended constitution unknown to and un- 
prescribed by them, imposed upon them by a swarm of vampires who 
were preying upon her vitals with vulturous greed—at such a time, 
in the midst of such surroundings, this wonderful, magical, unexcelled 
commander assumed the charge of her destiny, and witha spirit, nerve, 
and devotion that gave assurance at once of a vital and wholesome 
change in her affairs. 

- In the short space of four years he transferred her to her present 
most excellent chief executive repaired and refitted from hull tothe 
pinnacle of her mast-head, moving majestically, under fall sail, in the 
clear, deep waters defined as her track, by the consummate skill of an 
acknowledged navigator, with her treasury replenished, her credit 


restored ; with her people relieved of overburdened taxation, and the 


hum of industry revitalized ee ee her limits; with their hopes 
rekindled, their spirits reanimated, and their resolutions reresolved; 
with law and order reigning supreme throughout her borders, and 
schisms, feuds, and bickerings dissipated and obliviated; with life 
liberty, and property secured beyond a peril, and peace, plenty, an 
growing prosperity the daily blessing of her people; with a sub- 
stantial value restored to her property and emigrants coming into her 
borders from all points of the land. And as a further testimonial of 
the devotion of the American people to that deathless principle, so 
essential to the existence of liberty, avowing that all governments 
derive their just powers from the consent of the governed, she now 
enjoys the benefaction of a constitution adopted by her own people 
in whose broad, clear, and well-defined ordinations are to be foun 
the amplest and fullest guarantees of all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities that belong or attach to freemen and citizens under our 
unequaled republican form of government. 

Should I, then, not say that he has left a model administration of 
her affairs that may be wisely followed by his successors? Her 
ple Adah united voice exclaim, in the language of one of her gifted 
ve All praise, all honor to her faithful son, 

was the staff on which she sorely leant 
When, debt-oppressed and ‘neath the alien's yoke, 
Her regal head in bondage vile was bent; 
Who was her staff, and at whose magio touch 
Her debt was lifted and ber foes dispersed, 
At whose high beck the clouds went rolling back, 
And freedom’s sunshine reillumed her track. 

Has poetry or eloquence, in their most vivid portrayals, their sub- 
limest sketches, ever o’erdrawn the picture of blessings flowing from 
the toilsome, patient, self-sacrificing work of the good and great man 
who addresses his life to the building up rather than to the agitation, 
dismemberment, and destruction of his country? A most eminent 
subject for their divine arts, in this particular, is presented to them 
when the traits and characteristics, life and acts of Senator Hous- 
TON shall be fully made known. 

If to induce two rs of to flourish where only one wW 
before constitutes a benefactor of his race, what shall be said of him 
who, uprooting and extinguishing all the noxious weeds to social 
and political health, induces an abounding in their stead of life-sus- 
taining, health-invigorating plants, under whose benign influences 
revive and flourish law and order, sobriety and industry, quiet and 
contentment, gladsomeness and peace, plenty and prosperity; or 
who reverses the face of his land and people from despair and des- 
peration to righteousness and exaltation ? 

He who thus aims, though he should fail in his noble and God-like 
purposes, will be treasured in the hearts of his ple as one who, 
soaring with the eagle, has left the record of his flight and of his fail- 
ure among the stars, yet more to be admired and envied than he “who 
creeps the gutter with the reptile and beds his memory and his body 
together in the dung-hill.” Bat with joyous success crowning his 
inspired aims, his tireless efforts, does not GEORGE 8. HOUSTON stand 
out before his fellow-men encircled in a halo of triamphantly wrought, 
richly merited, imperishable glory? 

Well may his days seem all too few to thee, 
And yet he gave to time a perfect fame; 
For though death wrote a finis to his deeds 
While yet he strove to build a ter name, 
Still in the compass of the years he 
He did achieve for thee, his beloved State, 
A full redemption, and for all thy woes 
A happy issue and a glorious e 

When you come to view him as a Representative upon this floor for 
eighteen years an effort to recount his efficient and successful career 
here would swell these remarks toa volume. But let it be said his 
devotion and ability were such that he was returned as often as his 
terms expired or he would accept the proffered honor, and that for 
the last ten years of his service he walked over the track without the 
semblance of opposition, thus evincing his towering strength before 
the people as so formidable that none would dare oppose “ The Bald 
Eagle of the Mountains,” an appellation they conferred upon him in 
their generous admiration of his prowess and achievements. 

During his membership here, he filled for a considerable part of the 
time the chairmanship either of Military Affairs, Ways and Means, or 
the Judiciary; positions of the most arduous, responsible, and honor- 
able character; his elevation to which unmistakably indicated the 
estimate placed upon his abilities and integrity. And none have or ever 
will labor with more assiduous disinterestedness, impartiality, and 
proficiency to fully discharge the duties of the same. 

His ceaseless vigils in protecting the people Senin’ a profligate or 
corrupt expenditure of the public funds, rightfully won for him here 
the merited cognomen of “the watch-dog of the Treasury.” The stern 
and courageous presence of whom in later years would have relieved 
history of the recitals of robberies and plunderings, the magnitude 
and turpitude of which has been a just cause of reproach to our peo- 
ple, a humiliation to those who cherish her reputation or who treas- 
ure her honor. ji 

: Elected to the Senate of the United States in 1865, and sho after 
the termination of the war between the United and Confederate States, 
he was denied admission—an act resulting in more inj the Gov- 
ernment and the people than to himself, and upon the justice of 


. 


which history has yet to record that unimpassioned and truthful ver- 
dict so seldom if ever attained upon partisan representations; or 
other than “ the feelings which inspiring it, rests on a regard for 
torical truth.” 

Re-elected by his State after the close of his gubernatorial term, 
he had not more than assumed the robes of a Senator and entered upon 
the duties of that august and responsible trust, when the icy fingers 
of the Pale Messenger loosened the heart-strings of life. But his last 
words on earth, as he was “going out,“ when he exclaimed to his 
faithful servant “Give me my shoes, I must go to the Senate,” im- 
mortalized the devotion with which he had consecrated himself to 
its fullest exactions, and epitaphed his tomb with the one great car- 
dinal feature of his life—ever to be at the post of duty. 

He was furnished his sandals by the Pale Messenger, as he landed 
him upon the ae. shore on eternity’s side of the bright river; 
and he has gone to the Senate composed of the immortals of that 
celestial world whose promding. officer is the great “I Am;” where 
his imperfections and frailties here have been swallowed up and ex- 
piated by the entry made in its momentous, imperishable journals of 
* well done, good and faithful servant.” 

Should we not all take heed and so apply our hearts to wisdom that 
we may inherit that welcome plaudit, a legacy infinitely beyond all 
others in its priceless value, its unending bestowals ? 

Mr. Speaker, when on the last day of last year 

The spring of life gentl 
And — wafted his Anra A 
that potent voice, whose utterances to or for his people were the 
words of soberness and truth, wisdom and statesmanship, was silenced 
in their behalf forever; that heart glowing with a desire ever to 
promote the general welfare of his country, by a ceaseless devotion 
to the substantial and permanent interests of his people and which 
ulsated in sadness for their woes, in joy for their weal, sounded its 
ast thrilling key-note in their behalf forever; that intellect, gigan- 
tic in its structure, powerful in its development, penetrating in its 
force, profound in its researches, solid in its conclusions, unwavering 
in its decisions, and which was watchful and active in the advance- 
ment of his country's best interest, his peoples’ highest welfare, sein- 
tillated its last golden thought of solicitude in their behalf for- 
ever. 

At such a loss how eminently becoming that the chief executive of 
his State should make public proclamation thereof, with tender of his 

ee to his people, and with the officers of State should close 
ite d epartments, array in mourning its capitol, and hasten to the dis- 
tant home of the deceased to add to the swelling throng that stood 
in unconsoled bereavement around his bier. 

Such a loss could not—yea, should not—fail to deeply affect the 
public mind with impressive sadness and grief. No strains in eulogy 
of the absent one were needful to awaken and open up the deepest 
feelings of grief in the hearts of those who knew this truly good and 

tman. Alas! too well for their own consolation did they real- 
ze their loss in his death. Full well did they remember that his 
fidelity to them and their every interest was not within the range or 
p of any or all of the arts of seduction combined to entrap; that 
is vigilance in the pursuit of their interests, the maintenance of 
their rights, was above and beyond the influences of any magnetism 
to divert or any charm to lull to sleep; that his bold, exploring, and 
exponnding intellect was not to be quailed, and only to be quieted in 
its pursuits when the goal of their successful defense from wrong, 
their protection from danger, had been attained; that no amount ot 
physical trial or 8 mental struggle or endurance, seemed to 
impede or enfeeble his action or diminish his resolution when thus 
engaged; that it were full enough for him to know the ominous 
finger of duty pointed to the task on behalf of his people, and the 
same was at once initiated only to be achieved, for, as the great cardi- 
nal of France had invoked, in his bright lexicon there was no such 
word as fail. 

With such ennobling traits and their bounteous results adorning 
and enriching his life-long . what other insignia should crown 
his noble brow but that of goodness and greatness? If excellency 
in morals, force in intellect, constitute greatness, their ion by 
him would have been confirmed in the accredited proof of the trusts 
confided, the unqualified approval of his demeanor in and disc 
of them by the people. If to be honored throughout his days for his 
prowess, treasured to his death for his fidelity, and embalmed there- 
after in the hearts of his l ape pee for his goodness constitute great- 
ness, the record of his life displays the one and attests the other, 
while the voice of his people, heard this day throughout the land, 
proclaim the last. His wasa life of events rather than words; events 

arding his pathway as towers of protection, alike repelling the 
Erata of criticism, the arrows of malice, or the missiles of envy, 
now standing up as so many monuments, beautified with garlands of 
— 8 approval, bespeaking their devotion to and their grief 

‘or him. 


The brawny mariner, with a generosity of heart toward his crew as 
capacions, a love for them as deep, as the fathomless waters upon which 
he floats, and whose matchless tact and crowning skill mid-ocean’s 
wildest es had tested, was never more deeply endeared to ormore 
8 trusted in by them than was he by the people; nor could 
their grief at the loss of one who had thus piloted them from mid- 
night’s mountainous tempests into the sun-gilded and placid- harbor 
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of safety haye been more poignant than were those who had thus 
stood around this political aaa in the perilous storms of the — 5 


Augustus was not ter e state, 
Nor Brutus truer to the public trust. 

When the deplorable events of 1861 began to cast their shadows so 
near as to e and arouse an astounded world with their grandly 
awful issues, whose terrific currents were sweeping and counter sweep- 
ing into them section against section, that intuitive wisdom, nothin 
less than the inspiration of true and inherent statesmanship presid 
with such vital force in the temple of his mind as toretard his move- 
ments. It adjured and constrained him to cling to the Union of the 
States, for which he had a love akin to adoration, and to which, neither 
by thought, word, or deed, had he ever been untrue. It admonished 
and emboldened him to plant himself upon deck as one of the watch- 
ful crew of the Federal ship of state, freighted with the covenants 
and jewels of American freedom, and then in g in the livid bil- 
lows of the clashing storms. With a ready and cheerful acquiescence 
did he listen ane eee to her potential adj urations up to the moment 
his State ordained her separation and led her allegiance, Then 
fidelity to his people, that crowning virtue of the heart, panoplied in 
the sanctions of nature and of nature’s God, that shielding and pro- 
tecting goddess to all the other virtues, assumed and asserted in the 
temple of his mind her resistless sway. 

In obedience to her behests, reluctantly and dejectedly did he turn 
his back npon the temples of that Union in no wise inimical to him, 
and left these halls in which he bad acted with so much abilit 
throughout a period of long, long years. Unlike the acquired child 
of Naomi, in her journey to the fruitful and prosperous land of Boaz, 
he was of the South, to the manner born. By the ties of a blood 
far thicker and stronger than water, by the impulses of a divinity of 
his nature that wafted love to all, malice to none, but peerless devo- 
tion to his own, her people were his people. By the light of a rev- 
elation, truth-inspiring and heaven-exalting, her God was his God. 
By a heart embowered in the encirclin tendrils of the affection and 
devotion of her people did he unalterably resolve not to be entreated 
to leaye them, and that whithersoever they should go and dwell 
there would he go and abide. By aconstancy incapable of wavering 
or faltering, where her people died there would he die. And where 
her ple are entombed and being interred, in equal sentiment of 
sublime devotion with Ruth, there doth he repose. Amid her vine- 
clad mountains, her flowery, dimpled yalleys, radiant with the beams 
of her bright sunlight, at the golden age of three-score and ten, and 
full of honors, sleeps in quiet rest the statesman moved by no other 
impulse but his country’s good; the patriot disdainin lines or 
sections as circumscribing his endearments and attachments; the 
neighbor whom the good Samaritan could have greeted as a brother; 
the friend with whom Damon or Pythias could bave locked shields; 
the husband and father who made his home an Eden and its dearly 
loved inmates the guardian angels of his life. 

In the earlier days of my manhood I was a brief-sojourner at Knox- 
ville, in the renowned State of Tennessee, the honored mother of our 
cherished Senator. Arriving there on a bright Sabbath in November, 
1847, in all the loneliness that could envelop one who was a stranger 
to her entire people, 1 strolled into her beautiful and attractive ceme- 
tery, feeling that I would need no indorsement or introduction to be 
on terms of welcomed companionship with her noiseless and quiet 
residents, While lingering in her silent walk-ways and on her treas- 
ured earth, my eye was attracted by a commanding shaft whose spire 
was towering above its associates with imposing beauty and gran- 
deur. When I had neared and confronted it, I saw that it protected 
the sacred dust and commemorated the blessed memory of her illus- 
trions and immortal son, Hugh Lawson White, that “noblest work 
of God,” who held the inviolability of conscience of far greater mo- 
ment than a seat in the Senate of the United States, a position he had 
resigned in preference to fulfilling his State’s instructions upon a meas- 
ure that met with no sanction in that sacred forum, The closing in- 
scription upon that grand token, seen then for the first and until yet 
the last time in print, sculptured its sublime utterances upon my 
youthful memory in impressions as nearly perishless as were wrought 
upon the face of that beautiful monnment. And now from that faith- 
ful memory, after the lapse of thirty-three years, I here invoke it as. 
a poetical garland equally appropriate to adorn the memory of this. 
her noble son, who was 

in joy sedate; 


Com in sufferi 
pened gery ny noise, without pretensions, great; 


True to his word, in every thought sincere ; 
He knew no wish but what the world might hear. 


Mr. LOWE. I have the honor, Mr. Speaker, to represent, in t, 
Governor HovustTon’s old congressional district—his home and his 
grave—and therefore I beg to add a last word of tribute to his mem- 
ory. But first let me express my acknowledgments to those gentle- 
men who, preceding me on this occasion, have so truly and eloquently 
voiced the general opinion of the country. Idesire toreflect the particu- 
lar sentiments of Governor Houston’s own people. He was, sir, a con- 
spicuous figure in Alabama politics. No man been more honored 
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by the State; no man more trusted by the people. He was a mem- 
ber of this House for . years; chairman in turn of each of its 
principal committees ; uential with the ruling party of the coun- 
try and busy in public affairs during the most interesting and in- 
structive period of our history. He was twice governor of Alabama 
and twice elected to the United States Senate. 7 

He was not, sir, what is commonly called a “man of genius.” Ho 
did not that singular gift, that dangerous faculty, that rare 
personal magnetism to make men instinctively follow after him 
without a motive, or ore in ma e ene. But he was 
a strong, sagacious, useful man of affairs; with the supreme good 
sense tone Se any ties what was best to be said or to be done; and 
with the ability, tact, and prestige to say itor doit. He sought as 
was said of another, “to serve, rather than to please the people.” 
The sheer strength that never failed him in a political contest grew, 
I think, more out of his efficiency as a politician than out of his 

opularity asa man. Although personally loved and lamented, the 
Prat is, and he gloried in it, that through an honest, impartial public 
service he won political success by deserving it. s 

He was not an orator in the ordinary, popular sense, In elocution 
he attempted no flights of imagination and eloquence. Yetin joint 
discussion he was thought to be without doubt the best debater, the 
most dangerous antagonist, in the State. Ihave heard him often. 
He 3 wrote or published his 5 all the country: side 
in North Alabama abounds with popular traditions of his triumphs 
in argument, wit, humor, anecdote, rough and ready debate on the 
hustings and before the masses. In conversation with myself and a 
few other friends some months before his death, he said it was his 
habit not to memorize or read his remarks; that he rarely framed 
set phrases and sentences in advance, but studied rather to under- 
stand and to be understood, trusting more to the fullness of his inform- 
ation, on a given subject, than to memory or manuscript. 

His election as Governor, after a long retirement, was his return 
to public life. It was also the renaissance of his party. His admin- 
istration, being sustained in the most part by the property, consery- 
atism, and intelligence of the community, brought order out of recon- 
struction, and gave a normal and settled appearance to society. It 
restored confidence to the peono and credit to the State. 

Senator Houston in all his views was eminenly patriotic and con- 
servative. He stood, sir, between the extreme opinions of his day; 
antagonizing the “ dogmas of secession” on one side and the “ horrors 
of coercion” on the other. He desired above all things to maintain 
existing institutions, He saw himself a citizen of the greatest, freest 
Republic in the world. It was the crisis of the country, the climac- 
teric period of 1860. The nation then was at the zenith of its glory ; 
the Augustan age revived, and that, too, under higher forms and bet- 
ter auspices. He saw around hima new and splendid civilization ; 
the result of our common victories in war and peace—agriculture, 
commerce, manufactures, the mechanic arts, science, literature, pop- 
ular education, security to life, protection to property—in other 
words, he saw and felt the reality of all that material prosperity, 
individual happiness, and political tranquillity which defines “the 
blessings of liberty ” established by the Constitution. It was natural, 
therefore, that he should be conservative, distrustful of new ventures 
and experiments. He was himself, sir, not only a free citizen of this 
great Government, but an honored e from its happiest, 
proudest, richest section. He wanted no change, much less revolu- 
tion. Acting from these considerations, he alone of the delegation 
from Alabama advocated in the House in the last hours of the ses- 
sion the famous compromise committee of thirty-three members, one 
from each State, to reconcile, if posible, the conflicting interests and 
feelings which then threatened the country. He seems to have looked 
to that committee with profound solicitude as the forlorn hope of the 
Union, or rather as the poet has it— 


The full of hope, miscalled forlorn. 


The result, Mr. Speaker, is history—a bitter chapter. I need not 
dwell upon it, But surely, sir, if the men of 1860, his contemporaries 
in and out of Congress, had been as considerate, as thoughtful, as 
wise in their generation as he was, the most shameful and distressing 

age in American DNY would not, perhaps, have been written. 
Pid his advice been heeded, no drop of American blood would ever 
have been shed in fraternal conflict. I pay him, therefore, this trib- 
ute. He stood by the country until the last southern star had faded 
from the flag; until every mental and moral resource had failed ; until 
the Union in fact and in sentiment was dissolved. He then sacrificed 
his opinions and went with his State, “to share,” as he then avowed, 
“the fortunes of her people.” But he did not favor the movement, 
he did not provoke it; he acquiesced in it, but his judgment, his wis- 
dom was against it. This is his eulogy. As Congressman, governor, 
Senator, he will take rank in history as the last representative leader 
of the old national democracy of Alabama. 

Mr. Speaker, after eighteen years of almost continuous service, Gov- 
ernor Houston left the House in 1861, and only returned last year to 
take a seat in the Senate. The Government, with a mighty impulse, 
had rushed ahead of him a score of years in time and a century in 
change, eee development. He must have felt the fight of 
years and the changes in administration, but, sir, he seemed entirely 
equal to his exal ctor He sought, with the prudence and cir- 
cumspection which characterized his life—boni senatoris prudentia—to 


adapt himself to the altered conditions of the country; and to prac- 
tice that “statesmanship” which, Mr. Madison said, “is the science 
of circumstances.” He engaged to some extent in the business and 
debates, especially on politico-economic questions, whieh occupied 


the Senate last spring. He ran then, as heretofore, with 
the many gy —.— the few, with the people against classes and cor- 
porations. He was consistent with himself; he kept the tenor of his 
thoughts and actions harmonious to the end. In the truest sense, sir, 

he was a man of the people. Had he lived, I feel assured, he would 
have served the country, and the whole country, as well in thefuture 
as in the past. 

Among the famous sons of Alabama who served in the old Con- 
gress in the Senate or in the House, I recur with pride to the names 
of Bagby, Bowdon, King, Lewis, Chambers, Pickens, the elder Walker, 
Harris, Yancey, Clemens, Dargan, and others, They form a Lard 
of great men who have contributed largely to the honor and influ- 
ence of the State and to the dignity and character of the whole coun- 
try. But, sir, it is not invidious to say that none of them has done: 
better service or more of it than Houston; none has left with the 
people a stronger, cleaner, better record. 

The death of such a man, Mr. Speaker, is always deplorable; but 
when he holds high place it becomes a public calamity. The reputa- 
tion, the good fame he leaves behind him, is indeed our recompense. 
And in this respect, sir, the dead Senator, full of honors as of years, 
will not be lacking. The sturdy forces of his mind and character have 
made a lasting impression on the State, 

Time hath, my Lord, a wallet on his back, 
Wherein he puts alms for oblivion. 
We naturally strive to withhold the better things of life from the 
loomy forgetfulness of the grave. And so, sir, the example of GEORGE. 
. HOUSTON, through a long career of honest, patriotic public service, 
remains to us—a lesson to his contemporaries, a legacy to posterity. 
He died as he had lived, in the confidence of the country. Peace to 
his ashes! Honor to his memory! S 

Mr. Speaker, I now movo the adoption of the resolutions.offered by: 
my colleague, [Mr. Kopex] and that, as a further mark of respect 
for the deceased, the House do now adjourn, 

thee resolutions submitted by Mr. FORNEY were then unanimously. 
ado A 


The motion of Mr. Lowe was then Pe sist to; and accordingly (at. 


five o’clock p. m.) the House adjourn 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on: 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 
By Mr. ATHERTON : The petitions of C. H. Hope and J. M. Given,, 
for the repeal of the stamp-tax on medicines, &c.—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 


Also, the petitions of the publishers of the Tribune, Lexington; of 


the Times Publishing anon of Zanesville, and of the publishers. 
of Blandy’s Journal, Zanesville, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty 
to the same committee 


on ie . 
By Mr. BAILEY: The petition of Bean & Sloan, Cohoes, New Tork, 


of similar import—to the same committee, 
“nt Mr. BAKER: The petition of the publishers of the Stenben Re- 
publi 


can, Angola, Indiana, that materials used in making paper be 


placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
ag Ey the same committee. 

Mr. BEALE: The petition of Perry A. Leatherbury, to be re- 
funded an amount paid for checks against the Government, after- 
ward declared void—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr, BREWER: The petition of Elmer E. Heusted, William. 
Campbell, and 40 others, citizens of Oakland County, Michigan, that 
the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or ven- 
dor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that Con enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce: 
of the 5 the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRIGHAM: The petition of the publisher of the Palisade: 
News, of West Hoboken, New Jersey, for the abolition of the duty on. 
16 apts the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. BRIGHT: The petitions of George C. Bass and G. G. Phil- 
lips, of Franklin County, Tennessee, for the repeal of the stamp-tax. 
on medicines, &c.—to the same committee. 


By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of J. Frank Snyder, publisher- 


of the La Grange (Indiana) Democrat, for the abolition of the duty- 
on to the same committee. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of J. R. Moffett and 12 others, citi- 
zens of Jackson County; of David Lilley and 31 others, and Byron. 
Cole and 31 others, citizens of Tuscola County,and of John Bell and 
44 others, citizens of Huron County, Michigan, that the patent laws be 


so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles- 


alone rapona e for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 
Also, 


petition of Noyes, Brother & Cutler, and other druggists. 


of Saint Paul, Minnesota, for the abolition of the stamp-tax on pro- 
8 articles, perfumery, &c.—to the Committee of Ways and 


8. 
Also, the petition of Timothy Walker and 36 others, citizens of Hu- 
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ron County, Michigan, that Con, enact such laws as will alleviate 
the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation mo- 
nopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COVERT: The 5 of Charles W. Smith, of Flushing; 
wt 1. Beecher Homan, of Port Jefferson, and of John O’Donnell, of 
Jamaica, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 

Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of John O’Donnell, of Jamaica, and of Charles W. 

Smith, of 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on p 
pa to the same committee. 

Risa, the petition of James M. Boyles & Son and others, citizens of 
Suffolk County, New York, for the abolition ef the system of com- 

pulsory pilota to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of editors and publishers 
of leading newspapers in California, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petitions of Hon. Joseph Medill, 
editor and publisher of the Chicago Tribune, and of S. R. Winchell 
& Co., publishers of the Educational Weekly, Chicago, of similar im- 
Port- to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of the Grand Army of the Republic, department 
-of Illinois, against the passage of the bill known as the sixty-surgeon 
bill; also, that no discrimination be made between ex-officers and ex- 

enlisted men in rate of pension; and also, that the pension laws be 

so amended as to place on the roll of permanent disability all pen- 

sioners who have been on the rolls as invalid pensioners for ten years— 
-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of Charles E. Griswold, publisher 
of the Exponent, Dell Rapids, Dakota, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Daniel M. Timmons, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of Patterson & Chivington, pub- 
lishers of the Press, Blanchester, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty 
ont to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Jacob B. Long and 5 others, of Highland County, 
Ohio, against the passage of Senate bill No, 496—to the Gommittee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petitions of Joseph M: and 17 others, of Highland 
County, and of T. C. Hurt and 38 others, citizens of Clinton County, 
Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the mannfact- 
urer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Parker Green and 47 others, of Clinton County, 
-and of Joseph Magee and 17 others, of Highland County, Ohio, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im 
upon the people by the transpertation monopolies that now control 
-the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. DUNN: The petitions of the publishers of the World, He- 
ilena, and of the Journal, Arkansas City, Arkansas, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of Ira S. Wales, publisher of the 
Review, Waverly, New York, of similar import—to the same com- 

mittee. 
By Mr. ERRETT : The petition of Lewis, Oliver & Philips, against 
-the repeal of the duty on trace-chaius—to the same committee. 
By Mr. FINLEY: The petitions of J. H. Willisten, publisher of the 
Crawford County Forum, Bucyrus, and of Dumm & Brunner, pub- 
‘lishers of the Democratic Union, Wyandot County, Ohio, for the 
-abolition of the duty on t; to the same committee. 
By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of P. L. Shutt, publisher of tho 
Times, Paris, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of John Johnston, publisher of 

>the Gazette, Cortland, Ohio, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
r—to the same committee. 

y Mr. GEDDES: The petitions of the publishers of the Holmes 
County Banner, of the Democratic Banner, of the Richland Star, of 
. the Belleville Weekly, and of the Tuscarawas Chronicle, Ohio, for 

the abolition of the Suy on type—to the same committee. 
By Mr. HAWLEY: The petition of Helen M. Cooke, Emma J. Ar- 
-mitage, and others, citizens of New York and Connecticut, for an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States securing woman 
Sa vae the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HAYES: Eight petitions of druggists of Oswego, Mar- 
seilles, Ottawa, Gardner, Ransom, and Wilmington, Illinois, for the 
repeal of the stamp-tax on medicines, &c.—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 
By Mr. HILL: The petition of A. C. Mathias and others, of Put- 
nam County, Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
-Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HOOKER: Papers relating to the revolutionary war claim 
of the heirs of James Barnett, a captain in the revolationary war 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 
By Mr. KEIFER: The petitions of J. H. Horton, editor of the Tip- 
pecanoe Herald, and Caldwell & Stanley, publishers of the Commer- 
< cial, Tippecanoe City, Ohio, that materials used in making paper be 


ting- 


lushing, New York, that materials used in making paper | pa 


placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MASON: The petitions of John A. Place, editor of the Os- 
wego Times, and of Warren W. Ames, publisher of the Weekly Gleaner, 
De Ruyter, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of H. L. Spooner & Son, publishers of the Brook- 
tield (New York) Courier, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 

r—to the same committee. 
y Mr.. MILLER: The petition of A. C. Corse, publisher of the 
Citizen, Ilion, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of L. Ingalls and others, of Watertown, New 
York, publishers, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MILLS: Memorial of the mayor and aldermen and inhabit- 
ants of Houston, Texas, asking for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of Buffalo Bayou—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of O. 8. Webster, publisher of 
the Tioga County Leader, Wellsborough, Pennsylvania, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MONROE: The eer of F. S. 3 pavima of the 
Constitution, Elyria; of G. H. Mains, of the In 1 Press, 
Wakeman; of J. H. Greene & Co., of the Gazette, Medina, and of 
J. W. Houghton, of the Enterprise, Wellington, Ohio, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of E. O. e of the Reporter, Cuya- 
hoga Falls, Ohio, that materials u in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of Daniel Furman and 100 others, citi- 
zens of Pike County, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to 
make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsi- 
ble for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Daniel Furman and 90 others, citizens of Pike 
County, Ohio, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the op- 
pressions imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies 
that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of A. Keth, publisher of the Logan (Ohio) Re- 
ponon „for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 

Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY : The petition of the publishers of the Detroit 
(Michigan) Free Press, of similar import—to the same committee. 

py r. O'CONNOR : The petition of Sheridan & Simms, publishers, 
of Orangeburgh, and of J. Warren De Lano, and of F. Melchers & 
Sons, publishers, of Charleston, South Carolina, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. ORTH: A paper relating to the petition of Elias Evans for 
the remoyal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. OTERO: The petition of the publisher of the Thirty-Four, 
Las Cruces, Mew Mexico, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRESCOTT: The petition of merchants, manufacturers, 
and consumers of New York, that chrome iron ore and bichromate of 
potash be placed on the free list—to the same committee. 

By Mr. REAGAN:: The petition of John Regan, publisher of the 
Messenger, Elmwood, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HEZEKIAH B. SMITH: The petition of William J. Moore 
and 42 other soldiers ef New Jersey, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of G. S. Greene, engineer-in-chief, 
department of docks, New York, and others, against the further 
introduction of the French metric system in any of the Departments 
of the Government—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, the petition of J. H. Nellis, publisher of the Beekeeper's 
Exchange, Canajoharie, New York, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of merchants, manufacturers, and consumers that 
chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash be admitted free of duty— 
to the same committee, 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of J. S. Tomlinson, Charles W. Jones, 
and other publishers, of North Carolina, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of soldiers of Pekin, Illinois, 
against the passage of the sixty-surgeon bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Hon. S. L. Withey and 1,000 other 
citizens, business men of Grand Rapids and Grand Haven, Mich- 
igan, for an appropriation of $100,000 to improve the navigation of 

rand River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of W. D. Henkle, editor 
of the Educational Monthly, National Teacher, and Educational Notes 
and Queries, Salem, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. URNER: The petition of Isaac Hartshorne and oth 
Montgomery County, wre Sea that the patent laws be so amended 
as 


to make the manufac or vendor of patented articles alone 
onsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 
hia the petition of the same parties, that Co enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
rtation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of 22 Union soldiers of Otto, 
New York, for the early of a law providing for the payment 
of the difference between the value of greenbacks, in which they 
were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the time of pay- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of C. T. Parish, of Saint Mary’s, 
and 19 others; of Henry Burmister, of Sharon, and 19 others; of C. 
H. Bowles, of Drakeville, and 55 others; of Andy Coffman, of Indian- 
ola, and 18 others ; of T. L. Dunbar, of Wapello County, and 15 othe: 
and of J. T. England, of Floris, Iowa, and 17 others; of J. F. Peck, o 
Buchanan, and 133 others, and of Daniel E. Pool, of Macomb County, 
Michigan, and 24 others; of Oscar F. Parsons, of Tivoli, and 8 others ; 
of the resident ex-soldiers of Newburgh, and of George Whitfield, of 
Lansing, Pennsylvania, and 75 others; of William A. Hammer, of 
Orrick, and 23 others, and of J. M. Wiyrick, of Alexandria, Missouri, 
and 49 others, and of Obadiah Bee, of Goff’s, West Virginia, and 26 
others, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same com- 


mittee. 

Also, the petition of the Dubuque (Iowa) Veteran Club, for the 
passage of a law to equalize bounties—to the same committee, 

Also, the petitions of Charles A. Clark, editor of the Jasper County 
. ; of Val. Mendel, publisher of the Union, Albia; 
of G. W. Stamm, publisher of the Industrial Era; of Leonard & 
Doner, publishers of the Albia Democrat; of G. L. Reed, publisher of 
the e, Keota; of Nelson D. Porter, editor of the Oskaloosa Stand- 
ard ; Theo. Danguard, publisher of the Free Press, Ottumwa; 
of Charles P. Baker, publisher of the Des Moines Valley Times, Ot- 
tumwa, Iowa, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of N. D. Porter, publisher of the Oskaloosa Stand- 
ard; of G. È Reed, ublisher of the Keota le; of H. J. Vail, pub- 
lisher of the New Sharon Star; and of John F. Payne & Sons, pub- 
lishers of the Herald, Vinton, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 4 
y Mr. WILSON: The petition of O. G. Scofield, publisher of the 
State Journal, Parkersburgh, West Virginia, of similar import—to the 
same committee. . 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of New York druggists, 
for the repeal of the stamp-tax on proprietary medicines, &c.—to the 
same committee, 

Also, the petition of Taylor & Gibson and other druggists, of Saint 
Joseph, Missouri, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of John J. W. O'Donoghue, publisher of the 
Chronicle, and of Morris, Phillips & Co., publishers of the Home 
Journal, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of John F. Moulton, president of the Buffalo and 
Southwestern Railroad Company, against the reduction of the duty 
on steel rails—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petitions of David M. Monahan and 55 oth- 
ers, citizens of Southington, Connecticut, and of R. L. De Akers and 


33 others, of Washi n, District of Columbia, for the passage of the 
bill 77 R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the home- 
act—to the Committee on Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 4, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 68) te authorize the 
13,000 copies of the Report on Sheep Husbandry wag 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers concerning the pay- 
ment of the second installment of the annual compensation to James 
B. Eads, for maintenance of the channel at the South Pass, Mississippi 
River, for the quarter ending February 9, 1880, and payment of the 
first installment of interest on $1,000,000 for the six months ending 
February 9, 1880; which, on motion of Mr. BECK, was referred to the 
5 on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, and ordered to 

rinted. 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of zapnes, covering a 
copy ofa report of Captain C. B. Phillips, Corps of Engineers, upon 


printing of 
read twice by 
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examinations and surveys of York River, and of Lynn Haven, Link 
Homi, ahd: Baal. Bays: Virginia, inade' TA Omand with Ahe TS 
quirements of the river and harbor act of March 3, 1879; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS; its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 4903) to provide for the purchase 
of a site for a post-office and other Government buildings in the city 
of Baltimore, Maryland; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr, PENDLETON presented the petition of the Grand Division 
Sons of Temperance of the State of Ohio, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic, 
its relations to public revenue and taxation, to crime, pauperism, the 
public health, morals, education, &c., and also the results of license, 
restrictive and prohibitory legislation in the several States and in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BOOTH presented the petition of ship-owners and shipping 
merchants of San Francisco, California, praying for the passage of a 
bill to abolish the system of compulsory potege which now exists 
in many States, so that one of the hea urdens on American com- 
meree may be removed; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented additional papers in relation to the claim 
of George F. Brott, assignee of Brott, Davis & Sohns, for certain cot- 
ton taken from the schooner Sea Lion by the United States authori- 
no during the late war; which were referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present the memorial of a large number of 
shoe manufacturers of the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against 
the extension of the McKay patent for an improvement in wiog: 
machines. As the memorial is vay short, only covering seven or eight 


lines, I should like to have it 5 
It will be reported at length, if there be 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
no objection. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Patents, 
as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
composing the Forty-siath Congress: 
1. We, 3 shoe manufacturers of the State of New Jersey, do hereby 
remonstrate against haying the patents of the McKay Sewing-Machine Association 


extended, pua your honorable body not to grant the MoKay Machine Asso- 
n 


ciation ex: of their patents. 

2. And Lene? faor would humbly show that the Me 3 Às- 
sociation are largest money monopolists in this country, g y 
six or seven millions of dollars, or more, since the patents were extended them; 
which is more than an adequate reward for the invention. 

3. And your petitioners would further show that the McKay Sewing-Machine 
Association are avaricious and not at all liberal, as the manufacturers have very 
heavy 8 to pay and have paid them these many years, besides the enor- 

ces they are obliged to Be for duplicate which are continually 

to keep the machines in order, and which could be procured for one quarter 

of the cost which they are compelled to pay to the McKay Sewing-Machine Asso- 
ciation if said patents should not be extended. 

4. And your petitioners also represent that all of the shoe manufacturers 
that are in favor of an extension of the patents of the McKay Se -Machine As- 
sociation are stockholders of the same and draw about 35 p cent. dividends quar- 
terly; and for the above and many other reasons yonr petitioners humbly iss tered 
your eee e wer to trate this great monopoly 
opposing ——5 bill granting the McKay Sewing -Machine-Company an extension o 


Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of G. W. Sherwood and oth- 
ers, citizens of Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, and the petition of 
J.N. McDaniel and others, citizens of ‘ord County, Penusylva- 
nia, praying such an amendment of the patent laws as will protect 
innocent users of patented articles from 5 as infringers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of J. K. Hubler and others, citizens 
of Wyoming County, Pennsylvania, and the petition of citizens of 
Bedford County, Pennsylvania, praying for such legislation as will 
3 fluctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in charges 

or transportation ; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Wyoming reg 8 
e and the petition of citizens of East vidence, - 
ford County, Pennsylvania, in favor of the creation of an agricult- 
455 department; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ihave a petition to present, but before doing 
so I ask to be indulged in a remark. I observe that the practice 
is becoming quite frequent in the Senate of having petitions read 
at length, not use, as I can see, they are more important than 
other petitions. That is a violation of the rule, and moreover, as is 
more to the die ig it puts other Senators in rather an awkward 

ition. Here, for example, in my hand, is a memorial on a very 
important subject, signed by 1,158 leading representatives of a great 
interest. Under the rules I cannot properly have this memorial read 
at length and go into the RECORD, and yet I do not like to object to 

a Senator having any petition read at length which he chooses. 
I make this remark entirely in good part, and in deference to every 
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Senator, to show that I think we ought to have equality of under- 
1 here, and if some petitions are to be read at length and put 


in the RD, then other petitions as ry Ney should be at 
length also. But not understanding that that is the right of a Sen- 
ator under any rule of the Senate, I will present two very important 
memorials, as I conceive they are, in the ordinary way. 

1 present the memorial of ship-owners of the United States who, 
I am told, represent together some millions of money invested in the 
enterprise with which they are connected, remonstrating against the 

of any bill to introduce foreign- ht vessels, and give 
them American registers, deeming such introduction unwholesome 
and pernicious competition with our own industries, I suppose the 
memorial ae 1 7 to the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE-P It will be so referred. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a petition 2 eve by 1,158 of leading 
eee of the foreign commerce oi the country residing in 

i nt ports, praying for the paenga of an amendment to chapter 
5, title 53, of the Revised Statutes, designed to remove the onerous 
burden imposed upon American commerce by the operation of the 
present law requiring the payment of three months’ extra wages to 
seamen discharged in foreign ports, and intended fully to protect the 
interests of seamen also. is petition I suppose goes properly to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the memorial of shoe manufacturers of 
New Jersey, remonstrating against the extension of the McKay patent 
for an improvement in sewing-machines ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of the National Board of Trade, 
pra ing for the passage of a law which will improve the present 
oie fs of the transportation of live stock; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Territories, to whom the subject 
was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1418) to establish a United States 
court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1161) creating the port of Tampa, Florida, a 
port of 28 reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 116) to 
amend the act entitled“ An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1880, and for other pur ” reported it with amendments. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1320) for the con- 
struction of a building for the use of the United States at Toledo, 
Ohio, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 794 to provide for a building suitable for a . for 
the accommodation of the revenue officers, and the United States 
courts and their officers, in the city of Charleston, West Virginia, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the memorial of officers and members of the Tobacco Board 
of Trade of Nashville, Tennessee, in favor of such action by Congress 
as will cause France, Spain, Italy, and Austria to abolish their gov- 
ernment monopolies and permit open markets for the sale of leaf- 
tobacco, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Finance; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FERRY (by uest) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to in uce a bill (S. No. 1419) authorizing the Post- 
master-General to adopt a uniform canceling ink and stamping pad; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1420 ee for the payment of pensions 
to their widows and minor children upon the death of pensioners 
totally disabled from wounds received in the service; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. S asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1421) to make the crime of rape in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia punishable with death; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, ad uy unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1422) to amend section 1556 of the Revised 
Statutes ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. No. 1423 for the relief of William J. Budd; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary 
INDIANS AS CITIZENS. ' 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 88) declaring that Indians are 
oo of the United States; which was read the first time by its 

ê. 


Mr. MORGAN. Iask that the joint resolution go upon the Calen- 
dar, unless some Senator desires that it should be referred to a com- 
mittee. I ask that the Secre report the joint resolution at this 
time for the information of the Senate. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Whereas it is declared in the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States that pamos born or naturalized in the United States, and sub- 
ereof, are 


Resolved by e SORSA ae eee z the United States aa 
e aad m ie That Indians born in the United States and subject to 
the ction thereof are persons within the meaning of the Constitution of 
the United States, and such persons are citizens of the United States and of the 
they reside, and are subject to the jurisdiction of the Government 
of the United States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At the proper time I think the joint resolution 
ought to be referred to some committee. It involves a very impor- 
tant question. 

T VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator submit a motion to 
refer 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely mention the matter because of the re- 
mark dropped by the Senator from Alabama that unless somebod 
desired it to be referred to a committee, he would like (as I infe 
to have it put upon its passage without a reference. Ithinkatsome 
time it should be referred to a committee for careful examination. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would not attempt ordinarily to bring a matter 
of this importance before the Senate without the action of some ap- 
propriate committee. At the same time, however, I think a com- 
mittee can throw very little light upon it, because there are no facts 
to be ascertained, that I am aware of, for the purpose of determining 
whether the Indians are persons within the meaning of the first sec- 
tion of the fourteenth article of amendments to the Constitution. 
Inasmuch as every Senator will vote on his own judgment upon this 
groas proposition of constitutional law whenever the matter comes 

fore the Senate, and inasmuch also as this is getting to be a ques- 
tion which must be settled, and in view of the important legislation 
which is being reported from committees upon this subject, I thought 
reg pertapa; the Senate might prefer to have the discussion within 
the y of the Senate, and direst ly upon this proposition, so that we 
— — have the benefit of all the information and of all the opinions 
of Senators here that would by a reference be expended upon the 
subject in the body of a committee. 

I should like to say further that I am not able to conceal from my 
own mind the fact that the proposition that is advanced in this joint 
resolution is the key of every question that comes before the Senate 
in regard to the Indian tribes. They are either citizens of the United 
States, or they are members of some independent tribal bodies within 
our jurisdiction, not being citizens, not entitled to the protection of 
the Constitution of the United States, its privileges and its immuni- 
ties, and liable to its burdens. They occupy the one category or the 
other, and all the legislation that comes into the Senate must be 
predicated upon the one proposition or upon the other. 

Now, it seems to me to be the first essential duty of the Govern- 
ment to ascertain what are its own constitutional relations to this 
2 of people, amounting to more than two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand I believe—seventy- different tribes, sires thirty dif- 
ferent dialects, within our own borders. If the joint resolution must 
go to a committee; if it is the understanding that it is better it shall 
go to a committee as being more in conformity with the usages of the 

nate and more likely to get a discussion full and clear, in view of 
the constitutional question involved in it, I hope that whatever com- 
mittee it may be sent to will expedite the measure as far as possible 
in order that we may settle this great elemen and leading propo- 
sition before we get into the details of farther legislation in regard 
to the Indian tri I have no objection to referring the joint res- 
olution, as has been su by the Senator from Vermont. 

The VICE-PRESID . The Chair thinks the proper reference 
would be to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr: MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to make a remark on the motion to refer. 
I believe that is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is in order. 

Mr. GARLAND. I am very glad the Senator from Alabama has 
seen proper to bring this question directly before the Senate. We 
have never had a question connected with these people, it makes no 
difference how insignificant in itself it may be, that does not resolve 
itself back to this very point, as the Senator from Alabama has already 
indicated. We had a bill before us a few days since in reference to 
stealing horses and mules from Indians, and the discussion upon that 
bill had not proceeded twenty minutes before it came back to this 


span roposition. 

t is high time, in my judgment, that Con should settle this 
question. I believe in the theory indicated by the joint resolution 
introduced by the Senator from Alabama, that the fourteenth amend- 


ment made these people citizens, and it was to that extent self-execut- 
ing and no further legislation on the subject was needed ; but upon that 
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point there isa wide difference of opinion among gentlemen. The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, several years ago, o quite an elaborate 
report, contending against that position. I believe, with the joint 
resolution, that they are citizens. I think it might go to the appro- 

riate committee, however, and I join with the Senator from Alabama 
in the hope that the committee shall make as early a report as is pos- 
sible upon this proposition, that we may settle the question lying at 
the foundation of matters connected with the treatment of these 


le. 
P Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


DISTRICT POLICE FORCE, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 19th ultimo, a and specific 
statement of the name, age, place of nativity,and date of appoint- 
ment of each policeman and watchman belonging to the police force 
of the District, also of the service of each in the Army or Navy of 
the United States, &c.; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 

rinted. 
. INDIAN DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to call up this morning House bill No. 4432. 

Mr. ANTHONY rose. 

It is an Indian deficiency 1 bill, and 
robably five minutes to dis of it. Itis very important 
that the bill shall be passed and finally disposed of during the pres- 
ent week. 

Mr, ANTHONY. I am too much attached to the traditions of the 
Senate to oppose the Committee on A 5 when they desire 
to take up an 1 bill, but I hope my friend from Iowa will 
allow the Calendar to have an hour this morning. It has been cheated 
out of its rights day after day by other business. 

While I am up I will make a su tion to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. en I first came into the Senate, which is twenty-one 

ears ago to-day, there was no Committee on Appropriations; the 
nance Committee had charge of the appropriation bills, and after 
they had completed a bill and were y to report it, it was the 
habit to refer the bill informally to the committee that had ch 
of the subject of the appropriation—the naval appropriation bill 
the Committee on Nav airs, the Indian appr riation bill to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, the consular and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. The bill was then 
considered by the second committee, and their amendments were sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations, some of which were adopted and 
some of which were not, When the bill came into the Senate the 
second committee had the precedence, after the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, in having its amendments considered. I think that 
practice was a very one. Isu t no rule on the subject—no 
rule ever existed—but I make the suggestion in the hearing of the 


committee. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for the sug- 
gestion; and it so happens with reference to the particular b 
which I ask to call up this morning, that it has received the careful 
consideration of the Committee on Indian Affairs, as well as of the 
Committee on Appropriations. The Committee on mie gl nous 
propose no amendments to the bill. They recommend its passage 
recisely as it came from the House of Representatives. I ask that 
t be taken up this morning only because it will be inconvenient for 
me to be here during the whole of this day. I would have had it 
taken up yesterday but that I was unable to be present in the Senate. 
If there is no special objection, I trust the bill be considered now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I shall make no objection, Mr, President. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4432) making additional ap- 
propriations for the support of certain Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1880. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REMOVAL OF DESERTION CHARGES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will now proceed with the 
call of the Calendar, under the standing order of the day, commenc- 
ing. at the point reached on yesterday. 

he bill (S. No. 876) for the relief of Edward Corselius and seven 
other persons, late members of the First Michigan Cavalry Veteran 
Volunteers, was announced as being first in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill over. I have not had 
time to examine the remarks and statements made in the Senate yes- 
terday in regard to the bill. 

Mr. FERRY. Then I ask that it be passed over temporarily, to be 
called again. As I indicated yesterday there is correspondence pend- 
ing with the Department on subject. I was there this morning, 
and expected to receive a communication from the Department, but 
it was not quite ready. I expected to find it here by this time, but it 
is not here vet. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill take its course on the Calendar with 
the other cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri objects, and 
the bill goes over under the rule. 


. 


SILVER COINAGE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 564) to amend 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to coinage and coin and bullion certificates, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That bill was adversely reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator from 
West Virginia to object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I see by the Calendar that there is 
an adverse 8 upon the bill, and that is always in the nature of 
an objection, I understand. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The parliamen rey when a 
bill is reported adversely and placed on the Calendar, is, Shall the 
bill be en and read the third time ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the bill be indefinitely postponed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator make that motion? 

Mr. MORRILL. I make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in Committee of the Whole, 
and oe Senator from Vermont moves that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I prefer that the bill should go over, 
as — patel on the vee ar. The e ie Poa Finance Com- 
mi is not present, and it a Ə repor e bill. I suppose 
he asked that it should go nt Calendar. : 

Mr. MORRILL. He ry ad it adversely. Ihave no feeling about it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, I think the bill had better go over, 
and not be Sees poned. 

The VICE-PRESID. A single objection carries the bill over. 


DUTY ON A CHURCH WINDOW. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 153) authorizing the remission or refunding of duty on a stained- 
2 window, from Munich, Germany, for All Saint's Church, in Saint 

ichael’s 7717 in Talbot County, Maryland. 

Mr. MORRILL. I rise to oos to that joint resolution, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. T 
will be passed over. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
85 83) granting condemned cannon to the Morton Monumental Asso- 

ation. 

Mr. MAXEY. There are several similar measures, one just after 
the other, on the Calendar, donating condemned cannon. After the 
report of the committee on the 3d of February, a communication was 
received from the Secretary of War, which is Executive Document 
No. 70, showing that there are no condemned bronze cannon belong- 
ing to the United States Government from which donations can be 
made. I su, to the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs that all of the bills on the Calendar relating to condemned can- 
non be indefinitely postponed, in accordance with the present action 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WITHERS. Because there are none ? 

Mr. MAXEY. There are none. The Secretary of War has made 
that statement to us. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I prefer not to have an indefinite postponement. 
Some modification may be made of the pending bill by striking out 
the donation of bronze cannon and substituting therefor iron can- 
non. Iam aware, as the Senator from Texas has stated, that the War 
Department have notified the Military Committee that there are no 
more bronze cannon to be donated, and therefore the passage of bills 
donating bronze cannon is totally unnecessary. 

Mr. Y. I move that the joint resolution be recommitted. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. My memory is that this joint resolution donates 
iron cannon, and therefore it should be $ 

Mr. TELLER. Let the joint resolution be read so that we may 
see what it is. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Let it be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Reso! d&c., That the of War be, and hi 
directed te give the . 8 tion of tho. 
condemned and unserviceable bronze cannon and thirty-six cannon-balls, for 


ing a statue of Oliver P. Morton, late a Senator from TAGA: to be erected at the 
city of Indianapolis, Indiana. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas moves that the 
bill be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. y 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1056) 5 
six condemned iron cannon to John D. Musser Post, No. 66, Gran 
Army of the Republic, of Muncy, Pennsylvania, to build a fence. 
around the soldiers’ monument in the Muncy cemetery. 

Mr. WALLACE. Ithink a bill aon like that has already passed 
the Senate. I ask that it go over until I examine into the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be over. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3562) donat- 
ing condemned cannon and cannon-balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association of Birmingham, Connecticut. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the bill be recommitted. That I may 


e joint resolution is objected te, and 


not be misunderstood, I desire to state that the Committee on Military 
Affairs has, since the reception of the letter of the Secretary of War 
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of February 5, 1880, showing that there was no condemned bronzed 


cannon on hand, reported adversely upon similar measures, for the 
reasons set forth in the letter of the Secretary of War. 
The motion to recommit was agreed to. 


FORT GRATIOT RESERVE. 


The next business on the Calendar was the jist resolution (S. R. 
No. 3) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell or lease to the Port 
Huron and Northwestern Railway Company a portion of the Fort 
Gratiot military reserve, and to authorize the city of Port Huron to 

t to said railway company the right of way through Pine Grove 
Park ; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Is there any sum fixed in that joint resolution 
at which the reserve shall be sold, or any method of ascertaining 
what it is worth! 

Mr. FERRY. The joint resolution passed the Military Committee 
and the Appropriations Committee at the last session of the Forty-fifth 
Congress, and has repassed the Military Committee at this session. 
There is a report in the case. The joint resolution authorizes the 
Secretary of War to sell or lease. The Government has already sold 
six hundred acres out of about six hundred and forty, and forty re- 
main undisposed of. This resolution provides for the sale or lease of 
a right of way to the width of one hundred feet, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of War. As I have said, the joint resolution was before 
the Senate last year; passed the Military Committee, and was before 
the Committee on Appropriations on the appropriation bill, and was 
reported by that committee, but on account of the irrelevancy of the 
eh 7 5 it was stricken off—not by a decision against its merits, but 
simply because it did not apply to the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to hear the report read in this case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ran- 
DOLPH February 3, 1880: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution (S. R. 
No. 3) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell or lease to the Port Huron and North- 


western Railway Company a portion of the Fort Gratiot military reserve, and to 
authorize the city of Port Huron to grant the said railway company the right of 
way through Pine Grove Park, have had the same under consideration, and submit 
the following report: 

Tho Secretary of War, in a letter dated February 21, 1878, erie to this bill, 
transmits a rogoni on the made by Colonel O. M. Poe, United States Engi- 
meee. The of the Secretary of War, embracing Colonel Poe's report, is as 

ws: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington City, February 24, 1878. 
“Sm: I have the honor to ee the receipt of your letter of this date in- 


orthwestern Railway 88 Portion of the Fort Gratiot 

uron to grant to said railwa; 
itive on Military Affairs be informed at an ea 5 3 
m on a8 ormed at an early ays gt e same. 


m the was referred, 
reports as follows: 


In m inion, the right of. way might be granted as proposed, upon a lease 
terminable 3 1 2 preg Zi 
“lf a 


for the reason that the occupation of the stri 
will seriously impair value of the remainder of the ground inclu 
these boundaries, a fact made ap t bya glance atthemap. To this the 
Port Huron and Northwestern Railway reg aed cannot reasonably object, for th 
ground is valuable, and any impairment of its value should be borne by the rail- 
com: X 
way oon report of Colonel Poo is concurred in by this Department 
> respectfully, obedient servan 

| mèi N “GEO. W. McCRARY 

" Seoretary of 


ar. 
“ CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
` “ United States Senate." 


The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CONKLING. This is a matter as to which I make no claim to 
specific knowledge, but it is one of a series of measures of this sort 
to which my attention has heretofore been called, one or two of them 
arising in my own State, and several elsewhere. I venture to express 
a doubt whether such a bill or resolution as this in such a case is safe 
l tion. 

is joint resolution proposes to commit to the Secretary of War 
discretion to sell or to lease to the “ Port Huron and Northwestern 
Railway Company, a strip of land, not exceeding one hundred feet 
in width, along the western line of the Fort Gratiot military reserve, 
to the Grand Trank Railroad intersection thereof.” 

First, I object to committing to the Secretary of War discretion 
either to sell the fee-simple of a parcel of a military reserve, or to lease 
it for a term of years absolute or by a terminable lease, or for such 
other period as he chooses to determine. And second, in this case I 

object to it especially because if I understand the letter which was 
read on which this recommendation is founded, it is very specific to 
the point that this gore, this strip of land through this reservation 
— not to be sold, and if a sale is to be made © parcel of the res- 
ervation should with it, which will be isolated, ent rendered 
inconvenient by the sale of this strip; and yet in the face of that this 
resolution proposes to commit to the Secretary of War the discretion 
either to lease this strip for just as long or just as short a time as he 
pleases, and on such terms as he pleases, or to sell only so much of this 
reservation as constitutes this strip one hundred feet wide. That 


has been, if I understand the reading of that communication, ex- 
paniy condemned in it. 

I think onaren gbt to determine whether a military reservation 
or a parcel of it is to be sold or not, and I think that determination 
8 t frat general. forme to define the 3 * which the sale is 

e, an all events specify the parcel of the reservation 
which is to be sold. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator from New York will allow me, I will 
say to him that under several acts of Congress all of this reservation 
with the exception of these forty acres, has been sold. The original 
reservation was a section, six hundred and forty acres. About six 
hundred acres of the reservation have already been sold. The com- 
pany are perfectly willing to purchase the whole of it, but did not 
ask for that, and only applied for enough to out an object they 
had in view, and that was a strip of land one hundred feet, the usual 
width, in order to reach the FAA Their junction is outside of the 
city. The common council, and all the citizens owning property alo 
the line of the route to the point where they wish to erect their depo 
have given the right of way, conditioned on their getting through 
this military reservation. The company did not ask to purchase 
ese but they would be very 22 to do it. If the Senator from 
New York will modify the joint resolution to cover what he takes 
exception to, I shall have no objection whatever. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope the Senator from Michigan will not sup- 
pose that I am trying to prevent the railway company from gettin 
this reservation—not at all. I have already disclaimed 8 - 
edge of this personae case, and the remarks I venture to make are 
ad only to those considerations applicable to all these cases 
alike. Now listen to what the report is that comes from the Sec- 
retary of War: 

If a sale be made, it should not be limited to a mere strip of one hundred feet in 
width, after passing to the southward of the Grand Trunk Railroad, but should 
include the entire area bounded by Stone street, Thomas street, and the grounds 
of the Grand Trunk Railroad Com , for the reason that the occupation of the 
stri will. pecioualy impair ù © valne of the remainder of the ground in- 

these boundaries, a fact made apparent by a glance at the map. 

Basing a report of a committee upon that statement, it is proposed 
to empower the Secretary of War to do the very thing whieh this re- 
port says it is obvious, it is apparent by a glance at the map, never 
should be done. Well, Mr. President, I think calling attention to 
this will not be misunderstood by the Senate as a wish to defeat this 
railway company, which I know nothing about, in making progress 
across this reservation if it should, on any terms which are proper; 
but when the officer of the Government detailed to make the obser- 
vation says to us that it is an improvident thing which no owner of 
property would do; and the joint resolution comes in and proposes 
that very thing, I venture to call attention to it, deferring of course 
80 the superior, knowledge of the Senator from Michigan in whose 

tate it 

Mr. FERRY. Iwould su t, then, to the Senator from New York 
that he modify the joint resolution to cover the whole tract, allowing 
the Secretary of War to sell the land, giving him the discretion either 
to sell or lease. The railroad company desire to reach a point where 
they can erect a depot. They do not care particularly whether they 
have one hundred feet or purchase the whole tract, if Government 
require it of them. Their object is to reach a certain point, and it 
would seem as though there conld be no objection—certainly the Sen- 
ator from New York offers none—and if it can be reached by includ- 
ing all that comes within the report of the Engineer Department, I 


shall be pa satisfied. 

Mr. CON. G. Imust the Senator from Michigan to excuse 
me from offering such an amen: t as he pro for two reasons. 
In the first pines, I have no responsibility or knowledge about this 
matter which enable me to frame a proper amendment with any cer- 
tainty; and in the next place, I certainly should not offer it, nor 
should I with m present lights, vote for such an amendment as he now 
suggests, namely an amendment committing to the Secretary of War 
that very discretion which in my opinion should never be committed 
to anybody in such a case. The United States owns a military reser- 
vation. ngress pro’ to determine whether a part or the whole 
of that reservation should be di of or not. In such a case I 
insist Con should have the facts before it on which the deter- 
mination should be made, and it should not commit to the discretion 
of an executive officer, as he piesne, and as the Senator now proposes, 
either to sell the fee-simple, or to lease for such a time and ọn such 
terms as he, under persuasions brought to bear upon him, can make 
17 his mind are best. I would not commit to any officer such a power. 

I were the owner of a piece of real estate, I might have an agent 
and commit to him certain discretion; but I certainly should not com- 
mit to him the discretion either to sell it or to lease it on just such 
terms and conditions and for just such time and with just such ar- 
3 all around as he might please. 

r. DAWES. And for any consideration he pleased. 

Mr. CONKLING. There is no consideration stated here. It is a carte 
blanche to the Secre of War to do just what he pleases. In legal 
phaw, it gives him the absolute jus di of the whole 5 675 

it was some place in Asia which Con could not visit, and 
respect of which it could not ascertain the facts, and it was going to 
send a pleni 3 to dispose of it, such very wide powers as these 
might defensi ble; butin regard to a matter we know all about, 
if we are going to legislate in regard to it, why should we not deter- 
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mine whether the land shall be sold or whether it shall be leased, and 
if leased, for how long; and as the Senator from Massachusetts me 
gests there should be something about the consideration and condi- 
tions; and then let the Secretary of War act accordingly. 

Mr. FERRY. I would state in this connection that already by ac- 


tion of Congress the Secretary of War has been authorized to dispose 
of six hundred of the six hundred and forty acres without fixing an 
consideration whatever—a bill similar in terms to the one now pend- 


ing. 

Sir. CONKLING. Either to lease or sell? 

Mr. FERRY. Either to lease or sell ; simply those terms. Iam not 
captious about this matter and, following the suggestion made by the 
Senator from New York, I ask that the joint resolution be recommitted 
to the Committee on Military Affairs to cover just the point made by 
the Senator from New York, that the Department be authorized to 
sell or lease the whole. To that I trust there will be no objection. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let me suggest to the Senator in that connec- 
tion that if provision is to be made for a sale, provision should be 
made in the bill for an apd yin of the land by some officer of the 
Government, some officer of the Engineer Corpi; if you please, in the 
neighborhood, and then it should not be sold for a less sum than that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In these cases it is usual for the bill to specif: 
that the Secretary of War shall have the land appraised and not sell 
it at less than its appraised value, wherever its value has been en- 
hanced by reason of the surroundings or by reason of any improve- 
ments upon it. i 

Mr. FERRY. I would reply to the Senator from Missouri by stat- 
ing that that has been the course the Government has pursued in 
each case wherever a sale has been made, An appraisal has been 
had under the regulations of the Department. That course would 
be followed in this instance. 

Mr. CONKLING, If that is so, it seems to me a most excellent rea- 
son why it should appear in the bill. But I seek permission to make 
a single remark further, If any bill which has ever passed the Sen- 
ate since I have had the honor of a seat here, giving to the Secretary 
of War, or anybody else unbridled discretion to sell or to lease for 
such time, at such price, on such terms as he chooses to determine, a 
mili reservation of this Government, it escaped my attention. I 
do not doubt the Senator’s word, but I am only putting in an apology 
for myself. Had I ever heard such a bill a, as I hear this 
this morning, I should have ventured to ask as I did here after the 
reading of the report, and I think I should have had the courage to 
at least call the attention af the Senate to the point involved. 

Mr. FERRY. My recollection does not serve me as to this specific 
reservation, but I remind the Senator of the case of Mackinaw, where 
a sale was made to individuals, and the bill authorized the Secretary 
of War to sell a portion of that, and under regulations an appraisal 
was had and a sale made. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now the Senator is stating a case, as I under- 
stand him, such as I say the bill ought to be. He says that bill au- 
thorized the sale of certain portions of that reservation. That is all 
right. What I object to is, a bill which authorizes the sale or not, 
the leasing or not, upon such terms and conditions as the Secretary 
himself may determine. I do not deny that such bills have been 
passed ; I do deny that such a bill ever passed in the Senate to which 
my attention at the time was called. 

r. FERRY. The Senator from New York will remember that the 


joint resolution ifies one hundred feet wide. It is specific. 
3 KLING. As to that yes; but as to everything else utterly 
in f 


Mr. FERRY. I move that the joint resolution be recommitted to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


D. T. KIRBY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 965) for the relief 
of D. T. Kirby; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported the bill with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof 
to insert the following: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to nominate and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Captain D. T. Kirby 
toa hay age anf in the infantry arm of the service, to he apuigned to the first va- 


— * arm of the service, to take rank from date of confirmation by the 
Senate: That no Ave e eee to said D. T. Kirby, from 
date of dismissal from the United States service, for from that date up to his 
reappointment under this act. 


Mr. CONKLING. Is there a report in that case, Mr. President? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Illinois [ Mr. LoGaN] made a 
written 99 1 55 in the case. i 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to hear the report. I presume it 
is a good one. 

_Mr. TELLER. Let the bill go over; it will lead to some discus- 

sion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think there will be any discussion. 

Mr. TELLER. There is sure to be. The report is a long one, and 
the Senator who made the report is not here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill will be passed over. 


WILLIAM GAINES. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2902) to place 


yaio oe late ordnance-sergeant United States Army, on the 
reti ist. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a general bill pending before the Sen- 
ate, reported by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey] from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, in regard to the question here in- 
volved, and I think it is best that this case should lie over until the 
Senate has acted on that, bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


SITE OF FORT STOCKTON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1205) to enable 
the Secre of War to acquire for the United States the title to the 
site of Fort Stockton, Texas, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the Senator from Texas, [Mr. 
Maxery,] who has charge of the bill, whether the land pro to 
be acquired gy to the State of Texas. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Chair will order the report to be read, it will 
show fully the facts in the case. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
February 4, 1880: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the letter of the Sec- 
retary of War, dated January 5 instant, being Executive Document No. 25, Forty- 


sixth Congress, second session, respectfully submit the following report: 
Said letter is as follows: gba 
“War Dep. 


ARTMENT, 
“ Washington Oity, January 5, 1880. 
“The Secretary of War has the honor to recommend to the United States Senate 
such legislation as will provide for the 8 by the United States of the title 
to the lands upon which Fort Stockton, Texas is situated, and to present for con- 
sideration the following facts: 
8 2 (now Fort) Stockton was occupied by Company H, First Infantry, in 
conformity with Special Orders No, 20, headquarters Department of Texas, 
San Antonio, March 23, 1859, said company relieving detachments of the First and 
Eighth Infantry, which were ordered to same Pao by Special Orders No. 5, De- 
ent of Texas, dated Jan „ 8, 1859. The pon was occupied by United 
4 1261. when it was doned. It was reoccupied 
the on of the United States troops to the 


„ Secretary of W. 
land for the United States, 'exas, for the site of forts gnd military 
sts.’ Said re published in H 


ouse of Representatives Executive Document 
0. 282, Rhos first session) embraced a recommendation for the 
urchase of the land occupied by Fort Stockton, which was stated to be owned 


the State of 


taken by Congress u the 3 
“By an act of tho Legislature of the State of Terns, dated 2 13, 1854, sup- 
plemen to an act dated December 19, 1849, it is provided that ‘in all cases 


risons, tary stations, ma; dock-yards, &c.) it shall be lawful 
for the governor of this State to contract and ps gad for the sale thereof, and upon 
© purchase-money into the Treas- 

ury of the State, it shall be the duty of the commissioner of the = land 
ited States in like 


patents are issued. 

“Tt appears that when the post of Fort Stockton was established, in 2 
also when it was rasp ory IR 1867, the land covered thereby was vacant un- 
appropriated domain of the State of Texas, and, if such was its condition, the land 
was then open to selection by the United States for the purpose of a military post, 
under the act of 1854, above cited. Itdoes not appear, however, that any meas- 
ures were taken to a's S ig CORD wy that act. 

„In the case of the land occupied by Fort Quitman, the status of which case 
was the same as that of the case now in question, the Attorney-General, in October, 
the land was, at the time of its occu; 


under the act of the ap rai of Texas of 1854, already referred 
course is necessary to obtain the title in any event, and that the result 
show what obstacles, if any, exist to prevent the Government from securing the 


title. 

“The importance of Fort Stockton as a military post, and the necessity for ita 
maintenance, render it dort yg ey gees that the Government should own the 
land upon which it is situated; but as no pi can be instituted for the 
condemnation of the land without authority of Congress, and as the purchase of 
land on account of the United States, except under a law authorizing such 
chase, is expressly prohibited, (Revised Statutes, section 3736,) the subject is thus 

resented with earnest recommendation for such legislation as will enable the 
Government to acquire title to the land in question. The chief quartermaster, 
Department of Texas, reports, under date of 8 18, 1879, that the land con- 
tains about one thousand acres, and that the price asked therefor is $18,000. 

“Tt is the intention of the ent, however, to carry out the recommenda- 
tion of the Attorney-General, and obtain title from the State of Texas, should Con- 


gress authorize the purchase of the 
p “ ALEX. RAMSEY, 


“ Seoretary of War. 
“The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE.” 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MAROH 4, 


Special Orders No. 96.] 
Tho report of the board of officers convened at Fort Stockton, Texas, by para- 


ph Special Orders No. 60, series of 1870, having been duly considered, the fol- 
Ts Py 5 as the boundaries and limits of the post of Fort Stockton, 
‘Texas, namely : 


2 The reservation as surveyed by Captain Lewis C. Overman, Corps of 3 
United States Army, in Fe , 1871, being one and one-half miles north ani 

south by one mile east and west, taking the center of the present post parade ground 
for its center point, containing nine hundred and sixty acres, and embracing sur- 
vey No. 151 and portions of surveys Nos. 150, 204, 215, and 216, as recorded in the 
general land office of the State of Texas; also the tract of land now used as a post 


containing about twenty-five acres. A 3 3 


* 
By command of Colonel J. J. Reynolds: 
By * „H. CLAY WOOD, 


“Assistant Adjutant-General. 
Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
“Washington, January 31, 1880. 
* Official. 
R. C. DR 

“Assistant Adjutant General. 
Tho facts are fully set out in the letter of the Secretary of War, from which it 
333 in the 8 of 5 that a bill to enable the Secretary of War 
is, in the judgment the Gunmittes, always wise to secure to the United ftates 
the exclusive jurisdiction contemp! by the Constitution (Art. I, sec. 8, cl. 17) 
over its dock-yards, and other needful buildings. The 


es, 
general laws of Texas make ample 8 to meet the case. 


that Fort 18 Prenat Bod the common defense. 

Wherefore committee report back said Execu Document No. 25 with the 
accompanying bill, and recommend that it do pass. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It seems to me that bill is 5 to the objec- 
tions made by the Senator from New York to the bill of the Senator 
from Michigan. Everything there seems to be left to discretion. In 
the first place nine hundred acres cannot be uired uniess it is in- 
tended to locate the whole Army of the United States in Texas, which 
would overshadow her State elections and become oppressive, and to 
which I have no doubt the Senators from that State would make 
vigorous protest. What do we want with nine hundred acres there 
for a military post? 

In the next 3 $18,000 for this quantity of land that very re- 
cently was public land of Texas to be had for a dollar and a quarter 
an acre, I suppose, seems to be a pretty liberal price. There might be 
one benefit resulting from the purchase of the whole nine hundred 
acres, We should have some land to give away at the next session 
to some railroad company or somebody else that wants it, at a nom- 
inal price. I think the bill should go over this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is objected to and goes over. 


JOHN THORNLEY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1206) for the re- 
lief of Medical Director John Thornley, United States Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the report in that case 
first and then some explanation. $ 

Mr. ANTHONY. There isa report; but I can explain it quicker 


perhaps. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read first. 

Mr, ANTHONY. Very well. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. AN- 
THONY February 4, 1880: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of John 
restoration to his 


Thornley, medical director, United States Navy, praying for 
former tion in the Navy, leave to report as follows: 
Dr. Thornley was placed on retired list June 1, 1861, a board of hav- 
ing pronounced him unfit for active duty. It seems that the exnanining board fur- 
declared that Mr. ley’s bility was not incurred in his line of duty as 
medical director; and at that time Thornley was unable, through force of cir- 
cumstances, to produce satisfactory evidence to the con t a later period 


to 
ferred to the Chief of the Bureau 
1878, the Surgeon-General recommended that Dr. Th 
board for readjustment. 


Under date of May 
y's case be referred to 


of November, 1878, a medical board was convened at the Navy De- 

further investigation and consideration of such documentary evidence 
as might be produced by Dr. Thornley. After a careful consideration of all the 
evidence relating to the origin of the said disability of Dr. Thornley, the board 
reached the conclusion that the disability causing the retireme. t of Medical Director 
John Thornley had its origin in the line of duty. 


This report was approved by Secretary Thompson. and Dr. Thornley’s name was 
ordered on the of the ent from the Ist of January, 1879. 

The Secretary of the Navy further says that, “having been retired upon insuffi- 
cient evidence as to the of his disability, he is of opinion that Dr. Thornley's 
claim is just and of favorable action of Con, woe 

In consideration of the e facts, the committee report favorably on Dr. Thorn- 
ley's petition. 


Mr. CARPENTER. That bill ought to go over. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think not, Mr. President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before it goes over, I desire to spread on the 
ReEcorD some facts. I shall contest this bill when it comes up; and 
I desire now to have read, for the information of the Senate, a letter 
in regard to the facts in this case. 


gree VICE EEE ERT: The letter will be received and laid on 
e e. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that it may be read now, so as to go in the 


RECORD. 
Mr. TELLER. If the bill goes over, why not have that letter go in 
the RECORD without reading 
Mr. COCKRELL. I want it read for the information of the Senate. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FOURTH AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
12, 1830. 


10th instant ; and, in reply to your inquiries, respectfully state, that Dr. 
was retired June 1, 1861, as a surgeon in his second five 

be considered as 
duty, he would be entitled, under section 1588, of the Re’ 
the rate of $2,400 per annum. 

If his account be adjusted in conformity with that portion of the bill you have 
marked, he would receive as difference of pay from March 3, 1873, to the 31st of 
aum th of March ith J 93,1 he was paid at the rate of $2, 

e une 30, was rate o 100, 

and from July 1, 1878, to Dessert Si 1879, at $1,600 annum. 

From the of June, 1861, to the 20th of A 
surgeon in second five 
i apes re bale th 1 vided by law f f his the 
u 0 ro w fora 0 eon 

ve list. From April 21, 1264 to the Sist of May. ‘ges he e when 
not on active poy to $1,400 per annum; from the lat of Jun 
June, 1870, $1, FF 

ser van 


I am, sir, respectfull 
1 . BEARDSLEY, Auditor. 
United States Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
OTOE AND MISSOURIA RESERVATION. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 753) to provide 
for the sale of the remainder of the reservation of the confederated 
Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, in the States of Nebraska and 
Kansas, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. TheSenatorfrom Vermont who sits farthest from 
me pi. EDMUNDS] indicated a wish this morning in reference to 
this bill that he might have an opportunity to communicate with the 
Secretary of the Interior; and as the Senator from Vermont is not 
here, I ask that the bill lie over without prejudice until to-morrow, 
or the next day, in order that the Senator from Vermont may have 


y, your o 


the opportunity to communicate with the Secretary of the Interior. 
The VICE-P. IDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill will be over without prejudice. 
5 . What does it mean to have a bill go over without 
udice 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. It indicates that it will be the first called 
on the Calendar to-morrow morning. . 
WILLIAM H, DAVIS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1208) for the re- 
lief of William H. Davis, of Oakland, California. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That ought to go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I hope it will not be passed over. The report 

lains the case fully. 
. CARPENTER. I withdraw the objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It directs the Secretary of War to ascertain the fair and 
reasonable value of certain wharf and warehouse property furmerly 
situated in San Diego, California, belonging to William H. Davis, of 
Oakland, and taken by the United States authorities for the use of 
the United States troops during the years 1861 and 1862; and he is 
to ascertain the value of the pro at the time it was so taken, 
and certify the amount so ascertained to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who shali thereupon pay the amount so certified to William H. 
Davis, his heirs or assigns, first taking a written waiver of all farther 
claim for the appropriation of his property. The amount allowed 
is not to ex: $60,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

I FLEET MARINE OFFICERS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. aa regulating 
the rank and pay of fleet marine officers in the United States Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to hear some explanation of that 
bill. It is simply creating a new office, with an additional salary, 
and unless there is some necessity for the increase of officers I do not 
think it mits to pass, 

Mr. ANTHONY. The bill was reported unaninously by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and is recommended by the Department. It 
is a bill to give to the Marine Corps the same rank that is given to 
the staff officers in fleets. It gives the commanding officer of the 
marines the same rank that is given to the fleet surgeon and the fleet 


aymaster. 
p Ar. COCKRELL. I understand that; but what is the necessity 
for it? I see it is simply creating a very pleasant place with an ac- 
cumulated salary, but I want to know some necessity for that kind 


of a place and that kind of an officer. 
Mr. ANTHONY. The same necessity that there is for a fleet sur- 
geon, and a fleet paymaster, and a fleet engineer. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think there is much necessity for doing 
that. 
Mr. ANTHONY. The opinion of all the naval authorities is, that 


it is very useful indeed. It makes the service congruous, and it con- 
forms with the practice of other nations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see no necessity for it upon the explanation 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. It is making a new office, and it 


is giving additional pay and a 

Kr. ANTHONY. e additional compensation is very small indeed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It amounts to something; the ocean is made up 
of dro 

Mr. ONY. 
create a new officer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand it does not create a new perma- 
nent office, but it does practically create the office of marine fleet 
officer, and it will be filled all the time by some captain of marines, 
who will receive pay ; and so it is in reality an office to be filled by 
detail from the line. 

Mr. ANTHONY. But it creates no new officer. It merely confers 
additional authority upon an existing officer. 

Mr. CARPENTER. More grandeur and more salary! 

Mr. COCKRELL. On that account I object to its present consid- 
eration. Let it go over. We have quite enough grandeur and pay 


enough salary now. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


CHAPLAINS IN THE NAVY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 48) for promoting 
the efficiency of the corps of chaplains of the United States Navy. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That bill ought to go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I am in favor of the title, but opposed to the 
bill. 


It does not create a new office, that is, it does not 


WEST VIRGINIA SOLDIERS’ UNION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2771) to con- 
strue the act entitled “An act granting condemned bronze cannon to 
the Soldiers’ Union of West Virginia. 

Mr. HEREFORD. This is a House bill in relation to condemned 
bronze cannon. It was amended by the Committee on Mili Af- 
fairs of the Senate by adding the words “ that are now or may here- 
after be condemned.” The only objection I have to the amendment 
is that it will necessitate sending the bill back to the House. The 
objection that has been stated this morning to several similar bills 
does not obtain in this case for this reason: the 5 4 act of Which 
this is explanatory was passed June 20, 1878, and I hold in my hand 
a letter from the 3 of War, inclosing a letter from a major of 
ordnance, which I ask to have read. I hope the amendment of the 
committee will not be adopted, and there is now no necessity for it, 
as is shown by these letters which I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 


TITLES AT HOT SPRINGS, 


Mr. WALKER. I ask leave to call up the bill (H. R. No. 4244) for 
the establishment of titles in Hot Springs, and for other purposes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas asks unan- 
imous consent to consider the bill named by him, he having given 
notice yesterday. 
Mr. LOGAN. I should be very glad to accommodate my friend 
from Arkansas, but I know from the nature of the bill that it will 
uire at least an hour’s discussion, and I have detained the Senate 
so long now that I cannot give way for that purpose, I am sorry to 


say. 

Mir. WALKER. Then I give notice that I will call up this bill at 
the expiration of the morning hour to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate proceeds to the consideration 
of its unfinished business. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of the United States volunteers and colonel of the 
Army, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
RANDOLPH. 


Mr. LOGAN resumed the floor and continued his speech. [His 
remarks will be found in the Appendix.] Having spoken three and 


one-quarter hours, 
Mr. CARPENT- If the Senator from Illinois will yield, I move 


that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. LOGAN. I will yield for that motion. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Will not the Senator let us have an executive 


session ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FERRY in the chair.) Does the 
Senator from Wisconsin withdraw his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Les, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 8, 
nays 39; as follows: 
YEAS—8. 
Blaine, Davis of Illinois, Hamlin, Teller, 
Coke, Harris, Vance. 
NAYS—39. 
Anthony, Lamar, Rollins, 
Bailey, x Eaton, MeDonald, ý 
Baldwin, Edmunds, MoMillan, Saunders, 
Beck, Saue; Maxey, oe, 
Proti Hemi, Mori e 
Call, Hill of Colorado, Pendleton, Windom, 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Platt, Withers. 
Cockrell, Kernan, Pryor, 
ABSENT—2. 

Bayard, G — Hello, ome Thurma 

roome, ellogg, urman, 
Bruce, Grover, Kirkwood, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hill of Georgia, Wallace, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, McPherson, Whyte. 
9 Plumb, 
Davis of W. Va., J. Randolph, 
Garland, Jones of da, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideratioh of executive business. 


After minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at five o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 4, 1880. 
s 855 House met at twelveo’clockm. Prayer by Rey. DAVID WILLS, 


The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think there is an error in the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will indicate it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The House yesterday adopted a resolution calling 
apon the Public Printer to communicate the reason why the volume 
of memorial addresses on the late Hon. Terrence J. Quinn had not been 
printed as ordered by Congress. Before that resolution was adopted 
it was amended so as to include also an inquiry as to why the mêmo- 
rial addresses on the late General Alpheus B. Williams, of Michigan, 
had not been printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be corrected as indicated. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the House of 
the following title, when the Speaker signed the same : “ An act (H. 
R. No. 4903) to provide for the purchase of a site for a post-office and 
other Government buildings in the city of Baltimore, land. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN VIRGINIA. 


Mr. BEALE. I have been instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to ask unanimous consent for that committee to report back 
at this time for present consideration the bill (H. R. No. 4214) to 
amend and re-enact sections 2552 and 2553 of the Revised Statutes. 
It is a bill entirely local in its character and meets the approval of 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BURROWS. I call for the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the first busi- 
ness in order is the unfinished business coming over from the morn- 
mg hour of yesterday, on which the previous question is operating. 
f 1 KNOTT. Does not that come up immediately after the morn- 
ing hour. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. During the morning hour of yester- 
day the previous question was ordered upon the 3 bill, and it 
comes over to-day as unfinished business immediately after the read - 
ing of the Journal. It is not now in the morning hour at all. 

. KNOTT. Then Ihave been misinformed. I understood it would 
come u 5 the morning hour of to-day. 

The SPEAKER. e effect of the rule is as the Chair has stated. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair on behalf of Mr, BLAND, of Missouri, 
asks consent that Mr. Cardoza, of Virginia, be allowed the privileges 
of the floor for to-day. And on behalf of Mr. BELTZHOOVER, of Penn- 
sylyania, the Chair asks consent that the privileges of the floor be 
given to Hon. John J. Peirson and Hon. R. M. Henderson, judges of 
the Dauphin district of Pennsylvania, and to Hon. John Hayes, of 
Carlisle, Pennsylvania. 


There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, SMITH, 
of Georgia, for ten days. 
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REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order having been called for, the 
House will now resume the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4219) 
to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdic- 
tion of the circuit courts of the United States and to regulate the 
removal of causes from State courts, and for other pu approved 
March 3, 2 Pee bill comes up as the unfini arie from 
yesterday, and the previous question is operating upon the bill. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Irise to a 8 inquiry. Lask 
the Chair whether this bill coming up as unfinished business is the 
same bill that was in the morning hour yesterday ? 

The SPEAKER. The operation of the previous question took the 
bill out of the morning hour. When a bill upon which the previous 

uestion has been ordered in the morning hour is not di of dur- 
ie that hour it continues before the House under the operation of 
the previous question after the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. FERNAN DO WOOD, Then, when the morning hour is called 
this bill cannot resume its place there ? 

A The SPEAKER. It cannot again take its place in the morning 
our. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. That is all I wished to know. 

The SPEAKER. On this bill two amendments are pending—the 
first offered by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. CULBERSON,] the 
other submitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ROBIN- 
80N.] If both these are amendments to the original text, the ques- 
tion will first be on the amendment of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, as an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 


Texas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. All the amendments are amendments to the text 
of the original bill; but my amendment is not an amendment to that 
of the tleman from Texas. 

The SPEAKER. Then the better way would be to first of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, which, as the Chair 
understands, comes from the committee. This can be done by con- 
sent; and then the sense of the House can be tested on the amend- 
ment of the tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The amendment of the tleman from Texas 
was first offered, and, so far as I am informed, there is no objection 
to it. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule an amendment to an amendment 
would be first voted on. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I do not understand that the amendment offered | Blake, 


by the gentleman from Massachusetts is an amendment to my amend- 
ment. It relates to a different matter altogether and to another sec- 
tion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. According to the parliamentary practice the sec- 
ond amendment offered would be the first voted on. 

Mr. KNOTT. As has been stated by my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. RoBIN SON, ] there will 
n be no objection to the amendment offered by the gentleman 

m Texas. I suggest that this amendment be voted upon first; 
and after it has been incorporated in the bill, the question can be 
taken on the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair has already suggested. 

II there be no objection the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
will be first voted on. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. KNOTT. That amendment has already been accepted, by unan- 
imous consent. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been accepted. The power does not 
rest with the committee to accept the amendment. House must 
vote onit. The Chair, since making his remark a moment ago, under- 
stands that the amendment is offered by the gentleman from Texas 
as his own amendment, and not as coming from the committee. 

Mr. KNOTT. The ee misapprehends me. I su ted that 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas should, by unan- 
imons consent, be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, Unanimous consent has already been given that 
the amendment be voted on first. 

The amendment of Mr. CULBERSON was read, as follows: 

Strike out in the ted bill the following, from the word “ follows,” in 47, 
dace te thee ward" boil” in line 34: 5 Hos 


Sud. 2. A Ga of a civil nature, either at law or in equity, of which the 
cireuit courts of the United States are given original jurisdiction 


inan; 


section, which may now be 
court, 


or 
‘ht in an . the defendant or 

endants therein to cirontt court of the U; ited States for 3 
whenever it is made to ap eee such defendant or defendants 
that his or their defense ds in who! 8 a correct construction 
of some provision of the United States or made 
Le Soc ge authority; and any other suits of a civil nature at law orin equity of 
which the circuit courts of the United States are given jurisdiction by the - 
ing section, and which are now ... be Pee TE ay 
State court, may be removed into the circuit court of the United for the 
p district by the defendant or defendants therein : Provided, Such defendant 
Sr defendants are non-residents of the State in which the suit is pending. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. ROBINSON, 
the first paragraph of which was read, as follows: 


Strike out the words “two thousand dollars" wherever they occur in the bill 
and insert “ five hundred dollars.” 


The qoan being taken, there were—ayes 62, noes 98. 
Mr. ROBINSON, I call for the yeas and nays. 
2 p yens and nays ween cee ordered. 
e first paragraph of the amendment was not agreed to. 
The question then recurred on the second paragrapli of the amend- 
ment of Mr. ROBINSON; which was read, as follows: 


In the third section, after the word “ ex: ” in line insert in cases aris- 
Sine: ands? piotre e tem chico ens 


t or ght laws, and in like cases 
. 
between citizens of the same State. 


Mr. KNOTT. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the third paragraph of the amend- 
ment of Mr. ROBINSON ; which was read, as follows : 

In the third section, strike out the following, lines 126 to 140 inclusive: 

That the circuit courts of the United States not take cognizance 
of any suit of T equity, een a corpo- 

ized by or under the laws of any State and a citizen of any 
been carryin, business easel oy ae lot os ting i 
on an au © law creai 

ariaing under the Palect ar ¢ laws, aod in like onses wW. 
è original cognizan 
such suit between such a co 

it may be doing business 
circuit court of the United States, ex: in like cases in which such removal 
See eel Sry She OTAN PEPTIDE Meee DANKON wees different 


The question beng taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 35, noes 95. 

Mr. HA Y. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
68, noes 167, not voting 57; as follows: 


YEAS—68. 
Aldrich, N. W. Einstein, Keifer, 1 
Bailey. Errett, Kelley, erin —— 
Ferdon, Ketcham, Shall „ 
—.— Field, e = Sherwin, 
wman, Garfi McGowan, er, 
B Mil J.T. 
eee A 55 
Harris, Bed. W. Mores, Voorhis. 
Cowgill, Hawley, aa eil Wal 
er, 
Davis, George R. Heilm Pound, Washburn, 
ot el oa err Ta d 
Dwight ‘umphrey, Robeson, A Four, Thomas L. 
NAYS—167. 
Acklen, De La Matyr, ing, Samford, 
Deering, Hitchin, Sapp, 

William Deuster, Kiota; Serge 
Armfield, Dickey, Ladd, Singleton, J.W. 
Atherton, Dunn, 3 Singleton, O. R. 
Atkins, Ellis, Le Fevre, 

Baker, Ewing, Spark * 
Berry, Fel Marsh, : 
Bicknell, Finley, Martin, Benj. F. ger, 
Blackburn, Ford, Martin, Edward L. le, 
Bland, Forney, McKenzie, hens, 
Bliss, McMahon, Stevenson, 
Boyd, Ged MeMillin, Talbott, 
Brewer, Goode, ae Taylor, 
Bright, Gunter, Thomas, 
Browne, Hammond, N. J. Muldrow, Thompson, P. B, 
Burrows, Haskell, Maller, ‘Tillman, 
Cabell, March, Townshend, R. W. 
Caldwell, Hawk, Myers, Tucker, 
Calkins, Hayes, Neal, Turner, 
Camp, Henderson, New, Turner, Thomas 
Cannon, Henry, Nicholls, U Thomas 
Carlisle, Herbert, Norcross, alen! 
Carpenter, Herndon, 3 Lali. u 
Clark. An A. Hiscock, Orth, Warner, 
Clark, John B. Hooker, Overton, Weaver, 
4 Hostetler, Persons, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Houk, Phelps, Wells, 
Coffroth, House, a a Whiteaker, 
Colerick, Hull, d 
Conger, Hunton, Poehler, Williams, O. G. 
Coo Hurd. Reagan, Williams, 
Covert, Hutchins, Rice, Willits, 
os z ohnston, Richardson, J. S 3 
ens, ‘ones, — 
Ji Ross, W. Fernando 
Da. Ea, Paa PE 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kimmel, Ryon, John W. 
NOT VOTING—57 
Barlow, Beltzhoover, Bouck, 
Beale, ` Bingham, Chittenden, 
Belford, Blount, — Claflin, 
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Con Henkle, Smith, A. Herr 

Geewiny, James, Newberry, Smith, William E. 

Davis, Joseph J. Jorgensen, O'Brien, 

Dick, Lewis, oes , Thompson, W. G. 
i ‘pson, 

Farr, 13 Pierce, Van Voorhis, 

Fort. Mason. Prescott, Wilber, 

Frost, Mecold, Reed, Willis, 

Gibson, McKinley, Robertson, Wood, Walter A. 

Gillette, 0, Russell, Daniel L. 

Harmer, Miller, 

Harris, John T. Money, Simon 


So the third paragraph of Mr. Ropryson’s amendment was rejected. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were e: 

Mr. BEALE. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. JORGENSEN. 

Mr. FINLEY. My solleagne, Mr. CONVERSE, is paired with Mr. 
SMITH, of Pennsylvania. here, my colleague would vote “no.” 

Mr, SCALES. I am paired with Mr. ERRETT, of Pennsylvania. 
My coll e, Mr. Davis, is paired with Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. 

. MORTON. Iam paired with Mr. GIBSON, of Louisiana, who is 
detained from the House on account of indisposition. 

Mr. ELLIS. My colleague, Mr. ROBERTSON, is detained from the 
House by illness. He is paired with Mr. NEWBERRY. My colleague, 
Mr. ELAM, is paired with Mr. Dick. 

Mr. DIBRELL. My colleague, Mr. SIMONTON, is paired with Mr, 
Mood, of Iowa. present, Mr. SIMONTON would vote “no.” 

Mr. BOUCK. I am paired with Mr. MCKINLEY, of Ohio. If he 


were prens I should vote “no.” 

Mr, C EN. Iam paired with Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. I am paired with Mr. Harris, of Virginia. My 
colleague, Mr. STARIN, is paired with Mr. Monry, of Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. My colleague, Mr. Lorine, is 
paired with Mr. LEWIS, of Alabama. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr, Pierce is paired with Mr. LOUNSBERY. 

Mr. FISHER. Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, is paired with Mr. Davis, 
of North Carolina, and Mr. Fort, of 25 is paired with Mr. 
O'BRIEN, of New York. 

5 ape SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. CONVERSE, of 
io. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. My colleague, Mr, CHALMERS, is 
paired with Mr. Van Vooruis, of New York. 

Mr. PERSONS. My colleague, Mr. Smrru, is paired with Mr, Wt- 
BER, of New York. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The question then recurred on the fourth paragraph of Mr. ROBIN- 
son’s amendment, as follows: 

At the end of line I 08 Se Pa eee’ See Povia: 

Provided, That this act shall not affect the jurisdiction over, or . 
any suit removed from the court of any State or suit commenced in any court 
the United States before the hereof. 

Mr. CULBERSON. We have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be green and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was eee read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 


yeas 162, nays 74, not voting 56; as follows: 
YEAS—102. 
Acklen, Dickey, Klotz, Sa’ A 
Armfield, Bann“ Shelley, 
Atherton, Dwight, Ladd, Singleton, 0. R. 
Atkins, Ellis, ham, aeons, 
Bachman, Evins, Le Fevre, Smith, Hezekiah 
er, Ewing, Sparks, 

Beltzhoover, Felton, g. 8 3 3 

rry, Yı + ringer, 
Bicknell, Ford, Martin, Benj Steele, 
Blackburn, Forney, Ed Stephens, 
Bland, Forsythe, Martin, Joseph J. Stevenson, 
Bliss, Ged McKenzie, Talbott, 
Boyd, Gillette, Taylor, 
Brewer, 0, ~ Thompson, P. B. 
Bright, Gunter, Mills, ‘Tillman, 
Cabell, Hammond, John Mitchell, Townshend, R. W. 
Caldwell, Hammond, N. J. cker, 
Calkins, Hatch, Mi Turner, Oscar 
Camp, Hawk, Muldrow, Turner, Thomas 
Cannon, Henderson, Muller, U Thomas 
Carlisle, Henkle, Murch, alentine, 
Sewell“ j Herbs: were Was 
Clardy, Herndon, New, Warner, 
Clark, Alvah A. Nicholls, Weaver, 
Clark, John B. Hooker, O'Connor, Wellborn, 
Cl 7 Hostetler, OReilly. Wells, 

b, Houk, Persons, Whiteaker, 
Coffroth, House, Phelps, Whitthorne, 
Colerick, Hull, Philips, Williams, C. G 
Cook, Humphrey, P $ Williams, 
Covert, ton, Poehler, Willis, 

5 i ae 

vens, a! j n, 

David. 5 ii hmond, ` N 
json, 0 i 0 5 
vis, Lowndes H. Jones, Ross, Wright, 
W. ocum, 
De La Matyr, Kimmel, Ryon, John W. Young, Case; 
mster, King, 5 : N 
Dibrell, Kitchin, Sapp, 


NAYS—14, 

Aldrich, N. W. vis, Horace Hubbell, Pound, 
Al Wi Dannell, Joyce, Richardson, D. P. 
Anderson, Keifer, Robinson, 
Bailey, Errett, Kelley, Russell, W. A. 
Ballon, Ketcham, Ryan, Thomas 

A Field, Killinger, Shallen 7 
Bayne, Fisher, Lindsey, Sherwin, 
re Frye, derail Stone, 
Blake, Garfield McCook, Townsend, Amos 
poron Godshalk, McGowan, ler, SA 

5 Hall, Miller, pdegraff, J. T. 
— — Harris, Benj Morse, Urner, 

Haskell, Norcross, Van Aernam, 
Burrows, Hawley, O'Neill, Voorhis, 
Butterworth, Hayes, Orth, Wait, 
ger, Hazelton, Osmer, 
Pool 95 Hiscock, Pacheco, 9 
Davis, George R. Horr, Page, 
NOT VOTING—5S6. 
Aiken, Davis, Joseph J. McKinley, Scales, 
Barlow, Dick, McMahon, Simonton, 
Beale, Elam, Miles, leton, J. W. 
Farr, Money, À. 

Blount, Fort, 1 — William E. 

„ Frost, ‘ewberry, tarin, 
B. Gibson, O'Brien, Thomas, 
Buckner, Harmer, Pierce, Thompson, W. G. 
C Harris, John T. Upson, 
Chittenden, Jorgensen, Reed, Van Voorhis, 
Claflin, . Lewis, Rice, Ward, 
Converse, Lo Robertson, White, 
— Louns A Robeson, Wilber, 
Dagge McCoid, Russell, Daniel L. Wood, Walter A. 

So the bill was passed 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. STEELE. M conosgun; Mr. Davis, who is absent by leave of 
the House, is A with Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. My colleague, 
Mr. ScaLxs, is paired with Mr. ERRETT, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LEWIS. Iam paired with Mr. LORING, of Massachusetts. If 
he were present, I should vote “ 2 

Mr. DIBRELL. My ed . SIMONTON, is absent and paired 
with Mr. McCorp, of Iowa. Mr. SIMONTON were present, he would 
vote “ay. 

Mr. AIKEN, I am paired with Mr, WARD, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MORTON. I am paired with Mr. GIBSON, of Louisiana. 

Mr. BOUCK. I am paired with Mr. McKINLEY, of Ohio. If he 
were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Iam paired with Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam paired with Mr. REED, of Maine. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Iam paired with Mr. Hannts, of Virginia. If 
he were present, I shonld vote “no.” Mr. STARIN is paired with Mr. 
Money, of 1 8758727755 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I am paired with Mr, CHALMERS, of Missis- 


sippi. 
Air. FISHER. Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, is paired with Mr. DAVIS, 
23 3 Carolina. Mr. Fort is paired with Mr. O'BRIEN, of New 
ork, 
Mr. MILES. I am paired with Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. CONVERSE, of 


Ohio, If he were 2 I should vote “ no.” 
Mr. FINLEY. My colli Mr. CONVERSE, is paired with Mr. 
SMITH, of Pennsylvania. . CONVERSE were present, he would 


vote “ay.” 

On motion of Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I now demand the order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, morning 
hour begins at eighteen minutes past one o’clock. Reports are now 
in order from the Committee on War Claims. 


KENTUCKY MILITIA DURING THE WAR OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. ROTHWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported as 
a substitute for House bill No. 3368 a bill (H. R. No. 4905) to de- 
clare the true intent and meaning of an “Act to reimburse the State 
of Kentucky for moneys expended for the United States in enrolling, 
subsisting, clothing, supplying, arming, equipping, paying, and trans- 
porting militia forces to aid in suppressing the rebellion,” approved 

une 8, 1872. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

That in adjusting the claim of the State of Kentucky the term equipment 
— pe han 0 5 mean Se include ae S of Fras re as a essential 

their equipments; u ” 5 Anss 
Ahlen shall be embraced as tested in the title of the bil, it 

the intention of Congress in the passage of said act tosettle and adjust said 

Mr. ROTHWELL. I am instructed by the Committee on War 


Claims, to whom was referred House bill No. 3854, the object of which 
was to declare the meaning of an act of June 8, 1872, to indemnify 
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the State of Kentucky for expenses incurred in 5 the re- 
bellion, to report the following as a substitute, with recommenda- 
tion that it pass; and I ask its present consideration: 
The accompanying report was read, as follows: 
to accompany H. R. No. 3854, a bill to declare the true intent and meaning 
“An act to burse the State of Kentucky for moneys ded for the 
United States in enrolling, subsisting, clothing, supplying, arming, equipping, 


PR 
, and transpo militia forces to aid in suppressing the re on,” ap- 
aa June 8 18. = 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom the H. R. No. 3854 aforesaid was re- 


age the States g to the cause of the Union to freely exert themselves to 
suppress the rebellion, passed An act to indemnify the States for expenses in- 
eurred by them in defense of the United States, which is made part of this report, 
(Exhibit A.) 

In the act the Secreta: 


of the Treasury was directed to to the ernors 
eee Ny s a — 5 

State for enrolling, subsisting, sys y supplying, A 
8 1 loyed in ai suppress the presentinsurrect Ko. 
Un this a an in Steta of ita provisions the said States incurred large ex: 
em the Stateof Kentucky expended about $3,032, 166.67, a large part 
tary of the Treasury con- 


Nee e ee, ee ee In settling the claim of 
the accounting officers of the had 


Secre of the to its t, al 
priated 7 roen 88 ee anf on Jane 
on d be co VV 
upon the opinion of the Solicitor that the act of July , did not cover any 
ex for any Sopa actually mustered into the service of the United States. 
he State came to Con; 


une 8, 1872, to be settled and paid u 
conditions as provided in the act of A 
souri. The act in relation to Missouri section 3 provi les especially that the ac- 
count for arming shall be stated. 
This act of June 8, 1872, in its title says the accounts for a 1 rara 
T 
s construction the accounting officers to t 


equi ” “transporting,” but when the claim again came 
=A the et compeliad by 

the accounts for arming, for 5 for “fu 

was evidently the intention to give the State full relief. Itis folly to suppose 
they would pa; „ and not arms; that they would pay for subsist- 
ence, and not Kengo fuel, and not pay the transportation account, when the 


title of the bill says these were its objects. 
Besides, Missouri was paid these very accounts. We therefore 5 
say that it is just and right that the intention, founded on the faith of the 


” and for forage.” It 


Government toward the States who acted on its ses ani ded their 
ey ee benefit, of the act of June 8, 1872, should be carri genio 


To do so a report the following as a substitute for the bill refe; 


ts passage. 
G. F. ROTHWELL, 
Chairman Sub-committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order that that 
should have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHITE. I will ask my colleague, before pressing the point 
of order, to permit me to ask a question of the gentleman in charge 
of this bill? I would like to ask himif this bill proposes to do what 
has been done heretofore in other loyal Northern States? 

Mr. ROTHWELL. I understand this is what has been done in the 
States of Missouri, Tennessee, and land. 

Mr. WHITE. P lvania, New York, and other States were re- 
imbursed. I want to know if this comes under the same class, If so, 
I think we should the bill. 

Mr. R . Itis prota the same, as I understand. 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend is mistaken in saying it comes under the 
same class. Will the gentleman from Missouri allow me to answer 
the question? 

Mr. WHITE. I merely want some information, if anybody can 


ive it. 
<r CONGER. I presume this discussion will not cut off the point 


of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SMITH] to make the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I reserve the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman as hav- 
ing made the point of order. He will now state it. 

Snr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. The bill, as I understand it, is to 
reimburse to the State of Kentucky a certain amount of money ex- 
oe by that State. That is the purport of the bill, and I make 

e point of order that it should have its first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. That is not the pu 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be again read. T. 
understand what it proposa to do. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the original bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the original bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3368) to declare the true intent and meaning of an “Act to re- 
imburse the State of Kentucky for moneys expended for the United States in 


enrolling, subsisting, clothing, su , arming, equi y mg, and trans- 
Porting militia 5 to aid in — the re! aren une 8, 1872. 
Be it enacted, Ko., That in adjusting the claim of the State of Kentucky the 
Secretary of the shall ved to said State, under the head of equipment.“ 
the arming of said forces, as indicated in the title of the bill, it being the intention 
of Congress in the passage of said act to settle and adjust said account. 
+ Sec. 2. That a sufficient sum of the $1,000,000 5 — said accounts 
is again appropriated to pay such amount as may be allowed under this bill. 


to us, and recommen: 


rt of the bill. 
ouse will thus 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. If I understand it, the point of 


order is made under Rule 112, that this bill makes an appropriation 
of money for the Ur oso of State of en mO ina that it should 
have its first consideration in Committee of the ole. I desire to 


call the attention of the Speaker and of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Smrrn] to the fact that no appropriation is made by this 
bill at all. The state of the case erties by the bill is this: In 1872 
a bill was presented to Congress, which was then republican in its 
complexion, and was almost by unanimous consent, for the 
benefit of the State of Kentucky. There was no opposition made to 
the bill upon that side of the Aone and it was passed under a sus- 
pension of the rules. The purpose of that act, according to the terms 
of its title, was to reimburse the State of Kentucky for moneys ex- 
prone for the United States vn Spree subsisting, peeling: sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, pa; , and transporting militia forces to 
aia in the suppression of the Nebellion,” and it . that the ac- 
counts of the State of Kentucky should be settled by payment bein 
made to her just as had been done to other States. After the bi 
passed, the Solicitor of the Treasury decided that under it payment 
could not be made to the State for the arming of those soldiers, al- 
though the word “ equipping ” was used; and that payment for for- 
age and fuel supplies could not be made, although “ subsistence” and 
“supplies” were specially provided for. Now, this bill does not un- 
dertake to make any appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is drawing a distinction between 
the bill and the substitute. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. In the substitute offered by the 
committee for the ir gn bill no appropriation is made. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is made inst the original 
bill, not the substitute. e substitute is hardly before the House; 
it has not a status before the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. It is reported by the committee, 
as I understand, without objection on the part of any member, and, 
as I understand, is now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; but it is before the House as a substitute 
for the original bill. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes the 
point of 88 the bin. 

Mr. THO N, of Kentucky. The original bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is the original bill which is before the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Then I understand the Chair to 
rule that the substitute is not before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It has not yet acquired its status. The point of 
order is made nst the ori bill. The substitute is merely an 
amendment to original b 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania who makes the point of order, that this bill uires 
no 5 as it is now 8 It merely does for the State 
of what has been done for every other State in the Union, 
i ill erga he like this. Indiana had a bill passed like 
this for her benefit. West Virginia had her bill. Pennsylvania had 
every dollar of her money expended in the same way paid back to 
her. I am informed by the accounting officers at the Treasury there 


is not a sigle solit State in this Union whose accounts have not 
been settled and pr except the State of Kentucky. 
Mr. WHITE. not in fact the only measure before the House at 


this time the report of the committee, which is a substitute propos- 
wa, onn to declare the intention of a previous act of Congress ? 
. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. That is what I understand. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand that is the whole of it. 

The SPEAKER. That does not meet the point of order. The sub- 
8 would not have any status if the original bill did not come 

ck. 
Mr. WHITE. As I understand, the original bill is not here. 

The SPEAKER. It is here. 

Mr. WHITE. I understood it was merely read for information. 

The SPEAKER. The original bill is before the House, and the 
committee recommend a substitute. Su go the House voted down 
the substitute, would not the original bill then be before the House 
for action? 

Mr. WHITE. The substitute is the proposition of the committee, 


and not the original bill. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It seems to me the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia will probably withdraw the point of order when he understands 
there is no purpose whatever to pan the original bill, the object 
being merely to have the action of the House upon the substitute. I 
admit that the point of order is a good one. The substitute could 
not be before the House unless it came accompanied by the original 
bill, and the point of order must be sustained by the Chair if insisted 
upon. But when the gentleman making the point of order shall un- 
derstand distinctly that there is no p whatever to press the 
consideration of the original bill except for the purpose of having a 
vote as between it and the substitute, (which, if adopted, will avoid 
the point of order,) it seems to me that he will accomplish his whole 
purpose if he will withdraw his point of order and allow that vote 
to be taken. = 

Mr. CONGER. Is not the object sought to be accomplished exactly 
the same in both bills? z 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not read either the bill or the substitute. 

Mr. CONGER. Is not the object of both to provide for a refund- 
ing of money? x 

r. CARLISLE. I suppose that, as a matter of course, if the sub- 


1880. 
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stitute shall be adopted and passed into law, the result will be that 
the accounting officers of the Treasury Department will audit the 
claims of the State of Kentucky for arming and subsisting these 


troops. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, as an interesting fact in 
this connection, that the original act was passed under a suspension 
of the rules, thereby evading the point of order that could have been 
raised against it. What is now before the House is, as stated by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE,] the original bill, for 
which the Committee on War Claims recommend the adoption of a 
substitute. The pas of order rests against the original bill. 

Mr. S of Pennsylvania. My purpose in raising that point of 
order is to afford to every one an Larges 4 in Committee of the 
Whole to investigate the merits of the bill and the substitute. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire briefly to ap to my colleague [Mr. 
SMITH] and to the gentleman from Mic [Mr. ConGER] to with- 
draw the point of order. The date of the original act is 1872, at 
which time the republicans had a majority in both Houses of Con- 

. The matter was fully atopy cere and the act Woa paonon by 
more than a two-thirds vote. The Northern States have all been re- 
imbursed for such services and ditures; and, in my judgment, 
Kentucky is as well entitled to this refunding as any of the other 
States can have been. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Are the merits of this bill now be- 
fore the House ? 

The SPEAKER. They are not. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Then I make the point of order 
against my ee . KELLEY] that he is not in order in dis- 
eussing the merits of the bill. 

Mr Y. Iam not speaking of the merits of the bill, I am 


makin a eee for an act of justice. 

The SP. R. And the gentleman’s coll e objects. 

Mr. KELLEY, That may be, and yet he might be touched by the 
truth if not by . 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Debate on the merits of the bill is 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reminds the Chair that debate is 
not in order. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I have made the point of order. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania” is always ready to listen to sug- 
gestions—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I renew the point of order that debate is out of 
order. d 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Very well. When I make a point 
of order I want it to be understood that I mean it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. Allow me one word. 

The SPEAKER. To the point of order? 

Mr. BAYNE. To a personal matter. 

The SPEAKER. There is no personal matter involved, as the Chair 
understands it. 

Mr. BAYNE. There is to this extent: I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on WarClaims. The gentleman making this report states that 
it is unanimously concurred in by the Committee on War Claims. I 
cannot consent to that, nor can I exactly dissent from it, for the rea- 
son that I have not seen the substitute in its perfected form, and do 
not know whether I shall object to it or not when it comes before the 
Honse. 

Upon the point of order, the substitute undoubtedly intends an 
appropriation ; it intends that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
liquidate an account for money said to-be due to the State of Ken- 
tucky under a prior act, which it is claimed the Secretary of the 
Treasury has misconstrued. There certainly will have to be an appro- 
priation to meet the e of this act; otherwise, it would 
amount to nothing at all. I hope that the bill may be considered in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Iwill say this to the question pro- 

unded: I am satisfied that if gentlemen on the other side of the 

ouse understood the nature of this bill there would be no objection 
to it. 
Mr. CONGER. Does the gentleman have any objection to this bill 
being investigated in the Committee of the ole? 

Mr. THO. ON, of Kentucky. None in the world, except the 
delay it would cause. 

Mr. CONGER. Then let it go there. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentue y: I will say this to the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER:] I understood that this was the unan- 
imous report of the Committee on War Claims. They directed this 
substitute to be reported and to ask for its present consideration. 
This only puts Kentucky on the same ground with other States of 
the Union. It provides that the claims of Kentucky shall be con- 
sidered by the accounting officers of the Treasury just as similar 
claims of other States have been. Special acts have n paed for 
the benefit of Ohio, Indiana, Virginia, and other States, and this only 
follows and adopts those acts. Pennsylvania has been paid every 
dollar which she expended for this same purpose. There is not asin- 
gle State in the Union that, with claims not only for the last war, but 


for the revolutionary war, the war of 18 
not had its accounts passed upon and se 


and the Mexican war, has 
ed by the accounting offi- 
cers of the We do not ask any interest on this account. 
The accounts of the other States were paid in 1866, 1867, and 1868. 
This account has stood until now. 

Mr. BAYNE. May I ask the gentleman a . 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; I yield for any question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is it not the fact that the act applicable > Missouri 
and this bill, if we to the substitute, provide for a larger pay- 
ment to these two States than was allowed to Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
and the other States? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Not at all. The allowance is the 
same. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will remind the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that he must address himself to the point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of 8 Yes, sir. I was simply giving 
that explanation which the gentleman requested. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Having made the point of order, I 
do not desire to go into any discussion of the merits of the bill. The 
gentleman will do me the justice to say that I have carefully avoided 
any such discussion. At the proper time that question will be inves- 
* I insist upon the point of order. 

e SPEAKER. This point of order is made upon the original bill, 
the second section of which contains the following words: 


That a sufficient sum of the $1,000,000 a; to said accounts is again 
appropriated to pay such rn — to pay enid aao y 

The Chair does not go to the extent of deciding whether the sub- 
stitute, if presented as an original bill, would be subject to the point 
of order; but he decides that the second section of the bill is subject 
to the point of order, and therefore the bill must be consid in 
Committee of the Whole. The Chair sustains the point of order as 
against the original bill, without deciding whether the substitute is 
subject to the point of order. 

. CONG: That question does not arise now. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. If in order, I move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 

TheSPEAKER. That motion is not in order now, because this hour 
is devoted to reports from committees. Reports are still in order from 
the Committee on War Claims. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back adversely the following cases; which were laid on the table, and 
the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

Petition of . . O. McGregor, of Tipton County, Tennessee, 
claiming $730 as compensation for supplies taken by United States 
troops during the late war; 

Petition of John S. Peete, of Mason’s Depot, Tipton County, Ten- 
nessee, claiming $600 as compensation for property taken by the United 
States Army during the late war; 

Petition of John W. Rosaman, of Gadsden, Madison County, Ten- 
nessee, claiming 884.40 as compensation for saddle, bridle, and hay 
taken for the use of the Army of the United States; 

Petition of M. W. Young, of Benton County, Mississippi, claiming 

970 as compensation for quartermaster stores and commissary sup- 
plies taken for the use of the United States Army; 

Petition of William B. Read, of Haywood County, Tennessee, claim- 
ing $817.50 as compensation for quartermaster stores taken for the 
United States Army ; 

Petition of Zebulon C. Nolen, of Haywood County, Tennessee, claim- 
ing $700 a compensation for four horses taken for the United States 

my; an 

Petition of Benjamin H. Rutherford, of Tipton County, Tennessee, 
prety bestia? as compensation for property taken for the use of the 
United States Army. 


HENRY F. LINES. 


Mr. CARPENTER, fom the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4906) for the relief of Henry F. Lines; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. TYLER, from the same committee, reported back adversely the 
following cases ; which were laid on the table, and the accompanying 
reports ordered to be printed: 

etition of Charles D. McLean, of Memphis, Tennessee, yea 
$3,280 as compensation for property taken for the use of the Army o 
the United States ; 0 

Petition of Francis M. Mendenhall, of Shelby County, Tennessee, 
claiming $838 as compensation for commissary supplies taken for the 
use of the Army of the United States; af! 

Petition of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton, of Memphis, Tennessee, claiming 
$14,962.83 for rent and damages of building occupied by the military 
authorities of the United States as a military prison ; 

Petition of Francis Molitor, of Germantown, Shelby County, Ten- 
nessee, claiming $1,525 as compensation for lumber taken by Colonels 

and Weaver, at Bray’s Station, Germantown, Tennessee, in 
January, 1863 ; 
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as compensation for 
December, 


Petition of W. C. McHaney, claiming $1,683 
eet — by the United States military authorities 
1862; an 

Petition of John R. Redford, of Memphis, Tennessee, claiming $150 


as compensation for a horse taken by the United States Army in 1864, 

Mr. FERDON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported ad- 
versely on the following cases; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the 35353 reports ordered to be printed: 

The claim of John A. ey, of si ie County, Tennessee; 

The claim of William B. Hamlin, Memphis, Tennessee; 

The claim of Lucy E. Dowdy, executrix of William P. Dowdy, Fay- 
ette County, Tennessee; 

The claim of Ezekiel T. Keel, Memphis, Tennessee; 

The petition of Lytle Newton, Madison County, Tennessee; 

The claim of John M. McClellan, of Memphis, Tennessee; 

The claim of Gideon B. Wray, of Covington, Tipton County, Ten- 


nessee; 
The claim of William R. Kearney, of Bolivar, Hardeman County, 


Tennessee ; > 
The claim of Mrs. Lucie A. Jameson, of e Se Tennessee ; 
The claim of James A. Henry, of Henderson County, Tennessee ; 
The claim of Leland Leatherman, executor of John C. Lanier, de- 
ceased, of Memphis, Tennessee; an 
Edgar MeDavitt, John T. Stratton, and Samuel H. 


The claim of 
Dunscomb, of Mowphis Tennessee. 
Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 


adversely on the following cases; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the rg nla, FEDOS ordered to be printed : 
The petition of Theodore T. Coffin, of Loudon County, Tennessee ; 
The petition of William G. Harwood, of Carbondale, Illinois ; 
The petition of Greenberry Adamson, of Madison County, Tennes- 


pee; 

The petition of John Mahony, of New Orleans; 

The petition of Allen J. Holliday, of De Soto County, Mississippi; 
and 

The petition of A. F. Bonner, as administrator of Martha A. Bon- 
ner, deceased, for quartermaster stores. 

Mr. BAYNE moved to reconsider all the votes by which cases re- 
ported adversely were laid on the table; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN HEPTING AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MULDROW, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 4907) to confirm to John Henting and oth- 
ers title to certain lands; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all the right, title, claim, and 
interest of the United States to certain tracts of land on the right 
bank of the Mississippi River, opposite the city of New Orleans, in 
the parish of Jefferson, and now site of the village of Mechanic- 
ham, and described as a tract of land fronting sixteen arpents on 
the river by forty arpents in depth between parallel lines, and fur- 
ther described in the official maps of the General Land Office of the 
United States as sections 3, 5, 34, 35, and 36, in township 13 south 
range 24 east, and sections 40, 41, 42,57,58, and 59, in township 14 
south, range 24 east, southeast district of Louisiana, be, and the same 
is hereby, granted and conveyed to the lady abbess and community 
of Ursuline Lady Nuns, of New Orleans, Louisiana, their successors, 
transferees, ven and assigns; provided that this shall have the 
effect only of a quitclaim of all the right, title, and interest of the 
United States therein; not to affect any valid adverse right or title 
to said land, nor create any liability on the part of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. MULDROW. There is; and I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
¥ pues 3 8 Land 7 to fishery Se was referred _ —— of 

(5 and o! ZeD8 o. e 0 uisiana, ra, r the con- 
Sirmation of their title to certain lands situated on the Missisalp pi River, opposite 


the city of New Orleans, sixteen its front on said river by arpents in 
depth, and described upon the official map of the General Land Office of the United 
as sections 3 and 5, 34, 35, 36, in t: p 13, range 24 east, and sections 


40, 
ownship 14 south, range 24 east, southeast district of Lou- 
g pront, was submitted to tho Com- 


ination by him, evinced by a clear, full, and exhaustive report, he declares 

Piety aah | ee E TEE Mercado ROEDTAN tO 
Speaker of the House by the the Intorior, and is made part of this 
date February 8, 1736, under 


y Nuns of New Orleans ac- 
me title to a plantation on the right bank of said 


im properties and who ered uneasy 

oak propeta ha said — — Wie tendo or the United Beaten 
0 

= by —.— of the same. i 


‘our committee, after very full and careful examination of all the records and 
titles which bear upon this question, agree with the conclusions of the Commis- 


Uy oE a Land Office, and adopt his report as part of the report of the com- 
Your committee reports the accompanying bill, and recommends its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third timo; and 
being en „it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISRAEL DODGE. 


Mr. PACHECO, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported, as a substitute for House bill No. 939, a bill (H. R. No. 4908) for 
the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Israel Dodge, de- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas it appears that the claim of Israel Dodge, or his legal re tatives, 
was confirmed 1 Congress entitled An act to confirm certain land claims 
in the State of Missouri,“ approved June 21, 1860, to the extent of 7,056 7 — 

t. on the d day of December, 1865, a certificate 
minissioner of the General Land Office in 
ion of said claim of Israel Dodge, erroneously reciting the act of Con- 
1858, as the e the issue of said certificate; and 
certain tracts of land subject to location and entry under 
sions of the aforesaid act of June 21, 1860, have been daly en under 
and by virtue of said certificate, and in part satisfaction thereof: ‘Therefore, 

Beit enacted, dc., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and required to issue patents to such of the representatives 
of Israel Dodge, deceased, as may be entitled to them, for lands red under and b; 
virtue of cate of location No. 2, issued by the Commissioner of the Geomel 


in accordance with the provisions of the second section of the aci of June 21, 1860; 
Provided, Said entries be found free rona onjotan in every other particular, and 
that for the remainder of the land yet au to be located under said certificate 
upon the surrender thereof, he issue to the 1 aforesaid, who 
may be legally entitled thereto, certificates of location in quantities not to exceed 
eighty acres, each of which may be located upon any lands not mineral, of the United 
8 subject to entry under the laws thereof, at $1.25 per acre and in commuta- 
tion of pre-emption and homestead entries, and the lands located therewith pat- 
ented in like manner as other public lands of the United States: Provided, That 
the location in each case s conform to the legal subdivisions of the publie 
surveys. 


Mr. WHITE. Is there a report in that case? 
The SPEAKER. The report accompanying the bill will be read, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

‘The Committee on Private Land Claims, to which was referred House resolu- 

tion No. 965 for the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of Israel Dodge, 
deceased, have considered the same, and b in the followin: an Iais repoti: 

The justice of the claim upon which this bill is based is of the most undoubted 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office officially certifies to the 


following facts: 
The claim of Israel Dodge or his legal representatives was confirmed by the act of 
Congress entitled “An act to confirm certain land claims in the State of 1 
an 


representatives 


action of said claim of Israel Dodge, ci mene a the act 2 88 ap- 
certificate. appears 


rovisions of the 
aforesaid act of June 21, 1860, have been duly entered under and by virtue of said 
certificate and in part on the 

From these facts it is clear that the error was the fault of an officer of the Gov- 
Saares nt) that the legal representatives of Dodge are entitled to the re- 

Your committee, in order to better protect the interest of all parties and in accord- 
ance with recommendations from the Land Department, have made some changes, 
and therefore recommend the adoption and passage of the accompanying substitute. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I desire to ask the gentleman whether there 
is any controversy pending in any of the courts respecting these 
1 7 


ands 

Mr. PACHECO. The bill has been fully considered by the com- 
mittee and reported unanimously. We know of noadverse claims. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, My question is whether the title to these 
lands is in controversy in any of the courts? 

Mr. PACHECO. e committee has no information of any contro- 
8 We have no evidence before us in support of any adverse 
č 8 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. Is there no adverse claim or claimant ? 

Mr. PACHECO. We have no information of any. 

Mr. GUNTER. I will state for the benefit of the tleman from 
Kansas that the Committee on Private Land Claims carefully in- 
vestigated this subject and find no adverseclaims. The object of this 
bill is for the Government to convey land located under the act of 
1862, for the old Spanish grant which had been utilized by the Gov- 
ernment before; and we closely investigated the matter and found 
there were no adverse claimants whatever. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and I 

Mr. PACHECO moved to reconsider the vote by which bill 
sa 8 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. BURCH, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had the following bils without emendmentat 

. amend section 3020 of the Revised Stat - 
utes; an ; 
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A bill (H. R. No. 4432) 


making additional appropriations for the 
support of certain Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1880. 


e m also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


uested : 
2 A bill (S. No. 1208) for the relief of William H. Davis, of Oakland, 
California; and 
A bill (S. No. a the relief of Chester A. Arthur, collector of 
the port of New York. 


em further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, the following bills: 
A bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of certain actual settlers on 


the Kansas trust and diminished-reserve lands, in the State of Kan- 


sas; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1153) to restore to the > publio domain a part of the 
military reseryation known as the Fort Ripley reservation, in the 
State of Minnesota, and for other purposes. 


ARTICLES OF HUMAN FOOD AND DRINK. 


Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Mannfactures, reported back, 
with amendments, the bill (H.R. No. 3 re; te the manufacture 
and sale of articles of human food and drink; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on culture, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 445, a bill (H. R. No.4909) to make the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture an executive department of the United States 
Government. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute. Before he had com- 
pleted the ing, 

Mr. McLANE called for the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I rise to move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the 

urpose of 555 the consideration of the special order, 
bein the bill (H. R. No. 4592) to facilitate the refunding of the na- 
tional debt. 

Mr. BICKNELL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BICKNELL. Onthe 13th January the bill (H. R. No. 2023) to 
amend sundry provisions of chapter 1, title 3, of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to presidential elections, and to provide 
for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice- 
President, and the decision of questions arising thereon, was assigned 
as a npon 1 order for consideration on Th y the 29th January 
after the morning hour, and from day to api thereafter until di 
of. Lask if the consideration of that bill is not the regular order 
now f 

Mr. HOSTETLER. There is a prior order, which I now call up. 

The SPEAKER. There is a 1 6 — order in the House, the bill re- 


by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOSTETLER, I from the 
mmittee on Reform in the Civil Service, the title of Which the 
Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill R. No. 2266) to prohibit Federal officers, claimants, and contractors 
from g contributions for political purposes. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I raise the question of consideration 
st that bill. N 


. HOOKER. I rise to inquire of the Chair whether an order 
prior to all those orders is not the special order for the consideration 
of the bill reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs, the bill (H. 
= No. = for the ascertainment of the amount due the Choctaw 

ation l 

The SPEAKER. That bill is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union and not in the House. The billto which the gen- 
tleman from Indiana directs the attention of the Chair is in the House 
as a special order. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. HOSTETLER] as having the right to contend for consideration 
of the billnamed by him ; and the gentleman from New York has the 
right to raise the question of consideration. 

r. FERNA WOOD. My yent being that the House may re- 
solve itself into Committee of the ole on the state of the Union to 
consider the bill to facilitate the refunding of the national debt which 
was made a special order for March 2 in Committee of the Whole im- 
mediately after the morning hour. I raise the question of considera- 
tion against any other bill. 

The SPEAKER. The special orders if pressed will have to be laid 
aside before the order indicated by the gentleman from New York can 
be reached. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I sa t to the Chair that the order 
for the consideration of the refunding bill excludes all prior orders. 

The SPEAKER. But we are now in the Honse. The refunding 


bill is in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. HOSTETLER. The bill reported from the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service was made a special order on the 10th day 


2 aS for the 7th of January in the House as in Committee of 
e. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes that fact and recognizes 
the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOSTETLER ] to move to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill. And the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FERNANDO WOOD ] raises the question of consideration against it. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The motion I desire to submit is that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the ic Bay of considering the refunding bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
New York to raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the motion of the gentleman from New York 

Mr. FERNANDO Woop) should prevail and the House should resolve 
itself into Committee of the ole on the state of the Union, would 
not the first bill considered be the first bill on the Calendar, being 
the one to which I have referred, reported by the Committee on In- 
om si ag for the ascertainment of the amount due the Choctaw 

ation 

Mr, FERNANDO WOOD. The Committee of the Whole will de- 
termine that. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will cause to be read the order in ref- 
erence to the refunding bill. The bill to which the gentleman from 
Mississippi alludes would be the bill first considered unless the words 
of the special order in reference to the refunding bill should give 
priority to the latter bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

e 18. A bill (H. R. No. 4592) to facilitate the refunding of the national 


ea 
Tuesday in 
existing orders, but not to in 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to inquire of the Chair what question of 
consideration the gentleman from New York [ Mr. FERNANDO Woop] 
can raise in the House? : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York raises the ques- 
tion of consideration against the bill in reference to political assess- 
ments reported mg the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HosTeTLER.] 

Mr. FINLEY. But the bill to which the gentleman from New York 
alludes is not in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOSTETLER] against which the gentleman from New York raises the 
question of consideration is in the House. 

Mr. FINLEY. But the point I make is that the bill to which the 
gentleman from New York alludes is in Committee of the Whole. He 
cannot raise the question of consideration against a bill that is in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not done so. He raises the 

uestion of consideration inst the bill made a ial order in the 
ouse, the title of which been read. The Clerk will read it 


again. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 2266) to prohibit Federal officers, claimants, and contractors 
from making contributions for political purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill the title of which has been just read is 
a special order in the House, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FERNANDO Woop] raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to ask a question for information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WHITE. Suppose the House votes against considering the bill 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOSTETLER 7] 

The SPEAKER. Then the question will come up in regard to the 
next special order in the House. 

Mr. ITE. What is the next special order—the refunding bill? 

The SPEAKER, The refunding bill is a special order in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, not in the House. The House will have toset aside 
the special orders in the House before it can proceed to consider any 
special order in Committee of the Whole. s 

Mr. WHITE. What will be the next special order in the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2273) to provide office-rooms for the National Board of Health, 
and for the publication of its reports and papers, and for other purposes. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. That bill can be laid upon the table, 
as the object of it has been accomplished by another bill. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Clerk will report the next special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1370) giving to all religious denominations equal rights and 
pri í in the Indian 9 ag me 

Mr. CARLISLE. I would like to inquire—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3013) to provide for the manner of service 
and 3 1 3 1 er 

Mr. CARLISLE. The inquiry I was about to make is this: what 
has become of the bill to regulate the mode of ascertaining and de- 
claring the result of presidential elections? 

The SPEAKER. That is a still later special order. The Clerk will 
rt the two remaining special orders now pending in the House. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 1029) and and the on 
0 0. ) concerning commerce navigation regulati 


re 


of 
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1, title 3, of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relai to presiden 8 
vide Fema regulate the . — 3 Ér President and Vice-President, 
and the decision of questions arising thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks these special orders—the titles 
of which have been read by the Clerk—are the special orders which 
will properly come up in the House, in their order of date. They were 
all made special orders under a practical suspension of the rules. If 
a majority of the House desires to lay them aside, the Chair thinks 
the proper mode to do so is by raising the question of consideration 
upon each one as it is reached. Rule 104 reads: 

2 ͤ v 
0 es an ers for the o 
House on the state of the Union, an = 

That rule would seem to indicate that a motion to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union would be in order at any 
time, and could be decided by a majority vote. But, in fixing these 
several . orders in the House, Rule 104 with other rules was 
suspend The Chair, therefore, thinks it is his duty to give an op- 
portunity to the House to determine whether they consider any 
of these special orders in the House, which, by a.suspension of the 
rules, were made such special orders; otherwise a special order is 
without force of execution. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Has not the refunding bill—a bill of 
such great magnitude—some status outside of these other bills? 

The SPE R. Thestatus which the House intended the refund- 
ing bill should have is that in Committee of the Whole it shall be 
considered to the exclusion of all other business, except tp i 
bills in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliamentary 


inquiry. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it not now in order to move to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the public Calendar, without 
reference to any particular bill? 

The SPE. That is an equivalent motion to the motion made 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO woop) 

Mr. GAN. And the bill of the gentleman from In: a [Mr. 
HOSTETLER] stands as the first special order in the House, unless dis- 
placed by a vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER, It does, and if 8 now it would not lose its 
special advan , for it is a contin order. If the House now 
refuses to consider it, it will only say that it does not desire to con- 
ag HOOKER. 1 desire to mak liamentary inquiry. 

3 esire to make a parliamen : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 3 

Mr. HOOKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO 
woni indicate his purpose to move to go into Committee of the 

ole 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states in way of debate that his 
ohen in raising the question of consideration upon the first special 
order in the House is that he may submit a motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union in case the House shall 
refuse to consider that special order in the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. The bill to which I refer, for the ascertainment of 
the amount due the Choctaw Nation, was made a special order for 
the second Tuesday in January, 1880, and that order was made by 
the House during the last session. 

The SPEAKER. It is usual for the Committee of the Whole to 
determine what business it willconsider. The bill to which the gen- 
tleman refers is first in order on the Calendar in the Committee of the 
Whole, and it is not usual for the House to determine what order the 
Committee of the Whole shall adopt in taking up bills. 

Mr. HOOKER. It seems to me that these modern special orders 
9 not to supersede these old ones. 

e SP R. They do supersede them in committee; they are 
special orders in the House, not in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand that; but when they get into Com- 
mittee of the Whole—— 

The SPEAKER. Then the same question of consideration can be 
raised there under the existing rules. 

Mr. COX. The question of consideration is raised by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] between his bill and the 
bills made special orders in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing todo with the Committee 
of the Whole; it is for the Committee of the Whole to determine its 
order of procedure, 

TAR 8 Can a motion be now made to go into Committee of the 
ole 

The SPEAKER. Not until the special orders in the House which 
are contended for shall haye been disposed of, for they were made 
special under suspension of the rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. On all of them, or only one ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks on five or six of them. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I think if the Chair will examine 
the record he will find that the rales were suspended in regard to only 
one of them. 

The SPEAKER. Some were made cial orders by unanimous 
consent, which is one manner of suspending the rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I understand that they were simply 


A bill (H. R. No, 2023) to amend sundry provisions of porno 


set down for a certain day. 


f Te CERERE The Journal shows they were all made continu- 
ing orders. 

COX. Does the Chair decide that we cannot now go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. If a majority of the House wants to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, it can do so very 
ma But the Chair holds that he is bound to recognize first the 
special orders in the House. A majority can control the matter. The 

uestion now is the question of consideration raised by the gentleman 
m New York, which is, Will the House now 3 the bill (H. 
R. No. 2266) to prohibit Federal officers, claimants, and contractors 
from making contributions for political purposes ? which is the first 


special order in the House, 
The question being taken, there 0 bd 88, noes 84, 
Mr. CONGER and Mr. FERNANDO WOOD called for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. FERNANDO Woop and Mr. HOSTET- 
LER were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 94, noes 100. 

Mr. McLANE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The ye and nays were ordered. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Before the vote is taken, I would like 
to know the status of the bill of the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. 
beg | 

The SP. R. This vote tests the question whether that bill 
shall be considered now. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Iunderstand that; but I wish to know 
whether the previous question is operating upon that bill—whether 
there is to be any more discussion upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised that the previous ques- 
tion is prevailing upon the bill. On the contrary, he thinks nom 
was an understanding that there should be debate. N 

Er REAGAN. It was understood there was to be no discussion 
on it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If this bill is not considered at the present 
time, will it lose its place on the Calendar ? j 

The SPEAKER. Ít will not. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What will be its position ? A 

The SPEAKER. Itwill comeup whenever a majority of the House 


DAY pe willing to consider it. \ 
e 1 was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 127, not 
voting 62, as follows: 
YEAS—103. 
Acklen, Evins, Š Ladd, Shelley, 
Aiken, Ewing, Le Fevre, Singleton, O. R. 
Armfield, Finley, Low Sl 
Atherton, Forney, Martin, Benj. F. Smith, Hezekiah B, 
Atkins, Geddes, Martin, Edward L. Sparks, 
Berry, Gillette, MoKenzie, Speer, 
Bicknell, 0, McLane, Steele, 
Gunter, Me Mah. Stevenson, 
Caldwell, Hammond, N. q MeMillin, Talbott, 
Clardy, Hatch, M ‘Taylor, 
Clark, Alvah A. Henkle, Murch, D, 
Clark, Jobn B. Henry, Myers, Townshend, R. W. 
Cobb, Herbert, New, Turner, 
Coffroth, Herndon, Nicholls, Turner, Thomas 
Colerick, O'Connor, Vance, 
Cook, Hos 7 Philips, Waddin, 
ga — Phister, 8 
vens, a 2 born, 
—.— ce Richardson’ J. B. Whitthorns 
n, 0 m, . tti 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kenna, Richmond, Williams, Thomas 
De La Matyr, Kimmel, Rothwel Willis, 
Deuster, King, Ryon, John W. Wilson, 
Dibrell, Ki Samford, Yocum, 
Dickey, 2 Sawyer, Young, Casey. 
NAYS—197. 
Aldrich, N. W. Dag; Humphrey, Price, 
ch, William Davis, R. Jones, Rice, 
Anderson, Davis, Horace Joyce, Robeson, 
fs Deering, Keifer, Robinson, 
Baker, Dunne 2 
Ballon, Dwight, Ketcham, Russell, Daniel L. 
Barber, Einstein, Killinger, „ W. À. 
Errett, Lapham, Ryan, Thomas 
tzhoover, Farr, Lindsey, Shallenberger, 
Bi Felton, Marsh, Sh 
Blackburn, Ferdon, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, A. Herr 
Blake, Field, Mason, Stone, 
Bliss, Fisher, MeCook, Thomas, 
Boyd, Forsythe, McGowan, Thompson, P. B. 
Brewer, Fort, Miller, Townsend, 08 
Frye, Mills, Tucker, 
K Garfield, Mitchell, 5 5 
onroe, pd J.T. 
Burrows, all, Morse, Upd 
Butterworth, Hammond, John Maller, Urner, 
Benj Neal, Valentine, 
Camp, Haskel No an Aernam, 
Hawk, O'Neill, Ward. 
88 eal O'Reilly, uf 
‘arpenter, es, Orth, arner, 
Caswell, Havel Osmer, Washburn, 
Claflin, H Overton, Wells, 
Clymer, Henderson, Pacheco, White, 
Conger, Page, Williams, C. G. 
Co Hooker, Persons, 8 
Cowgill, Houk, Phelps, Wood, 
Crapo, Hubbell, Pound, 
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NOT VOTING—62. The SPEAKER. The 8 reporting that is not in his seat. 
Dick, Manning, leton, J. W. Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Let us have these bills disposed of 
Barlow, Elam, a a a William E. | as we reach them. 
Berna. 1 ek ey, Sete The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York raises the question 
d, Frost, Money. Stephens, of consideration. 
Blount, Gibson, M co Wm. G. The House refused to consider the bill. 
eee 8 Van Voorhis, COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION, ETC. 
5 Horr, O'Brien, Voorhis, The next special order was a bill (H. R. No. 1029) concerning com- 
Soa 80 ate woe merce and navigation and the regulation of steam-vessels. 
8 1 eet ak Mr. KENNA. I have no desire to press that bill on to-day or to 
Chalm James, Prescot Wood, Walter A. x z y. 
Chittenden, Jorgensen, Reed, Wright, 0 9 the gentleman from New York; but I do not desire it 
Converse, Lewis, 3 Young, Thomas L. shall lose its place as a special order. : 
wley, 
ee 1 Sank 8 peer AE . The SPE R. It will not. 


So the House refused to consider House bill No. 2266. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I am paired with the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, Mr. NEWBERRY. 

Mr. ELLIS. I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. HARMER. 
i Mr. BOUCK. I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Mo- 
KINLEY. 

Mr. DIBRELL. My colleague, Mr. SIMONTON, is paired with the 
gentleman from Iowa, Mr. McCorp. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. 


Mr. MORTON. I am paired with the gentleman from Louisiana, 
Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. CHITTENDEN. I am paired with the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, Mr. BUCKNER. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I am paired with the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, Mr. CHALMERS. 
. LORING. Iam paired with the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. 


LEWIS. 

Mr. PRESCOTT. Iam paired with the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman from New York, Mr. STARIN, is paired 
with the wenn from Mississippi, Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. WILBER. I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
SMITH. If he were here, I should vote “no;” I presume he would 
vote “ ay.” 

Mr. SAPP, I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Con- 
VERSE. If he were present, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. MILES. I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
SINGLETON, If at liberty to vote, I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. HORR. Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


Mr. WISE. 

Mr. FISHER. The gentleman from Iowa, Mr. THOMPSON, is paired 
with the gentleman from North Caro Davis. My ee E 
2 5 HARMER, is paired with the gentleman from Louisiana, . 

LLIS. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, is 
paired with the gentleman from Colorado, Mr. BELFORD. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that vote decisive; but the 

Clerk will read the next special order, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resol That 10,000 ies of Hi Report No. 14, first session Forty-sixth 
2 1 i * reported from the — — on 


Genero, be tinted for the use of the House; 
Printing by „ SINGLETON, of Mississippi, with an amendment. 


Mr. WHITE. I understand that is not pressed at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youne] 
states that he does not press the consideration of this special order 
at this time. 

The resolution was laid aside. 

EQUAL RIGHTS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

The next special order was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1370) giving to all religious denominations equal rights and 

vil e Indian reservations; re from the Committee on 


kpi Mr. 8e made the special — popoa 


day in the followin after the „ 
a e 0 anu moi our, ani o da; 
after until disposed of. vas * 7 9 

Mr. GARFIELD, The vote recently taken indicates the state of 
the mind of the House, and I therefore ask by unanimous consent—I 

with the Chair that the vote was decisive—that we reach the 

order sought to be reached by the gentleman from New York at once. 

The SPEAKER. The pending order in the way of the gentleman 
from New York may be set aside by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SCALES. I do not object if that does not prejudice the con- 
sideration of that bill. ` 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. BICKNELL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York raises the ques- 
tion of consideration. 

The bill was laid aside. 


SCHEDULES ON MAIL-ROUTES. 
The next special order was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 3013) to provide for regulating the manner of ee service 
and e: iting schedules on mail-routes ; from the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads by the gentleman trom Mississippe Mr. MONETY. * 


Mr. KENNA. I do not desire it shall lose any of its rights. 
The SPEAKER. The House only says that it does not wish to con- 
sider it now. 
Mr. KENNA. I have no objection to that. 
The bill was laid aside. 
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 
The next special order was a bill (H. R. No. 2023) to amend 8 
ee of chapter 1, title 3, of the Revised Statutes of the Uni 
tates relating to presidential elections, and to provide for and regu- 
late the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and 
the decision of questions arising thereon, reported from the select 
committee on that subject by Mr. BICKNELL. 
Mr. BICKNELL. Lam ready to take up that bill for consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York raises the ques- 
tion of consideration. 
Mr. SPARKS. Let us have a division on that. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 93. 
So the House refused to consider the bill, and it was laid aside. 


REFUNDING BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. FERNANDO 3 moves that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the ole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask to raise the question of con- 
sideration so we may go into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the public Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The public Calendar is in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that the new rules do not go into effect until Monday next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of ois. I want to go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on the general Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. When the House goes into the Committee of the 
Whole on the motion of the gentleman from New York it will be upon 
the public Calendar. 

r. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My onac to g into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to take up the bill in 
to removal of causes from State courts. 
r. ATKINS. You can raise the question of consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. But it is not the same motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is the same. The gentleman from 
New York moves to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and in that committee is the public Calendar. 

Mr. ATKIN S. You can raise the question of consideration on each 
bill as it comes up. 

Mr. TOWNS , of Ilinois. Very well, I withdraw ny nokon: 

Mr. FERNANDO Woop’s motion was to; and the House ac- 
cordin ey resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, Mr. Covert in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering House bill 
No, 4592, to facilitate the refunding of the national debt. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understand we are in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to consider whatever is on the Calendar, 
and not an ticular bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then you have to move to lay 
aside this bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. The House having on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, the House will take up and consider in the 
order in which they stand upon the Calendar the various matters re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole. And first upon that Calen- 
dar stands a measure which was set so long ago as the 10th of June 
last for consideration on the second Tuesday in January, 1880, and I 
hold that takes precedence of every other matter and must be con- 
sidered before you pass it to consider any other proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will cause to be read the rule and then 
the special order of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


114. In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the bills shall be 
taken up and dis of in their order on the Calendar; but when objection is 
made to the consideration of a bill, a 3 of the committee shall decide, with- 
out debate, whether it shall be taken up and disposed of, or laid aside: Provided, 
That general appropriation bills, and, in time of war, bills for raising men or money, 
and bills concerning a treaty of peace, shall be preferred to all er bills, at the 
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discretion of the committee; and when demanded P 
shall first be put in regard to them; and all debates on special orders be con- 
fined strictly to the measure under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the order of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bill No. 4592, to facilitate the refunding of the national debt. 

February 18—— 

Mr. HOOKER. I make the point of order that is not the special 
order of the committee, but the special order of the House in refer- 
ence to that bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to state to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that it will be proper first to have read the rule and then 
the order adopted by the House in this matter. The rule has been 
read, and the Clerk is now proceeding to read the order of the House 
which controls the action of the committee. 

Mr. HOOKER. But that is not the order in the Committee of the 
Whole. That is the order of the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman from Mississippi will allow ne 
I will say that what the Clerk is about to read in terms suspends 
pre-existing special orders. -If the gentleman allows the order to be 
read it will show for itself. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio will excuse me, I raise 
the point of order that that order cannot be raised now, and cannot 
be raised until you reach that bill on the Calendar. I makethe point 
that until you do reach that bill on the Calendar you cannot consider 
it in Committee of the Whole, if any gentleman shall object and de- 
mand the consideration of prior orders. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask for the reading of the order of the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. You must take up cases in the order in which they 
stand upon the Calendar. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The later necessarily revokes the former order 
of the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. It does not. It does wher it is reached, but it does 
not until it is reached. That is the true order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will overrule the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Mississippi, and ask the Clerk to read the 

cial order, after which he will recognize the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi again. 

Mr. CONGER. If the order in regard to the bill of the gentleman 
from New York is read, it will be seen the decision of the Chair is all 
right. This bill is made the order in Committee of the Whole by 
order of the House, to the exclusion of all other special orders. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

February 18, 1880.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. Made the order therein after the morning hour, March 
2, 1880, and from day to day until disposed of, to the exclusion of all existing orders. 

Mr. FINLEY. That was made in the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. I say, the House having on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the Calendar, we necessarily take 15 the cases 
in the order in which they stand upon the Calendar. That, I pre- 
sume, neither the gentleman from New York nor any other gentleman, 
not even the gentleman from Ohio, will combat. It is very true, 
when the House by a very recent order—as late as January—agreed 
to consider the case of the gentleman from New York it to 
consider it in the order in which it stands upon the Calendar; and 
until it is reached on the Calendar it cannot be considered at all. 
Therefore the committee would naturally take up for consideration 
the case which stands first on the Calen And I insist this 
set on the 10th of June last for consideration in last January, 
not be superseded by the action of the committee for the considera- 
tion of any other question. And more cularly is this the case, 
Mr. Chairman, because by order of the House, three-fourths voting 
for it, every other rule was suspended in order to give this case a hear- 
ing—one which has been protracted and 5 7 5 inated from year to 
year. I say, being in Committee of the Whole, we must take up the 
cases in the order in which they stand upon the Calendar. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The lopis of the gentleman from Mississippi is 
this: that whatever order the House of Representatives may make 
as to the order of business in the Committee of the Whole, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole is at perfect liberty to disregard it if it sees fit; 
and whenever the House resolves itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, the Committee of the Whole can do what it pleases, notwith- 
standing the order of the House has placed a certain business that is 
in the Committee of Whole ahead of all other orders, revoking all 
other orders to the extent of putting this ahead of them. He says 
when the Committee of the Whole meets it can disregard this order 
of the House and proceed to consider, and must consider, the first 
that happens to be printed upon the Calendar, without regard to this 
absolute order of the House. 

Now, the statement of the case argues it, and to my mind settles it. 
Here we are acting under the order of the House, and the order of 
the House says that the funding bill shall have precedence of all ex- 
3 however long . they were e, or however lon, 
ago they were set for hearing. other words, the House has chang 
its order about the bill which the gentleman from Mississippi wants 
to call up, and says that bill and every other bill shall ut off 
until after the funding bill has been considered. The co ttee is 
bound to obey that order, and the presiding officer is bound to obey it 
in his ruling. He is acting under the orders of the House. 


bi 


Mr. HOOKER. In answer to what has fallen from the 
from Ohio, I beg to say that his . the ques- 
h n b ayy in 


tleman 


tion, and he has not yet answered the position take 
reference to the fact that when the House resolves i into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of cases on the Calendar, it must take up those cases in the 
order in which they stand. I presume the gentleman from Ohio, who 
is familiar with the is very well aware you can never reach the 
bill of the gentleman from New York until by a vote of the commit- 
tee you haveset aside every preceding case upon the Calendar. Was 
the motion of the gentleman from New York that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of Union for the 
consideration of one case on the Calendar? No, sir. But the House 
resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union generally, for the consideration of the whole Calendar, and 
each case must be called in the order in which it stands and they 
must be disposed of before we can reach the bill of the gentleman 
from New York. I concede that when you reach the bill of the gen- 
tleman from New York, the refunding bill, he would have a right to 
have it considered in preference to any other order. But you must 
consider each bill on the Calendar and, by vote of the committee, post- 
pone the consideration of each bill before you can take up a subse- 
guene one. And more especially is that the case when we consider 
t the action of the House in ordering the consideration of the 
specific matter reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs was 
adopted by a suspension of the rules requiring a two-thirds vote. 
The other order was made by no higher grade of yote, and, there- 
fore, you must consider them in the order in which they stand-on 
the Calendar. Otherwise the motion of my friend from New York 
is tantamount to this, that you go into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of his bill alone—a motion which is not permitted 
by the rules. I hope that the bill reported by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs will not be postponed, but that it will be considered and 
that the bill of the gentleman from New York will be allowed to wait 
its turn on the Calendar. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to say a single word. I wish simply to call 
the attention of the Chair to the fact that the order of the House 
making the funding bill aspecial order made it a 8 order for 
March 2. But it was sent to the Committee of the Whole. Now we 
come into the Committee of the Whole. And what dowe find? We 
find Rule 114 provides that when we are in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union the bills on the Calendar shall be taken up 
and di of in their order on the Calendar. Now, I say that the 
order of the House making the funding bill a special order did not 
set aside Rule 114, and the only way that we can get rid of bills 
upon the public Calendar is by a motion to lay them aside. That is 
to say, we take up the first bill on the public Calendar; some one can 
make a motion to lay it aside; and that is the only way in which the 
gentleman from New York can, under the rule,reach his bill. The 
order of the House has not set aside Rule 114. 

Mr. CONGER. If the reasoning of the gentleman from Ohio be 
correct a special order is of no earthly consequence whatever in fur- 
thering the consideration of a bill; because, though a bill may be made 
a special order to the exclusion of all other orders, if the reasoning 
be correct, the moment a bill is sent to the Committee of the Whole 
it has lost all the power that the special order gives it; which is ab- 
surd. The special order runs with the bill whether it is in the House 
or in the committee, and gives it the same privilege and the same 


ht in either. 
warne order, as has appeared from the reading of it, excludes all ex- 
isting previous orders. There is no order prior to that and no order 
after it on the Calendar which does the same. The object of the House 
was to make this bill take precedence of all existing orders. The 
order says it shall not apply to appropriation bills; and appropria- 
tion bills even without that exolnding order would come in ahead of 


this bill. Now, that must either have its natural force, or, 
if the ent on the other side is right, the moment a bill is sent 
from the House to the Committee of the ole it loses any privilege 


which a 7 e order of the House may have given it. 

Mr. Mo I rise to a question of order. The Chair has ruled 
on the point of order, and I demand the regular order. Debate is not 
in order on any question of priority of business. e 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled, but was about to make 
a rulin 1 on the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. The Chair has not yet made a riling, and I desire 
before he makes a ruling on the point of order that Rule 114 be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. That rule has already been read. The Chair 
will further say to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] he 
is not in order in raising a question of order when a question of order 
already raised by another gentleman is pending. The Chair was 
about to state that, in his judgment, the phraseology occurring in the 

ial order relative to the bill in charge of the gentleman from New 

ork, making that bill a special order to the exclusion of all existing 

orders, has the effect to suspend the operation of all prior orders, to p 
lant them, and to bring the committee to the consideration of the b 

e title of which has been read. The Chair therefore overrules the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, and I hope 
I will be sustained in that appeal by the committee, so that we may 
go on with the business in the order in which it stands on the Calendar. 


1880. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER ] 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. The goession is, Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 106, noes 17. 

So (further count not being called for) the decision of the Chair 
stood as the judgment of the committee. 


Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. DoI understand 
the decision of the Chair to go to this point, that you can pass over 
every other bill on the Calendar and up this one? 


The CHAIRMAN. That is the decision of the Chair, and the Chair 
will state that that appears to be the deliberate judgment of the com- 
mittee, as evidenced y thia vote. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4592) to facilitate the refanding of the national debt. 


Be it enacted, £c., That all existing provisions of law auth: e refunding 
of the national debt shall apply to any bonds of the United States ng a higher 
rate of interest than 4} per cent. ied annum which may hereafter become redeem- 
ablo ided, That in lieu of the bonds authorized to be issued by the act of 
July 14, 1870, entitled An act to authorize the refunding of the debt,” 
and the acts amendatory thereto, and the certificates authorized by the act of Fe 
ruary 26, 1879, entitled “An act to authorize the issue of certifi of deposit in 


year, and the notes 

be redeemed from time to time shall be determined by lot under such rules as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. The and notes shall be, in all 
other respects, of like character and subject to the same provisions as the bonds 
authorized to be issued by the act of July 14, 1870, entitled An act to authorize 
the refunding of the national debt,” and acts amendatory thereto: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be so construed as to authorize an increase of the public 
debt. 


Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, in the process of re- 
funding the national debt, to exchange at- not less than par any of the bonds or 
notes herein authorized for any of the of the United States outstanding and 
uncalled bearing a higher rate of interest than 4} per cent. per ann and on the 
bonds so redeemed the Secretary of the Treasury may allow to the holders the 
difference between the interest on such bonds from the date of exchange to the 
time of their maturity and the interest for a like period on the bonds or notes 
issued, but none of the provisions of this act shall apply to the redemption or ex- 
change of any of the bonds issued to the Pacific railway companies, and the bonds 
so received and exchanged in pursuance of the provisions of this act shall be can- 
celed and destroyed. 

Suc. 3. Authority to issue bonds and notes to the amount necessary to carry out 
the provisions of this act is hereby granted. 

SEC. 4. The act approved February 26, 1879, gency ery ep issue of certificates 
of deposit, is hereby amended so as to continue and limit amount of certificates 
to be issued to $50,000,000 to be outstanding at any one time, and fixing the rate of 
interest to be allowed thereon at 34 per cent. per annum for one year, after which 

certificates shall be converti at the option of 


f others, and ffending Ball ba abi viction, 
in agents o any person 80 0 8 e, on convic 
10 bei risoned ne he Secretary of the 


Treasury is authorized and directed to make regulations in compliance 
with this act, Lint poner, Bons: the expense for the disposing of the certificates and 
bonds authorized to be 


ued shall not exceed 3 of 1 per cent.: Provided, That said 
certificates shall not be sold or converted at less than par. 

Seo. 5. From and after the ist day of July, 1880, the 34 per cent. bonds authorized 
by the first section of this act be the only bonds receivable as security for 
national-bank circulation. 

Sec. 6. This act shall be known as the funding act of 1880,” and all acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby ed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop] is entitled to the floor. 

KER. 1 move to lay aside this bill, in order that the com- 
mittee may proceed to the consideration of other business on the 
public Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. HOOKER] is not in order. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then do I understand the Chair to decide that the 
Committee of the Whole House has no right to set aside any bill on 
the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only refer the gentleman from 
Mississippi to the order of the House which has been read, and to the 
ruling of the Chair, which has been sustained by the committee. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then the whole committee, with the exception of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, ] cannot post- 
pone the consideration of this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair again repeats that the motion of the 
gentleman from Mississippi is not in order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to make an inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why is it that this bill is not to be had in printed form? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the bill has been 

rinted. 
z Mr. BAYNE. It is not on our files. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair assumes that the ordinary number 
was printed. 

Mr. BAYNE. We cannot find them on our files, 

Mr. GILLETTE. I desire at the proper time to offer a substitute 
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for this bill; and I ask unanimous consent that it be now submitted, 
in order that it may be printed for the information of the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. e Committee of the Whole has no power to 
e pri 


order th nting of any document. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I thought the Chair had recognized me 
as entitled to the floor; if so, I desire to proceed. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Chairman, the total of the debts of all 


nations is computed at about $24,000,000,000. Thel t debt-owin; 
nations in the world are France, Great Britain and Ireland, the Uni 
States, Russia, Italy, and Austria-Hungary. 
%S ³Üð—ůi E S UE E O $3, 972, 407, 312 
United States, (February i, 80h. 5 rr. 18810580 
n tes, (Fe S „188, 199, 391 
CCC F 1, 875, 000, 000 
an E cranwetehecheakin VVV 1, 804, 037, 035 
Austria-Hungary .............. „„ 1,734, 634, 530 


For the purposes of this discussion it is not necessary to state the 
nature oad character of the bins yare these nations, or to give 
the history of their liabilities. It is gratifying to know that with 
three times the actual wealth and capacity of production of either 
of them, the United States stands the third in the extent of its obli- 
gations, The debt of England is two centuries old; onrs less than 
twenty years. The first national 8 created in England was 

efaulted in meeting the prin- 
cipal and interest of a liability so small as £1,321,000, and it was not 
until 1684, twelve years afterward, that the interest was paid. In 
1699 an act was passed by Parliament funding the principal of this 
sum into three nts, and it is a singular fact that this was the 
23 of the present national debt, and remains a portion of it 
to this day. 

Every reign from Charles II down has added to it until that of the 

resent 718788 5 The total debt in 1859, twenty years ago, was 
405 d 410. In 1878 it was 83,888,907, 980. Like other nations, wars 

ave produced her public debt. The wars with other nations of 
Europe in the middle of the eighteenth century raised her debt from 
£52,092,238 to 4138, 865,450. ə war of the American Revolution 
cost her £121,267,993 ; the war with Napoleon cost her £601,500,343, 
and the Crimean war about £100,000,000. In times of peace she has 
invariably slightly decreased her debt. These heavy obligations have, 
however, been made light in consequence of the low rate of interest 
they bore. Her good faith and abundant resources have kept her credit 
unimpaired. But in neither of these is she our superior. We 
have not defaulted upon our national obligations, but have met them 
in the most trying emergencies promptly and snp oles people have 
endured the necessary taxation by which this has been accomplished. 

The financial policy of England has beyond question been a wise 
one. She has been conservative and honest in the management of 
her debts, and, with the exception of the single instance cited, which 
occurred over two hundred years ago, at the beginning of the fand- 
ing operations, and before any well-settled policy had adopted, 
she has been prompt and reliable in meeting every obligation on the 
day of its 3 The interest upon her debt has rarely been over 
3 per cent., and, although she has never made a 1 reduction of its 
volume, her credit has stood the first in Europe. It is evident that 
the United States has far greater resources to meet its obligations 
than Great Britain or any other nation. She stands even now, in the 
beginning of her national existence, as the creditor nation of the 
world. l that is necessary to maintain supremacy is wisdom, cau- 
tion, and good faith. Why should she invite distrust by submittin 
any longer to a rate of interest so much higher than that of England 

d a more pertinent and prominent consideration arises, the ques- 
tion why we should not reduce taxation by making an effort to reduce 
the cost of saying so large an obligation to something like that of 
England. To show more clearly the difference between our policy 
and that of England with refereuce to the interest charge npon the 

ublic debt, I refer to the following facts: England, with a total debt 
in 1878 of 83,888,907, 980, has only the interest charge of 3 per cent., 
(see Whitaker's Almanac for 1879, page 118,) while the interest-bear- 
ing debt of the United States in the same year was only $1,780,725,650, 
(Comptroller of Currency’s Report 1879, page 12,) and yet the interest 
charge was $102,500,874.65, or about an average of 5} per cent., (Sec- 
retary of Treasury’s Report for 1872,) which was increased in 1879 to 
$105,327,949 (Secretary of Treasury’s Report 1879) on an increased 
debt of $1,887,716,110, (Comptroller of Currency’s Report for 1879.) 

Comment upon these suggestive facts is quite unnecessary. They 
speak for themselves. It is our duty to relieve the people of such an 
enormous and unnecessary load at the earliest practicable moment. 
In my judgment that time has actually arrived, and it will be acrim- 
inal dereliction of duty not to avail ourselves of it. 

THE PUBLIC DEBT. 

The debt of the United States is of recent origin, and was of very 
sudden creation. Before the late civil war it may be said that we 
were without a debt of sufficient magnitude to be worthy of the name 
of a “national debt” in the general meaning ofthe term. In 1835 it 
was at its minimum—it was almost nothing. The war with Mexico, 
in 1846, caused its commencement. In January, 1861, it had reac 


only $66,243,721. But at the beginning of the war in that year it in- 
creased at the rate of about four millions a month, reaching in July, 
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1861, $90,580,873. In 1862 it increased more than thirty-six millions 
per month, reaching at the close of the fiscal year, July 1, 1862, to the 
sum of $54,176,412. During the next fiscal year it was more than 
doubled, being on July 1, 1808, $1,119,772,138. At the same period in 
1864 it was $1,815,784,370; from that time until the close of the war 
in April, 1865, it increased at the rate of about two millions a day, 
and for the succeeding five months the increase was about three 
1 50 a et until it reached its maximum, August 31, 1865, of 
845,007,626. 

hus it will be seen that this enormous debt was created between 
January 1, 1861, and August 31, 1865, or within four years and seven 
months. Of this sum there were at that time but $1,109,568,191.80 
funded, the balance being made up of various items of temporary 
obligations, some of which were subject to interest. The Finance 
Report of 1865 states that the average interest on $1,725,000,000 of 
the debt was 6,{?; per cent. The management of the public debt 
from that period has not been the best that could have been devised. 
There has not been a stable policy founded on principles of enlight- 
ened statesmanship. For the purpose of strengthening the public 
credit at the commencement of the war and giving confidence to 
those who were disposed to become Government creditors, a so-called 
“sinking fund ” wasestablished, which was immediately disregarded 
even by those who had created it, and which has been irregularly 
complied with since. 

The anxiety to dispose of our bonds by employing the bankers of 
other countries, as evinced in the proposition to make the interest 
payable in London and other European capitals, the sending of agents 
abroad to open American Government offices authorized to “ auction” 
the bonds in those markets, and she payment of large commissions 
for effecting their sale, altogether had for some time a depreciating 
effect npon our credit. 

These and other short-sighted methods, hereafter to be referred to, 
showing anxiety to effect negotiation, served for some time to make 
refunding an exceedingly difficult task at such rates as our bonds 
were 9 worth. Recently, however, in spite of such mistakes, our 
claim to a high financial standing has been universally conceded. 
Our credit is firmly established on the best basis. It is recognized 
and admitted by timid and conservative inyestors in public funds, 
who hazard nothing at any time and under no inducements, 

THE PRESENT FISCAL MANAGEMENT. 

It is said that the policy of the present Secre of the Treasury 
has produced this confidence. I have no wish to depreciate the wis- 
dom he has displayed in some of his suggestions. Personally I have 
much respect for his astuteness and tact, but Iam compelled to with- 
hold approval of the many serious blanders he has made as the cus- 
todian of the financial interests of the Government. 

Before making direct reference to the immediate question involved 
in the refunding of the maturing bonds, I will refer to some of these 


errors. 
Itis the general opinion that the outstanding funded debt has been 
decreased within reat ey five years. According to the table furnished 
by the Comptroller of the Currency (see report for 1879, p. 12) there 
has been an increase since 1873, when it was bnt $1,695,805,000 ; 
whereas it was, at the beginning of this fiscal Faun; 81,877,716,000. 
The Comptroller’s table and the annual interest charge is as follows; 
the interest charge is taken from the several annual reports of the 
Secretary of the sury during that period: 
Table showing the amount of unmatured interest-bearing bonds outstanding. 


Year. Bonded debt. |Interestcharge. 


SRZBGRSUESSA 


98 011 8 less cash in the Treasury, on January 1, 1880, was 
011, 4 
It will be seen that there has been no reduction in the debt in the 
t five years, both the debt and the interest charge having been 
nereased; this has not been caused by any extraordinary demands 
upon the Treasury. There has been no extraordinary expenditure, 
nor has there been any corresponding diminution of the revenues. 
It will be difficult to account for it except upon the supposition that 
it has been caused by the issue of bonds for resumption and the fund- 
tng Of non-interest- bearing liabilities. 
ut, on examination of the amount of these liabilities for the years 
indicated, it appears that they have not been decreased, but remain 
about the same as they did five years ago. With the continued main- 
tenance of our present rate of taxation, producing average annual 
receipts of over $300,000,000, it would seem that with an economical 
administration, followed by less expenditure, there would be a sur- 
plus sufficient to have justified a reduction of the debt. But, from 
erroneous policy or some other cause, the national obligations have 


been increased, although the rate of taxation has been rigidly adhered 
to. No effort has been in obtaining revenue. Extraordinary 
vigilance, accompanied Fei arbitrary and unrelenting execution, 
has marked the way in which the revenne laws have been enforced, 
while looseness has been practiced in the dis tion of patronage, 
and the opportunity given to those emplo to compensate them- 
selves liberally, 

This course has been adopted ially in the city of New York, 
where the spies and detectives, technically called special agents of 
the Treasury, have been sustained in practices which have caused loss 
of revenue, infringement upon the rights of the citizen, and unjust 
accusations of fraud, involving the ig erm of merchants of the 
purest character. There can be little doubt that other motives than 
public good have prompted this extraordinary zeal. 

On January 24, 1879, the Senate adopted a resolution calling upon 
the Secretary for information as to the expense of issuing and dis- 
posing of bonds, &c. In reply to this resolution the Secretary sent 
a communication to the Senate, dated March 26, 1879, (Senate Doc- 
ument No. 9, first session Forty-sixth Congress.) The following ex- 
tract from this document (pages 3 and 4) contains matters to which I 
call the special attention of the House: 

On January 29, 1873, the contract of July 24, 1874, was renewed, the contracting 
patties being Messrs. August t & Co., of New York, on behalf of Mcssra. 

M. Rothschild & Sons, of London; Messrs. Drexel, 8 & Co., of New York, 
on behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & Co., of London; and Messrs. J. & W. Selig- 
man & Co., of New York, on behalf of Seligman Brothers, of London. 

The conditions of the contract were so modified that the contracting parties 
received a angen pon a è Hi pe om — i bonds 4 for refi PROE 

and r cont. on 815,215. nds sold for pu 0 i to 

6 eat the third eatin, of tho act of January 14, 1875, from which enhi ya they 

peep be all expenses connected with the issue, including expenses of preparing 
© bonds. 

The next contract was for the negotiation of the 4} per cent, bonds, and was 
made by Secretary Morrill, August 24, 1876, the contracting parties being Messers. 
August Belmont & Co, of New York, on behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & 
Sons, of London, and Messrs. J. & W. Se‘igman & Co, for themselves and asso- 
ciates; and Messrs Drexel. Morgan & Co, on behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & 
Co.; and Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co, for themselves and associates. Under this 
contract the contracting ies were to pay accrued interest on the bonds to the 
date of their application for delivery, and to pay all expenses of the issue, inclad- 
ing the preparation of the bonds, and were to receive a commission on the amount 
negotiated of 4 of 1 per cent. 

hen I entered upon my duties of my present office, March, 1877, there had been 
sold under this contract 890,000,000 of theso bonds. 

In the following May it became apparent that the condition of the money market 


become so favorable that 4 per cent. bonds could be sold at par, and I there- 
fore availed myself of a privilege secured by the contract, and gave notice that 
the sale of the 4} per cent. bonds would be limited to $200,000,000, and of this amount 


an ent was made that $15,000,000 should be applied to resumption purposes 
Sales were rapidly made to the amount of $185,000,000 for refasding 23 aud 
$15,000,000 for resumption purposes. The expenses were paid and the commissions 
allowed as the terms of the contract. 
cia that S ther tna bae ope) phages: cae per ee eee cote 
vo percen „000 of four and one- ‘cents, making a saving 
in the annual interest 0 of $7,635,430. * 8 
On the 9th day of June following I made a contract with Messrs. August Bel- 
mont & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons, of Lon- 


don, and themselves: Messrs. Drexel, M: & Co., of New York, on behalf of 
J. S. Mo! & Co, of London, and the ves; Messrs, J. & W. Seligman & Co., 
of New York, on behalf of Messrs. Seligman Brothers, of London, and themselves ; 


Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co., of New York, on behalf of Morton, Rose & Co., 0 
London, and themselves; the First National Bank of New York City, for the 
sale, at par, in coin, of 4 per cent. bonds. The conditions as to a interest 
and commissions were in substance as in the previous contract, but I reserved the 
* open tho loan to popular subscriptions for a period of thirty days. 
h su {yn were opened, and within the period mentioned thoy reached 

the amount of $75,496,550, of which I reserved for resumption pu 000,000. 

Additional sales of 4 per cent, bonds in small amounts were o du the fol- 
lowing winter and spring by popular subscription, but the condition of the money 
market at that time did not fh oe: much encouragement for the further sales at par 
of bonds bearing so low a rate of interest. 

Recognizing the duties im upon the Secre of the Treasury to p 
for the redemption in coin of United States notes on January 1, 1879, I entered into 
a contract, April 11, 1878, with the parties of the previous contract for the sale of 
$50,000,000 4} per cent. bonds for resumption purposes at a premium of ig per cent. 
the parties to defray the expenses of the 3 and issue of the 
to receive a commission on 4 of I per cent. of amount issued. 


The Secretary appears to be somewhat confused in his statement 
of the amount of bonds sold for resumption purposes. In his annual 
report of 1878 he fixes the sum at $95,500,000, which is reiterated in 
an official letter to me dated January 11, 1880. This is nearly 
$10,000,000 less than the amount as stated by him in his letter to the 
Senate of March 26, 1879, above quoted, in which he gives in detail 
the several amounts of bonds sold for this purpose. The following 
extracts from this document make the total amount of bonds sold for 
resumption $105,215,500, not including five and a half millions sold 
for the Halifax award: 


mds an 


ON oa wes aicpesar. cae ne dasccengecuccasscesaccusesene [sachssenes $15, 215, 500 
1876, August 24, United States four-and-a-half percents, and 4 of 1 per 
AA %⅛ w... sacha assis 15, 070, 000 
1877, June 9, United States four percents, and g percent. commission.. 25, 000, 000 
1878, April 11, United States four-and-a-half percents, and 4 per cent. 
nnn ; l . , 000, 000 
TT OURD an uta chitin Dale nstviene exp N «Manneals EA vane caer 105, 215, 500 


The interest charge on these bonds from the date of their issue to 
January 1, 1880, aggregates $12,806,589, as per the following table: 
Interest cha: 


1880. 
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The amount paid for commissions is as follows : 


602, 155 00 


A aaria nS Kenssahseenes 13,408,744 00 

I leave ont of this account the five and a half million bonds sold 
y the Halifax award, which were sold for resamption. 

here has been $6,000,000 of legal-tenders redeemed which has cost 


Total interest and commission 


to 


$13,408,744 to redeem. This was an expensive operation. There are 
those who give the Secretary much credit for having, as they say, 
succeeded in accomplishing resumption. The President had no hesi- 
tation, in his annual message, to refer to it as an event of extraordi- 
nary national benefit. I concur with him as to the t advantage 
to the country of having secured it, but doubt whether the little that 
he and his Secretary had to do with it has not cost the country a 
hundred times more than their agencies in its accomplishment were 
worth. They could not have prevented it with all their power over 
the Treasury ; it was the result of influences which undoubtedly 
compelled and forced it. ) 

I am not to be understood as objecting to resumption, but as ob- 
jecting to the unn: expense in obtaining it. Why should 

parations for resumption have begun so long before it was needed 

he law providing for resumption to take place on the Ist of Janu- 

, 1879, was January 14, 1875, and yet as early as January 

29, 1875, fifteen days after its passage and nearly four years before it 

was to begin, $15,215,500 of 5 per cent. bonds were sold under this 

act, and ninety million since, the money placed in the Treasury, 

where it has remained useless and unproductive of interest, while 

the Government has been paying from 4 to 5 per cent. interest upon 
the bonds issued. 

But this is not the most serious error of the Secretary, as exposed 
in the extract above quoted. It will be seen that he states that on 
the 9th of June, 1877, a contract was made with a syndicate composed 
of the First National Bank of New York City and others for the sale 
at par in coin of 4 per cent. bonds. Under this contract $75,496,550 
were sold at par. On the llth of April, 1878, ten months later, he 
sold to the same parties $50,000,000 of 44 42. cent. bonds at 13 per 
cent. premium, less 3 of 1 per cent. allowed for commission, which 
left but $5,000,000 for premium, thus increasing the rate of interest + 
of 1 per cent., making a difference of interest against the Govern- 
ment upon the amount sold of $2,500,000 per annum for the whole 
period that the bonds had to run, which, being about fourteen years, 
made a net loss to the Government of $30,000,000. Under the funding 
acts of 1870 and 1871, by which authority to fund is conferred upon 
the Secretary, it may well be questioned whether, after the minimum 
interest of 4 per cent. had been reached, any higher bond could be 
subsequently issued. 

Another yet more remarkable fact in connection with this sale of 
4} 3 ned cent. bonds is that at that time, April, 1878, these bonds were 
selling in New York in the open market at 103, being 2 per cent. more 
than the syndicate procured them for from the Government, making 
a protit on the transaction of $10,000,000, The four percents were 
at the same time over par in the same market. For the prices of these 
bonds for the year 1878, see table A, in appendix. 

It may be said that the fifty million four and a half percents were 
sold under authority of the resumption act, which expressly gives the 
Secretary authority to sell any class of bonds authorized under the 
act of 1870. I deny that this or any other act can be construed to 
empower that officer to sell bonds for a less price than they are worth 
on the market, or that he can issue a 4} per cent. bond at any rate of 


premium when the lower rate of 4 per cent. can be sold at par. It 0 


could not have been intended by Congress that he could fix the rate 
of premium by which be shonld dispose of these securities. Such a 
discretion, if abused, could be made to impose upon the people a high- 
bearing rate of interest debt for the whole period of time that the law 
authorizes the bonds to be issued, and there would be no recourse by 
which the evil could be repaired. 


| 
| 


further states in extenuation of this extraordinary issue that this sale 
to “eminent bankers” “enhanced the value of the 4 per cent. bonds.” 
By reference to tables (Ap ix A) it will be seen that this state- 
ment is not true, Ce y au extraordinary fact that the sale of 
4} per cent. bonds should “enhance the valne” of the 4 per cent. It 
would have been presumed that the natural effect of the issue of a 
bond bearing an increased rate of interest would be to depreciate the 
value of the lower rate of interest bond. Certainly they could not be of 
equal value. It is said in defense of the Secretary’s course that a tight 
money market had intervened and that he could not at that time 
effect the sale of a bond bearing so low a rate of in tas 4 per 
cent. How could the Secretary know at what price such bonds could 
be sold? By what authority does he fix the rate of interest upon 
bonds at piesne, putting it up or down as he thinks best? From 
whom did he learn the condition of the money market that induced 
him to increase the rate of interest? Was it from the gentlemen who 
deal in securities, and who probably had an interest in 8 
bond bearing a higher rate of interest? If he has the power of fix- 
ing the rate of interest upon bonds which ruu for fourteen years with- 
out change of interest, it should be taken away ut the earliest mo- 
ment, for it is too great an authority to be intrusted to any man 

especially when it can reach an amount aggregating 8800, 000, C00. 17 
he has not this power, the Secretary has exposed himself to criticism, 
if not tosomething worse. Andrew Johnson was impeached and came 
near being removed from the Presidency for alleged offenses not a 
tenth as great nor so detrimental to the public interests. 

Much has been written and said of the success of refunding the 
high interest-bearing bonds into the 4 per cent. bonds. It is not de- 
nied that a very large amount of the lower rate bonds has been suc- 
cessfully negotiated. It cannot be contended, however, that the 
policy which had increased the debt could have been the one which 
enhanced its credit. It is contrary to the well-settled principles of 
finance that as the liabilities increase the credit increases also. The 
reverse result is the inevitable effect of such a course. 

It is certain that circumstances of some kind have not only enabled 
the Government to obtain loans at 4 per cent. per annum interest, 
but also to have enabled a few parties to amass enormons fortunes 
in the operation. I cannot with any approach to accuracy estimate 
the total profits that have been realized in these transactions. The 
total amount of 4 per cent. bonds issued is about $740,000,000. These 
were sold at par and a half per cent. commission allowed to the pur- 
chasers, netting to the Government 993 per cent. upon the amouut sold. 

The account, therefore, stands thus: 


Present market value, at 107 per cent., on $740,000,000. $851, 800, 000 


870,000, 000 4 per cent. bonds, netting 993 736, 300, 000 
Making a profit to the holders and loss to the Goyern- 
SONG Ol 52 nae shined anced A LOTA A ENT 115, 500, 000 


Is it not a proper subject of inquiry as to who has made this profit 
and what relation the parties bear to the Government? Of course, 
as these bonds have been distributed in many different quarters, it 
would be impossible to ascertain the history of each. We must do 
the best we can. Fortunately we are not left in the dark as to the 
principal purchaser. 

The following statements of the First National Bank of New York 
will furnish enough data upon which to conjecture the method by 
which the $740,000,000 bonds have been disposed of. 

The following is the official report of the condition of the First 
National Bank of New York, June 14, 1879: 

Report of the condition of the First National Bank of New York, at the close of busi- 
ness June 14, 1879. 


RESOURCES. 


But if the legal power exists to raise the interest upon the bonds | Demand loans 


from 4 to 44 per cent., it does also to 5 per cent.; and thus may that 
officer of his own individual option increase the national obligations 
at pleasure. 

n the case referred to, the only reason given by the Secretary is 
that “recognizing the duties imposed upon the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to prepare for resumption in coin of United States notes on Jan- 
uary 1, 1879, I entered into a contract April 11, 1878, with the par- 
ties of the previous contract for the sale of $50,000,000 43 per cent. 
bonds for resumption purposes,” Ke. No reason is given for having 
raised the rate of interest 3 of 1 per cent., it being a matter ap 
ently of not sufficient importance to require explanation. He had 
sold between June 9 and July 9, 1877, $75,496,550 (by popular sub- 
scription, the syndicate being the contractors) of bonds bearing only 
4 per cent. interest, and yet on April 11, 1878, he di of $50,000,000 
of bonds bearing 43 5 cent. interest to the syndicate without pop- 
ular subscription. The conditions of popular subscription for thirty 
days which been required in the 4 per cent. syndicate contract 
were omitted in the 4} per cent. contract, and the syndicate got the 
benefit of the more favored and more valuable bond. The Secretary 


Deposits, banks 

Deposite, individuals 

Due Treasurer of the United State 128, 109, 071 04 

142, 188, 635 09 
Correct. Attest: 

GEO. F. BAKER, 
H. C. FAHNESTOCK, 
J. A. GARLAND, 


I, E. Scofield, cashier of the above-named bank, do solomnly swear that the above 
statement is true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 


oe 8 E. SCOFIELD, Cashier. 
Subscribed to before me, June 20, ý : 
9 a JOS. T. BROWN, Notary Publie. 
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By this report it will be seen that on the 14th June, 1879, with a 
75 of only a half million dollars, this bank owed the Government 
$128,109,071, and held bonds of the United States for 8129, 152,740. 

These were very large sums of both debits and credits for so small 
an institution to dealin. I know that it is said that the bonds are 
not delivered until paid for, and that this apparent mammoth oper- 
ation is simply a fiction of book-keeping. If this is really so, the fact 
remains that by some inexplicable 8 small private bank- 
ing institution, the property of three men, obtained facilities for 
the holding of enormous sums of the Government bonds by which 
they have acquired immense profits. 

The following is the circular of this bank issued to its correspond- 
ents on the 7th of October, 1879: 

First NATIONAL BANK, 
New York, October 7, 1879. 
To our correspondents: 

Dear Sins: With much satisfaction we hand you herewith statement, condensed 
from the report of this bank to the Comptroller of the Currency, under date of 
October 2, and invite its comparison with our previous reports. 

It exhibits the final liquidation of our large — with the Treasury De- 

at ng in the 4 per cent. loan, the last payment upon which was made on Sep- 


Onr direct subscriptions for the four percents from January 1 to 
the close of the loan footed $208,500,000, the cost of which was.. $209, 584, 893 82 
Add to this the balance at credit of the Department on Ist January. 19, 757, 948 50 


c 0000 229, 342, 842 32 
All of which has been completed without loss or error. 
We may add that the total amount of United States bonds of all 
issues sold and delivered by this bank from January 1 to October 
EL IOSIM CS, WAS ives . 341. 732, 450 00 
Called bonds purchased during same periode 181, 300, 550 00 
Making amount of United States bonds passing throngh our hands 
within % dash .nc such sacadGaardgdetWdscncncsvaaspuaaes 523, 033, 000 00 


The above figures embrace a total of $234,385,600 four 8 of which $208,500, - 


$400, 449,050 ont 
y * GEORGE F. BAKER, President. 


From this statement it will be seen that this bank boasts that out 
of the total amount of 4 per cent. bonds issued =F to that time 
($737,157,050) it had sold 8400, 449,050, or over one-half, and that the 
total amount of United States bonds it had handled in nine months 
amounted to $523,033,000. 

There is no instance in the history of this or any other government 
where anything like this hasoccurred. Neither the Bank of England 
nor the Rothschilds have held relations with either or all of the goy- 
ernments of Europe by which they had the privilege and consequent 
yee of negotiating so large an amount of government bonds within 

o same time. 

It is said that any other bank could have done the same, as this 
opponi was open toall. This excuse is too puerile to deceive 
any one. It is impossible that any other bank could have under- 
taken such immense transactions, however large its capital, without 
possessing somé unusual and peculiar opportunities. Hundreds of 
millions of dollars of Government bonds cannot pass through private 
hands unless the parties are agents of the Government or acting for 


some persons who are. This bank had passed into the hands of the’ 


present holders simultaneously with the incoming of the present Ad- 
ministration. It had been purchased of the then proprietor for a 
very small sum, and was an institution of obscure and uncertain 
credit, Within less than three intervening years it has become a 
mammoth Government bondholder, doing this peculiar business and 
little else, accumulating many millions of profits and acting as the 
avons regulator of Government credit in New York. I am told that 

bank expresses its firm belief that a 34 per cent. bond cannot be 
sold, and that this opinion has weight with the Secretary of the 


For myself I prefer to rely on better authority than this, inasmuch 
as I have great distrust of the disinterestedness of the advice. I pre- 
‘er to rely on other sources of information, which if not so much ex- 
perienced are at least removed from the tempting influences of this 
character. i 

I have thus presented a few of the many errors which have been 
made in the management of the public debt. There are others, as to 
the time and mode of putting bonds upon the market, to which ex- 
-ception can be taken. It will be observed that I have confined my- 
self altogether to the issuing and management of the bonds of the 

Government. I have not touched upon the other and almost equally 
important branch of the Treasury service relating to the collection of 
the customs revenue, nor have I exhausted the bond question, es- 
‘pecially as tothe expense attending the preparation and internal 

ndling. Much can be said upon these points, which will be reserved 
ifor another and more appropriate opportunity. 

The immediate question now is as to the payment or refunding of 
the bonds maturing in 1880 and 1881. I propose to deal with this in 
a practical way. 

THE FUNDING REQUIREMENTS OF THE TREASURY. 
‘The Government must be prepared to provide for its maturing 


obligations redeemable 1880 and 1881, which, as stated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in his last annual report, is as follows: 
Interest. 


Redeemable December, 1880. 
Redeemable May 1, 1881.. 

Redeemable June 30, 1881 
Redeemable July 1, 18811 


5 782, 071, 700 

This comprises the several classes of bonds which can be paid and 
the precise periods when the Government can avail itself of the priv- 
ilege of paying them off or stopping the payment of interest on them. 

HOW SHALL THIS BE DONE? 

In my judgment, the evident policy to be pursued in meeting these 
obligations should be such a one as would be adopted by an intelli- 
gent individual under like circumstances. He wonld reason that it 
was bad policy to be paying interest on an indebtedness if he had 
available assets to liquidate it altogether or any portion of it. His 
desire would be to reduce his obligations from his own resources, and 
not to continue and increase them by borrowing even at a lower rate 
of interest. What is wise for an individual is wise for a government. 
Therefore, in considering the proper course to be pursued with ref- 
erence to these accruing liabilities, we should see whether it is not 
practicable for us to liquidate at least a part of them. 

In the statement of the public debt for January 1, 1880, the cash in 
the Treasury is stated at „983,903.92, and this is treated as the 
“ available cash assets.” Against this he states the current liabili- 
ties at $49,676,313,06, leaving the net available cash at $158,307,590.86. 
There is no such amount of current liabilities proper. The item“ in- 
terest due and unpaid,” $3,140,357.99, cannot be fairly classed as a 
“ current liability” for the reason that this amount represents the 
past-due interest on the debt then unclaimed, and is an item that 
may be fairly left out of the account, since for the last ten years it 
has never but once (and then only in May, 1874, by $33,000) fallen 
below this amount. During the ten years 1870, 1879, the ave 
amount of this unclaimed interest has been $6,367,000, (see table B, 
appendix,) the highest amount unclaimed at any one time being Au- 

t 1, 1873, $13,176,085.94, and the lowest May 1, 1874, $3,108,165.74. 
he items“ debt on which interest has ceased,” and “ interest thereon,” 
are included in the current liabilities in full. These two items com- 
bined have not in the last ten years fallen below 51, 949, 350,80, 
and since funding operations fairly began, they have not been below 
$2,475,691.45, and have averaged a much greater sum, The past ex- 
perience of the Treasury 57 cette the assumption that while the 
debt remains above $1,000,000,000, the items of “debt on which in- 
terest has ceased” and “interest thereon” will always be more than 
$2,000,000, and that the unclaimed interest will constantly exceed 
$3,000,000. It therefore follows that in estimating the current liabil- 
ities these sums should not be counted. The Secretary on this basis 
would have available cash January 1, 1880, $163,307,590.86, and on 
the basis of the bank reserve of 25 per cent. would require $86,670,254 
for resumption purposes, leaving him $73,537,748 idle and useless money 
in the Treasury, that should be applied to the purchase of the matur- 
ing five percents and six percents. 

nis amount is constantly on the increase, as the revenues are in 
excess of the current requirements for ordinary purposes. For in- 
stance, the available cash balance, January 1, 1880, shows an increase 
of over $8,000,000 in the available cash over the preceding month. 
But why should the Secretary insist on keeping idle in the Treasu 
vaults over $15,000,000 of money, representing the matured debt an 
interest which experience shows will not be called for except in 
smaller and smaller amounts as time 1 255 on, and two millions of 
which will probably never be called for? An examination of his on 


statements will show him the probable monthly rate at which this 
money must be provided, and with a constantly increasing cash bal- 
ance the amount needs no consideration. The last calls appear by 
his recent statements to have matured in July, 1879, and since Au- 
gust 1, 1879, the outstanding “debt on which interest has ceased 
since maturity,” as shown by the official report, has been, in round 
numbers, as follows: 


Decrease 
Principal. each month. 


December 1, 1879. 
January 1, 1830... 


, 079, 6, 
18, 247, 000 4, 832, 009 
14, 691, 000 3, 


Conservative financial management would certainly recognize the 
fact that as this debt is in the hands of thousands of small holders, 
and much of it will never be presented for payment, and what is will 
be presented in a gradually decreasing volume each month, there is 
no necessity for hoarding money against its day of coming. : 

But the Secretary says he wishes to keep this cash as a resumption 
fund for the p of maintaining specie payments. He is quite 
right in keeping faith with the holders of the legal-tender notes. 
The United States must maintain this position. e deserves credit 
for the energy and determination he has evinced in executing the 


1880. 
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law providing for resumption. I would do nothing to interfere with 
it. Without raising the question whether the accomplishment of re- 
sumption has not been the natural result of other influences than his 
policy, I am willing to aid in maintaining it unimpaired by every pos- 
sible legitimate means. But has not any danger to its maintenance 
long since passed? Can there arise any contingency or exigency 
short of a foreign war that could break it? Even the President and 
the Secretary Himself appear to concede as much. They made refer- 
ence to itin their last annual communications to Con , Which ap- 
pear to accept resumption as an accomplished fact. e former says, 
“I congratulate the country on the successful execution of the re- 
sumption act.” 

The Secretary says in his last report “ that actual resumption com- 
menced at the time fixed by law, without any material demand for 
coin, and without disturbance to public or private business.” It is 
evident that the public confidence in the solvency and credit of the 
Government was so great that no other security was required to effect 
resumption or to maintain it afterward. No one wanted coin when 
he could get its representative, any more than he would want a bur- 
densome, unwieldy, and unsafe property in the place of a secure, 

ble, and convenient one of equal value. 

It is a fact that fora month after resumption commenced nearly 
twice as much coin was paid into the Treasury as was withdrawn. 
That was the only period in which the necessary coin was required 
to maintain it. As soon as it was known that it could be had it was 
not wanted, and it has been so ever since, as it is certain it will con- 
tinue to be. And yet the Secretary fears to endanger resumption by 
reducing the great volume of coin on hand. I think he is unneces- 
sarily overcautious. Resumption cannot be endangered; but if it 
should be, and circumstances should make it appear as the least prob- 
able, he is supplied with ample provision to secure its continuance in 
the resumption act itself. Section 3 of the act authorizes the Secre- 
tary “to use any surplus revenues from time to time in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, and to issue, sell, and di of, at not 
less than par in coin, either of the description of bonds of the United 
States described in the act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, enti- 
tled ‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,’ with 
like qualities, privile and exemptions to the extent necessary to 
carry this act into full effect, and to use the proceeds thereof for the 
purposes aforesaid.” 

It will be seen that he can sell bonds et as high a rate of 
interest as 5 per cent., which would command all the coin required 
at twenty-four honrs’ notice. Certainly this is an abundant resource 
to meet any possible contingency that could arise under any emer- 


ney. 

The Comptroller of the Currency estimates that the total amount 
of United States bonds which mature in 1880 and 1881 held by the 
national banks, State banks, savings-banks, and trust companies on 
December 5, 1879, for the national ks and at their annual return 
of the other institutions, was $304,059,909, (see his letter, Appendix C.) 
The account will therefore stand as follows: 


January 1, 1880, amount of bonds to be redeemed.................- $782, 000, 000 00 
AMNION E AE oe ee 18, 000, 000 00 
764, 000, 000 00 

Probable amount to be paid from revenues during present fiscal 
Jenn p—-ö U cece nn renner «%öP 20, 000, 000 00 
744, 000, 000 00 


Amount required to replace the redeemable bonds belonging to 
banking and other institutions 


k r 440, 000, 000 00 
Amount of notes in anticipation of surplus revenues to be paid off 
and canceled within ten years 


Balance for general and private investment 24), (000, 000 00 


I prope that the only bonds which shall be received from national 
banks as seenrity for circulation shall be three-and-a-half percents. 

Whatever doubt there may be as to the character of other invest- 
ments, there can be no doubt as to the value of Government bonds to 
those institutions. The law compels the national banks to hold 
United States bonds as security for circulation and for Government 
deposits, and in some of the States similar laws force banking and 
other institutions of a fiscal character to keep a portion of their assets 
in these securities. The new 3} per cent. bonds will be the onl 
United States bonds that will be taken as security for national-ban 
circulation hereafter, if my views are adopted. 

THE GENERAL PROVISIONS OF THE BILL. 


The bill is based upon the theory that the existing public debt shall 
be liquidated at the earliest practicable period, and carried mean- 
while at the lowest possible rate of interest. To accomplish these 
objects the existing rates of 5 per cent. and 6 per cent. interest upon 
the bonds redeemable in 1881 are to be reduced to 3} per cent. upon 
those which are to be issued with which to redeem them. Of the 
whole sum to be provided for there were, January 1, 1880, $508,440,350 
of five percents and $273,631,350 of six percents, which has been 
slightly reduced in volume by the purchases of the Secretary made 
since that time, but which amount does not vary the relative propor- 
tions of each class. The ave rate of interest on both classes is 
about 5.33 per cent., which, uced to 34 per cent., as proposed in 
the bill, will make a difference of nearly 1.9 per cent. upon the total 
sum to be funded. This will be a saving of $14,481,042 per annum. 


But the bill goes further. It not only provides for this large annual 
sav in the interest e , but in addition it provides for the 
reduction of the principal of the debt by the utilization of the sur- 
plus revenues for that purpose as faras the necessary expenditures 
will allow. This it proposes to accomplish by the issuance of two 
hundred million of notes in anticipation of the revenues, redeemable 
at the pleasure of the Government after two years; the money de- 
rived from the sale or exchange of these notes at the time of their 
issue to be devoted to the emption of the five percents and six 
porosus; making it unnecessary to refund the whole sum becomin 
ue, and the notes issued for this purpose to be paid off and cancel 

by the surplus revenues, thus reducing the principal of the debt to 
that extent. But forty millions can be paid off in any one year, the 
object of this restriction being to prevent any interference with the 
usual and natural condition of available fands for mercantile uses, 

The revenue receipts from all sources for the past eight months, 
ending March 1, 1880, amounted to $215,429,637.50. The present aver- 
age receipts are about $30,000,000 per month, which will make a total 
for the fiscal year of $335,000,000. The estimated expenditures for 
the fiscal year are $264,000,000, (Report 5 1879, 
which will leave a surplus of $71,000,000. It will be seen, therefore, 
that there can be no doubt of the cancellation of $40,000,000 per an- 
num of these notes. 

The fourth section continues the operation of the ten-dollar-certi- 
ficate law, with some important changes. The original act was de- 
fective in its provisions for the prevention of evasion of the benevo- 
lent intention of the law. Immediately upon its p: combinations 
were formed for the funding of the certificates which were sold at 
par, while they were at the same time worth a premium in the opan 
market. This evil the present bill will prevent. The Secretary has 
authority in addition to continue the issuance of the certiticates so 
long as it shall appear advantageous to the classes which it is sap- 

will take them. As a safe depository for the surplus earnings 
of the industrial classes this law will be of inestimable value. 

Another section makes it compulsory upon the national banks to 
deposit with the Treasurer no other bond as security for circulation. 
Thus by a long-needed provision of law we shall have a national-bank 
bond, and the Government will be spared the trouble and expense of 
constant changes in this class of securities held for that p Š 

I am aware that the bill will be antagonized from different sources 
and upon different grounds. It is a subject of ve and vast pro- 
portions, which may well cause very opposite opinions from equally- 
intelligent and patriotic thinkers. 

I can well understand and appreciate the theories which may be 
originated on this subject. I have no cause of quarrel with either, 
however much they may differ from me, or however unreasonable 
they may appear. 

The positions of hostility as thus far shown emanate from— 

First. Those who believe no farther refunding shall take place; 
that the Government should utilize its revenues annually for the 
1 of the entire principal of the public debt. 

ond. Those who believe that a 3 per cent. consolidated inter- 
minable bond should be issued, to be irredeemable, somewhat after 
the English principle. 

Third. Those who propose to pay a high rate of interest for a very 
short-lived bond, trusting to the future for better times. 


Fourth. The 4 cent. interest party, who seem panog to let 
things run on in the future as they have in the past, quite willing to 
incur al national annnal obligation in the interest rather than to 


assume a bold and decided attitude of financial and commercial 
strength by dictating the rates of interest we will pay to the lender, 
instead of allowing him to dictate rates of interest to us. 

My position and the terms of this bill present a judicious medium 
between these extreme views. Without attempting rash experiments, 
I pro to tread on secure ground. It will not do to deal rashly with 
a subject of such supreme importance as the public credit, nor to make 
an effort to force our obligations in a way that will jeopard success to 
their negotiation. 

The rate of 31 per cent., which is proposed, is a conservative propo- 


| sition. As to its feasibility of successful accomplishment I have no 


doubt. 

England has gone through similar efforts to refund her public debt 
at a reduced rate of interest. Robert Walpole gained much distinc- 
tion for his success in refunding in 1717 a 6 per cent. bond into a 5 

rent. bond. In 1729, 1750, and 1759 other conversions were effected. 

ngland gradually 5 this period reduced her rate of interest 
until it reached, in 1759, but 3 per cent., at which it has remained 
ever since. In this consecutive reduction the volume of the debt was 
not increased from that cause. Since that period (1759) she has bor- 
rowed large sums, but has steadily maintained a 3 per cent. bond 
and had little difficulty in obtaining money at that price. 
CAN 3} PEK CENT. BONDS BE SOLD AT PAR? 

It is said by those who have not given the subject mature thought, 
or who are without knowledge gathered from practical sources, or 
who have an interest in continuing a system which has enabled them 
to realize enormous profits, that it is impossible. We have the au- 
thority of the Secretary of the Treasury for the statement “ that the 
present is an exceptionally favorable time for refunding,” (last an- 
nual report,) and the Comptroller of the Currency (page 13, report, 
December, 1879) states “that the credit of the Government is now 
such that itis not impossible that long before the maturity of the fours 
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the present debt may be refunded into 3} per cent. bonds, which is 3 
of 1 per cent. more than the rate of English consols, thereby 
saving a large additional amount of interest.” 

These are cautiously expressed opinions, but mean much more than 
they appear to import. I do not, however, rely upon the opinions of 
even these high authorities for the belief that it can be done. To 
look carefully into the causes for this belief will render it apparent 
to those less acquainted with the subject. The causes may be stated 
briefly thus: i j 2 

First. The large surplus capital acquired within (he past five years 
now seeks a secure depository, even at an unusually low rate of inter- 
est, rather than to trust to the instability and hazards of trade or the 
less safe investments of incorporations or other private enterprises. 

Second. The increasing moneyed institutions cause an increased 
demand for Government bonds, not only as a reliable reserve, but as 
offering an interest-bearing security convertible at pleasure into coin 
or cash to meet any sudden or unexpected necessity. i 

Third. Nearly the whole amount of the outstanding bonds isalready 
absorbed and ont of the market. They have been taken by those who 
seek permanent and safe investments not liable to be paid off for a 
long period, and which meanwhile cannot be defaulted in payment 
of interest. 

Fourth, The four percents, having twenty-seven years to run, have 
been selling for several months at from 44 per cent. to 7} per cent. 
premium, and are now difficult to obtain even at these rates, Cer- 
tainly a $ per cent. bond can be . at par, (especially when 
the law allows the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 4 per cent. com- 
mission for doing so,) the four percents being so much above par. 

Fifth. For certain investment purposes a 4 per cent. bond, havin 
twenty-seven years to run, is not worth as much as a 3} percent. bon 
having fifty years torun. For estates, annuities, and surplus wealth 
as well as for the of those who live on their incomes an 
wish to secure their fortunes to their descendants, such a bond has a 
value beyond any other security to be found in this country. 

Sixth. Because, like the bonds they replace, they will be exempt 
from national, State, or municipal taxation. One of the elements of 
value in a Government bond is that it possesses such advant 
which with its safety constitute its value more than the rate of in- 
terest it bears. A 3} cent. bond will have in this regard as much 
merit as a 6 per cent, bond. 

Seventh. The national banks require now as security for circula- 
tion abont $370,000,000, and this source of investments for Govern- 
ment bonds is constantly increasing as business increases. The rate 
of increase in banking circulation is about $2,000,000 a month, so that 
it may be fairly estimated that the total on deposit for that p 
alone will be 9 55 8400, 000, 000 by the commencement of 1881, which, 
with those held as security for deposits and as investments, will need 
from present indications about 8100, 000, more. The reasonable 
probability is that they will avail themselves of the opportunity to 
sell all the United States bonds on hand at the premium offered, and 
replace them with the new three-and-a-half percents to be obtained 
atpar. This will sink full three-fifths of the whole amount of the 
three-and-a-half bonds to be issued, leaving but a comparatively small 
amount for other investments. 

Eighth. If, as many suppose, the present balance of trade with for- 
eign countries shall be reversed and turned against us, a foreign de- 
mand for our bonds will be sure to take place, and thus a new market 
be open for them which does not now exist, Whether any such trade 
chan should occur or not, it is a fact that European capitalists 

already are seeking our Government bonds as the safest and cheapest 

in the world, and as offering greater security than that of any Euro- 

n government, in view of the doubt existing as to their future 
political stability. 

The same doubt as to the feasibility of negotiating a sale of the 
proposed three-and-a-half percents was held as to the feasibility of 
selling the four percents when that then low rate of interest was first 
suggested. In 1876 the Committee of Ways and Means had lengthy 


examinations of leading bankers from New York and other large |. 


moneyed centers as to the probability of negotiating such a bond, and 
but few of them thought that bonds of 4 per cent. interest could be 
negotiated. The result has proven to the contrary. That bond has 
become the favorite of the market. It was 17 5 5 taken when offered 
by the Government, and already 8740, 000, 000 have been issued. These 
bonds have gradually advanced in market value until they are now 
atahigh premium. There is no instance in the history of fundin 
where so large an amount of Government bonds at so low a rate o 
interest has been taken within the same period, and what is more 
surprising is the fact that they were taken almost exclusively by 
American investors. This fact, though remarkable to those who are 
familiar only with high interest, is easily accounted for by those who 
study more closely the policy which governs shrewd investors of large 
amounts, and the present condition of the times. The four percent 
is the only United States bond that possesses a life long enough to 
render it available for permanent investment, or to the least extent 
answers the of the English interminables. 


The United States has four classes of bonds outstanding, namely: 
Six percents all payable within eighteen months; the five percents all 
payable within seventeen months; the four-and-a-half percents all 
payable within eleven years and five months, while the four percents 
cannot be redeemed in less than twenty-seven years and a half 
their superior investment value. 


Hence 


Within two years the only remaining bonds in existence will be 


the four-and-a- percents, with only nine years to run, the four 
percents, with about twenty-five years to run, and those yet to be 
issued to e the six percents and five percents about maturing. 
If the total bonded debt shall amount to $1,700,000,000 on Janua: 

1, 1881, it will be distributed, if my s tions as to the N 
a-half percents are adopted, as follows: 8250, 000, 000 four-and-a-half 
percents payable in eleven years ; $740,755,000 four percents payable 
in twenty-seven years ; the balance in three-and-a-half percents — 
able in fifty years; or, as the bill proposes, in forty years, with 8 t 
of redemption in twenty years. 

This classification of the debt into three different rates of interest- 
bearing bonds would be similar to the French system, as per the fol- 
lowing table. (See letter from Consul-General Fairchild to the State 
Department, December 13, 1879 :) 

NATIONAL DEBT OF FRANCE, JANUARY 1, 1879. 

The consolidated debt of France on Jan 1, 1879, amo’ 3 

ee O JA nary amounted to $3,972,407,312.44, 


5 per cent. bonds « $1, 383, 494, 048 00 


4} per cent. bonds 166, 412, 351 11 
4 per cent. bonds ... toes 2, 250, 480 00 
Sper Cant. WONG 4 osc seo . 2, 420, 270, 433 33 

TOE ccakpnbaeanheses dunbsehae suds ey pvhatbcenkemacenee wens 3, 972, 407, 312 44 


Upon a careful examination it will be found that the market value 
of the bonds will depend more upon the duration of their lives than 
upon the fractional difference of interest. What the three-and-a- 
half percents may lack in the rate of interest should be made up by 
the permanency of their character. 

Since the of the funding acts of 1870, authorizing the fund- 
ing of $1,500,000,000, the Government has readily dis d of $1,400,- 

,000 without submitting to a price less than par, The interest has 
been gradually reduced from 6 to 4 cent., a decrease of 33} per 
pod without any delay or sacrifice in disposing of the lower bonds 
offered. 

The banks and syndicates who, with intelligent appreciation of the 
value of the security, have been prompt to avail themselves of the 
opportunity, have realized 1 profits by the speedy sale of every 
bond they subscribed for, and it is now well known that they have 
none remaining. They are now anxiously awaiting Congress to give 
new authority to the Secretary to “ go on and do likewise” with the 
seven hundred and eighty million remaining to be redeemed that 
they may again repeat the operation. If during the past few years 
through times of depression there has been developed such a demand 
for four nts, it may be supposed that now with our greatly in- 
creased financial strength there will be as ready a market for three- 
and-a-half percents. There has been an enormous increase in the 
surplus capital of this country, which is now seeking some safe de- 
posit-place. The balance of trade in our favor within four years has 
amounted to about $1,000,000,000, a large part of which has fallen 
into the hands of those who seek Government securities as the only 
9 safe 3 

The recent e receipts of foreign gold, the enormous amount of 
values extinguished—the depreciation of all other securities—the 
losses by the failure of savings-banks, trust companies, and other in- 
stitutions—the immense losses by bankruptcies and general depres- 
sion, have produced a widespread distrust of every representative of 
value except the issues of the Government. Thus a combination of 
influences is operating to give our bonds a strength of position which 
defies competition from any other source. And why should not this be? 

There are so many causes for the superiority of the Government 
securities over any other security that it is difficult to state them all. 
The leading ones may be classed as follows: 

First. Their absolute safety, 

Second. Their ready convertibility. 

Third. Their being free of taxation, either national, State, munic- 
ipal, or local. ` 

Fourth. The permanent character of the investment. 

Fifth. Their security (when registered) from fire, burglary, or loss 
from any other cause. 

Sixth. Their universal 8 in any part of the world with 
an established value regulated by their price in New York and London. 

Seventh. Their exemption from finctuation in marketable value, 
being removed from the influences of trade, which affects all other 
securities. 

Eighth. Because they are the only representative of value which 
combines both security and profit, being absolutely secured beyond 
any contingency that can affect either. 

For these reasons our bonds have a use which imparts to them a 
character other than their ostensible face value. They possess attri- 
butes above and outside of any other representative of value known 
to capitalists, traders, and others. 

In consequence of these especial characteristics, they are sought for 
by very many classes of persons in the United States and in Europe, 
in preference to other sources of investments. Some of these may be 
stated as those who, acting as trustees of estates, will risk no loss; 
as the courts and others who have the custody of funds depending 
upon the results of judicial determinations; as the disposition of funds 
held in trust for minors, widows, lunatics, and absentees from the 
country ; those who have surplus wealth which they wish to secure 
against loss ; merchants who hold reserves to meet mercantile con- 
tingencies available at any moment. The large amount of registered 
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bonds, amounting in the te, on the Ist of January last, to 
$1,147,734,650, being about two-thirds of the funded debt, represents 
but a portion of the total sum that is thus locked up. As the coun- 
try Brow richer, which it is now doing to an unparalleled extent 
the demand for registered bonds will become so great that the total 
remaining debt will not be large enough to meet the requirements 
for this purpose alone. 

The tendency to a lower rate of interest even for business purposes 
is manifest. Unlike the past, an actual business demand for money 
does not appear to enhance its value or make it dearer, In this 
country this fact is exceptionably the case at thistime. The State of 
New York has just lowered its legal rate of interest from 7 per cent. 
to 6 per cent. Pee annum, and loans on bond and mortgage are now 
made in that State on 5 per cent. interest. Georgia has recently ne- 

tiated a loan at 4 per cent. per annum, and other States have effected 

oans at less than 6 per cent. 

In Europe the present low rate of interest is noticeable. The fol- 
lowing are the current rates of discount at the principal foreign cen- 
ters: 


Cities. 


Per cent. 


Lisbon and Oporto 

Madrid, Cadiz, and Barcelona 4 
A core casaansasstaecnnanc enone fda ON A 
Copenhagen 


S 8888 
a WARS 


CONCLUSION. 

Has not the time arrived when the United States can say to the 
lenders of money how much interest it will pay, instead of saying, 
as heretofore, at rate of interest will you accept? I think that 
instead of being dictated to by the syndicates we should dictate to 
them. The time is past when this great people should humbly ask 
the lenders of money to fix the rate of interest at which they will 
lend us money. It is a mistaken as well as a humiliating policy for 
the Secre of the to assume that we cannot negotiate a 
34 per cent. bond because the interest is too low. This is discredit- 
ing our Government in advance, and must not be tolerated by Con- 
gress, which has the determination of the question. It is quite 
apparent that our anxiety to effect loans heretofore has not only 
kept our credit down, but has served to make large fortunes for some 
banking institutions and bankers. 

On the 12th of January, 1880, the Metropolitan Bank of New York 
took from the Treasurer $2,450,000 Uni States 4 per cent. bonds 
held as security for circulation, and surrendered their circulation, 
stating that as they could make $0,000 by the sale of the bonds, they 
sold them simply as a business transaction. (See Appendix D.) 

I could present many additional reasons for the conclusion reached 
that this Government should establish permanently a maximum rate 
of interest beyond which it will not pay. At present I think 3} per 
«cent. necessary, though I have no doubt that when the next bonds 
shall mature and we wish to refund again, it may be done at 3 per 
cent. Iam not of opinion that this generation either can or should 
be made to liquidate the total public debt. We have endured the 
bloodshed and borne the taxation incident tothe war. We must yet 
for a while still suffer from this taxation, but is it not the duty of 
‘Congress to reduce the burden to the lowest possible weight consist- 
ent with administration? It is for this pu I have proposed a 
reduction of interest on the public debt, which is now consuming 
one-third of the entire revenues of the Government. 


APPENDIX A. 


Bid. | Asked. 


* Exclusive of interest. 


Prices in New York of 4 per cent. bonds on the 1st and 15th of each month 
during 1878, furnished by Fisk § Hatch, bankers. 


Bid. Asked. 


101 1013 |, July 1 

1 102g July 15... 
101 102 | August 1 
101% 1 

101 1013 September 2 
101 101 

100; 100 

100, 1 | October 15 
1 1004 || November i 
1 1014 |) November 15 
10% 101 


* Exclusive of interest. 


APPENDIX B. 

Statement showing the interest on the public debt of the United States, “due 
and unpaid,” on the first day of each month from January 1, 1870, to 
December 1, 1879, inclusive, with the average in each year and the aver- 
age for the decade, as shown by the official statement of the public debt. 


1872. 1873. 1874. 

, 327, 196 16 88, 343, 008 27 263, 277 15 937, 477 02 
« 570, 242 07 10, 743, 534 93 | 8, 725, 038 92 |12, 220, 936 07 
776, 177-58 | 6, 549, 653 55 | 4, 978, 680 79 | 5, 551, 158 85 
145, 120 08 | 5, 821, 070 94 | 4,260,723 37 | 3,835,708 84 
192, 445 58 | 4, 224, 681 78 | 3,556,456 77 | 3, 108, 165 74 
622, 439 32 | 6, 837, 123 88 | 7, 910, 025 52 | 6, 403, 847 49 
020, 771 33 | 4, 499, 119 £8 | 6, 454, 903 11 | 3,757,375 61 
282, 549 14 | 7, 218, 084 13 |13, 176, 085 94 | 8, 730, 320 33 
609, 858 60 | 4, 806, 989 70 | 9, 000, 669 57 | 6, 934, 055 81 
777, 200 76 | 4, 629,623 47 | 5, 712, 958 22 | 7, 010, 216 St 
447,160 21 | 3, 234, 860 35 | 5,116,946 75 | 3,693, 027 73 
486, 127 08 | 6, 530, 607 66 |10, 940, 419 46 | 6,395, 767 98 

84, 096, 190 57 |74, 637, 066 98 


| E 
5 

g 
2 


5, 953, 196 79 | 7,008,015 89 | 6, 219. 755 57 


1876. 1877. 1879. 

January. . . 84. 767, 939 67 097, 723 58 88. 301, 460 70 85, 053, 625 £3 84. 081, 903 35 
February. 8, 992, 273 31 10, 762,549 17 | 9, 588, 529 84 | 5, 934, 136 52 5. 989, 286 87 
March .. 4,946, 817 17 |11, 517,355 86 8, 777,067 09 | 4,909,705 21 | 5,622,543 11 
April -f 4, 328, 344 78 | 4,638, 788 78 | 6, 492,033 83 | 4, 121,146 77 | 5, 323, 020 40 
y- -| 3, 162, 454 77 | 4, 100, 706 76 | 5, 166, 319 30 | 3, 631, 079 52 | 5, 166, 998 TT 
June =| 7,017,591 10 | 5,160,039 07 | 7,706,113 O4 | 4, 528,227 09 | 5, 126, 876 77 
July 3,794, 946 86 | 3,973,336 72 | 7,255,048 94 | 4,328,222 44 4. 807, 621 19 
Au --- -| 9,430, 346 97 | 7, 646, 983 78 |12, 405, 498 44 9, 470, 946 84 4, £01, 602 32 
September. 6, 559, 421 80 | 5, 629,331 18 | 8,310,132 36 | 9, 415, 957 81 | 4, 693, 522 17 
6, 734, 70 99 | 5,405,460 99 | 8 447,864 T7 9. 345, 20 13 | 4, 189, 523 27 
November. | 3, 658, 875 54 | 4, 848,391 31 | 3,674,960 74 | 4,110,436 73 | 3,348, 795 12 
December. 7, 990, 424 83 8. 988, 957 79 | 4,557, 692 81 | 4,271,105 51 | 3, 140, 359 99 


Average. 5, 48, 680 65 | 6, 397, 469 58 7, 558, 893 43 | 5, 763, 159 19 4, 693, 621 23 


RECAPITULATON. 

Statement showing the average interest on the public debt “ due and unpaid” 
Sor each year of the decade ending December 1, 1879. 
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APPENDIX C. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY, 
Washington, December 9, 1879. 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 8th instan 
asking what amount of United States bonds, sixes and fives maturing in 1880 an 
1821, are held by the national banka, State banks, savings-banks, and trust compa- 
pee and in reply transmit herewith a statement giving tho total amount of bonds 
held by these institutions at the date of their last reports. The amount held by the 
national banks is for date December 5, of the present month. The amount held 
by other banks is for the year 1879, at the date of their last returns to the State 
officers of the different States, and is obtained from the aggregates contained on 
pages 112, 113, and 115 in the appendix of my last report, w ich are herewith in- 
closed. These amounts are compiled from returns made from the States named in 
the report, which are also inclosed, consisting of State bauks of twenty States, trust 
companies of siz States, and savings-banks of fourteen States. No returns can be 
ol from the other States. 

It will be seen by reference to these tables that of all of the bonds held by the na- 
tional banks as security for circulation, nearly one-half are bonds maturing in 1880 
and 1881; and that of the bonds held as deposits, a little more than one-third are 
of the same class of bonds 
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If one-half of the bonds held by banks, other than nati are of those matur- 


onal, 
ing in 1881, then the total amount of such bonds would be $304,059,909. If of these 
bends ay. one-third aro of this issue, then the total amount would be $264,881,606. 


I know of no other basis on which to form an estimate. 
A copy of the report with the appendix will be sent to you as soon as received 
from the Public Printer. 


Very respectfally, 
nF y JNO. J. KNOX, Comptroller. 
Hon. FERNANDO Woop, 
Chairman of Committee of Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives. 


APPENDIX D. 
Extract from the financial article of the New York Evening Post, January 13, 1880. 
On inquiry we find that the Metropolitan National Bank of this city, which had 
on deposit at Washington $2,450. United States 4 57 cent. bonds to secure 
$2,205,000 note circulation, has taken up the bonds and for the time given up its 
note circulation. The operation is merely a business one, as the bank clears a 
t by it of over 390,000. The bank has a capital of $3,000,000, and occupies a 
g position. Mr. Seney, the president, gives it as his opinion that if Congress 
would reduce the tax on note circulation one-half, it now being 1 per cent., the 
banks generally would freely take a bond bearing 3.65 per cent. and would largely 
increase their circulation; and that, all restrictions removed, the Metro 
alone would take $5,000,000 of such bonds. There is no doubt that if the only legal 
tender were coin, and taxes on circulation were reduced, bank-note circulation 
would be largely Increased and a place would be made for hundreds of millions of 
34 or 3.65 per cent. bonds. The volume of the currency would then adjust itself 
i to the much-talked-of wants of trade.“ Banking would be, as now, free 
all; every bank would issue as many notes as there was a demand for; the 
notes would be perfectly secured by the deposit of bonds, and when the demand 
for the notes ceased they would be returned to the bank for redemption in coin. 
Such a currency system would be as nearly perfect as it could be made, and if 
y understood it is not seen how any class could object to it. 
Mr. FELTON obtained the floor. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. z 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker baving resumed 
the chair, Mr. COVERT reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 4592) to facilitate the refunding of the national debt, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr, DAVIDSON, for this evening ; 

To Mr. NEWBERRY, for two days, on account of important business ; 
To Mr. Knorr, for this evening; and 

To Mr. CASWELL, for ten days, on account of important business. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. GUNTER, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to have printed 
in the RecorpD remarks upon the bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend 
sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the 
circuit courts of the United States, and to regulate the removal of 
causes from State courts, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 
1875. [See Appendix.] 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WILBER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled biils of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 3462) to amend section 3020 of the Revised Stat- 


utes; and 
An act (H. R. No. 4432) making additional appropriations for the 
support of certain Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1880. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Public Printer, in response to a resolution of the House 
calling for information as to the delay in the publication of the me- 
morial addresses upon Hon. T. J. Quinn and Hon. A. S. Williams; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


J. C. BATES AND J. A. YECKLEY. 


. The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, recommending an appropriation 
to satisfy certain judgments rendered against Captain J. C. Bates, 
Twentieth Infantry, and First Lieutenant J. A. Yeckley, retired ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

HURLEY & CO. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers in the case of 
Hurley & Co.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

Mr. HATCH. By direction of the Committee on Agriculture I ask 

unanimous consent that the letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
aire to pleuro-pneumonia in neat cattle be ordered to be 
printed. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

REFUNDING OF THE NATIONAL DEBT. 

Mr. GILLETTE. I wish to submit a substitute for the bill (H. R. 
No. 4592) to facilitate the refunding of the national debt. I ask 
nnanimons consent that this substitute may be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The biil is in Committee of the Whole, and a 
substitute for it cannot be offered in the House. The gentleman can 
give notice of his intention to offer the substitute. 


Mr. GILLETTE, Can it not be printed in the RECORD by unan- 
imous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the printing of the substitute in the 
RECORD; it may be printed for information in bill form. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute which the gentleman desires to 
offer will be printed in the usual form. The Clerk will read the title 
of the substitute: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4910) to provide for the payment of the public debt of the Uni- 
ted States. 

NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. LADD, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No, 230) for the appointment of General Charles W. Roberts, 
of Maine, a manager of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ; 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I ask unanimous consent to have taken 
from the Speaker’s table, for reference to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, the bill (S. No. 1157) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to purchase additional lots of ground adjoining 
the new Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I move that the House now take a recess until 
half-past seven o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that at the evening session 
tha pinnana from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] will occupy the 
chair. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Chair be kind enough to state the business 
ser ea for the session of this evening ? 

The SPEAKER. The session of this evening is for the considera- 
tion of reports from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and of pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar, no other business to be transacted. 

Mr. CONGER. The order does not include public bills relatiug to 
pensions. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

The motion of Mr. COFFROTH that the House take a recess was 
agreed to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and forty-seven minutes 
p. m.) the House took a recess till half past seven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
At seven o'clock and thirty minutes p. m. the House resumed its 
session, Mr. HAWLEY in the chair as Speaker pro . e 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the resolution of 
the House under Which the session this evening is held. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HUMPHREY, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
sence for the evening. 
PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. COFFROTH. I move the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
Mr. Burrows in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, by order of the House, business is restricted to the 
consideration of pension cases. 

WILLIAM R. WEIMER. 

The first pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. No. 3076) granting a pension to William R. Weimer. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of William R. 


Weimer, private in Company I, One hundred and forty-ninth regi- 
ment of ennsylvania Volunteers, afterward transferred to Com- 
pany D, Twelfth Regiment of Veteran Reserve Corps, and that said 


William R. Weimer be allowed a pension at the rate of $4 per month, 
commencing from the 12th day of June, 1865, the date of his dis- 
charge from the Army of the United States, on account of wounds 
received while in the service during the late war of the rebellion and 
in line of duty. 

Mr. COFFROTH. The report in this case has already been read, 
and I do not suppose gentlemen want to hear it again. It has already 
been published in the Recorp. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object to printing the report in the RECORD if 
not read for the consideration of the House. It will do us no good. 

Mr. COFFROTH. The gentleman has misunderstood me. I merely 
said the report was read on a former occasion, and has alrvady been 
printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Then there is no necessity of its being printed in 


the ee 
Mr. HA Y. How do we know we ought to pass the bill? 
Mr. COFFROTH. Because it is right. 


1880. 
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There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

JOHN H. BLACK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2862) granting an increase of pension to John H. Black. 

The bill, which was read, pears that John H. Black, late first 
lieutenant Company G, Twelfth 8 Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, be granted and allowed, from June 4, 1878, a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month; and the Secretary of the Interior is author- 
ized and directed to place the name of said John H. Black on the 
pension-roll at said rate (in lieu of the pension now paid him) from 
the above date, deducting therefrom the amount of pension paid him 
for said period of time. 

Mr. COFFROTH. The report in this case was also read on a former 
occasion, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELLEN GILLESPIE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1890) granting a pension to Ellen Gillespie. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Gillespie, widow 
of John W. Gillespie, late private in paves wee F, Twenty-eighth Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and pay her a pension for herself aud 
her six children under sixteen years of age, from the date of the death 
of her husband, the 9th of July, A. D. 1878, at the rate of pensions 
for widows of deceased privates in the late war of the rebellion, her 
said husband, John W. Gillespie, having died from the effect of wounds 
received while in the military service of the United States and in the 
line of duty during the late war of the rebellion. 

Mr. COFFROTH. It is the unanimous report of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and the report has been once read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When? 

Mr. COFFROTH. On objection day, February 6. This lady’s hus- 
band was a pensioner, but died some years after having been placed 
upon the pension- roll. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the Honse with the recommendation that it do pass. 


NERMAN BALDWIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2861) to t an increase of pension to Herman Baldwin. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I should like to have the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania state on what grounds the committee recommend an increase 
in this case. I can see how we are justly acting on cases which the 
Pension Office could not consider, and where it could not ta - 
sion, but I fail to see that where a pension has been once allowed the 
pensioner cannot secure the increase withcat coming here. There 
seems to be adopted here a new rule for granting an increase of pen- 
sion. I simply want to know the basis upon which the committee 
have acted. 

Mr. COFFROTH. The Commissioner of Pensions has adopted cer- 
tain rules. In this case, after repeated examinations, the pensioner 
was allowed a pension for total disability which would be $13 a month. 
He was pensioned at $8, but under the rule, after the passage of the 
act fixing the pensions at $13 per month, the Commissioner reduced 
this $2. It is a meritorious case. The committee have fixed it at 
$10. It is not what is allowed by the statute. It seems he can hear 
with one ear a little. He is a silversmith and entirely deaf in one 


ear. 

Mr. DUNNELL, Is this substantially an appeal from the Pension 
Bureau in the case of arrears of pensions? 

Mr. COFFROTH. No, sir; thisis granting a pension from the time 
he was reduced. It is an appeal to Congress to do justice to a man 
who is suffering and whose case is not covered by the law. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS H. VAUGHN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2360) granting a pension to Thomas H. Vaughn. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Thomas H. 
Vaughn, of Company C, Seventy-sixth Regiment of Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, and that the said Thomas H. Vaughn be allowed a pen- 
sion at the rate of $4 per month, commencing from the date of his hon- 
orable discharge, to wit, September, 1865, fromthe Army of the United 
States, on account of disease contracted by him while in the service 
and line of duty during the late war of the rebellion. 

Mr. COFFROTH. e report in this case was read on a former 
occasion. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. COFFROTH. It is the wish of some gentlemen not to pro- 
ceed 8 with the Calendar, and I haye no objection to going 
to cases which they desire to have considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. That cannot be done. 

Me TARLEN Are we compelled to take this Calendar in its 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


132 


The CHAIRMAN, You must take the Calendar in the order. The 
Committee of the Whole House cannot change the order of the House. 


JOHN L. WILLIAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3077) granting a pension to John L. Williams. 2 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of John L. William 
piur in Company H, One hundred and ninety-second Regiment o 

ennsylvania Volunteers, at the rate of $6 per month, commencing 
on the 24th day of August, A. D. 1865, that being the date of his dis- 

from the Army of the United States in the late war of the 
rebellion, on account of disease coutracted by him while in the sery—- 
ice and in line of duty. 

Mr. COFFROTH. The report in that case was also read on & 
former occasion. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Iam in favor of pensions and Iam in favor of 
the soldier, but it strikes me that we have started out on rather m 
new career. I notice all these bills grant the pension back to the 
time of discharge. I think prior to this Congress no bill was ever 
passed dating back to the date of the discharge. A, B, C, and D, all 
the men pensioned by Congress in the Forty-second, Forty-third, 
Forty-fourth, and Forty-fifth Con „drew their pensions from 
the date of the p e of the act. All this little army of men justly 
pensioned from the close of the war up to the present time, had their 
pensions simply from the date of the passage of the act. If it bo 
proposed to go back to the date of the discharge for disability, in 
reference to which I do not propose to make an argument, we do- 
manifest injustice to those who have heretofore been pensioned in 
the past in reference to whom the same provision has not been made. 

Mr. COFFROTH. This House at the extra session of Congress- 
passed unanimously a resolution to grant arrears to every pensioner 
put on the rolls by a special bill. r 

Mr. DUNNELL. That act is now in the Senate. 

Mr. COFFROTH. But it is the action of the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It may be the action of the House but it is not 
the action of Congress, and if the Senate acts as the House acts these 
soldiers we are pensioning here to-night will be provided for; but if 
it does not act we are doing better by these pensioners now than we 
have done for pensioners in the past. 

Mr.COFFROTH. There is a ee now pending between the 
House and the Senate for a sub-committee of each of the ion 
committees to fix this matter. If they grant arrears these bills will 
go ees 185 as they are; if not, they will be fixed in the Senate. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Why is not the soldier just as much entitled to arrears of pensions’ 
because he is pensioned y a special act of Congress as if he was pen- 
sioned directly from the Pension Office? 

Mr. D LL. I think heis. I stated that I did not pro to 
make any argument against this. I voted for the act to which the 
gentleman refers as a member of the House. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I will state to the gentleman that the commit- 
tee is only carrying out the provisions of the joint resolution which. 
passed this Honse eee 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. And that is right. 

Mr. DUNNELL. One word more. I admit that it may be right, 
but at the same time, Mr. Chairman, it is not a just thing to do now 
when we consider what we have done for those who have been pen- 
sioned in the past. 

Mr. HAZELTON and Mr. BAILEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the floor. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I believe I have the floor under the rules. 

Mr. BAILEY. No, sir. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
one question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Who is the gentleman from New York ? 

Mr. HAZELTON. Iam the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman represent New York? 

Mr. HAZELTON. I wish to ask the eee from Minnesota. 
this question. If a case pending in the Department should come up 
here on an appeal, rejected there because of some point which the 
technicality of the law did not cover, is there a reason why that 
claimant should not have arrearage of pension given to him just as 
well as those who receive pensions by act of Congress? 

Mr. DUNNELL. That has been asked once before. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 
whether it is doing an act of injustice to those who have been granted 
pensions heretofore to refuse to do right to those we are pensioning 
now? Those pensioned in the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Con- 
gresses have been taken care of in a supplemental bill. There is no 
reason why we should refuse to do what is right to these pensioners 
although we may not have done what is right in reference to those 
other pensioners. Does the gentleman understand? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FARR. I ask to have the report read in this case. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Iwishto ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania whether all the bills reported at this session contain the 
provision referred to? 

Mr. COFFROTH. I think in every bill I have reported that rule 
is laid down, that wherever the disease was contracted in the service 
the pension is granted from the date of the discharge; but where it 
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is charity, where the case has not been clearly made out, and may be 
-considered in the nature of a gratuity from the Government, the pen- 
sion is teen from the date of the 2 of the act. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Then the gentleman will not object to 
an amendment to bills which do not come within the rule laid down, 

Mr. COFFROTH. Of course not. 

Mr. BREWER. I wish to call attention to one fact which may 
have been overlooked. The act at the last session of Con 
granting arrears of pensions did not grant it upon the same ratio or 
at the same rate per month that the pensioners were receiving at 
the time the act was passed. In other words, there are some cases 
where the disability is increasing. If the committee undertake to 
sant a pension and fix the rate, then they fix it on the basis of the 

isability existing at the present time, whereas under the former act 
by which we granted arrears of pensions we left it to the Commis- 
-sioner of Pensions to average it. For instance, in many instances 
the disability when the party was discharged was slight; so slight 
perhaps he did not apply for a pension at all, or until some years 
-afterward. Now the Commissioner of Pensions (I believe that is the 
rule of the department) fixes the pension by averaging it up. We 
passed a supplemental bill giving him that power; and I remember 
one case in my district where a man was getting $24 per month, and he 
supposed he was going to get under the arrears bill $1,600; but when 
‘he received his back pension it amounted to only one-half of that 
amount. If the committee undertake to fix the rate of pension on 
the basis established here, fixing it upon the disability as it exists, 
-we shall have to go back by poe by and average it up for all those 
in reference to whom we passed the arrears bill at the last Congress. 
It strikes me that the better way would be for the committee to 
have the name placed on the pension-roll and leave it for the Com- 
missioner of Pensions to fix the rate from the proof that is already in 
his department, with the additional 1 that the committee may 
have. Then we do equal justice to arties. I think that is the 
better coursé if we fix the pension at all now; not to go back, but to 
leave that for the general act, such as we passed in the last Congress, 
the Commissioner of Pensions fixing the rate. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I will state to the gentleman from New York—— 

Mr. BREWER. Not exactly; we are not all from New York. 
9 

COFFROTH. I will state to the gentleman from Michigan 


Mr. 
the committee has reported $4 and $6; and those are exactly the 
amounts recommended by the examining surgeon. 


Mr. HAWK. I submit to the committee whether or not this pro- 
vision contained in each special bill which we pass will not cover 
the popi discussed by my friend from Michigan—that the pensioner 
shall be placed on the pension-roll subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws. That will cover it, it seems to me. If 
under the general law other soldiers are granted arrears, then of course 
under a special act of this kind this soldier would be entitled to arrears. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reading of the report is called for. The 
Clerk will read it. 

The report was read, as follows: 


in his left 


A with the said John L. 
an earty youn 
the least symptoms of d ; that some time in June, 1865, the regiment marched 
from Summit Point to Staunton, Virginia, which marching occupied five or six days, 
it being yey, warm, and the nights cold, damp, and chilly; that the said John L, 
Williams, with this deponent and others had to sl on the d without tents 
-or blankets; that the said John L. Williams complained, during said march, of 
having caught cold, and after arriving at Staunton got worse, but did not ask to 
be rellored rom duty, and was not put in the hospital; that the said John L. Will- 
jams was disch; with the company, and came home; that ho frequently com- 

ed at and re the time of his discharze that he was not well and did not 
right.” He also testifies “that the mantis in such a crippled and lame 
tlon that he is unable to labor for his support.” 

The claimant was treated, after his return, by Dr. A. H. Allison, who swears 
“that he commenced treating the said Jobn L. Williams for scrofula or white 
swelling; and, taking his own statement and my own judgment, I could not nor 
would not say but what he contracted the disease in the Army ; I would farther 
say, to the best of my knowledge he will never be able to do any hard work.” 

‘he committee think the conclusion is irresistible that the claimant's disease re- 
sulted from his exposure on the march from Summit Point to Staunton. Examin- 
ing Surgeon D. W. Evans reports that it is his belief that the claimant's disabilit: 
was contracted in the Army in the line of duty, and in his present condition could 
do but little manual labor. 

4 sone ittee think this to be a meritorious case, and recommend the passage 
0 


The bill was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 
LEVI LEEDOM. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1465) ting a pension to Levi Ludam; reported by Mr. CorrroTH 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it Ko., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and to place on 5 the name 


Levi Ludam, private in 


Company E, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
at the rate of $4 per month, commencing on the 18th day of , 1863, that being 
the date of his discharge from 5 the late war of the 


rebellion, on account of injury received and disease contracted while in said mili- 


tary service and in line of duty. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The claimant, Levi Leedom, enlisted on the 6th day of A t. 1862, in Company 
E, One hundred and twenty-Aif th Regiment of 6 A was 
honorably discharged from the service on the 18th day of May, 1863. 

He received on the 5th day of May, 1863, at Chan ville, Virginia, while in 
discharge of his duty in lins of battle, a shell wound, causing a ruptured vein on 
the legabove the right knee. From the evidence filed in the claim, the conclusion 
is irresistible that the enlarged varicose veins resulted therefrom, and that the 
claimant is entitled to one- pension. 

The Commissioner of Pensions decided against the claimant because of "no rec- 
ord of varicose veins, and claimant unable to f evidence of origin from his 
officers, or treatment in service by regimental s n.” Theclaimant had proven 
by his captain, before the rejection of his claim, the injury received at Chancellors- 
ville, fully describing it, and had proven by a number of reputable citizens, who 
knew him well, that when he went into the service he was clear of varicose veins, 
and also had proven by several that at tho time of his discharge the varicose veins 
existed, and have continually existed since. 

The case is clearly and unquestionably made out, and your committee, therefore, 
report back the bill to the House, and recommend its passage. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I desire to offer an amendment. The name ap- 
pears as Ludam;” it should be Leedom.” 

Mr. VAN AERNAM. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that the bill be also amended by inserting the clause “subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the general pension law.” 

Mr. COFFROTH. I ask for a vote on my amendment to change 
the name of “ Ludam” to “ Leedom.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether 
me bill is one of those which establish pensions from the date of dis- 
charge 
Mr, COFFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. At what rate? 

Mr. COFFROTH. At the rate of $4 per month. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is that to be the rate hereafter? 

Mr. COFFROTH. Yes, sir. 

_Mr. HAWLEY. The bill establishes that as the rate hereafter and 
gives this soldier $4 per month from the time of discharge from the 


service f 

Mr. COFFROTH. Yes, sir. That is what the United States exam- 
ining surgeon recommen He examined this soldier lately and rec- 
ommends $4, and says his disability has been such that he should have 
received $4 from the first. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a question. Does this bill allow arrears? 

. COFFROTH. It does give the arrears. 

The bill as amended was laid aside, to be reported favorably to 

the House. 
ISAIAH W. BUNKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
No, 2864) granting a pension to Isaiah W. Bunker; reported by Mr. 
Corrroru from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit oe ee Isaiah W. Bunker, late private of Company C, in the 
Eighty-fourth t Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, be, 5 he hereby is, 
granted and allowed, cig bea esl 1879, a pension at the rate of $24 per month; 
and the Secretary of the Interior be, and he KI hereby, authorized and directed to 
— the name of said Isaiah W. Bunker on the pension - roll at said rate, in lieu of 


now paid him. 
Mr. DUNNELL. What is the rate given now in that case? 
Mr. COFFROTH. The report will show. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The applicant, Isaiah W. Bunker, was a private in Company D, Eighty-fourth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers. He is nowa pensioner at the rate of $3 


per month, being the highest rate he is entitled to under the law as it now stands. 
3 He sata Cope sa Sherenas hia pension to Q per month, because of his help- 
ess con 8 


The claimant, while in the military service of the United States, was kicked by 
a horse, destroying, „ e $ the membranes of both kn: and the evidence 
shows that from said injury he has become so helpless that he is only able to walk 
by and with the uso of two cratches; and that he is not able to put on his cloth- 
ing without the aid of an assistant; and that he must have an assistant to dress 
pas eine him about; and that the claimant is poor and unable to pay an as- 

an 

Hon. John Dean, president judge, Joseph Baldrid; or William Williams, 
and C. D. Bowers, neighbors of the claimant, testify to his helpless condition and 
total disability. The testimony of Hon. John A. Lemon, State senator, Joseph G. 
Barr, and J. C. Akers fully corroborates this statement. 

The committee, after considering all the evidence presented to them, are of opin- 
ion that this is a meritorious claim, and that the pension of the claimant should 
be increased to $24 per month, and they therefore report back the accompanying 
bill with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 
PAUL WALKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2859) granting a pension to Paul Walker; reported by Mr. COFFROTH 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the -roll the name of Paul Walker, of Com- 
pany E, Twentieth Pennsylvania Cavalry, and that thesaid Paul Walker be allowed 
à pension at the rate of $4 per month, commencing at the date of his honorable dis- 


* 
charge, namely, on the 16th of September, 1263, from the Army of the United States, 
on account of disease 8 by him while in the eervice nod lme of duty dur- 
ing the late war of the rebellion. 


Mr. WARNER. Let the report be read. 

Mr. COFFROTH. The report in this case was read on a former 
occasion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let us hear it again. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Tho claimant, Peul Walker, is now an old man and very poor Prompted by 

triotism, he entered the Union Army while the roar of the pannonading at the 
tlo of sburgh was firing the northern heart. He enlisted on the Ist day of | 
July, 1863, and, as the evidence shows, was then thoronghly and carefully exam- | 

ined by the n, because he was an old man, and was pronounced sound, hale, 
and hearty, mustered in Company E, Twentieth Pennsylvania Cavalry. At 
Clear § $, Maryland, late in Jnly. 1863, he was be ay ‘by being thrown from 
his horse, and after this he was attacked with chronic diarrhea and rheumatism. 
Lieutenant A. W. Decker testifies that after this time he was no longer fit for 
duty, and was put under medical treatment in the regiment. He was treated for 
ry 8 and dysentery, and it soon became ap nt that the claim- 
ant would not be able to do farther duty, and he was disc! ed on the 16th of 
September, 1863. Dr. C. H. Haesler, the senior medical officer of the ent, 
says that he contracted his disease, which he does not now recollect, in the service, 
but thinksit was hernia, rheumatism, and dysentery. The testimony clearly shows 
that at the time the claimant went into the service he was a sound, healthy. hearty 
man, and that when he came out he was ruptured, had the rheumatism, and was 


suffering from diarrhea. 
The claimant filed an application for pension, but his claim was rejected by the 
because thero 


Commissioner of Pensions, was no record of rupture, and inability 
to furnish necessary testimony.” This brave and patriotic old man's claim for 
pension was rej on technical obj 


Examinin — Drs. G. W. Smith and S. Hays, in their report of the exam- 
ination of the mant, say that his disability is one-half, or $1 per month; and 
they further report that, from the evidence before them, it is their belief that the 
disability originated in the service in the line of duty. 

The committee are of the opinion that this is a meritorious claim, and that the 
accompanying bill should pass. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask if this bill carries arrears with it? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes; from 1363. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask further if these bills are before the commit- 
tee for consideration, or does a single objection stop them ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. They are before the committee for consideration. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the Honse. 

MICHAEL LINGENFELTER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1806) granting a pension to Michael Lingenfelter; reported by Mr. 
COFFROTH. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


thorized and directed to place on the n-roll the nameof Michael Li ter, 

a private in Company I, Sixteenth ent of Pennsylvania Veteran ves. 

formerly of Gospe L, Nineteenth lvania Cavalry, at the rate of 5 per 
n 


month, = November 25, 1883, that being the time of his d rom 
the Army of the United States, up to the 3d of April, 1878, and at the rate of $6 
per month from that time on; 8 for injury received and disease contracted 
while in the military service of the United States, and in line of daty. 


Mr. FORNEY. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
4808) granting a pension to Michael Lingenfelter, late of Company L, Nineteenth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry, have had the same under consideration, and 
make the following report: 

The claimant, Michael Lingenfelter, who enlisted in Company L, Nineteenth 
Pennsylvania Cavalry, on the 12th of October, 1262, and who was ed bon- 
orably on the 25th of November, 1865, made thes game for pension, but his appli- 
cation for pension was not favorably consid by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
for want of testimony of comrades who were present when the claimant was in- 


The claimant, while in the military service of the United States on the 18th day 
of December, 1 near Union City, in the State of Tennessee, while in the line of 
duty asa scout, his borse fell and threw him across the pommel of the saddle, ` 
thereby causing a rupture to the left side, which disabled him from doing any fur- 
ther military duty, and he was sent to the hospital at Memphis and thence trans- 
ferred to the Veteran Reserve Corps, 8 I, Sixteenth Regiment. He, with 
another comrade, J h Walter, had been selected from his company to form a 
ecouting party; that the said Joseph Walter was theonly present when he 
seed vad the injury, and that he died before claimant's application for pension was 


ed, 
John J. Hoover and George W. Zeth, members of the same com , testify, on 
the Ist of April, 1878, that they knew Michael Lingenfelter when he catered the 
service ; that he was well, and they krew of bim on a scout, and that at that 
time ber-was well and doing milit duty, and that when he returned to the regi- 


ment he was disabled by a rupture the horse falling, and that he waa sent to 
the hospital at Memph that they have known him eyer since, and he is yet 
disabled said rupture, 


b 

Other se Baresi testify to the claimant's being free from hernia when he went into 
the service, and that he was ruptured at the of his discharge and ever since. 

Dr I., F. Butler, claimant's family physician before he went into the service and 
sines his discharge, is dead. 

From tho medical evidence beforo the committee, they fix the rate of claimant's 
paws at 24 per month from tho dato of his discharge to the 3d of April, 1878, and 

rom that time on $6 per month. 

The evidence clearly makes out the right of the claimant to a pension. The 

committec recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon laying tho bill aside to be 

reported favorably to the House. 
ír. WARNER. I wish to inquire at what rate it is proposed to 

grant a pension in this case? 

Mr. COFFROTH. At $4 a month. 

Mr. WARNER. At $4 a month or $6 a month? 

Mr. COFFROTH. Six dollars a month from April, 1878. 

Mr. WARNER. Moone whose certificate is this rating made? 

Mr. COFFROTH. e examining surgeon of the United States. | 
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Mr. WARNER. Examining surgeon of the United States at the 
Pension Office here? 

Mr. COFFROTH. Examining surgeons are appointed all over the 
country, This rating in this case is made by the examining surgeon 
of pan district where this pensioner lives, not at the Pension Bureau 
in this city. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I do feel that by this method of 


| procedure we are doing injustice to thousands and tens of thousands 


of meritorious claimants all over the country. We are passing bills 
here granting pensions which are rated by no established principle, 
perhaps by no two surgeons alike. They are not rated in the same 
way that pensions are rated in those cases that go regularly through 
the Pension Bureau. We are granting increases of pensions to ap- 
plicants who may be deserving; it may be their due; that I am not 
questioning. I do say, however, that to single out one man here 
and another there all over the country, who chance to be fortunate 
enough to have their claims reported and brought up here, and leaving 
out others equally deserving, equally entitled to an increase of pen- 
sion, is not the proper way to deal with this question. I do not wish 
to make an objection in this case or any other special case; but I do 
propose to interpose all reasonable objection to this method of pro- 
1 until this Honre will conent to take AENA soson that wi 
ead to a more equitable, speedy, and proper met of disposing o: 

pension claims. I wish to ask the 8 ot the Committee Png 
valid Pensions whether this is the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. COFFROTH. It is a unanimous report. The case was referred 
to me as a sub-committee and by me submitted to the committee, or 
to a quorum of the committee, and adopted without objection. In 
short, it is a unanimons report. $ 

Mr. WARNER. I desire to ask further, for my own information, 
whether these reports as they come back from the sub-committees to 
the fnll committee are considered by that full committee, whether 
the reports are read and considered in the full committee or not? 

Mr. COFFROTH. They are not, unless some member of the com- 
mittee has doubts abont case, or calls for the reading of the report. 
There are so many bills referred to that committee that we have 
adopted the plan of referring them to sub-committees. When those 
sub-committees present reports, unless they are challenged for some 
reason, the reports are accepted, believing, as that committee does, 
that every member to whom a case is referred will examine it care- 
fully, and only report it favorably if it proves to be a meritorious case. 

Mr. HORR. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Allright. 

Mr. HORR. How isit that in the pension cases, so far as we have 
struck them, all come from Pennsylvania? Are there no members on 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions from other States? 

Mr. COFFROTH. Yes. I will explain to the gentleman how it is. 
All pension bills presented by members of the House from Pennsyl- 
vania, Maryland, and West Virginia are referred to me as a sub- 
committee. I remained here during the holidays and spent three 
weeks in examining those cases and preparing the reports to accom- 
pany them; and I presented those reports at the first meeting of the 
committee that was called after the holiday recess. 

Mr. HORR. Were thero no other cases passed upon except those 
from Pennsylvania, so that we might have it a little mixed ? 

Mr. COFFROTH. Yes; there were other cases examined and re- 
pored to the House, and they are upon the Calendar. The cases, as 

have said, from Pennsylvania, Maryland, and West Virginia were 
referred to me as a sub-committee, reported by me to the full com- 
8 and as chairman of the committee I reported those cases to 
the House. 

Mr. WARNER. Then it amounts to this: these cases have been be- 
fore the Commissioner of Pensions and there rejected, whether for 
want of proof of disability or for other reasons I know not. It ap- 
pears from the statement of the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions that these cases are then referred to a single member 
of that committee, perhaps to the clerk of the committee. 

Mr. COFFROTH. There is no “ perhaps” about it. 

Mr. WARNER. And the cases are in that way made up and pre- 
sented to this House as a court of appeal from the Pension Office. I 
want to see a special commission established, with power to review 
all cases of this kind, in order that more speed and better justice 
can be done than it is possible to do in this way. 

Mr. HATCH. Upon what authori sy aom the gentleman state that 
these reports are made up by the clerk of the committee? ; 
Mr. WARNER. I said perhaps. I have been told that is done, 

and asked for information. 

Mr. HATCH. Upon what authority does the gentleman state that 
any member of the Pension Committee reports a bill to this House 
accompanie:l by a report which was drawn up by the clerk of the 
committee? 

Mr. WARNER. Iam asking for information; I wish to know how 
it is done. 

Mr. HATCH. I understood the gentleman to state that as a fact. 

Mr. WARNER. I did not state it as a fact, but stated that per- 
haps it might be so. 

Mr. COFFROTH. There is no “might be” about it; it is not so. 

Mr. HORR. Is it customary for the committee to refer all cases 
from a certain district to the man who represents that district ? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I will answer the gentleman, 
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Mr. HUBBELL. It seems to me that in this rating of pensions a 

t injustice may be done. I understand from the chairman of the 

ommittee on Pensions that this rating is done by the local examin- 

ing surgeon—that is, by the man who happens to be appointed the 
examining surgeon for a particular locality. 

Now, if the rate of pension is fixed by the different examining sur- 
geons, without any particular rules governing them in their deter: 
mination, without their acting in harmony and under the same rules, 
it is easy to see that in some cases a pensioner might be rated at sa 
$10 a month, while in another case, with the same degree of disabil- 
ity, the pensioner might be rated by another surgeon, who is perhaps 
more competent, at another rate. 

It seems to me that we may do great injustice by attempting to fix 
the rate of pension which a pensioner is to draw simply upon a state- 
ment of an examining surgeon who gets the immense sum of a dollar 
and fifty cents a case. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iwould like to ask the gentleman if the objection he in- 
gees inst these bills would not lieagainsta general pension law? 

r. HUBBELL. In all those cases where the pension is fixed by 
the Commissioner of Pensions, the testimony of the examining sur- 
n and all the other testimony is presented here in Washington, is 
ere examined in every respect, and the rate of disability is fixed by 
another and perhaps more competent board, which takes everything 
into consideration. Now it does seem to me that to grant pensions in 
this way, allowing an examining surgeon in Michigan to fix the rate 
of disability in the cases which he examines, and another in Pennsyl- 
vania to fix another rate of disability—in other words, allowing the 
various physicians thronghout the country, who get a little fee for 
examining these pension cases, to fix the rate of pensions for those 
cases—is doin pa injustice not only to other pensioners but per- 
haps to the public Treasury. 
ther thing: I think we onght to bear in mind the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Minnesota that it is a great departure from 
revious precedents for us to attempt now to grant pensions from the 
Fate of the disability or discharge. As a friend, not an enemy of the 
soldier, I say that when we take into consideration the way in which 
thesereports are made up upon the examination of examining surgeons 
throughont the ner hi we are liable, in granting pensions from the 
date of disch to do great injustice unwittingly to the Govern- 
ment. We ought not to allow these pensions to date back to the date 
of discharge unless by some general provision of law. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I desire to say for the benefit of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] and other gentlemen on this floor, that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, when a bill is referred to them, send 
to the Pension Office for all the ee in the case. They examine 
those papers, and if on the evidence therein contained they believe that 
injustice has been done to the soldier, that his application for pension 
has been disallowed haps on some little technicality, they con- 
sider the case favorably. It is notorious in this country that the 
Pension Office is killing meritorious claims by the thousand every 
day. Nobody under the sun is responsible for the flood of pension 
bills coming into Congress except the Pension Office. It is not the 
fault of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

I will say to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER, ] who I be- 
lieve belongs to the committee that had the silver bill under con- 
sideration, that we did not ask how his committee considered that 
bill; and neither he nor any other man on this floor has any right to 
ask us how we decide upon bills in our committee; and we do not 
intend to tell him. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I very much regret that this trouble 
has arisen here. It is a notorious fact that in this House less consid- 
eration is paid to the Committee on Invalid Pensions than to any 
other committee. [Cries of “Oh, no!“ ] It is also a notorious fact 
that nothwithstanding the large amount of labor performed by this 
committee it is more difficult for it to have a day or an hour fixed for 
the consideration of its business than it is for any other committee. 
When I began my service in this House it was my high honor to bea 
member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I can testify to 
the laborious and important duties imposed upon that committee. I 
had 2 that it would be the pleasure of this House to- night to pass 
upon the merit of every claim here without the technical pleading 
which my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] has been 
pleased to interject. I had hoped that no gentleman on this floor— 
certainly not a member on the democratic side of the House who bore 
arms under the old flag—would raise his voice against granting pen- 
sions to these gallant men who fought for their country, her liberty, 
and her laws. 

Gentlemen do not seem to understand how these claims get before 
the Pension Committee. As I have had some experience on that com- 
mittee I propose to say a word on this subject. The Commissioner of 
Pensions is not to blame for these claims coming here. His duties 
are inflexibly prescribed by law. He is required to demand of the 
pa. applying for a pension proof from some officer. Very often the 
soldier who has been wounded is unable to obtain the evidence of any 
officer because the officers who could give the requisite testimony may 
have fallen in battle. The Commissioner must reject the claim. The 
party comes before Congress and offers proof from his comrades in 
arms—men who are as much entitled to credit and as fully conversant 
with all the facts as piers could be. Their testimony is entitled 
to credit equally with t of an officer. 


The Commissioner of Pensions being unable to allow the claim, the 
ey eet appeals to the equitable consideration of Congress upon 
submitting competent proof that he was wounded, that he was His- 
abled, or that he contracted disease. It will be remembered that in 
the last Congress we passed claims of this character upon the Private 
Calendar by a single vote; and I had hoped to-night that by unan- 
imous consent we might take similar action, ratifying in this way the 
action of the committee who have diligently, faithfully, and honestly 
performed their duty. I, for one, am prepared to give my vote to 
report to the House for favorable recommendation every pension 
claim upon this Calendar. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] has been pleased to inter- 
pose his objection here, and to say that these unfortunate men whose 
applications have been denied at the Pension Office shall not receive 
pensions at our hands because Con has not Pees some act by 
which claims of this character may be disposed of in some other tri- 
bunal. Why, sir, the poor soldier who lost his arm in the service of 
his country, or contracted disease that will follow him to the grave, 
is not to be blamed for the dereliction of Congress. He has rapped at. 
the door of the Pension Office for years. He has gone there covered 
with glory, his empty sleeve testifying to his gallantry on the field of 
battle; but under the technical ruling of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions—a ruling which you have required him to make under the law—- 
the claim, though full of merit, is rejected. Now he appeals to the 
sense of justice of this House; he appeals to the 33 power; 
he appeals to us, Who have the right to take an equitable view. If 
the facts are established by competent proof we are not hampered by 
any technicality. Ifthe party was wounded, or if he contracted dis- 
ease in the service, it is within our province, and it is our daty, to 
award him a pension. I hope, Mr. Chairman, it will be the pleasure of 
the House to-night, by one general order, to approve of the action of 
this Committee on Pensions, and recommend favorably to the House 
all these bills. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I claim that the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions is not under discussion not under investigation; 
and I demand that the House give attention to the consideration of 
bills as they are reported. I make the point of order that members 
must confine themselves to the bills under consideration, and not in- 
dulge in the discussion of general pension laws or the duties of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. WARNER. I claim this day 

Mr. WILSON. I make the motion that the bills be all laid aside, 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that they do 


pass. 

Mr. WARNER. Before that motion is put I desire to say a word. 
I recognize the right of my friend from Tennessee [ Mr. TAYLOR] to 
withhold any information as to the method of investigating these 
cases in the Pensions Committee. I will not press for information 
or presume anything ; but I do say that when information as to the 
investigation these cases receive is withheld it is a little too much to 
demand that we should come here and as mere machines, without 
objection and without question, vote through each and all of these 
claims. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not yield to my friend from West 
yes LMr. N to any other member here in my advocac 
of the just rights of the soldier. I do not apply the remark I shal. 
make to my friend from West Virginia. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I rise to a question of order. My point is that 
the gentleman is not discussing the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. The nearer a man was to the Canada border dur- 
ing the war the more likely he is to slop over now when any ques- 
tions come up touching the soldier. I propose to stand by the law; 
and I want to see some method adopted whereby the soldier who has 
wounds or scars or other actual disability to show for it, and who is 
entitled under the law as it existed when he enlisted to his pension, 
can have it without waiting till he is about to die; on the other 
hand, to keep out claims put in by mere pretenders, by men who 
never were in battle or near a battle-field, or perfo any other 
arduous military duty. But such a elaim I fear is quite as likely to be 
3 here and pressed to its passage as any other. We should 

now what we are doing, and not open the wide to every one 
whose name is on a muster-roll. hat would amount to a debt, if 
capitalized, of something like two thousand millions of dollars. 

agree with my friend from Michigan, [Mr. HUBBELL,] that where 
the ratings are done by a su m here and another there all over the 
country they must necessarily be very unequal, while when they go 
to the Pension Bureau they are referred to a board, which, I under- 
stand, passes upon every case, and there is some equality, some jus- 
tice. y friend from West Virginia [ Mr. WILSON ] says soldiers cannot 

t their pensions at the Pension Office. Well, I reply to him, we 

ave not time here, as I said the other day, if we sit daily during 
the rest of this year, to properly consider and pass on these cases, 
Let us, then, at once establish a commission and give to it authority 
to examine and determine all claims that may be appealed to it. 

Mr. WILSON. Let us pass all we can to-night, or until there is a 
general law. 

Mr. WARNER. Ah, but, when you select one man from your dis- 
trict, or another district, or twenty or thirty, as seems to be the case 
now, from one State, and gre them a preference, injustice is done to 
those who are denied. There may be five hundred or a thousand 


cases equally meritorious passed over. In this way we give to one 
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man an increase for some special disability, while there probably are 
say 


five hundred equally deserving. If we give the increase to one 
give it toall of the same class. Bring in an enabling act to cover 
all such cases—not confine the bounty to one. 

Mr. WILSON. Let us do the best we can until such an enabling 
act is brought in. 

Mr. WA R. We cannot make this House a mere appendage to 
the Pension Bureau; and the sooner that is understood some other 
method will be provided, and the sooner —.— will be done to the 
meritorions soldier and the better the ary will be guarded 
against false claims. 

Mr. HATCH. In the time which the gentleman from Ohio has oc- 

cupied to-night we could have passed half a dozen meritorious cases. 
n 
Mr. WARNER. Oh yes, if you mean to open wide the doors and 
let everything in; if you pro to add five or ten thousand names 
to the pension-roll and let my friend from Missouri fill in the names, 
we SAF pass not only ten thousand but a hundred thousand in ten 
minutes. I would as quickly do that—I would as quickly authorize 
the addition of ten thousand names to the rolls and let the Pension 
Committee fill them in as to vote without question as fast as names 
can be called, as is proposed. 

Mr. HATCH. I have no disposition to add the name of = soldier 
to the pension-roll who is not fairly and honorably entitled by the 
testimony coming before that committee to receive a pension. Isay, 
as a member of that committee, that more than one-half of the time 
I have spent in this Congress has been spent in the labors of that 
committee-room. For myself, and I can say the same for every mem- 
ber of the committee, we have been urgent and diligent in searching 
into the testimony laced before us. 

Mr. WARNER. If you keep on this way for ten years 17 5 cannot 

through with all 5 that are now here and that will come here 
if the doors of the Treasury are opened to all that come, without 

uestion by members of the House when they are on their . 
1 want to let those who are entitled to pensions have them without 
delay, but no others. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman proceeds—— 

Mr. HAZELTON. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. He took my time before and I want to take his now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor. 

Mr.HAZELTON. Iwill yield to the gentleman when I get through. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yield to me now; now is the accepted time. 

Mr. HAZELTON. But it is not the day of salvation. 

Mr. Chairman, I am a member of the Invalid Committee, [Laugh- 
ter.] Iam a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and I 
have the undoubted right now, as a member of that glorious com- 
mittee, to say a word on this occasion notwithstanding the desire of 
my honorable friend from New York to take my place. “I am no 
orator as Brutus is,” but my rights are rg 1 5 than his here. Now, I 
am very sorry that the gentleman from Ohio, who draws a pension 
himself, should denounce all those claimants here, amounting perhaps 
to two hundred, as “hospital pimps.” He denonnces this system of 
pensioning soldiers by acts of Congress upon the ground that we do 
not know the character of the claimants with whom we are dealing 
and that they are “hospital pimps.” The great body of these claim- 
ants are men who were wounded in the war in the service of their 
country. Many of these claimants for pensions are the widows of 
soldiers who died from diseases contracted or wounds. received in 
the service of their country. Any man is welcome to all the glory he 
may receive in this Republic by denouncing this class of soldiers in 
such terms. [Cries of “Question.”] 

One word more, Mr, Chairman; please do not be uneasy. I think 
a good point has been made here by my friend from Michigan—we 
have discussed it in the committee—in regard to this question of rat- 
ings. In the old bills that were introduced was contained this clause : 
“ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” The 
bills we haye been considering here are nearly if not all minus this 
provision. If any gentleman is desirious—and for my part I want to 
consult the wishes of this Honse, and would like to act in accord- 
ance with their judgment—if they think best that this clause should 
be contained in all our bills, it will then throw the responsibility upon 
the Pension Office, on the board of surgeons there, of rating every one 
of these claims according to existing laws, and as they have been all 
rated according to the law of s of pensions, I think the sug- 
gestion made by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] a 
good one. If this clause is in all of these pensions—and I presume 
the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
would accept it—if it was the will of the House, it could go into all 
of the cases and the objection made here is obviated. 

Mr, COFFROTH. I think it is in all of them now. 

nee HAZELTON. No, it is not in all; it is in some, but it is notin 
all, 

Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel like entering upon this 
general discussion. It is time we were at work if we intend to do 
anything. I desire, however, to make this suggestion for the gentle- 
men of the Committee on Pensions: Daring the Forty-fifth Congress 
we passed a number of pension bills, each of which fixed the amount 
of the pension. They went to the Senate, and in every instance the 
bills were amended by the Senate and sent back to the Honse with an 


amendment striking ont that provision. If the Senate stands by that 
position now, the result of sending these bills to that body would 
probably be to have them amended by the Senate and sent back here 
again ata ay so late in the session as to preclude the possibility of 
action upon them by this body. I believe it would facilitate the dispo- 
sition of these cases and relieve the House of this discussion as well 
as of a great deal of difficulty if they would consent to put these per- 
sons upon the pension-rolls generally subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to say a word in reply to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, who has referred to myself in a personal way. 

Mr. WILSON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I think r from Ohio ought to be 
allowed to replx. It is a personal matter. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that the pension 
granted to me was granted immediately upon the close of the war, 
and when I was upon crutches, and granted on the record alone, and 
granted, too, for wounds received in battle in defense of the Union, 
and at the time when I understand my friend from Wisconsin was 
hugging the Canada border, trembling at the approach of the draft. 

Mr. HAZELTON. That is about as true as all the rest of your 
statements. 

Mr. WARNER. At any rate he was at a safe distance from any 
battle-field. I have not asked, nor do I propose to ask, nor does any 
soldier who helped to fight the battles of the Union ask gratuities 
from Congress. He asks only for the falfillment of the contract made 
with him and that he is entitled to. Under the terms of his enlist- 
ment, and as a part of the consideration, in case of disability, he 
became entitled to a pension. 

I repeat that I yield to no member here in my advocacy of the 
rights of the soldier and his right to a pension in case of actual dis- 
ability, and that speedily—more speedily than it can possibly be done 
here. But, at the same time, I do believe there are thousands of 
claims that come to the Pension Office and hundreds from the Pen- 
sion Office here from persons who are not entitled to receive pensions. 
I believe I understand and reflect the spirit of the soldier when I say 
he is not in favor of promiscuously pensioning every man whose name 
may be found upon a muster- roll. There are on the muster-rolls of 
the Army some two million two hundred thousand names, from 1861 
to 1865. Soldiers know what is real and deserving and what are 
shams. They know, too, what is 8 and what is not. When 
a pension is due a soldier, it is a right he may demand, and not a gra- 
vera Let the committee stand there, and I am with them. 

. BAYNE. Irise to a point of order. I have not done so until 
the gentleman has had an opportunity of vindicating himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. My point of order is that the gentleman from Ohio 
has spoken on this subject once before and is not entitled to speak 


again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio stated he rose to a 
personal oy apron 

Mr. BAYNE. I submit that that is not in order in Committee of 
the Whole. A personal explanation is a matter that belongs to the 
House. I demand the 1 es order. 

Mr. HOUK. Ido not belong to the Invalid Pensions Committee, 
but I want to say a word or two. And the first word I desire to say 
is to enter my protest 3 consuming this session of the House set 
apart for the purpose of passing claims for the benefit of pensioners 
in a personal wrangling over pensions already granted, It is an out- 
rago on the claimants who are knocking at our doors for justice to 
take up time in this way. 8 

I want to say farther, in justice to this committee, if we are going 
to pass laws for any purpose, under the organization of this House, 
with its committees constructed as they are, we have to repose some 
sort of confidence in the committees when they bring forward their 
reports recommending the passage of this, that, and the other bill. 
For one, when the Pension Committee, sitting as a high court of 
equity, as it should, has recommended in a bill that a pension should 
be granted, I am willing to vote for it, trusting to their integrity and 
honesty in regard to it. 

This evening was set apart for the purpose of acting upon these 
pension claims. But when we see the Recorp in the morning it will 
appear that more or less of us have soldier constituencies and were 
making speeches to stick in the Recorp to help us to come back to 
Con Let us vote on these bills and pass P aed at this time and 
all onas will then vote for us without our making buncombe 
8 es. 

Mr. STONE. The gentleman from Tennessee having got his speech 
in, I move we to pass the bill. 

: Mr. HUBBELL. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill, as fol- 
ows: 

After the words “ on roll.“ in the fourth line, insert these words: “subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.“ 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. As I understand, that amendment cuts off 
all arrears, That is unjust. If this party is entitled to a pension at 
all, he is entitled to that pension during the existence of his disa- 
bility. There can be no controversy about that. It is true that Con- 

heretofore has not in these ial cases allowed arrears; but 
it has by a general law allowed arrears of pensions to every soldier 
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who obtained a pension under the general pension law. And because 
has denied justice heretofore in a few special cases it does 
not follow that we ought to persist in that course. 

But I agree with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] that 
it is not wise for us to fix the rate of disability ; and for this reason: 
If you incorporate into a law the rate of disability it remains un- 
changeable, however the disease may vary. The party may become 
well and yet your act allows him a pension for all time. Or he may 
improve in health so that the rate of disability may be less. But in 
that case there ought to be some authority to determine the rate of 
disability. It may become greater, and in that case the party ought 
to be allowed more. It ought to be left in the discretion of the De- 

ent to determine the rate of disability. The committee cannot 
with safety fix the rate of disability; and I will tell you why. 

Mr. HUBBELL. If the gentleman from Kansas will permit me to 
interrupt him, I will say that I wish to modify my amendment so as 
to cover his objection. I modify it so that it will read as follows: 

Subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, including the gen- 
eral law granting arrears. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. That is right. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Let me state that the pension is to commence 
from the date of the soldier’s honorable discharge from the Army. 

bie CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan] has 
the floor. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I stated that I did not think the committee 
could with safety fix the rate of disability, for this reason: Almost 
every applicant for a pension naturally goes before some examining 
surgeon specially friendly to him and the rate of the disability is 
usually fixed by an examining surgeon in sympathy at least with the 
applicant. It may be his family physician, and we do not know ex- 
actly, and the committee cannot well know, except by inference, the 
character of that physician. Now, if it be left with the Department, 
the Department may refer the applicant to some other examining 
surgeon or may direct him to go before a board of examining sur- 


ae 
. WILSON. They may do so in these cases. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. No, for in these cases if we pass these bills 
as they are reported to the House, the rate will be fixed by law and 
it will be an invariable rule in each particular case. Hence I say it 
is the safer and wiser course to leave the rate of disability to be fixed 
by the Department. 

Mr. HUBBELL. I want to say a word or two upon my amend- 
ment. I have not offered it with any design to interpose any objec- 
tion whatever to an honest applicant for a pension. A man who is 
entitled to a pension has aright todemand it. I simply want to have 
some amendment adopted which shall prevent this system of rating 
by local individual surgeons. 

I think my amendment meets the whole case. Under that amend- 
ment the pensioner would be entitled not only to his pension but to 
all arrears of pensions, and his case would be governed by the pro- 
visions of the pension law. His pension may be increased or lowered 
under the provisions of the law, as circumstances may require; and 
that is all that an nsioner can properly ask. 

Mr. TOWNS , of Illinois. In my judgment we may as well 
lay this bill on the table as to adopt the amendment which been 
offered by the tleman from Michigan, [ Mr. HUBBELL.] By adopt- 
ing that amendment you merely send this man back to the Pension 
Bureau. Do we not all know from past experience, and from our 
knowledge of the immense number of applications before that office, 
that by adopting this amendment we will be merely N this 
man to dance attendance upon that bureau for years? You may as 
well drive this man away at once and tell him that there is no ho 
for him as to torture him with the delays in the Pension Office. My 
experience satisfies me that meritorious cases have been rejected by 
the Pension Office. If the claimants in those cases cannot look to 
Con for relief they are remediless. 

All on this floor have witnessed the magnanimity and liberality of 
Southern democrats toward Northern soldiers. The principal ob- 
struction to these pension bills does not come from them to-night, but 
from the other side of this House. I do not ask for the soldier any- 
thing more than is justly due him. I would not see a fraudulent 
claim allowed; I would be the last to let down the bars so as to open 
the way to fraudulent or improper claims. But when a claimant 
comes before a committee of this House, and his case is carefull, 
examined there—all the facts being presented and considered—an 
it then solemnly reports to this House that the man is equitably en- 
titled to a pension, my judgment is that this House should promptly 
pass upon the equities of the case, and not send him back to the 

place where he has once met with a denial. This amendment will do 
ut little more than refer his case back to the Pension Office. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. It does not send him back to the Pension 
Office, except to have the rate of his disability determined. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. And the Pension Office may put it 
down to the minimum figure per month, or delay its consideration 
indefinitely. His claim has already been rejected by that office, 
because in the opinion of the officers there he is not entitled to relief. 
What advantage will result to him of any practical value to send 
him back to such a forum! 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. He has not been put on the pension-roll at 
all because of some technical reason. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
will be no substantial justice gran 
unless this House at once pass the bills according to the terms 
in which they are reported from the committee. If any error has 
been committed by the committee it is on the side of humanity and 
in favor of one who sacrificed the peace and comfort of home and 
imperiled his health and life in defense of the Government. The 
proof shows that he lost his health in the service of his country. Let 
us demonstrate our gratitude and magnanimity by granting him, 
bh ei further delay, the small pittance recommended by our com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WARNER. I think this is a very important amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. Allow me one word in regard tothe proposition of 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. HunnRLL. ] I think that propo- 
sition should commend itself to this entire House, and for this rea- 
son: Take the case of any soldier who may be ioned by special 
act of Congress. If this provision should be inserted in that act, 
then when the soldier applies to be rated for a pension he will be 
directed to go before a board of examining surgeons, who will deter- 
mine his condition. If that board of examiners find his condition 
to be such as to entitle him to a pension, if it finds that he is labor- 
ing under a disability, it will so report to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, who will grant him pension commensurate with that disability. 
But if the man be found perfectly healthy and strong, without the 
least scintilla of an ailment in his body, then the Commissioner of 
Pensions, upon such a report made by the board of examining sur- 
geons, will refuse to rate him and give him l It seems to 
me that if the proposition of the gentleman from Michigan be in- 
serted in each particular bill presented here granting a pension, in 
such event we will be doing equal and exact justice to every man to 
whom we grant a pension by special act. 

You will have an examination made; you will preclude the possi- 
bility of imposition ; you will surmount the difficulties that origin- 
ally stood in the way of having pensions granted by the Commissioner 
of Pensions. The want of technical proof will supplied by the 
direction of Congress to place the name of the man on the pension- 
roll. Now let us saap that rule and apply it to every one of these 
cases. It will place the name of the soldier upon the pension-roll ; 
it will subject him to the examination of a board who will report to 
the Commissioner of Pensions, and every pensioner under every special 
act will get a pension precisely commensurate to his disability, and 
will stan opon an equality with those who come under the general 
provisions of the pension law. 

Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote! “] 

. TAYLOR. In every case that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions examine they send to the Pension Office and get the papers ; 
those papers contain the certificate of examination by the examining 
surgeon ; 8 that certificate we rate the pension. 

r. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, the case now before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole is the case of Michael Lingenfelter. This bill 
proposes to give him a pension of $4 a month. The amendment pro- 
poses to send him back to the office of the Commissioner of Pensions to 
wait a year or more, hiring in the mean while a lawyer to present his 
case. By the time the case is dis of in the Pension Office this 
poor Dutchman may be dead, and his wife in the poor-house, so that 
neither will get the pittance which the law proposes to grant. In 
my judgment this amendment will kill all these small cases. These 
men cannot hire lawyers; they cannot wait two years to get their 
cases through the Pension Office. They have been there once, and 
we have the opinion of the Pension Office that they are not entitled 
to a pension. The committee here say that they are. I believe that 
the committee are right. I will trast the judgment of any member 
of that committee as quickly as that of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER] or the Commissioner of Pensions. If one man is to 
pass on ali these cases, give me one man from this committee. Do 
not turn these poor fellows over again to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, in whose office they have struggled so long. 

Mr. WARNER. “The gentleman from Ohio” expresses no opinion 
as to the merits of any of these cases. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. If the gentleman from Ohio, who is now get- 
ting his pension, and is not willing that anybody elss should receive 
a pension, can state any reason why this poor German should not 
have a pension, I would like to hear it. 

Mr. WARNER. I know of no reason why he should not have a 

nsion. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Then let us vote him a pension. 

Mr. WARNER. If he is entitled to a pension he should have it at 
once, and not wait for years. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. The committee say that he is entitled to a 
pension; I believe the committee tell the truth. I believe he ought 
to have a pension, and I am ready to vote for it. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. It seems to me there is a great waste of time 
on this matter. The question is simply whether arrears should be 
carried with the bill. The amendment, as has been already said, sim- 
ply sends the applicant for a pension back to the Pension Office, where 
the decision has already been against him. Does not every member 
on this floor know that when we send one of these applications back 
to the Pension Office it will meet the same se it has already met 7 
In my judgment we should, as a uniform poliey, date all these pen- 
sions back to the time of the disability or the death of the soldier, if he 


My honest judgment is that there 
to these claimants for pensions 


1880. 


died in the service. We have already, by the unanimous voice of 
this House, sent to the Senate a resolution declaring as the judgment 
of this House that these pensions should thus date back. Why, then 
should we not express the same Sars bet in passing upon these bills? 
Let us not wrangle over them, but such as are meritorious, 

Mr. HAZELTON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether all the s 
cial pension acts of the Forty-fifth Con; did not contain this 
clause: “Subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws.” [Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I wish to ase a few moments in response 
to some remarks or insinuations made by the gentleman from Ohio 
eg WARNER] in reference to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

he insinuation is made that the committee have transacted their 
business in a very loose manner; that we did not give these bills 
propr consideration. Now, how are applications of this kind exam- 
ined in the Pension Office? 

Mr. WARNER. I do not know. 

Mr, HOSTETLER. Very well; I will tell the gentleman exactly 
how they are examined. They are placed by the Commissioner in 
the hands of a clerk, who examines the case and reports his jadg- 
ment under the direction of the Commissioner; and that judgment 
proceeds upon the presumption that every man presenting a claim is 
attempting to defraud the Government, unless he can support his 
application by ten times the amount of evidence that would be re- 
quired to conyict a man of murder. 

Mr. WARNER. Let the gentleman explain how the committee ex- 
amine these cases. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I will do that, The committee take up these 
bills under the general understanding as to the points on which they 
are to pass. A sub-committee examines each bill to determine whether 
the objection made by the Commissioner or his clerk is based on a 
mere technicality. We find that of the cases favorably reported by 
our committee nine out of ten have been rejected at the Pension Office 
on mere technicalities. If the evidence against a man indicted for 
murder were one-fourth as strong as the evidence in numbers of these 
cases, conviction would be certain. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Let us pass the bills, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Let us have a chance to vote; we will 
pass the bills if 121 give us a chance. 

Mr. HOSTETLER, I would like to say more; but as the Commit- 
tee of the Whole seem impatient for a vote, I yield the floor. 

The question recurred on Mr. HUBBELL’s amendment. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 35, noes 49. 

So the amendment was rejected, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


NOAH CATON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2854) ting a pension to Noah Caton. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Noah Caton, of Com- 
pany H, Eighty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and that the 
said Noah Caton be allowed a proses at the rate of $4 per month, 
commencing from the date of his honorable discharge, to wit, Sep- 
tember 25, 1862, from the Army of the United States on account of 
injuries ond disease received and contracted by him while in the sery- 
ice and line of duty during the late war of the rebellion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have an amendment to offer which I think will 
obviate some of the objections to the last amendment. Where it says 
“at the rate of $4,” add so it will read, “at the rate of $4 a month, 
but as to arrears and any increase of his pension hereafter, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws including gen- 
eral laws grauting arrears.” If the House will be patient with me 
for a moment—— 

Mr. WILSON. Will that give the arrears now? 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the committee will be patient with me I will 
advocate it, and much more briefly if not interrupted by questions. 

Mr. WHITE. Let the report be first read. 

The report was read, at follows: 


tember, 1 rtial 
ysis.) He led at application fr a at 
tay dy ih erp in May, 1962, he received a shell in a lar, 
tumor in the right side, which him 
was n the 24th of October, 1879, because “no record of alleged injury 
or result, and the claimant states he is unable to furnish medical testimony to show 
that the disability existed in service.” 

The commissioned officers of the company of which the applicant was a private 
are all dead, and the whereabouts of the surgeon the applicant is unable to find, 
although he has made diligent search to ascertain his residence. 

The 8 produces Aaron Wicklow and John W. Dial, who testified, on the 
8th of April, 1379, that “they were privates in Company II. Fighty-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and that Noah Caton was of the saine company 
and regiment, and that while the company was at the battle of Yorktown, Vir- 
ginia, on the 15th day of May, 1862, he was hit with a piece of shell in his right 
side, and from the effects there formed a gathering and originated a large tumor.” 

Other evidence in this claim fully sustains this statement, and shows the claim- 


ant’s disability. 

Examinin; rgeon Dr. S. S. Good, who on the ist day of February, 1879, exam- 
ined the an rts that, in his opinion, the disability did originate in the 
service, and that he finds a large fatty tumor in the claimant's right side; meas- 
ures eight inches in length and half as much in width;” and also says, “the 
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l of the entire right side.“ He further says, I 
one halle per sonth.” 1 15 


In view of the evidence, the committee are of the opinion that the claimant is 
Magia to a pension, and therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying 


Mr. HAWLEY. [offer the meng. amendment, to come in at its 

12275 place, leaving the rate to stand at $4. It is a four-dollar case, 

eve: 

After the words “at the rate of $4 a month! insert “ but as to arrears and any 
increase of his pension hereafter subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, including the general laws granting arrears." 

Mr. Chairman, I take it for granted there is no man in this com- 
mittee or House who is not willing to do justice to the soldier. There 
is no use of criminations or recriminations on that subject. I shall 
begin to think by and by, althongh I served five years, I shall have 
to vindicate myself. Iscorn to doit. I scorn to do anything as if 
the soldier was a baby who wanted to take all the money the country: 
wanted to give. Thesoldier is as patriotic as anybody else, and there 
is not a gathering of honest soldiers in the country which does not 
wish you to be careful in granting pensions. CApplanse-] They do 
not want you to grant sham pensions. I would give a pension to 
every man whoever had been wounded, but there is no use of paying: 
too much. There will be some men who will not attend faith: ally 
to their duties and who will play sham, and some who will cheat if 
they getachance. They are like all the rest of the world and they 
know it. Those who were good soldiers know it, and -they do not 
want any humbug. [Applause.] You cannot fool them a bit by any- 
speeches made here. 

We have passed a law giving soldiers their arrears. I am frank to- 
say if I had been here, I would have voted against it. [Applause.] I 
will say before or after what I believe on any bill, anywhere. I have 
no reserve on any question in the world. I would have voted against- 
that bill because my opinion is the theory of pensions is to grant a 
man e tye go and live on, but never to go back to see what excuse 
there can be got to prevent paying it. I will do it fairly and justly. 
There have been many cases which ted soldiers pensions from: 
time to time asa relief from the severity of the law. No general law 
yon can draw up will fail to do injustice in many cases. There will 

a little gap in the evidence where you are morally convinced the 
man ought to have a pension. I know of some cases; I know there 
are some on my list. I have among my 5 many soldiers 
who have to come to Congress as a court of equity, to get relief. 

But I with the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. WARNER] we are- 
doing this thing in an imperfect and crude way. We have to estab- 
lish some court of equity, some court of claims, outside of this House, 
because we are swamped with the number of them. We cannot do- 

ustice. There may be a commission of six or seven or nine honora- 
le and thoroughly honest men—of course they will be friendly to- 
the soldiers; every one is that—who will report on them as fast as 
they can; to sit as a court of equity, and give that relief which the- 
severity and uniformity of the law in particular cases cannot give. 

Now we have p: many special acts. The men relieved under 
those special acts do not get their arrears, but there is a law pending: 
to give them those arrears. When they goto the bureau to get them. 
they get rated fairly under the law and the general provision of the 
pension act. Sometimes a man was not entitled to anything for some 
time after he left the service. He was perfectly able-bodied, able to- 
get his living as Sanden, Byes bat some disability developed itself, 
unquestionably owing to his service in the war, and he became totally 
disabled or partially disabled. These all should be pensioned, but 
the pensioner would not ask you to go back over the three or four’ 
years when he was able-bodied, able to earn his living. He would- 
not pretend it. I say nine out of ten soldiers would say it is not just 
to claim that. At any rate the Pension Office grades these things. 
Sometimes for two years he was entitled to a couple of dollars, and then 
disability gave him eight or ten. I do not like the passage of bills to~ 

ade these arrears back to the date of discharge, because it is not 

ust to those soldiers who have not that sort of privilege. I ask you- 
to put all fairly entitled at least to a pension upon some sort of SPERN 
his man in this case is entitled to $4 a month. I wish by this- 
amendment to put him at $4 a month. If he is entitled to that he- 
should have that. I would put him as to arrears where you put 
hundreds and thousands of pensioners ; go aes into the examina- 
tion and see how he should berated. That I would do. As to increase, 
perhaps he may have grown more disabled. It happens often, very 
often. I would say as to that increase he should stand as all his- 
comrades who got pensions under the pension laws or by special acts. 
This is the time to pnt the faithfal soldiers on an equality; that is 
all. I submit to all lawyers as well as to the members of the Pension. 
Committee whether it does or not. That is what I seek. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to ask the gentleman from Con- 
necticut a single question. I understand him to say that there is- 
now pending a bill to grant to all of those who have been allowed a 
pension by special act their arrears of pension. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am so told. It passed this Congress at the extra 
session and is now pending in the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I was going to say, I know very well that all 
the acts passed during the Forty-fifth Congress, especially after the- 
passage of the arrears act, were expressly limited and co ed to the- 
passage of the act, and could not be construed by any possibility to» 
allow arrears of pensions. 
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Mr. STONE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Connecticut 
whether he thinks the amendment he has offered will give to the 
‘soldiers pensioned by these bills their arrears unless that pending bill 
does become the law? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; I think not. 

Mr. STONE. Iso understood the 3 and therefore I see 
no object in including it at all, for unless the bill which passed the 
House at the extra session does become the law shay will not be en- 
„titled to arrearages of pensions, because the law officer of the Pen- 
sion Office has decided that pensioners pensioned by special act arè 
-not entitled to these arrears. 

Mr. HAWLEY. LI rather take it for granted that act will be passed. 

Mr. STONE. So, “subject to the provisions of the pension laws, in- 
eluding arrears,” means nothing? The general law, including 
means nothing, because the law officer has decided that under that 
‘law granting arrears of pension persons are not entitled to arrears 
-who were pensioned by special act? 

Mr. BAYNE. This act does provide for it. 

Mr. STONE. Therefore it means nothing, unless the arrears law 


does pass? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Connecticut. 
Mr. COFFROTH. I believe the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
would accept that amendment as read by the Clerk. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Before the vote is taken on this question I desire 
to say a word. It seems to me there is 5 misapprehension in the minds 
of many gentlemen here as to the effect of the action of the Pension 
Office in refusing a pension. It is not a decision that a person was 
not disabled in tho service. Itis nota decision that a person is not 
entitled to two or four or six or eight dollars a month by reason of his 
disability, but it is a decision that the proofs offered do not bring his 
ease within the law so as to entitle him to consideration at all. 

What is the object of an act of Congress granting a pension? It 
is to place the name of the applicant upon the pension-roll as a per- 
son entitled to a pension. Now, the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan completely covered the case in that view of 
it; and the amendment offered by the gentleman from Connecticut 
in part covers it. The effect of it is we direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of this applicant upon the pension-roll, 

-subject to the provisions of the pension laws. And what has the 
Pension Office then to do? To rate his disability according to the 
msion laws; to increase the rate if his malady increases, to dimin- 
-Ish it if he recovers. We do him complete Justice when we take 
away the bar that now exists, and entitle him to consideration in the 
Pension Office. And that ought to be the effect of every bill that 
passes here. That was the effect of every bill that in the pre- 
-ceding Con Ihave never known a Dill till now that fixed 
the rate of allowance. I deem it unjust and unsafe; and we ought 
«not to pass bills of that character. 
The CHAIRMAN. The pendin guenon is on the amendment of 
-the gentleman from ERTES ir. HAWLEY. ] 

The question being put, there were—ayes 44, noes 38. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I suggest that if this amendment is to be put 
upon this bill it should be put upon the others that preceded it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It occurs to me that this amendment which has 

„just been adopted really dispenses with the three or four lines at 
the close of the bill and they ought to be dropped. What follows in 
regard to the date of discharge, &c., becomes immaterial. I will ask 

-the Clerk to read the bill as it is now amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Noah Caton, of Company H, hty-fifth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and that the said Noah Caton be allowed a 

sion at the rate of $H a month, but as to arrearsand any increase of his pension 

Fereafter, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, including 
‘the general laws granting arrears, commencing from the date of his honorable dis- 

A „to wit, September 25, 1862, from the Army of the United States on account 

of injuries and disease received and contracted by him while in the service and line 
~of duty during the late war of the rebellion. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Do I understand that the bill as now amended 
still contains the rating that it originally contained? 

Mr. HAWLEY. As a compromise that may be retained. The bill 
now starts this soldier at $4 a month; but as to the past he will get 
what he may receive under the general law as to arrears. It is sur- 

_plusage to state when he was discharged. That will be established 
when he goes to ask for his arrears. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Imay state that the Commissioner of Pensions holds 
that no soldier who receives a pension by a special act is entitled to 
arrears. This amendment just adopted therefore cuts off this soldier. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. Lask whether it is intended by that amend- 
ment that the pensioner shall have arrears of pension ? 

Mr, HAWLEY. I believe pensioners should have arrears, and the 
Dill has passed the House unanimously to that effect. That it will 
pass the Senate I have no doubt. And Congress should put all these 
men on an equality. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman from Connecticut said a while ago 
that if he had been here he would have voted against the bill grant- 
ing arrears. > 

. HAWLEY. I would; but the bill having been passed, I think 
mow all ought to have the same treatment. 


1 bill as amended was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the 
ouse. 


JACOB J. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2039) granting a pension to Jacob J. Smith; reported by Mr. Cor- 
FROTH from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: i 


Be it Ee., 
hacked ook arenes to 
lieutenant of Company H, Twelfth 


of $6 the date 


A MEMBER. Let the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The complainant, Jacob J. Smith, late first lieutenant of Company H, Twelfth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, was in the Army of the United States from 
the 20th — . to =~ 20th 152 Jay) 1 x en he 8 dis- 
charged. He app ‘or a pension on the of August, . alleging that he 
“contracted bleeding piles, near Winchester, Virginis. iag uly, 1863,” “On the 19th 
of April, 1879 his claim was rejected, because the disability alleged not in a de- 


gree 
There ap to be no controversy about the disease being contracted while in 
the Army of the United States and in line of duty. 
Examining mrgeon William Findley says: It is 9 that the said dis- 
ability did really originate in the aforesaid in of duty,” and he rates 
the “five and two-thirds dollars per month.” 


lity at 
Dr. T. A Balic. who bas made a recent examination, swears he found pro- 
lapse of the rectum and a varicose condition of the hemorrhoidal veins with Eig 


ation of . membrane of werd ue a meee ‘r ile sues of various 
sizes, some quite resen uite a con; an flamed appearan 
sufficient to Tender him a least eta unfit for mancal labor.” Š = 


The evidence of persons who knew the claimant w he i z — 

fon 2 labor, on account of the piles, which they belive E 9 
e a 

The — ttee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. HOUSE. I rise to a question of order. There has been so much 
disorder that I have not heard the reading of the report. I have not 
yet heard what disease that man had. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. It will be 
necessary for the Clerk to re-read the report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to offer the same amendment to this bill 
as was adopted to the previous bill. 

Mr. WARNER. I desire also to offer an amendment, to come in 
after the word “ cavalry.” 

Mr. HOUSE. Isubmitted a question of order a moment or two ago. 
I want to hear the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report has been read. 

Mr. HOUSE. I could not hear it. 

Isimply want to say a word, not about these amendments, but on 
the nature of the evidence on which we are granting these pensions. 
I do this with very great reluctance, but I do wish to get the atten- 
tion of the House to the character of evidence on which it is vot- 
ing money out of the 5 Take the case which has just been 
passed ; and what is the evidence? It is the er parte testimony of 
two witnesses, who say they were in the Army with the man, and a 
shell burst and hurt his side, and they believed he had partial paraly- 
sis. He did not apply for a pension until 1876. He says he verily 
believes he S ESN, a disease in the Army. What disease it was 
I did not hear. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question 75 here! 

Mr. HOUSE. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman if 
every pension granted by the Government is not decided upon er parte 
evidence, and is not the evidence of two witnesses to any particular 
fact generally considered sufficient ? 

Mr. HOUSE. I do not know how that is; but I will say this, that 
I can get a pension in that way for any man in the United States. If 
I were disposed to act fraudulently I could get the affidavits of two 
men to pension any man, and so can any other member of this House. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Can you get it before the present Commissioner of 
Pensions? 

Mr. HOUSE. Get what? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Can you get a 
Batir, the present Commissioner 

Mr. HOUSE. Ido not know how that is; but I say that if you 
take the ex parte testimony of any two witnesses to any fact you can 
establish anything. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. How about pensions to soldiers of 
the Mexican war? 

Mr. HOUSE. I do not know about the soldiers of the Mexican 
war. But I state a fact which every man on this floor knows. If 
you vote money out of the Treasury on the ex parte testimony of two 
witnesses whom you know nothing about—and I will ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. Corrrota] what he 
knows about the witnesses in the last case which we have passed ? 

Mr. COFFROTH. I will tell the gentleman. 

Mr. HOUSE. Those witnesses were subjected to no cross-examina- 
tion. The Government has not been heard. You can vote millions 
out of the Treasury if Fe go on in that way. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I can tell the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
House] that the doctrine which he has laid down is a most marvel- 


8 fraudulently before Mr. 


7 
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ous doctrine. I have seen many cases tried in a court of justice on 
the er parte affidavits of two witnesses; cases which involved thon- 
sands of dollars. 

Mr. HOUSE. Where was that? 

Mr.COFFROTH. In my own State, and nobody appeared to cross- 
examine the witnesses. 

Mr. HOUSE. That was where the party had notice. Has the Gov- 
ernment had notice to cross-examine these witnesses ? ` 

Mr. COFFROTH. All this evidence has been before the depart- 
ment for Jeon ana it had the right to cross-examine the witnesses. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. One word in answer to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Housk.] Let me say that every pension 
granted by the Pension Office from the foundation of the Government 
to this day, all pensions ted for services rendered in the revolu- 
tionary war, for services in the war of 1812, in the Indian wars, in the 
Mexican war, in every war in which this Government has been en- 

—have been irene on ex parte affidavits. If you should get 

rid of all pensions that Sro Sapporon a rtetestimony, you would 
practically repeal the pension laws, and nullify every pension in ex- 
ten 


istence. 

Mr. HOUSE. And we do not know how many of those pensions are 
fraudulent. It only shows the necessity of ourcreating some tribunal 
where a judicial avor sacra of these claims can take place. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think that perhaps there is a little misappre- 
hension on the part of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND. ] 
Although there may be ex parte testimony in these cases, yet in the 
Pension Office that testimony is submitted to the test of comparison 
with the official records in the War Department, in the Adjutant- 
General’s Bureau, and the Surgeon-General’s Office, in order to ascer- 
tain if itisin accord with the record of the soldier. There is a double 
test applied to the evidence by the Pension Bureau, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let me say, when the records of 
the War Department are taken, the bureau is taking records which 
are not supported by oath; simply the certificates of Army officers 
without oath. And often these unsworn certificates do injustice to 
the soldier by the neglect or ignorance of the officer in giving his 
actual physical condition. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The theory is, that as the record was made at 
the time of the transaction it is a part of the res geste, as we lawyers 
say. The facts are stated in the records at a time when there is no 
object on the part of any one to falsify the record. The United 
States has the right to rely upon those records, and to say sna hey 
are more likely to be true than the er parte testimony of inte: 
pana given years afterward. I do not apply these remarks to this 

ill, or to the policy which has been adopted by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions in these cases, I make them to correct an evident 
misapprehension on the part of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CRAVENS, And the Commissioner of Pensions will not re- 
ceive the statement of an officer not made under oath. 

Mr. ROBINSON. He will not, after the officer has retired from the 
service. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. In answer to that let me say that 
the records of the War Department simply show the military history 
of the soldier. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR. My point of order is that the subject be- 
fore us is not the manner of taking testimony, but it is the bill which 
has been read. 

Mr. HOUSE. I call for the reading of the report again, and I ask 
members to listen to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report has been read. 

Mr. HOUSE. Nobody has heard it; Lask that it be read again. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I object to the report being read again. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I offer the same amendment to this bill that I 
offered to the last bill. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After the word "month," in line 7 of the bill, insert “but as to arrears and any 
inorease of his pension hereafter subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, including the general laws granting arrears.” 

Mr. TALBOTT. The gentleman from Tennessee asked for the 
reading of the report so that we could ascertain—— 

The „ Objection was made. The amendment offered 
by the ce from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] will be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That amendment relates to a different part of the 
bill an my amendment, and had better be withheld till mine is dis- 


of. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the amendment offered as an amendment to 
the amendment ? 

Mr. WARNER. It is in the nature of a substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “cavalry,” in line 6, and insert “at arate propor- 
tionate to his disability, as determined under the pension laws, including the act 
granting arrears.” 

Mr. WARNER. This amendment will correct any defect in the 
evidence which the claimant may be unable to supply and will place 
him upon an exact equality with all other claimants for pensions as 
torating. That is simple justice ; it is treating all alike. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman says that his amendment is a sub- 
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stitute for mine. So it is in some respects. But I was willing to com- 
promise on one point; that is, ae 75 the man on the list now at some 


rate, and not require him to w: 
rate is adjusted for him. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WARNER, it 
was not agreed to, there being—ayes 20, noes 45. 

The 8 then recurred on the amendment of Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Connecticut l Mr. HAWLEY] also cuts off all arrears. 

Mr. BA No, it does not. 

Mr. TAYLOR. It does. 

The amendment was not agreed to, there being—ayes 30, noes 42. 

Mr. HOUSE. I want to hear this repr read, In making this de- 
mand I am not acting captionsly. I have not heard the report. I 
want to hear the evidence on which I am to vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that objection having been 
made to reading the 7 6 a second time, it cannot be again read. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I withdraw the objection. 


The report was again read. 
cane DUNNELL. I move to strike out the enacting clause of this 
ill. 
The motion was not to. ; 
The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, it was agreed to, there being—ayes 40, noes 25. 
JOSEPH SHOWMAN. 


2877 5 on m oe 5 was the bill (H. R. No. 
gran a pension ose’ owman. 
The bill wea read, as follows: i 


enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 


for six months or a year before any 


month, commencing on the 2d day of June, 1865, that being the date of his final 
m the Army of the Uni late war of the rebellion, on 
account of injury received and disease con while in the military service and 
in line of duty. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 


2857) ting a pension to Joseph Showman, late a private in Company C, 
fourth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, have the same under considera- 
tion, and leave to make the following 


The claimant, Joseph Showman, enlisted on the 22d day of August, 1862, in Com- 
yo, Eighty fourth 8 Pennsylvania N and Was honorably 
8 on the 22d of , 1862, by surgeon's certificate of disability. He 
— for pension on the 20th of October, 1876, alleging that at Camp Har- 
h, Pennsylvania, and in line of duty, on the Ist day of October, 1862, he fell 
into a ditch and a cart-wheel ran over his t, injuring his breast 
— left side, depressing it, and that he discharges matter and blood from his breast, 
an 


— inability to furnish medical evidence, and that the disability — ig Bat 5 


tment. 
The claimant alleges that after the 9 was taken to the hospital, was not 
treated by the surgeon of the regiment, and that he cannot ascertain the name of 
the surgeon of the hospital and laco of residence if now alive. 
William W. Brown, on the 19th o; 1 swears that the claimant lived 
at his house for twelve months before he enlisted, and that prior to and at the date 
£ enlistm he was a sound, able-bodied man, and especially free from all 
testified that the claimant was a sound, able-bodied man, and 
William tain of the com; , testifies that at Harrisburgh, Pennsyl- 
vania, — res 1862, claimant fell gross a ditch or aaa cart-wheel 


0 
disease of breast or side. 
Jacob Enos, Jacob Croner, and Daniel Kuhns, on the 12th of October, 1876, 
from disease o: 
breast at date of enlistment. 
tal and afterward dis- 


carry him away. 

Jonathan Shawly and Henry Nedrow say that the claimant was not treated b 
the 3 but was taken to the hospital immediately after bein ure 

Dr. testifies that he had the claimant under treatment after 
December, until in September, 1864, for emorrhage, 

Dr. A. G. Miller testified that he treated claimant June, 1872, for disease 
of breast and side, which he originated from some injury. He says the 
claimant is always mucus and blood in large quantities, with sore- 


M. Marker, 
disability of 
that he “laid in bed much of the tim: sometimes “blood ran out 
of his mouth ;” that “he is in delicate health and that his “ disability has been 
continuo: Examinin; . wman, examina’ 
Oh the Clalit wants on the Oct of August, 1877, says the îi viit rmanent, 
and that it is his belief that it in the service in line of duty; and rates 
ort ot the 
e passage 
Mr. WHITE. I move to strike ont the enacting clause of the bill. 
This ae seems to have been in the service only two or three 
mon 
The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 4, noes 40. 
. WARNER. I move to amend by strikin ‘out all after the 
word “volunteer,” in line 6, and inserting the following: 
At a rate proportionate to his disability, to be determined under the general 
CC zed 5 
The amendment was not 
8 bill was laid aside, to 


-The motion 


to. 
ported favorably,to the act 


, of Delaware. I move that the committee j 
was not agreed to. 
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WILLIAM T., M’COY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No, 
2856) ting a pension to William T. McCoy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

it 


the Secretary of the Interior be, s is h 


Beit enacted, do., That au- 
thorized and directed to place on the -roll the name 220 


Niam T. Mi 


A 0 E the rate of 84 
month, commencing from the date of his honorable discharge, namely, October 
Bi, 1804, from the Any of the United States, on account of injuries and disease 
and contracted by him while in the service and line of duty during the 

late war of the rebellion. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2856) granting a pension to William T. McCoy, late private in Company B, One 
hundred and tenth Regiment of P. lvania Volunteers, have had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to make the following report : 

The claimant enlisted in the mili service of the United States on the Ist 
day of September, 1861, in Company B, hundred and tenth ent of Penn- 
page olunteers, and was honorably discharged on the 24th A of October, 
1864. He filed an application for pension, setting forth in it that while in action at 
the battle of Fredericksbargh, Vi ia, on the 13th of December, 1862, he received 
a gunshot wound on the top of his „ and also while on the march to Chancel- 
lorsville, V about May, 1863, he sustained an inj to his left side, causing 
2 2 the heart, &c. application was rejected use of “no disability 
since disc . 

There is no dispute about the shot wound and injury being received by the 
claimant while inthe Army and fine of duty. 

Examining Surgeon Dr. William C. ee oars in his report of the examina- 
tion of the claimant on the 27th of November, 1878, that by reason of all 
disability resulting open aoe gyre a on top of head, and injury to left side cans- 
ing heart disease, the o t is one-half incapacitated for obtaining his subsist- 


0 
ence by manual labor.” 

Examining Su Dr. G. W. Smith says in his report of the examination of the 
claimant, made July 16, 1879, by reason of the ot wound of the head the 
. is not incapacitated for obtaining his subsistence by manual labor.” 

l the other medical and that of persons who know the claimant, 
sustain the rt of Examinin; 3 and it will be seen that Exam - 
ining Surgeon Smith only examined o claimant for the gunshot wound, entirely 
t caused heart disease. 


Mr. WARNER. I move to amend by striking out all after the 


word “infantry,” in line 6, and inserting “ at a rate proportia to 
his disability, to be determined under the general pension laws, in- 
cluding the arrears act.” 


I wish to say, in reply to a remark which has been made here, that 
the matter of rating is s ily done in the Pension Office. It is not 
delayed by any accumulation of business. It is a question of fact 
readily determined, and determined in almost all these cases upon 
the papers already on file. There need not be delay in determining 
the rating. There are 3 certificates attached to all these 
claims. eè rating can be determined at the Pension Office speedily, 
and thus we put all upon an equality. 

The amendment of Mr. WARNER was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to amend by inserting the following: 

But as to arrears and any increase of nie anes naaier subject to the 
visions and limitation of the pension laws, including the general laws gran 
arrears. 


I call attention to what I fear the committee is overlooking—the 
injustice they are doing to a |: class of soldiers by establishing 
the rate of this pension from the date of discharge. There is not 
another pensioner in the United States except those to whom you 
have app ed it who can get that privilege. 

Mr. COFFROTH. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. They all get it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand that. t is where the arrear comes 
in. Where they get it in the general arrears act they come and show 
some bad disability two or three years; some slight at first, and it 
increased afterward ; fairly granted as near as human laws and our 
wisdom can get at it. But there is a large class of cases which had 
special relief by acts of Congress. They get nothing; they never 
had anything, and there is no provision in law giving them anything 
previous to the date of the p e of the bill. A bill is pending in 
the Senate which has passed this coe eine them arrears, and un- 
doubtedly it will pass the Senate. It will put them on an equality 
with their brothers who had arrears ted to them. I want to put 
this man and the others on an equality with them; that is, that they 
may be graded as to past pensions and not fixed by a orm 
91 the beginning to the end. That is all I want. I believe it is 

air. 
The amendment was my read. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. On that amendment I desire to say 
this, that the gentleman does not put this pensioner on an equality 
with those who received arrears under the general arrearage act. He 
deprives this man of all arrearages. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us know what the amendment is? 

The amendment was again $ 

Mr. HAZELTON. If I understand the first amendment, he is in- 
consistent with himself. His other amendment, as I understood him, 
included . The first amendment, he alleged to the House, 
would give to the soldier his a 
na WLEY. We are to havea bin to give them to these and 

others. 

Mr. HAZ ELTON. Did not I understand the first amendment of 
the gentleman to give arrearages ? 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Subject to the laws granting arrearages. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The gentleman 55 took the posi- 
tion it would give him arrrears of pension. The gentleman 
Kansas took the position it would not, and antagonized the gentleman 
from Connecticut on that. Am I not right? 
oe RYAN, of Kansas. Yes, sir; I wish to call the gentleman’s at- 

on—— 

Mr. HAZELTON. The gentleman from Connecticut proposes one 
tem for one bill and another system for another bill. It is im 
sible for us as a committee to do any solid, substantial work under 
this kind of amendment. We want to have all soldiers or classes of 

soldiers under uniform legislation, 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I wish to say to the gentleman that the 
gentleman from Connecticut is consistent. The other amendment he 
offered cut off all arrears. 

Mr. HAZELTON. He did not so understand it. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. He did so understand it. 

_ Mr. HAWLEY. I must beg the attention of the committee when two 
intelligent gentlemen persist in misunderstanding me, if I may be al- 
lowed that sort of ceased | expression. I said I ho now as 
Congress had given arrears to all pensioners on the rolls that the rule 
of giving arrears would be applied in all cases. That I said. That I 
am in favor of. I said, then, I would not on this bill go back and say 
a man should have $4 or $6 of arrears to the date of his discharge. 
Why? Because that is not said about anybody else. It is not said 
about hundreds and thousands already on the rolls. They get ad- 
justed arrears. And the amendment I offered before said as to arrear- 
ages they should be subject to law—that is, subject to adjusted arrear- 
ages. Then came in the point that men benefited under special acts 
had no arrears. I answer that by saying they ought to have them, 
and I have no doubt wer will have them because we have passed a 
bill to that effect. All those men under my first amendment would 
have that—— 

Mr. HAZELTON. What does the gentlemen mean by “ adjusted 
arrears,” if he does not give any? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, dear! e 

The question recurred on Mr. HAWLEY’s amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 39. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. HAWK. I move that the committee now rise. It seems we 
have gone far enough. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 36. 

So the motion was a; 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HAWLEY having resumed 


the chair as Speaker pro tem Mr. BURROWS reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House had, according to order, had the pension 
cases on the Private Calendar under consideration and had directed 


him 5 report sundry bills, some with and some without amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The bills reported without amendment 
will first be read. saps at 55 

Mr. BROWNE. I hope the House will indulge me for a moment. 
Near the close of the Calendar is the name of Abram F. Farrar who 
has been for seven years totally paralyzed. It is a most pitiable 


case—— 
Pend TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There are many in the same con- 
ion. 

Mr. HAYES, I have one of the same sort. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I have a case worse than that, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Indiana, 
= cy brn hi I ee e To from le Speaker's table Senate bill 

0. or the of putting it on its passage. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Thinois.- Is that a pension case ? 

Mr. TAYLOR, It is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that nothing isin 
order og the consideration of the bills reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 40. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I move that all the bills reported to the House 
be now Ao vies 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will require unanimous consent. 

There was objection. 

PENSION BILL PASSED. 


The Clerk read the first bill reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 3076) granting a pension to William R. Weimer. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill, as 
read, will be taken as having been ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered . 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and the Speaker 
pro e announced it carried. 

Mr. , of Delaware. I make the point of order that no 
quorum has voted. 


- 
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Mr. HATCH. I rise to a parliamentary question. How can the 
ny ge be raised that no quorum has voted when there has been no 
coun 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I call for a division. 


Mr. COFFROTH. I make the pan of order that it is too late to 
call for a division as the bill has been y 
The SPEAKER pro The ir thinks it is right to allow 


tem: e 
the gentleman the privitege of a division. It was upon that vote 
that he raised the question that no quorum had voted. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 5. 
So the bill was passed. 
BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, were severally ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were read the 
third time, and : 

i R. No. 2862) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


He 


> 
— 
E 


( 
Black ; 
A bill (H. R, No. 1890) granting a pension to Ellen Gillespie; 
te bill (H. R. No. 2861) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
win; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2860) granting a pension to Thomas H. Vaughn; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3077) granting a pension to John L. Williams ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2864) granting a pension to Isaiah W. Bunker ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2859) granting a pension to Paul Walker ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1806) granting a pension to Michael Lingenfelter ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2039) granting a pension to Jacob J. Smith ; 
Apol (H. R. No. 2857) granting a pension to Joseph Showman ; 
an 
A bill (H. R. No. 2856) granting a pension to Willliam T. McCoy. 


Strike out the word Ludam and insert Leedom,“ and amend the title so as 
to conform to the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to; and the bill, as amended, was 
ordered to be e get and read the third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The next bill reported with an amendment was the bill (H. R. No. 


2854) granting a pension to Noah Caton. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
after the word month,“ in the seventh line, the follo : 
But as to arrears and any increase of his pension E the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, including the general laws g 
arrears. 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. Let us vote that down. 

The question being put on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 28, noes 38. 

So 8 count not being called for) the amendment was not 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. C OTH moved to reconsider the votes ing the several 
pot: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWK. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. COFFROTH. I ae not; we have still anumber of reports to | Da 


present from the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can only reach his ob- 
ject by voting down the motion. 

The question being put on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 33, noes 31. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COFFROTH. I call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro The Chair will order tellers, and ap- 

oints the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. ALDRICH, and the gentleman 

m Pennsylvania, Mr. COFFROTH. 
Mr. WHITE. Imake the point of order that on a motion to adjourn 
there cannot be a call for tellers on the ground that a quorum has not 


voted. 
by SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will proceed with their 
uty. 
Mr. WHITE. I insist on my point of order that the Chair cannot 
order tellers on the ground that a quorum did not vote. 
Mr. BURROWS. o House is dividing. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum voted on the vote preced- 
ing that on the motion to adjourn. The Chair has decided that the 
8 from Pennsylvania [Mr. COFFROTH] had a right to call 
or tellers, and the tellers have been appointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 22, noes 30. 
Mr. TALBOTT and Mr. WHITE called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
= RDA uae I andrew ane call 7 zone ana nays. 
e AKER pro tempore. e yeas and na; ve been ordered, 
The Clerk will call the roll. ci 5 = 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 27, nays 42, not 
voting 925 ; as follows: 
YEAS—27. 
Al William Cravens, Ladd, 
ro Lapham, Turner, Oscar 
‘ber, Davis, George R. Marsh, Turner, 
er, Hammond, John Martin, Edward L. Urner, 
Brewer, Hawk, Rothwel Warner, 
Burrows, Hazelton, Ryon, John W. White. 
Carpenter, House, Jy aeii P. B. 
NATS—42. 
Dunnell, Ketcham, Talbott, 
Bayne, Farr, Klotz, Taylor, 
R ggs, Godshalk, Ar x n, wA k Hed 
rowne Harris, Benj. Kenzi 0 i 
dwell, Hatch, New, S Valentine, 
Herndon, O'Nei Van Aernam, 
Colerick, Hill, Rio D.P. Ward, 
vis, Lowndes H. ie a Bball 8 Wilo 
en 1 n. 
De La Matyr, Hurd. in, 
Kenna, Stevenson, 
NOT VOTING—223. 
Acklen, Dickey, Ki psn, 
Aiken Dunn bertson, 
‘Aldrich, N. W. Dwight, Le Fevre, Robeson, 
Anderson, X Lewis, Robinson, 
Tn : 3 Russell, Daniel L. 
Bachman, Saen . ear yl A. 
Baker, Evins, Lowe, Samf 
Ballou, Ewing, f Sapp, 
Beater’ ` Fontes Martin Toh J. prt ha 
‘erdon, A es, 
Belford, Field, eCoid, Shelley, 
Berry, y, k, Simonton, 
Aingkam, K Meki. Singleton, oR 
n j = 
Bag F h Molane, Smith, A. Hi 
0 ‘err 
Bland, Fort. 8 MeMillin, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bliss, Frost, Miles, Smith, W. 
Blount, Frye, Miller, Sparks, 
Bouck, uis Speer, 
Bowman, Geddes, Mitchell, 1 
Boyd, Gibson, Money, 
Bragg, Gillette, Monroe, Steele, 
Brig Goode, Morrison, Stephens, 
— —. Gunter, —— Stone, 
Butterworth, Hammond, N. J. Maldrow, Thompson, W. G 
Cabell, Harmer, Muller, Townsend, 
Haskell ohn T. Murch, Tucker, 
Camp, Myers, gu, 
Cannon, Hawley, N pdegraff, Thomas 
Carlisle, New 7 Upson, 
Caswell, Nicholls, — 
Chalmers, Henderson, Norcross, Van Voorhis, 
Chittenden, Henkle, O'Brien, Wont 
Claflin, Henry, O'Connor, W. 
Clardy, Herbert, O'Reilly, Wait, 
Clark, AlvahA. Hiscock, Orth, Washburn, 
Clark, Jobn B. Hooker, Osmer, Weaver, 
Ch x Horr, Overton, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Hubbell, Pacheco, Wells, 
er. — 5 Page, Whiteaker, 
(verse, ‘umphrey, ersons, Whitthorne, 
Gow gill, Hatehins, Phi Wilhams, 9. G. 
o. n \ 
Cox, James, Phister, Williams, Thomas 
Crapo, Johnston, Pierce, Willits, 
Crowley, Jones, Poehler, we, 
Da Jorgensen, Pound, Wi F 
Davidson, 7 5 Wood, Walter A. 
vis, Horace x Price, Wright, 
Davis, Joseph J. Kelley, Yocum, 
i Young, Casey 
Denster, Kimmel, Rice, Young, Thomas L 
Dick, King, Richardson, J. 8. 
So the motion to adjourn was not 


to. 
During the call of the roll the following proceedings took place: 
When the Clerk had called the first iwo names, 


Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, said: I understood gentleman who 
called for the yeas and nays withdrew the call. a 
Fogle ites has The gentleman misunderstood. I did not withdraw 

e 


The Clerk resumed the call of the roll. 
Mr. EERSTE wer garry Me roll-call.) I ask unanimous 
consent that the of the roll be dispensed with and that we ad- 


journ. 
MARTIN, of Delaware, and Mr. BAYNE objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair begs leave to state that he 
made that suggestion because it is evident call of the roll will 
disclose there is no quorum and without a quorum no business can be 
3 the point is made. The call of the roll is simply a waste 
0 0. 

Mr. BAYNE. It may disclose who are here attending to business. 

The following announcements were made: 

Mr. S LI am paired with Mr. THomas, of Illinois. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I am paired with Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. 
If he were present, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. MILES. I am with Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. 

Mr. FARR, Mr. FRYE, of Maine, and Mr. BLACKBURN, of Ken- 
tucky, are paired. 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I am pai 
CHALMERS, of Mississippi. I think the question whether a disabled 
soldier should receive a pension is a political question, and, being 
paired, I do not vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. My colleague, Mr. PIERCE, is paired with my col- 
1 e, Mr. LOUNSBERY. 

r. ROBINSON. Iam paired with Mr. Herbert, of Alabama. My 
colleague, Mr. FIELD, is paired with Mr, MCMILLIN, of Tennessee. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois. I desire to state that Mr. Davis, of 
North Carolina, is paired with Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. HORR. I am paired on all political questions with Mr. WISE, 
of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SAPP. I am paired with Mr. DUNN, of Arkansas; if he were 
here, I should vote “ay.” I desire also to state that my colleague, 
Mr. Price, is absent on account of sickness in his family, and my 
ge ining Mr. McCom and Mr. THOMPSON, are absent by leave of 

e House. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. My colleague, Mr. MITCHELL, is paired 
with Mr. GUNTER, of Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. My colleague, Mr. LORING, is 
paired with Mr. Lewis, of Alabama. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. SPRINGER, is paired with Mr. BELFORD, of Colorado, 

Mr. CALDWELL. I desire to announce that Mr. Bouck, of Wis- 
consin, is paired with Mr. McKINLEY, of Ohio. 

Mr.C ERSON. My colleague, Mr. Upson, is detained at home 
on account of sickness. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to announce that Mr. DAVIDSON, of 
Florida, is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. DIBRELL. My colleague, Mr. SIMONTON, is paired with Mr. 
McCon, of Iowa. 

Mr. KENNA. My colleague from West 8 Mr. MARTIN, was 
in the House when the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were acted upon; but then left, being unwell, supposing that no 
further business would be transacted to-night. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

ae TAYLOR. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table— 

Mr. WHITE. I make the point of order that the last vote disclosed 
the fact that no quorum is present; and therefore no business is now 
in order except a call of the House or a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CO OTH. I move that the House now adjourn. 

5 question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 42, 
noes 6. 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at ten o lock and 
fifty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petitions of the publishers of the Newberry 
(South Carolina) News; of the Pickens (South Carolina) Sentinel, 
and of the Southern Presbyterian, and Southern Presbyterian Re- 
view, Columbia, South Carolina, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petitions of M. J. Cahill & 
Co., publishers of the Pilot, and of the publishers of the Mining Re- 
view, Chicago, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Henry Bonn and 60 other firms and individuals 
engaged in the manufacture and sale of cigars in the first district of 
Ilinois, for a reduction of the tax on cigars to $4 per thousand—to 
the same committee. 

'By Mr. ANDERSON : The petition of citizens of Marshall County, 
Kansas, 2 — Congres onok AIN ae as —.— ee the pene 
sions im upon the people by the gra on monopolies 
now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Marshall County, Kansas, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petitions of E. J. Fristoe, of Hebron, 
and of McKenna & Co., of Junction City, Ohio, for the repeal of the 
stamp-tax on medicines, &c.—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of John Kirkpatrick, publisher of the Jefferson- 
ian, Cambridge, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petitions of E. V. Turner and J. H. Broach, 
for the repeal of the stamp-tax on medicines, &c.—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. BEALE: Three petitions of citizens of Accomac County, 
Virginia, for an appropriation to clean out a channel at Chincoteague 
Island—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of the publishers of the Mendocino 
(California) Beacon, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 

ittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petitions of G. W. Palchen, publisher of the 
Times, New London, and of Ed. Van De Castelle and J, pte ra 
publishers of De Pere Standard, De Pere, Wisconsin, of im- 
port—to the same committee. 


on political questions with Mr. Also, the 


tition of ex-soldiers and sailors, for the passage of the 
Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 5? 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ahnapee, Wisconsin, for an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the harbor at that place—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of John Gage and 30 others, citizens 
of Merrimack County, New Hampshire, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same ies, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now éontrol the interstate commerce of 
the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of the Richmond (Indiana) Tele- 
gram Company, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

_By Mr. BURR OWS: The petition of citizens of Michigan and In- 
diana, for certain legislation relating to the management and treat- 
ment of the Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of Andrew Richie and other 
members of the board of directors of the Western Tract Society, that 
section 25 of the postal law of March 3, 1879, be so amended as to 
make the postage on all weekly newspapers and periodicals not ex- 
sara. tabs ounces in weight uniform—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of the publishers of the Notre 
Dame (Indiana) Scholastic, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. G. CANNON: The petition of George Gilman and 120 
others, of Macon County, Illinois, that Congress enact such laws as 
will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the trans- 
pees monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of 

e country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of George Gilman and 100 others, of Macon County, 
Illinois, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manu- 
facturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of H. C. Wood, publisher of the 
Index, Pattersonville, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of Cook & Sons, of Milford, Mass., 
that materials used in g paper be placed on the free list, for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper, and for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of J. D. Goodwin and 66 others, 
citizens of Wells County, Indiana, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the man or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. COOK: The petition of M. Calloway, publisher, of Georgi 
3 the abolition of the duty on type to the Committee of Ways — 5 

eans. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of Edward H. Jones and othors, 
citizens of Suffolk County, New York, for the abolition of compulsory 
1 I the Committee on Commerce. . 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of William H. Mattingly and 49 
other soldiers of the late war, for the equalization of bouni to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petitions of P. H. Rice, publisher of the 
Hot Springs Telegraph, and of M. M. McG publisher of the Inde- 
pendent Arkansian, Dardanelle, Arkansas, for the abolition of the duty 
on 571 5 the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petitions of Abel Fisher and 473 others; 
of Perry Booker and 19 others; of William Hubbard and 34 others; 
of John W. Blades and 31 others; of Jeremiah Collier and 46 others; 
of James Russell and 94 others; of R. R. Miller and 18 others; and 
of James S. Ryan and 25 others, soldiers of the United States Army, 
engaged in the late war, for the early passage of a law providing for 
the payment of the difference between the value of greenbacks, in 
they were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the 
time of payment—to the Committee on e oa pais 

Also, the petition of J. H. Cole and 46 others, for the passage of the 

interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

, the petition of John C. Shoemaker and 6 other publishers, of 
Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
SA aot ti f Benj Burgess & So d 35 oth 

the ition o amin ms an others, o 
eee ee ee F S 

Also, the petition of F. A. Arnold and 2 other publishers, of India: 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, an 
= a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same commit- 


Also, the petition of George C. Church and 130 others, that chrome 
iron ore and bichromate of potash be admitted free of duty—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petitions of B. H. Gueterback and Anthony 


Novak, publishers, of the city of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of rge W. Peck, president Wisconsin Editors 


and Publishers’ Association, that the ne 


pers of the country may 
be protected by appropriate legislation the 


m “the ravages of 


1880. 


founding and paper-making grasshoppers”—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the 1 of B. H. Gueterback, publisher, of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petitions of Vernon & Tudor, publishers, 
and of James W. Vernon, publisher, of Wilmington, Ohio, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The B EEES of A. G. Ball, editor Havana (New 
York) Journal, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. EWING: The petition of Simeon Sanders and others, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed 
upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now control 
the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Also, the petition of 8. P. Roberts and others, that the patent laws 
be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented 
articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of the publisher of the Monitor, 
Prospect, Ohio, that materials used in making paper be placed én the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petitions of the publishers of the Court- 
land (Ohio) Gazette, and of the Geneva (Ohio) Express, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of G. U. Horn & Co., publishers of 
the Mansfield (Ohio) Herald, of similar import—to the same commit- 
tee. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A paper relating to the bill for the relief of 
Mrs. Sarah Shaw—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the editors of the Kansas Home News, Ottawa, 
Kansas, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAWK: Resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
department of Illinois, against the p of the bill known as the 
sixty-surgeon bill; also that there be no discrimination between ex- 
officers and ex-enlisted men in rate of pension; and also, that the 
pension laws be so amended as to place on the roil of permanent dis- 
ability all pensioners who have been on rolls as invalid pensioners for 
ten years—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic 
òf Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Forbes & Gehring, of Ottowa, Illinois, for the 
repeal of the stamp-tax on medicines, &c.—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of 83 citizens of Virginia and Mary- 
land, for an gy stl piping for the poems of the channel from 
Chincoteague Island to Franklin City—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of Lewis & Griffin, publishers of the 
Record, Fayette, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petition of citizens of New York, that Con- 

enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 
© people by the tran tion monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, two petitions of the citizens of New York, for the passage 
of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, seven petitions of publishers of New York, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of New York, relating to the de- 
fenses of New York Harbor—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of merchants and consumers, that 
chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash be relieved from duty—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HORR: The ponon of William S. Turck & Co. and others, 
of Michigan, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

R Boa HUMPHREY: The petition of B. J. Castle, publisher of 
the Wisconsin Independent, Black River Falls, Wisconsin, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of George W. Flood 
for pay for services as a clerk in the Bureau of Topographical Engi- 
neers—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. HURD: The petition of W. W. Whitney, of Toledo, Ohio. 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of J. C. Lewis, for pay for property 
taken and used by the „ Department during the late 
war —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of J. M. Plass, against the passage 
of Commissioner Bentley’s sixty-district bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petitions of Lumpkin, Munday & Brad- 
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h, Ken- 
he free 
per, and for the 


ford, publishers of the Messenger and Examiner, Owensboro: 
tucky, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


By Mr. MORRISON : The petition of gists of Peoria, Illinois, 
for the abolition of the stamp-tax on proprietary medicines—to the 
same committee, ; 

Also, the petition of Maurice F. Tissier and James Harrey, editors 
and publishers of the East Saint Lonis (Illinois) Herald, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on 1 5 7 r- to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of the board of supervisors, 
board of auditors, and citizens of Wayne County, Michigan, that Con- 
gress grant a portion of the arsenal property at Dearborn, 3 
to snn ayoo County Agricultaral Society—to the Committee on Mil- 
i irs. 

Also, the petition of the 33 of the Christian Herald, De- 
troit, Michigan, for the abolition of the duty on type to the Gom- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

ByMr.O’CONNOR: Thepetition of citizensof the town of Beaufort, 
South Carolina, that a portion of the colored soldiers’ bounty fund be 
dedicated to the support of a school for the education of colored peo- 

le ae Beaufort, South Carolina—to the Committee on Education and 
abor. 

Also, the petition of W. J. Oliver, publisher of the Evening Demo- 
crat, Charleston, South Carolina, for the abolition of the duty on 
a the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. O'NEILL : Memorial of the Baldwin Locomotive Works and 
20 other manufacturing firms of Philadelphia, Ponnsylvania, for the 
maintenance of postal communications with Anstralia—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of William N. Waldron and 15 
other Union soldiers of East Smithfield, Pennsylvania, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHN S. RICHARDSON: The petition of Doar & Sessions, 
publishers of the Times and Comet, Georgetown, South Carolina, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SAPP: Four petitions of publishers of Iowa, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, three petitions of publishers of Iowa, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on eye) 1 1 88 the same committee. 

By Mr. SHAL BERGER: The petition of J. R. Foulkes, pub- 
lisher of the Cross and the Crown, Claysville, Pennsylvania, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee, 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of W. W. McDiaremied, publisher, 
of North Carolina, of similar 1 the same committee. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Papers relating to the claim of Bernard Rico 
for pay for property destroyed by United States troops during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: Three petitions of druggists of Illinois, for 
the repeal of the stamp-tax on medicines, &c.—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Henry M. Freeman and others, 
ex-Union soldiers, for ly? ree of the Weaver soldier bill—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John G. Lee, publisher of the Grand Haven 
(Michigan) News-Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: The petition of citizens of Madison 
County, Kentucky, for appropriations for the Kentucky River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of Charles 
Campbell, editor of the Times, and W. W. Davisson, editor of the Era, 
McLeansborough, Illinois, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
pa to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

, the petitions of the publishers of the News and of the Ex- 
ponent, Mount Vernon; of the Sentinel, Harrisburgh; of the Senti- 
nel, Benton; of the Times, Olney, and of the Gazette, Jonesborough, 
Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on ty to the same committee. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of C. M. Stone & Co. and A. Chand- 
ler, publishers, of Vermont, that materials used in making paper be 

laced on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. 

y Mr. J.T. UPDEGRAFF: Tho petition of Thomas Carpenter and 

80 others, citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, that the patent laws be 

so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented arti- 

cles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Negley & Co., publishers of the 
Herald and Torchlight, rstown, Maryland, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and fora reduction of the 
duty on Bates Leg oper the Committee of Ways and Means. 

so, the petition of Andrew J. Carney and others, for the p of 
the 9 of bounty bill—to the Committee on Military TS. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of W. H. Deaver and J. P. Babing- 
ton, publishers, of North Carolina, for the abolition of the duty on 
type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
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Also, the petition of W. H. Deaver, of North Carolina, that mate- 
rials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduc- 


tion of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee 


By Mr. WAD. : The petitions of W. R. Crockett, ublisher of 
the Vernon County Democrat, and of J. G. Dodge, publisher of the 
Democrat, Marshfield, Missouri, of similar import—to the same com- 

tteo 


mittee. 
By Mr. WARNER: The petition of E. R, Alderman, of Marietta, 
Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on t to the same committee, 
By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of H. P. Robie, publisher of 
the Rush City (Minnesota) Post, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 


By Mr. WHITEAKER: The petitions of the editors and publishers 
of newspapers of Portland, and of publishers of Jacksonville and Ash- 
land, Oregon, of similar import—to the same committee, 

By Mr. ES G. WILLIAMS: The petitions of P. H. Swift, 
editor of the Independent, Clinton; of W. F. Tansley, editor Tobacco 
Reporter, Edgarton ; of Phelps & Zeegans, editors of the Reporter, 
Sharon; of W. W. Clarke, publisher of the College Journal, Milton ; 
and of Conable Brothers, publishers of the Enterprise, Delavan, Wis- 
consin, of similar import to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of H. S. 
Saunders—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of W. H. Webber & Son, 
of Benton, Arkansas, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. : 

Also, the petitions of E. Smith, president of the White Water Rail- 
road Company, and of the Burli n and Southwestern Railroad 
Company, for the reduction of the duty on steel rails to $10 a ton—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Barnard O’Donnell and 60 others, 
citizens of Lansford, Pennsylvania, for the preno of the bill (H. R. 
No, 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

By Mr. CASEY YOUNG: The petition of citizens of Memphis, Ten- 
nessee, for the suppression of the traffic in adulterated food—to the 
Committee on Commerce. $ 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petitions of the 8 of the 
Cincinnati Volksblatt, and of the American Inventor, Cincinnati, Ohio 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Also, the petitions of George Ackerman, George Kaiser, and 38 others, 
and of Isaac Pfeifer, Andrew Weich, and 32 others, citizens of Ham- 
ilton County, Ohio, for the passage of the bill H. R. No. 4327) to 
create a department of manufactures, mechanics, and mines—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 5, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


STAR-ROUTE POSTAL CONTRACTS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 4, 1880. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowled, 
Lay nape information of amounts pa: 


that he pre; 
he return 


BURN, of the House of 
nous character and Dy ae 


JOHN B. HAWLEY, 


Hon. WILLIAM A. WHEELER Acting Seoretary. 
President 


United States Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will lie upon the 
table, in the absence of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It might be well for me to remark 

that I heard the Senator from Kentucky say that he thought the 

communication sent to the House of Representatives would answer 


his pu 80. 

T VICE-PRESIDENT, The communication in any event would 
lie on the table, subject to his call if he desires to call it up. 

Mr. BECK subsequently said: The Secretary of the Treasury this 
morning sent an answer to the Senate to the resolution submitted by 
me, which was passed on the Ist of March, relative to the expendi- 
tures for the star postal service, in which he says: 


If this should prove a sufficient answer to the resolution the Department will 
be relieved of much labor; and, unless further advised, I shall deem the informa- 
tion called for as already furnished. 


I desire to say that the next morning 
lution by the Senate the Secre sent a communication to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, or ra it was addressed to myself for 
their benefit, which was entirely satisfactory, and we re the an- 
swer as full. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky where the information can be found that is said to have been 
furnished? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was sent to the House of Representa- 
tives, and printed. 

Mr. BE A detailed statement of the star service by routes was 
sent to the House of Representatives. It was so voluminous that we 
did not require it in that form; but an abstract, a recapitulation of 
the whole of it, and everything the Senator would like to see, is in 
the room of the Commi on Appropriations, and we will furnish 
him with a copy of it in a few minutes. 

Mr. TELLER, Will it be printed? r 

Mr. BECK. It was printed for the use of the committee and of the 
Senate, and will be laid on the tables of Senators. 


AFFAIRS IN ALASKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the N ek the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the te of the 26th ultimo, copies of reports from 
Commander L. A. Beardslee, commanding the United States ship 
Jamestown, stationed in the waters of Alaska, containing information 
in relation to the present condition of affairs in Alaska; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. KERNAN presented the memorial of M. A. Myers & Co. and 
other manufacturers, of New York, remonstrating against the exten- 
sion of the McKay patent for an improvement in sewing-machines; 


after the passage of the reso- 


-which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


Mr. WHYTE presented the memorial of Charles F. Mayer, presi- 
dent of the Cumberland and Pennsylvania Railroad Company, repre- 
senting fifty-seven miles of railroad, remonstrating against a reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton as proposed in House 
bill No. 3234; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also, presented the petition of Eliza West, of Baltimore, Mary- 
land, mother of William H. H. West, late a private in the Purnell 
Legion, Maryland State Volunteers, in the United States Army, pray- 
ing for an increase of pension ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. BAILEY presented the petition of numerous citizens of Pnt- 
nam gaye Tennedsoa, prodnonrs of leaf-tobacco, in favor of such 
action by Congress as will cause France, Spain, Italy, and Austria to 
abolish their government monopolies and permit open markets for 
the sale of leaf-tobacco ; which was Hse to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of Joseph Scherry, and others. 
citizens of Victoria County, Texas, praying for such le tion as will 
preyony finctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in charges 

or transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented the petition of William D. Griffith and others, 
citizens of Victoria County, Texas, praying for such an amendment 
of the patent laws as will protect innocent users of patented articles 
from prosecution as infringers ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr, WINDOM presented the petition of the Minnesota State Edi- 
torial Association, praying Congress to pass a bill placing wood and 
straw-pulp, soda-ash, and other chemicals used in the manufacture 
of paper on the free list, and reducing the duty on printing-paper 
at or books, pamphlets, and ines at least to 5 per cent. ad 
valorem; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Robert Barton, formerly Captain 
of Company C, i: pip New York Veteran Volunteers, and 37 
others, citizens, soldiers, and sailors of Ada, Polk County, Minnesota, 
and the petition of A. McAlister and 88 others, citizens and ex-soldiers 
of Winona, Minnesota, praying the pone of what is known as the 
Weaver bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of citizens of Saint Cloud, 
Stearns County, Minnesota, in favor of an appropriation by Congress 
of $100,000 for the improvement of the Mississippi River opposite 
Saint Cloud, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of Daniel Clark, United States 
district judge, and others, citizens of New Hampshire, praying for the 
removal of the United States circuit and district courts from Exeter 
to Concord, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on 
the J 5 97 77 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of the Pioneer Farmers’ Club, of 
Westerly, Rhode Island, praying for the establishment of a depart- 
ment of agriculture at Washington ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on 1 

Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of citizens of Centre County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for such an amendment of the patent laws as 
will protect innocent users of patented articles from prosecution as 
= rs; which was ref to the Committee on Patents. 

ea 


presented the petition of citizens of Centre County, Penn- 
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lyania, ing for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations 
2 n 5 ust discriminations in charges for ion; 
which was ref to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petitions of citizens of Centre County, Penn- 
syly: raying for the establishment of a de ent of agricul- 
ture; which was referred to the Committee on iculture. 

He also presented the memorial of James Rollins and 9 others, 
soldiers in the late war and citizens of Buffalo Mills, Pennsylvania, 
remonstratin, st the passage of the bill (S. No, 496) for the ex- 
amination pee judication of pension claims; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOOTH presented the petition of the Cigarmakers’ Association 
of the Pacific t, praying for legislation to prevent the manufact- 
ure of cigars in tenement houses; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of the Memphis Cotton Ex- 
change and 50 of the leading commercial firms of Tennessee, pray- 
ing that the mail service shall not be reduced, but maintained by 

roper pact erg peg ; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 

ffices and Post-Roads. . 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of Thomas F. Greneker, of 
Newberry, South Carolina, publisher of the Newberry Herald, pray- 
ing for the abolition of the tariff duty upon printing-type; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. JO of Florida, presented the petition of Charles A. Foster, 


master United States Navy, prayi CCC 
on the masters’ list of the Navy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yesterday morning I reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations a joint resolution (H. R. No. 116) 
to amend the act entitled An act meng ck ia teat for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1880, and for other p ” Ihave received a letter ad to 
me from Mr. Clarence King, the Director of the United States Geolog- 
ical Survey, giving information upon the subject-matter of the joint 
resolution, which I ask to have printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1209) to designate, classify, an 
fix the salaries of persons in the railway mail service, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be prin 

Mr. B , from the Committee on Territories, who were in- 
structed by a resolution of the Senate of January 12, 1880, to inquire 
into the N ard of providing a territorial 3 for the 
Territory o and to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1391) 
authorizing the appointment of 1 of the peace and constables 
in the Territory of Alaska, and for other pu , asked to be dis- 
charged from their further consideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, re a bill (S. No. 1426) 
for the organization of the Territory of Alaska, and providing for 
the establishment of a civil government therefor; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. Y, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of P. J. Reuss, M. D., of New York, praying that 
the pension paid him under special act approved in June, 1878, be 
increased from one-half to a full pension, and that he be paid arrears 
of pension under the act of January 25, 1879, submitted an adverse 
report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 358) granting a pension to Nelson Roosevelt, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1235) granting a pension to Susan Smallwood, 
widow of William J. Smallwood, tirst lieutenant Seventh Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of Anne R. Voorhees, widow of Philip R. Voorhees, late acap- 
tain in the United States Navy, praying for the passage of an act 
granting her a penou, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 1360) granting a pension to Aaron Hatcher, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2006) to amend sections 2493 and 2494 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to the importation 
of neat cattle into the United States for breeding purposes, submitted 
an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 886) to repeal certain 


laws relating to permanent and indefinite appropriations, submitted 
a report thereon, and asked to be disc m its further consid- 
eration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. No. 1424) to 
repeal certain laws relating to permanent and indefinite appropria- 
tions ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. No. 1113) granting a pension to Peter K. Morgan, 
private in the war of 1812, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 748) granting a 
without amendment, an 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GORDON. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce to 
report a bill prepared by that committee to appropriate money for 
the continuance of improvement of the Susquehanna River. I wish 
to remark that the object of separating this from other items in the 
river and harbor bill is that the Fish Commissioner may have prepa- 
ration made in the Susquehanna River for a much larger develop- 
ment of fish culture. When the bill comes up I will explain further 
in reference to the matter. 

The bill (S. No. 1425) to appropriate money for the continuance of 
si “Abbie in the „ River was read twice by its title. 

. GORDON. If there is no objection, I should like to have the 
bill immediately considered. If there is any objection, I will let it go 


over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be reported and objections 
asked for. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isit a bill just reported? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has just been reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ig 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. WI from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 602) for the relief of Thomas W. McAffrey, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1166) granting a pension to James H. Stevens, submitted an 
adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 


KIMBERLY BROTHERS. 

Mr. FERRY. By direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs I 
reported on Wednesday last the bill (S. No. 953) for the relief of Kim- 
berly Brothers adversely, and it was postponed indefinitely. The 
Senator who had charge of the bill [Mr. MCPHERSON] was not then 
present, but is now here. By direction of the committee I ask that 
the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered, 


nsion to Thomas E. Brawner, reported it 
submitted a report thereon ; which was or- 


and that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no Obtention; and the 
vote by which the bill was postponed indefinitely will be as 


reconsidered. The bill will be placed upon the Calendar with the 
adverse report of the committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EATON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1427) granting a pension to Mrs. Shay ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1428) for the relief of Hugh McGlincey ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating 
to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1429) for the relief of Sarah McDonald; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 

Ordered, That the rs relating to the erection of a public building in the 
city of Greenville, South Carolina, be taken from the files and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, it was 

Ordered, That the town council of Piedmont, West Virginia, have leave to with- 
draw their petition and papers from the files of the Senate, there being no adverse 
report upon the same. 

On motion of Mr. KELLOGG, it was 

Ordered, That the pay in the case of Morgan's Louisiana and Texas Railroad 
be withdrawn from o fles and sent to the Committee on Public Lands. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE. M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had the following 


bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. No. 1465) granting a pension to Levi Leedom ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 1806) granting a pension to Michael Lingenfelter ; 
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A bill G. R. No. 1890) granting a pension to Ellen Gillespie; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2039) granting a pension to Jacob J. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2864) granting a pension to Isaiah W. Bunker; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2854) granting a pension to Noah Caton; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2856) granting a pension to William T. McCoy $ 
A bill (H. R. No. 2857) granting a pension to Joseph Showman ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2859) granting a pension to Paul Walker; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2860) granting a pension to Thomas H. Vaughn ; 
A ae (H. R. No. 2861) granting an increase of pension to Herman 
win ; 
F oon (H. R. No, 2862) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
* 
A bill (H. R. No. 3076) granting a pension to William R. Weimer; 
A bill G R. No. 1210 granting a pension to John L. Williams; 
A bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend sections 1,2,3, and 10 of an act 


urisdiction of the circuit courts of the United 
States, and to regulate the removal of causes from State courts, and 
for other purposes, approved March 3, 1875; 

A bill (H. R. No. cpt to confirm to John Hepting and others 
title to certain lands; an 

A bill (H. R. No. 4908) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Israel Dodge, deceased. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The 3 also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3462) to amend section 3020 of the Revised Stat- 


utes; an 

A bill (H. R. No. 4432) making additional appropriations for the 

support of certain Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1880. 
TITLES AT HOT SPRINGS. 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask unanimous consent to introduce at this 
time a joint resolution. 

y unanimous consent, leave was DRES to introduce a joint res- 
olution (S. R. No. 89) touching the Hot Springs reservation, in the 
State of Arkansas; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, £c., That the time allowed the Secretary of the Interior to instruct the 
United States land officers at Little Rock, Ar under section 10 of the act of 
March 3, 1877, entitled “ An act in relation to the Hot Springs reservation in the 
State of Arkansas,” be extended until the 15th day of April next; and all further 
proceedings under said act be suspended until that time. 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution, and with the permission of the Senate I will give my rea- 
sons for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the reasons. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, you are aware that several efforts 
have been made to get up what is called the Hot Springs bill, and 
under the joint resolution heretofore passed the time for action expires 
on the 14th of this month. I think it is very evident from the state 
of the business of the Senate and the different orders that stand be- 
fore that bill, and the fact that whatever is done here will have to 
go to the House for action there, that there will not be time to com- 
piste action before the 14th of the month. A number of Senators 

ve su ted to me that they desire to look into it 0 and 
this resolution, by extending for thirty days the suspension hereto- 
fore ordered, will give them an 8 to examine it. In the 
mean time every effort will be made to get up the bill and have it 
acted on before the expiration of that time. I ask the Senate to con- 
sider the resolution now to pass it. 

Mr. CONKLING. It seems to me there should be no objection to 
this resolution. I feel bound to say so because I was one of those 
who objected to the consideration in the morning hour of the Hot 
Springs bill. The whole purpose I understand is to guard against 
any estoppel either way, by postponing the expiration of the time 
when this action may be taken, and the object of the Senator is that 
all may have an opportunity to look into the bill reported, and be 
prepared to act upon it deliberately and . It seems to 
me that must be in the interest of wis Wer) who wishes a fair con- 
sideration of the subject. Therefore I should hope there would be no 
objection, 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was read three times, 
and passed, 

CHAPLAINS IN THE NAVY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the Calendar, 
oes at the point reached on yesterday. 

Mr. FERRY. The bill (S. No. 48) for promoting the efficiency of 
the corps of chaplains of the United States Navy was reached yester- 
day on the call of the Calendar, and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CARPENTER] made an objection to its consideration; but I think he 
will no longer object. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I objected to the bill under a misapprehension, 
and now withdraw my objection. 

Mr. FERRY. I ask that the bill be taken up for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Michigan? ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go on with the Calendar. 

Mr. FERRY. The bill is on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is on the Calendar. It was the last bill reached 


terday. The Senator from Wisconsin inadvertently objected, and 
e now withdraws the aa asp It is a bill that has once or twice 
passed the Senate precisely in its present form. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 48) for promoting the efficiency 
of the 88 of chaplains of the United States Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ferry 
February 5, 1880: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 48) for 
2 115 the efficiency of the seer pl of chaplains of the United States Navy, hay- 

fag ha o same under consid on, submit the following report : 
similar bill to the one now under consideration the Senate at the third 


session of the Forty-fifth C (S. No. 1446 of t 
The same bill, in terms, ha 3 fa’ 


e of the bill. 
“Me MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the follow- 
ing report, (to accompany bill S. No. 1446 :) 
The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 146, to 
promote the efficiency of the oe of prone of the United States Navy, 
o report k the same with a substitute there- 
© passage of the latter. 


"SECTION 1. 


y chaplains, 
r one on account of creed. It — provides that any man who 
is appoin n, 

own 
mend itself to the ju 
“SECTION 2. 


" The first of this section introduces no innovation and provides no new 
rank. Itsimply corrects an error in the act of March 3, 1871. Previously to that 
all chaplains ja Beit the service with the relative rank of lieutenant-commander, 
and, r twelve years of service, were promoted to the relative rank of com- 
mander—the highest rank then held in the staff of the Navy. The act of March 

1871, provided higher rank for the staff, and, without their solicitation, four 

ains were ted the relative rank of captain. Seven were also ranked as 

commanders, but the next lower © was limited to seven, making the total num- 
ber granted relative rank only eighteen, while the statutes allow twenty-four cha 

lains. Thus six chaplains were entirely unprovided for, and have for nearly cight 

qen occupied an entirely anomalous tion, causi t inconvenience to 

emselves and great trouble to the Navy Department. o circumstances which 

make relative rank 5 the eighteen who have it make it equally neces- 

0 no 


for the six who d ve it. Chaplains have no desiro for rank at all, per 

se, but in a military o the thousand and one questions of precedence 
can be settled in no oi way. 

The second part of this section is inserted to insure a just proportion of sea 


re to each ond. The relative rank of captain carries with it the privilege of 
continuous shore duty, and no one ought to have that unless he has done his s! 
of le duty. If any chap does not wish to go to sea, let him finda 
work suits him better. 

“SECTION 3. 


This section increases the pay of 9 3 them on an equality in this 

respect with 8 or ee, and chief engineers. No professional man 
can be expected to leave civil life and subject himself to long absences from 
his family unless he has the inducement of such preferment and increased pay as 
his talents and constantly enlarging experience would give him in civil life. This 
is recognized in every corps except that of chaplains, All other staff officers, after 
certain grades, have their pay inc up to fifteen and twenty years of service, 
Chaplains have now only one increase, at the end of five years, so that a chaplain 
who has served five years gets as much pay as one who has served forty years. 
The natural tendency of this is to drive out the men we need to keep, and keep 
men we could well spare. Such has been the fact, except in the case of a fow 
wany men who have remained from conscientions principles. Of tho twenty- 
four o 8 now in the service, only two have served 2 „and fifteen 
have not served ten years, shows a petty of change w. 
Other things pong ogun tae longer a man is in the service the more efficient he 
can be, y g religiously with sailors, who form a class so distinctly 
sui generis. Chaplains simply ask to be put on the same footing with officers 
whose equals they are e ted to bo in eve ee and with whom they share 
equally all e: ses, including heavy mess bills and fees for official entertain- 
ments, which last are provided for in other navies at the national expense. Chap- 
lains have the entire of the religious and educational instruction of men 
and boys, including the hundreds of apprentices under the new system. They 
have no subordinates or clerks to assist them as other officers have. Abundant 
testimony can be brought to the fact that no other officer can be so efficient in se- 
curing comfort, good order, and good discipline among the men. The question 
then comes down to this: ‘How shall we secure an efficient, worthy corps!“ 
Only by making it an object for men to come in and stayin. If chaplains are 
to accomplish any good, it must be evident that the power which creates them in- 
tends them to be respectable and respected. 


“SECTION 4. 


diture involved in section 3, this amendment 
roposes to reduce the number of chaplains to twenty. In the opinion of the 
hief of the Bureau of 2 and of the chaplains themselves, this can be 
done without impairing the efficiency of the corps.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what changes in the pres- 
ent law are to be effected by this bill. 

Mr. FERRY. It reduces the number of chaplains from twenty- 
four to twenty. À 

Mr. COCKRELL. And how much does it increase their pay? 

Mr. FERRY. It increases their pay after they have been in the 
service abont ten years. Prior to that time it does not. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. What is the present pay of chaplains in the 
Navy, and to what is it pro d to increase it? 

Mr. FERRY. The bill increases it about $400. 


As an offset to tho increased ex 


Mr. SAULSBURY. What is the present pay? 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—SEN ATE. 


1337 


Mr. FERRY. It varies according to rank, $1,800, $2,200, and $2,400. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the salary is sufficient now, and I desire 
to offer an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator will bear in mind that the chaplains in- 
cur the expense of sharing entertainments abroad, which is required 
of the Navy, they being officers on shipboard, which expense in the 
Army is rovided for by the Government. In the Navy the officers 
have to share. They also are required to wear uniforms, which cost 
them about $100 a year, These exactions—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can dispense with the uniform. I do not 
think that adds anything to their efficiency. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator thinks the salary that is given by the 
bill for that grade of professional men is too much, of course we can 
submit to any amendment he may offer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There has been no clear explanation given of 
the exact effect of this bill. It is due to the Senate that we should 
know precisely all the changes that are to be made by any proposed 
1 tion. The ort does not show what is the present Epe and 

owance of these chaplains and what it will be under this proposed 
law. The Senate has aright to know that, and it is the peculiar 
province of the committee to investigate and report to the Senate the 
information, 

Mr. FERRY. That has been done, if the Senator will allow me. 
It is marked on the printed bill before me in each case, as the Secre- 

can read so as to show the Senator the changes in each case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is useless. The bill been read; it is 
before us all. We are presumed to have read it. I say that the re- 
port does not show precisely what is the present salary and what 
changes are made by the bill. It shows what the salary will be when 
the bill becomes a law. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator will allow me I will state that the 
salary of each ee is marked in blue pencil, precisely what the 
existing salary is by the present law. It can be read in the hearing 
of the Senator, and then he will see what difference there is between 
the salary now paid and that proposed by the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to know why that information 
was not put before usin the report. I have had the report before me 
and have examined it. I presumed the report of the committee em- 
braced the facts upon which it pro to stand before the Senate. 
Now, entirely different facts come before us. I have not time to ex- 
amine and investigate those matters, 

Mr. FERRY. I answer the Senator by saying that the report was 
made when a similar bill was passed in the last Congress. If the 
Senator had observed the reading of the report he would have seen 
that the present committee 2 the former report. I will state 
to the Senator that the report did not then 3 the dif- 
ference of salary now proposed; but I have marked on the present 
bill the changes in each grade. Task the Secretary to read the printed 
bill as marked, so that the Senator will see in each case what the 
salary is under existing law. The printed bill now before him, which 
I have sent to the desk, will show the increase proposed. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I saw very clearly that the committee had fol- 
lowed a report made at a former Congress. The report so states on 
its face. I did not think the bill reported fitted the report, and I do 
not think so yet. 

Mr. FERRY. The committee cannot help that. The report is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to haye the memoranda read and 
spread 7 es the record, that we can see it in print. 

Mr. FERRY. Let the Secretary report the changes in each case 
noted in blue pencil. : 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 

Surgeons, paymasters, chief engineers, and cha; who have the same rank 
with paymasters, during the first five years after date of commission, when at sea, 
ormer: 


$2,800, y $2,500;) on shore duty, $2,400; on leave or waiting orders, $2,000, 
8 $1,600 ) during the second five years z 


Mr. COCKRELL. DoI understand, in regard to that particular 


oint— 
$ Mr. MCMILLAN, Let us hear this statement read. I want to 
know myself something about the difference in these ies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose I have a right to ask a question of a 
member of the committee who has made the report when the report 
and the statement of facts which the Secretary is reading do not 
explain anything. There are two es of salary given, and the 
memorandum says formerly $1,600.” Did $1,600 apply to each of 
those 8 

Mr. FERRY. In one case where the 7 law gives $1,600 the 
bilt increases it to $2,000. In the case of $2,200 the present salary is 
$1,800. The Secretary is reading that precisely, if the Senator will 
observe the bill as he reads it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But I observe that the statement gives one sum 
for two former salaries, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As this is a subject on which we are all at sea, I 
should like to sail a little myself. Isee by the Navy Register of 1877, 
since which I believe the law of pay has not been changed, that a 
pay table is inserted, stating : 

Chaplains: First five years after date of commission, at sea, $2,500; on shore 
duty, $2,000; on waiting orders or leave, $1,600 ; after five years from date of com- 
mission, at sea, $2,200; on shore duty, $2,300; on leave or waiting orders, $1,900, 


That undoubtedly shows what the present pay is. 


Mr. WHYTE. That is the exact pay at the present time, acco 
Hie SE suit ee e, 
e ENT, Are there amendments in committee ? 
— 5 oon 86 8 of bo es Soper been finished? 
0 - 5 e Secre will lude th ding. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: fl Pts eS: 
During the second five years after such date, when at 


on shore duty, $2,800, (formerly $2,300 ;) on leave or 
mouy ia 
EC. * 


200, (former. 800 ; 

hips piin thoy on 
. 4. There shall i 

6 e in the Navy not exceeding twenty chaplains, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill be laid over, without losing 

its place on the Calendar, in order that we may examine those data 


and 8 2 Gt them. 
Mr. IN. Let it lie over without losing its place. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iasked that it Fo over without losing its place. I 
do not want it to lose its place, but I want to examine into the matter. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without prejudice. 


OTOE AND MISSOURIA RESERVATION. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Before the Senate proceeds to consider any other 
bill, I desire to call attention to the fact that yesterday on my request 
the bill (S. No, 753) to provide for the sale of the remainder of the 
reservation of the con federated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, 
in the States of Nebraska and and for other purposes, went 
over without prejudice on the statement by myself that the Senator 
from Vermont desired to communicate with the Secretary of the In- 
terior with regard to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the fact. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Therefore the bill naturally would be the first 
bill on the Calendar this morning. I should ke to inquire of the 
Senator from Vermont if he has been able to obtain the information 
he desired in order that the bill may be considered this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President, I have not. I have taken the 
necessary steps, but the time has been so short that the Secretary of 
the Interior has not been able to respond to my inquiry. Therefore 
I propose that it go over until to-morrow again. . 

Mr. PADDOC I renew the request of yesterday that it go over 
without prejudice until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

WEST VIRGINIA SOLDIERS’ UNION. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2771) to construe an act entitled“ An act grant- 
ing condemned bronze cannon to the Soldiers’ Union, of West Vir- 

inia,” was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does that bill mean, Mr. President? I 
look to the 3 of the Treasury for au explanation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I thank the Senator. When it 
happens to be the cannon, the guardian should be the other side, 
(Laughter.] In 1878 a bill 28 both Houses of Congress, donat- 
ing certain condemned cannon to the Soldiers’ Union of West Vir- 
ginia. The wording of it, however, was such that the cannon were 
not delivered or the demand was not supplied owing to the require- 
ment of some form. I cannot lain fully what was the reason. I 
understand the cannon were at Pittsburgh and were directed by the 
Secretary of War to be delivered ; but owing to some peculiar form 
that was required the governor of the State did not feel authorized 
to sign for them. The House has passed a second bill at this session 
und sent it over to us, construing the act somewhat differently; and 
the cannon are now waiting, as I understand, to be delivered. The 
are on hand, in other words. The committee of the Senate has add 
to the bill “that are now or may hereafter be condemned.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just where the rub comes in. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, not exactly: A letter that I 
have here shows that the cannon are now on hand. The officer in 
charge of the arsenal and the Secretary of War both concede that. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think if the Senator from West Virginia will 
look at the date of his letter from the Secretary of War, he will see 
that they were on hand in 1878, and if he will look at the later re- 

rt he will find that there are not sufficient condemned cannon on 

d now to meet the resolutions donating condemned cannon that 
have already passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West bb, age This grant was made before that 
and it has not been repealed. The letter to which I refer is dated 
“Allegheny Arsenal, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, December 1, 1879.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the letter. 

1 Mr. DAMIN of West Virginia. I send both letters to the desk to 

e read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the reading let me suggest that if there 
are not any condemned cannon now, we might put a provision in the 
bill requiring the Secretary of War to condemn a sufficient number 
to accomplish the object! 3 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will state to the Senator that my 
object is to strike ont the amendment adding “that are now or may 
hereafter be condemned.” I hope the bill will be passed without 
that provision in it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


HENY ARSENAL, 


ALLEG 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, December 1, 1879. 
Sin: Your letter of 28th ultimo, relative to one or more condemned bronze can- 
non,” authorized under act of Neg haps approved June 
“to the governor of West Virginia for the 


20, 1878, to be furnish 
Soldiers’ Union of that State,” received. 
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, would state that under date of August 15, 
of United States Army, 1 


1878, I was 


On receipt of Matthews's requisition I will cause 


cost. 
- Three light bronze twelve-poun would make nearly the 
metal you need—about 3,631 pounds. © have no condemned ordnance heavier, 
and but two of these; but some six-pounders, lighter, four of which will weigh 


About 3,536 z 
The aden to meet the requirements of the act of Congress should state the 
nu guns “ necessary to make a bronze soldier's statue.” The above figures 
will enable you to do this. 
ly yours, A. R. BUFFINGTON, 
T. H. Logax, Esq, 
Wheeling, West Virginia. 
Wan DEPARTMEMT, 
Washington City, August 9, 1878. 
Sm: Acknowledging the receipt of your letter of the Ist instant, inclosing one 
from Mr. T. H. Logan, of Wheeling, on the subject, and paginae wehe the 
‘cannon granted by act of a soldiers’ statue at g can be fur- 
nished at Pittsburgh, I have honor to inform that directi 


for these guns to be supplied from the 
Lerne Pp 


ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 8. 7 x, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. B. WILsox, M. C. 
Wilsonburgh, West Virginia. 
Mr. MORRILL. That, it will be seen, bears date in 1878. I now 
ask the Senator from Texas, 1 5 Maxkx, ] who has the report in his 
hands, what is the number of cannon that are on hand at the pres- 


ent time? 

Mr, DA of West Virginia. The Senator will allow me a min- 
te. It will be noticed that the officer in c at the arsenal says 
5 has been holding these cannon, and his letter is dated Decem- 


879. 

„MORRILI. But the last report shows that all the condemned 

cannon we now have on hand are not sufficient to supply the appro- 
priations that have been already made. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But the Senator loses sight of the 
fact that this grant was made wz a bill passed over a year agoj and 
80 far as case is concerned the cannon have been approp: ted to 
that 1 as stated in the letter. 

Mr. Y. L stated yesterday the reasons which induced me to 
ask that all these bills be recommitted to the Committee on e 
Affairs. It will be noticed by the Calendar that this bill was re 
do the Senate by the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 

. RANDOLPH] on the 5th of 5 On that day a letter was 

‘ansmitted to the Vice-President by the Secretary of War, accom- 

ed by a report of the Ordnance Office, dated on the 3d of Febru- 

, 1880, and that report shows that there are now no condemned 

bronze cannon on hand for purposes of donation. I ask that so much 

otaa as may be necessary shall be read in order to explain 
© facts. 


I desire to state to the Senator from West Virginia and all others 
I, myself in charge of some of these bills, would have been glad 
report favorably, but I was compelled to report adversely by rea- 
son of that communication from the Secretary of War, because it is 
Ronsense to be appropriating that which we have not got to give 
away. 
Mi, EDMUNDS. The act of 1878 provides, 


and he is hereby, authorized to furnish to the 
© Soldiers Union of that State, 


That the of War 
—— of, West Virginia for Sol ons or more of 
Say ba noceeanry CS make a TAYADE PAAIE E ovation, ED be areghed pes: CE 
as ma; n m- 
ment in the capitol square of Wheeling. ae 
This bill says that that act shall be so construed as “ to authorize 
the Secretary of War to furnish to the governor of West Virginia, for 
the use of the Soldiers’ Union of that State bronze cannon ”—leaving 
out “condemned ”—“ belonging to the United States, that are now or 
may hereafter be condemned, to inclose the monument of that union 
in the city of Wheeling.” What does that mean? The original law 
directed that the United States should furnish the bronze metal to 
make a statue to be erected upon a monument that the Soldiers’ Union 
at the city of Wheeling was to erect or had erected. And now this 
bill, besides taking any kind of cannon that are now or may here- 
after be condemned, provides that the use to which they are to be 
devoted is to inclose a monument of that union in the city of Wheel- 
ing. The number of cannon necessary to be melted into a statue 
might be two or three. The number of cannon n to inclose 
a monument, if you were to make a fence of them as I have some- 
times seen done around monuments, might be twenty or thirty, de- 
pending upon the intervals between the cannon that you set up in 
the ground. So that this bill is quite a different bill from the act it 
pro} to construe. 

. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am not familiar with all the facts; 
my —— has had charge of this bill; but I take it that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is right in saying that the cause of these cannon 
not having been delivered was that the governor could not give a 
receipt that they were to be applied for the p of a bronze 
statue, which the ok e act required. The desire is to use them 
for the purpose of inclosing the statue. I do not know to what extent 
the cannon are required; but I take it, from what the officer at the 


arsenal says. two or three cannon are all that are required, for he 
speaks of what the requisition was. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He was not pire sen, in reference to this bill; he 
was writing in reference to the act which provided for furnishing 
the n cannon to melt into astatue. He says two or three 
will do for that. He was not writing in reference to this bill which 
calls for an indefinite number of cannon to build a fence with them. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi ia. The Senator will notice that the 
requisition was made, and it is to be presumed that would not be 
changed. It is but fair to presume so. Dr. Logan, whose name is in 
these communications, and who I believe is the president of this sol- 
diers’ union, is a genneman of standing and tability, who would 
ask for nothing ut what was right in any form or manner, and I 
have t confidence in what he states. He states in a communi- 
cation that the number needed is two or three. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to recommit this bill to the Committee 
on 1 so that they can find out exactly what is wanted. 

Mr. Y. If the Secretary will read what I have marked in 
the report of the Secretary of War, I think it will show the condition 
of the whole matter. The condition of the War Department as to 
delivery being disclosed by that report, there is no use in making any 
appropriations of this kind. 

. EDMUNDS. Let the committee find out exactly what it is 
that these gentlemen at Wheeling want. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection to the recom- 
mittal, and in the mean time we can get the exact information from 
the War Department and from all concerned, I have no objection 
to the recommitment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
Senator from Vermont that the b 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES W. ABBOT AND W. W. BARRY. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill Aa No. 533) for the relief 
of Charles W. Abbot, a “pay director, and W. W. a passed assist- 
ant paymaster, in the United States Navy ; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ferry 
February 9, 1880: 

Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 533) for 
and W. W. assistant 


The 
the relief of Charles W. Abbot, a director, „W. Barry, a 
yymaster, in the United States Navy, having had the same under 


pa; 

‘Tho facts of this case are set forth with considerable fullness ina 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the H of 

third session of the Forty-fifth Con, quotes: 


gress, 
“Ita that on the 19th of October, 1876, R. J. O'Reilly was appointed - 
master's slack by Paymaster W. W. Woodhull, then discharging the ities of — 
à ton, which a tment was approved 
by the commandant of the station. Since the above date OReilly contianed 2 hold 
yard at Boston unl the Sth of his duty being to assist the paymastor of the navy- 
onest 


uestion is on the motion of the 
be recommitted to the Commit- 


Boston, until the 25th of October, 1878, when, having detected in a dis- 
, he was ded from duty, and a thorough examination dis- 
closed the fact that he th Pro! 


relieved t 
„and e the clerk, O. 
wan, who relieved Paymaster Woda 


this deficiency in the cash the fact was at once 8 

to the commandant of the station, and an investigation requested by Pay Director 

Charles W. Abbot. An official investigation was by Commodore Spicer, 

om subsequently a court of inquiry was ordered by the honorable Secretary of the 
avy.” 


In response to a call from this commi the Secretary of the Navy has trans- 
certain transcri, J 


mitted pts from the of the Navy ent connected 
1 this case, including the report of the court of inquiry referred to, which is as 
WS 
“ Findings of the court of inquiry. 


“At 12.30 p, m., there no further testimony to offer on the part of the court 
or judge-advocate, the court declared the testimony closed, and proceeded to delib- 


“After carefully examining the instructions before the court and the testimony 
produced, the court decided as follows, and does so report: 

“ The following facts are deemed established by the evidence, namely: 

“First. That on the 10th day of July, 1878, 9 C. W. Abbot reported 
for duty as paymaster of the mont fay Boston, and relieved Paymaster F. I. Swan 
of that duty. That Pay Director Abbot was ill at the timo, and, continuing so, was 
onion’ to be relieved temporarily by Passed Assistant Paymaster William W. Barry 
on the 23d eg, Sond July. The latter remained in charge of the office up to October 
5, when Pay Director Abbot resumed charge of the office. From July 10 until 
October 25 Mr. R. J. O'Reilly, who had filled the office of pay clerk with Mr. Swan, 
continued to perform the duties of that office, having been highly recommended by 
Mr. Swan, with whom he had served for a number of years. That Pay Director 
‘Abbot and Passed Assistant Paymaster Barry were neither neglectful, careless, nor 
inefficient in the discharge of their duties. e 

“Second. The method observed in receipting for public moneys. 


„That the paymaster drew checks, payable to his own order, and presented the 


same in person at the sub-treasury, for money to meet the payments on rolls of of- 
cers and employés of the yard. 

In cases of money received from sales of gamo property in the yard, the method 
appears to have been in one department of cer o ard ; for 
money deposited, before making delive: 
the receipt of the pa 
the pay officer ba 


e pay f 23 

of the goods, and in er 3 
aster’s clerk has accepted, but it docs not appear 

ven authority to the clerk to sign such receipts. 
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„Third. The method observed in making payments of public moneys has been 


as follows: 
In the case of officers t pay day, Gio maney Caa fraa cc a gaok, 
> “oh ual receipts. 


on the roll or on indi 


in cases of single receipts the clerk took of them, and after the signature of 
To paeas to whom payments were made was had on the rolls, those re- 
ceipts were either filed and retained by the clerk or returned to the parties signing 
“Tn cases of yments made to officers at other times than the last day of the 

Tor the amounts paid were taken and returned to the officers at the 


th. 

Fifth. The public funds have been kept in the sub-treasury until required for 
immediate 3 on being withdrawn by the paymasie, in pont were by 
him deposited in the safe provided, and for which he © possessed the necessary 
com ion to open. 

“Sums for e use, not ordinarily exceeding $1,000, have been left in the 
hands of the paymaster's clerk. 

“Sixth. The forms of checks used for the pay of absent officers were the official 
checks supplied by the Treasury Departmen: 

“Seventh. Offi checks, sent by mail, payable to the order of absent officers, 
was the precaution taken in such cases. 

“Eighth. That the receipts taken from officers absent, and borne on the rolls, were 
generally signed by them in blank as to dates and amounts, to be filled up in the 
Office of the 8 of pno ais 

“Ninth. That the deficiencies on the accounts of Passed Assistant Paymaster 
W. W. Barry are as follows: 


. H. Warren 
1 
Received by him from sale of auction stores not accounted for 


accoun 
On account of Clerk Vebe Spicer, f 


On account of 8 Thomas Smith, overcharged 
On account of F. C. Christie, employé, forgery 
On account of J. P. Carter, carpenter, ee 


On account of Hugh McKenna, employé, o 
t f G. A. Galbraith, employe, 


That these forgeries and overe 
been made 


on that the system of sending receipts in blank is wrong, 
sheers 


and that the pama should not make payments to t officers on receipts not 
n 


Sany anaa 0 


-Abbot, it became necessary to order another r pay 
. eas 
that he woul time, retained the clerk and writer during 
term of service. 
Mr. Abbot, after resuming the duties on October 5, learned some facts in rela- 


officer to tem 


tion to O'Reilly that caused to watch him and finall him. It was not 
until the suspension took place that the proofs came to light to establish the guilt 
of O. Who appears to have 0 lence of other officers in the 


es 
intment in due 
e court not be permitted. 
The court do not find that either Passed Assistant Paymaster 
Director Abbot haye been of igen: or inefii 
to 


the 3 The practice of transferring clerks without reap- 
orm, as p 


or Pay 
ency, or 


and od 
ano ty was afforded the clerk, O'Reilly, to over from one to the oth 
„ WG 


“ There being no further business before the N 
e the court adjourned to await the of the Secretary of 
A „. O. RHIND, 
Commodore, President of Court. 


“ GEORGE H. REED, 
“ Passed Assistant Paymaster, Judge-Advocate.” 
While public requires from disbursing officers a strict accountability for 
Gok rear ot ends by laeat tiare cone uF Araneae pae cetootenan 
case are as follows: 
Pay Director Abbot was ill when ordered to the Boston navy-yard, and continu- 
thereafter by Assistant Pa: Barry, dur- 
his illness, it is hardly to be that 
by of books or otherwise the high recom- 
predecessor of the pay clerk O'Reilly. 
ated Nog man non OEE pete foie Director Abbo 
of the-clerk was d that before he coal 
A Bada pa Wambua in reasonable care and 
diligence 1 brief period for oversigh z 
Ai t tenpe ally n Aid to tne at g wote ps * 
In the iliness of the inoumbent of the office, that his stay atthe 
post would be short, in the 
master acting as a substitute would 


too great the 
Danne, Saas met insan that the officers who have suffered by this loss are re- 
sponsible. 
that the embezzling clerk, O’Reill ee ta nari 
ort ni i in office. 


Ab wi would have 
bility for the selection of a subordinate alread: 


Under the —— circumstances 
ered the facts and the evidence as herein recited, your 
report thereon, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. This is an application by parties who have dis- 
bursed public money for relief from responsibility for the defalcation 
of a subordinate. In my judgment we have carried the practice of 
panung relief in such cases too far. Very frequently in the Post- 

fice Department, and in almost every department of the Govern- 
ment, poe charged with the disbursement of public money, re- 
sponsible to the Government for the proper use of the money p 
in their charge, come here and allege that some subordinate of thei 
for whose acts they are msible, has committed a defalcation, an 
they being thus involved in trouble ask Con to relieve them, 
and in our charity and liberality we are almost invariably extending 
the relief that they ask. 

I suggest whether this course does not invite defalcations. Does 
it not amount to a release of the obligation imposed on disb 
officers of the Government and lead them to relax that care 
that vigilance which the law expects at their hands? So far as 
these particular gentlemen are concerned, I do not know that any 
blame attaches to them; butif we pass this bill relieving them from 
responsibility and from the obligations that devolved on them by 
reason of the default of their subordinate, do we not invite to careless- 
ness and . by such officers in the watching of their clerks 
and entail on the Government a repetition of these same defalcations? 

For one I think we had better adhere to the strict rule of respon- 
sibility required of puhke agonie with the disbursement of 
panna moneys to be fai in the harge of their duty, and if 

efalcations occur whereby there is a loss to them they had better 
submit to it rather than that we should adopt a policy which invites 
to that condition of things. I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. FERRY. While I share in the main with what has been stated 
by the Senator from Delaware, it will be learned by reading the re- 
pory that Pay Director Abbot wasin no way responsible for this clerk. 

e was not an appointee of Pay Director Abbot, but was appointed 
before, was a clerk when Pay Director Abbot was placed at the head 
of the office, and therefore he was not at all responsible for him, and 
he was the first to discover the fraud. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator will bear in mind that when he 
went into that office he had a perfect right to select his own clerk, 
but he choose to retain one who was already in the service, which was 
virtually an 3 of his own. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator will remember that the report shows 
that Pay Director Abbot was sick at the time the fraud was com- 
mitted, was not then discharging the duties of the office, but held 
the position of director in charge of the office. The moment he was 
well enough to resume his duties he very soon upon inspection dis- 
covered the fraud, and was really the means of ejecting the clerk, not 
an appointee of his. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. I understand that; but I understand also from 
the report that there had been some carelessness in the ment 
of the affairs of that office. There had been blank receipts sent for- 
ward and signed, and other such carelessness which does not indi- 
cate that diligence and care which a public officer ought to observe. 

Besides that, I think we have carried this thing a little too far. I 
remember one bill that passed through the Senate in the case of an 
internal-revenue collector who had appointed his own clerk, who 
had taken no bond from his clerk, and who applied to us by reason 
of the clerk’s defaleation to the amount of $3,700 for which the inter- 
nal- revenue collector took the clerk’s individual obligation, and after 
two years holding that obligation he came to the Senate and asked 


to be indemnified for the loss which he had sustained. We must 
this thing. The people pay the taxes, and we ought to be as 
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of their interests as of the disbursing agents of the Government who 
are charged with the responsibility of managing properly the moneys 
placed under their control. 

I am aware that there have been cases of this kind, and I have 


said before that these gentlemen may not have been responsible for 
the action of this clerk; yet the pay director had the power to pro- 
tect himself by making a new appointment, and he failed to do it. 
Besides that the report itself discloses the fact that there has been a 
loose mode of transacting business in that department. 

Mr. FERRY. Right there I wish to remind the Senator that Pay 
Director Abbot did not inau te this method of keeping accounts, 
but found the method when he entered upon the duties of his office, 
and as soon as he was able to examine the method he changed it, 


and not only chan it but changed his clerk, so that in no respect 
e can Pay Director Abbot be responsible for this defalcation 
or fraud. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. From what committee does this bill come ? 

Mr. FERRY. The Naval Committee, of which the honorable Sena- 
tor from Florida is a member. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third ing, and read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill pass! 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 29, noes 9; 
no quorum 55 5 8 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think there is a quorum present. If the Chair 
will call for another division that will show the fact. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays; that will show it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
35, nays 14, as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Anthon; Coke, Lamar, T, 
F 
win, d 0 ers, 
k, Garlan d, Maxey, Sharon, 
Booth, Gordon, Morgan, Teller, 
Burnside, Hamlin, ona fe Vance, 
Hill of Colorado, Paddock, 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Pendleton, Windom. 
Carpenter, Kellogg, Plumb, 
NAYS—14. 
Davis of W. Va, Johnston, Saulsbury, W. 
Eaton, Jones of Florida, bY Withers. 
Farley, Kernan, Walker, 
Harris, McDonald, Wallace, 
ABSENT—27. 
Allison, Cockrell, Hereford, Platt, 
Bayard, 88 Hill of Georgia, Randolph, 
Blaine, Davis of Illinois, Hoar, Ransom, 
A ge eae 
roome, ones urman, 
Butler, Grover, Kirkwood, Voorhees. 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, McPherson, 
So the bill was passed. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

H. R. No. 1465) granting a pension to Levi Leedom ; 

. 1806) granting a pension to Michael Lingenfelter ; 
H. R. No. 1890) granting a pension to Ellen Gillespie ; 

. 2039) granting a pension to Jacob J. Smith; 

a oe) granting a pension to Isaiah W. Bunker; 

. 2854) granting a pension to Noah Caton; 

. R. No. 2856) granting a pension to William T. McCoy ; 
R. No. 2886 granting a pension to Joseph Showman ; 
R. No. 2859) granting a pension to Paul Walker; 

R. No. 2860) granting a pension to Thomas H. Vaughn; 
. R. No. 2861) granting an increase of pension to Herman 


Sak . R. No. 2862) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
A bill (H. R. No. 3076) granting a pension to William R. Weimer; 


and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3077) 8 a pension to John L. Williams. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4219) to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 of an act 
to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States 
and to regulate the removal of causes from State courts, and for 
other purposes, approved March 3, 1875, was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4908) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Israel Dodge, deceased; an: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4907) to confirm to John Hepting and others title 

certain lands. 


PITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 


major-general of the United States volunteers and colonel of the 


Army, the pending question being on the amendment proposed b 
Mr. Ranpolrn £ £ E 3 


Mr. LOGAN resumed the floor and concluded his speech. [His re- 
marks will be found in the Appendix.] 

Mr, CARPENTER, Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to yield to me 
that I can make a motion toadjourn. I move that the Senate do now 


ouRn. 
A. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I should like to move that when 
the Senate adjourn it be to meet on Monday. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. BURNSIDE in the chair.) The 
Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was a: to; and (at four o’clock and two minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 5, 1880. 
The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. Davin WILLS, 


. 


CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I desire to make a correction in the 
RECORD. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ROTHWELL] reported 
yeay morning a bill in which I was interested. That gentleman 

s out of his seat now, but I desire to state that it is represented in 
the RECORD, and I presume in the Journal, that Mr. ROTHWELL re- 
ported a substitute for House bill No. 3368. That is an error; the sub- 
stitute was for House bill No. 3854, as appears from the statement of 
Mr. ROTHWELL made immediately afterward. 

TheSPEAKER. It seems that the body of the report contains the 
wrong number. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. But just below Mr. ROTHWELL 
states emphatically that he reports the substitute for bill No. 3854. 

The SP. The correction will be made. 

Mr. McGOWAN. At the solicitation of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. CASWELL, ] I desire to correct the RECORD of the proceed- 
ings on Friday last. on page 34 of the RECORD of Saturday, contain- 
ing the proceedings of Friday last, the name of Mr. CASWELL is in- 
serted incorrectly. I ask the Clerk to read that portion of the RECORD 
which I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: z 

“The Hall of the House shall be used only for the legislative business of the 
House, and for the caucus meetings of its members, except upon occasions where 
the House by resolution saree to take part in any ceremonies to be observed 
3 and the Speaker s not entertain a motion for the suspension of this 


the following I move to insert after the word therein,“ in the fourth line, 
© follo : 
„And the corridors and lobbies of the Capitol, so far as tho House has control of 
the same, shall not be occupied by lunch tables or parties offering for sale articles 
of merchandise other than newspapers and other printed matter usually kept for 
sale at news-stands,” 
on of Vote!“ 
. CASWELL. Very well, let there be a vote. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 60. 
. CASWELL demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MoGowan and Mr. BLACKBURN were appointed. 


Mr. McGOWAN. My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] is a 
little sensitive about this matter, and fears that if the RECORD goes 
to the country in that shape he will have to pay two prices for his 
sandwiches and apples in the lobby. I desire that the RECORD be 
corrected, and where the name of Mr. CASWELL ap that the 
name of Mr. McGowan be inserted. I am willing to take the whole 
matter upon myself. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. MYERS, 
for to-day. 

ARBOR AT GRAND HAVEN, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. REAGAN. By instruction of the Committee on Commerce, I 
report the resolution which I send to the desk, and ask its adoption. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of dee Ho he is hereby, directed to transmit 
to the House of Répresentatives any supplemental report in his Department rela- 
tive to the condition and improvement of the harbor at Grand Haven, Michigan, 
with such views of its importance and necessity and recommendations respecting 
the same as may be deemed advisable by the Department. 


The resolution was adopted. 

TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS, 

Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 870, a bill (H. R. No. 4911) to amend 
the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 

; which was read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted. 
ENCAMPMENT OF KNIGHTS-TEMPLAR, CHICAGO. 

Mr. MARSH. The Committee on Military Affairs have directed me 
to report favorably for immediate consideration the joint resolution 
(H R. No. 168) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain 


1880. 
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5 5 flags, &c., to the triennial committee of Knights-Templar at 


cago. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and mtg Fapema, £c., That the Secre of 
War is hereby authorized to loan the triennial committee representing A 
Chi and t Bernard 
triennial encampment at Chi 
dards, guidons, and camp 2 
pplies at the 


they may require: That such things are in the reserve su 

various q ermasters’ depots: And „That the said society shall 
pay all freight charges to and from 4 depots to Chicago, aud shall return 
ad articles in as good order as when — ordinary wear excepted, or other - 


Mr. CARLISLE. Does this resolution provide for the execution of 
any bond or other security for the safe return of these articles ? Who 
will be responsible? 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois. I will. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARSH, I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that it 
has not been customary in cases of this kind to embrace in the reso- 
lution the requirement of any bond. 

The SPE. R. The Chair presumes the Secretary of War takes 
such security as he deems necessary. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I am not objecting to the resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Fir. MARSH moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HENRY L. NORVELL. 


On motion of Mr. HOUSE, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
1004) for the relief of the sureties of Henry L. Norvell was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, resd a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, not to come back on a motion 
to reconsider. 

ROCK ISLAND RAPIDS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported the 

following resolution ; which was read, considered, and adopted : 
Resolved by the House of esentatives, That the Secretary of War be, and he 


is hereby, requested to t to the House certain maps and reports in reference 
to a proposed widening of the channel of the Rock d rapids of the Missis- 
sippi River, for the use of the Committee on Commerce and of the House. 


WARREN MITCHELL, 


Mr, BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, presented from the Committee 
of Claims a report on the claim of Warren Mitchell; which was or- 
dered to be printed and recommitted, not to come back on a motion 
to reconsider. 

ASSISTANT CLERK FOR COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iam requested by the Committee of Claims to pre- 
sent for immediate action the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in consequence of the great amount of business now before the 


Committee of Claims, and there being a necessity for additional cleri 


ical force in 
order to properly disch. the duties of the committee, the chairman * hn >e 


3 hereby, 5 Aad obtain 2 s m 9 9 an — 
0. © present session o. at an no 
$125 p — — iginy A paid out of the contingent fund of the House, = 8 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
of Accounts. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ask immediate action on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires that all such matters shall go 
to the Committee of Accounts. The additional officer contemplated 
by the resolution would have to be paid, according to the terms of 
the resolution, out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee of Accounts. 


WILLIAM H. RIFENBERG. 
Mr. CALKINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


4912) for the relief of William H. Rifenberg ; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


WORK ON MUSCLE SHOALS, 
Mr. DIBRELL. I ask by unanimous consent to present a resolu- 
tion directing the Committee on Military Affairs to investigate the 
claim of George Williams for work upon the Muscle Shoals improve- 


ment. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that resolution. The subject is already 
under consideration. 

Mr. DIBRELL. The subject is not under consideration as they have 
not the papers. If the gentleman wishes to smother it, very well. 

Mr. CONGER. The threat of smothering never had any terror since 
Desdemona’s time. [Laughter.] I ohiek, 

DIBRELL. This is one of the greatest frauds ever perpetrated 

upon the country for the amount of it. 

Mr. McCOOK. As one of the members of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs I wish to say that the minority are not at all afraid of any 
investigation in the direction which the gentleman from Tennessee 


9 
- Mr, DIBRELL. Then the tléman ought to withdraw his objec- 
tion and let it be investigated. We wish 1 the facts in the —— 


Mr. M COOK. It appears to me before taking any step like that 


e er we should have the matter investigated in the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


ARMY OFFICERS AT COLLEGES, ETC. 


Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
4913) to provide for the detail of retired officers of the Army at col- 
leges, universities, and other institutions of learning in the United 
States ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS, 


Mr. SAPP. I ask by unanimous consent to present the memorial 
of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, relating to the Des 
Moines River lands, for reference to the Committee on Public Lands; 
and I also ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. It has been already printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SAPP. Then let it go to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The memorial was received and referred to the Committee on Pub 
lic Lands. 

RAPE PUNISHABLE BY DEATH. 


Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4914) to punish the crime of rape in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, 

Mr. ELLIS. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

1. That whoever shall commit the crime of rape within the District of Columbia 
shall, upon conviction thereof, suffer death. 

2. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this bill be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PROTECTION OF RIVERS FROM MINING DEBRIS. 


Mr. BERRY, by unanimous consent, presented joint resolution of 
the California Legislature, aski 6 an appropriation of $500,000 to pro- 
tect the navigation of rivers in California from mining débris ; which 
was ve to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and ordered to 
be print 

y unanimous consent, the body of the joint resolution was ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD. 

It is as follows: 


‘Whereas many rivers of this State, and cities and lands bordering thereon, are 

hela greatly 8 or endangered by the flow ot débris; and 

ereas the whole country, as well as this State, are tly interested in the 
gold production of California, which materially depends on the free discharge of 
said mining débris: Therefore, 

Beit vented the assembly, (the senate concurring,) 'That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Con be requested to use their utmost endeavors to obtain an 
immediate — — of at least $500,000 for the protection and 2 
of the rivers and lands of California which are being damaged by the mining 


débris. 

2 — — F copy of these resolutions to 
each of our Sena and Representatives in Congress. 

J. F. COWDERY, 

aker of the Assembly. 
JO MANSFIELD, 

P. of the Senate. 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH, 


Mr. BERRY also, by unanimous consent, presented concurrent res- 

olution of the California Legislature, relative to the establishment of 
tal telegraph; which was referred to the Committee on the Post- 

Dico and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

It is as follows: 


Resolved by the assembly, (the senate concurring,) That our Senators in 
be, and they are hereby, instructed, and our tatives requested, to use 
their influence to obtain the establishment of a postal telegraph system through 
out the United States. 
J. F. COWDERY, 


NO" MANSETELD, j 
President of the Senate. 


ADMINISTRATOR OF JOSIAH H. PILLSBURY, 


On motion of Mr, ANDERSON, by unanimous consent, an act (S. 
No. 762) for the relief of the administrator of Josiah H. Pillsbury, 
di „Was taken from the Speakers table, read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


CENSUS OF ALASKA, 
Mr. DE LA MATYR, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution ; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Census be requested to inquire into the ad- 
visability of taking the census of Alaska, and report to the Honse by bill or other- 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR also, by unanimous consent, submitted reso- 
lutions asking for information from the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia; which were referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands 

to ask unanimous consent for the adoption of a resolution for the in- 


vestigation of the matters pertaining to the Hot Springs reservation, 
in the State of Arkansas. z EF ; 


Mr. CONGER. What is that? 
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The SPEAKER. It provides fer an investigation into the affairs 
of the Hot 8 reservation. 


Mr. CONG. Is it a resolution reported from a committee? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. DUNN. I will state to the gentleman that the phraseology has 
been 55 
Mr. CONGER. I object. 
DENNIS WOLFSKILL. 


Mr. ROTHWELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4915) siog a pronon to Dennis Wolfskill, of Chillicothe, Liv- 
1 ‘ounty, State of Missouri; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

GEORGE ZIEFLE. 


Mr. ROTHWELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 

Va R. No. 4916) granting a 8 to George Ziefle, of Chillicothe 
iy rns County, State of Missouri; which was read a first an 
nd time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


STATUE ON SUB-TREASURY BUILDING, NEW YORK. 


Mr. CHITTENDEN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4917) granting permission to the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York to erect a statue on the sub-treasury ee city 
of New York ; which was read a first and second time, to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce for reference 
the two bills that I send to the Clerk’s desk, the first by request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota objects to the in- 
troduction of bills. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Ido. It can be done as well on Monday next. 


PETER PHILLIPS. 
On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, 
Senate bill (No. 389) for the relief of Peter Phillips was taken from the 


S er's table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
ttee on Military Affairs. 


seco 


JACOB B. KING. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also, by unanimous con- 
sent, Senate bill (No. 388) for the relief of Jacob B. King was taken 
from the Speakers table, read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


On motion of Mr. SHALLENBERGER, by unanimons consent, Sen- 


ate bill 3 1157) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase additional lots of d adjoining the new building for the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing was taken from the Speakers table, 


read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
FRANCIS M. WAY. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1636) for the relief of Francis 
M. Way; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JAMES HOPWOOD. 


Mr. DAVIDSON also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported as a substitute for House bill No. 1575, a bill (H. R. 
No. 4918) for the relief of James Hopwood ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, the letter of the 
of the Interior relative to lands held by the Cherokee In- 
3 referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, was 
withdrawn from that committee and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to have the following bill re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota objects to the 
introduction of bills. 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will not insist on his objection. 
Other members have had an opportunity, and I have waited for half 
an hour. 

The SPEAKER. The objection made by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota has not been withdrawn. 

DECIMAL SYSTEM. 


English-speaking nations; and the same was to be printed, and 
recommitted. s : Save 


_ DANIEL LEWIS. 

Mr. VANCE also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution : 

Resol That Daniel Lewis be paid out of the tingent fund 
pe semana ting mene af ny ress era 

0 8 e 
the months of Ape, May, and June. SE = 
Foe VANGE I request that that be referred to the Committee of 
ccoun: 

Ee which d Kidman nance o anpi decline n vas 
anything which does not ap e present Congress. It d 
be ardh to the Commits ot Claims. 

Mr. VANCE. Let it go to that committee. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

FPIRE-EXTINGUISHERS, ETC. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent to submit for 
present consideration a resolution that a commission be authorized 
to investigate the quality and capacity of the various gas-governors 
and fire-extinguishers proposed for the use of the Government. 

Mr. BAYNE. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I can get the gentleman’s ear for a 
moment I think he will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BAYNE.- I demand the regular order. 

KANSAS TRUST AND DIMINISHED-RESERVE LANDS. 

On motion of Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of cer- 
tain actual settlers on the Kansas trust and diminished-reserve lands, 
in the State of Kansas, were taken from the Speaker's table. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
On line 3, after the word insert being in possession thereof.“ 
yeh piem hye end of line 10, ‘end slieve auch persons, thelr heirs. 


ay rom paian dd are not in possession of such lands, then the same 
may be entered as of said Kansas Indian lands by actual settlers only.“ 


The amendments were concurred in. 
REY. PAUL E. GILLEN. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3351) for 
the relief of Rev. Paul E. Gillen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, do., That the Secre: of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to amend the records to show Paul E. Gillen as continuously in the service as 
chaplain of volunteers from the 20th ng Ae 8 1961, the date of actual 
commencement of duty, until the 25th of November, A. D. 1862, from which 
date he was mustered in and paid as cha) of the One hundred and seventieth 
New York Regiment Volunteers, and cause to be paid to the said Paul E. Gillen, 
from any appropriation for of the Army, the pay and allowances of a chaplain 
of volunteers for the time or any part thereof for which payment has not 
been made. 


Mr, LE FEVRE. I ask that the report accompanying the bill be 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the accom bill 
(H. R. No. 3357) for the relict of Rey. Paul E. Gillen, having had 8 


respectfully submit the followin, rt: 
from the letters of Alls officers, among whom are 


ey-Gen General W. dS. Han- 


onel James McQuade, now commander of the 


and numerous duties. He traveled about constantly, 
g the consolations of his religion to the wounded and dying, g 
presence, and 1 by the ministrations of the sacrament of the 
last painful hours of death. So much were his services appreciated 
soldiers of the One hundred and seventieth 


ish 
cs, he was mustered on the 25th of November, 1862; 
ey of that regiment. He served continuously till the close of the 
war, icipating in all of the arduous campaigns for which the Corcoran Irish Le- 
gion is so justly celebrated. 
It also ap; from the affidavits of two of the officers of the One hundred and 
seventieth, That he was down by sunstroke while officiating at a burial 


in the line 
now in his eighty-first d the fee- 
g aggravated seases contracted in the active services 
ing the war, and as an act of justice to a deserving old man, it is pro- 
the small received by volunteer chaplains for the 
time intervening between the of July, 186i—the day on which his services 
the 25th of November, 1862—the day on which he was mus- 


. Gillen actually and earned that which he now seeks, 
the would not be extending Spates: ap — 

F w in the committee's 
he is justly entitled. 

The commi erefore report back the accompanying bill and recommend its 


Mr. LEFEVRE. I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1343 


1880. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to bee: and 
read a third fim ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 


Mr. LE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabl 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
REPORT OF UNITED STATES ENTOMOLOGICAL COMMISSION. 
Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, and referred tothe Committee on Printing: 
ives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 


co 10,000 copies 
of the second Report of the United States Entomological Commission on the Rocky 


mission. 
TAX UPON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimous consent to offer the pre- 
amble and resolution which I send to the desk for reference to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the agitation by Congress of the question of the tax imposed 
by existing law apon dis irits would be very . — to all manufact- 
urers of distilled spirits in the United States, and would tend tem: ly to par- 
alyze ina the trade and commerce upon it; an 


those en 

necessaril ured or zed b nent changes in the rate of tax they are 
inj eopardi 2150 ges 

mestion of reducing the inter- 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move that the preamble and resolution 
be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I move to amend, so that the resolution shall be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. : 

Mr. MILLS. I second that motion. 

The question being put on the amendment, the Speaker stated 
that in the opinion of the Chair the “noes” had it, and that the res- 
olution was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I withdraw any objection I made to the intro- 
duction of bills and resolutions for reference. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS] asked for the yeas and nays on the reference 
of the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ] 

The SPEAKER. The request comes too late, other business hav- 
eas 

T, I called for the yeas and nays before other business 
did intervene. 
The SPEAKER. Upon that statement the Chair will recognize 


the call for the yeas and an — 
Mr. DIBRE. I want the resolution to go to a committee that 
will act upon it. 


Mr. MILLS. That is what I wanted. I wanted the resolution to 
to the Committee on Agriculture. If it goes to the Committee of 
ays and Means it will not be acted upon. But, having said that, 

I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

GREENLEAF STACKPOLE. 

Mr. CARLISLE, by unanimous consent, qer re? introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4919) authorizing Greenleaf Stackpole to make ap- 
plication for the extension of a patent; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

DUTIES ON SUGAR, 

Mr. CARLISLE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4920) to re; the duties on sugar; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE D. REEVES. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4921) for the relief of Annie D. Reeves; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

EDWARD SHIELDS AND OTHERS, 

Mr. WHITE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for pran consideration the bill (S. No. 128) for the relief of 
Edward Shields and others. This is a bill for the relief of sufferers 
by the explosion at the United States arsenal at Bridesburgh, Penn- 
sylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for information, after which 
objections, if any, will be in order. 

e bill was read. 
ge WHITE. Iask thatthe bill be put upon its passage at this 
e. ° 
Mr. KNOTT. TIobject. I think the bill ought to be referred. 


Mr. WHITE. I appeal to my friend from Kentucky to withdraw 
his objection to the t consideration of the bill. 


presen ese are le 
who suffered by the explosion of the Bridesburgh arsenal. The 1 bill 
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has the Senate and has passed the House from time to 
but Las tailed to receive the concurrent action of both Houses. Tm 
sufferers are all paor 3 

Mr. KNOTT. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I renew it. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. I trust the gentlemen will not object to this very 
meritorious bill. 

The SPEAKER. The present consideration of the bill is objected 
to. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania ask to have it referred? 

Mr. WHITE. Unquestionably. Let it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

GAS-GOVERNORS AND FIRE-EXTINGUISHERS. 

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw my 9 to the resolution offered b 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. YouNG.] 

Mr. YOUNG. I desire to report from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of ‘atives, That the Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings, the Architect of the Capitol, and the civil engineer of the Supervisin 
Architect of the Department, be, and they are hereby, authorized an 
requested to act as a commission for the purpose of investigating the quality and 
capacity of all gas-governors and fire-e: ers for the use of the Government 
that may be submitted to them; and they have authority to call upon the 
Government tor for any information, instruments, or facilities in his 

ion, and which may be required in the investigation here provided for, and 

o said commission, before commencing such investigation, shall advertise for such 
length of time as they may deem proper, in such newspapers as they may soen 
the time and place at which the same will take place, . Be e Owners o: 
eee and fire-extinguishers to present them for examination; and when 

e commission shall have completed said investigation, they will report to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds the result of the same and which gas- 
governor and fire-extinguisher is best fitted for public use. 

Mr. CONGER. For what is that resolution presented ? 

The SPEAKER. For action. 

Mr. CONGER. I e I do not think the House of Representa- 
tives can appoint such a commission. The resolution is not in the 
form of a concurrent resolution. 


Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I think, if the gentleman will hear a 


few words of explanation, he will not object. ere are a number of 
gas-governors in use, which, we are informed, give various results, 
and there is a difference of opinion as to which is the best one. A 


bill upon the subject has been referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and we have declined to take the nsi- 
bility of deciding the matter. This resolution is designed to obtain 
from the officers named advice which will enable the committee to 
determine this question. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should be a joint resolution. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. It does not cost anything. 
The SPEAKER. That does not matter. It imposes new duties on 
— — of the Government, and such new duties should be imposed 
y law. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. We can request these officers to do 


is. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
i and Grounds, 

e SPEAKER. It is reported from that committee. 

Mr. 8 It looks to me as if that committee desired to shirk 

msibility. 
he SP. That is what it states. - 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. There is a bill before the committee 
upon this subject, and we do not desire to report upon it until we can 
get this information. 

Mr. CONGER. I will not object to the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 


FOLDING-ROOM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. MORSE, from the Committee of Accounts, to which had been 
referred a resolution submitted by Mr. MCLANE, reported the follow- 
ing substitute: 

That the superintendent of the House folding- be, and he is hereby, 
au to employ an additional force of twelve men to fold speeches 
pve ren documents in room, to 
utiles as may there be assign 
said additional force shall terminate 


of 
ent session of unless otherwise ordered by the Committee of Accounts ; 


and they shall be paid out of the contingent fund at the rate of $720 per annum 
while employed. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know that I wish to object to that reso- 
lution ; but I would inquire if there is any report accompanying it 
showing the necessity for it ? 

Mr. MORSE. There is no report. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the committee state whether there will prob- 
ably be documents enough to be sent out for the campaign to require 
the employment of this force for a month after the House adjourns? 
Mr. ITE. To save time, I object to the resolution. 

PUBLIC DOCUMENTS FOR LIBRARIES, 

Mr. NICHOLLS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4922) to provide for supplying State and other libraries, in rated 
colleges, atheneums, literary and scientific institutions, and boards of 
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trade with all public documents printed by order of Congress or the 
Departments; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4923) to 
promote the efficiency of the life-saving service, and to enco e the 
saving of life from shipwreck ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING TESTIMONY, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the Committee for the 
District of Columbia desire to be authorized by the House to have 
printed the testimony, or such part of it as they may see fit, taken by 
them in an investigation authorized by the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not object if all the testimony is printed; but 
I do object to n art of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. It will all be printed. 

Ket CONGER. Then let the resolution so provide, and I will not 
object. 
r. HUNTON. By direction of the Committee for the District of 
Columbia I offer the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Columbia be authorized to have 
printed such papers or evidence taken before said committee as they may deem 
necessary. 

Mr. HUNTON. If any gentleman desires an explanation of this 
resolution I will give it with pleasure. We have been directed by 
the House to make an investigation and have taken testimony. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know that I object to this particular reso- 
lation. My point is that when testimony which is taken by an in- 
vestigating committee is printed, the whole of it should be printed. 

Mr. NTON. We will print the whole of it, every word of it. 

The resolution was adopted. 


COMPENSATION OF OFFICERS OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. KNOTT. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report a substitute for a resolution introduced by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. 9 and referred to that committee. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will reserve the right to object until I have heard 
the resolution and substitute read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of byrne ves, That a committee of five Representatives 
be appointed to investigato the present system of salaries, fees, and emoluments al- 
lowed to the officers of the several courts of the United States, toascertain whether 
any, and, if any, what, abuses now exist, or have existed, or may take place thereunder, 
and to report by bill or otherwise; that said committee have power to employ a 
clerk and the services of a 3 send for persons and papers, to adminis- 
ter oaths, to examine witnesses, and to report at any time ; and the expense of said 
committee shall-be paid on vouchers approved by 


The substitute was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States of America in Oon- 
3 That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to investi, 
o present system of fees, salaries, and emoluments allowed to the officers of the 
several courts of the United States, and ascertain whether any, and, if any,what, 
abuses now exist, or have existed, or may take place thereunder, and to b 
bill or otherwise; that said committee shall have power to py clerks an 
stenographers, to send for persons and papers, and e © witnesses; that as 
sub-committees may be designated from said committee as may be expedient 
— è 2 tion Berii pom nen and the chairman of any such hay rg 
mittee, © purposes of sending for 8 or papers, oa! 
and examining witnesses, shall have all the powers of the chairman of said com- 
à committee 8 at any time. The expenses of the investi- 


o chairman. 


Accounts, to pay out of said fund to the Sergeant-at-Arms such sums for the pay- 
ment of such expenses as the chairman of the Committee on the Judi ž 9 = 
on, 


sub-committee herein 5 for; and any un 


detail, of the manner in which the sums thus received b; shall have been ex- 
ded or disposed of, which report, when examined an: by the Commit- 
of Accounts, shall be deemed a sufficient settlement o accountability for 


the same. 

Mr. BRIGHT. That is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the introduction of the resolution. I 
desire to say —— 

The SPEAKER. That is all that is necessary. 
i Mr. CONGER. It is on a point of order in regard to the resolu- 

on— 

Mr. KNOTT. I make the point of order that debate is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. In regard to the subject- matter 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KNOTT] ob- 
jects to debate on the ground that the objection of the gentleman 
from Michigan is conclusive, and the subject is not before the House 
for debate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr, CONGER. I have the right to make this remark—— 

Mr. KNOTT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Kentu objects on the 

“es 1 the subject is not before the House and therefore is not 
45 e. 


Mr. CONGER. The attempt of a committee to assume 


Mr. KNOTT. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Kentucky objects. 

Mss GONGER: I must be heard, and I shall be heard before I get 
rough. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will not be heard out of order. 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; but I — [Cries of “Order! 1 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects to debate 
on a proposition which is not before the House; and it is his right. 

Mr. CONGER. Of course it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the right upon his demand, 
and declares that the gentleman from Michigan is out of order in 
8 a proposition which is not before the House. 

Mr. CONG I have not offered to speak to a proposition not 
before the House. The Chair has not heed what I said. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not at liberty to hear, because the 
gentleman from Kentucky objected. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Regular order! 

Mr. CONGER. I rose to a point of order, and stated so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objected to the introduction of a 
resolution. The Chair recognized the objection, and acted upon it. 

Mr, CONGER. That is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. If that is disposed of, then the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] demands the regular order. 

Mr. CONGER. I rose to a point of order; and the Chair has never 
yet refused to recoguize a gentleman who rose to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not refused now; but the regular 
order is demanded. The Chair must conform to the regular order, 
and does so. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. When I rise to a point of order the Chair 
of course must hear me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. But if the Chair is unwilling to hear the point of 
order, I will bring it up some other time. Isimply want to show that 
I have the right to be heard, and if I insist upon it, will be heard. 

The SP The Chair will maintain good order in the House, 
without respect to the gentleman from Michigan. 

ALBERT FULLER. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands the reg- 
ular order. The morning hour begins at twelve minutes after one 
o'clock. ‘The unfinished business pending in the morning hour is a 


bill reported last Friday from the Committee on Patents—the bill 

(H. R. No. 4766) for the relief of the heirs of Albert Fuller. 

835 VANCE. I yield to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
OVERT. 


Mr. COVERT rose. 

Mr. DE LA MATYR. Before the gentleman from New York pro- 
ceeds I would like to hear the bill read. It has not been printed, 
and we wish to understand the subject upon which the gentleman 
from New York speaks. 

The SPEAKER. The 83 from New York is on the floor 
and the Chair has no right to interrupt him. The bill can be read 
when he has concluded. 

Mr. COVERT. Perhaps it would be best to have the bill read now. 

The SPEAKER. It will come out of the time of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. TUCKER. I suggest that the bill be read by unanimous con- 
sent, not to come ont of the gentleman’s time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to that arrange- 
ment, and the bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, £c., That the tatives 3 deceased 
of Brooklyn, in the State of Nen Ter have leave 8 6 to the ms 

Pa for the extension of letters-patent No. 1 granted to said 
Fuller October 16, 1855, for an ag pcb eager in faucets for hot and cold water, and 


er of Patents is hereby authorized to hear and determino said a 
in accordance with the rules and regulations heretofore 


the public interests; and said patent when so extended Wall 

and effect in law as if originally granted for the full term for which it shall be so 

extended: Provided, Tha od pies shall be held liable for the infringement of 

said letters-patent, if extended, in consequence of having used said inven! 

ae ion of said patent and prior to the date of extensi 

party held liable for using faucets which may be in use at the 
on of said patent, as authorized by this act. 


Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, from various utterances made during 
the progress of the discussion upon this bill I assume I am not wrong 
in the supposition that this case is to be made a test case so far as 
relates to the extension of patents by this Con 


The chairman of the committee [Mr. Vasen and my friend from 


Pennsylvania, [Mr. Wan, ] both of whom have given to this matter 
that thoughtful care and attention which distinguish their legisla- 
tive work alwa; 


have united in saying substantially that if this bill 
cannot pass it be useless for the committee ever in to bring 
into this House any measure of a similar character. ese declara- 
tions, Mr, Speaker, made deliberately apm this floor, elevate this 
bill, which upon its face is one of a private character, into an im- 


portance which it would not perhaps under other circumstances 
sess. The decision of this question and the deliberation which 
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precede its decision 
conscientious thought on the part 
The Constitution declares in its eighth section, substantially, that 


require, therefore, it seems to me, earnest and 
of every member of this body. 


Congress shall have the power to secure to authors and inventors for 
limited times the exclusive ownership of their works. My distin- 
2 1 colleague, [Mr. Cox, ] in his remarks in opposition to this 
ill, emphasized the word “limited” in this connec n, and sought 
thereby to convey the 8 that this privilege was intended 
to be ted for a short time only and necessarily. The word has 
no such meaning anywhere. It is a term of restriction simply, and 
was used in this sense—its ordinary sense—undoubtedly by the 
framers of the Constitution. There was to be some time after the 
3 S neen E peg gi rights of 3 wers to 
be sec is limit might be seven years or fifty years, or an 
given time that Con: an ht perm Bh This clause stood an 
stands now as a premium for thonght and endeavor in the directions 
of authorship and invention. History, up to the time of the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, had abundantly proven that inventors, asa 
rule, had been men who were poor and very often ignorant in the 
learning of the schools. The Ido of the perfected steam-engine was 
born in the busy brain of a poor Scottish mechanic. The 1 
jenny of to-day owed its origin to the patient bape and experi- 
ment of a poor unlettered weaver of Blackburn; and the history of 
inventions everywhere had demonstrated that inventors, as a rule, 
were men who, so far as the details of business were concerned, 
needed the protection of government in order to reap any return from 
their labor. And so it was, undoubtedly, that this section found 
a place in our Constitution. The wisdom of its framers has been 
abundantly shown by the history of inventions in this country. 

Call over the names that we, with national pride, delight to honor 
and revere, and we find that in almost every instance new and im- 
proved appliances in mechanics were su ted by men whose hands 
were hard and brown with toil, and that those who have done so 
much for us as a people in the field of inventive art have been men 
so ignorant of the hard rules of business that they have required al- 
most the same measure of consideration and protection in this regard 
that we extend to weak and helpless women. And this case, Mr. 
Speaker, is a case which fully illustrates this condition. I speak 
only from the proofs offered before the committee. Albert Fuller, 
twenty-five years ago, saw that, with the introduction of water in the 
various cities, an improved faucet would be a matter of ent ne- 
cessity. He gave to the subject profound thought and all the time 
and labor necessary for the perfection of hisidea. Nearly two years 
were passed in this way before his plans were perfected and his pat- 
ent issued, and then began his w work of introducing and utiliz- 
ing his invention. My friend from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] has 
said in his argument against this bill that no merit attaches to the 
inventor who only fills the immediate demands and wants of the peo- 
ple in this regard. He states that it is only when an invention is in 
anticipation of the wants of the people that any credit attaches, 
That is this case 1 The people did not know that they 
wanted and needed Fuller's article, and, as is usual in such cases, he 
found it difficult to persuade them of the merit and utility and ne- 
cessity of his invention, 

I venture the assertion, sir, that nowhere among the dusty files of 
reports ever presented to either branch of Congress is there one which 
excels in the elements of simple pathos the report in this case; a re- 

rt which does sonal eredit to the head and heart of my friend from 

orth Carolina [Mr. VANCE] who drafted it, From city to city and 
from town to town this poor inventor went, conscious of the value 
of his invention, but meeting with rebuff and slight in almost every 
direction. Worse than this, he encountered the = er general op 
sition of the mechanics whose work was to be supplanted by thi 
appieno: So poor that in instances he was obli to sleep upon 
the floor, with a ag Scape family who patiently and ho ly shared 
his poverty with him, the experiences of Albert Fuller added but 
another chapter to the sad experiences of but too many other invent- 
ors in this and other lands. What good came from it all? How were 
the people, the great public, rather than the individual, benefited by 
this invention? Why, sir, in that vast section of country, watered 
by the Mississippi and its tributaries, owing to the peculiar char- 
acter of the water, the ordinary article then in use, afterward sup- 
8 by Fullers invention, was soon destroyed in parts and ren- 

ered absolutely useless; it was in the section of country referred to 
that the utility and superiority of this invention first had recognition. 
This was in 1857, the year of the panic. The progress made was but 
slow, and the years passed wearily on to the inventor. His patent 
was repeatedly infringed and he was without the means to com- 
pletely resist these infringements. The war came, and with it pros- 
tration in many branches of business, including work in a branch of 
industry like this. And finally, after this man had given twenty 
years of his life-time to the perfection and introduction of his inven- 
tion, receiving as his reward less than he would have earned at ordi- 
nary mechanie's wages, he died at the age of seventy years, poverty- 
stricken, and leaving an aged widow and family entirely helpless 
and dependent. And so ended but another chapter in the “short 
and simple annals of the poor.” 

My friend from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] says that some of these 

itentees live in brown-stone houses. Very likely this is true. Un- 

oubtedly there are instances of this condition of things. The exist- 
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ence of this condition furnishes perhaps the strongest argument 
against the practicability of the suggestion of my colleague [Mr. 
Cox] that there should be a general law framed to cover all appli- 
cations for the renewal or revival of patents. But the report shows 
that the condition referred to by my friend from South Carolina [ Mr. 
AIKEN] is not of application here. My friend is much too chi 

much too generous, to insist that his remark shall have application 
to this case or that it shall influence this House in determining the 
issue presented here. The only habitation tenanted by this man is 
“a small and narrow house“ in an almost unmarked grave; his widow 
of nearly three-score years and ten is in want; his daughter is an in- 
mate of an asylum for the insane. And it is for this widowed mother 
and bee insane daughter that the favorable action of Congress is 
invoked. 

But the passage of this bill, Mr. Speaker, should not be made de- 
peoaos upon the impulses of the warm hearts of the members of this 

ouse. It should be passed, sir, upon its merits and upon its naked 
merits alone, The work of this inventor has been of benefit not to 
individuals alone, but it has been of advantage to the whole country. 
While his was the original idea, others have fashioned upon it, and 
inventions somewhat similar in character have been patented, and so 
no monopoly will be created by an extension. The testimony is con- 
elusive that this laborer, who was more than “worthy of his hire,“ 
has not been properly compensated for his work. 

I was surprised when my col e [Mr. Cox] said that the time 
of this House should not be noite br in the consideration of private 
bills of this character. My friend, to a ter extent than ordinary 
men, is of kin to the men of thought and brain in all the departments 
of labor. He can see and appreciate the poetry of mechanism.” 
He can do more than that. He can realize that sometimes the fate 
and fortune of one man is a matter of public consequence, of national 
concern, When, as in the case of Condon, a foreign power has in- 
flicted or has sought to inflict an orage apon the rights of even one 
humble American citizen my friend has been the first to call the atten- 
tion of the Federal Congress to the wrong and to demand in the name 
of the whole American people that the rights of even one individual 
subject should be preserved and respected. A distinguished soldier 
of the present time has claimed that injustice has been done to him 
by the Government, and the attention of one branch of this Congress 
is to-day being given to an examination of the justice of his claim. 
These are but instances, Mr. Speaker, going to show that some- 
times the matter of individual justice, the question of the rights and 
wrongs of the individual citizen, becomes matter of general and of 
pabis pi ater aig And so this case, and the principle to be decided 

y it, is of public consequence. I yield, sir, to no gentleman upon 
this floor in the earnestness of my desire to repress and to place 
within all proper limits the volume of special legislation. I believe 
that so far as is ible general laws should be enacted to this end. 
In the Forty-fifth Congress I gave to the measure of my then col- 
league, [Mr. Potter, ] in the direction of reform in this particular, all 
the aid and all the effort it was in my poor power to bestow. I 

ledge my most earnest su port to the like measure of my friend 

om South Carolina, [Mr. O’ConNoR,] now pending in this House. 
Bat, sir, until reform in this direction is an accomplished fact, we 
have to deal with these matters as we find them. There is no inhi- 
bition in the Constitution so far as this application is concerned. 
There is no act of the Federal Congress wide prohibits it. There is 
no general law upon our statute-book under which this application 
can be made. The only remedy, the only method of relief left open 
to the n is the measure by which these parties have come 
before Con the special bill Which has been reported to the 
House for the extension of this patent. 

I have tried to show, Mr. Speaker, that this case, presenting the 
features it does, is of public e Whether I have succeeded 
in this respect or not, the principle to be decided by it is most cer- 
tainly a matter of national concern. The American people, as apeo- 
ple, are justly proud of the victories they have won in nearly every 

epartment of human endeavor. While these achievements cover 
almost the whole wide range of human effort, the results they have 
reached in the field of inventive art exhibit them to the best advan- 
tage as a people of active brain, of panoni thought, and of earnest 
endeavor. From the time of Franklin down to our own day the 
long line of distinguished inventors of this land have won fame and 
glory that the world will not willingly let die. 

The fathers, in the Constitution which they drafted, made these 
men, in a measure, the wards of the nation. t the Federal Con- 
gress be just, and, being just, let it be generous in its treatment of 
these our wards. The spirit and the letter of the Constitution, while 
offering a premium for thought and effort on the part of these men, 
at the same time songht to protect them, their interests, and their 
rights. I most earnestly hope that this Congress will not seek to. 
place a strained construction upon the letter of the section govern- 
ing this case, and I most sincerely trust that it will not seek either 
to violate or abridge the broad and generous spirit which pervades it. 

Mr. VANCE. I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, and was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. MARTIN , of ware, called for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 49, nays 149, not 
voting 94; as follows: 
i 1 
Acklen, Martin, Taylor, 
Aldrich, N. W. er, Martin, fas oseph J. Tusker, 
Bachman, Hazelton, Miles, Van 
Bailey, Hiscock, Miller, Voor! 
Ballou, Horr, Mitchell, Ward, 
Blake, Humphrey, Morton, W. 
Bland, Hunton, Nicholls, hr pe 
Coffroth, James, Overton, Wood, Fernando 
Covert, Jorgensen, Pierce, Young, Casey 
Crapo, Kenna, Reagan, Young, Thomas L. 
Grower: preg ene Wm. A. 
ham, ne, 
aton, Lindsey, Talbott, 
NAYS—149. 
Aiken, Culberson, House, Rob 
Aldrich, William Daggett, Hubbell, Rothwell, 
Anderson, Davidson, Hall Ryan, 
Armfield, Davis,GeorgeR. H Ryon, John W. 
Atherton, Davis, Horace Johnston, rd, 
Atkins, Davis, Lowndes H. Jones, Sapp, 
Baker, De La . Joyce, Sawyer, 
5 + Keifer, Scales, 
Bayne, Digit Kitchin, Shallenberger, 
Beale, Dunn, Klotz, Shelley, 
Berry, Ellis, Knott, Shi 
Bicknell, Evins, Ladd, Slemons, 
Bin; Felton, Le Fevre, Smitb, A. Herr 
Blackburn, Finley, tore Smith, Hezekiah B 
Blount, Fisher, Speer, 
wman, Ford, Martin, Edward L. Steele, 
Boyd, Fi A McMahon, Stevenson, 
Brewer, Forsyte, MoMillin, Thomas, 
eld, Thompson, P. B. 
Briskem, Godden, Morrison, 8 
Burrows, e! orse, 'ownsen 08 
Butterworth, Godshatk, Muldrow, Townshend, R. W. 
Cabell, n. Gunter, aew, Uden: . 
Caldwe Hall, legraff, J. 
Calkins, Hammond, N. J O'Connor, U; 
8 Haskell, Osmer, At. 
z Hatch, Page, Washburn, 
Hawk, P Wellborn, 
Clardy, Hayes, ee Wells, 
Clark, Alvah A. H 5 Philips, White, 
Clark, John B, Henkle, Phister, Whiteaker, 
Ch 4 Henry, Poehler, Williams, Thomas 
Col Herbert, Pound, Wonk 
Herndon, Price, Wright, 
. . H Richard D. P. 5 
Con ooker, son, 
Cook, Hostetler, Richardson, J 
Cowgill, nd, 
NOT VOTING—% ee 
Farr, M , 
DT Ferdon, McKenzie, h, William E 
Beltzhoover, Field, McKinley, ks, 
Bliss, Fort, MeLane, ringer, 
Bouck, Frost, 
Gibson, Money, Stephens, 
Bratt, Goode, Muller, ‘Thompson, W. G. 
Browne, Hammond, Jobn M 5 Turner, Thomas 
Buckner, 5 a ler, 
e, Harris, John T. New A Urner, 
Caswell, Henderson, O'Brien, Valentine, 
Chalmers, - Hutchins, O'Neill, Van Aernam, 
Chittenden, Kelley, OReilly, Van Voorhis, 
Cox, Killinger, Wait, 
Cra Kimmel, Pacheco, arner, 
5 — Joseph J = tt, Weaver, 
uster, Reed, 
Dick, Lorin Robertson, Wilber, 
— . Louns z Robeson, Williams, C. G. 
— pi 22 Russell, see L. Wood, Walter A. 
Errett, MeCoik 
Ewing, MoCook, Singleton, J. W. 
So the bill was not passed. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SCALES. My ang: Bee from North Carolina, Mr. Davis, is 
paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. THOMPSON. | 

Mr. DIBRELL. My colleague, Mr. SIMONTON, is paired with the 
gentleman from Iowa, Mr. McCorp. ; 

Mr. BOUCK. Iam paired with the aes from Ohio, Mr. Mo- 
KINLMKV. If he were present, I should vote “no.” My colleagues, 
Mr. Brace and Mr. CASWELL, are paired. : 

Mr. WAIT. Iam paired with the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. 
Ginsox, who is detained from the House by illness. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Missouri, 


Mr. BUCKNER. Sete : 

Mr. WARD. My colleague, Mr. O'NEILL, is paired with the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, Mr. Ross. 

Mr. LORING. I am paired with the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. 


LEWIS. 

Mr. VAN VOoORHIS. I am paired with Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. FISHER. I am requested to announce that Mr. THOMPSON, of 
Towa, is paired with Mr. Davis, of North Carolina; and that Mr. 
Browne, of Indiana, 2 with his colleague, Mr. MYERS. 

On motion of Mr. P the reading of the names was dispensed 
wi 


th. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


WILLIAM G. BUDLONG. 


Mr. BALLOU, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. at for the relief of William G. Budlong. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


A bill for the relief of William G. Budlong. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House tatives of the United States 
America in 9 what ene Z nd 
authorized to hear and determine the application of William 


in shoe pege'ng machines granted to him the 12th day of 
June, 1 


the 30th day specification the 29th 


ted 
be sat- 


vin 
S tho said Commissioner 
shall make acertificate upon said reissue patent, renowing and extending the same 


vention between the time of the expiration of th 
patent and prior to the date of extension. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a privileged question. I 
move that when this House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 40. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I demand tellers. 

Now, can I be taken 


Mr. BALLOU. I have the floor on this bill. 
ofthe SERAKE R pore, (Mr. T. he chi 

e tem . TALBOTT in the chair.) A - 
tleman can be ‘ken off the floor by the motion to ad js 3 
The gentleman from Illinois has demanded tellers; and the Chair 
will order tellers. 

Mr. WHITE. There was a quorum voting, and I do not see why 
we need tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was a quoram voting, but the 
Chair thinks it best to gaa tellers. The Chair appoints Mr. Price 
and Mr. WRIGHT as tellers. 

3 House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 110, noes 


Mr. SPARKS. I make the point of order that no quorum has voted. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places, 
the point being made that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. Mo ON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from New York, chairman of the Committee of Ways 55 be 
allowed to make a statement which will save all farther trouble in 
this matter. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I wish to state 
Mr. WHITE. I demand the regular order of business. 
The tellers resumed their places, and reported—ayes 129, noes 22. 


So the motion to adjourn over was to. 
Mr. The gentleman from New York rises to a privileged 
nestion. 
$ Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire to say a word. 
Mr. WHITE. I demand the regular order of business. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from New York 


rises to a 59 77525 question. 

Mr. FE O WOOD. There are about twenty members who 
desire to make speeches on the eee. bill. 
> Mr. WHITE. I object to debate and demand the regular order of 

usiness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York will 
state his question of Boal ege. 

Mr. ANDO WOOD. I move there be a session to-morrow for 
discussion of the refunding bill in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, no ess to be transacted. 

Mr. WHITE. That is not a privileged question. I demand the 
regular order of business. 

r. FERNANDO WOOD. I move, then, to reconsider the vote by 
which the House agreed, when it adjourns to-day, to adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. KELLEY. And I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I now move the House adjourn. 

Mr. BALLOU. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro 3 The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has moved to adjourn, and the question must be first put on that 
motion. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

WILLIAM G. BUDLONG. 

Mr. BALLOU. I now ask for the reading of the report in the case 
reported from the Committee on Patents. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BALLOU, from the Committee on Patents, submitted the following report: 
In the matter of House bill No. 2030, for the relief of William G. Budlong.—First 


by his affidavit : 
I, William G. Budlong, of the city and county of Providence, in the State of 
Rhode Island, being duly sworn, depose and say chat I am the iliam G. Bud- 
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mpeg yt epg rate Si Rat oe t therein mentioned; that in the 


1858 I was 3 in busi- 
running a sm: 

sing, and Honing 

the pegged work in 

fective on account of the projection of pe ohm beyond the face of the sole. After 

t was in the manner of inserting the 

into the sole. At that time the most approved method was to press the peg 

to the sole by means of a cam. <A large hole was required to be made in the sole 

to receive the peg. All of the holding qualities of the peg was obtained by the 

friction or adhesion of the leather upon the sides of the pegs, consequently the 
smaller the hole into which the peg was forced the more the friction or adhesion. 

After study it occurred to me that if a device could be constracted to drive the 

with a blow it would obviate the difficulty, and by a series of experiments I 
sfied myself that I was correct. 

In the autumn of the year 1859 I moved to said city of Providence, and soon after 
I bad a set of patterns made. I constructed a full-sized machine, but being com- 

ed to labor for the support of my family could work on the machine only in 
the night-time, and at times whenever I had leisure. After finishing said 8 
and t it so as to find it was practical. I made a model and placed it in the 
hands of my solicitor in New York, who filed for me the application for the letters- 
patent aforesaid, which was granted and issued as above stated. 

When the patent was issued, as I was without any capital, I used my best and 
constant efforts to find some one to assist me with pecuniary means, but owing to 
the uncertain condition of the country in those days of the war, I did not succeed 
in my endeavors to interest capitalists, and as mechanical skill was in demand I 
gave my attention to business with considerable success. From time to time I 
made strenuous endeavors to interest capitalistsin my invention, but always with- 
out success. 

In the year 1879 metallic fastenings for boots and shoes began to come in demand. 
As I had at that time no business, I again considered the subject-matter of my 
invention, and concluded to have said letters-patent reissued on account of some 
imperfections in the specification. I surrendered 5 as prescribed by law, 
which was reissued in the form in which it stands at the time of the filing of this 


x one = into bai ak earn en 22 ~ my said efforts to oe the 
same, e mon: could possibly spare from the n support of my y. 
and have thereby been reduced to most 0 1 have ex- 
pended in money and labor, including the expense of procuring said letters - patont 
and the reissue thereof, upwards of $15,000. I have never yet received anything, 
not so much as a dollar, from said invention or said patent. My invention is ex- 
ceedingly useful, and now that my patent is about to expire by limitation I have 
succeeded in obtaining oo and if said letters-patent can be extended I have 
reason to believe I can izefrom it an adequate recompense for my said expend- 
itures and for my labors and study for years. I further depose all rights to said 
patent for the term of said extension, if granted, are my own, an t no other 

pen ey. right, title, or interest in or to said extended term should the same 
be grante 


WILLIAM G. BUDLONG. 
Subscribed and sworn to this 5th day of Fe „A. D. 1880, in Providence, in 
the county of Providence, in the State of Rhode d, before me. 
WARREN R. PERCE, Notary Public. 
It appears by the foregoing affidavit, the leading facts of which are corroborated 
by letters to the committee from two prominent citizens of Providence, Rhode 
Island, Lieutenant-Governor A. C. Howard and Hon. R. Hazard, that though 
William G. Budlong obtained his first pegea in 1863, for various causes he was 
unable to introduce or use it, cither for his own or others’ benefit, and has spent 
his spare time and all his means, which he estimates at more than $15,000, in try- 
ing to perfect and introduce it to use, and has as yet received no compensation 
‘whatever’ but has perfected it and obtained a e on an amended specifica- 
tion, in which he hopes by an extension of his patent, as provided by act of Con- 
of 1870, to receive some remuneration for his time and labor and to relieve 
flim from aa poverty to which he has become reduced by the expenses attending 
nvention. 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the following bill: 


Mr. BALLOU, If I can have the attention of the Honse for a mo- 


ment 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the morn- 
ing hour has expired. 
r. BALLOU. Shall I have the opportunity on next Friday? 
The SPEAKER. The bill will come up in the morning hour of 
next Friday, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Rhode 
Island as entitled to the floor. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, I ask, by unanimous consent, there be 
@ session to-morrow, for debate only in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the funding bill, no other business to be 
transacted. 

ee WRIGHT. I do not think there ought to be any objection to 
that. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is that now in order? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. By allowing this session to-morrow for 
debate only on the refunding bill time will be saved on the bill when 
it comes up for consideration hereafter. I hope the session to-mor- 
row will be allowed for that purpose, and that purpose only, no vote 
to be taken, and on that bill exclusively. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I shall object unless general debate 
be allowed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot make a qualified objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There are other gentlemen who 
desire an opportunity for discussion. I do not want to speak myself, 
but there are subjects on which other gentlemen desire an oppor- 
tunity to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks that the 
order of the House heretofore made adjourning over until Monday be 
vacated, and that to-morrow shall be set apart for debate only in 
Committee of the Whole on the refunding bill, no other business to 
be transacted. 

Mr. WHITE. I object. 


of 
ness 


Mr, FERNANDO WOOD. Lhopethe gentleman from hips ee 
will not object to this. I will say to him that it will one 
month’s difference in the length of the session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] 
objects. P 

Mr. WHITE. I did not heat what the gentleman from New York 


said. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I stated that it would protract the ses- 
sion at least one month. 

Mr. WHITE. I insist that it will not protract the session. If I 
thought it would protract the session I would not interpose my ob- 
jection. The majority of the House can always control the conduct 
of its business. e refunding bill is too important to be at this 
early stage of its consideration the subject of speeches read to think 
attended Saturday sessions. I want the bill discussed first to f 
Houses, so that no erroneous statements may be sent to the country. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I demand the regular order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, pru Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles; in wbich concurrence 
was requested : 

A bill (S. No. 89) touching the Hot Springs reservation in the State 
of Arkansas; and 


A bill (8. No. 533) for the relief Charles W. Abbot, a pay director, 
and W. W. Barry, a assistant paymaster, in the United States 
Navy. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, by unanimous con- 
sent, Thomas W. Varnon, esq., of Kentucky, was admitted to the floor 
during the day. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. I renew my motion that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of the Private Calendar, Mr. CALK- 
rvs in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this is objection day. 
The committee now resumes the consideration of the Private Calen- 
dar where it was left off on the last objection day. 


WILLIAM BOWMAN. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2290) for the relief of William Bowman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc. That the Secretary of the Interior 885 and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William Bowman, Com- 
pany B, Ninety-first Veteran Pennsylvania 9 at the rate of $6 per month, 
commencing on the 10th day of July, A. D. 1865, being the date of his dis- 
charge from the Army of the United States, in the late war of the rebellion, on 
account of con while in said military service and in line of duty. 


Mr. WHITE. I ask that the accompanying report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Wiliam Bowman, the claimant, was enrolled in Company B, Ninety-first ` 
ment of Pennsylvania Volunteers; on the 11th March, 12 and discharged on 
10th of July, 1 He applied for pension on the 3d of r, 1872, all 

that he contracted piles in June, 1265, while on a march from Burkeville, V: 

to Washington, District of Columbia. 

His claim for pension was rejected on the 20th day of May, 1em Neer grt the 
claimant was unable to furnish the testimony of the surgeon or t surgeon 
of his regiment showing treatment for said while in the ce. 

The claimant, on the 27th of November, 1872, swears that he contracted the piles 


in June, 1665, while on a march from Burkeville, Virginia, to W. x 

trict of Columbia, on account of the roads being bad, muddy, and sli That 

he did not go into a hospital, although be was urged to go by the officers of the 
there were so many fever patients in 


ey goed and regimen: ber gm 

the hospital at the time, and he feared the contagion of the e further 
swears that in consequence of Being piaco in a company of volanteers (Company 
B, Ninety-first Siraya broie the officers and surgeon of which were strangers to 
him, he is unable to obtain their affidavits, as he has no knowledge of their present 
residence, or whether they or any of them are living at this time. 

Daniel Lohr, on the — of October, 1872, swore “he was well acquainted 
with William Bowman, and was a member of the same company and ut with 
him,” and “that on or about the — day of June, A. D. 1865, while company 
was marching from Burkeville, Virginia, to W. District of 88 
ing to the roads, co uent upon heavy rains, and marching, said Wil- 
iam Bowman contracted piles, by reason of which he suffered 8 and that 
he knew said Bowman intimately, messed with him, and occupied the same tent.“ 

Joseph Coleman, another a in the same company, testifies “that he was an 
intimate acquaintance of William Bowman,” and “that about the — day of June, 
1865, while the company was marching from Burkeville, Virginia, to Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, the roads being slippery on account of heavy rains and 
bad roads, said William Bowman contracted piles, by reason of which he suffered 
vey: much." 


- Robert H. Patterson, the family physician of the claimant for ee years 
before he went into the Army, testifies, on the 30th of November, 1877, that he 
had never treated the claimant for piles before he went into the Army.” 

J. F. Carpenter, another witness, testifies ‘ that he knew the claimant intimately 
since 1341 and never heard that he was disabled in any way before he went into 


the Army.” 
Ananias Berky, another comrade, and who has known him many inti- 
mately, testifies “ that the claimant before and at the time he entered the Army 


was sound in body and enjoyed good health, and was exempt from piles.“ 
. Chauncy Miller, another witness, corroborates this. 

Dr. J. M. Louther commenced treating the claimant for piles in July, 1865, on his. 
return from the Army, and treated him for about six months, and pronounced his 
piles incurable. Dr. E. L. Yeagley afterward treated the clakmant for piles. 


These witnesses are certified to be reputable, and gentlemen of good character. 
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Examining Surgeon Dr. Henry Brubaker ility 88 
month, and says from the evidence before him it is bis belief that the disability Ad 
ly originate in the service. g W. es 


actual 
tho disability at one-half—#4 per month. 
The committee are of bey peg that the claimant bas clearly made out his 
be fixed at the rate of $6 per month. They rec- 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ARTHUR I. M’CONNELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. No. 
2469) granting a pension to Arthur I. McConnell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
3 to e pension - roll the name of Arthur I. Ma m- 


account of injury received and 
and in line of duty. 

Mr. SPARKS. I ask the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Arthur McConnell made a; for pension on the Sth of June, 1876, alleg- 
ing “that while in line of uty at Burkeville, Virginia, he contracted chro. 
diarrhea and asthma.” His application was not favorably considered by the Come 
missioner of Pensions, because the applicant was unable to furnish the medical evi- 
dence required by the Department. 

Thomas J, Krise, a private and comrade in the same company with . Ab 
and who went from the same 3 to the Army, testifles while at 


Burkeville, Virginia, on or about the 10th day of May, 1865, the claimant 8 
from cpa while lying on the damp d. chronic diarrhœa and asthma; 
— — me of his enlistment into the y service of the United States he was 


ment of sound bodily health and perfectly free from the aforesaid dis- 
has suffering from the date of his 3 


eases, from which he 

Michael Shortencercher, another comrade, corroborates this testimony as to the 
contracting of chronic diarrhea and asthma at Burkeville, Virginia. 

Elias B. Barnicle and W. A. Adams, two reputable citizens of the town in which 
tho applicant lives, swear “that they are personally well acquainted with the 
claimant; knew him before and at the time of his enlistment into the mili 
service af the United States, when he was in the enjoymentof sound bodily heal 
and perfectly free from chronic diarrhea and asthma; that since his 
from the service he has suffered from these diseases, which have continuously ex- 
isted to the present time." 

Dr. Alexander Tait, who treated the claimant for chronic diarrhea and asthma 
bd ry o Da ae aaa his return from the Army, says the claimant, because of 

diseases, is unable to do mannal labor. 

Examining 8 n Dr. D. W. Evans says the claimant's disability is likely to 
be permanent, from the evidence before him, the disabili: serye Berlin tn the 
service and in line of duty, and rates the disability at three-f or $6 per month. 

The committee are of opinion, after considering all the facts in the case, that the 
claimant is entitled to a pension, and they therefore recommend the passage of the 
accompanying bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

EDMUND EASTMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1464) ting a pension to Edmund Eastman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, do. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized 
and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Edmund a pri 
Compan, Two hundred and second Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, an 
that aid und Eastman be allowed a pension at the rate of $6 per month, com- 
m from August 3, 1865, that being the date of his disc from the Army 
of the United States on account of an injury received by him w; in the service 
and line of duty during the late war of the rebellion. 


Mr. WHITE. I ask that the report be read. 
"The report was read, as follows: 


That Edmund Eastman was a private in Company K, Two hundred and second 
“Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was disc August 3, 1865. The 
evidence submitted to the committee shows that in the winter or early spring of 

1865, while his regiment was stationed near Fairfax Station, in Virginia, he was 
detailed to work upon the fortifications then being erected at that place, and that 
while at this work he was lifting heavily at a large beam, or piece of wood, above 
his head, and by reason of his exertion in that position he was my badly rupt- 
ured. That he was not detailed after that day to work upon the fortifications, 
and the nature of the service rendered by him afterward, up to the time of his 


„disch; was light, requiring no violent physical exercise, and that while he 
sü he did not know the nature of his injury, nor did he make it known to any 
one while in the Army because of his diffidence or bashfulness on the subject. On 


his return home he attempted to work at his trade, that of shook-making, when 
he found that his rupture caused him such intense pain that he could not work at 
all, That he was compelled to abandon his trade entirely, and has never been 
able to work at it or perform a full day's work since he was di because of 
the ru received as above reci he consulted Dr. John E. Ma 
imm after he attempted to work, and was informed of the nature of his 


jury. 

mp a physician of twenty-eight years’ standing, residing in Carrolton 
Cambria — 3 testifies’ “that soon after tho return of Edmuni 

Eastman from the service in 1865, he called on your aant for treatment; that he 
made an examination of Mr. Eastman's case, and found him so badly ruptured as 
to be incapacitated from manual labor,” and “ that he has examined him since and 
found bis condition worse.“ He further says he “ has known Eastman for preni: 
three years; that he is a bashful, modest man, who has always shrunk from 

ing known his gibu to any one.” 


r witnesses tes! 


paraa who have testifi 


S of his ess that he did not apply for medical treatment when 
injured and thereby secure for the ence necessary ly apply 
for a pension in the Pension Office.” 


a 
The committee are satisfied and believe this to be a meritorious case; therefore 


Mr. WHITE. I do not want to o 
I wish to insert an amendment which I 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Strike out all after the word volunteers,” in 
Edmund 


line 4, as follows: 
be allow 


And that said Eastman a pennon. at 
from Angust 3, 1865, that bei date of 
States on accoun! 150 


month, commencin; 


£ 


njury, and wounds contracted in the line of d 
nited States in the war of the rebellion; Pie on: Bong 
Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to amend the amendment so as to date 
from — 1 time as the Pension Department may think the pension is 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. Does the gentleman 
wish to offer an amendment ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “to date from the discharge of said soldier," and insert: 
eet nee are or at such time in the past as may be fixed by 


Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to make a brief statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order, this being objection day. 
The amendment to the amendment was not p ae to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. WHITE, and it was 


to. 
ere beng no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside, to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA M. FRICK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3021) granting a pension to Eliza M. Frick; reported by Mr. COF- 
FROTH from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WHITE. Let the report be read. 

The report was read. 

Objected to by Mr. WHITE. 


MARY ANN M’CARROLL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1469) granting a pension to Mary Ann McCarroll; reported by Mr. 
55 gs the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

and re were read. 

Mr. Mech LAN. I object. 

Mr. BAYNE. Lhope the gentleman will not insist on his objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I cannot withdraw the objection. 


MARY WADE. 


9450), next business on the Fests ee yar ms 2a H. R. No. 
ting a pension to Mary ©; repor r. COFFROTH 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. po 7 
The bill and report were read. 
Objected to by Mr. WHITE. 


J. J. PURMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, No. 
238) ting an increase of pension to J. J. Purman; reported by 
Mr. S from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That J. Jackson Purman, late first lieutenant in the One 
hundred and fortieth t Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, be, and he is 
hereby, granted and allowed from May 18, 1864, a ion at the rate of $24 per 
month; and the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place the name of said J. Jackson Parman on the pension-roll at said 
rate, in lien of the pension now paid him. 


The report was read, as follows: 


It is in evidence that the claimant was mustered into the service September 4, 
1862, as first lieutenant in the One hundred and fortieth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry for three years, and was in active-field service with his com- 
pany and regiment until July 2, 1863, when wounded at the battle of Gries fears, ng 

ennsyl Owing to the character of his wounds received in tha’ — 
ment, he was thereafter unable to rejoin his regiment for duty, and was honora 
dise May 23, 1864, by special orders from the War Department, for phyaiont 
disability on account of wounds received in action. He is now in receipt of a pen- 
— at res: and asks that it be increased to $24, to date from the date of his orig- 

nal ce! cate. 

He bases his claim for increase on section 4698 Revised Statutes, which provides 
that “all persons who have lost a lez above the knee, and are so disabled thereby 
that they cannot use an artificial limb, shall be rated in the second class, and re- 
ceive §24 per month.“ e 

In this case it is shown that in the amputation of claimant's leg it was performed 
improperly ; that the “stamp " is with deficient covering to bone, and the tender- 
ness prevents the continuous use of an artificial limb, and compels claimant to go 
on crutches the greater part of his time. 

The nature of his present condition is established by the report of T. B. Hood, 
medical referee, Pension Office, and transmitted by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
and which is now on file with the committee, as follows, to wit: 


* EXAMINING SURGEON'S CERTIFICATE. 
“ WASHINGTON, D. C., May 2, 1879. 
“ Thereby ce: A Sy nena Medea aoe STE late a lieu- 
tenant in the One 5 and fortieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 


permanen 
I found, 2 utation of the left leg at a point about midway between the 
knee and ankle. The condition of the “stump' is because evidently there 
ä of the flaps, leaving the stamp conical and covered only by the in- 
tegumen which is stretched over the bones, is adherent thereto, and is conse- 
quently lowered in vitality. Very great care, and very groat care only, could pre- 


vent sloughing of the poor covering here afforded, 
slight, if continued even for a few hours, would ——— 

claims that he suffers pain in the leg, and doubtless it is trae. 
this leg 88 = condition of marked muscular atroph: 

un e 


tw. 
mark the site of a gunshot wound. These cicatrices are adherent. It should seem, 
from the course of the missile, that the fibula was fractured, th: 
wind reaper any enlargement or outer evidence that it was so. The missile trav- 
the mass of muscles upon the side of the limb, namely: the two peronei, the 
long flexor of the toes, and the tibialisanticus. The movements of the leg are conse- 
ently limited, and of them necessarily painful, rendering locomotion dif- 
Aeult and uncertain, particularly nen a rough surface or in ascend or descend- 
ing heights or a 7 11. In addition to these local injuries, it is clear that the 
eral health of the subject suffers somewhat. That which he claims is, in my 
judgment, entirely consistent with that which is objective and rational in the case. 


T. B. HOOD, 
“Medical Referee.” 

The foregoing medical testimony establishes— 

First. That, with a very little use of an artificial limb, he is forced to his crutches; 
the shriveled condition of the thigh urges the impression that it would have been 
1 vo proper amputation had occurred above the knee, insuring claimant's 
P aonad. The medical referee states that the mass of muscles upon the side of 
the other limb was severed by a second gunshot wound, naturally rendering loco- 
motion vexatious. He says, “It should seem from the course of the missile that 
the fibula was fractured,” that the movements of the leg are co: uently lim- 
ited, and certain of them necessarily painful.” The disabled condition of the 
remaining leg forces your committee to the conclusion that claimant's disabilities 
are greater than if amputation had above the knee; adding to these severe 

uries a shattered constitution entitles him to relief in accordance with the spirit 

existing laws; and as they are not of that character as will give the desired 
relief, the committee are of the 5 5 — that Congress should grant the same. They 
theref ouse, and recommend its passage. 


ince sloughing. The subject 


The thigh of 


‘ore return the bill to the 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
GEORGE W. LEAMY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
228) granting a pension to George W. Leamy ; reported by Mr. Cor- 
FROTH from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. WHITE. I wish to offer the same amendment to this bill that 
I did to a former bill. 

Mr. SPARKS. I object to the bill. 


MELISSA WAGNER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
225) granting a pension to Melissa Wagner; reported by Mr. Cor- 
FROTH from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll of the United States, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melissa Wagner, widow 
of Jacob F. Wagner, late a private in Company B, Sixty-seventh Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 


The report was read, as follows: 


It is in evidence that the petitioner is the widow of Jacob F. Wagner, a private 
in Company B, Sixty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, who, while serving in said 
command, contracted a severe disease in his head and lungs, resulting from a gun- 
shot wound received in battle at Cold Harbor, Virginia, which said wound carried 
away his teeth and the roof of his mouth ; that said disability continued until the 
12th day of April, 1875, when death resulted. It is in evidence that a pension was 

ted said Wagner for said wound, the number of certificate being 86,023; that 

e 2 after the death of her said husband, made application for a pension 
on the above stated facts, and that the same was rejected by the Pension Office, on 
bod ahaa that it had not been established by medical evidence that the wound 

‘ved in battle was the sole and direct cause of her husband's death; that she is 
now left without support, with four children to maintain, and has no income what- 
ever save her own earnings. This latter statement is certified to by sixty-cight 
reputable citizens of Pennsylvania, who aver that they are well acquainted with 
the widow, and were likewise well 1 with the husband when living. 

It is the opinion of the committee, from the evidence furnished, that the said 
Jacob F. Wagner died in consequence of wounds received in battle; the evidence 
of S. J. Hamill, the physician who attended him in his last illness, points conclu- 
sively to the same; and as she is the widow of a brave soldier, who was 
severely wounded in battle, and as she is now in the most destitute condition, wi 
four children to maintain, and as a bill for her relief was favorably ety ae from 
confmittee and passed the House in the last session of the Forty-fifth Congress, 
but failed in the Senate for lack of time, the committee recommend the passage of 
the bill with the following amendm 

Add to the bill the words— 

Who died from the effects of wounds received in action and in the line of duty. 
Said pension to take effect from the date of the death of her said husband.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill, as amended, was laid aside, to be 
reported favorably to the House. i 
THOMAS LOWRY. 


ne next business on ee Calendar was the bill (H. R, No. 
) granting a pension to Thomas ; reported by Mr. COFFROTH 
from the Committee on Invalid Pedone. 4 7 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
— and directed to place on the pension - roll of the United 2 subject to 


ent: 


The report was read, as follows: 


It appears from record evidence that this soldier was mustered into the United 
States service August 5, 1861, in Company L, Twenty-eighth Pennsylvania Infan- 


try, which was transferred and became Company A, One hundred and a 
enth Pennsylvania Infantry; that he was mustered out of service July 15, 1865; 
that he was admitted to tal, Harper’s „December 10, 1862, and 
thathe remained in ital ten months. TheS -General treat- 
ment in Patterson Park hospital for rheumatism from ber 18, 1802, to Octo- 

A, One hundred and ‘forty- 


ber 2, 1863. George F. Dibel, late Company 
seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, —.— that in line of duty at or near H: 
Ferry, Virginia, in December, 1862, the claimant was taken sick with rheumatism, 
became unfit for military duty, and was sent to general hospital; that said 
hd in good health at enlistment: and his disease was not aggravated by any 
ts. 

The cing! Bo show this aftiant present at the time covered by his testimony. 

Dr. James 2 i ‘is 


e examining board of surgeons at Pittsburgh ag 
credible and skillful in his profession, testifies that when the claimant — — 


. for him August 18, 1865, and up to October 20, 1866, at w 
time cl t became so prostrated that he took with 
sub-acute rheumatism, — irritation, and rows ure Dr. George S. Graham, 
certified to by the same authority as & credible and skillful physician, testifies that 
he was called in November, 1866, after the removal of Dr. McCarrell, to treat claim- 
ant, and continued to treat him for sub-acute rheumatism and spinal irritation un- 
til October 1, 1867. Dr. James McCarrell n testifies that claimant was in good 
health and free from rheumatism or other before he enlisted, and he is sat - 
fied that his rheumatism and fever and ague were contracted in the United States 
service. Dr. George W. Bell testifies that he was the family physician of claimant 
after Dr. Graham from December 28, 1867, to August 16, 1472, and had him under 
treatment more or less during that period; that he has a permanently broken- 
down constitution, indicated by debility, rheumatic and nervous troubles. United 
States Examining Surgeon Dr. Dougherty, J uly, 1872, reports one-half total disa- 
bility, and that it is belief that said disab ty did first originate in the service 
and of duty from evidence before him, and is likely to be permanent; and 
agus reports, May 21, 1873, three-fourths disability and permanent. Dr. E. Pearce, 

nited States examining surgeon, October 7, 1874, reports three-fourths disability. 

The claimant certifies, November 8, 1878, that he served in the Mexican war in 
Company K, First Pennsylvania Regiment, Colonel Black commanding ; was dis- 
charged from the same at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, when regiment was disbanded 
about the Ist of August, 1848; also that he served four years honorably in the late 
war, in which he contracted permanent disability from which he now suffers. 
These facts are attested by seventy-seven reputable citizens of Pennsylvania, who 
know the claimant, and aver that he is unablo to support himself and is a very 


worthy subject for relief. 
His application for pension was rejected by the Pension Office on the 


that the origin of his disability was not clearly proven to be that for which he 
claimed pension, although the most positive testimony is presented that the disa- 
ability originated in the service from several causes, and has continued since. 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, with the eee amend- 
ment: Add the words, who contracted permanent disability in the service of his 
country and in the line of his duty, during the war of the rebellion.” 


The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does this bill provide for arrears? 

Mr. WARNER. It does not. 

There being no objection the bill, as amended, was laid aside to be 
reported favorably to the House. 


CAROLINE BOLL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3099) granting a ers to Caroline Boll; reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. WARNER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send up his amendment in 
writing. Hereafter if an amendment is offered which is not sent up 
in writing the Chair will re it as in the nature of an objection. 
=. time of the committee is too valuable to be consumed unneces- 
sarily. 

Mr. WARNER. I object to the bill. 

JACOB GINDER. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3098) 
granting a pension to Jacob Ginder; reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions by Mr. COFFROTH. 

The bill and report were read. 

Objected to by Mr. WHITE. 


ELIZABETH DOUGHERTY. 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 3261) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dougherty. 


Mr. WARNER. I move that the committee rise. 
The question being Prt, there were —ayes 28, noes 45. 
Mr. ATHERTON. quorum has not voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers and appoints the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Price, and the 
gentleman from Ohio, Mr. ATHERTON. 

The commits again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 35, 
noes 70. 

Mr. ATHERTON. No quorum. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Rather than we should have a call of the House, 
I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the motion now pending. The Chair 
will cause to be read the rule which provides for the case when the 
Committee of the Whole finds itself without a quorum. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

106. Whenever the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, or the 
eer cere E yer N en EENES re eee chairman 
cause the roll of the House to called, and thereupon the committee shall rise, 

d the shall report the names of the absentees to the House, 


an chairman 
shall be entered on the Journal. 
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The roll was then called, and the following-named members failed 
to answer to their names: 


Elam, bery, Thomas 
pern A Ellis, Joseph J. Simonton, H 
Belford, Field, McKinley, Speer, 
Beltzhoover, Finley, McLane, 
A Forsythe, Money, Stephe: 
Blan m. Thompson, Wm. G 
Boyd, Gibson, 4 aes a 
Bragg, Hammond, Jo TS, pson, 
Harmer, rner, 
Buckner, Harris, John T. New 7 Washburn, 
Henderson, Norcross, Wells, 
Carpenter, Henkle, O'Brien, Wilber, 
Chal H bel. O'neill Wood he —.— 
ers, u 'Reilly, 
1 15 Wood, Walter A 
Clymer, Hate! Pacheco, ocum, 
Cow; Jorgensen, erce, Young, Casey 
x, Joyce, Reed, Young, Thomas L. 
ley, linger, Richardson, D. P. 
Davis, Joseph J. Kitch. Robertson, 


Mr. BRIGHT. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Does the rule disclose a quorum present ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
has no authority to determine that matter. It is his duty under the 
rule to report to the House the absentees, and the Speaker of the 
House is to determine in to the question of a quorum. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
had had under consideration the Private Calendar, and its proceed- 
ings having been interrupted because a quorum failed to vote, under 
the rule he had caused the roll to be called and reported the list of 
absentees to the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is it in order to move to dispense with all further 
proceedings under this call? 

The SPEAKER, The roll-call, as reported from the Committee of 
the Whole, shows the presence of two hundred and seven members, 

Mr. KNOTT. I move that the House now adjourn. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mer, Bret motion to adjourn, > 
Mr. McMAHON, from the Committee on Appropriations, by unani- 
mous consent, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4924) making appropriations 
to supply certain deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other 
p ; which was read a first and second time. 

. GARFIELD. I desire to reserve all points of order on that bill. 
Mr. McMAHON. I move that the bill be printed and recommitted 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The 5 will state it. 

Mr, CALKINS. The roll-call in Committee of the Whole having 
developed the fact that a quorum was present, must not the House 
immediately go back into Committee of the Whole under the rule? 

The SPE R. That is the rule and the practice; but it can be 
interrupted by a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CALKINS. I understand that. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to adjourn would be voted down, 
then the Chair will immediately call the gentleman from Indiana 
[ Mr. CALKINs] to take the chair in Committee of the Whole. 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order! i 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STEELE, for one week from Monday next ; 

To Mr. ARMFIELD, for one week commencing with to-day, on ac- 
count of important business; and ` 

To Mr. ATHERTON, for one week, on account of important business. 


PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent to present and have re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce the memorial and petition of 
members of the Legislature of Mississippi, asking an appropriation 
of Congress for the improvement of Pearl River. And I also ask 
that the memorial be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection; and the memorial was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : F 
The undersizned, members of the Legislature from South Mississippi, respect- 
fully ask you to use ir influence to secure an riation for the purpose of 
im 4 T the 1 ation of Pearl River south of Saakoon. i 
e are of the opinion that the sum of $150,000 judiciously will render 


expended 
bites River navigable to Monticello, and perhaps to Jackson, nearly or quite the 
“AS Ta are aware, there is a yapt muaount of valuable 
¢ributaries, especially in Marion and Hancock 


timber on this river and its 
Counties, which would find a mar- 


river were removed. We think not less 
8 this river annually 
8 the year. There is, too, on 


1 bat this interest. irely a ected 
0 bu n en D except just above the town of 
oranie This would not be so if — — e could igh 

leans. p 

When consider the distance from the New Orleans and Jackson Railroad to 
the Mobile and Ohio Railroad you will perceive that Pearl River is the natural out- 
let for the products of a lags portion of our State. 

There are two points on Pearl River where work is especially needed. One is at 
the mouth of East Pearl, where the channel needs d ing; and the other is near 
where the river divides into East and West Pearl. “On East Pearl River are situ- 
ated the towns of Gainsville, Log Town, and Pearlington, and at each place there 
are large saw. mills that ship their lumber by schooners to Mexican, South 
American, and Cuban ports. The large schooners have great difficulty at times in 
crossing the bar at the mouth of East Pearl. To give you an idea of the capacity 
of these mills and the importance of this trade we will state that the mill of — 


Poitevent & Favre, of Pearlington, can saw two hun thousand feet of lumber 
day. The mills at the other towns are very large too, Boats for Upper Pearl 
ver now come through West Pearl; and it is desi rable that this route should be 


opened up; and practical steamboat men say by cutting a canal six hundred feet 
long the volume of water in West Pearl may be vastly increased and the difficulty 
of navigating it overcome to a extent. There is a great deal of overhanging 
timber on the lower part of the river which should be cut away. Where over- 
han, timber is on a sharp point or deep in a bend it rakes the cotton off boata 
in . There are, too, a ps many sunken logs that ought to be o poren out. 
Some of these were cut during the war to prevent the Federal gunboats 
from coming up the river. Previous to the war have carried out eleven hun- 
dred bales of cotton at a time; and we are anxious to see our river so improved 
bh on 8 CERNE 
oping you W terest you n matter, we are respectfully you 

S. J. Leslie, Hancock County; Theodore B. Ford, Marion County; Jo! Paria: 
Perry County; Jesse Byrd, Greene acme ff R. R. 5 Lincoln 0 2 AA 
James C. Lamkin, Pike County; Charles Wood, Jackson County; J. W. Mo- 
Neil, Copiah Connty; i. Hunter, Noxubee County; H. F. Bufkin, Copiah 
County; G. A. Tennisson, Lawrence County; J.F. Burnet, Hinds County; Thomas 
A. Me Willie. Hinds County; N. Mathison, Covington County. 

JACKSON, Mississtpr1, February 10, 1880. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KNOTT. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

Tha guska was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 98, 
noes 45. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. ANDERSON called for the yeas and nays. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Pending the demand for the 82 and nays on the motion to adjourn, 
Mr. LTON said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I have been trying for some two hours past to 
rise to a correction of the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. That is generally done in the morning, imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Yes; but I believe it is in order at any time 
after the attention of a member is called to that portion of the RECORD 
which needs correction. It will take but one moment, if the Chair 
will hear me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HAZELTON. It is a matter of the utmost importance. In a 
debate which took place here last night I replied to a speech of the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER.] After the ad- 
journment, and before the appearance of the RECORD this morning, 

e struck out that portion of the speech to which I replied, [great 
laughter,] which left my speech standing naked and alone. [Re- 
newed EREET That is the custom of the gentleman, or I would 
not rise here ay and ask for a correction of the RECORD. But 
after three or four of my speeches have gone home, and the object at 
which I struck has been removed by the party himself, my constitu- 
ents cannot appreciate my speeches. [Laughter.] 

I now move that the RECORD of this morning, on page 28, be cor- 
rected by the insertion of the speech of the gentleman, which he has 
mutilated and garbled by changing entirely the notes of the report- 
ers by striking out the words“ hospital pimps,” to which I replį 
I ask the Clerk to read the report of the spe of that gentleman to 
which I replied, so that the RECORD may be corrected to correspond 
to the facts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WARNER. * * l want to see some method adopted, some secure way, 
whereby the soldier who has wounds, or scars, or actual Risability to show, and 
who is entitled under the law when he enlisted to his pension—I say I want to see 
gee Sf IO i SEK EO 
who never were peat enongh to a battle-field b hear the cound of aque E Aoudt 
not many of them come up here. I propose we shall know what we are doing and 
not open the gate wide to all these cases, which means capitalized debt, or debt 
equal to something like $2,000,000,000. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I now ask the clerk to read that portion of my 
reply which relates to that part of the speech which was stricken out. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HAZELTON. * * Mr. Chairman, I am a member of the Invalid Com- 
mittee. I am amember of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and I have the un- 
doubted right now, as a member of that glorious committee, to say a word on this 
occasion notwithstanding the desire of my honorable friend from New York to take 
my place. “I-am no orator as Brutus is," but my rights are higher than his here. 
Now, I am very sorry that the gentleman from Ohio, who draws a pension himself, 
should denounce all those e ts here, amounting perhaps to two hundred, as 
“hospital pimps.” He denounces this system of oning soldiers by acts of 
Congress upon the ground that we do not know the character of the claimants 


1880. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


1351 


CONGRESSIONAL 
with whom we are dealing and that they are 


“hospital ” The bod 
of these claimants are men who were athe varie thoaevicet Gs 
. Many of these claimants for pensions are the widows of soldiers who died 


coun 
senses contracted or wounds received in the service of their country. An 
2 5 all peg a he may receive in this Republic by 98 this 
class of soldiers in such terms. ` 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. Who was the “gentleman from New 
York” alluded to? He wasnamed last night. t us have his name 
in there. Who was he? He is a republican, and therefore his name 
is left out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I think he ought to be named. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. Yes, sir; let us have the RECORD right— 
precisely right, Who was the “gentleman from New York?” 

Mr. ARNER. Mr. Speaker, I have not had time to refer to the 
notes of the speech made by the gentleman from Wisconsin, [ Mr. 
HAZELTON,] but I am quite certain (and my impression is supported 
by the recollection of gentlemen around me) that material change— 
some change at least, was made in his speech. 

Mr. ELTON. Not one word by me; I never saw the manu- 


script. 

Mr. WARNER. Now, Idid use here in debate (the expression came 
to me suddenly) the words hospital pimps,” which I desired at the 
time to ask the reporter to strike out; but I did not. Now that the 
matter is brought up, I am inclined to think that my speech as I made 
it, with the words in, was best, and that it was a mistake on my part 
to make the correction that I did by striking out the words referred 
to. I deny, however, that in soins so I did anything more than is 
done by every gentleman in this House time and time again. I can 
refer to the most distinguished gentlemen here, whose expressions 
have been corrected, toned down, or stricken out. This occurs daily. 
If it was not proper, if it is an offense, then I desire to restore the 

ch as I made it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state it has always been held 
that one member has no right to touch the remarks of another as 
written out by the reporters; but it has generally been held that the 
right belongs to a member to modify his own remarks. 

r. WARNER. I did not touch the remarks of any other member. 
The SPEAKER. That has been the ruling of the Chair heretofore. 
Mr. HAZELTON. I want to say—— 

Mr. WARNER. Iam not through. Have I the floor? 

Mr. HAZELTON. Do I understand that to be the rule? 

Mr. WARNER. I insist upon my right to the floor. 

Mr. HAZELTON. All right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. WARNER. I did not, however, in using the term“ hospital 
pimps,” apply it to the two hundred thousand applicants at the Pen- 
sion Office. I merely applied the term, which was a common expres- 
sion in the Army, to a certain class of men who were known to be 
“shirks,” who never appeared upon the battle-field—stragglers and 
deserters. Such men were in both armies. They alwaysaccompany 
armies, and some of them are as likely to come forward and ask for 

msions as any others. Still I did not wish to use a hard term; and 

intended to apply it only to the very few constituting this class, 
and not generally, as the gentleman from Wisconsin sought to make 
me apply it; otherwise I should not have stricken it out. If he had 
used the expression as I used it and intended to have it understood I 
should not have stricken it out, but not having his remarks when I 
made that change, and not having seen them in the report, I struck 
it out. But I desire now to have it all in. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Ohio has in- 
sinuated that I chan the reporter’s notes so that they should rep- 
resent something different from what I stated, I desire to reply. I 
am gpa = that any of the reporters should state before this Honan; 
under oath, whether they ever sent any manuscript to me, or whether 
I ever saw any of thvir notes until I applied to them to-day for the 
ages which has been read. I ask the reporter to state what was 

e fact. 

The SPEAKER. The reporters have no right to take part in the 
debates, and the gentleman has no right to address them in debate. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I am satisfied that the gentleman from Ohio 
when he made the insinuation (for he was not brave enough to make 
the charge directly) knew that I had never changed one word or let- 
ter of the reporters notes. 

Furthermore, sir, this is an old trick of the gentleman from Ohio. 
You may go back over the tracks of his debates from the time he 
came here, and wherever he has made a declaration which has been 
replied to, and he did not like the reply, or did not like the character 
of what he stated, he has in the af hort in his secret chamber, 
[laughter,] struck out what was objectionable to himself, leaving 
the reply of the other party as naked and bald as a mountain. 

Mr. WARNER. I deny absolutely that statement, and the gentle- 
man cannot furnish the proof. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Let the gentleman explain what he means by 


„hospital pimps.” 
Mr. WARNER. The gentleman may be ‘ brave,” but—— 
Mr. HAZELTON. Have I the floor or not ? 
Mr. WARNER. I denounce the statement as a falsehood here and 


now. 

Mr. HAZELTON. For all which I shall hold the gentleman respon- 
sible-—not with daggers or with “ pistols and coffee for two.” Now, 
if I have the floor, I want to state—— 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is traveling 
altogether beyond 
Mr. HAZELTON. I am not traveling an inch beyond the remarks 


of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The 


— PEAKER. Beyond the privilege of a correction of the 
co 


RD. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Very well; then I beg pardon of the Chair; 
but I want to say—I think I have the right to say—that the gentle- 
man from Ohio has admitted the change of the RECORD, and now he 
thinks the term “ hospital pimps,” as applied to these pensioners of 
the Government, is better than the language which appears in print. 

Mr. W. Inever applied that term toa pensioner of the 
Government, and if the gentleman from Wisconsin thinks I applied 
it to him, he is mistaken. I knew very well he was never in the 
Army, [ladghter;] that he was too close to the Canada border all 
the time, [laughter ;] that his fighting was done so far in the rear 
that it was beyond the sound of the loudest gun. [Laughter and 
applause.] It is not applicable therefore to the gentleman from Wis- 


consin. 
I must reply to that decidedly, Mr. Chairman. 


Mr. HAZELTON. 
1 

Mr. WA R. That is what hurt him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAZELTON. I am not surprised the pokes from Ohio 
stands on this floor to blow his own trumpet for what he did in the 
war. As near as I can find, he was wounded early, sought a pension 
early, and that the wound for which he obtained a pension is in his 
back. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WARNER. A gentleman on this floor [laughter]—— 

The SPEAKER. The House will observe order. 

ae WARNER. There is no better evidence of cowardice, of a 
coward—— 

The SPEAKER. This debate is all out of order. 

Mr. WARNER. Than that he should stab a soldier in the back. 
(Laughter and r That is the only way he shoots. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not propose here to proclaim my own deeds. I 
refer this House and the country to the record I made on the battle- 
field, in campai. and in camp from the beginning of the war to 
the end of it. Irefer gentlemen not merely to the Peninsula, not 
only to South Mountain and Antietam, where, although I do not like 
to say it myself here, I suffered as severely as any man in that battle, 
by a wound, not in the back, but in front, and no man in the service 
suffered more and lived than I did; I refer all to the record, to the 
reports of my superior commanders, to the reports of the battles of 
Antietam and Gettysburgh. And the 8 who staid at hom 
who has no better spirit than to be willing now to assail the reco: 
of a soldier of whom he knows nothing, deserves the characteriza- 
tion I have 159705 him. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Did you not assail my manhood and say I was 
in Canada? 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALKINS. I wish to ask whether the reports from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House will not come up the next objection day f 

The SPEAKER. They will. 
tren 1 That is foreign to this subject, but it is all right. 

ughter. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. I want to know the name of that - 
tleman from New York. [Great laughter.] They named him last 
night. Who was the gentleman from New York? [Laughter.] Let 
him rise and say it was him if he is here. [Laughter.] 

And then (at four o’clock and seven minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of citizens of Geneva, Nebraska, 
soldiers of the United States Army engaged in the late war, for the 
early passage of a law providing for the payment of the difference 
between the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their 
services, and the valne of gold at the time of payment—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Henry L. Clok for pay for 
services as a veterinary surgeon, and for medicines furnished the 
United States during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of the editor of Our Monthly, Clinton, 
Sonth Caroliua, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petitions of William T. Collins 
and William Haskell, of the Telegraph, Chicago, Illinois, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a re- 
duction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ARMFIELD: The petition of the publisher of the Winston 
(North Carolina) Leader, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. ATHERTON: The petition of J. F. McMahon, editor of the 
Tribune, and E. 8. Colburn, editor Democrat, New Lexington, Ohio 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petitions of J. A. McSwain and J. S. Ramsey, 
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for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and pro- 
prie medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petition of A. D. Whitmore, F. G. Backus, 

and others, of Lake County, Illinois, for the passage of the Reagan 
interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. BENNETT: The petitions of James L. Bartholomew, of Cen- 
tral City; of White & Rutan, of Cameron; of J. H. Eno, of Roscoe ; 
of Charles E. Griswold, of Dell Ra ids, and of P. A. Gatchell, of Pem- 
bina, Dakota, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOYD: The petition of Daniel Bootz and 36 others, citizens 
of Peoria County, Illinois, that the patent laws be so amended as to 
make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsi- 
ble for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the ni mii ai imposed upon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BOUCK: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin, for the improvement of Saint Mary’s River and 
Lime Kiln Crossing, on Detroit River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Memorials of the Nashville and Cincin- 
nati Boards of ‘Trade and 36 tobacco producers and dealers, for such 
action by Congress as will do away with the monopoly of the govern- 
ments of France, Italy, Spain, and Austria in tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 
py Mr. CAL S: The petition of the publisher of the Hobart 
iana) Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, 

Also, two petitions of druggists of Illinois, for the removal of the 
stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to 
same committee. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of J. K. Wandelohr, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, MEDEEA of citizens of Kentucky, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of A. F. Hubbell and 13 others, 
ex-soldiers of the Union Army, of Fonda, Iowa, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, papers relating to the pannon claim of John 8. Corlett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALVAH A, CLARK: Five petitions of publishers of New 
Jersey, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, In.: The petition of soldiers of the late 
war, from Missouri and Illinois, for the early passage of a law pro- 
viding for the payment of the difference between the value of green- 
backs, in which they were paid for their services, and the value of gold 
at the time of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, four petitions of publishers of the eleventh congressional dis- 
trict of Missouri, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of publishers of Columbia, Missouri, that mate- 
rials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduc- 
tion of the 517 on printing: paper —to the same committee. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of the officers and trustees of the 
Genesee Savings-Bank, Flint, Michigan, for the removal of the tax on 
deposits in savings-banks in that and other States where the tax is 
not already removed—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Henry M. Morrow and the officers and trus- 
tees of the Port Huron (Michigan) Savings-Bank, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of J. V. Lawler, of Carrolton, 
Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COOK: The petition of George P. Woods, of Hawkinsville, 
Georgia, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of E. H. Feltus, publisher of The 
State, Morrillton, Arkansas, of similar import—to the same commit- 
tee 


By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of C. W. Sturtevant, of 
San Francisco, California, of similar import to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Carlos White and others and of F. R. Voigt 
and others, of San Francisco, that materials used in making paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, relative to the 
establishment of a postal tele; h system throughout the United 
States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of California, relative to the 
1 of the rivers, cities, and agricultural lands of California 

the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of J. W. Burroughs, publisher of 
Burroughs’ Journal, Waterloo, Iowa, that materials u: in making 
pa placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing-paper, and for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 

mmittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for adequate appropriations to complete the 


Maron 5, 
improvements in pro 


on the Saint Mary’s and Detroit Rivers— 
to the Committee on erce. 


By Mr. DUNN: The petition of the publisher of the Arkansas Tri- 
bune, Harrisburgh, Arkansas, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Eugene Hale and others, of Maine, 
for the abolition of the system of compulsory pilotage—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of the publisher of the Iron Valley 
Reporter, Tuscarawas eget Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on 
bf a the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. HERBERT: The petition of F. A. Monroe, publisher of the 
Star, Evergreen, Alab: of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of ex-soldiers of Montezuma, 
opin cree for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 

Affairs. 


on 

By Mr. BELL: The petitions of Alfred Meads, publisher of 
the Miner, Ontonagon; of the publishers of the Pioneer-Magnet, 
Big Rapids, and of E. P. Kibbee, publisher of the Northwestern 
Mining Journal, Hancock, Michigan, for the abolition of the duty on 
be om the Committee of Ways and Means. 

, the petitions of A. Brewer & Son, publishers of the Express, 
Frankfort ; of 8. W. Fowler, publisher of the Times and Standard, 
E. J. Cady, publisher Advocate, and App M. Smith, publisher Times, 
Manistee, and of the publishers of the Pioneer-Magnet, and of Gildden 
& Howing, publishers of the Herald, Big Rapids, Michigan, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and fora 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of F. A. Brown, editor Monroe 
County Democrat, Sparta, Wisconsin, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing-paper, and for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for an appropria- 
tion for the proposed harbor at Kewaunee—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, a memorandum submitted in behalf of the Quartermaster and 
Commi Departments of the Government, relating to the salaries 
2 of Army disbursing officers—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs, 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis- 
consin, relating to the canal at Sault Ste. Marie—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. KENNA: Papers relating to the claim of C. P. Dull and 
others for pay for work done on locks in the Great Kanawha River— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: The petition of Jesse Smith and 148 othe: 
of Allen County, Ohio, soldiers of the United States Army, 3 
in the late war, for the early p e of a law providing for the pay- 
ment of the difference between the value of nbacks, in which 
they were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the time 
of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petition of 92 soldiers of the fifth congressional district 
of Ohio who servedin the late war of the rebellion, for the equaliza- 
tion of bounties—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Noah Zemer and 46 others; of W. H. Shodley 
and 48 others; of J. K. Pruden and 14 others, and of S. J. Robbins 
and 27 others, citizens of Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of J. K. Pruden and 14 others, of Shelby County ; 
of Frank Ware and 121 others, of Darke County; of W. A. Shodley 
and 56 others; of Peter Goffena and 52 others, and of S. J. Robbins 
and 33 others, of Auglaize County, Ohio, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by 
the transportation monopolies that now control the interstate com- 
merce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of D. M. Fleming and other publishers; of Bid- 
lock & Linn, publishers, and of F. Holbrook and other publishe 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, an 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

, the petition of the publishers of the Miami Democrat and of 
the Correspondent, Piqua, and of the Bee, Wapakoneta, Ohio, for 
the abolition of the dury on type—to the same committee. 

Also, four petitions of druggists, of Ohio, for the removal of the 
stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Four petitions of citizens of Montana, against 
the 0 of the homestead and pre-emption laws to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Montana, that such appropriations 
be made as will continue the star mail service—to the Committee on 
Te sige seer Y 

the petition of the publishers of the Helena (Montana Terri- 
tory) Inde ndent, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and ns. 


By Mr. EDWARD L. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. 
A. D. Reeves for Bay for the use of property in Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, in 1865, by 


e Freedmen’s Bureau—to the Committee of Claims. 
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By Mr. MILES: The petition of merchants, manufacturers, and con- 
sumers, that chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash be allowed to 
enter free of duty—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of 43 late Union soldiers and 
others, citizens of Arnot, Charleston, and vicinity, Tioga County, 
Pennsylvania, for the early passage of a law providing for the pay- 
ment of the difference between the value of greenbacks, in which sol- 
diers were paid for their services, and the value of gold-at the time 
of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

y Mr. MONROE: The petitions of W. W. Woodruff, publisher of 
the Gazette, Oberlin, and of Charles M. Brown, publisher of the Trib- 
une, Sandusky, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of W. W. Woodrnff, publisher of the Oberlin (Ohio) 
Gazette, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MORRISON: The petition of druggists of Illinois, for the 
removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary 
medicines—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, department 
of Illinois, against the passage of the bill known as the sixty-su m 
bill; also that there be no discrimination between ex-officers and ex- 
enlisted men in rate of pension; and also that the pension laws be 
so amended as to place on the roll of permanent disability all pen- 
sioners who have been on rolls as invalid pensioners for ten years— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of B. Fromm, publisher of the Unsere 
Zeit, Chillicothe, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of John G. Ames, on the subject of 
furnishing State and other libraries, and literary and scientific insti- 
tutions, with public documents—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: The petition of Harriot P. Leitch, widow of 
and execntrix of W. G. Leitch, for pay for services rendered by her 
late husband as surveyor of the port of Charleston—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of merchants, manufacturers, and con- 
sumers of chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash, for the removal 
of duties on those articles—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of C. S. Hornet and 12 others, 
citizens of Wyalusing, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a bill author- 
izing a department o iculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

so, the petition of C. S. Hornet and 12 others, citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppres- 
sions imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that 
now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. PHILIPS: Ten petitions of publishers of Missouri, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Commitee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVID P. RICHARDSON : The petition of Oliver Hazzard 
and others, of Allegany County, New York, soldiers of the United States 
Army, engaged in the late war, for the early passage of a law provid- 
ing for the payment of the difference between the value of - 
backs, in which they were paid for their services, and the value of 
gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

105 Mr. JOHN S. RICHARDSON : The petition of Darr & Osteen, 
publishers of the Trae Southron, Sumter, South Carolina, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on printing-paper, and for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. ROTHWELL: The petition of G. S. Dunn, publisher of the 
Star, and of F. A. Dinsmore, publisher of the Grundy County Times, 
Trenton, Missouri, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SCALES: The petition of E. M. Holt & Son and others, and 
of I. H. & W. E. Holt & Co. and others, that prohibitory duties on 
chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash be removed—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of M. J. Stewart, of Danbury, and of Bradshaw 
& Hackney, of Ashborough, North Carolina, for the abolition of the 
duty on el gta the same committee. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petitions of R. R. Claridge 
and of Clement & Cloff, publishers, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, for a 
1 from Lumberton to Cotton Valley, North Carolina —to the 

mmittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of W. F. Sandford, publisher of the Pee Dee 
(North Carolina) Bee, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Stevens & Messmore, publishers 
of the Grand Rapids (Michigan) 3 for the abolition of the 


duty on N the same comm . 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: The petition of A. Brown, for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion from his military reeord—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND : The petitions of the publishers of the 
Ohio Farmer, Cleveland, Ohio, and of publishers of four other papers, 
55 the abolition of the duty on type to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petitions of Lewis B. Hubbard, publisher of 
the Vermont Tribune, Ludlow, and of A. Chandler, publisher of the 
Vermont Record and Farmer, Brattleborough, Vermont, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. VANCE: A paper relating to the claim of A. M. Gudger 
for pay for property taken by the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of C. Bridgman, L.A. Evans, and 
200 others, citizens of Saint Cloud, Minnesota, for an appropriation 
of $100,000 for the construction of a lock and dam at Sauk Rapids in 
the 1 i River to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Hugh Brady, Hugh Moony, and 
265 others, citizens of Illinois, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 
269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petitions of Samuel Alexan- 
der and 48 others, and of Frank Griffith and 35 others, of Hamilton 
County, Ohio, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 4327) to create a 
department of manufactures, mechanics, and mines—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 6, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner 
of Pensions submitting a revised estimate of deficiencies for Arm 
and Navy pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880; whic 
was iy iain to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, GEORGE M. 
Abas, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bill and joint resolution ; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3351) for the relief of Rev. Paul E. Gillen ; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 168) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to loan certain tents, flags, &c., to the triennial committee of Knights- 
Templar at Chicago. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief 
of certain actual settlers on the Kansas trust and diminished-reserve 
lands, in the State of Kansas. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON presented a resolution of the State Agricultural 
Society of Virginia, in favor of a bill creating a department of agri- 
culture with a secretary at its head as a Cabinet officer; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the petition of B. A. Thomas and numer- 
ous citizens of Rushville, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of 
the bill (S. No. 496) providing for the examination and adjudication 
of pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BALDWIN prevented the petition of Welstead & Murch, of 
North Branch, Michigan, praying for the repeal of the law taxing me- 
dicinal preparations, pe umery, and cosmetics; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented the petition of the publishers of the Detroit 
Graphic, praying for the abolition of the tariff duty upon printing- 
type; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

r. EDMUNDS, I present the memorial of sundry citizens of Cale- 
donia County, Vermont, remonstrating against monopolies, &c., one 
of the usual memorials on that subject. I move its reference to the- 
Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. resent also another memorial, from the same 
citizens, I believe, or chiefly so, of Caledonia County, Vermont, com- 
plaining of the bagel abuse of the patent laws, and desiring relief 
in the respects that have been so often mention Imove its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was to. . 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the memorial of nineteen shoe manu- 
facturers of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the extension of 
the patent of the McKay Sewing-Machine Association; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents, 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the annual 
reunion of the Mexican War Veterans, of Ohio, held at Columb: 
Ohio, February 20, 1880, signed by J. C. Groom, vice-president, an 
S. Alex. Leckey, secretary, in favor of the of the bill now 


before Congress, recognizing the services rendered by them in the: 
Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. BOOTH presented a memorial of 102 out of 110 manufacturers 
of boots and shoes in Haverhill, Massachusetts; a memorial of man- 
ufacturers and others of the boot and shoe and leather trade of Bos- 
ton, Massachusetts, and vicinity; and also a memorial of manufact- 
urers and others of the boot and shoe and leather trade of Lynn and 
vicinity, Massachusetts, remonstrating against any extension of the 
patents now held by the McKay Sewing-Machine Company; which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of the publishers of the Daily 
and Weekly State Journal, Lincoln, Nebraska, and the petition of 
W. A. Brown, publisher of the Daily and Weekly Nebraska Press, 
and the German Publishing Company, publishers of the Nebraska 
Staats-Zeitung, of Nebraska City, Nebraska, praying for the 
of a bill placing wood and straw pulp, soda-ash, and other chemica 
used in the manufacture of paper, on the free list, and reducing the 
duty on printing-paper, &c.; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Sicily and Blue Springs, 
Nebraska, the petition of citizens of Missouri, Iowa, Illinois, and 
Nebraska, and the petition of citizens of Pleasant Hill and Dorches- 
ter, Nebraska, who were soldiers in the late war, praying to be paid 
the difference in value between gold and greenbacks at the time of 
their payment as soldiers; which were referred to the Committee on 

ance. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a petition of citizens of Greene County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the establishment of a departinent of 
iculture ; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
in favor of the carriage of United States mails in American-built 
ships; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Greene County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for such an amendment of the patent laws as will 

` protect innocent users of patented articles from prosecution as in- 
Kin ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 
e also presented the petition of citizens of Greene County, Penn- 
3 Praying for such legislation by Congress as will prevent 
uctuations in freights and unjust discriminations in transportation 
charges; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of William Beattie, Julius C. 
Smith, J. F. Hunt, J. L. og? bo ds, and Theron Earle, committee of 
the Merchants and Cotton Exchange Association of Greenville, South 
Carolina, praying for an appropriation for the erection of a public 
building at that place; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of S. A. Towns, W. F. Ansel, and 100 
other citizens of the city of Greenville, South Carolina, praying for 
an appropriation for the erection of a public building at that place; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a resolution of the city council of Greenville, 
South Caroli praying Congress for an appropriation for the erection 
of a public building at that place; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JONAS, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 310) for the relief of the heirs andlegal 
representatives of Israel Dodge, deceased, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1430) to enable town-sites to be entered on the 
public lands; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to call the attention of the Committee on 
Public Lands to this bill. I have taken it from the bill prepared by 
the commission that was appointed by a former Congress to report 
upon subjects of this character. The report is lengthy, and the bill 
they submitted contains very many 8 of doubtful propriei. 
This portion of their bill will probably not be questioned by anybody 
familiar with the wants of the people of the West. Owing to a recent 
ruling of the Land Office, it is practically impossible for a town-site 
peng Bi be made under existing law. In the Territories of Dakota 
and Wyoming, and in some of the Western States, there is great need 
of a law that will enable town-sites to be entered at once. I believe 
the Committee on Public Lands should take this matter in hand and 
report the bill ee! dood if it meets the approval of the committee, 
as I think it must. 1 move the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The motion was d to, 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1431) in relation to the avenue and street 
lamps in the City of Washington; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1432) granting a pension to Angus McAuley; 
which was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1433) for the relief of I. Ans. McCreight; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1434) for the relief of the estate of William D. 
Moseley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


JACQUES CLAMORGAN AND PETER PROVENCHERE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


now pending before the Senate, 
addressed to the Speaker of the House of 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3351) for the relief of Rev. Paul E. Gillen was 

8 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
‘airs. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 168) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan certain tents, flags, &c., to the triennial committee of 
Knights-Templar at Chicago was read twice by its title, and referred 
tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

JESSE F. PHARES, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the Calendar, 
commencing at the point reached on . 

The bill (S. No. 1185) granting a pension to Jesse F. Phares was an- 
nounced as being the first in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is reported adversely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator object to its present 
consideration ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill goes over 
under the rule. 

JOHN SNIDER. ` 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1186) granting a 
pension to John Snider. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West er That is also reported adversely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is reported adversely; and be- 
ing objected to, it will go over. 

BEN HOLLADAY. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 231) for the re- 
lief of Ben Holladay. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is an old disputed bill; that will not do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill goes over. 

PHBE C. DOXSIE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 370) for the relief 
of Phæbe C. Doxsie; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Phæœbe C. Doxsie, widow of the late James W. 
Doxsie, first lientenant of Company G, Twenty-seventh Regiment 
Michigan 1 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FARLEY 
February 9, 1880, from the Committee on Pensions: 


James W. Doxsie enlisted in 1862, and was mustered out as lieutenant in 1865. 
September 16, 1865, he applied for and was ted pension of $8 per month. In- 


creased to $15 per month September 7, 1870. to $24 per month September 
11, 1872. C These ions were al- 
lowed for t wound in left upper arm, in abdomen, and in left breast, the 


gunsho 
bei pe — 22 — Doxsi admitted into Harper hospital, Detroi 
an * eu XSie WAS 
Mi for care and treatment of the wounds received in the een — in line 
duty, and while in a 
Mar 6, 1876, and died 
died of varioloid or of deb 


early t 
— to support life. The use of these tonics 
had to be ded during treatment for varioloid. 
The surgeon testifies that he would have died of his wounds in all proba- 
bility in a very few months had not varioloid intervened. 
It is no doubt true that varioloid intervened and hastened his death, ees 
es 


evidence is equally clear that be would have died within a year of the 
received in battle had not the disease intervened, and it is quite as certain he 
ee noes IVSA the attack of varioloid had he not been so badly reduced by 
woun: 
From all the facts, your committee are of the opinon that the accompanying 
bill, granting a pension to Phæbe C. Doxsie, should pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SUSAN FOX. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1097) for the 
1 of Susan Fox; which was consi: as in Committee of the 

hole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu 
thereof to insert: is $ 7 

That f the Interior be, and orized directed 
place e A — subject to the 2 limitations of the pension 


1880. 
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5 A ns mether of Robert M. Fox, late private of Com- 
ee e eee eee the same 
e had boon real mother of said soldier, commencing from the passage of 


. r. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLATT 
February 9, 1880: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1097) grant- 
inga ne to Susan Fox, having had the same under consideration, respectfully 


re 
That Robert M. Fox, a private in Company G, Fourth Delaware Volunteers, was 
Cree ae pnp OT Caa UOC OE gant gr no mp ligs gpa 
urgh, Virginia, in the 1864 ; that said Robert M. Fox was the son of Joab and 
i West his rife, o died in ving birth to said Robert M. Fox, in the year 
1840; Sas ees Soe ee a friend of said Annie Fox, took and reared 
and cared d Robert M. Fox as her own child, and 3 the 
FFT with him as his wife 


was 8388 by the ions to make her application to 
Your committee are of the opinion that the said Susan Fox intended no fraud 

upon the Government, and fin that acts have been passed 

for the relief of persons y situa! neg the 1 bill as a sub- 

stitute for Senate B bill No. 1097, * d that the substitute bill do pass. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as toread: “ A bill granting a pension to 
Susan Fox.” 

STEPHEN D. SMITH. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1051) grant ming 
an increase of pension to Stephen D. Smith; which was consi 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment in Und 8, after the word “ thirty,” to strike out “seven,” 
and after i eat} “dollars,” to strike out “ ‘and fifty cents ;” so as to 
agri ae 

e the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
5 on- roll. subject to the 3 limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Stephen D. Smith, certificate No. 8 pay him a pension 
of $30 per month, from and after the passage of this 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the report be read. 

The Chief 2 read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLATT 
February 9, 1 

The Committee on Speer to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1051) grant- 
ing an ee of Rily report to Stephen D. Smith, having had the same under con- 


That the t, We D. Smith. was a “eT Re C, Seventh 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, enlistin 13 —— = 1 that he was 
wounded in his left thigh, by a grape-shot, at the c on Fort W. T, July, 
— that he was taken prisoner and carried to ee South Caro where 
eg was amputated near the hip-joint three days after he was yon. Two 
ere, he was exchanged and sent to New York, his wound receiving no 
treatment from the time of 5 until he reached New York ; thatthe end 
of the bone was not a py the flesh, and protrudes, so thatitis impossible for 
him to wear an artificial lim rel y suffers pipro: bas be- 
come injured and is E ling. He is now disabled from N 
fihood, and is regep benches the ire ras pena on of the time. 
bili pensioned at the rate of $8 per month, the 
8 at the ‘time his has 


usion was granted; and his pension 
under the p ons of subsequent acts of Congress, to §24 


Po The committee consider his case to be one of peculiar hardship, and recommend 
that his pension be increased to per month, and thatthe bill do pass, with an 
amendment striking = in the eighth 1 line of the bill, the word “seven,” also the 
words “and fifty cen 

The TICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ESTHER E, LIEURANCE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 526) granting a 
pension to Esther E. Lieurance; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Esther E. Lieurance, widow of Stephen 
Lieurance, late a soldier in Company H, Third Wisconsin Volunteer 


Mr. b. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLATT 
February 9, 1880: 


Volunteers, enlisted June 
Sore 1801 1865. He Was 9 wounded in] 115 10 left — Aas at Dallas Georgia, 


wound he never full: 


was ee Among other 

filed in the case is that of two physicians of good standin: 8 treated 
the soldier at different times from July 6, 1864, till the fall of 1270, 1870, and says that 
in 1864 the soldier’s wound was that in July, 1865, he suffered from 
continued pain in his shoulder and spine of arheumaticor neuralgic character, and 
was thin and emaciated, which condition and symptoms in in degreee until 
the fall of 1870, when, on ascount of change of residence, he ceased to treat him. 


directly, to the soldier's death; and oo the application was rej 
The committee, in view of the severe character of the soldier's * and his 


altho 
cansa ot the tho fatal 


Aa to resist the attack of rheumatic fever, and that thus death re- 


dition physi ph y 
— — — at least from his wound. They therefore recommend that the 


"The bill bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THORNTON SMITH. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 562) 
increase of pension to Thornton Smith; which was consi 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all of the bill after the word “ month,” in 
„line 7, in the following words: 

From and including the 12th day of June, 1864, (his resignation from the mili- 

service of the United . Raving been ted on the 11th day o. 
Tool less che pension heretofore ae ia + = 


And in lieu thereof to e, 
From and after the passage of this act. * 
So as to make the bill read: 


barren ster coneanaenigey $ E EOE lyr ralph BON EE OOP LODOS S a 
pension-rolls the name of Thornton Smith, late a quartermaster with the rank of 
Paptain in the volunteer service af tho United States. and pay him a pension atthe 
rate of $30 a month from and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. CALL 
February 9, 1880: 


= n Smith, pravim = samen ee was pansy 8 pone of 1 — 8 
ton Smi g for an increase of pension, respec’ ly report as follows, nam: 
thesail T Thornton Smith was a captain and — uartermaster in the 
Waited States Volunteers from Sar 1861, to June 1 
—— and May, 7 the cation 1864, he served under General 
ver cam uisiana, being under the immediate e of General 
Thomas por Smith, While there he contracted the diseases which subsequently 
resulted total disability, namely, chronic diarrhea and muscular rheumatism. 
That oer to his service on the Red River he was a 7 healthy man, weig 
about one hundred and eighty-six 3 ee by the 
mate friends. That at present he is ina very week physical condition and totally in- 
capacitated for . — labor, weighing about one hundred and twenty-five pounds. 
One physician testifies as to his treatment of him in 1o severe chronic diar- 
rhea. Another testifies as to his health before the River campaign and 
his diseased condition subsequent. Another testifies as to his treatment of C 
tain Smith, from 1867 to 1877, for general nervous exhaustion and alternate consi 
pation and diarrhea. 

Another gioas, who traveled with him to his Lie of duty in 1864, testifies as 
to his good health before the Red River campaign and his diseased condition from 
that time to le 

The hate got of the 2 surgeon who attended him in New Orleans after his re- 

Red River, and on whose recommendation he was granted sixty days“ 
DT of absence, shows that he was then 3 chronic diarrhea. 

Tener tir the medical board who examined him for an invalid pension 

that Captain Smith is suffering from true chronic diarrhea. 

Kilby Smith, under whose command the applicant served, testifies in 
the most unq ed manner as to the service and the severe illness of Captain 
Smith, and as to the total disability resulting to himself and to others from the 
same disease, contracted in the same place and at the same time, namely, during the 
severe attack and bombardment for three days upon the gunboats ‘of the Union 
army on the Red River in 1864. 

Your committee consider that Captain Smith is totally disabled, and 
recommend the passage of the bill herewith reported. 


me EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read again, as it is proposed to be 
ended. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the pension of a captain? 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink not. If the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee is adopted, I will move another amendment which will obvi- 
ate any objection. 

The E The amendment of the committee has 
been agreed to 
Mr. PLATT. Then I move to strike out the words “and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,” and insert 

Subject to the provisions and limitations SE the pendan Ina. 

I propose that amendment for the reason that it has not_been the 
custom of the Senate to rate the pension which the soldier should re- 


nting an 
red as in 
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ceive, but to direct the Commissioner of Pensions to place his name 
upon the on list, 3 to the limitations of the pension laws. 
The VICE-PRESID. The question is on agreeing to theamend- 


ment. 
Mr. WALLACE, I ask the Senator from Connecticut whether this 
is the usual form in which these bills are passed? 
Mr. PLATT. I believe it is with the amendment I now propose. 
Mr. WALLACE. Why has the Pension Committee then made the 


ig aie moai rear at $307 


think there is a mistake regarding the report, and 
that the bill as it will read if my amendment should be adopted is 
the form in which it was intended to be reported by the Pension 


Committee. 
Mr. WALLACE. That I may be satisfied of that fact, I ask that 
the bill lie over until we make that examination. Let it go over and 


we can call it 2 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. The Secretary will 
report the next bill on the Calendar. 
SPENCER W. TRYON. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 982) granting a 
pension to 3 W. Tryon; which was considered as in Commit- 


tee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Spencer W. Tryon, Company E, Four- 
teenth Illinois Regiment. 8 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ix- 
GALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, February 9, 1880: 
cer W. vate Company Fourteenth Regiment, Illinois Volun- 
Bacay to Invalid (S. 9. No. 9, Headquarters Seventeenth Arm 
Came) vpisi for pension for loss of left arm by gunshot wound. He enli 
th „ 1861, and was discharged 24th May, 1 His application was rejected 
for the reason that he was notin the line of duty when he received the wound that 
resulted in the amputation of his arm. It appears from the evidence that on May 
14, 1863, while the regiment was embarked on a transport at Memphis, waiting 
orders to d Tyn was permitted to leave the boat by the officer of his com- 
pany, with instructions to return by six p. m., the hour fixed for departure. The 
transport sailed earlier than was antici and as Tryon was passing hastily 
Not hearing the 
po! jury for which he asks a 
. The evidence shows that soldier and a quiet, inoffen- 
sive man. The do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLOTTE T. ALDERMAN. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1231) granting a 
pension to Charlotte T. Alderman; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place upon the pension-roll the nameof Charlotte T. Alderman, widow 
of James Alderman, who was a private in Company E, Forty-second 
Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

r. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLATT 
February 9, 1880: 
aoe Committee on See to ene M eye oats — ew of A. rsd 

others, a jon otte T. Alderman, 
had the nR aep eee Lot ly rt: s 


That said Charlotte T. Alderman is the widow of James Alderman, late private 
in Company E, Forty-second Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, who died March 31, 
1873. 


Her 8 for a pension was rejected March 25, 1878, for the reason that 
the er's death did not result, as claimed, from wounds received in service. 
James Alderman, the soldier, was severely wounded in the left shoulder and also 
in the left side at the battle of Stone River, December 30, 1862, and again Septem- 
ber 19, 1863, at the battle of Chickamauga, in the right temple, after which he was 
unable to rm active duty until his discharge, June 16, 1865. 

He a pued 1—— 5 a pension during his life, which application was pending at the 
time ea! 


An examination Jul 15, 1871, resented his disability as permanent, and tha 
in consequence of tae aad in the right temple, and 5 the left side, he was to 


tally incapacitated from labor. 
died of chronic pneumonia, resulting in an abscess of the left lung. The 
sician who treated him, after his discharge, until his death, testifies that the 
which entered his left side lodged in the pleural cavity, and that, in his opin- 
jot ad bal by constant irritation of the external surface of the left lung by the 


that a chronic form of pneumonia, resulting in an abscess of the lung, 


was 
ere is abundant testimony to show that from the time of his wound the soldier 
bake and, for most of the time until his „Was to perform man- 


‘The case seems to have been one of doubt in the Pension Bureau, and, consider- 
ing all the evidence, the committee are of opinion that the soldier's death was the 
result of wounds received in service and in line of his duty. They therefore rec- 
ommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 3 

ELIZABETH SUTHERLAND. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1232) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Sutherland; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs to be placed on the pension-roll the 
name of Elizabeth Sutherland, widow of HosieSutherland, of Capttain 
Baitan’s 5175 55 Colonel Francisco’s command, in the war of 1812. 

Mr, ED . Let us hear the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Far- 
LEY February 9, 1880: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Elizabeth Suth- 
erland, widow of 8 very a 5 of a tain Baitan's Com- 
pany, Francisco's Regimen’ ive to Te} as 3 

It appears from the evidence that Hosie nerd was drafted and served in 


peace rati 4 Mash at n tint the ee Porto ten 
was 
3 days after the ratification. 577 


The act of 9, 1878, requires that soldiers of the war of 1812 must have served. 
fourteen days to entitle them or their representatives to a As the soldier 
et, t days in the war before it is thought that this. 
case comes the scope and spirit of the law. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that that is a class of cases where there 
ought to be some general legislation, Ihave anumber of letters from 
5 involving the same point, where did not serve the 
requisite number of days prior to the proc tion of the treaty of 
peace. I should like to call the attention of the Committee on Pen- 
sions—the chairman of the committee is not here and there are very 
few members present—to the fact that there ought to be general legis- 
lation which will cover precisely such a case as this. I have a num- 
ber of 1 and I have advised the claimants that the probability 
is that general legislation would be enacted which would cover their 
cases. To act upon these cases separately would only throw a large 
number of cases on Con forty, fifty, or one hundred. Some of 
them would get their ims allowed, and some of them would not. 
It would be doing gross injustice to some and would be favoritism to 
others. I ask that the bill be laid over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over for the day. 


FREDERICK WELLER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1233) nting a 
pension to Frederick Weller; which was considered as in 80 mmittee 
of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Frederick Weller, of Leavenworth City, Kan- 
sas, a soldier of the war of 1512. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. WITH- 
ERS, from the Committee on Pensions, February 9, 1880: 

On the petition of Frederick Weller, of Leavenworth City, Kansas, a soldier of 
the war of 1812, the committee find that the applicant was a private in Captain 
Baher Johnson's Company of Colonel Cramer's Regiment of Maryland Volunteers, 
war of 1812. That in August, 1872, he ap lied for a pension, but as no rolls of said 
company or regiment were on file in the Adjutant-Generul's Office, he was required 
to furnish the evidence of at least two comrades who served with „In Decem- 
ber, 1872, he furnished the evidence of Thomas R. Ellis, of Seneca County, Ohio, 
who served with him, and filed his own afidavit, but owing to lapse of time could 
not furnish the evidence of another comrade. Subsequently, namely, in February, 
1873, he ascertained the whereabouts of another comrade, Ridge by name, to whom. 
he wrote and received his answer, stating that he would sign the necessary affidavi 
6 that he caused the affidavit to be prepa 
and forwarded to Ridge, but before it was received Ridge died ces a fact 
shown by a letter from his son, William Ridge, filed March, 1873, with the state- 
oo of claimant that he was unable to furnish the evidence of any other com- 
rade. 

The claim was rejected for want of this evidence of a second comrade required. 
The committee believe this to be a meritorious claim of an aged man of ninety-one 

whose good name and character are vouched for by numerous signatures of 
his fellow-citizens of Leavenworth, and as the spirit if not the letter of the law has 
been met, they recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN R, F. TATNALL. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 392) to remov 
9 disabilities of John R. F. Tatnall, of Georgia. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirmative. 


PATENTS FOR PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1049) to amend 
section 2447 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation 
to the issue of patents for Pirai land claims confirmed by act of 
Congress; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
amends section 2447 so as to read: 

That in case of any claim to land in F. eee e e e has been, or 
may hereafter be, confirmed by act of Congress, and in which no provision is 
— IS by the confirmatory statute for the issue of a patent, it may belawfal, where 
surveys for the land have been, or may hereafter be, made, to issue patents for the 
Lappe Oae OF slots ...... KETAT AAT ot 

ce o 0 * 4 
any State or Territory, if the same be found 4 — by the Conimlesioner. Bat 
such patents shall only o; te as a relinquishment of title on the part of the 
United | States, and shall A no manner interfere with any valid adverse right to 
the same land, nor be construed to preciudea legal investigation and decision by the 
proper judicial tribunal between adverse claimants to the same land. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am a member of the committee that reported. 
this bill; but I think, on looking at it, it would be well in one point. 
of view to make one amendment in line 15 after the word “ Commis- 
sioner” to insert the words “and approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior,” so as to make the survey subject to the approval of the 


the war of 1812, from 
The of 


Secretary of the Interior as well as of the Commissioner. It has been 
sometimes found that there is a little danger in large surveys with- 
out a very great scrutiny. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
CHARLES OLIVIER DUCLOZEL. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2004) to con- 
firm the title of Charles Olivier Duclozel to certain lands in the State 
of Louisiana; which was considered as in Committed of the Whole. 


1880. 


The bill was from the Committee on Private Land Claims 
with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
to insert: 

That a certain tract of land, of ten ts front by f ts in depth, on 
the nase side of. 8 . — 79, in 2 10 sonth, — 6 
east, in the State of Louisiana, as plat of the United States consolidated land 
office, district of Louisiana, be, and the same is hereby, confirmed to and in Charles 
Olivier Duel. his heirs or assigns. 

Sec. 2. 0 of the Interior of the United States is hereby author- 
ized, directed. and req to issue a patent for the lands aforesaid, herein de- 
scribed, to said Charles Olivier Duclozel: i That this act and the said 

t shall be considered and construed only as a quitelaim on 1 the 

nited States ot such title onlx as the United States have a legal an uitable 

right to convey, and shall not t the rights or interests of any other Ape avre sa 
or affect or preclude any judicial investigation. 

The amendment was to. : e 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report with the bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] can 


explain it. 
“The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was cone in. 5 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I suggest, although by the stand- 
ing order the morning hour continues until half past one o’clock, in- 
asmuch as it is Sat y and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Gan- 
PENTER] has the floor for some observations, that the morning hour 
be considered as terminated now, so that the unfinished business 
shall come up at this time instead of half an hour hence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WALLACE in the chair.) The 
Senator from Vermont su; that the morning hour be considered 
atanend. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. The unfinished business is now before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of the United States volunteers and colonel of the 
Army, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
RANDOLPH. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I ask the Secretary as part of 
my remarks to read the original bill, and then the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. RANDOLPH, I omitting 
the preamble, which I believe is the same as the preamble in the 
original bill, and then the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, [Mr. BURNSIDE. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill reported by Mr. RANDOLPH, as follows: 


A bill for the relief of Fitz John Porter, late — 2 eneral of the United States 
volunteers and colonel of the Seay: 


Whereas a board of Army officers was convened by order of the President, 
Special Orders No. 78, eerie) emer of the Army, pba geo 

1578,” to examine, in connection with record of the trial by court: of = 
-General Porter, such new evidence relating to the merits of said case as was then on 
filein the War Departm 


dent, and said board sopor that they had made a very thorough examination of all 
, and bearin; in any manner upon the merits of the case, in 


q 

Whereas the President did heretofore transmit the proceedings and conclusions 
of the board to Congress with a message declaring that, as he was without power 
in the absence of legislation to act upon the recommendation of the report further 
than by submitting the same to C the said proceedings and conclusions 
were transmitted for the information of Congress, and for such action as in their 
wisdom should seem ex, ent and just: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the te and House of tives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President be, and is hereby, authorized to 
annul and set aside the findings and sentence of said court-martial, approved by 
the President January 19, 1863, and published in General Orders No. 18, dated War 
Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, Washington, January 22, 1863, if he shall 
deem a, es proper so to do. 

Sec. 2. That in the event of the findings and sentence of the said court-martial 
being annulled and set aside, as provided for in the first section of this act, the 
to the Army of the United Beaten, with all the a eights tds soa lee 88 

0 yo tes, wit ran ta, oe, an f to 
which ho would haye been entitled if there had been no courtimartial 

Sec. 3. The position of colonel, to which the said Fitz-John Porter shall be re- 
‘stored by the action of the President under section 2 of this act, shall be held by 
him as a supernumerary until a vacancy shall occur, when he shall be assigned to 
the regent to which it pertains; but if the said Porter shall so elect, the Presi- 
dent of the United States may retire him on the rank of colonel, that being the 
rank held by him while in service. 


Sec. 4. in the event of the finding and sentence of the said court-martial 
‘being annulled and set aside as provided for in the first section of this act, there 
shall be paid to the said Porter 


and allowances of a major-general on the 
retired list of the Army from the 28th ; y of January, 1863. (date of fast ment.) 
to the 3ist day of August, 1866, both dates inclusive, and the and wances 
of a colonel on the retired list of the Army, entitled to — ‘or twen ears’ 
service from the Ist day of September, 1866, to the date of the of act; 
and the entire sum or sums so estimated and determined shall be paid to the said 


Porter by the of the ‘Treasury immediately upon the of this act, 
the um required for purpose being hereb; — from moneys 
„ otherwise appropriated. . * je 
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The Chief Clerk also read the amendment proposed by Mr. RAN- 
DOLPH, as follows: 


Whereas a board of Army officers was convened by order of the President, b 
. te numbered 78, dated Headquarters of the Army, Washington, A 
12 1878,” to examine, in connection with the record of the trial by court-m: of 

eral Porter, such new evidence to merits of said case as 
was then on file in the War ent, together with such other evidence as 
might be ted to said and to report, with the reasons for their con- 
clusion, what action, if any, in their opinion, justice required should be taken on 
said application by the President, and said board reported that they had made a 
very thorough examination of all the evidence presented, and bearing in any man- 
ner upon the merits of the case, in addition to that which was before the court. 
martial ; and also reported with entire unanimity, and without doubt in their own 
minds, with the reasons for their conclusions, that, in their opinion, justice required 
such action as might be necessary to restore Major-General Fitz-J Porter to the 
positions of which that sentence deprived him, such restoration to take effect from 
the date of his dismissal from the service; an 

Whereas the President did heretofore transmit the proceedings and conclusions 
of the board to Congress with a message declaring that, as he was without power 
in the absence of legislation to act upon the recommendation of the report further 
than by submitting the same to Congress, the said proceedings and conclusions 
were transmitted for the information of Congress, and for such action as in their 
wisdom should seem expedient and just: Therefore, 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of resentatives of the United States 
America in Oongress assembled, That the ent is hereby authorized to - 
nate and, ana with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Hitz John 
Porter a colonel of infantry in the Army of the United States, his commission to 
bear date Jan —, 1863, with the pay and emoluments of that rank from that 
date until he shall be retired according to law or as hereinafter provided. 

Sr. 2. That at any time eh gre Km of such commission it shall be lawful 
for the President to place said Fitz-John Porter upon the retired list of the Army, 
with the pay of a retired colonel of infantry. 


The Chief Clerk also read the following amendment intended to be 

proposed by Mr. BURNSIDE, viz: 
. 

Strike out the preamble and all of the bill after the enacting clause and insert : 

That upon the application of General Fitz-John Porter, late colonel Fitteenth 
Infantry, and major-general of volunteers in theservice of the United States, the 
President is authorized to Frant him a new trial by court-martial — the charges 
and specifications upon which he was tried, and in part convicted, by a court-mar- 
tial convened ee numbered 362, and dated “Headquarters of the 

istrict of Columbia, November 27, 1802.“ 

i — that may be convened by virtue of this act shall 
consist of not less than thirteen officers of high rank in the Army; it shall consider 
all testimony taken in the first trial as entered upon the record thereof; all perti- 
nent official reports, both Union and confederate, on file in the War ent; 
and such new rn: be offered either by the United States or by the 
said Porter; and the said court shall have power, subject to the approval of the 
President, to confirm, mitigate, or annul the sentence of the former court-martial. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, a careful observer of the tend- 
ency of the times cannot fail to see that on every hand, and in every 
branch of the Government, we are rapidly advancing toward con- 
solidation and centralization of power as against the States; and can- 
not fail to observe that the tendency is equally strong to vest all 
power in Congress. A few instances may be referred to in illustra- 
tion. 

Wehave, for instance, established by law, and supported for several 
years at the expense of the people, what we call the Agricultural De- 
partment, which is designed to publish some reports and some theo- 
retical treatises upon agriculture; to buy and distribute seeds, &c. 
Now, it would puzzle the best lawyer to point out any clause in the 
Constitution authorizing this. 

Another scheme has more recently been invented. A resolution 
was offered, the other day, by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WIN- 
DOM] to establish an Executive Department of Agriculture, Mining, 
and Manufactures, and that the republican side of the Chamber 
might not get in advance in the way of centralizing power and en- 
croaching upon the province and prerogatives of the States, a Demo- 
crat, the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis, ] a strict-construc- 
tion democrat, a State-rights democrat, produces from his pocket a 
bill already drawn for the same purpose, showing that he had not 
only entertained the same thought that the Senator from Minnesota 
had, but had acted upon it, and was ready to have his bill considered 
by a committee of the Senate. 

Now, considering that the powers of this Government are only such 
as are conferred upon it by the Constitution, that all powers not con- 
ferred by express words or reasonable implication are denied to this 
Government; considering that neither the word “ agriculture” nor 
“mining ” nor “ manufactures ” occurs anywhere in the Constitution, 
nor does the Constitution contain the remotest reference to either of 
these subjects, it is a little difficult to ascertain to what provision of 
the Constitution this new Executive Department is to be credited. 
We have a State Department, because this Government is ch 
with the administration of our foreign affairs. We havea War 
partment, because this Government must make war when it is to be 
made, and may raise armies. We have a Navy Department for a 
similar reason. We have a Treasury Department, because we must 
collect and disburse revenue. We have a Post-Office Department, be- 
cause this Government has charge of the transportation of the mails. 
We have an Interior Department to take charge of the patent busi- 
ness, which by the Constitution is assigned to the Government, the 
pension business which results from war, and the Indian Bureau and 
the Land Office; all of which refer to subjects committed to the Gov- 
5 by the express provisions of the Constitution of the United 

a 

To what clause of the Constitution will the Senators refer this new 
Department of Mining, Agriculture, and Manufactures? They will, 
I hope, when they come to press such a bill, pointout the constitu- 
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it whatever. it as one of the evidences that mark our deca- 
dence from the principles of our Government; I it as a most 
dangerous encroachment upon the province of the tates; although 
I am glad, if it is to be done, it is to be done without any party re- 


tional ground npg which it may rest ; but I know of no foundation for 
regard 


sponsibility; and I am therefore vay much obliged to the Senator 
from West Virginia, that he came with a bill prepared, aud presented 
it, as soon as the republican Senator from Minnesota suggested the 
subject. 


Look at our National Home for Volunteer Soldiers. By law the 
Chief-Justice and certain other officers of the Government are er- 
oficio managers, and nine other managers of the home are elected 
mark the phraseology—elected by joint resolution of the two Houses 
of Con Where does Congress get the authority to elect any 
officer of the United States? 

There is another grosser violation of the Constitution, which has 
existed so jong that perhaps it never can be corrected; and that is 

roviding by law for the appointment of officers in the Army and 

avy, and how they shall be promoted. General Sherman is as much 
an officer of the United States as the Chief-Justice. What does the 
Constitution say in regard to all officers of the United States? It 
says that the President shall nominate, and by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint all the officers of the United 
States except where by law the appointment of inferior officers may 
be lodged with the President alone, the heads of Departments, or the 
courts of law. The commanding general of the Army is certainly not 
an inferior officer, and yet he is an officer of the United States; and 
so down through the ranks of the Army, the subordinate generals 
to the colonels of regiments, and lieutenant-colonels, and majors, 
and captains, and so on. They are all officers of the United States, 
who, the Constitution says, shall be nominated by the President, 
and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate be by him ap- 


inted. 

Where do we get the authority for declaring by law whom he shall 
nominate? Suppose the President happens to know that the man 
entitled by promotion to the next grade of rank is wholly unfit to 

rform its duties; the Constitution lays upon him the duty of nom- 
Tasting a suitable and proper man for that place; we pass a law 

roviding that he shall not do so; that he shall appoint the next man 

low, fit or unfit; the law is imperative. A man perfectly fit for a 
captaincy may be entirely unfit to be a colonel; the President may 
know it; but that has nothing to do with the question under our 
laws; he must promote the senior officer of the grade below, whether 
55 believes him fit or unfit, because Congress has commanded him to 

0 80. 

Now what authority has Congress to command him to appoint a 
prenan a man in the Army any more than it has in the civil service? 

othing whatever but usage, nothing whatever but consistent and 
persistent, obstinate violation of the Constitution and encroachment 
upon the power of the Executive. 

Cadets at West Point by law are appointed, as it is called, by the 
President; but they are to be appointed upon the nomination of mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, each member of the House hay- 
ing the power to nominate one who must be appointed, and ap inted 
as a cadet he is to be moved up the line by promotion, until he may 
be the commander-in-chief of the Army. 

We had here, I believe, at the last session, a bill establishing a Na- 
tional Board of Health. What clause of the Constitution does that 
act rest on? Why,“ it is said, “is not the preservation of the health 
of the people necessary to the existence of the nation?” Undoubtedly. 
So is education essential to free government; so is matrimony, to say 
nothing of divorce, essential to the peace and well-being of society ; 
but who would maintain that upon this ground these subjects f: 
within the jurisdiction of Congress? 

These constant violations of the Constitution are setting daily and 
hourly a bad example to the people. Any violation of the Constitu- 
tion tends to familiarize the mind with the idea that the Constitution 
is of no consequence when it stands in the way of our present wishes 
and purposes. 

There are certain truisms that should always be borne in mind 
when we discuss any constitutional question. They are so true, so 
universally acknowledged to be true, that it sounds like a waste of 
time to repeat them; and yet a moment’s reflection will satisfy any 
one that no important measure can pass Congress, no important de- 
cision can be rendered in the courts that does not call into exercise 
fundamental principles of our Government, 5 which, as the 

t says of the words of common courtesy,“ by daily use have almost 
Tost their sense.” The corner-stone of the Constitution, the essential 
element of our system of government, is the distribution of powers 
among three great branches of the Government—the legislative, the 
executive, and the judicial. “Oh!” says some impatient hearer, “of 
course; who does not know that?” Of course we all know it; and 
yet this bill aims, in disregard of the distinction, to exercise judicial 
power by the two Houses of Congress. 

Legislative power is confided to Congress alone; executive power 
to the President alone; judicial power to one Supreme Court, and 
such inferior tribunals as Con shall from time to time ordain 
and establish. That is the general rule. Of course there are excep- 
tions provided for in the Constitution. The executive power of a 


pointment is participated in by the Senate; the Senate also has judi- 
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cial power in the matter of impeachments; and there are other de- 
ures from this principle provided for in the Constitution itself. 
ut where that instrument is silent, the t leading idea is, that 
the powers of government shall be ex by the several depart- 
ments to which they are respectively assigned. Now, it is sufficiently 
correct for the p of this discussion to say, that legislative power 
is the power to declare what the law shall be in the future. Con 8 
cannot say what the law was two years ago, and all attempts of Con- 
gress to accomplish this by passing an act to-day saying that an act 
of Con passed two years was intended to mean and enact so 
and so, is utterly void as to the past. It may stand as a new enact- 
ment, and have the force of a new law from the date of the construing 
act; but it has no force as to the past. 

What is judicial power? It is the power of determining what the 
law is to-day and what it was at any time past, and especially of deter- 
mining what persons, if any, have become amenable to punishment 
for violation of its provisions. That is judicial power; and no mat- 
ter where you put it, whether Congress proposes to exercise it, or 
the President proposes to exercise it, or any one else, it is judicial 
power, not legislative power. It is not saying what shall be in the 
1 it is saying what has been in the past, or what is now, the 
aw. 

Now I come to executive power. That is the power to execute the 
laws and to execute the sentences and judgments of the courts. Who- 
ever proposes to confound these powers, whoever proposes that Con- 

shall in any way exercise judicial power, proposes to violate the 
onstitution. Whoever proposes any other encroachment upon any 
other department of the Government, or proposes that the President 
shall perform any act legislative in character, proposes to violate the 
Constitution. A great lawyer, and judge, once a Senator from Ver- 
mont, said, as I have heard, in this Chamber, that he was in doubt 
whether it was still in order to refer to the Constitution of the United 
States. That was many years ago. I think his doubt would be greatly 
increased if he stood here to-day. 

Now let me turn for a moment to this bill, and see whether it be 

subject to the criticism I have passed upon it in general. 
he original bill pro that the President of the United States 
be authorized to set aside the judgment of a court rendered seventeen 
ears and restore Fitz-John Porter to a place in the Army, which 

e lost by that judgment. Can any lawyer say that would be an ex- 
ercise of legislative power? He is not to be renominated and con- 
firmed ; he is to be restored to his place in the Army by the President’s 
annulment of the sentence of the court. That is to carry with it, by 
logical sequence, all the pay that he would have been entitled to if 
he had not been removed from the Army. 

The Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. RANDOLPH, ] having ascertained 
that this was a thing not to be attempted by Con he has pre- 
sented an amendment which, he informs us, he will at the proper 
time move as a substitute for the bill. The preamble, I believe, in 
his amendment is the same as the preamble in the original bill, but 
the provision is: 

That the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to appoint Fitz John Porter a colonel of infantry in the 
Army of the United States, his commission to bear date January —, 1863, with the 

y and emolaments of that rank from that date until he shall be retired accord- 

g to law, or as hereinafter provided. 

EC. 2. That, at any time after the ting of such commission, it shall be law- 
ful for the President to place said Fitz-John Porter upon the retired list of the 
Army, with the pay of a retired colonel of infantry. 

In some respects this amendment is worse than the original bill. 
That bill assumed that Congress could set aside the finding of a court, 
and if it could do so the other provisions of the bill were logical conse- 
quences of the vacation of that judgment. 

This amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey does not 
propose to pay the judgment of that court even the passing respect 
of annulling it. It proposes to leave it in full force declaring that 
Porter shall be dism from the Army and never hold office under 
the United States, to leave the sentence in full force, and yet, in ab- 
solute contempt of it, Congress is expected to provide that the 
President may nominate and the Senate may confirm this ineligible 
man. 

As I have said, in many respects this is more irregular than the orig- 
inal bill. What is the object of such a bill as this amendment pro- 
poses? If Fitz- John Porter can be nominated pt Bites President to this 
office, if he can be confirmed by the Senate, is there any occasion for 

assing a bill saying that the President may nominate him and the 
8 may confirm him? If he is eligible to the office at all, may 
not the President and the Senate exervise the power the Constitution 
vests in them, without the aid of an act of Congress? Does the ap- 

inting power, which is in the President and Senate, need an act of 
ongress to bring Fitz-John Porter back into office? What is the 
philosophy of this amendment except that Fitz-Jobn Porter is out of 
the Army and cannot be reappointed in the ordinary way, but the 
constitutional power of the President and the Senate must be aided 
by the co-operation of the House of Representatives. But can the 
two Houses of Con confer ts 9 5 the President and Senate a power 
of appointment beyond that which the Constitution confers ? we 
siei their consent to do a thing that we are authorized by the Con- 
stitution to do? Or is it a cowardly desire on the part of Senators to 
share this responsibility with the more numerous body of Congress 
and to bring the members of that House into contempt equally with 
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issue a subpoena; and should he appear, they could not administer an ; 


ourselves. I can understand such a motive as that, but I cannot 
1 it, nor can I support a bill thus inspired. 

o come to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, which is, I think, more remarkable still. It provides: 

That upon the application of General Fitz-John Porter, Jate colonel Fifteenth 
Infantry, and major-general of volunteers in the service of the United States, the 
President is authorized to t him a new trial by court-martial upon the charges 
and specifications upon which he was tried, and in part convicted, by a court-mar- 
tial convened under s l orders numbered 362, and dated“ Headquarters of the 
Amy, Washington, District of Columbia, November 27, 1862.” 

Sec. 2. That the court-martial that may be convened by virtue of this act shall 
consist of not less than thirteen officers of high rank in the Army; it shall con- 
sider all testimony taken in the first trial as entered upon the record thereof; all 
pertinent official both Union and confederate, on file in the War Depart- 
ment; and such new testimony as may be offered either by the United States or by 
the said Porter; and the said court shall have power, subject to the approval of 
the President, to confirm, mitigate, or annul the sentence of the former court- 


If the Senator from Rhode Island were half as good a lawyer as he 
issoldier; if he were half as familiar with jurisprudence as he is with 
tactics and strategy, he would know that Fitz-John Porter having 
been a private citizen for more than seventeen years cannot be sub- 
en to the jurisdiction of a court-martial, even with his consent. 

ach a court convened to-day would be convened to try a private citi- 
zen. Its proceedings would be a farce in a constitutional sense; it 
would be a proceeding without 1 ; its judgment would be 
not erroneous merely, not voidable, but absolutely null and void. 
It could not administer an oath. No man could be punished who 
should swear falsely before it. The whole proceeding would be a 
nullity. 

8 has no more right to try Fitz-John Porter to-day by a 
court-martial than it has to try you, sir, or me. The Constitution of 
the United States provides that no man sill be tried except those 
who are in the Army and Navy and the militia in actual service, ex- 
cept upon presentation by a grand jury. Fitz-John Porter is no more 
in the military service of the Union to-day than I am, and he has not 
been in that service for seventeen years, 

But it may be said that it is proposed to require his consent to this 
trial. Consent cannot confer jurisdiction; consent cannot change 
the Constitution; consent cannot give power to the President to 
convene a court-martial to try him or to try any other civilian. It is 
to be borne in mind that Porter is to-day as thoroughly a civilian as 
if he had never seen a gun or smelled gunpowder. No court-martial 
can have any jurisdiction over him, nor do anything with him. 

There is, however, a provision that might make Porter . to 
take the chances. It is not provided that this new court we try him 
and shoot him if they find him guilty, as the other court might have 
done. They are simply authorized to confirm that judgment or miti- 
gate it or annul it. They cannot add to it; they cannot start this 
case anew upon all the testimony that to-day can be furnished, and 
try him upon that, and pronounce sentence of death, as the other 
court might have done. Heads I win, tails you aes says Porter ; 
“J will go into this; by this trial I cannot possibly lose anything, 
and I stand a chance to gain something. I will therefore consent— 
I, a private citizen of the United States, will consent to the exercise 
of military jurisdiction over me, will consent to a trial by a court- 
martial,” which is forbidden by the Constitution to try any man who 
is not in the military or naval service, and which has no power to 
consider his case at all. 

The preamble of the first bill and of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Jersey recite that the President of the United 
States ordered the board of officers who recently reported on the 
case. Why they are called a board, I do not understand. He ordered 
three oflicers to examine this question and advise him, as the pream- 
ble recites, “ what action, if any, in their opinion, justice required 
should be taken on said application by the President.” Three officers 
of the Army! And it might just as well have been three private cit- 
izens, three eminent lawyers, or three eminent farmers, or three em- 
inent doctors, or three eminent clergymen. The President requests 
them, not to do any official act, for they had no official powers, but 
he requests these individuals to examine this matter and ad- 
vise him what he ought todo. Now what could he do at that time? 
What can he do to-day? He can pardon Fitz-John Porter—nothing 
more—and these three gentlemen were requested to examine into 
this matter and give their opinion to the President as to the course 
he should take; that is to say, whether he ought to pardon him or 
not. 

The court-martial that tried Fitz-John Porter, and drove him in 
disgrace from the service, was a court clothed with the majesty of the 
Constitution and the laws, authorized to administer justice upon this 
man then in the military service; composed of men of eminence in 
their profession, men of learning and general intelligence, authorized 
to call before them witnesses from all parts of the United States, au- 
thorized to send for persons and papers, authorized to administer 
oaths, and any man who appe and swore falsely before them 
committed perjury, and would have to atone for his offense by im- 
prisonment in the penitentiary. What power had these three indi- 
viduals to pass upon the action of that court-martial? None what- 
ever. They could not compel the attendance of a witness. They 
might request a man to come and state his knowledge on this subject 
to them, but they could not compel his attendance; they could not 
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oath. 

I am told they pretended to exercise such authority. If they did, 
they committed a crime. The administration of an extra-judicial 
oath, that is the administration of an oath without lawful authority 
to administer it, is a crime punishable at the common law, punishable 
in every State in this Union; and if they did pretend to administer 
oaths, they violated the law and committed a crime. Every man who 
appeared there and told his story, true or false, did it with impunity. 
No lawyer will pretend that any man could be indicted for any false 
testimony he gave before these three individuals. They were not a 
court-martial, nor a court of inquiry; they were simply three individ- 
uals in their private capacity ;—for bear in mind this was not a mili- 
tary heen 5 A pardon is not the exercise of military pores 
far from it. Military power deals with offenders in a very different 
way. The President, acting in his civil capacity as chief civil 
trate of the land might pardon this man, and he wished to know 
whether he ought to pardon him or not; and so he requests three indi- 
viduals to investigate the matter. His request is called an order; 
the practice in the Army is always to order things; we civilians have 
to use a milder strain and request gentlemen to aid us, These three 
individuals were certainly performing no military duty; they were 
not a court-martial; they were not a court of inquiry; they were 
performing no function of their office as officers of the Army; they 
were simply private individuals, complying with a request of the 
President. Had they declined to comply, could they have been tried 
by court-martial? No more than if they had declined a request by the 
President to examine the thirty-nine articles of the Episcopal Church. 
The President had no authority to command them in the premises. 

I hope when this matter comes to be debated on the other side of 
the Chamber, this poiat willbe met. If these men had any authority 
whatever that would not belong to three Senators of this body or 
three gentlemen anywhere, requested by the President to examine i 
and advise him whether this man ought to be pardoned or not, 
hope they will point out where they got that authority, who conferred 
that power upon them, and what power it was they were exercising, 
whether it was military or civil power. I maintain they had no power 
whatever. The President might ask any three men in the land to 
examine the Fitz-John Porter case, and advise him what they thought 
about it. That is what he did do. He invited Schofield, and Terry, 
and Getty to do this for him, and they did it, but not as Army officers. 
The President was not acting in a military capacity; he was trying 
to instruct himself for the exercise of a civil function. Undoubtedly 
their knowledge of military affairs would render their opinion more 
valuable to the President than the opinion of three farmers or of three 
civilians of any kind, but in a legal sense it had no different quality. 
It was simply the opinion of three individuals, specially intelligent 
as to the subject, upon which the President might the more safely act 
in determining his duty. It had no legal effect or force whatever. 

I wish to examine somewhat the legal character of the court that 
tried Fitz-John Porter. I do not know that I correctly understood 
the position of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Logan] upon that sub- 
ject. If I did, I do not entirely concur with all his premises; I do 
in the result at which he arrived most fully, but I propose to rest it 
upon my own ground. I am not willing to admit that any court sits 
within the E of the United States from mere necessity. I 
am not willing to admit that any judicial power, or any legislative 
prs can be exercised anywhere in this land in the name of the 

nited States that is not warranted by the Constitution. 

In the first A 700 I have already said, and return to that point, that 
there is no judicial power vested in Congress—none whatever, in any 
case whatever. The Constitution provides, for instance, with refer- 
ence to the District of Columbia or as it is styled in the Constitution 
the ten miles square to be ceded for a seat of government, that Con- 
gress shall haye the exclusive power of legislation for the District. 

ark the precise language. It is not provided that Congress shall 
have the exclusive government of the District; it is not provided 
that Con shall have exclusive jurisdiction over the District, but 
that it shall have the exclusive poner of legislation.. No careful 
student of the Constitution can fail to observe, day after day, and as 
occasion after occasion arises, the wonderful adaptation of its provis- 
ions to the subject-matter treated of, and especially the almost math- 
ematical accuracy of its phraseology. Every word seems to have been 
measured and weighed and polished and set in its place like the com- 
ponent parts of the ancient mosaics. A 

This word here, although I never noticed it until I came to inves- 
tigate this question, shows how its framers at that time foresaw what 
exigencies might arise. They had denied all judicial and executive 
power to Congress. This principle they did not violate in regard to 
the seat of government; but they did confer upon Congress the exclu- 
sive power of legislation for the District. Now suppose A and B have 
à controversy about a pony or about a house; Congress cannot hear 
and determine it; Con cannot decide a civil suit between citi- 
zens of the District of Columbia, nor hear a criminal prosecution be- 
tween the United States and one charged with murder in this District. 
Why?! Because there is no judicial power vested in Con , and 
because the only power rested in Congress in reference to this District 
is the power of legislation. In the exercise of legislative power Con- 
gress may pass laws establishing courts, and those courts are author- 
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ized by Con and under the Constitution, to administer justice in 
civil and criminal cases. Congress provides for the judicial admin- 
istration of justice. It cannot administer justice except through the 
agency of judicial courts. Take a familiar case. A man is tried in 
the District of Columbia in its judicial courts for murder and con- 
victed. The court sentences him to be hanged. Congress is satis- 
fied that this man is innocent. It is satisfied that he was improperly 
convicted. All its members may go on their knees to the President 
and implore him to pardon; but if the President will not pardon 
what can Congress do? Can Congress issue a habeas corpus and res- 
cue him from the ows? Can Co: grant him a new trial? 
Can Congress say that he shall not be hanged, notwithstanding the 
sentence of the court, pronounced under the Constitution and the 
laws, that he shall be hanged? Every one knows that Congress can 
do no such thing. And yetwhy? Congress has the exclusive power 
of legislation over this District. And suppose Congress should, while 
the man was lying in jail, between the sentence and the scaffold, 
repeal all laws . in this District. Would that save 
him? He is then under the weight of the sentence, not of the law. 
As to his case the law is merged in the sentence, the law has ceased 
to nace upon him, and it is the sentence of a judicial court that 
sends him to execution. Congress cannot vacate that judgment; 
cannot interfere with it; and if the President will not pardon him, 
Congress may weep, but the man will bmg 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire, if the Senator will permit 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WALLACE in the chair.) Will 
the Senator from Wisconsin it himself to be interrupted ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. ee S 

Mr. LOGAN. I understood the Senator to say that he di 
with me on one point in reference to certain courts, for the reason 
that he understood me to say that they were courts of necessity and 
not courts growing out of the provisionsof the Constitution. Am I 
correct in that? 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is what I understood. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator misapprehended what I said. I said 
that territorial courts and courts-martial were legislative courts, one 
growing out of the provision of the Constitution in reference to the 
territory and other property of the Government, and the other grow- 
ing out of the provision of the Constitution authorizing the govern- 
ment of the Army and the Navy by rules and regulations prescribed 
by . The basis of the authorization, I said, was the Consti- 
tution, but that the courts were not courts under the first section of 

the third article of the Constitution, but growing out of the other 
provisions. That was my proposition. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I am very glad to know that I did misappre- 
hend the Senator. Certainly he understands that I was not trying 
to make any unfriendly criticism. 

Mr. LOGAN. I merely wished to put myself right in reference to 
that, for that was my position that I maintained all through my argu- 
ment. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I am very glad to know that we are so far in 
accordance. I refer to this case in the District of Columbia, because 
I think it has a direct application to the case before the Senate, as I 
will proceed to show. 

Now, let us turn for a moment to the case of the Territories. There 
has been a great deal of discussion as to which clause of the Consti- 
tution the power to govern a Territory should be referred. A 
from the decision in the Dred Scott case, in which most of the j 
referred the power to the property clause of the Constitution in re- 

to territory and other pro „ Which decision was Cane 

aged by four years of war, and finally reversed by the fourteent 
amendment, the only opinion I am aware of by the Supreme Court 
going directly to the subject, is in the case of Clinton vs. rotors) 


in 13 Wallace, page 447, and I will ask the Secretary to the pas- 
a, 5 have marked. 
e Secretary read as follows: 
The judges of the supreme court of the Terri are appointed by the Presi- 
dent under the act of Con but this does not e the courts they are author- 
ized to hold courts of the United States. This was decided long since in The Ameri- 


ges were elected by the le 
and commissioned by the governor. They — 1 aad be clothed with 
d tution and laws of 


Uni 

that the earliest territorial courts did not decide such questions, 
wee no ae to that effect, as we have — seen, until a compara- 

ively recen 

There is no Supreme Court of the United States, nor is there any district court 
of the United States, in the sense of the Constitution, in the Territory of Utah. 
The judges are not appointed for the same terms, nor is the jurisdiction which they 
exercise part of the judicial power conferred by the Constitution on the General 
Government. The courts are the legislative courts of the Territory, created in 
virtue of the clause which authorizes Congress to make all needful rules and regu- 
lations respecting the Territories belonging to the United States. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Chief-Justice who delivered this opinion 
refers in support of it to the American Insurance Sapang vs. Can- 
ter, A Peters, 546,) and the case of Benner vs. Porter, (9 Howard, 235.) 
In the case in 1 Peters the opinion was delivered by Chief-Justice 
Marshall, and considering who delivered the opinion its language is 


very suggestive: 
Perhaps the power of governing a Terri belonging to the United States, 
which has not by — a State 8 aeiy self-government, may 
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c Fare a sa erea that it is not within the jurisdictio; = 
ticular State and is within the power and urladiction of the United States) Pins 


right to may be the inevitable 8 ht to acquire terri- 
waits toe may be the source whence . 


It will be seen the Chief Justiee does not refer to the property clause 
of the Constitution as the source of this power. 

The Chief-Justice who never faltered before, nor afterward, 
to my knowledge, confronting the question, what clause of the Con- 
stitution ps a power he Alais the existence of, hesitated here, 
and said, if might result from one thing, it might from another, but 
whichever it resulted from or wherever it came from, there was no 
doubt of its existence. If it was not Chief-Justice Marshall who 
delivered this opinion, it would remind one of the motion that was 
made to quash an indictment for thirty-three reasons. The judge 
after hearing a long argument on the 83 decided that there was 
nothing in any one point, but taking them altogether he thought he 
would quash the indictment, and he did. [Laughter.] 

In the next case, in 9 Howard, there is no allusion to the subject 
whatever. Judge Nelson, delivering the opinion of the court, says: 

The distinction between the Federal and State jurisdictions, under the Consti- 
tation of the United States, has no foundation in these territorial governments, 
and consequently no such distinction exists, either in respect to the jurisdiction 
of their courts or the subjects submitted to their cognizance. They 3 

the 


tive governments, and their courts | ve courts, Congress, in the exe 
its powers in organization and government of the Territories, comb: 
powers of both the Federal and State authorities. Benner et al. us. Porter, 9 How- 


ard, page 242. 

But to what clause of the Constitution that power can be traced 
he does not suggest. Again, the Chief-Justice, in 13 Wallace, inad- 
vertently misquotes the Constitution. He says the courts are the 
legislative courts of the Territory created in virtue of the clause 
which authorizes Congress to make all needful rules and lations 
respecting the Territories belonging to the United States. Now the 
Constitution says this, in the last clause of the third section of the 
fourth article : 

The C shall have r to di of and make all needful rules and reg- 
ulsainus reqpecting the torsitory or pede belonging to the United States. 

The word “other” here has no significance whatever unless the 
word “territory” is construed to mean property. That word un- 
doubtedly means there, the public domain, the public lands, or terri- 
tory, in the sense in which word was used before we had any gov- 
ernments called territorial governments and is a totally different thing 
from our present use of the word when we speak of Territories of the 
United States. 

We mean now, by the word Territories, those communities organized 
under acts of Con into social order and held for the present in 
that condition; but the Constitution made no reference to Territories 
as communities at all. The Government at that time had a vast pub- 
lic domain, and it had other property, and this provision is that Con- 
gress may dispose of and e all needful rules and tions re- 
specting the territory or other property belonging to the United 
States. Now, compare this with another provision of the Constitu- 
tion, and see again how carefully words are used in the first article: 

The Con shall have to make rules for 
3 power the government and regulation 

In the one case it is a power to dispose of and make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the territory, meaning the public 
land, or other property, not for the government of the territory or other 
pro but when you come to a body of men and Co- is to be 
clothed with power over them, the provision is, Congress shall have 
power to make rules for the t of the Army and Navy. 

It may be inquired to what clause of the Constitution this power 
is referable and whether I have not succeeded thus far in disproving 
my own premises and that territorial courts are courts existing with- 
out any provision in the Constitution and from mere necessity. I 
know that this subject has been so fully discussed that for an obscure 
individual to advance a new theory about itis like setting up agai 
fate almost, and yet I believe that the clause of the Constitution to 
which the power to govern the Territories is properly traced is the 
power of Congress to admit new States. The Constitution was formed 
when the whole country away from the seaboard was a wilderness ; 
it was territory; it was public land, and without people, citizens 
the United States. Those portions of the country would be filled up 
by gradual emigration ; Ohio for instance; so of Indiana, so of Wis- 
consin, and the other Territories. Emigration tending westward 
would produce the result of a certain number of individuals settling 
within certain lines of territory. If that was to be made a new State, 
and Con had the power to admit it as such under the Constitu- 
tion, something must be done to propers it for that condition. Con- 
gress cannot it Territories; it admits nothing but States, and a 
State cannot be organized without some legal proves from some 
source allowing it to be organized as a State. order to make Wis- 
consin a State for instance, when a certain number of pone came 
to reside in it, citizens of the United States upon the public lands of 
the United States, it was necessary to protect them there as a civil 
society; it was 8 throw over them the shield of the law; 
it was n to administer qustice; it was n to do all the 
things Which we are daily doing in the Territories for the purpose of 
schooling and training and bringing that community to a condition 
entitling it to become a State. 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1361 


Now, Co: is authorized to raise armies. The Military Academy 
at West Point is not much of an army, but it is a school for the Army; 
it takes boys, trains them to become members of the Army and no- 
body doubts that the power to raise armies covers the power to em- 
ploy this establishment as a means to that end. 

So the power to govern the Territories springs from the power to 
admit new States. In a great speech made by General Cass in this 
body after the publication of his celebrated Nicholson letter, —many 
of the premises of that speech I should not agree to and I certainly 
dissent from its conclusions,—he demonstrated, if demonstration can 
be predicated of ay mere legal question, that the power to govern 
the Territories could not be referred to the property clause of the 
Constitution; that it existed, I believe he thought, from necessity ; 
I do not remember as to this, for I have not rad his speech for many 

ears ; but I do remember how logical and how clear and how certain 

e is in his demonstration of the fact, that the power could not be 
traced to that clause of the Constitution. But Í think it inheres in 
the power of Congress to admit new States, and stands as firmly upon 
that basis as any of the incidental powers which we are daily exer- 
cising under other provisions of the Constitution. j 

It is to be borne in mind that the Constitution was made to indi- 
cate the subjects to be committed to this Government. The single 
provision, “ the Congress shall have power” * * * “to establish 
post-offices and post-roads,” is the only authority for our immense 

establishment; but it indicates that the subject was taken 
m the States and given to the Union, and so Congress procee 
under that provision of the Constitution, builds up a civil and crim- 
inal code upon it, assumes the monopoly of transmitting the mails, 
punishes as a crime any man carrying, I believe, more t a mile, 
any sealed kage whatever containing written matter, and has 
done all this under that one clause of five or six words which simply 
indicates that the subject of fices and post-roads and the trans- 
mission of mails was re; ed and treated as a Federal and not a 
State subject. 
So the power to admit new States carries with it the power to pre- 
a community to be aState to be admitted ; and that is the foun- 
tion in the Constitution for establishing territorial governments. 
When we have passed a law establishing a territorial government, and 
creating courts for the administration of justice in the community, 
the mere creature of the statute, the mere child of Congress in every 
respect and particular, and that court goes into operation and hears 
a cause and renders a judgment, does any man suppose that Congress, 
because it created the court, can interfere with or set aside one of its 
judgments? Can it interfere if a man is tried there and sentenced 
to be hanged? If the President does not pardon him, can Congress 
pardon him? Can Congress snatch him from the gallows? Certainly 
not, and why not? Because doing so is not exercising legislative 


power. 

This bill proposes not to peform any act of legislation, not to pro- 
vide how a court-martial shall be held in future for trying offenses, 
nor what shall be the punishment of offenses, nor does it make any 
shy ieee for the future government of the Army whatever. Ithas 

the character of an executive order. It is a decree; it is a fiat of 
the Government as to a past transaction. 

When that court-martial had held its sessions, had concluded upon 
its judgment, had sent its sentence to the President and Abraham 
Lincoln gave his W poe to it, and the court was disbanded, that 
record was closed, that subject was ended, and there never has since 
been any power to reverse it, or to open it for any purpose whatever, 
and there never will be, and it never can be reheard this side the 
bar of God. Congress cannot do it because the court which did it was 
created by an act of Congress, any more than it canin the case of the 
District of Columbia or of the Territories. 
rota let me come to courts-martial. The Constitution provides 

at: 

No State without the consent of the Con, eet Ot le or 
ships of ein time of peace. 56% W 

I do not know that even consent could make it law. But: 


The Congress shall have power * * * 

To declare War, peer letters of marque and reprisal, and make rules concern- 
oe A asses on and water ; 

o raise and support armies, but no appropriation, &c. ; 

To provide and maintain a navy; 

To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval forces. 

That is the power of Congress. Now, what does it mean? Does 
it mean that Congress shall govern the Army? Not at all, any more 
than it means that Congress shall exercise judicial power in the seat 
of Government or in the Territories or anywhere e Congress in 
no place, under no pretense, under no circumstances, can exercise any 
but legislative power. Legislative porer is prescribing what shall be 
done in the future. The Army is to be governed not by Congress; it is 
tobe governed by rules prescribed by Congress for its government. But 
when those rules are prescribed and when a court-martial has been 
provided for, the mere trial of a particular cause is as much without 
the reach and beyond the power of Congress as the trial of a partic- 
ular cause in the courts of this District or in the Territories, and for 
precisely the same reasons. 

Con has made rules for the government of the Army. It has 
pointed out in great detail what l be military offenses. It has 


provided how courts-martial shall be constituted to try them, 
X——86 


what sentence may be pronounced, and how it is to be executed. 
The whole subject has been regulated by Congress. This is done in 
exact conformity with the state of things existing in England before 
our Constitution was adopted. The English amy was a thing as to 
which our people were well informed. ‘They had seen it, they had 
felt it, they had handled it, they had beaten it, they knew what it 
was made of, they knew how it was governed; and when it was pro- 
vided that rg NE should make rules for the government of our 
Army of course the great model of the British army was in view, just 
as the powers of Parliament were in view in constructing the legisla- 
tive articles of the Constitution. The British government was the 
model to which our fathers referred under all circumstances. All 
the provisions of our Constitution are either taken from the great 
Charter and the Bill of Rights of England or su ted by a defect of 
those instruments, end every provision, except it be local as to pub- 
lic lands, &c., may be to something in the history of England. 
All the amendments, from the first to the eleventh, inclusive, are 
merely the Bill of Rights or suggested by the inconveniences that 
had Pprong up in England owing to the 3 of the great 
charters of English liberty or to the crimes that were committed in 
the name of government before they were adopted. 

So the Constitution as much provides as though it said it in words, 
“ Congress shall, in providing for the government of the Army, have 

wer to authorize courts-martial.” It does not say in regard to the 

istrict of Columbia, that you shall have the power to organize a 
court. You have simply the power of legislation; but we know that 
in thenature of things courtsmay becreated by le tion, and always 
have been. The Supreme Court of the United States is the only ju- 
dicial tribunal in the United States named in the Constitution. Ev- 
ery other is a statutory court. The circuit courts, the district courts, 
the courts in the Territories and the District of Columbia, are all 


sanot 
Pag MUNDS. The Supreme Court is in respect of its numbers, 


Mr. CARPENTER. In respect of its numbers and of its organiza- 
tion. It is provided that there shall be one Supreme Court. How 
many judges it shall have ; what shall be its rules of proceeding, and 
all that are left to the discretion of Co: , and are covered by the 
last clause of the legislative article, which provides that Congress 
shall have power to make all needful and proper laws to carry the 
provisions of the Constitution into effect. 

Therefore, this court-martial which sat for the trial of Porter was 
as much a court of the Constitution as this Supreme Court that sits 
in the middle of the Capitol here, as much as the circuit courts that 
administer judgment in civil and criminal causes in all the circuit 
courts of the United States. It represented the majesty of the Union. 
It spoke words of authority. It dealt with a class of persons com- 
mitted by the Constitution itself to such jurisdiction, taken out of 
the category of civil citizens, taken away from the protection of in- 
dictment by grand, and trial by petit jury, from the fact that they 
were in the naval or military service of the United States at the time. 
This court was acting upon a person so cireumstanced, acting upon 
a person in the mili service, amenable to mili law, amenable 
to the jurisdiction of that court, and they represented the majesty of 
the United States when they heard that case; and when after delib- 
eration they pronounced Fitz-John Porter guilty and fixed upon him 
the sentence they did that was judicial power too, as much judicial 

wer, that is as judicial in its nature, as the power exercised by the 

upreme Court—a judicial power under the Constitution, because the 
Constitution authorized the creation of courts-martial when it author- 
ized Congress to legislate for the government of the Army. 

That was a tribunal entitled to respect, saying 3 to 
Fitz-John Porter, “come to us and be tried.“ What d these three 
individuals who pretend to have reviewed this finding, do? They 
could not call Fitz-John Porter to their seat. They could not call a 
witness, They could not administer an oath to a witness after he was 
called and had appeared. They could do nothing in any official capac- 
ity whatever. They were mere private citizens, with no more power 
than any other three private citizens who might meet either volunta- 
rily or at my request, or at the request of the President, or at the 
request of Fitz-John Porter himself and review that case and say 
what they thought about it. 

Why is it that the finding of this court-martial is conclusive in this 
case? Why isit that the finding of the Supreme Court of the United 
States is conclusive in any case? Ido not know any statute that 
declares it shall be; I do not think there is. It isin the nature of 
things. It is a general principle in all jurisprudence that where any 
court, civil or criminal, a military or a naval court, has jurisdiction 
over a particular subject and a particular man, and its jurisdiction is 
exclusive, its judgments are conclusive. When the Supreme Court of 
the United States decides a case, there is no appeal ; that decision is 
a finality. Douglas once said of the judicial system in Illinois—I 
am reminded of it by seeing one of the most conspicuous judges of 
that State in my eye—that they had the bestsystem in that State the 
world ever saw with one exception, that there ought to be an appeal 
from the supreme court to a justice of the e. But as no appeal is 
allowed from the Supreme Court of the United States it follows that 
their judgments are conclusive. So of this court-martial. No ap- 
peal being provided from their findings, they having jurisdiction of 
the subject-matter and of the person to be tried, and there being no 
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appellate jurisdiction, it results necessarily that their judgment is 


I have already referred to it, but at the su 


tion of my friend 
from New York [Mr. CoxxraNd] Iwill read the 


th article of amend- 


ment, MONE fazed completely courts-martial are recognized without 
being named in the Constitution. Article 5 of the amendments is as 
follows: 


No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, 
unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in 
the land or naval forces, or in the militia, V 
public danger, &. 

The other provision is that Congress shall have power 

To make rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval forces. 


Now take the two together. The authority of the court-martial, 
that is the power to create one and its power to proceed after it is 
created, is as clearly recognized by the Constitution as though it had 
spread out in precise words what rules and regulations might be pro- 
vided by Congress, and that courts-martial should try military of- 
fenses. 

How was the British army 3 for I do not know how many 
years before our Revolution? By courts-martial. Offenders were 
tried and punished, were shot and whipped, by sentence of courts-mar- 
tial. That was in the eye of the framers of the Constitution. The 
history of England in that respect was familiar to them; and when 
they provided affirmatively, that Congress should have power to make 
rules for the government of the Army and fixed no limitation upon 
that power, and when they said, referring to civil citizens, in the 
amendment, that no man shall be tried except on presentment of a 
grand jury except in a case arising in the land or naval service, the 
two provisions n ther as clearly recognize and as clearly 
authorize the establishment of courts-martial as the Constitution 
authorizes the establishment of any of the circuit courts of the Union. 
They are courts of special jurisdiction; but acting within their juris- 
diction their judgment is as conclusive as the judgment of any other 
court. 

Go to England; look at her ecclesiastical courts. In a case com- 
mitted to them and over which they have exclusive jurisdiction their 
decision is as binding as the decision of the Lord Chancellor on the 
king’s bench, and for that universal reason which pervades all juris- 
prudence and all courts, that where there is no appeal provided from 
a tribunal authorized to hear a cause its finding must be conclusive ; 
and so the courts of England hold the decisions of the ecclesiastical 
courts, 

The Senator from IIlinois read upon this subject from the case of 
ex parte Reed, recently decided by the Supreme Court, and not yet 
reported. It is so important, it is so clear on this subject, that I beg 
to read it again. Speaking of a court-martial the court say: 

The court had jurisdiction over the person and the case. 

I have never heard it uted by any man or from any source that 
the court-martial that Porter had jurisdiction of the case and 
the person. He certainly appeared there, and made his defense. That 
gave them jurisdiction over him. The law gave them jurisdiction 
over the subject-matter. Now the court say: 

FFF person and the case. It is the 5 pro- 
vided bs tot and clothed with the duty of administering justice in class of 
cases, ving had such jurisdiction, its proceedings cannot be — im- 

for any mere error or there were such, committed within 


ness to ino tg ap of other legal tribunals, including as well the lowest as the 
highest, under like circumstances. The exercise of discretion within authorized 
limits cannot be assigned for error and made the subject of review by an appellate 


court. 

We do not overlook the point that there must be jurisdiction to give the judg- 
ment rend as well as to hear and determine the cause. If a magistrate, hay- 
ing authority to fine for assault and battery, should sentence the offender to beim- 
prisoned in the penitentiary or to suffer the punishment prescribed for homicide, 

s judgment would be as much a nullity as if the preliminary jurisdiction to hear 
and determine had not existed. 

This court-martial was convened according to law. It was com- 
posed of p: rand of eminent persons. It proceeded according to 
the forms of law. It heard this case, having this person at its bar as 
a defendant. . passed under the review of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and met his approval, and Porter was dis- 
missed from the Army seventeen years ago. From that hour to this 
he has been as much a private citizen as you, sir, or myself, and the 
decision of that court, upon the general principles which I have men- 
tioned, and upon the authority of this decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, is as conclusive and as far beyond the reach of 
Congress as any judicial judgment ever pronounced in the United 
States by any court, civil or military. The only relief that can be 
afforded to Porter is by an exercise of the pardoning power. The 
President can grant him a pardon to-day, if he sees fit. Such pardon 
would wipe away the ineligibility clause of the sentence; after which 
the President could nominate and by and with the advice of the Sen- 
ato sppoio him to any vacant office under the Government, civil or 


tary. 

I am told, I do not know what the fact is, that General Porter has 
never applied for a pardon. I submit to you, Mr. President, and to 
the Senators, that under the cireumstances of this case General Por- 
ter is not at liberty to set his frown upon the only power in the Con- 
stitution that can relieve him and invoke us to exercise a power the 


Constitution denies to us. He has been sentenced; he has been dis- 
missed; he is a private citizen; he may like it or dislike it; he may 
think it right or wrong, but after that judgment was pronounced 
and approved, and the record sealed up forever, the only power in this 
Government, to relieve him, is the 8 power of the President. 
Is it any humiliation in him to apply to that legitimate power, which 
may still reach his case, which is ample, which is copious, which flows 
like streams from rising springs? That may meet his case and violate 
no provision of the Constitution. We cannot touch his case for one 
purpose or another without violating the Constitution, violating our 
oaths to support it. 

Mr. President, there are certain provisions of the Constitution still 
observed. Every Senator who comes into this place has to appear at 
the desk and swear to support the Constitution of the United States, 
What does that mean? It does not mean that he is to shoulder a 
musket and go and fight for the Union. He comes here as a Senator; 
he swears that in his capacity as a Senator he will support the Con- 

stitution. When a bill is presented here and I am asked to vote for 

it and I believe it to be unconstitutional and vote for it, do I support 
the Constitution? Do I obey that oath? In the great controversies 
which took place in the Senate somefifty years ago, upon nullification 
and kindred subjects, Mr. Webster was supporting the Constitution 
as much as General Sherman was when he was marching to the sea. 
Each was performing the task assigned him by the Constitution in 
the way appropriate to his placo, 

Webster by his invincible arguments establishing the nationality 
of our Government, its supremacy within the sphere fixed by the Con- 
stitution, disproving the power of the States to nullify the constitu- 
tional acts of Congress, vindicating the power of the Supreme Court 
to declare what acts of Congress were constitutional, was as much 
baits Seber the Constitution as any general or any soldier who shed 
his blood for it on the field of battle. And the converse is a painful 
fact. If we sit here and vote for a bill we believe to be unconstitu- 
tional we not only violate the Constitution but we violate our oath 
to support the Constitution. To support means to hold up, to vindi- 
cate, to give aid to, not to trample under foot because some friend or 
some political favorite, or some great man in the land wants us to do 
something which we have no authority to do. 

As I have said, the only power that can reach General Porter's case 
is the power of pardon. Everybody concedes that Congress cannot 
exercise the power to on. 

The Senator from Illinois read a case here yesterday, I think from 
Alabama, where the Legislature, wishing to relieve a man from a 

judgment passed against him for violating the law in a criminal case, 
1 him so much money as would pay the fine. The courts 
held that relieving him from that was the exercise of the pardoning 
power, and 5 the Legislature might appropriate money almost 
as it pleased yet if a particular bill showed on its face that it was 
intended to be a pardon, that it was intended to relieve the man from 
the consequences of that judgment, then it was substantially an exer- 
cise of the pardoning power, and was unconstitutional and void. 

What are we called upon by this billtodo? If General Porter had 
never been court-martialed no appeal would have been made to us; 
if he had not been convicted, no appeal would have been made to 
us. He was tried, he was convicted, he was sentenced, he was driven 
from the Army in disgrace. He ap to us by this bill to do what? 
To restore him to his place, to put him where he would be in the lan- 

of the original bill if there had never been a court-martial. 
ow, I appeal to all the lawyers of this body to know if that be not 
an exercise of the pardoning power. What more could the President 
do? The President could say, “I pardon Fitz-John Porter for the 
offense for which he was convicted by this court on such a day.” Is 
not that precisely what you are asked to do in a different phraseol- 
ogy? Are you not called upon here in passing this bill to relieve him 
from the consequences of that judgment? you not called upon 
to change the phrase without changing the statement to pardon 
5 er Does any man claim that pardon can be granted 
y Congress 

One word now upon another subject, and that is the punishment 
inflicted by this court. In examining this question I have fallen 
upon an opinion delivered by Mr. Evarts dated November 24, 1868, 
in a case where a man had been tried by court-martial under a stat- 
ute which authorized the court to puni 


the punishment of disqualification from making contracts with the 
Navy was not allowable. The man had been a contractor and had 
been guilty of fraud in his contracts and the acts of Congress pro- 
vided that any man who made a contract should be ed as pro 
tanto in the mili service of the Government and should be amen- 
able to the military law, and if a court-martial should convict him 
of this offense he might be punished by fine or imprisonment or other 
punishment in the discretion of the court. Mr. Evarts held that the 
other punishment in the discretion of the court would not include 
disability which was not named in the statute. 

There are some general expressions in the opinion which would 


seem to apply to all cases; but it is as true of an opinion of an attor- 
ney-general as it is of an opinion of a court that to be dealt with 
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fairly it must be construed in reference to the case in which it was 
ronounced ; and I would say that in a case where the statute author- 
ea only fine and imprisonment or such other punishment as the court 
might adjudge, the words “such other punishment ” meant such other 
lesser punishment as the court may inflict; if certainly would not 
authorize a man to be shot. But in this case the article of war un- 
der which Fitz-John Porter was tried is the ninth article and it pro- 

vides that: 
Any officer or soldier who * * * shall disobey any lawful command of his 
according to 


superior officer, shall suffer death, or such other punishment as shall, g 
the nature of his offense, be inflicted upon him by the sentence of a court-martial. 


It is a maxim of the law that what may not be done by a court or 
by a legislature directly cannot be done indirectly ; but I have never 
heard the converse of this maxim asserted. I have never heard it 
said that what a court or power could do indirectly, it could not do 
directly. If that court thought it essential to exclude Fitz-John Por- 
ter from all offices of honor, profit, and trust, they had it in their 
power to effect that purpose. e act passed by Congress authorized 
that court on convicting the defendant to sentence him to be 2 
or shot. That would have disqualified him from holding any office 
of trust, bonor, or profit under the United States, with a vengeance. 
Now can it be maintained that where a court may take a man’s life 
as a punishment, they cannot exclude him from office and save his 
life? In other words, does not the ter include the less in this as 
in all other instances? It is perfectly clear that the court under that 
article of war had jurisdiction to sentence him todeath. That there 
is no doubt about; and having that, they had a right to inflict any 
lesser punishment. 

Then the only restriction upon them was the clause of the Consti- 
tution that cruel and unusual punishments should not be inflicted. 
This certainly was not a cruel or unusual poot Disqualiflea- 
tion to hold office, as a penalty for crime following conviction, exists 
by the laws of almost all the States, and our Revised Statutes are 
full of provisions which prescribe that when a man is convicted of 
certain offenses, a part of his sentence shall be that heis disqualified 
to hold any office of honor, or trust, or profit. 5 

Now, Mr. President, I shall leave this case. I had intended to re- 
view the testimony on the 83 Was Porter guilty? There are 
two reasons why I do not. In the first place I think it wholly unnec- 
essary, because if we have no constitutional power to pardon, or what 
is the same thing relieve him from any part of barn eerie it is 
immaterial whether he was guilty or was not guilty. the next 

lace, that part of the task has been performed by the Senator from 
Hider so much better than I could do it, that I will not take the 
risk of weakening the impression he made by going over the same 


und. 
ai President, I have no feeling against Fitz-John Porter of an 
kind. I was with him a year at the Academy at West Point. Ih 
always esteemed him until this affair occurred. all his former 
history in the Army, no man ever questioned his co no man 
ever questioned his devotion to the flag. He stood high; he performed 
his duty well, and was entitled to praise and credit, and had it too 
from all sources; he was brevetted for gallant conduct, but as the 
Senator trom Illinois well said yesterday, those things become aggra- 
vations of his offense under the circumstances of this case. 

The testimony here, which I have examined peny Ty, convinces 
me, not that Porter was disloyal to the Union, not that Porter meant 
that the South should succeed in breaking up the Government, but 
he was devoted to McClellan; McClellan was the idol of his heart 
and the star of his hope. He wanted to see McClellan succeed first. 
He wanted to see our cause prosper, but he wanted McClellan to lead 
us to victory. He was the man to whom he was attached, the man 
on whom all the affections of his heart seemed to be centered; and it 
was bitter as death to him when McClellan was supplanted in com- 
mand and sueceeded by a man for whom he seems to have had great 
contempt. That was the fault and caused the fall of Fitz-John Por- 
ter, who, like Lucifer, fell, never to rise again. 

Why, look at the offense of which he has been convicted—and I 
think the testimony sustains the finding of the court. There a bat- 
tle was raging, upon which the fate of this nation might be depend- 
ing. Orders were issued to him again and again, which he disre- 

ed; which he flatly disobeyed, and when finally, in obedience to 

e positive order to come and report on the battle-field to Pope in 
person, he did come up; he came up, as it is said, without one of his 

rigades, and so tardily as to show that he had no wish for Pope’s 
success, and no desire to obey the order. Why, Mr. President, life 
depended on his obedience—the life of an army, perhaps the life of 
a nation. If General Porter should go down the Avenue to-day and 
kill a man he would be indicted, tried, sentenced, and hanged—life 
for life. Upon this admeasurement of justice what shall be done with 
aman who by his criminal conduct sacrificed the lives of twenty 
thousand soldiers? The battles rendered nece: in consequence 
of his neglect of duty, but for which we would have had a victory on 
the first day, as the Senator from Illinois stated yesterday, resulted 
in the loss of about twenty thousand men. Upon this principle of 
admeasurement, if Fitz-John Porter had twenty thousand lives, they 
were all forfeited to the State. 

The people of my own State I know felt it keenly. The loss fell 
3 mus. What was called the “Iron Brigade” in the Army 
of the Potomac was made up of three Wisconsin regiments and one 


from Indiana, I think the Nineteenth Indiana, as brave a body of 
men as ever trod a battle-field; a body of men who, for heroism, for 
endurance in the privations of war, and for soldierly bearing and con- 
duct everywhere, would not suffer by comparison with the Old Guard 
of Napoleon. In one of the battles of that campaign, this brigade 
lost in killed and wounded, one-third of its numbers. This was be- 
fore Porter’s disobedience of orders, but as the campaign was turned 
from a success to a defeat by Porter's disobedience, all their lives 
were sacrificed in vain, which otherwise would have been a part 
of the price paid for the success of the campaign. Every train of 
cars that penetrated the interior States for months afterward came 
freighted with the sacred remains of our slaughtered soldiers. These 
were piled up at railway stations like merchandise. They sleep now 
in the graves that dot every high hill and owe green valley in Wis- 
consin. Our people will not soon forget Fitz-John Porter. They 
will never forgive him. They would not soon forget me and never 
forgive me if I should stand here as their representative and vote 
to put Porter back where he would have been if he had not/committed 
this unspeakable crime, and pay him all that he would have had if 
he had remained in the service and served his country faithfully. 

Queer thi are being done these days. This thing may be done 
by the Senate. It will not be done by my vote. Were I to vote for 
this bill I should fancy that the tears of widows and orphans were 
moistening the dust at my feet; I should imagine that the disem- 
bodied spirits, the frowning shades of twenty thousand soldiers, 
slaughtered in vain, were mustering in this Chamber to scourge me 
from my seat. Nevertheless, Mr. President, God’s will be done. It 
may be that even this last travesty upon justice is n . The 
tell us that whom the gods mean to destroy they first make mad. It 
may be, although it seems impossidle, that the democrats are not 
mad enough yet to insure their total destraction. This last act may 
be needed to convince the American people that, to insure a p 
discrimination between virtue and vice, to fix the proper ban on 
loyalty and hold rebellion in check, we need in the White House 
once more the steady hand, the cool head, and the patriotic heart of 
U. S. Grant. 8 in the galleries. ] 

Mr. BAYARD. President. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Delaware does not wish 
to proceed now, I suppose. If the Senator will yield, I move that 


the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. G. I think there is some executive business we might 
transact, and I that we have an executive session. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the post-route bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr GARLAND. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour t in exect- 
tive session fhe doors were reopened, and (at three o’clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 8, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
prov 
DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, in reply to a resolution of 
the relative to an additional water supply on Capitol Hill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, in reply to a resolution of the Senate relative 
to the waste of water in the District; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


PEABODY EDUCATION FUND. e 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the following memorial; which 
was read: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


tation ef the United States. 
That the subject of inya) such aid was referred for consideration, in October 
last, to a special committee of their board, consi of Alexander H. H. 
of Vi Morrison R. Waite, of Ohio, and William M. Evarts, of New bet nie 
and that the report of this committee, after a n, has now 
the unanimous assent of the and of their ee oe 
The trustees ask leave to submit this report to consideration of Congress, 


. "a 
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with an expression of their earnest hope thatit may receive an early and favorable 


attention, and that seasonable provision may be made for meeting an exigency 
which concerns the best interests of the whole Union. 
ROBERT C. WINTHROP, 


irma 
GEORGE PEABODY RUSSELL, 
Secretary. 


WASHINGTON, February 20, 1880. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication, with the accompa- 
nying report, will be printed and laid upon the table, the subject- 
matter having been reported on to the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of John L. Spring and others, 
citizens of Lebanon, New Hampshire, praying for the removal of the 
United States circuit and district courts from Exeter to Concord, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Henry M. Baker and others, of 
the District of Columbia, in favor of the selection of square 686, in 
the city of Washington, for the site of the proposed national Library 
building; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented the petition of T. C. Basshor & Co., of Baltimore, 
Maryland, praying for an appropriation to pay them for certain ship- 
knees furnished by order of the head of the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair, Navy Department ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Iowa, in regard to meandered lakes in that State. 
I ask that it be read and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Public ds, as follows : 

Joint resolution in regard to meandered lakes in the State of Iowa. 
the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators in 
Congress be instructed and our resentatives requested to use their best en- 
deavors to secure the sagt e by the United States to the State of Iowa of 


the title to all meandered lakes within the limits of the State; the State to take 
care that such lakes be preserved and in no event to Eoy with the title thereto. 
LORE ALFORD, 


Caper of the House. 
FRANK T. CAMPBELL, 
President of the Senate. 


JOHN H. GEAR. 


Strate or Iowa. 
Lhereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the original joint resolution. 
Witness my hand and the great ‘eal of the State this 4th day 2 March, A. D. 
1880. 
[SEAL] 


Approved February 27, 1880. 


J. A. T. HULL, 
Secretary of State of Iowa. 


: ge iow of ainol, eee the petition of 21 wines now 
ocated at or near Osage on, Kansas, praying for the passage o 
what is called the Weaver bill; which was 3 to the ee e 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of supervisors of Lee 
County, Illinois, praying Congress to include Lake Horicon and Rock 
River in a system of public works which has for its object to provide 
sufficient water for the Upper Mississippi during the season of low 
water; which was ref to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of 30 citizens of IIliopolis, Ilinois 
remonstrating against any further legislation in the form of postal 
laws, or otherwise, which shall have the effect to abridge the freedom 
of the press and of speech and the inviolability of the mails; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
islature of New Jersey, regarding the heroic conduct of the officers 
and men of life-saving station or district No. 4, urging a more suit- 
able compensation for their services, &c. I wish to have the resolu- 
tion read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be reported. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 


gal ins and crews of the life-savin, 
stations in district No. 4, State of New Jersey, b¥ their courage and discretion, a 
the great peril of their own lives, rescued and delivered from imminent death al- 
most the entire number of persons soémperiled: Therefore, 

1. Ba it resolved by the senate (the house of assembly concurring) of the State 
New Jersey, That the of this State hereby expresses its sincere - 
tude for, and earnest admiration of, the heroic conduct evinced during the said 
mie and storm by the captains and crews of the life-saving stations in the district 

No. 4 


2. And be it 88 That the life-saving service, under its efficient management, 
has been so successful in its humane endeavors to resone shipwrecked gers 
and sailors, that we respectfully recommend the Congress of the United States to 
not only increase the facilities of the service, but also to provide an adequate com- 
pensation, if the same is not now sufficient, for the services of the men whose he- 
roism ih this humane work excites and oo! the admiration of the world. 

3. And be it resolved, That his excellency, the governor of the State of New Jer- 
sey, be requested to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives of this State in Congress, now in session. 


Mr. JONAS presented“a concurrent resolution of the 5 of 
the State of Lonisiana,in favor of an appropriation for the purpose 
of dredging and removing obstructions to 220 ae from the mouth 
of the Calcasieu River, Where it empties into the Gulf of Mexico, in 
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the parish of Cameron, to Phillips’s Bluff, on the Calcasieu River, in 
Caleasieu Parish, Loui and the mouth of the Mermenteau River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of merchants, manufacturers, 
and consumers, of Massachusetts, Ohio, Georgia, New Jersey, New 
York, and Rhode Island, interested in and using chrome iron ore and 
bichromate of potash, praying for the removal of the prohibitory 
duties now levied upon these articles; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of the Woman's Temperance 
Union of Washington, District of Columbia, praying that in order to 
promote peace and good order and protect the right of property in 
this District the attention of Congress be called to the propriety of 
abolishing or limiting the use of intoxicating liquors rather than 
increasing the police force. I move its reference to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the pranon of Edmund Gurnsey, a citi- 
zen of Kansas, praying for relief in regard to his homestead entry at 


5 I move its reference to the Committee on Public 
ani 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of C. T. Ewing, editor of the 


Thayer Head-Light, praying for the reduction of tha Anty on print- 
ing-paper, and for the placing of certain chemicals and other mate- 
rials on the free list; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. KIRK WOOD presented additional papers in regard to the claim 
of the heirs of John Clark, ey register of the land office at 
Iowa City, Iowa, praying additional compensation for extra labor 
performed and expenses incurred in the execution of the duties of 
that office; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented additional papas in regard to the claim of Jobn 
M. Stockdale, ex-register of the United States land office at Fort 
Dodge, Iowa, praying additional compensation for extra labor - 
formed and expenses incurred in the execution of the duties of fiat 
office; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING er the petition of Benjamin F. Ray, Com- 
stock Brothers, and other druggists of the city of Utica, New York, 
praying for the repeal of the law taxing medicinal preparations, per- 

ery, and cosmetics; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

He also presented the petition of Morris A. Myers & Co., and others, 
shoe manufacturers of the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the extension of the McKay Sewing-Machine Association patents; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents, 

Mr. HAMPTON presented the petition of J. W. Stribling, A. S. Todd, 
and 29 others, citizens of the county of Oconee and adjoining coun- 
ties, South Carolina, touching the erection of a public building in the 
city of Greenville South Carolina; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1394) to increase the police force 
of the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the manent was referred, 
reported a joint resolution (S. R. No. 90) directing the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States to take steps for the condemnation of cer- 
tain lands, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Committee on the Judiciary havehad 
under 5 the Fe a J sha D. pee Public Puen 

raying for passage of an act direc © proper accountin 
eater of the Treasury to credit him with 89.813 the amount of 8 
belonging to the United States and stolen from him, ig ere wit! 
the b . No. 1090) to . 7 — * Defrees, ronio $ ter, and 
accompanyi an eave to report that the memo- 
rial oa bil should have been referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as where the accounts of a public officer with the Treasury are not 
closed that is the proper committee. There is no legal question in- 
volved in the case as a reason why the Judi Committee should 
considerit. They therefore request that they be discharged, and that 
the memorial, bill, and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


The report was agreed to. 

Me, GARLAND, Fhe Committes on the Sudisiacy have had under 
consideration a resolution instructing them to inquire whether any, 
and if so What, legislation is necessary to enable the real-estate own- 
ers in the District of Columbia to obtain decrees to quiet titles, &c., 
and have instructed me to report that they know of no further legis- 
lation that is necessary. They therefore ask to be discharged from 
the further consideration of the resolution. 

The Bg was agreed to. 

Mr. G. AND. The Committee on the Judiciary have had under 
consideration a bill (S. No. 961) for the relief of Henry Head, of Quincy, 
Illinois. It is simply a claim for payment upon a contract by him 
with the Ce ee no particular question of law. The 
Committee on the Judiciary have nothing to do with the case, and 
they have therefore instructed me to report the bill back and ask 
that it be referred to the Cammittee on Claims, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. That change of reference will be made. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was re- 
ferred a letter of the Secretary of War in relation to binding for the 
libraries of the bureaus of the War De ent, and similar letters 
from the Secre of the Interior and the Secretary of the Navy in 
relation to their ents, have instructed me to report a bill. 

The bill (S. No. 1435) to amend an act entitled“ An act making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
po 1 June 30, 1879,” approved June 20, 1878, was read twice 

y its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1079) regulating the times and places for 
holding the district courts of the United States for the district of 
Maine, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1408) to further amend the act entitled 
“ An act to reorganize the courts of the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1863, and to repeal section 861 of 
chapter 24 of the Revised Statutes of the District of Columbia and 
re-enact the same as amended, reported it with amendments. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CALL. On Saturday I asked the reference of the bill (S. No. 
1434) for the relief of the estate of William D. Moseley, which I pre- 
sented by request, to the Committee on Claims. I ask that the Com- 
mittee on Claims be discharged from the further consideration of the 
aa and that the reference be changed to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
request is granted. 
TOLLEY AND EATON. 


Mr. HARRIS. A bill (S. No. 170) for the relief of Tolley and Eaton 
was introduced by myself and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
from which it was favorably reported by the Senator from Alabama, 
[Mr. Pryor.] The matter having been adjusted by the Department, 
I now move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1436) to restore to the pension-roll the name 
of John E. Babbitt; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1437) for the relief of the mission of Saint 
James, in Washington Territory ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BECK asked, 8 unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1438) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, of Ken- 
tucky ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. N 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1439) to confirm the Stratton survey of the 

ueblo of San Francisco; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

erred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and BY unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1440) for the relief of M. D. 
Titsworth, postmaster at Adams Centre, New York; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 
That the tion and of al W. Riddle be withdrawn 
the Ales of the Seasoned referred To the Com ttee on Military Affairs. ee 
COST OF THE CIVIL WAR. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD submitted the following resolution ; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the be directed to communicate to the 
Senate the amount of money expended by the United States for all purposes neces- 
sarily growing out of the war of the rebellion, and ing separately the amount 
paid on the principal of the public debt thereby incurred, the amount of interest 
paid on such debt for each year; the amount paid each year for pensions, including 
arrears of sion, and the amount paid to soldiers and sailors of that war, under 
laws since its close. And that such information be brought down, when 
convenient, to the Ist day of January, 1880. 

SEIZURE OF VESSELS FOR SMUGGLING. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business beingthrough the 
Calendar of General Orders will now be called, commencing at the 
point reached on Saturday last. 

The bill (S. No. 939) to amend the law relative to the seizure and for- 
feiture of vessels for breach of the revenue laws, was announced as first 
in order and the bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides that no vessel used by any person or corporation, as common 
carriers, in the transaction of their business as such common carriers, 
shall be subject to seizure or forfeiture by force of the provisions of 
title 34 of the Revised Statutes of the United States unless it shall ap- 
pa that the owner or master of such vessel, at the time of the alleged 
illegal act, was a consenting party or privy thereto. 

. COCKRELL. Is there a written report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no report accompanying the bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to have an explanation of the bill. 
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Mr. KERNAN. I would state that the bill simply declares that a 


persons and freight shall not be 
We tt. illegal act, unless it shall appear that the owner or 
master at the time of the alleged illegal act was a consenting party 
or j gud thereto. 
very large number of petitions have been presented for the pas- 
sage of such a bill, which the Committee on Finance have carefully 
examined. They believe it is right and fair that a vessel should not 
be forfeited where a nger, or even a sailor, smuggles in goods or 
anything else where neither the owner nor master nor any of the offi- 
cers had any knowledge of the matter at all. The goods are forfeited 
and the person so smuggling is liable to the penalty of the law, of 
reba The Committee on Finance was unanimous in recommending 
© bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Willthe Senator be kind enough to read the section 
to which the bill refers, i£ he has it before him 

Mr, KERNAN. It takes this out of a very large number of sections 
where either the owner or master knew or consented in any way to 
the illegal act. It is taken out of various sections under title 34. 

Mr. IN. Let me inquire of the Senator from New York if it 
will not result in this, that if you exonerate the vessel from all pen- 
alties in case of a violation of the law the owners will put their ves- 
sels into the hands of those persons who will violate the law and thus 
escape 5 7 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me to say that wherever the master, the per- 
son controlling at the time, consents to or knows of any act of this 
kind, the vessel remains liable to forfeiture just as it is now. But it 
is stated in these petitions that oftentimes a passenger brings in goods, 
or some steward or sailor does it, and the vessel becomes liable to for- 
feiture. This, it is said, subjects the owners to great hardships, and 
often to exactions which, when they afterward apply to have remit- 
ted, are remitted. The bill was sent to the Treasury Department and 
the sections were looked into. We do not understand that there is any 
danger to the revenue from enacting the proposed law. 

I will say one other thing. This is only making the law as to these 
vessels the same as it is now as to all the railroad cars which come into 
our country from Canada. 

There was an objection first made to relieving them from certain 
sections, but upon examining those sections they were found to be 
cases where the master, the man controlling the vessel at the time as 
master, violated the law, and then he is not ge at all by this bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will say to my friend from Maine that the object 
of this bill is to relieve vessel property from penalties ey. dispro- 
portioned to the offense charged. In the case of a valuable steam- 

ship with her cargo, worth, perhaps, a million dollars, the captain 
HEY the owners may have exerted every precaution that honesty and 
prudence could devise for the purpose of preventing the smallest 
amount of smuggling or the like, and yet under existing laws, with- 
out their fault, withont their connivance, there is the forfeiture of 

roperty to an enormous amount. It is the disproportion of the pen- 
alty to the offense that 2 upon the minds of merchants along 
the coast until they feel that while the penalties never have been 
exacted against them, still the law subjects their vessels to seizure, 
it subjects them to vast expense. When the Department examine 
they refuse to prosecute, but in the mean time the law stands there, 
subjecting an enormous amount of property to forfeiture for the most 
trivial offense. 3 

I will say to the honorable Senator from Maine that wherever the 
offense exists the offender is not in any degree relieved from penalty. 
On the contrary, the punishment as to him continues, and wherever 
smuggling occurs the goods themselves are forfeited and the person 
who smuggled them is subject to punishment. There is no amendment 
of the lawsin that respect. Where the captain or owner is cognizant 
of this attempted fraud, the vessel is still liable to forfeiture ; but the 
object of the bill is to relieve them against, as I said before, the ob- 
vious disproportion of the penalty to the offense, which would subject 
millions of dollars to forfeiture strictly under the law without the 
least fault upon the part of the real owner of the entire steamship or 

0. — 


This measure is therefore a reformation in the existing laws which 
I donot think tends at all to cxonerate dishonest men from the conse- 
uences of their acts, but leaves them liable to punishment just as be- 
ore, except that it does not allow the effect of their evil conduct to 
extend to an enormous amount of property. The matter has been 
ye carefully examined. 
r. HAMLIN. Ifthe Senator will pardon me one moment; I am 
Lot going to object to the bill. I did not understand it as both the 
Senators have explained it. I thought it exculpated the vessel even 
wien the captain was implicated. 

Mr. BAYARD. Oh. no. 

Mr. KERNAN. No; we were very careful on that point. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Still I will say that while I think if a passenger 
smuggles small amounts or if the crew indulge in the luxury of smug- 
fing small amounts, the owners of the vessel ought not to be held 

ble; and if I am right in my recollection the amount now must be 


ual to $300 or the vessel is not forfeited. Ithink that is the law—— 
. KERNAN. Not in all cases. 
Mr. HAMLIN. But still believing the bill to be right, I interpose- 
no objection. If it had exonerated the captain from the list, I cer- 
tainly should have objected. r 


` acres which they may have taken un 
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Mr. KIRKWOOD. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
a question. Does the Treasury Department think that this will not 
tend to increase the danger of smuggling? They ought to have some 
opinion on the subject. I do not know ‘what it is at all. 

Mr. KERNAN. The Treasury Department objected at first because 
they thought the bill left certain things without any adequate 12 
against. I had all the sections they referred to examined, and they 
are all cases where the master does an act and thereby incurs a pen- 
alty, and the vessel is liable for that penalty. This bill leaves the 
law just so. The clerk examined every one of the sections, and I 
looked at them myself, so that we believe it is entirely safe to the 
Government. It enforces the rule that a man ought not to have very 

amounts of property forfeited in a legitimate business where 
neither he nor the man controlling his vessel, the master, is in any 
9 rivy, had any knowledge of, or in any way consented to the 
illegal act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M’GOVERN. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 474) for the relief 
of William McGovern; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments: in line 4, after the word “cause,” to insert “to be issued 
to;” in the same line, after the name ‘‘ McGovern,” to insert“ late;“ 
and in line 5, after the word “ volunteers,” to strike out to be mus- 
tered out and honorably discharged” and to insert “an honorable dis- 
charge ;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
ETA Wow ork VOEO wn TANGANE fleebuarge tras aba DEVISA to dae 
from September 9, 1861. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


EQUALIZATION OF HOMESTEADS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1085) to equalize 
homesteads ; which was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is reported favorably from the 
Committee on Public Lands with amendments. The amendments 
will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The object of the bill is simply to allow persons 
who, because of their poverty, or from one cause or another, have 
not been able hitherto to command sufficient fees to take a homestead 
of fully one hundred and sixty acres, to make up the deficiency if 
they have become able and may desire to do so. at is all there is 
of it. If they desire to abandon altogether the eighty acres or forty 
r existing law, they may do so 
and take up one hundred and sixty acres elsewhere; that is all. It 
is a very simple proposition, and I am sorry to find the Senator from 
Missouri disposed to antagonize it. 

Mr. COC. LL. Suppose a settler had already taken eighty 
acres or one hundred and twenty acres, would he be entitled to 9 5 
another eighty acres or another forty acres in some other locality ? 

Mr. P. ca om 2 1 = 7 it ep tery not con- 
tiguous to his original en © must plant forest or fruit trees, or do 
—. work upon ft to show good faith. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Can he go elsewhere and take it ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. He may go elsewhere and take it, but the culti- 
vation of trees is a requirement in that event. And this will be a 
good and sufficient consideration for the right proposed to be extended 
to him by this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I doubt the propriety of the measure. I think 
it is an extension of right beyond anything that has ever been given 
yet, to locate eighty acres here, another eighty acres there, at different 


3 Mr. PADDOCK. At the last session of Congress we passed a bill 
authorizing settlers within the grants of railroads to take an addi- 
tional eighty acres, but that was not a measure of relief to anybody, 
because it was not 5 paDie to get contiguous lands within rail- 
road limits. Now, Mr. President, it often has happened that, when 
popia have gone from Eastern States upon homestead lands in the 
i t Western States and Territoriés, after they have arrived 
and made their locations they have found themselves with hardly 
sufficient money to pay the fees on the entry of eighty acres; and it 
certainly is right, after they have used their best efforts to settle 
eighty acres and may have been able to earn therefrom a suficient 
sum to pay the additional fee for an additional eighty acres, and to 
undertake the planting and cultivation of trees as the bill requires, 
to let them have this right. There certainly can be no wrong done 
by, nor is there any impropriety in, the measure. It is right, proper, 
and just. It is a matter that is manifestly equitable, and one of 
t interest in the settlement of the western country. Of course, 
mirement to cultivate trees is a requirement useful not only 

to the West, but to all parts of the country. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Missouri to object? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Missouri will see that only in 
the event that the settler cannot procure land contiguous, may he go 
elsewhere. If he cannot procure land contiguons to his original entry 
then he may go elsewhere, but if he does go elsewhere he must plant 
and cultivate forest or fruit trees for three a in accordance with 
the directions of the Land Office as to proofs of an honest and faith- 
ful performance of the duty thus imposed. 

. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska if the bill 
does not repeal the provision of Jaw by which the alternate sections 
of railroad lands are selected, which provides that there shall be taken 
but eighty acres instead of one hundred and sixty? Will this bill 
not repeal that clause and allow the settler who has taken bis eighty 
acres contiguous to a railroad to take eighty acres more elsewhere? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not at all. I will state for the information of 
the Senator from Vermont that we have already practically repealed 
the provision limiting entries within the limits of railroad grants. 
We have provided in an act that we ae at the last Congress that 
a person who had located within the limits of a railroad grant should 
have the privilege of making an additional entry of eighty acres of 
contiguous land. Therefore that act is virtually done away with so 
far as the limitation to eighty-acre locations is concerned within the 
limits of railroad land grants. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire time to look into this measure. I object 
to its present consideration. i 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is objected to, and goes over. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Alabama will consent 
that the bill may go over without prejudice, in order that it may be 
brought up when he shall have had an opportunity to examine it, if 
that is what he desires. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senate assent? 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the bill go over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill goes over without prejudice. 


MORAL SCIENCE IN DISTRICT SCHOOLS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 217) to introduce 
moral and social science into the public schools of the District of 
Columbia; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHYTE. I should like to have the report read, if there is any. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no report accompanying the bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. Then I should like an explanation from the Senator 
in charge of the bill. 

Mr. B SIDE. There are amendments to the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the amendments read. 

K 5 VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be reported in their 
order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 3, after the word “officers,” 
it is proposed to insert “in the District of Columbia; ” in line 4, be- 
fore the word “exercises,” to strike out “daily,” and in line 5 to 
strike out “instruction” and insert instructions; “ so as to make the 
section read: 

That the school officers in the District of Columbia shall introduce, as a part of 
the exercises of each school in their jurisdiction, instructions in the elements of 
social and moral science. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word “les- 
son,” to strike “every day” and insert “once a week ;” so as to make 
the section read: 

That it shall be the pe ag the teachers. to give a short oral lesson once a week 
upon some one of the social or moral virtues which characterize the citizen, 
and to require the pupils to furnish, from time to time, thoughts or other illustra- 
tions of the same. 

The amendment was > 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 4 in the following 
words: 

That emulation shall be cherished between the pupils in accumulating thonghts 


and facts in regard to the noble traits possible, and in illustrating them by their 
daily conduct. 


Mr. WHYTE. I should like to have some explanation of the neces- 
sity of pape Pag bill. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The necessity arises, in my opinion, from the lack 
of that sort of teaching in the public schools which is contemplated 
by the bill. I have had letters from a great many teachers who con- 
duct the most important private schools in the country, stating that 
this mode of instruction has been adopted with great success, It 
certainly can do no harm to the teachers and pupils to devote five or 
ten minutes a day to instruction of this kind. The committee thought 
that once a week would do to start with. I think once a day would 
be better. If children can be taught that it is much better to be 
cleanly than not so; much better to be honest than dishonest; much 
better to be truthful than untruthful, and if such virtues can be im- 
pressed upon them once a week, or once a day, for five or ten minutes, 
P goo will result in time to both the obiidren and teachers. 


The provisions of the bill apply to the District of Columbia and 
no further, because we have no right to go further. I think it is an 


1880. 
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experiment we can well try, and, if found not to be useful in fature, 
the measure can be very easily repealed. f 

I think none of us have ever suffered from any such teaching re- 
ceived in our youth, but many of us have suffered from a lack of such 
teaching. It can do young people no harm to have the social and 
moral virtues explained and impressed upon them by their teachers, 
and it will do the teachers no harm to train themselves in exercises of 
that kind; in fact, I think it will be a great benefit to both teachers 
and pupils. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
committee to strike out the fourth section of the bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. Why should that important section be stricken out? 
If there is anything in the world that ee to be encouraged it is 
emulation among the pupils of aschool. Ithink that is quite as impor- 
tant as any other portion of the bill. 

Mr. B SIDE. So I think, but it was thought best by the com- 
mittee to strike it out, but all the essential features of the bill are 
retained. I think the committee were a little afraid it would excite 
the ridicule of the people. Now, I am not afraid of ridicule. As long 
as I feel that I am right it isa matter of no consequence to me how 
much people may laugh at anything I may do. If I am satisfied that 
I am right and moving in the right direction, and trying to do some- 
thing to benefit my friends and neighbors, people can manga as much 
as they please. Iam not afraid of that paragraph of the bill myself. 
It does not affect the duties that the bill imposeson teachers or on chil- 
dren, and therefore I did not strenuously object to having it struck 
out as long as the principle of the bill was retained. 

The VICE-PRES ENT. The question is onagreeing to the amend- 
ment striking out the fourth section. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were con in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1229) to authorize 
and direct the Commissioner of Agriculture to attend, in u or 
by deputy, the international 3 wool show, to be held in the 
Centennial buildings, Fairmount Park, Philadelphia, in September, 
A. D. 1880, and to e a full and complete report of the same, and 
for eee purposes; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Wh 


The | first section directs the Commissioner of Agriculture to attend, 
in person or by deputy, the international 8 wool show, to be 
held in the Centennial buildin , Fairmount Park, Philadelphia, in 
September, 1880, and to make a and complete report of the same. 

e second section provides that all sheep and wool which shall be 
imported for the sole purpose of exhibition at this international show 
shall be admitted without the payment of duty or customs fees or 
eh: under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 

rescribe, but all sheep and wool which shall be sold in the United 
Btates, or withdrawn for consumption therein at any time after such 
importation, shall be subject to the duties, if any, imposed on like 
1 oy the revenue laws in force at the date of importation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOMESTEAD SETTLERS, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 316) for the relief 
of homestead settlers on the public lands; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is there a report with that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a report. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let it be read. I wish to state that 
I understand there is now a commission or board examining the whole 
homestead land question, and probably it would be well to wait for 
their report before any bills of this character are passed; and espe- 
ciall ~ ill which appears to make such radical changes of the home- 


8 aw. 

Mr. BOOTH. The Senator certainly has not listened to the read- 
ing of this bill or he would not say there is any radical change of the 
land laws in this bill. It simply proposes that the homes settler, 
as to the time when his right accrues, shall occupy precisely the same 
ground that the pre-emption settler now occupies. It is a very sim- 
pe bill and one of the most mild in regard to the land laws that has 

en considered during this or any other Con and is in strict 
accordance with the policy that has long prevailed of increasing the 
rights of the homestead settler, rendering an inducement that all the 

ublic lands shall be settled as far as possible under the homestead 

aw in preference to any other; and it only places the homestead 
settler, so far as the time of the accruing of his rights is concerned, 
precisely on the same ground now oceupied by the pre-emptor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is there a recommendation from 
the Department, or has the bill been referred to the Department? 

Mr. BOOTH. It was favorably reported at the last session of Con- 
gress, but not considered for want of time. Whether there be such 
recommendation as the Senator a of, or not, the bill ought to 
pass. It is not a question of practice. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I know very little about the home- 
stead law, not living in that section of country, and cannot speak 


with definite knowledge; but I have been told that there is a board 
or commission now in session considering this whole question, and it 
may be that this bill will be in conflict with their conclusions, or it 
may Se I know not; but I would suggest, had it not better go 
over 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Ihave no doubt in the world of the pro- 
priety of this bill, and the States interested in the subject all agree 
In regard to it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As I stated, I am not familiar with 
the provisions of this bill, and I am not familiar with the general 
homestead law; but it struck me on hearing the bill read that it 
me interfere with the Department in some way, I know not what, 
and that there ought to be some information obtained from the De- 
ee on the subject. It ought to have been referred there to 

ow what the effect will be on the public lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I differ with the Senator about that. I 
think the Committee on Public Lands are just as capable of 3 
an opinion on what legislation should go through here as the Lan 
Department. The Land Department is not intrusted with any legis- 
lative power whatever; we are. This measure was considered by the 
Committee on Public Lands, who examined the propriety of passing 
it. We are not bound by the opinion of the Land Commissioner. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly not, and I did not mean 
to be so understood. But my point was that it would have been well 
and proper to know what effect the bill would have on the rulings of 
the pasmon, The Senator well knows that the laws relating to 
public lands and all others are carried out under rulings of the 
partments, with which Iam not familiar though he may be. That 
is the point to which I spoke. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida a ques- 
tion. I see this bill assimilates homesteads to the pre-emption con- 
ditions. Can a man pre-empt land anywhere in the United States now, 
withont taking the iron-clad oath? If so, when was that repealed $ 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think he can. 

Mr. BECK. The law prohibited it fora long time, and I have never 
seen the repeal of it. 

Mr. J ONES, of Florida. Pre-emptions are perfected by persons who 
cannot take the iron-clad oath. That is my impression abont it, 
though I have not looked into the law on that point. 

Age oat The law prohibited it for a long time, and I never saw 
the re . 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. This is a measure in the interest of set- 
tlers on the public lands; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BOOTH. If Congress ought to abdicate all right to legislate 
on so great a subject as the public lands until the report of a board 
or a commission can be made, or until every Senator can be satisfied, 
withont personal examination of a bill, at first glance that the bill in 
itself is right, then the Senator from West Virginia is right. But if 
we are here to legislate when a subject is legitimately brought before 
us, and if we are capable of forming an independent opinion withont 
first going to a Department or a board in order to have our con- 
3 or our judgments enlightened, then this bill onght to be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill respond to the inquiry of the Senator from 
Kentucky, by calling his attention to section 2262 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, which contains the oath and the only oath required of pre- 
emptors. That contains nothing that might be liable to the objection 
8 1 it was iron-clad, because it is the same oath originally provided 

or in 1841. 

This bill does not change the order of proof; but the first section 
changes the right of precedence in regard to entries. Under the prac- 
tice now, a man's right to acquire a piece of land under the homestead 
law attaches from the time he files a written statement or declara- 
tion in the local land office that he intends to and does thereby enter 
the land. He may have been on it for months, but his being on the 
land, actually settling and cultivating it, gives him no right what- 
ever. The right attaches only from the date when he enters, that is 
when he files a certificate of entry in the local land office. Between 
the time of his settling on the land and going to the local land office, 
some other person may have stepped in and filed a similar declaration 
before him and thereby taken away his right. This bill simply pro- 
vides that such a man’s rights shall attach on the day of settlement, 
when he on the land in such a way that his occupancy is open 
and notorious. Then he has thirty days, as in the pre-emption law, 
to send to the land office his preparatory statement. For the pu 
of fixing when his right accrues, the section provides that it shall at- 
tach from the time he settles. That is the effect of the first section. 

It will be seen that it does not in any wise radically change the 
effect of the homestead law, except that it holds out an inducement 
to an early settlement, and makes the right attach from the date of 
settlement, which the homestead law really intended to do, but which, 
a a construction of the Interior Department, it has not heretofore 

one. : 
Under the practice as it now exists in regard to the relinquishment 
of homes entries, no homestead right can be relinquished until 
the relinquishment has been received at Washington, and in the reg- 
ular order of business has been canceled. A man may have left five 
or ten years before, and yet his leaving the land becomes of no effect 
so far as protecting any other person in acquiring a tighe to that land 
until that original relinquishment has come to Washington, or until 
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a contest has been inaugurated in the local land office and the result 
of that has been received in Washington and acted on. During all 
this time the land lies absolutely vacant, no man can acquire any 
right to it. 

he second and third sections provide that where a man actually 
abandons his homestead, the fact of abandonment may be acted on 
by any one who may go on the land and settle and acquire a right by 
reason of such settlement if after that time, and within the time 
named in the second section, he proceeds to the local land office and 
inaugurates a contest and carries it on successfully. It is required 
by section 3 that whenever a person desiring to relinquish does so 
relinquish it, and shall file that relinquishment in the local land 
office, it becomes effectual to discharge his right to that land, so that 
any other person can go on itand take it as effectually as if the relin- 
quishment had been filed in Washington. 

As has been well stated by the Senator from California, a man de- 
sires to relinquish a homestead; he relinquishes it in favor of some 
person who is willing to pay him for his improvements and settle 
and comply with the requirements of the homestead law. He filesa 
relinquishment in the local land office. It istransmitted to the Gen- 
eral Land Office. During all this time no one can 8 any legal 
right in that land whatever; and when the Land Office has passed 
upon it, the moment it has passed upon it—not at any moment of 
time when itshall be known at the local land office or anywhere else 
but the moment the General Land Office has passed on itand decided 
that that relinquishment was valid and given it effect, then the land 
may be taken. Now the practice has grown up of having a person 
here in Washington watching the General Land Office, being in- 
structed from the remote point where the land is to note the time 
when the Commissioner of the General Land Office passes on the loca- 
tion and telegraph to that effect, in order that some person there may 
get an undue advan and cut out the man who has made arrange- 
ments with the original homesteader and who has in the mean time 
settled on the land, and prevent him acquiring title to it and getting 
it for somebody else. 

The effect of the three sections of this bill is ae to give greater 
effect, as has been stated by the Senator from California, to the be- 
neficent provisions of the homestead law, to make the rights more 
easily determinable, in every way to encourage actual bona fide set- 
tlement. 4 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The first impression that one has from this bill is 
that it seems to widen the means of departing from the original theory 
of the homestead law, which was, if I correctly understand it, to give 
to any citizen of the United States who was willing to take up the 
proper quantity of land and live on it continuously for five years or 
three or whatever the time was, and improve it, and so develop the 
resources of the country, and find a means of supporting himself and 
family, a title to that and. Now, the first impression that one has 
of this bill or rather that I have—it may be quite erroneous and I 
only put it out tentatively—is that it tends toward making homestead 
entries what ay scrip and bounty-land warrant entries were, as- 
signable and tradable things, so that one man can go and settle for 
a year and then move off somewhere else and take up a new home- 
stead or do whatever he likes, and turn over—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to state to him that the 
first person having made a homestead entry cannot make another one; 
therefore a man who once makes a homestead entry, if he abandons 
it, cannot make another. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that be so, of which I am not quite so sure as 
my friend is, it does not change the statement much. The man who 
has made a homestead entry for the purpose of speculation and not 
for a homestead throws up in favor of somebody who will pay him 
something, and migrates to somewhere, or comes back to Ohio or In- 
diana or Missouri or wherever he 8 from, and begins to culti- 
vate the plenty of land there is in those States, and the next u- 
lator comes in or jumps in, as the case may be, when he abandons; 
and it is proposed that the jumping in shall take effect from the mo- 
ment the possession is taken, and not from the time when it is finally 
ascertained thatthe original claim had been abandoned. That isone 
thing which, as it strikes me in the first instance, tends to make this 
homestead business just like the bounty land and the military scrip, 
the subject of continual trade and commerce, which I did not suppose 
was the theory of the homestead law at all. 

Then there is another thing in the first section of this bill, which 
at first impression strikes me as rather strange, and that is: 

That any settler who has settled, or who shall hereafter settle, on any of the 
public lands of the United States, whether surveyed or unsurveyed— 

May do so and so, providing for the filing of applications, &c. The 
consequence of that would appo to be to open all the unsurveyed 
lands of the United States to homestead entries. 

Mr. BOOTH. That is precisely the object, if the Senator will allow 
me, as they are now open to pre-emption settlers. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are not exactly open to pre-emption settlers 
in the way that this bill states it, I imagine; but I am not going into 
that now. I certainly should not be quite willing to open the public 
lands of the United States, that have not been surveyed, to indefinite 
and general homestead settlers without regard to section lines and 
3 and all the other methods of survey. 

Mr. The Senator will allow me to suggest that nobody 
can take it except by the section lines. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. How are you going to have a section line until 
the land is ascertained by a survey! 

Mr. TELLER. They do not complete the homestead; but when 
the land is surveyed they date back to the time they made their set- 
tlement, when it is surveyed in such shape that they can accommo- 
date their claim to the sections, lines, and subdivisions. There is no 
trouble on that score. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should think, with t respect to my friend 
from Colorado, that there is a good deal of trouble. 

Mr. TELLER. That shows that you do not understand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My honorable friend says it is because I do not 
understand it. That is generally the case when my friend and myself 
differ; it is always because I do not understand it and always because 
he does. Iam quite willing to agree to that proposition. But the 
subject I am discussing is not the difference of opinion between my 
friend and myself; it is the bill which provides for any settlement 
heretofore or hereafter upon the unsurveyed lands of the United 
States, and to have the claim relate back, as the expression is, to the 
date of settlement. 

Then the next provision is, to which I have partly referred, that 
if any homestead settler has abandoned his entry, or if the entry was 
not made in good faith, &c., such land shall be subject to the claim 
under the homestead or pre-emption laws of the first settler, who has, 
or shall, hereafter settle on the same. Does that mean the first settler, 
who by the present law is entitled to make a homestead settlement, 
or does if mean, as it says, the first settler, be he foreigner or native, 
be he a citizen of the United States or a subject of some other coun- 
3 That is not quite so clear to my mind as I wish it was. 

r. B . The proviso makes it clear. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not so clear that it does: 

Provided, Such settler has or shall hereafter, within six months from the time of 
his settlement, take the necessary steps to have said homestead entry canceled. 

Everybody can take steps to have a homestead entry canceled, 
because that is a question between the original homestead man and 
the authorities of the Government having charge of that matter. 

Mr. BOOTH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BOOTH. Would not this make it perfectly clear ?— 

7 65 land shall be subject to the claim under the pre-emption laws of the first 
settler. 

That is, must be subject to all the provisions of those laws. It does 
not abrogate any of them. It was not the design to abrogate any of 
them, and I do not think it does. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am bound to suppose it was not the design to 
do it; but when you come to the description of the person who shall 
have the benefit of the homestead and pre-emption laws, and say 
that “the first settler,” without any qualification, shall have it, that 
is the effect. I agree that a simple amendment after the word “ set- 
tler” would correct that, by saying “entitled to the benefit of such 
shel undoubtedly it is very easy to make it right in that particu- 


Mr. BOOTH. But is itnot right now under the clause “ such lands 
shall be subject to the claim under the homestead or pre-emption 
laws?’ Ido not want to interrupt the Senator, but I do not think he 
makes it more clear. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It could not be made more clear if it stopped right 
there and did not say “of the first settler,” but the words “ home- 
stead or pre-emption laws ” do not qualify the description of “ the first 
settler.” He is described by himself, as a human being I suppose, who 
chooses to go on that land, and it says he shall be entitled, being the 
first settler, to the benefit of the homestead and pre-emption laws. 
That is the criticism to which this is liable. 

Mr. BOOTH. If that language is not clear, I think the committee 


will accept any amendment. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly a very few words would make it 


clear on that point. I am only calling attention to it so that we may 
understand precisely what is meant; but the general scope of the 
bill is such that I do not wish—and I think I have said enough to 
show that—to take the F ay of being one of those who are 
willing to vote for this bill just at this present moment, Ido not 
intend to object to its consideration so as to carry it over; but I wish 
to say enough to show that the passage of this bill shall not here- 
after, when troubles arise, be imputed to me. I believe I have said 
enough to do that. 

Mr. BECK. Idesire to ask the Senator from Vermont the same 
question I asked the Senator from Florida, because I believe he knows 
everything abont the law. I ask whether or not these lands are open 
to everybody, or whether the limitations put on them by the act of 
1862 still remain? The act of 1862 to secure homesteads to actual 
settlers provides: 

That any person who is the head of a family, or who has arrived at the of 
twenty-one years, and is a citizen of the United States, or who shall have fi his 
a of intention to become such, as required-by the naturalization laws of 
the United States, and who has never borne arms st the United States Gov- 
ernment or given aid and comfort to its enemies, from and after the Ist of 
January, 1 be entitled to enter one-quarter section or a less quantity of unap- 
propriated lic lands, &c. 

Section 2 provides: 

That the ing for the benefit of this act shall, lication to 
the register ME the | ATS in which he or ahe is about to make eck, — make 
affidavit before the said register or receiver that he or she is the head of a family, 


1880. 


or is twen eee eee 
— y of the United States, and that he has never 
men 


rmed service in the Army 
e arms the Govern- 
the United States, or given aid and comfort to its enemies, &c. 


It seems to me that when lands are given to all the people of all 


the world, black and white, Euro; , Asiatics, and Americans, it is 
time we were removing this disability, if it has not been removed, 
and I am not sure whether it has been or not. 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Senator 
from Kentucky that there is no reason now why persons who were 
engaged in the rebellion should not be entitled to homestead like 
every body else, and I thought so a long time ago, and I think as early 
as 1574 that change was made, If it has not been made, in my opinon 
it certainly ought to be. It does not stand upon the same principle 
as the other laws which still make a discrimination, and I should be 
very glad if the law is now so to change it and change it at once; 
butif the Senator from Kentucky will look at section 2289 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States he will see that the limitation 
against persons who have borne arms against the United States is 
dropped ont, and I think he will find that it was done by force of 
the act of the 11th of February, 1874, or the 13th of March of that 
year- do not remember which; so that now by the Revised Statutes 
“ every person who is the head of a family, or who has arrived at the 
age of twenty-one years, and is a citizen of the United States, or who 
has filed his declaration of intention to become such, as required by 
the naturalization laws, shall be entitled to” the benefits of the home- 
stead act. No distinction is made against citizens of the United States 
who were engaged in the service of the so-called confederacy. 

Mr. BOOTH. I desire to make just one remark in answer to the 
Senator from Vermont, in regard to the difficulties that will be en- 
countered by allowing homestead settlement on unsurveyed lands. 
Pre-emption settlement is now allowed on unsurveyed lands, and the 
design of this bill is simply to put the homestead settler on precisely 
the same ground that the pre-emption settler occupies. The pre- 
emption settler is allowed three months after the survey of the pub- 
lic lands to make his original filing, and twelve months thereafter to 
perfect it; and this bill designs simply to put in that regard the home- 
stead settler and the pre-emption settler 7 the same ground. 

Mr. TELLER. The settlements outrun the surveys, extending sev- 
eral hundred miles, ever since I have been in the western country, 
beyond any surveys. All this section says is that aman going in and 
making a settlement on the public land may, when the surveys are 
made, so that he can describe the ground upon which he resides in 
accordance with existing law, date back his settlement to the time that 
he commenced, just exactly what the statute provides with reference 
to u pre-emptor; he may do that. That is all there is in this section. 
If anybody can see any reason why a homestead oceupier of the pub- 
lic land should not have the same privilege as a pre-emptor, he ought 
to state it. 

The second section provides : 

That where lgnds have been applied for and original entry made under the home- 
stead laws, and where such entries have not been made in good faith, or where the 
lands have been abandoned after original entry and before final entry, such lands 
shall be subject to the claim under the homestead or pre-emption laws of the first 
settler who or shall hereafter settle on the same. 

That is not to meet the case suggested by the Senator from Vermont 
except in part, but to meet a t many cases that occur in the Wes 
where public land having once been claimed the y abandons an 

off. Now, no man can make a settlement on that and have a 
egal settlement under the ruling of the Department. If, as stated 
by the Senator from Kansas, he does go on to make a settlement, and 
in the mean time it is canceled here, and somebody makes application 
to acquire a title under the laws before he does, he loses a his im- 
provements that he has on the land; or if he goes into a contest in 
the land office to have the original homestead entry set aside, while 
he is carrying on the contest some other man may step in aud have 
all the advantage of hislabor. This bill only says that if a man finds 
a vacant piece of land which is tied up by a homestead entry, whether 
it be abandoned or whether it be illegally set apart as a homestead in 
the first instance, he may enter into a contest, and if it is decided in 
favor of the Government he shall have the preference. I think if the 
Senator from Vermont will look at it a moment he will see that that 
is a very wise and desirable provision of the law. It does nat give 
anybody any opportunity to appropriate any more of the public land, 
but does actually prevent such an appropriation or misappropriation 
of the public land. The whole scope of this second section is to pro- 
tect the Government and give the settlers a right on the land which 
is unoccupied. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment; which was in line 4, section 
3, after the word “ without,” to strike out “further;” so as to read: 

Src. 3. When a homestead or timber-culture claimant shall file a written relin- 
quishment of his claim in the local land office, the land covered by such claim shall 
be held as open to settlement and without action on the part of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, in the same manner as it would have been if no 
entry under the homestead or timber-culture laws had ever been made thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not at all sure, on looking hastily at the 
statutes, that there is a right of pre-emption on unsurveyed ds of 
the United States, and if there is there are a great number and va- 
riety of exceptions of unsurveyed public lands, as well as surveyed, 
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section of this bill certainly does appear to give a complete right to 
make a homestead settlement and entry upon any unsurveyed land 
of the United States without any qualification at all, because it says 
so in terms in the first six lines of that section, and then merely refers 
to the pre-emption laws as a test of time and relation as to when the 
settlement begins to run. If you will look at the pre-emption laws, 
you will find— 

Sere. 2257. All lands belonging to the United States, to which the Indian title has 
been or may hereafter be extinguished, shall be subject to the right of pre-emption, 
under the conditions, restrictions, and stipulations provided by law. 

Sec. 2258. The uy classes of lands, unless otherwise specially provided 
for by law, shall not be subject to the ope of pre-emption, to wit: 

First. Lands included in any reservation by any treaty, law, or proclamation of 
the President, for any purpose. 

Second. Lands included within the limits of any incorporated town, or selected 
as the site of a city or town. 

Third. Lands actually settled and occupied for purposes of trade and business, 
and not for agriculture. 

Fourth. Lands on which are situated any known salines or mines, &c. 


Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from Vermont will turn to section 2274, 
he will find an express grant of the right to settle on the public lands, 
which shows that no qualification exists in the terms of section 2257. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I remember section 2274 which does imply that 
there are certain circumstances under which there may be a pre-emp- 
tion on lands that at the time they were occupied had not been sur- 
veyed; but whether those circumstances apply, as this bill makes 
this homestead settlement apply, to a universal case giving the right 
5 every citizen to occupy and pre- empt lands unsurveyed, I am not 

vised 


Mr. PLUMB. There has been no assertion made here that anybody 
is entitled to pre-empt land that has not been surveyed ; but the law 
undoubtedly gives the right to settle on the public land, and the right 
of pre-emption attaches when the land has been surveyed, and this 
only provides that where two settlers settle on a single subdivision 
they shall divide it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This first section is not capable of two construc- 
tions as it appears to me: 

That any settler who has settled, or who shall hereafter settle, on any of the 

blic lands of the United States, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, with the 

tention of g the same under the homestead laws, shall be allowed the 
same time to file his homestead application sa sep his original entry in the 
United States land office as is now allowed to settlers under the pre-emption laws 
to put their claims on record, and his rights shall relate back the date of settle- 
ment, the same as if he settled under the pre-emption laws. 

There first is a universal grant, without any limitation at all, of a 
homestead right on all unsurveyed public lands of the United States, 
as well as surveyed, without regard to any of the limitations that I 
have read which apply to pre-emptions. That is plain enough, and 
the only reference to the pre-emptions named in the first section of 
this bill is merely as a test of time and relation. 

But, Mr. President, I think I have said enough to show that I shall 
not be responsible for the effects of this bill, if it becomes a law, and 
that is all I wish to do. 

Mr. CALL. I offer the following amendment to the bill: In sec- 
tion 2, after the word “ canceled,” in the tenth line, I move to insert— 


And the same shall be properly subject to cancellation. 


The bill provides that— 

Where the lands have been abandoned after original entry and before final entry, 
such lands shall be subject to the claim under the homestead or pre-emption laws 
of the first settler who or shall hereafter settle on the same: Provided, Such 
settler has or shall hereafter, within six months from the time of his settlement, 
take the necessary steps to have said homestead entry canceled. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PRECEDENCE OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate proceeds to the consideration 
of its unfinished business, the morning hour having expired. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I the Senator from Delaware, 
(Mr. Bayarp,] who is entitled to the floor, to allow me an opportu- 
nity to give a notice to the Senate. I am directed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to give notice that to-morrow, or immediately after 
the conclusion of the speech of my friend from Delaware, the com- 
mittee will ask the Senate to take up appropriation bills. There are 
two appropriation bills before the Senate and one other bill that the 
Appropriations Committee think ought to be considered early. The 
first is the fortification bill, which has been before us for some time; 
and, secondly, there is the deficiency bill for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; and the third is the bill for the repeal of certain permanent 
and indefinite appropriations. The committee will ask, after the con- 
clusion of the h of the Senator from Delaware, that the present 
order be laid aside informally, so as not to lose its place, in order that 
those bills may be taken up. 


Mr. McDONALD. I trust that the chairman of the Committee on 
Appena will not feel required to press that notice until I have 
an opportunity of presenting some views to the Senate. It was 

but I gave 
absent in 


h: 
my purpose to speak on the bill now before the Sena 
way to the Senator from Wisconsin, because he had to 
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the fore part of this week. Ishould like very much to be able to 
follow the Senator from Delaware. I shall not ask for a great deal 
of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Thongh I am instructed by the 
committee, I will take the liberty, after consulting one or two mem- 
bers of the committee, to say that immediately on the conclusion of 
the speech of the Senator from Indiana, who was entitled to the floor 
as I understand on Saturday, but gave way to the Senator from Wis- 
consin, the committee will ask to take up appropriation bills. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Laying aside the pending order informally, 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ohio if 
it is his purpose to press the consideration of the Geneva award bill? 

Mr. THURMAN. I gave notice that I would move to take it up as 
soon as some other bill, I forget which it was, was disposed of. 

Mr. CONKLING. The 5 per cent. bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. I gave notice that I would call it up as soon as 
that was disposed of. I was then reminded that Pee notice had 
been given by the Senator from New Jersey to call up the Fitz-John 
Porter case, and, according to the courtesy that usually proradi in 
the Senate, I did not make my motion until he had made his, so that 
the Senate might decide whether to take up that bill or not. If they 
had voted not to take up that bill I should have pressed the Geneva 
award bill, as I shall press it at the first conor t after the 
Senate has disposed of the business before it, I sh: to have it 
taken up as soon as possible, Of course I cannot antagonize appro- 

tiation bills, but as soon as I can get an opportunity, and the Senate 
Kis oses of the business pending before it, I shall press it. 

. DAWES. I understood the Senator to occupy that position in 
reference to that bill, and I desired to call his attention to notices 
that had been given. I observed that the Senators attention was 
attracted to something else, and I desired to call his attention to the 
fact that his bill would be likely to get postponed further than he 
was aware of, if he was not paying attention to the arrangements 
being made. 

Mr. THURMAN. That would not make any difference. If the 
Geneva award bill were up, it would have to give way to appropria- 
tion bills, we all know. If the Senator from Massachusetts prefers 
that course, he can at any time move to postpone the pending order 
and take up the Geneva award bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to interfere with the Senator who 
has the bill in charge. I desire as far as is proper to urge on his con- 
sideration the necessity of calling it up. 

Mr. CONKLING. I observed that the Senator from Massachusetts 
employed the word “ arrangements,” which seems to indicate that he 
seems to think some arrangement has grown out of a remark which 
fell from the Senator from New Jersey, and which remark was that 
this pending bill could be laid aside informally for appropriation 
bills. I wish to say for one that as such an arrangement requires 
unanimous consent, I do not give my consent to it. When the time 
comes to move to postpone this and prior order to take up the appro- 
priation bills, that motion must be under the rules of the Senate, and 
the object cannot be attained in any other way except by unanimous 
consent, and I take occasion to file this caveat now, in order that 
nobody may be misled by the idea that unanimons consent has gone 
before the moment when such consent shall be asked. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. File it in favor of all the rest of us at the same 


time. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend from Vermont requests me 
to file a caveat in his behalf; but as he is so able to file his papers, I 
think I shall leave it to him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would save time. 

Mr. BAILEY. The bill (S. No. 133) to establish an educational fund, 
and apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to public 
education, and to provide for the more complete endowment and sup- 
port of national colleges for the advancement of scientific and indus- 
trial education, was made the special order for to-day. Of course, it 
will be postponed for the unfinished business, and it is not the desire 
or expectation of the Committee on Education and Labor, by whose 
direction I am acting, to antagonize it with the business which prop- 
erly has precedence, but I am instructed by that committee to say 
that, immediately after the completion of the unfinished business and 
the settlement of the Geneva award bill, that committee will ask the 
Senate to take this bill up, and they will press it to a vote, of course 
not interfering with appropriation bills. 

Mr. ED DS. I wish to say, in connection with what the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has said, that his notice illustrates the entire 
futility of making special orders that I tried to impress upon the Sen- 
ate when this particular special order was made. It does not do any 
good, but rather harm, to the bill that is under the force of a special 
order, which takes it out of the general Calendar and you never reach 
it at all. I only rose to put a point upon it for that reason. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am very much obliged to the Senator from Ver- 
mont. I have no doubt now of the force of his suggestion when he 
made the objection the other day, and recognizing the validity and 

ropriety of that objection we now only give notice that we ask 
the Senate to take up the bill hereafter. _ 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill men- 
tioned by the Senator from Tennessee, and ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be received inform- 


ally, and ordered to be printed. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1129) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of the United States volunteers and colonel of the 
Army, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. RANDOLPH. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, on Saturday at the conclusion of the 
speech of the honorable Senator-from Wisconsin [ Mr. CARPENTER] I 
obtained the floor in order to submit my views upon the pending 
measure as to the policy, power, and I may add, the duty of the Sen- 
ate to pass the substitute for the original bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, authorizing the President to nominate for 
confirmation Fitz-John Porter to his former rank in the United States 
Army, I believe as a colonel of infantry. 

In common with all my associates in this body, I listened, as I often 
have done, with pleasure and with instruction, to the graceful elo- 
quence and the p e manaa of presentation of his case which is 
so characteristic of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin; but what 
was my disappointment when a speech so careful, so discriminating, 
so acute and able, offered by a constitutional lawyer of eminence to 
his associates in this Chamber, addressed to us as Senators, was wound 
up by its disfigurement, at its close, by a very poor appeal to partisan 
8 a shout in favor of a military candidate for the Presidency. 

urely it was an unworthy ending of a brilliant address. If there 
can be a case from which partisan utterances should be excluded, 
surely this is that case. The appeal before the American le is to 
public justice. It is what is due, not simply to the individos imme- 
diately affected by our action, but to the name of public’ justice and 
to the reputation of our republican Government. Partisan politics, 
partisan feelings, have no just place in such a discussion. The 
should not be permitted to creep in, and they cannot be introdu 
without great injury to those who seek to introduce them. Why, sir, 
what are the facts? From whom does thistestimony, with itsstrongly 
implied recommendation, come? Under whose power and ad i 
tration has this review of the former sentence and proceedings of a 
court-martial been inaugurated? A President associated thoroughly 
with the republican party, whose constitutional counselors are gen- 
tlemen of distinction of that party. He sends us voluminous testi- 
mony, taken under skilled and elaborate supervision, which he be- 
lieves must affect the sense of justice of the two Houses of the Amer- 
ican Con as it has his own, I trust forthe success of this measure, 
both of the great political parties thus represented by the executive 
and legislative branches of the Government and each approaching a 
question of great dignity and importance which shall stand forever 
conspicuous as a precedent, deeply affecting the character and the 
reputation of the administration of justice in the United States. It 
has been finely said that the face of uae may be darkened with a 
frown, but should never be disfigured by a sneer, nor I may add dis- 
torted by a joke. y 

The honorable Senator from Wisconsin gave us eloquent warning 
against a danger which is only too apparent. He warned us against 
the danger of the centralization of power. He warned us against the 
invasion of the prerogatives of the associate branches of the Govern- 
ment by the legislative branch. Sir, his warning was well-timed. 
There is a spirit of centralization; there are centripetal forces at work 
that in my judgment the people of this country would be most wise 
to check, and it is well that the centrifugal forces should be set in 
motion in order that the orderly distribution of power intended by 
those who founded this Government should once more prevail, be- 
cause they did intend that liberty should be protected by preventing 
the undue concentration of powers in any one hand or in any one 
department of the Government. I concur fully with the honorable 
Senator in that warning. 

But, Mr. President, there are other dangers also unhappily appar- 
ent, which our forefathers anticipated and eed which they warned 
us with all solemnity. They made, even before the formation of our 
present Government, their immortal protest against the British king; 
and among their reasons for claiming their independence of his rule 
was that he had “affected to render the military independent of or 
superior to the civil power.” Sir, there have been many suggestions 
in this debate, many things that have occurred in the course of this 
debate, there is too much in the air nowadays throughout this coun- 
try that does tend to 1 the military power to the danger of 
civil and constitutional liberty. We have heard here in effect pro- 
claimed that military courts and courts-martial are in substance part 
of the judicial-power of the United States, that they have equal dig- 
nifty, that they are as wholly irreversible in their decisions as those of 
the judicial branch of the Government. I dissent in toto from such 
a proposition. I say on the contrary that military rule is obnoxions 
to the American people, and it is justly so to all people who would 
remain free. The Constitution itself contains abundant and express 
safeguards of liberty, and provides trial by jury, due notice and pre- 
sentiment, process for obtaining witnesses, compelling them to con- 
front the accused, all such things are provided as the rule of this 
country; but that Constitution contains an exception as to “ cases 
in the land or naval forces or in the militia, when in actual service 
in time of war or public danger.” 

The creation of military courts is, as I have said, a concession to 
the necessities of the case for the prompt and summary regulation 
of an organizedarmy. The jurisdiction of tribunal. created for that 
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is strictly special and exceptional, and is never to be enlarged 
$ eee because the rules of military government and disci- 
Tine are not in accord with the principles of constitutional liberty. 
Sir Matthew Hale said, “they are indulged in simply from neces- 
sity ;” “necessitas enim quod cogit defendit?” The clauses of the Con- 
stitution carefully securing the right of citizens to trial by jury and 
due process of law undoubtedly excepted cases in the naval and mil- 
itary service; but, as I said, it isthe exception and not the rule and 
always should be construed strictly. ior 

I have said it is a dangerous thing to talk of the equal dignity of 

these tribunals called courts-martial or military commissions with the 
udicial courts of the United States. The judicial power of the United 
tates is implanted in the same instrument as independently as are 
the powers of the legislative branch. They are there defined. All 
the judicial power of the Federal Government of this country is given 
to that judiciary. The judges are carefully selected, official life tenure 
is given to them, and skill and learning are required in those who fill 
these seatsof honor. Who can liken so grave and independent power 
in this Government to tribunals which are the mere creation of the 
breath of the legislative power? Why what creates a military court? 
The articles of way ot the order of the President as Commander-in- 
Chief. Congress tes articles of war by legislation; and if Con- 
did not make articles of war by legislation, I presume the Presi- 
ent as Commander-in-Chief of the Army would piisa À and im- 
liedly have power to regulate the Army. But Congress has under 
The Constitution the power to make these rules and regulations, and 
has done so; and the power that made them law can unmake it; the 
power that enacted can repeal. It exists therefore subject to the 
revision and control of the legislative power of the country. 

But can Con impair or invade the prerogatives of a separate 
branch of this Government? Certainly not; and therefore, when the 
suggestion is made that these tribunals termed military courts are 
upon a parity of dignity, of inviolability in examination of their de- 
cisions by the Cones of the United States, with the decisions of 
the judicial branch, I say the proposition is wholly untenable and 
cannot be accepted for one moment. The power of the judicial 
branch of this Government, being founded on the Constitution, can- 
not be regulated by act of Congress, Wherever that power is be- 
stowed by the Constitution, it is clear and distinct, and beyond the 
reach or control of any other branch; and therefore it is that no act 
of Congress can exempt tribunals created by Congress from being 
examined in their proceedings from first-to last, and at all times, by 
the judicial branch. I was surprised the other day, when the case 
in 20th Howard was produced, the case of Dynes vs. Hoover, that so 
little regard was paid by the Senators who cited it, to its true mean- 
ing and effect. Speaking for the court, Mr. Justice Wayne, after re- 
citing the provisions of the Constitution under which military courts 
were created, and sentences passed by them, sags: 

These provisions show that Congress has the power to provide for the trial and 
8 ot military and naval offenses in the manner then and now practiced 


y civilized nations; and that the power to do so is given without an, 
between it and the third article of the itution 


connection 
Constitu defining the jndicial power of the 
United States, indeed that the two powers are entirely 9 of each other. 
Now, there is just one difference which I will state between the 
findings or judgment of a court-martial, and the judgment of a judi- 
cial court: The judicial court can at all times review the proceed- 
ings and decide whether the court-martial has broken the law that 
created it or not; on the contrary no court-martial can pretend to 
examine into or quéstion the judgment of a civil court. 
Courts-martial— 
Says this same judge at page 82— 
derive their jurisdiction and are ted with us by an act of Congress, in 


which the crimes which may be committed, the manner of charging the accused, 
and of trial, and the punishments which may be inflicted, are expressed in terms; 


or they may get jurisdiction by a fair deduc! from the definition of the crime that 
t comp: and that the meant to subject to puni. ent one of a 
minor degree of a kindred character, which has already been to be such 


by the practice of courts-martial in the army and navy services of nations, and by 
thoes functionaries in different nations to whom has been confided a revising power 
over the sentences of courts-martial. And when offenses and crimes are not given 
in terms or by definition, the want of it may be 9 by a comprehensive en- 
actment, such as the thirty-second article of the rales for the government of the 
Navy, which means that courts-martial have jurisdiction of such crimes as are not 
specified, but which have been to be crimes and offenses by thesusages 
in the navy of all nations, and that they shall be punished according to the laws 
and customs of the sea. Notwithstan the apparent indeterminateness of such 
a provision, it is not liable to abuse ; for what those crimes are, and how they are 
to be punished, is well known by practical men in the Navy and Army, and by 
those who have studied the law of courts-martial, and the offenses of which the dif- 
ferent courts-martial have cognizance. With the sentences of courts-martial which 
have been convened y and have proceeded legally, and by which punish- 
ments are directed, not forbidden by law, or which are according to the laws and 
customs of the sea, civil courts have nothing to do, nor are they in any way alter- 
able by them. If it were otherwise, the civil courts would virtually administer 
the rules and articles of war irres 
has been confided by the laws of the United Statea, from whose decisions noappeal 
or jurisdiction of any kind has been given to the civil magistrate or civil courts, 
But we repeat, if a court-martial has no juri ion over subject-matter of the 
8 it er been convened fog try, or 1 a punishment forbidden by ae 

A sentence shall be approved officers having a revisory of it, 
crt courte may, on an action 8 aggrieved by it, inquire into che want of 
the court's j ction, and give redress. 

Certainly, sir; and will it be contended here that courts-martial 
may do the same thing in separa to the 8 of judicial courts, or 
that it is correct to of the absolute and sacrosanct character 
of their findings, that they are irrevocable and that they never may 


tive of those to whom that duty and obligation, 


be examined into? Why, sir, the breach of law by a court-martial 
in exercising jurisdiction against law is punishable in the judicial 
courts, Chief-Justice Marshall, in 3d Cranch, page 337, in the case of 
Wise vs. Withers, announced this doctrine very clearly. It was an 
attempt to imprison a justice of the peace for not paying a militia 
fine, and as a justice of the peace never could have been legally en- 
rolled in the militia, the court say: 

It follows, from this 2 that a court-martial has no 
tice of the „as a tia- man; he could never be l y enrolled ; and itis a 
principle, t a decision of such a tribunal, in a case clearly without its jurisdic- 
tion, cannot protect the officer who executes it. The court and the oficer are all 


urisdiction over a jus- 


Could such a sentence as that be passed by a military court on the 
judgment of a civil tribunal ? 

Let me read another authority. In 7 Hill, New York State Reports, 
there was a case of Wilson rs. Mackenzie. Chief-Justice Nelson— 
Samuel Nelson, of New York, afterward a Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States—delivered the opinion, and he refers to 
English authorities bearing upon this point: 


1 * There are also many cases in the books where actions have been sus- 


— don at all. The verdict was £1,000. 
a collision between the civil and mili 
of the former. In the course of the 


members of court- he p: ed t Ad Mayne and Cap- 
tain Rentone, who were arrested by a writ from the C. B. at the brea up of the 
court-martial on Admiral tock, where tho former presided, and the la’ sat as 


resolutions on the subject, reflec 7 7 pron ape on the chief- 
Jastice of the court, (Sir John Willes.) resolutions were laid by the Lords of 
the Admiralty before the King, upon which the chief-justice, without waiting for 
the result, caused every member of the court- to be taken into custody for 
contempt, and was proceeding in a way to assert and maintain the authority 
by a public, written submis- 
, and transmitted to the chief- 

g in the C. B., Was registered in the remembrancer's 
l.“ as the chief-justice observed, “to the present and future 
ages, that whoever set themselves up in o. tion to the laws, or think themselves 

ve the law, will in the end find themselves mistaken.” (See 1 McArthur, 436, 
Appen. No. 24.) 

Mr. LOGAN. Willit bother the Senator for me to interrupt him 
right there? 

. BAYARD. I would rather go on, but I will answer any ques- 
tion. I would prefer to g on with the line of my argument. ‘ 

Mr. LOGAN. It is in the line of your argument—one question. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would rather go on; but if the Senator wishes to 
ask a oe I will yield. 

Mr. LOGAN. Does not the same rule the Senator has been trying 
to apply to courts-martial, that where they had no jurisdiction the 
l was a nullity, apply to civil courts in all cases ? 

r. BAYARD. Ob yes, but the difference is that the judicial 
courts of the United States, determine their own jurisdiction, and 
their decision in this respect is final; but the jurisdiction of the mili- 
tary courts is not settled by themselves, but is reviewable by the 
civil courts, who can annul their proceedings whenever they are 
found to be without warrant of law. It is only when the decisions 
of military courts are within the law that judicial courts sustain 
them as valid and binding, 

But to rank the decisions of the judicial courts and the military 
tribunals as of equal dignity is to disregard their relative functions 
and powers under the Constitution. 

The former are competent finally to settle their own jurisdiction, and 
also that of the military courts; and the latter have no such author- 
ity, and can always be reviewed by the former and their proceedings 
sais when a want of jarisdiction or a breach of law is discov- 
ered. 

Opinions of Attorneys-General have been referred to. That of Mr. 
John Nelson in 1845 was read by the honorable Senator from Dlinoi: 
to show that we should treat courts-martial as part of the judicia 
power of the Government, but he seems to consider that arguments 
which may well be addressed to an Executive in his administration 
of a law are equally proper to be addressed to the law-making power 
of the Government when it is considering the wisdom and expediency 
of legislative action. It seems to me thatin that statement the great 
vice, if I may term it so without disrespect to his argument—one of 
his errors consists 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will allow me right there. He misap- 
prehends or unintentionally misstates my position. I did not insist 
in my argument anywhere that a court-martial was a part of the 
Judiciary. of this country under article 3, section 1, of the Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. BAYARD. Unfortunately, and it is a matter of regret to me, 
1 speech of the honorable Senator has not yet appeared in the 

CORD. ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill state my position exactly as I maintained it, 
so that the Senator can have the opportunity of bre. ON. the point. 
It is this: not that a court-martial is a part of the ju tiary system 
of this sonnir under section 1, article 3 of the Constitution, but that, 
like territorial courts growing out of that provision of the Constitu- 
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tion known as the property provision in reference to Territories, the 
courts-martial grow out of that provision of the Constitution which 
provides that Congress shall make rules and regulations for the gov- 
ernment of the Army and the Navy; that they then become courts 
by reason of legislative action; that both these classes of courts are 
legislative courts; that their judgments, where no appeal is allowed, 
are a finality the same as the decision of the Supreme Court. That 
was my position, maintained during my argument, and I state it so 
that the Senator may have the opportunity of answering it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing that the Sen- 
ator may make a speech inside of mine, or make a statement, but 

Mr. LOGAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I shall not interrupt him 
again. 2 

Ar. BAYARD. As I said before, although I heard a large portion 
of the remarks of the Senator, I have not had the benefit of seein 
them in print. I have no objection to his restating his position. 
did not say that he had claimed power for military courts under the 
third article of the Constitution. What I said was, and what I meant 
to be understood as saying, that the Senator has claimed, no matter 
what was the origin of their power, that they were of equal dignity, 
and that their judgments were equally unassailable or closed against 
review as those of the constitutional judiciary. In other words, that 
the power of the judicial branch over military courts created by Con- 
gress under the articles of war is as great but no greater than the 
power of military courts over the decisions of the judicial branch. 
And it is this proposition I now dispute. 

Think for one moment what is the composition of military courts. 
They are created by the military order of asingle individual. By the 
same power they are dissolved. Their proceedings are regulated gen- 
erally by the orders of the Secretary of War. It is true they are in- 
tended to be composed of honorable and intelligent men, but not men 
who are learned or skilled in the administration of law and justice, 
and when they are disbanded and their judgment has been approved 
by authority, they are at an end forever. They are summoned in 
haste and exercise judicial functions perhaps for the first and only 
time in their lives. They can grant no new trials, and their errors, 
be they ever so patent or numerous, are never to be corrected, accord- 
ing to the doctrine we now hear urged. ’ 

Contrast this with the composition of the judicial courts, and how 
vast the difference, and how infinitely important are the results! A 
permanent tribunal of men appointed during good behavior, men 
especially by learning, training, and by character, fitted for the exam- 
ination and weighing of testimony and the administration of justice 
according to the science of legal precedents, all of whose findings are 

‘reviewable until they shall reach the final point of decision in ‘the 
Supreme Court of the United States, men who must execute their 
powers under all the checks and balances of the constitutional lim- 
itations, and who proceed upon the philosophy of rules of evidence. 
Why, sir, what is this whole military law? You may by legislation 
provide and do provide certain checks upon tyranny; but at the 
same time you have martial law in the end as the be-all and the end- 
all of such tribunals. And what is martial law but“ the will of the 
commander-in-chief?” The Army regulations of the United States 
were established early in the history of the Government, I think in 
1800. Section 1342 of the Revised Statutes: 
ee armies of the United States shall be governed by the following rules and 


Then follow articles, one hundred and twenty-eight in number. It 
has been said there was no power in the President of the United 
States to summon the board of inquiry or review, whose proceedings 
have been laid before us, to use the language of the honor- 
able Senator from Wisconsin— Í 

When that court-martial {of 1863) had held its sessions, had concluded 5 its 
judgment, had sent its sentence to the President, and Abraham Lincolu put his ap- 
proval to it. and the court was disbanded, that record was closed, that subject was 
ended, and there never has since been any power to reverse it, or to open it for an 
—— Pry ta and there never will be, and it never can be reheard this side 

Mr. President, is this trne? Can it be that in a civilized country, 
gross, admitted, palpable injustice can never beremedied? Is it true 
that a court-martial, summoned one week in hot haste, in the midst 
of conflict and of war, when passion ra; and reason is still, when 
the voice of justice cannot be heard amid the roar of cannon; is it 
8 that the judgment of such a tribunal rendered on Wednes- 

y, approved on Thursday, is after that never to be examined, not 
though proof should come that perjury had been committed, not 
though proof should come that error and misinformation in every 
shape had crept into the minds of those who filed that judgment,— 
that in this Government, boasting itself free and civilized, there is 
no machinery of justice that can redress such a wrong, that this people 
must stand forever and gaze upon a victim of their own unintentional 
but monstrous injustice as he writhes from year to year in intolerable 
agony and yet be helpless to extend him relief? Can that be true 
true of a government upon whose very front was written the proc- 
lamation that it was created “to establish justice * and secure 
the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity?” Oh, sir, there 
is power in this Government to arrest such public di as this. 

It is said that we are invading the BN mh of two branches, 
that we are exercising judicial power, 


ereby invading that province, 
hat we are in the province of the tive and his 3 
ative of pardon, and thereby making a further breach of the Consti- 
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tution and are guilty of centralization of power. Why, sir, neither 
charge is true. This act does not propose to invade the President’s 
power of pardon. On the contrary this act is a permissive act,—use- 
less you may say, and perhaps I may think so—an act that cannot give 
him power beyond that which perhaps he already po: but an 
act which is forbidden by no letter or spirit of the Constitution—that 
he may, not that he shall, with no control of his discretion, but that 
he may renominate this individual for the place in the Army from 
which he was unjustly and erroneously expelled some seventeen years 
ago. 
It is said we are acting in a judicial capacity. How so? There is 
discretion involved in ali legislative action. Suppose a man had 
been convicted of an offense, and that his sentence was fine and im- 
prisonment; and he paid the fine; it was levied on his property and 
the money paid into the Treasury, and the President subsequently 
pardons him, can the President pay that money back from the Treas- 
ury? Notso. The application must be made for relief to Con 

that alone can give authority for the repayment of that money from 
the Treasury. hen we are called upon to act in that case, it may 
just as well be said we are exercising judicial power, because we are 
exercising a discretion whether we will join the, President in com- 
pleting an act of justice and reparation. In the present case it is the 
same 7 

It is said that the President has the power. I believe he has the 
power. I believe so to-day even under existing laws, the last being 
the law of 1868, a law passed so as to—I do notsay with that design— 
but so as to prevent the restoration of Porter to the Army without 
confirmation by the Senate. The act of 1868 prevented the President 
from restoring any officer to the Army who had been dismissed except 
by the consent and confirmation of the Senate. That was a change 
in existing law, but I never understood that it exhausted the power 
of Con over the subject. 

Sir, is it an argument worthy of Senators, that because the Presi- 
dent has not done all he could, therefore we should not do all we can? 
I hope it is not so. Ifrankly say that had I been in his place I would 
have had both the will and I believe the power to nominate this man, 
after I became convinced by the report of the board of review, which 
had so overwhelmingly established his innocence of the ch: pre- 
ferred against him in 1862, I believe that the President had the power, 
and I wish he had exercised the power, to nominate this officer with- 
out any prior action of Congress. But if there should be any doubt 
upon his part as to his power to renominate as may be implied from 
his sending in this message to us, with this voluminous and convinc- 
ing testimony to inform our discretion, and to show us what his reasons 
were in sending it to us, there is neither invasion of his prerogative 
nor is there exercise of judicial power in Congress by legislation, pro- 
viding that this hould be dealt by justly and in accordance with 
the spirit of magnanimity and honor which should mark the proceed- 
ings of a great people. 

Is it worth while to consider the power of the court-martial to ex- 
tend their sentence to the perpetual disfranchisement and disability 
of an officer from holding any office of honor or trust under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States? I shall shortly consider that. Has a 
mili court the power not only to cashier from the service or im- 
pose a fine, oreven inflict the penalty of death, but also to extend its 
arm into the civil service of the country, and impose perpetual dis- 
ability upon a man, when he shall have ceased to be a so dier, from 
exercising the franchises and rights of a citizen of the United States? 
It is said that a man removed from the Army by sentence of dismissal 
of a court-martial is no longer in the service. If this be so, then, ipso 
Jacto, he is beyond the control of the military power to which he was 
subjected, when, and only because, he was a member of the land or 
naval forces. When a man is out of the Army he is beyond all mili- 
tary control, and there would seem to be as much right to prevent his 
exercising the right of suffrage for the rest of his lite, where the elec- 
tion of member of Congress was in question, as to say that he should 
not become a member of Congress, or serve the country in any other 
civil capacity. 

If such a sentence debarred him from ever re-entering the military 
service, the answer would be that as soon as he re-entered that 
servige he would be again subject to military law and within the 
military jurisdiction. But conceding the argument of the honorable 
Senator from Wisconsin that every greater includes the less, and that 
therefore the power that enables a military court to deprive a man 
of his life justifies their infliction upon him of a continuing punish- 
ment to which death can only be looked upon as a blessed relief, is 
it not clear that when as the act of the court the party has been 
placed beyond their jurisdiction their sentence is mere brutum fulmen 
and of no effect? 

But it isinsisted that the only remedy in this case is by pardon, and 
that pardon presupposing guilt cannot be admitted by a man who feels 
himself innocent and has proved it. Sir, the pardoning power of the 
President of the United States need not to be exercised by any form of 
words. The grant of pardon is an act, not a mere phrase or form ; 
and when the President of the United States, having before him a 
man who needs exoneration from the disabilities of a sentence in the 
shape oe param, shall nominate him to the Senate and shall receive 
their co tion and shall issue to him a commission, i o aoto ahe 
no form 


man is pardoned. It is an act and not a mere form, 
words can be required for it. 
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But, Mr. President, there can be in the reason of things no doubt 
that when the statutes of limitation, intended for repose and not for 
injustice, for equity and not{for harsh dealing, are suspended by act 
. there is power in the conjoint action of the Executive 
and the Legislature which can relieve a man from the consequences 
of a dreadfal and unjust sentence. 

We are not without precedents on this point—some very late. It was 
only two years ago that the Senate, upon the call of the yeas and nays, 
by a vote of 55 to 1, gave even greater power to the President upon 
a show of facts not one-tenth as strong as those now presented. 
The case of Surgeon-General mond, the report of which I hold 
in my hand, shows that he was in January, 1864, one year after the 
trialof Porter, convicted by a court-martial and sentenced to be dis- 
missed from the service and forever disqualified from holding any office 
of honor or trust under the Government, identically the sentence in 
the case of Porter. There was no board of review ordered by the 
President, but the 8 of the United States did pass a bill with 
the unanimity in this Senate of which I have spoken, which provided 
that the President might review and annul the sentence and findings 
of the court-martial, approved by President Lincoln sixteen years 


So that we find that not only as to the vote but as to the reasons of 
the two committees of the respective Houses on this subject, there 
was complete concurrence as to the powers of the two Houses over this 
subject, and those powers substantially the same as those proposed in 
the present bill. There Congress undertook to delegate a discretion 
to the President without the concurrence of a board of review, to set 
aside and annul the sentence of a court-martial which the honorable 
Senator from Wisconsin would have us believe could never have been 
“heard again except before the bar of God.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire the Senator from Delaware to state, if he 
knows, what followed the action of Congress in the case of Surgeon- 
General Hammond. 

Mr. BAYARD. He was placed on the retired list by the action of 
the President, restored to the service of the United States. Henever 
was driven from the confidence and respect of his fellow country- 
men; but the stain upon his record by the finding of the court-mar- 
tial of 1864 was removed by the action of Congress and the action 
of the President. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will permit me, I desire to state in de- 
tail what that action was. 


ore. The PRESIDING-OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND in the onai) -oats 
Let me read the report: pos 3 from Delaware ield ee = the 5 from 3 
Presi orized . ARD. ieve I stated to the honorable Senator that the 

3 ee court martial 1 15 Sp sola? Order No ot War President restored Dr. Hammond to his former rank on the retired list. 


Mr. PLUMB. But I desire to state what preceded that. The Pres- 
ident appointed a board to examine into the case of Surgeon-General 
Hammond consisting of three Army officers, who considered that case 
for four months, then separated, each going his own way, and they 
came back each with his own separate and independent judgment 
made yp to the effect that the finding in the case of Hammond was 
correct and should stand, and the President thereupon finally set aside 
the judgment of the board which he had himself appointed, and the 
President also set aside fhe judgment of the court-martial, and re- 
stored S n-General Hammond. 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘That was precisely what Congress authorized him 
todo. He had the power either to interpose a board of review for 
his own instruction, or he had the power to restore the man without 
the action of a board. In this case, to the facts of which I shall 
presently come, by the substitute offered by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, it is a simple proposition that the Presi- 
dent may, upon the facts we know to-day—and I think we know 
enough—by the testimony and report of the Schofield board of re- 
view, nominate this officer for restoration to his former position. 
That is the whole scope, object, and effect of the bill. The act in 
Hammond’s case, authorizing him to appoint a board of review, and 
on the report of that board, favorable or unfavorable, in his own dis- 
cretion, to set aside and annul the finding and sentence of a court- 
martial which had been duly approved in 1864, is simply a recital of 
even more discretionary power than the present bill contains. 

But there was a case in 1878 of a less distinguished man, but 
I believe an entirely worthy one, Captain George A. Armes. He had 
been dismissed from the Army by a court-martial, and by the order 
of the Adjutant-General he ceased to be an officer of the Army from 
— ae of that . which bf the 7th ry June, ava came 

‘ore Con alleging ustice and great personal persecu- 
tion at he hasta of the then Secretary of War, Mr. Belknap. The 
committee heard his prayer. They instituted no court of inquiry, 
the President instituted none; but Congress passed an act restoring 
him to the Army, and he is there to-day in the service where he ought 


artment, Adjutant-General's Office, Washington, January 16, 1864, and b; 
Miam 75 Hammond, then Surgeon. Af 


And then it provided that in the event the sentence of the court 
should be so annulled the President was authorized to place Dr. Ham- 
mond on the retired list of the Army as a Surgeon-General and so re- 
store him to his former rank. In that case the nearly unanimous 
voice of this bedy was found declaring that 8 had the power 
to authorize the ident, with or without the information of a board 
of review, to set aside the findings and sentence of a court-martial 
approved sixteen years before. Nobody doubted the jurisdiction of 
that original court-martial, or their competency to pass on the case, 
or that portion of their sentence which inflicted dismissal from the 

mblic service. What are the facts? The board of review ordered 
the President did not report against the finding of the court-mar- 

of 1864, but their co tory report was re-examined by the 
Secretary of War, and u his information the President was satis- 
fied that the fin of the court-martial was erroneous, and 
in the exercise of his own discretion he placed General Hammond 
upon the list of retired officers as S n-General of the Army to 

e satisfaction, I believe, of all just-minded men in this country, 
certainly greeny o my own, for I never voted for a bill with greater 
pleasure in my life, and I find in examining the record of the debate 
of 1878 that the objections made in the present case by the 1 of 
the honorable Senator from Illinois were made in Hammond’s case 
by the honorable Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB, ] who now con- 
curs with him in the report, and that he stood alone in the Senate by 
his vote in sustaining them—the same objections precisely as to the 
want of power and the sacred finality of decision and that we were 
invading the presidential prerogative of pardon, and I have great 
satisfaction in 1 to-day that my remarks in the debate of 1878 
are eee applicable and sustain the vote which I propose to give 
in resent case. 


e 

In that case there was remarkable unanimity of opinion. The bill 
was presented by a unanimous sy from the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the Senate, consisting then as new of nine members, many 
of whom are still members, with no dissent, and the committee sub- 
mitted a report warmly recommending the p: e of the bill for Dr. 
Hammond’s restoration. In the mean time the House of Representa- 
tives had acted; they had another bill similar in substance 
and identical almost with that which had received the recommenda- 
tion of the committee of the Senate, and so that bill of the House be- 
ing sent to the Senate Committee on Military Affairs was reported 
back favorably in a short report which I will read: 


With the exception of the words or any other act” added in line 8 of the pro- 
viso of the second section of the act, so as to read: “Provided, That the said Will- 
iam A. Hammond shall not, in virtue of such restoration to the Army, or of any 
eee mo b prahuake ford other act, be entitled to back, present, 8 or 
allowanves of any kind whatsoever,” this act is identical with S. No. 560, “A ni for 
the relief of William A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army,” rted 
favorably to the Senate by 1 of your committee, with recommendation 
that the same do pass, on the 19th day of February, 1878, as per printed report No. 
102. Forty-fifth Con second session. 

our committee interpose no objection whatever to the additional words “or 
any other act.“ which it appears constituted an amendment coun by the Mili- 
tary Oo pega ir of the House of Representatives to the original bill as there pre- 


sented. 
The report made on this case by the Committee on Mili Affairs of the House 


to be. 
8 COCKRELL. Congress authorized the President to appoint 

im. 

Mr. BAYARD, Very well. Qui facit per alium facit per se. We are 
only speaking of the power of Congress in this case. Congress do 
not restore Mr. Porter, but they here r sg are to pass a bill that shall 
authorize the President, if he sees fit, to nominate him for restora- 
tion. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will it disturb the Senator for me right here to call 
his attention to the distinction in those cases. The case of Armes—— 

Mr. BAYARD. I was about discussing the case of Armes. There 
is a distinction, but there was there an exercise of power more ques- 
tionable than the one now proposed. There was a question raised 
whether or not the President had approved the finding of the court- 
martial and there was no clear record upon that point, but an act of 
Con was approved on the 9th of June, 1874, authorizing an hon- 
orable discharge to be issued to this officer by the Secretary of War, 
in these words: 

That the f War is hereby authorized and directed to to 
A. Armes, 1 copii Tenth ‘United States 8 aud 8 Fete 
3 , an honorable discharge from the service of the United States, to date 

3 was the date of his dismissal from the Army by the court-mar- 
tial 
and that said George A. Armes be paid the same pay and allowances as if he had 
been discharged under the prorina of the third section of the act entitled “ An 


act making a riations for the sapport of the Army for the year ending June 
30, 1871, ani RE other purposes,” 5 July 15, 1 z s 


mmittee on Military „and passed the act without t, with the amend- Iti 1 1 
t suggested commi e Senate is another illustration of the plenary power exercised by Con- 
said act which, if so n tha meceasitg tos farther Sune: in dealing with this class of cases. Armes’s case was one of 


tion of S. No. 560. ismissal from the Army by the sentence of a court-martial; and 
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Congress undertook by law, without any interposition of the Presi- 
dent, to give him an honorable discharge with pay. That was a re- 
versal pro tanto of that sentence; it was a direct examination and 
inquiry into the fuse or injustice of the judgment and sentence of 
the court-martial, the power to do which we have constantly 

If Congress could set aside part of the sentence, they assuredly had 
a right to set aside all; and if Congress is exercising judicial power 
or invading the prerogative of the President we giving that man 
who had been dishonorably discharged an honorable discharge with 
pay, it was only another illustration of the exercise of the present 
power, which, it seems to me, ought to be re; ed as essential for 
se Burpee of remedying injustice when it shall have been discov- 
e 

But, say the committee, considering that there might have been a 
3 of doubt as to whether the President had formally approved 

o sentence of Armes’s dismissal in 1870: 

By virtue of this law, Special Orders No. 136, War Department, Adjutant-Gen- 

s Office, Washington, June 19, 1874, were issued, honorably discharging Cap- 
tain Armes as of date June 7, 1870. 
ici by act of Congress a dishonorable cashiering into an hon- 
orable discharge with pay and allowances— 

So that the committee concludes that the connection of Captain Armes with the 
Army was completely severed by virtue of the act aforesaid and order aforesaid, 
and whatever ities there may have been in the of the court- 
martial, and especially as to the review thereof, were completely cured by the act 
and orders aforesaid, and by the voluntary acceptance thereof by Captain Armes. 

Here, then, is the eee in a case varying in its facts but illus- 
trating anew and very forcibly the principle I contend for, which is 
that there is power in the Congress of the United States to assist in 
every way, whether by way of suggestion or by way of confirmation 
of the act of the President, in removing a great act of public injustice 
toward any one of its citizens. 1 

Mr. AN. Now will the Senator, inasmuch as he is through 
ed allow me to make a suggestion to him in reference to that 


case 

Mr. BAYARD. I beg pardon. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to 
that case? Iwas not then in Congress, but I have read the court- 
martial proceedings. He will find this to be the fact, that the com- 
mittee concluded that there was no court-martial decision, and why? 
Because the findin got the court-martial had never been approved by 
the President, and ce it was a nullity. There is a very grave dis- 
tinction between the finding of a court-martial never approved and 
one that has been approved and has become a finality. Bo I can cite 
him to numbers of cases—— 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator will have on opportunity to comment 
on the case. I only say to him that I think he is putting himself in 
rather a worse tion than before on this subject. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I take the chances on that; but if the 
Senator will allow me in reference to the law he was commenting on, 
I think probably he does not want himself to fall into an error. The 
law authorizing the President to nominate and appoint an officer 
who has been out of the Army is for the reason that promotion in 
the Army by the law goes by seniority. Where an officer has been 
displaced from the service then it requires an act of Con; to sus- 
yona promotion in order to allow that man to be appointed in the 

, and that is the object of the act. It does not at all affect the 
court-martial, but it affects the promotion in the Army, stopping it 
at that point until he may be appointed to the Army. That is all 
the object of such a law. 5 

Mr. BAYARD. The honorable Senator has had full opportunity to 
be heard in this case, and he will have it again; but I make no com- 
plaint. Lendeavor to recognize the courtesies of debate in the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I assure the Senator I meant no discourtesy; I 
pany it was perfectly 8 and I certainly will not inter- 
rupt him in. Ithought he would not object to having an under- 
standing of what the Military Committee mean by framing a bill to 
allow the nsion of promotion in the Army. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is very obvious that it is 5 to me if 
every time I make a point in reply to the argument of the honorable 
Senator or others, he isto rise and meet me upon it. I shall be obliged 
to him to point out to me any errors of fact I may state; but when it 
comes to the question of suggesting arguments founded upon the law, 
Isubmit it wonld be better for him to let me get through. But the 
case of Captain Armes was just this: He has been put out of the Army 
of the United States by the sentence of a court-martial, and accord- 
ing to the position of the honorable Senator from Illinois and the hon- 
orable Senator from Wisconsin that case could not be heard again 
after the finding had been approved, except before the bar of God. It 
is shown that Congress did undertake to have that case heard again 
and without any information save that which it derived through its 
committee and through an ex parte statement of Captain Armes. It 
did not simply reopen the case but wholly reversed it. Without the 
in ition of a court of review ; without any interposition from the 
executive 8 Congress changed that sentence by an act of Con- 
oe and said to the man who had been dismissed in dishonor: “ You 

all be restored in honor and with pay.” Is not that an exercise of 
power, clear, distinct, illustrative of the ve Wer which I now wish 


to see exercised by the Congress of the United States to remedy a 
gross injustice. A 
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Mr. President, I do not care to detain the Senate in ing whether 
the action of the President of the United States in ing what may 
be known as the Schofield board of review into existence was war- 
ranted by the statute or not. In my judgment it was warranted by 
the statute. Ido not believe that there can be found one line in the 
Articles of War that raises the bar of a statute of limitations upon 
the power of presidential pardon and the inquiry which he ought to 
make for the purpose of review preliminary to any attempt to com- 
pensate the party injured and to remedy the injustice to which he 
may have been pag reba Where is there such alaw? Where is the 
statute that sets a limitation upon his power? 

I have heard it said in the course of this debate that it must be ex- 
ercised by the identical President who approved the finding. What 
is the result of that? It brings us to a government of men and not 
a government of law. It is by virtue of the office he can exercise his 
power of review and as Commander-in-Chief. In this very case is it 
possible that because the pols death of Mr. Lincoln took place, 
all the powers of presidential examination in Porter’s case died with 
him? Suppose the court closes its session on Wednesday and the 
finding is approved on Thursday, and the President dies on Friday, 
is it possible that the power of review dies with him? Is it that be- 
cause the man is dead who at that time was the President and be- 
cause he held that office had that power, the power is dead? It is 
not so. The power survives in the office, whoever may fill it. Where. 
is the statute of limitation and who has a right to apply it, and say 
that mercy shall not be extended, and that justice not be done 
in the face of any su uent: disclosure of facts, because a certain 
period of time has ela 7 

But, sir, the power of the President to make rules aud regulations for 
the goverment of the Army to amend and collate articles of war was 
questioned in 1853, and Mr. Cushing gave a very elaborate opinion to 
Mr. Dobbin, the then Secretary of the Navy, on the subject. It con- 
tains an historical review of the practice under the Constitution; 
9 and not the President, providing these rules and Togia 
tions. Mr. Cushing decides and so advises the Secretary of the Navy. 
I will read his opinion in the sixth volume of Opinions of Attorneys- 
General, page 15, and at page 18: 


examination, being a code of laws, and an act of lation, in di 
TT Bo spo ho taora. i 


That was as to the attempt of the President to establish a code, 
articles of war, and procedure in cases in the naval service, ousting 
Congress from their confessed jurisdiction over the question. 

In the views thus A preiar it is not intended to say that the President, as 

-in-chief of the land and naval forces, has not some power to issue di- 
rections and orders. So has a commodore in command of a squa ox a 
in the field. But such orders and directi when issued by the President, must 
be within the range of purely executive or istrative action. 


The Supreme Court, in the case of The United States vs. Eliason, 
(16 Peters, 301,) declare: 

The power of the Executive blish ral k 
„ to esta es and regulations for the govern. 

They declare the power to be undoubted. There can be no doubt 
that, where Congress has occupied the ground, the President cannot 
tra the limits marked out by theirstatute, but where Congress 
has not occupied the ground and where the act is a military act di- 
rectly in the purview of the powers of the President as commander- 
in-chief, then, according to the language of Attorney-General Cush- 
ing, he has power to issue orders and directions “ within the range of 
executive or administrative action.” 

Let us look at the act of Congress, article 115, providing for courts 
of inquiry: 

ART, 115. A court of inquiry, to examine into the nature of any transaction of, 
or accusation or imputation against, any officer or soldier, may be ordered by the 
President or by any commanding officer; but, as courts of inquiry may be per- 
verted to dishonorable purposes, and may be employed, in the hands of weak and 
envious commandants, as engines for the destruction of military merit, they shall 
never be ordered by any commanding officer, except upon a demand by the officer 
or soldier whose conduct is to be inquired of. 


Here then in ‘this article there is a distinct recognition of the es- 
sential difference between the commander-in-chief of the Army and 
the mere commandants of forces under his control. There is alim- 
itation upon the power of the latter, and there is no limitation upon 
the power of the former, but he may examine into the nature of any 
transaction or accusation or imputation against any officer or soldier, 
There is no limitation as to time, no statement of years. He is au- 
thorized in the most general way, upon the demand of any officer or 
soldier whose conduct is to be inquired of, and whenever there is 
any transaction of or accusation or imputation against him, then he 
is authorized to examine. What is the fair construction and mean- 
ing of that? Fitz-John Porter was in the Army. The transaction 
was a military one. There were imputations and accusations of the 
grossos kind; they were upon the record that this court approved ; 

ut what can be the acts of the power of review, and for what pur- 
pose is it intrusted to the President as broadly as here except for the 
purpose of being exercised by him? So under that statute, by the 
advice, with the approval of his constitutional advisers, a court of 
inquiry was regularly called. It was in accordance with article 116 


1880. 
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as to numbers; it was provided with a recorder in accordance with 
article 117; and in article 118 the powers of that court are set forth : 

Ant. 118. A court of inquiry, and the recorder thereof, shall have the same 

er to summon and examine witnesses as is given to courts- and the 
ſudge- advocates thereof. Such witnesses shall the same oath which is taken 
witnesses before courts-martial, and the ee shall be permitted to 
— and cross-examine them, so as fully to investigate the circumstances in 
question. 

It has been asked what authority had the President to summon 
this board. I say a fair and reasonable construction of the statute 
itself would give it; but may it not also reasonably be based 1 
his power as commander-in-chief of the Army and Navy? He has 
the inherent power, where not forbidden by statute, for the purpose 
of reaching justice and the proper control and regulation of the 
armies of fhe United States. He has the power to call courts of in- 
guiry for his own information, and courts of review for the examina- 
tion pf past transactions. 

I hold it, therefore, that the President of the United States had 
authority to call that board; that they were called regularly ; that 
their proceedings were regular, and what has been the result? It 
lies before us in three volumes containing nearly two thousand pages 
of printed matter; it lies before us in a volume containing twenty- 
four elaborately and carefully executed ear ag A glance at 
those maps will show that they were executed by distinguished offi- 
cers of the United States Engineers, under the direction of George 
W. McCrary, the Secretary of War. Here is a map called the Piatt 
map. Let me read: 


FCC 
> G. a or 9. 8. A., . J. ud - 
ey C. E., 17 A. Gen. . King's Divison) ant H. D. Gurden, CE. Tate Capt. & 
A. A. Gen. Confed. Army.) 

Sir, I do not believe in all the history of military proceedings that 
a more elaborate, careful, or more convincing mass of testimony was 
ever presented to the human mind. 

Of the three officers composing the court or board I need not speak. 
They are men of national reputation, all skilled in the art of war, one 
of them especially skilled in the art of weighing testimony and con- 
ducting examination, and aided by the presence on the part of the 
United States of a vigilant, acute, most energetic recorder ‘as prose- 
cuting officer; the testimony was brought forth by able and accom- 
plished counsel for the accused; so that even granting—which I do 
not t—that there was a lack of technical authority for the sum- 
moning and constitution of that yet I do say that considering 
its composition, considering the meth ursued, considering the re- 
sults brought before the country, no finding of any court was ever 
entitled to more moral weight before the world than the one which 
is now laid on the desks of every Senator. The mere, strict, techni- 
eal, legal right to sunimon the board and to put it in operation, in my 
judgment, fades away before the enormous force, the moral force, o 
their findings and of their report to the President, all of which he 
has laid before us. 

And what does this testimony establish? The statement is short. 
It establishes a complete reversal, a complete refutation, a complete 
denial, of every essential fact relied upon to justify the conviction of 
General Porter in 1863. The charges, in short, against General Por- 
ter, were, first, that being ordered on the night of the 27th of August, 
1862, to move his army corps toward a certain point he neglected 
and disobeyed the order, to the violation of pertain discipline and 
the defeat of the plans of the commanding general. What is the 
answer to that, in proof? It is shown conclusively that the move- 
ment of his corps desired to be effected by the order given by General 
Pope was in fact accomplished by him more speedily, more effectually, 
more successfully than if he had commenced his movement at the 
identical hour at which he was ordered, to 8 one o’clock at night; 
that there is a reason in all things; that on a dark and rainy night, 
with roads encumbered with wagon-trains, his men fatigued and ut- 
terly worn-out, he believed and knew that an economy of their strength 
to be secured by a further rest of two hours and the approach of day- 
light would enable him to make p to reach the point to which 
he had been ordered infinitely sooner than if he had started at the 
hour of one. So the proof is that he did in fact reach the point to 
which he had been ordered in full time for the accomplishment of 
everything that was designed by the order. So far from there being 
disobedience in spirit it is proven that there was a complete perform- 
ance of the service designed for him, because he brought his army 
corps to the point at an earlier hour, and in better condition, than it 
would have reached had the letter and not the spirit of the order in 
question been followed by him. 

He then was charged with having on the evening of the following 
day disobeyed the joint order issued to himself and General McDowell. 
For that he has been held . of that he was found gnilty 
and sentenced to be dismissed in disgrace. What are the facts as 
stated by General McDowell himself? In answer to that it is con- 
clusively shown and proved now by General McDowell himself, that 
any departure from the joint order of General Pope issued to himself 
and Fitz-John Porter was owing to hisown act as the ranking officer 
by virtue of seniority when he and Porter were together. 

I read from page 751, in which General McDowell admits that the 
withdrawal of the division of General Ricketts from Porter’s force 
was his own act, without the authority of General Pope and of course 


beyond the control of General Fitz-John Porter. At page 750 General 
McDowell testifies : 


The ordering of Ricketts to Thoroughfare Gap was not in accordance with 
plan of operations made with the consent of General Pope. Fe! 


And at page 751: 
that all the movements of the witness were under the direction of 


Gene: pe. 
The Wrrness. All the ions of m; were, in a general way, by direc- 
tion of General Po PMs coreg on meee instrui cane T varied Feoi th ; 


cti em; 
and in this partic: against his wish and not with his 


approval. 

And see the same witness at pages 752 to 756. 

What were those variations? Among them was included the with- 
drawal of the two divisions of Ricketts and King, which completely 
changed the face of the whole matter. The withdrawal of the divis- 
ion of General Ricketts from Thoroughfare Gap, and of King from 
Warrenton pike where it had been posted for the purpose of pre- 
venting the union of the forces of Jackson with those of Longstreet, 
enabled that union fatally to take place, and that was not done b 
order of Porter. The disobedience here designed to be expressed 
the annulment of the joint order by General McDowell under the 
discretion given in that joint order. General McDowell says, (page 
82, volume 1:) 

When that joint order reached us we were ener aa that joint order directed 
_ 8 That joint order found the troops in the position in which it directed 


And he then took King from Porter, and joining Ricketts to King, 
— — back and away from Porter, up the Sudley Spring road toward 

roveton. 

Not only that act, but all that resulted from that act and the charge 
that is based upon the supposition that this disobedience was the act 
of Porter, falls to the ground, for it is proven to be the act of McDow- 
ell, himself confessing that it was he who violated the joint order of 
Koe to himself and Fitz-John Porter, of which General Pope accuses 

‘orter. 

What was the next charge? I have referred to the charge that he 
did not obey Pope’s joint order of August 29 to McDowell and him- 
self to move toward Gainesville. The answer to that is shown by 
McDowell himself, that by virtue of seniority he was the officer in 
command, and that it was under his orders that Porter acted, under 
his orders that the division of Ricketts was moved back from Thor- 
oughfare and King’s division diverted from joining Porter's fo: 
and Porter thus deprived of the forces necessary to carry out the join 
order issued to him and McDowell. 


case I varied from them 


The next ch is that on the 29th of Angos being with his army 
corps between assas Station and the field of battle then pending, 
“and within sound of the guns, and in the presence of the enemy, and 


knowing that a severe action of great consequence was being fought, 
and that tle aid of his corps was greatly needed, did fail all day to 
bring it on to the field, and did shamefully fall back and retreat from 


f | the advance of the enemy, without any attempt to give them battle, 


and without knowing the forces from which he shamefully retreated.” 
This is alleged on the 29th of Angust, 1862. Now, there comes a 
frightful fact. After that charge was not only made but sustained 
by the deposition of General McDowell himself, based upon I know 
not what, the fact is disclosed by his last examination that he was 
dealing with the events of a totally different day. It is proven be- 
d all doubt that there was no such general battle raging on the 
h, and that which General Pope and General McDowell had al- 
leged to be this great and severe battle, which Fitz-John Porter heard 
and shamefully retreated from, or heartlessly listened to without 
moving, did not take place on the day he alleged it to have taken 
place. In other words, the fatal, the vital mistake was made in the 
mind of General McDowell, of confusing the 30th with the 29th da; 
of August. Turn to his testimony on that subject on pages 734, 7. 
736, 737, and 738. He had quoted the extract of the report of Gene 
Stonewall Jackson, showing that his forces had been placed in great 
jeopardy by the impetuous and fierce attacks of the United States 
on a given day, and but for the timely approach of re-enforce- 
ments from Longstreet, Jackson would have been overcome. The 
mistake of General McDowell was in reading the report of General 
Jackson, that he thought Jackson was alluding to the affair of the 
29th, when upon examination it turns out that Jackson was alluding 
to the 30th, of which I shall presently speak. He is asked : 


If you had observed that, you would have seen that the extract which you 
VVV 
© the 30th. 
A. aE yee have read it correctly, I would. 
. Well, look and see. k ded to witnoss.] 
© RECORDER. I object to that book being put in the hands of the witness for 
any such purpose. 
The PRESIDENT. or THE BoanD⁰ This book has been admitted for the engone of 
this cross-examination. The objection made by the Recorder has been ruled upon. 
The Witness, From reading this I am 8 satisfied that I was in error in 
supposing that report to refer to the 29th. 
It did in fact refer to the 30th, and was so given by General Jackson! 
A. Yes. It was a mistake that I made. h 
On page 738, after a good deal of fencing with the witness, who 
8 very much and naturally ee eee by this testimony, the 
question is asked: 
How long did you remain of the impression that this extract printed by you 
from General 3 report did refer to the 29th? 
A. Until about fifteen utes 


ago. 
So that by the testimony of this distinguished officer upon whose 
averments and knowledge the conviction of 1863 was chiefly found, 
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he was trying this man upon the wrong state of facts; he was try- 
ing him for the events of the 30th on the 29th. But there is much 
more in that mistake than I have yet adverted to. It shows that the 
whole fabric of General McDowell’s testimony as to this man’s con- 
duct on the 29th falls to the ground, and he is compelled to admit 
that he had wholly mistaken the report of General Jackson upon 
which he based his joint publications with Pope that this man was 
ty of cowardly, inhuman dereliction of duty on the 29th. 

But more, sir, another charge . 7 8 General Porter to be consid- 
ered in relation to the charge that on the 29th of August he was 
guilty of this great wickedness, is that he disobeyed the order of 4.30 

. m. on the 29th to attack the enemy and retreated from the advanc- 
ing forces of the enemy without any attempt to engage them or to 
aid the troops who were already fighting inst greatly superior 
numbers and were relying on the flank attack he was ordered to make 
to secure a decisive victory, and to capture the enemy’s army, results 
which must have followed from such flank attack had if been made 
by General Porter in compliance with said order. 

Here comes another answer disclosed at last by the mercy and jus- 
tice which ordered this rehearing of the case. The fact a „that 
tho order of four o'clock and thirty minutes p. m. of the 29th did not 
reach General Porter until after six o’clock, and the proof of that is 
found in page 769, in the testimony of General McDowell. I will read 
from his testimony on page 771 first: 

Q. Three dispatches from General Porter to yourself have been read here by the 
recorder. You, I suppose, furnished him with those atches ? 

A. I waa called upon by the board to do so, and If them to him. 

How long have you those ? 


2 About sixteen years. 
8 Have you had them ever since you received them from General Porter that 
N 


A. I suppose so. I didn’t know I had them. 

The RECORDER. I will state here that I omitted, inadvertently, to produce those 
by the witness, and mentioned the fact to the examining counsel that I intended to 
produce them. 

Mr. CHOATE. They are considered as introduced. 

Q You have had them in your possession ever since they were received ! 

I found them when the request was made to me by the board. I looked among 
my nag aed and found those dispatches. 

Q. Will you tell me why they were not produced on the trial of General Porter 
by court-martial ? 


“A. I could not. 
L. Why did not you uce them! 
. I was not aware that I had them. Iwas surprised to find them. If I had 


immediately answered the request of the board, I ld hayo said T had not any- 
thing of General Porter’s in 101 possession. 

$ ore A hag not the habit of preserving the papers which you receive! 

Q. 

A. 


es, sir, 
Is it not a particular habit with you? 


Yes, sir. 

Q. Don't ou make it arule to preserve all the official papers that you receive! 

A. Yes, sir. 

a | Then you knew that whatever you received from General Porter you still 

„ did you, when you went to testify on the court-martial and to make an exam- 
ination to see what papers or dispatches you had from him that would tend to show 
the truth of these events? 

A. No, sir; I did not. 

Q. Why not! 

A. Because my attention was not drawn to it. I tell you now, I did not know I 
had those dispatches. 

Q. Did not you think it your duty, in giving testimony a brother officer, 
to make an examination of the dispatches you had received from him in order that 
full justice should be done him? 

A. I was brought before the court not knowing what questions would be asked 
me. answered such questions as were asked me, At time I was before that 
court I did not know that I had those dispatches. I could have just as well brought 
them then as now. If you want to imply that I suppressed those dispatches, I say 
to you I could as well suppress them now as then. 


The questions asked at the former trial were then read to him: 


„NQ. Can you recollect whether on that day you received any message or order at 
all Pon General Porter yts 


foe a sir; 5 ares ooh ye 8 ; 
Q. Can you t e COW cularly about any o ose messages 
ok T wuawraned ee of MA DA fey 8 


essages ting, but I have no copy of that note. 
I do not know whether I wrote it or whether it was written by another and signed 
by me. I think his notes were asking how the battle was 8 or what was the 
condition of things with us, so far as I can recollect." -G. C. M. Rec., page 220. 

Now, as you state that you had a fixed habit of preserving all official papers that 
you received, did not you regard it as your duty, when the question was put to you 
#0 pointedly on the trial of General Porter, to look for those dispatches, that the 
truth might be known? 

A. I have answered your question once before. I had no aeii of havin, 
received those tches at the time of General Porter's trial. I Thad 
those dispatches then. They would have established a point. 

. Lou need not argue. 

You imply that I Ln rere those dispatches. There is an implication of 

that in your question which I wish to resent. 

. You will answer first and then resent. 

K mestion repeated.) 1 

. My answer was that when I went before that court I did not know as to what 
I was to be interrogated. I did not know at that time that those dispatches were 
in my possession; and that I was surprised the other day to find them there; that 
I wished that I had known of them. I wished I had produced them at the time, 
because they established a point I should like very much to have established. 

2 Against General Porter! 

In my favor. 
Q And against General Porter? 
Not as I view it. This dispatch, I failed to get Morell over to you.” I 
should like to have had that point © up on the trial. 5 
. Now will you please answer fhe question whether, when the matter was so 
tay brought to your attention, and messages were inquired for, yn did not 
it as your duty to find and produce them, that the truth might be known? 
I told you that I did not know that I had those dispatches. 

Q. You knew it was your fixed habit to preserve all dispatches, and those dis- 
patches were called for by the board ? 

A. No, sir; they didn't know that such dispatches were in existence. 

Q. The question was whether you had received dispatches, and you said you had 


several, and you gave all that you thought were from General Porter. Didn't it 


ee ete ‘ou that it was ans ey ee 3 known? 

» over over again had them. 

aay P iea pah hate failed to produce them * rt e 
What were those dispatches? The first dispatch was as follows: 


GENERAL MCDOWELL: The firing on my right has so far retired that, as I cannot 
advance, and have failed to get over to you except by the route taken by King, I 
shall withdraw to Manassas. If you have anyth ng to communicate please do so. 
I have sent many messengers to you and General igel ane pet nothing. 

F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 

An artillery duel is going on now—been skirmishing for a long time. 

F. J. P. 

The second dispatch: 


GEXERAL MCDOWELL or K,: I have been wandering over the woods and failed 
to get a communication to you. Tell how matters go with you. Tho enemy is in 
strong force in front of me, and I wish to know your designs for to-night. left 
to me I shall have to retire forfood and water, which I cannot gethere. How goes 
the battle? It seems to go to our rear. The enemy are getting to our left. 


F. J. PORTER, M. G. Vols. 
The third dispatch : 


GENERAL McDowEL: Failedin getting Morell over toyou. After wandering about 

the woods for a time I withdrew him, and while doing so artillery opened on us. 
scouts could not get through. Each one found the enemy between us, and I 
believe some have been cap . Infantry are also in front. I am trying to get 
a battery, but have not succeeded as yet. m the masses of dust on 5 
from reports of scouts, think the enemy aro moving largely in that way. P. 
communicate the way this messenger came. I have nocavalry or messengers now. 
Please let me know your designs; whether you retire or not. I cannot get water 
and am out of provision. Have lost a few men from infantry he 
F. J. PORTER, Maj. Gen. Vols. 
AUG. 9—6 p. m. 


That order, worth a thousand men’s memories, that written paper, 
after sixteen years—I will not say of secretion or suppression, but 
sixteen years of non-production, ap here to give the lie to this 
charge against this brave man. It is acomplete refutation that he 
ever received that order of half past four o’clock of that afternoon 
in time to make the attack which he was directed to make. In fact, 
the time had pasad, and not only the time but the power of making 
such an attack practicable at all had passed, because orders of Pope 
and McDowell had withdrawn from him the very troops, Ricketts’ 
and King’s divisions, whose place was supplied by the armed forces 
of the 8 

Now, of the 30th of August. They all declare that after six o’clock 
on the 29th military operations for that night had ended. I mean 
the operations intended of an attack in force. There necessarily was 
skirmishing, but the battle no longer partook or was proposed to par- 
take of a general or serious character. Then comes Thaveday, the 
30th. Was that day the day of this man’s glory or was it the day of 
his shame? Who can keat so well as the man he met? Who is 
there North or South, East or West, to decry the judgment of Stone- 
wall Jackson as to a soldier's capacity for fighting? None could be 
called who would attest it more freely than those who opposed him 
in battle. What did he say? What washis e opon on that 30th day 
of August? It was that such attacks were e with such fury and 
gallantry upon the part of the United States forces that nothing but 
the fortunate re-enforcement by General Longstreet preven his 
overthrow. 

Read the words of Jackson’s own report to Lee, at page 733 : 

In a few moments our entire line was in a fierce and sanguinary 7 


gle with the enemy. As one line was rep another took its pics et p 
as if determined by force of numbers and of assault to drive us from 
N r e Sa but the timely and gallant 

General Longstreet on the right relieved troops from the pressure 
ee numbers, and gave to ‘howe TERTE men the chances of a more paket Pacey 

And now Senators, ask yourselves, ask General McDowell, ask the 
American people whose heart and brain directed the attack, and whose 
splendid courage came very near overwhelming the forces of Stone- 
wall Jackson? Whose troops were then infront of Jackson and 
Longstreet? Whose valor caused Jackson to be grateful that re-en- 
forcements had reached him just in time for his safety? It was Fitz- 
John Porter; it was the valor of the troops he commanded. Sir, that 
which was published by Pope and MeDowell for his shame will stand 
forever the monument of his honor and fidelity. The facts are there ; 
they cannot be erased; they cannet be gainsaid; they stand to-day 
and they will burn themselves into the consciences of the American 
people so 5 777 memory shall last. [Applause in the galleries. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. GARLAND in the chair.) Silence 
in the galleries. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I have read with interest and feel- 
ing the whole of the testimony in this case. Originally a distinguished 
man, with whom my relations were those of friendly confidence, sent 
me his arguments and the papers connected with the case of Porter 
at the time of the original trial—I refer to Hon. Reverdy Johnson 
and he and I had some correspondence upon the subject. After that, 
from his judgment, from the opinions published at that time, I am 
frank to confess that I was a believer in the injustice of the finding 
of that court-martial. I thought that Fitz-John Porter had been 
tried in a time when reason slept and when passion raged; that he 
was the victim of a heated, unwholesome atmosphere; that the re- 
port of the Senate in Hammond’s case might have applied to him. I 
may read it. It seems a little florid in style, but it is true: 


The od when the difficulties pak rege between Secretary Stanton and Sur- 
geon Hammond was one ‘ete with perplexities and troubles. Fd ghey 
civil war was in progress, Tange armies were arrayed in active hostilities, the 


issue of events was uncertain and indeterminate. There were, of necessity, an- 
tagonisms, ambitions, and jealousies without number, embarrassing and hampering 
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the authorities. Chaos reigned the untoward fate of a 


were cast from their high estates to give place to others, in some cases the - 
5 while in others yield- 


erly failing and the roving valneli 
tee be retorn: j Spaniz wes the — pe to the of its attributes, 
or what was conceived to be its necessities, victims were daily, nay hourly, sacri- 
ficed. Into this whirlpool of events Dr. Hammond was drawn and carried down. 
The history of that era is an open book, known to and read by all the world. 

Sir, it is a true picture of the excited condition of feeling at that 
time. Bat still there were minds competent to judge. If the Senate 
were passing upon the question of a pension, in the case of aman who 
died of wounds received in service or in consequence of his exposure 
in the public behalf, whether the bs yr of the petitioner were 
such as entitled him to relief according to the well-known rules of 

ting pensions, would not the Senate feel itself bound in great 
y the opinion of eminent physicians and surgeons? Would 
Bot the opinion of men especially skilled in that art be relied upon 
then to form their judgment as to the granting of the pension? So 
I take it in regard to the weight of testimony. Weighing testimony 
is a thing of skill. Men’s minds must be trained to adjust fact to fact 
in order to obtain a fair proportion out of which truth arises, and upon 
men who have made the study of testimony and its laws the work of 
their lives the greatest reliance must be placed. What names are 
here? What a catalogue can I find of the men who not in heat, not 
in passion, not in envy, and surely not in malice, took this case into 
their calm and careful consideration. At page 528 will be found the 
honored names of Benjamin R. Curtis, of Daniel Lord, of Sidney Bart- 
lett, of Judge Abbott, of William C. Shipman, of Charles O’Conor, of 
Reverdy Jo nson—all agreeing in opinion that the testimony before 
the court of January, 1863, did not convict Fitz-John Porter, but that 
it did acquit him. their letters to be found at pages 535, 536, 
and so on to 540, What shall I say us the weight of testimony 
to guide mein my vote contained in the report of the Schofield board ? 
Who shall better inform us of military facts than a board of skillfal 
soldiers? Who can better instruct us in the canons of military duty 
and soldierly fidelity in all these transactions so fully placed in evi- 
dence, than three distinguished military men, whose honor is without 
stain? It would be a grateful task to supply my poor words by 
theirs, to choose extracts from this report to show how overwhelming 
and conclusive in their minds has been this testimony, and how en- 
tirely this suspected and condemned man has been exonerated, how 
he who was charged with being a traitor is a hero and a patriot. 
Let me read one sentence. Speaking of the fight of the 29th of 
Angus after the order of half past four’ might have reached, and 
pro ably had reached General Porter, it then being after six— 

Any attack which Porter could have made at any time that afternoon must 
2 been fruitless of any good results. Porter's faithful, subordinate, 

t conduct that afternoon saved the Union Army from defeat which 
would otherwise have resulted that day from the enemy's more speedy concentra- 
tion, The only priseg Spinco period of that campaign, viz, between eleven a. m. 
and sunset of A it 29, was thus safely passed. Porter had understood and ap- 

ted the military situation, and, so Leas he had acted upon his own 8 

i Sarees —— us Whoever de 5 — ie dia 
was in no > 
3706 flow iron any action Or inaction of his. 7 s: 

Closing the history of this terrible battle. They show what they 
term the fierce and gallant struggle of Porters own on the 
30th which had been used to sustain the original error, which was 
that the fight that occurred was on the 29th, under which he was 
condemned. General Porter was in effect condemned for not having 
taken any part in his own battle. 

Such was the error upon which General Porter was pronounced of the 
most shameful crime known 33 We believe not one among all the 
eet soldiers on that bloody field was less deserving of such condemnation 


Mr. President, there is a key-note to the animus of Fitz-John Por- i 


ter at that time, and through those dreadful scenes which I will read. 
It is to be found at page 25. General McClellan in his testimony 
avers that he sent a dispatch to General Porter exhorting him in the 
sirongest words to Es to Pope every aid and every succor that he 
d have accorded tohim. He testifies that he wrote that dispatch 
not that he had the faintest doubt that General Porter would give 
every aid in his power to sustain his commander, General Pope, not 
that he doubted for one moment the fealty of his brave companion 
in arms and true friend, but it was written at the suggestion of Pres- 
ident Lincoln, who said that there were rumors of sore feelings be- 
tween the officers and against General Pope upon the part of his 
subordinates, which made him think it perhaps would be wise if Gen- 
eral McClellan sent this exhortation, this message from his heart to 
those who knew and loved him so well. At page 25 is the response 
of Fitz-John Porter to that dispatch of General McClellan, and this 
dispatch I say strikes the key-note of that man’s heart through the 
whole of these transactions: 
Farerax C. H., 10 a. m., September 2, 1862. 
You may rest assured that all your friends, as well as every lover of his coun- 
Sy, will ever give, as they have given, to General Pope their cordial co-operation 


constant support in the execution of all ordersand plans. Our killed, wounded, 
and enfeebled troops attest our devoted duty. 


Major: Gre ORTER,- 
General GrorcE B, MCCLELLAN, Washington. e 5 

Yes, sir, those killed, wounded, enfeebled troops did attest their 
devotion to duty. It was that devotion to duty of Fitz-John Porter 
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and the brave men under his command that saved what was saved 
of the Army of the United States on the 30th day of August, 1862. If 
men wish to understand how he felt on that day, let them read the 
unconscious testimony of the man when he sent to McClellan this 
response to his telegram. General sy testifies that he would not 
allow this telegram to be forwarded, and says he was forbidden to send 
that dispatch to General McClellan by orders of his superior officer, 
but it would have told McClellan no more than he well knew before. 
It tells the American le that which they knew before, which they 
only will believe in the more as time rolls on—that Porter was ever 
faithful and true. 

Mr. President, I must apologize to the Senate for ere ei of time 
and the very imperfect manner in which I have disc this case. 
It after ali rests with the care and the patience of Senators themselves 
to make that examination of the testimony should they have doubt 
of the testimony, or of the law should they have donbt of the law, of 
the power of gp eps to assist the President in every way in having 
justice done to this officer. 

Something has been said about his receiving the pay and allow- 
ances of his rank. Upon my soul, I think it is scarcely worth men- 
tioning. It seems to me that the great act is the act of restoration, 
and that this incident, the payment of money that was due to him 
fairly under law, moua fo with it. If it be true, and who can 
doubt it is true, that for fifteen years this man has sat with acrushed 
and aching heart asking for justice at the hands of his Government, 
what money can compensate him? Whoamong us would for money’s 
sake stand for one week with that dreadful, slow, unmoving finger of 
scorn pointed at us, conscious all the while of its cruel and bitter in- 
E If you unbolted your Treasury and poured its contents at 

is feet it would be nothing to him as compared to that which he has 
suffered. It really seems to me this point is insignificant and small 
beyond notice. 

n the course of this debate I have heard it said, “ Wait until you 
hear from the people on this subject.” Well, Mr. President, I hope 
we will hear from the people; but before we hear from the people I 
want them to hear from me. Iam not waiting for the echo of popular 
applanse or condemnation. I think no ter insult can be offered 
to the people of America than to tell them that 1 suppose they 
will condemn a public man who tells the truth, and endeavors to do 
justice. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries.] Is it service 
to the poole to distrust them and conceal from them your real judg- 
ments b, sir, there — out in the ages long from the lips of 
the aged patriarch in the depth of his sorrows, “ Though he slay me, 
yet will I trust in him;” and shall not we trust in those we profess 
to serve? Shall we not trust in those who we say are virtuous, hon- 
est, and intelligent? Shall we not vote and speak according to the 
conscience that has been placed in the breast of every man amon 
us? This country of ours is one of the leading nations of the world, 
and little minds are not fit to govern it. If this Government shoul 
fal and go down amid the tears of those who love constitutional lib- 
ey and republican freedom, close to the root of its cause of failure 
will be fonnd the fact that her representative and public men dis- 
guised their honest opinions and failed to tell the people the truth, 
as they knew it to exist. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. MCDONALD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WHYTE. Will the Senator from Indiana give way that I ma 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness ? 

Mr. McDONALD. I understand that the Senator from Illinois 
wishes to say something now. 

. LOGAN, Mr. President, I desire just about five minutes on one 
proposition, if the Senator from Indiana will allow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. WALLACE in the chair.) Does 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand the Senator from Indiana yields to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr, LOG Of course, I do not intend to detain the Senate, and 
I would not rise were it not for the fact that I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] to one of his 
propositions in regard to the law concerning courts of inquiry. He 

the statute in reference to courts of inquiry, which applies to 
officers of the Army, and then stated to the Senate that this board, 
called the Schofield board, was authorized by that provision of the 
statute. I am certainly very much 33 that so good a lawyer 
as the Senator from Delaware should say that that was a board 
organised under this provision of the statute, when the statute pro- 
vides pee that a court of inquiry shall be called on the request 
of an officer of the Army to inquire into his own conduct. 

Mr. BAYARD, I beg the Senator’s pardon, the law requires that 
where such courts of inquiry are called by a commanding officer they 
shall be called at the request of the officer whose conduct is com- 
plained of, but it does not require a court of inquiry to be called at 
the tennen of an officer where the President orders it. 

Mr. AN. A court of inquiry is in reference to the conduct of 
an officer in the Army, not in reference to the conduct of a citizen. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I read the section to the honorable Senator ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. BAYARD. I will read it: 


ART. 115. A court of inquiry, to examine into the nature of any transaction of, 
or accusation or imputation against, any officer or soldier, may be ordered by the 
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may be 


President or by commanding officer; but as courts of inquiry 
ma; l 

verted to dishonorable purposes, and may be employed, 

never be ordered by any commandin, 

or soldier whose conduct is to be inquired of. 

Mr. LOGAN. Exactly. Now, Mr. President, the Senator totall 
misapprehends me. That law applies in no sense whatever toa citi- 
zen ; it ead hope officer or a soldier in the aar A courtof inquiry 
may be on the request of an officer or soldier in the Army bya 
commanding officer ; but for the purpose of provenea what is stated 
there the President himself may call it. Now, will any Senator, I 
care not who he may be, pretend for one moment that a court of in- 
quiry as known in military parlance, under the military law, can be 
called for the p of inquiring into the conduct of a citizen? No 
man has ever e such an assertion that I have ever heard of prior 
to this day. Fitz-John Porter was a citizen of the United States when 
this board was called, and not an officer of the Army, not a soldierin 
the Army, and it was called by the President, not under this section, 
but ontside of any law whatever. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I say this to the Senator: Fitz-John Porter's 
conduct which was under investigation was when he was a soldier in 
the Army; therefore it was a military question which was under 
consideration. This board of review never asked a question as to 
what Fitz-John Porter had done since 1862. They were not called 
for the purpose of asking what Porter had done since 1862; they were 
not called to consider fitz John Porter as a private citizen. The 
matter they inquired of was the action of Fitz-John Porter when a 
major-general of the Army, and what he did,—what were the accusa- 
tions against him, the imputations upon him, not when he was a 
private citizen, but when he was a soldier in the Army. It is beg- 
ging the whole question to say that you cannot inquire into acts per- 

formed at a period when he was distinctly within the letter of the 
statute. l 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, the proposition I make is this: not 
that the President may not ask a board of officers to give him infor- 
mation, as I said the other day, for the pu of ascertaining the 

ropriety of a pardon; but that under this section of the law the 

sident of the United States has no right to call a board of officers 

to examine into the conduct of a citizen as a citizen or as a soldier 

or as an officer when that officer or soldier no longer belongs to the 
Army. 

Now let us see what a court of inquiry is constituted for. A court 
of inquiry in the Army is constituted to ascertain what? To ascer- 
tain whether or not the conduct of the officer to be inquired into has 
been such as to authorize the preferring of articles against him to 
bring him before a court-martial. That is the object and intention 
of it, and it always has been so understood. No lawyer in this country 
before has ever pretended that a court of inquiry of Army officers 
could be organized for any other purpose, and I must say that I was 
astounded at the statement of the Senator from Delaware in refer- 


ence to the proportion: 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the honorable Senator from Illinois a 
question—— f 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir. I will be more generous with the Senator 
than he was inclined to be with me toward the last. 

Mr. BAYARD. Suppose the court-martial has been held and the 
finding bas been approved and the officer is dismissed from the Army, 
he then ceases to be a soldier. 

Mr. LOGAN. I say he does. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam speaking of your reasoning now. Let me ask 
what is the purpose of this board of inquiry or review but to open 
those very proceedings ? 

Mr. LOGAN. This is not a board of inquiry at all. There is no 
such thing as a board of inquiry. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam speaking of the board authorized by the sec- 
tion of the statute I have just read. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is a court of inquiry to inquire into the conduct 
of an officer in the Army, to see whether or not he shall be put be- 
fore a court-martial for trial, and that is the purpose and object of it, 
and it has always been so unders 

Now, sir, the Senator will that when the judgment of a court- 
martial, approved by the President, dismisses an officer from the Army 
aed eon of the Army and becomes a citizen. Does he not agree to 


Mr. BAYARD. And I do also say that the power of review for the 

` purpose of restoring him does not cease, that courts of inquiry for 

the purpose of establishing a review may be called, and that we over 

and over and over again in the history of our legislation have ap- 
proved them and have ratified the restoration of a man. 

Mr. LOGAN. No matter what the history has been, it has been 
done by law. The President has no law, the Secretary of War hasno 
lawful authority, you can find it nowhere, to call a court of inquiry 
to examine into the conduct of a citizen, no matter how long ago or 
how short ago he may have been in the Army. That is not the pur- 
posë. It never was intended and never has been done. I asserted that 
this board was without authority of law. The Senator undertakes 
to meet that by talking about a court of inquiry that may be called 
by the President, or by the officer asking it of his 5 
eral. What officer can ask for it? An officer in the Army g of 
his commanding general to organize a court of inquiry to inquire 


into his conduct so that he may exculpate himself, or for the 32 
of preventing certain oppressions, the President may do it himself. 
Do itfor what? To examine the conduct of the officer to see whether 
he will put him before a court-martial or not. 

That is the object; but what was done in this case? When the 
information came to the President of the United States in reference 
to this man’s conduct, he called a court-martial, as he had a right to 
do under the law, without a court of inquiry; and he having been 
court-martialed, that is the end of the law, so far as it applies to him 
as a military officer, and no court of inquiry can take jurisdiction of 
him under military law. 

Now, one other point I wish to call the Senator's attention to, and 
it is in reference to the evidence. I beg pardon of the Senate for 
again taking the floor, but I will not, while this question is being 
discussed, sit here and allow a perversion of the testimony or the law, 
if I can prevent it. The Senator says that McDowell’s testimony be- 
fore this board shows that he made a mistake before the court-mar- 
tial—I so understood the Senator—that he testified before this board 
that he was mistaken in reference to General Jackson’s report, and 
used the 30th for the 29th. 

Mr. BAYARD. In his reports and also in his written statement. 

Mr. LOGAN. Whose written statement? 

Mr. BAYARD. General McDowell’s. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am coming to that, and I will answer it. The Sen- 
ator left the impression before the Senate that General McDowell had 
sworn before the court-martial to that effect. 

Mr. BAYARD. I meant to give this view to the Senate—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Whatever you meant to give, Iam speaking of the 
impression left—— 

Mr. BAYARD. I cannot speak as to that. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let me answer if the Senator will allow me. 
not misrepresent him at all. 

Mr. BAYARD. Not willingly I am sure. 

Mr. LOGAN. What do you mean by it? 

Mr. BAYARD. I mean to say this: General McDowell had made 
statements, written statements and oral statements—I do not know 
whether they were in his prior testimony or not—but he had circulated 
srao his account of the transactions of the 29th and 30th of August, 
which convicted Porter of standing by cruelly and allowing his asso- 
ciates to be massacred and making no attempt to relieve them, which 
he bases on the report of Stonewall Jackson, and that he was not aware 
of his error until fifteen minutes before the time he was examined last 
by the board at West Point. 

Mr. LOGAN. I understand that. 

Mr. BAYARD. So that the very fact of Porter’s gallantry on the 
30th of August, 1862, was used for the purpose of condemning his con- 
duct on the 29th, 

Mr. LOGAN. Now I will show the Senator exactly where he mis- 
understands this statement. I have read the testimony, I think 
about as often as any other Senator. The evidence that he refers to 
is astatement that General McDowell made in answer to General 
Porters application to the President for a rehearing. He made a 
written statement, written after the court-martial, years afterward, 
in which he quoted from General Jackson’s report and quoted one 
p ph as relating to one day, when it should have been quoted 
as relating to another day. But let us see what effect that had on 
the court-martial. é 

There was no such testimony before the court-martial; no such state- 
ment was made; no reference was made to General Jackson’s report 
before the court-martial. General Jackson’s report had not been seen 
at that time. And let me call the Senator's attention to the fact that 
General Jackson’s report of the battle of the 29th and 30th was found 
among his papers after he wasdead. Hence McDowell could not have 
known anything about it at the time of the court-martial. It would 
be very well for the Senator to state these things as he goes along. 
It was found among General Jackson's papers, found by his adjutant- 
general, referring to these battles. I read from it myself right here 

rom this desk, reviewing the aragraph where he speaks of the 30th 
and without that, General Jackson’s report shows that the battle of 
the 29th was a severe battle, and so does all the evidence, 

The object of the Senator by making this statement and seeking to 
put General McDowell in a false position was to try to prove that there 
was no battle on the 29th. That was his object,for he so stated. 
Now I state, and he knows it to be the fact if he has read this testi- 
mony, that in the battle of the 29th King’s division and Reynolds’s di- 
vision of General McDowell’s gaps were both engaged in that battle 
from five sp to eight o’clock, and lost over fifteen hundred men on 
the 29th. The testimony of Stuart, of the confederate cavalry, of Gen- 
eral Lee, the commander of the confederate army, of General Long- 
street, of Rosser, of every one of those men, shows that a battle was 
fought on the 29th and asevere battle, and asI said the other day the 
only battle of Porter that day was with the dust and the brush that 
was in his front. 

Now one other point. 

Mr. McDONALD. I think I have yielded long enough. 

Mr. LOGAN. Just one moment in answer to one other proposition 
of the Senator from Delaware, for as I said I want this thing to be 
fair and honest on both sides, no misrepresentation. The testimony 
of General McDowell cannot be in this way for the hea 
of trying to exculpate this man from the verdict of the court- 
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No such testimony was before the court-martial as that paragraph of 
General Jackson’s report; it was not known at the time. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The report was dated after the court. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly, it was long after the court, and it was 
only shown before this board, as they call it, for the purpose by the 
lawyers of trying to get General McDowell to say that he had made 
a mistake in a letter he had written in gaong that report, and that 
is all there was of it. Like a frank and honest man he said he had 
been mistaken, but not in his evidence before the court-martial. The 
Senator would have us understand that General McDowell confessed 
to a mistake in his testimony before the court-martial. That is not 
true. There is no such thing in this evidence, and no such inference 
can be drawn for one moment. 

Next, the Senator says that the order of his of six o’clock that Me- 
Dowell produced before the board of investigation, an order dated by 
Fitz-John Porter at six o’clock, proves conclusively that he did not 
receive the order of 4.30, known as the Pope order of 4.30. On that 
let me call the Senator’s attention to the facts. Colonel Locke, Fitz- 
John Porter’s own staff officer, swears before this board that he was 
present when the order was received ; that at once an order was sent 
to Morell to attack, and Morell swears that he got the order to at- 
tack, and the sun was then up to the tops of the trees; and immediately 
after he got the order to attack he received another order in writin 
to remain where he was all night and not attack. General Morell, 
one of his own division commanders, Colonel Locke, one of his own 
staff officers, General Butterfield, one of his own brigade commanders, 
and two captains, all swear to the same thing, and two of these offi- 
cers swear they were present when Porter received the order. There 
is the testimony, and you pretend that this 6.30 note to McDowell 
does away with the order of 4.30. No such thing. 

More than that, General Heintzelman swears, and there is the evi- 
dence in the very book you were reading if you turn to it, that at 
five o’clock in the afternoon, at Pope’s headquarters, they received a 
note from General Fitz-John Porter saying he was going to retreat 
to Manassas. Do you say that this shows that Porter received no 
such order. There is the evidence right before you, of Heintzelman. 
General Heintzelman, in this city now, swears before your board that 
the note spoken of was read at Pope's headquarters at five o’clock in 
the afternoon, and that was some three miles from where Fitz-John 
Porter was, and McDowell’s troops went into the fight after five 
o'clock with two divisions; and this was at the time they received 
this news that Porter had been attacked and was retreating on Ma- 
nassas. I read Heintzelman’s testimony the other day, and yet you 
pretend that no such order was issued. Sir, you cannot do it, and 
shall not dodge this question. 

Mr. EATON. Nobody wants to dodge it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well, sir. I did not address my remarks to the 


Senator. 

Mr. EATON. You said nobody should dodge it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido say so. hat I mean is that nobody ought to 
dodge it. If there is no one here that wishes to dodge the main ques- 
tion, let us have the facts as they are and not as they are not. 

Farther than this, if this note was sent by Fitz-John Porter, what 
does it prove? It proves if he even sent it at six o’clock, as he said 
he did, that at six p’clock, when the evidence all shows that there 
was no enemy in his front, he intended to retreat to Manassas. It 
proves that, does it not? Then I ask how does it leave him, in what 
way does it make his case any better? In what way does it clear it 
up? In what way does it show that he was obeying orders when the 
Senator from Delaware says if this order had been produced before 
the court it would have wiped away all the accusations against him ? 
Why, sir, it would only have made firmer in the minds of men that 
he was not doing his duty ; for he says in the very note you expect 
to exculpate him by: “I want to know how you are getting along; 
troops seem to be retiring ; Ishall retire on Manassas ;” and you claim 
that exculpates him! Now, sir, I cannot understand it so, and I say 
to the Senator from Connecticut that I meant no offense by saying 
that men should not dodge it. I did not mean that I had the power 
to keep them from doing so. I only meant they ought not to dodge it. 
I mean no offense to any one. I have tried to discuss this question 
fairly, justly, and honestly on both sides. I only mean that I desire 
it shall be presented honestly and fairly, and if I can prevent it, I will 
prevent its being presented in any other way. That is all that I 
mean. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Indiana yielding, 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. ; 

Mr. PENDLETON. Let us adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Imove that the Senate do now adjourn. [“Oh,no.”] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
insist on his motion! 

Mr. HARRIS. No, sir. 
have an executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid - 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and twenty-five 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


It seems to be the desire of the Senate to 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 8, 1880. 
po House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. Davin WILLS, 


The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DIBRELL. On the 20th of February last, the papers called 
for by House resolution from the Committee on Military Affairs were 
referred by mistake 

The SPEAKER. That is not a correction of the Journal, and the 
Chair will have to recognize the gentleman later in the day. 

NEW RULES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that, under the 
order of the House, the new rules go into operation to-day. The Chair 
will state to members they can procure cards of admission for the 
members’ gallery and for the visitors’ gallery, provided for under the 
new rules, by applying to the Doorkeeper. The regular order under 
the rules is—— 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is this which I hold in my hand the order of busi- 


ness? 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair supposes to be the Calendar made 
by the journal clerk of the House in accordance with the resolution 
of the House. The Chair is advised it is incorrect in one or two par- 
ticulars, which will be made correct in fature publications. 

Mr.GARFIELD. There appears to be here but one calendar, namely, 
the House Calendar, whereas we have two calendars in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole and a Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Calendar for Friday will be printed on Fri- 
any: The House Calendar is printed to-day. 

a aaa But there are two calendars which ought to be 
rinted. 
> The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that there are two calendars 
printed, that which relates to business in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union and the Honse Calendar. The remaining 
calendar will be made up on Friday. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Where is the calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds that it has not yet been printed, 
but will be, as the Chair is advised. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What is presented this morning is the House 
— alone, and the other two calendars are to be printed here- 

r 

The SPEAKER. That seems to be correct. 

Mr. GARFIELD. In order to facilitate business I suggest, during 
the day at any time, in order to avoid readin g this, that any member 
may move to correct anything which he may find incorrectly recorded 
here, so that after to-day this shall be understood, if no criticism or 
change be made, to be the fixed House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear any correction, 


and will seeit is made. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suggest it be open to everybody during the 
day—that it shall be in order for anybody to propose corrections to 
this calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he would have the power him- 
self to make any such correction, and if any member will indicate 
now or during the day where an error occurs, he will have it corrected 
in the Calendar for the future. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What I wish to suggest is, we should have the 
powa: of correction barred, so that if correction is not made on this 

ouse Calendar to-day, then it is to be understood it shall stand as 
it is now printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that I do not know any authority 
there was for taking from the public Calendar any bill, or for dis- 
charging the Committee of the Whole from the consideration of any 
bill on the public Calendar and putting it upon the House Calendar 
without the action of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is not advised that that has been done. 

Mr. CONGER. I find bills on the House Calendar which were on 
the public Calendar under the old rule. 

The SPEAKER. Indicate which one. 

Mr. CONGER. The first one on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. State which one by title. 

Mr. CONGER. The first one, and I think the third. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman refer to the bill reported ` 
from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service? 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; but to contributions for political purposes. 
1 SPEAKER. The Chair and the gentleman allude to the same 

ill. 

Mr. CONGER. That was in the Committee of the Whole on the 
Public Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the order of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HOSTETLER, Reform in Civil Service: A bill to probibit Federal officers, 
claimants, and contractors from ma contributians for Pp . Pend- 
ing when the a expired. June 14.—Morning expired. June 17.— 
Pending the demand for the previous question the morning hour exp! Decem- 

0. special order for Jan 
the Whole House on the state of the U; 
disposed 
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The SPEAKER. That bill isin the right place. 

Mr. CONGER. It seems to beso; but by what authority does it 
go on the House Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. Because it isin the House as a public bill, and 
should go to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. But the rule says when reported by a committee 
it to the Honse Calendar. 

he SPEAKER. It was reported by a committee. 
Mr. CONGER. But when reported? Immediately on its being re- 


rted. 

Po The SPEAKER. The business in the House had to go to the pub- 
lic Calendar in the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Any matter under consideration, under new rule 
and under order made by the House, unfinished business in the House. 
Does that go to the House Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It is not unfinished business, it has the special 
characteristic for such consideration, and it is not displaced. 

Mr. CONGER. I mean by what authority is any business put on 
the Honse Calendar, except at the time it is reported from a commit- 
tee under the rules? 

The SPEAKER. This business was in the House, and it is placed 
there on the House Calendar for the consideration of the House, ac- 
cording to the rule and in order of date of House order. 

Mr. CONGER. That must be by the order of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Authority was given by the House to the gone 
clerk to do it. Where else would the gentleman have it go 

Mr. CONGER. It is not for me to determine how the rules should 
be executed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would not surely mean to intimate 
that that bill should lose its place. 

Mr. CONGER. That is a matter which belongs to the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is exactly in the position in which the House 

laced it. 

j Mr. GARFIELD. It was of course the intention of the House that 
uniler the new rules all existing business should be put in place ac- 
cording to the old order, and having its old rights; only that itshonld 
be distributed on these different calendars, e new rule could not 
be otherwise executed. This is an order to be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and it is 
accordingly placed on the House Calendar and will have to be con- 
sidered in that way. We have to execute the old order as made by 
the House; and I think the Speaker is right in putting this order 
where it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not do it. It was done under a 
resolution of the House by the journal clerk. But the Chair agrees 
with the gentleman from Ohio that it is the place where the order 
intended it should come in. If not put there it is without a position. 
The Clerk will read the resolution under which these calendars were 


re . 
e Clerk read as follows: 


the foregoing rules, just adopted as a substitute for all existin 


Resolved, That 
rules of the House, shall take effect and be in force from and after the hour 


noon on Monday next, on which day, after the reading of the Journal, the 8 er 
shall nt to the House the calendars provided for in these rules, on which shall 
‘ve entered in proper order all the measures now pending before the House or the 
Committee of the Whole: Provided, That, in ares these rules into effect no 
standing committee shall be abolished, nor the number of the same decreased, dur- 
ing the present Congress; nor shall any existing special order be set aside. 

The SPEAKER. It will be seen that the latter clause states that 
special orders shall not be set aside, There has been a strict adher- 
ence to the order of the House in the arrangement which has been 
made of the business on the calendars thus far printed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I find on the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union bills that in my 
judgment belong to the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKE Do they appropriate money or property ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. No, sir; they do not appropriate 
money. 

The SPEAKER. To what bills does the gentleman refer? 

Mr, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I refer, for instance, to the bill 
reported from the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, in regard 
to the judiciary, and the bill in regard to the repeal of the tax upon 
leaf. to . 

The SPEAKER. The latter bill would be subject to the point of 
order that it is a bill in relation to raising revenue, and would go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The judicial bill would properly go 
to the House Calendar. It has nothing to do with tariff or the rais- 
ing of revenue. 

‘ihe SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the bill to which the 
gentleman from Illinois alludes went to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union by the action of the House, and it will be 
the second bill in order for action on thatcalendar. This is the rea- 
son why the journal clerk has assigned it as he has done. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business to-day is the call 
of States and Territories for bills and joint resolutions for printing 
and for appropriate reference; and under this call joint and concurrent 
resolutions and memorials of State tures may be presented for 


reference; resolutions of inquiry calling for departmental informa- 


tion are also in order for reference. Under the new rule instead of 
commencing the call with the State of Maine the Chair will call the 
States and Territories in alphabetical order, beginning with the State 
of Alabama. 

REDUCTION OF TARIFF. 


Mr. SAMFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4925) to reduce the tariff 
on certain articles; which was a first and second time. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. 

The SPEAKER. The rules provide that bills relating to the tariff 
should go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. 8. RD. Cannot a majority of the House decide the ques- 
tion of reference ? 

The SPEAKER. To refer it to any other committee might be con- 
sidered to change the rule. 

Mr, SAMFORD. I understood, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot debate the question. The 
rule is explicit, and a rule cannot be changed except by a suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. SAMFORD. If the Chair will permit me, I desire merely to 
say that I understood when a bill was introduced it was in the power 
of a majority to send it to any committee it might desire. 

The SPEAKER. Heretofore it has been so held. The Chair will 
cause to be read the new rule, which is the first clause of Rule 
XXVIII. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
one day's notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended 2 
vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speaker entertain a 
tos nd the rules except on the first and third Mondays of each month after the 
call of States and Territories shall have been com preference being given 
on the first Monday to individuals and on the third Monday to committees, and 
during the last six days of a session. 

„ The Clerk will now read the second clause of 

ule XI. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. The question is whether the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has a right to move to refer a bill relating to the revenue to 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. The Chair has caused 
to be read, first, the rule in relation to a suspension of the rules; and, 
secondly, he will again canse to be read what is contained in the first 
clause of Rule XI as to the reference of subjects relating to the 
revenue. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rove XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 
tion shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely, subjects relating— 

1, To the election of members; to the Co: ttee on Elections. 

2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides that all subjects relating to the 
revenue and the bonded debt of the United States shall be referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Is not that exactly the same as the old rule? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not; the new rule is more 
distinct and specific than the old rale. ` 

Mr. SAMFORD. Is not the purport of it the same? 

The SPEAKER. The new rules being just about to go into oper- 
ation, the Chair desires to submit the question to the House and let 
the House give an interpretation to the rule. 

Mr, COX. In case of a doubt, would not the Chair, as usual, sub- 
mit the question to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just stated that he proposes to 
submit this question to the House for its determination. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I am quite willing that the bill shall have that 
ne Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I 1 i 

r. F. . rise to a parliamen nquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will Sut it. ee 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I understood the Chair to say that to 
change the order of reference ee by the rule necessitated the 
changing or suspension of the rules. Now, I want the Chair to de- 
termine at once, here at the beginning of the operation of these new 
rules, whether it is in the power of the House, by a mere majority 
vote, to change the rule and practice in regard to the reference of 
bills, and, without any notice whatever, to make a reference contrary 
to the rule. 

Mr. MORRISON. Allow mea word in reply. The old rule number 
43 provided that— 

When a resolution shall be offered, or a motion made, to refer any subject, and 
— committees shall be proposed, the question shall be taken in the following 
A The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; the Committee 
of the Whole House; a standing committee; a select committee. 

The Committee on Rules making the revision of rules reported to 
the House that Rule 43, which I have just read, was transferred to 
the new rules and mk Bey as clause 2 of Rule XIII. Now unless 
it means the same t in clause 2 of Rule XIII as in old Rule 43, 
then the Committee on Rules has practiced something not much dif- 
ferent from a fraud upon the House in reporting to House that 
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it had transferred Rule 43 to Rule XIII of the new rules, where it 
appeared as the second clause of that rule. I thought I saw some- 
g of the kind; I thought the committee had made some mis- 
ke or omitted something, and had not done what it reported it had 
done; and therefore I voted against this rule and all the new rules as 
they appear in the new revision. It is, I think, to be regretted that 
the House did not reject them. 
— 155 SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the second clause of Rule 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The question of reference of an position, other than that reported from a 
. shall be decided without debata, in the Sollowing order, — a stand - 
ing committee, a select committee; but the reference of a Sede tion reported by a 
committee, when demanded, shall be decided according to its character without 
debate, in the . namely: House Calendar; Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union ; Committee of the Whole House; a standing com- 
mittee ; a select committee. 

The SPEAKER. It is clear that the 5 of the House can 
reach a report of a committee, and send it wherever it sees fit under 
the rule. 

Mr. SAMT ORD. Can they reach a bill introduced on Monday? 

Mr. MORRISON. Not if this rule provides that it shall go to the 
Committee on Ways and Means; the rule must be suspended in order 
to send the bill elsewhere. What I desire to know is whether the 
rule does send it to the Committee on Ways and Means, and whether 
it is true or not, as the Committee on Rules reported to the House, 
that this Rule 43 was to be found in the second clause of Rule XIII. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not called upon to answer what the 
Committee on Rules meant. The Chair takes the rules as he finds 
them, and is disposed to submit this question to the House for its 
decision. When a bill is introduced by a member in his place, the 
second clause of Rule XIII would imply that the question of its ref- 
erence shall be taken first to a standing committee, and next toa 
select committee. 

Mr. MORRISON. Under Rule 43, which the Committee on Rules 
said was transferred to clause 2 of Rule XIII, the first question was 
u ree to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

nion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read that por- 
tion of the report of the Committee on Rules which relates to the 
introduction of bills. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Teles DANA AAE DNA by e e respect to the fore- 
going rules are as follows: 


1. Tho order of motions has been changed by making the motion to fix the day 


to which the House shall adjourn first in order, thereby conforming to tho practice 
of the House since the T'wenty-ninth Con by the addition of a motion for a 
recess next in order to a motion to adjourn, and by making the demand for the pre- 
vious question non-debatable, which is a transfer of the first clause of Rule 1 

The order of reference of a subject has been so as to provide that the 
question of reference of any proposition offered by a member s! be put jirst toa 
standing committee, and second to a select committee, while the order of reference 


of a pro N e by a committee shall be put in the same order as now 
pen Helin Rule ` 10 £ 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire, speaking for myself as a member of 
the Committee on Rules, to say that, so far as I know and believe, it 
never was intended by the Committee on Rules to change in any wise 
the last paragraplr of Rule 43 in the old system of rules, which has 
stood here in this House adopted and in operation since 1825. Ido 
not believe there is anything in the present system of rules as adopted 
and as it goes into operation to-day that warrauts any change of 
practice from that which has heretofore been followed under the last 

ph of the forty-third rale of the old system. I am sure it 
was never proposed by the Committee on Rules to adopt with regard 
to this subject any practice which would in the least contravene the 
right of the House to determine by a majority vote the reference of 
any bill according to the order named in the forty-third rule. There 
was but one thing unknown to the old system introduced by the new 
rule; I mean the creation of what is termed the House Calendar,” 
as distinguished from the calendar of bills raising revenue, general 
appropriation bills, &c., and the calendar for bills of a private char- 
acter. I deny that there is anything in the revised rules which con- 
templates or results in the establishment of any rule warranting any 
practice upon this subject different from that provided for in the last 
paragraph of the forty-third rule of the old code. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I do not see that there is any nec- 
essary collision upon this point between the eleventh and thirteenth 
rules lately adopted. We have undoubtedly made one decided change 
from the old rule, of which I think the Dk will see the impor- 
tance. The old rule contained merely the declaration of the names 
of committees, with the number of members of which they should be 
constituted. There was nothing in the rule which prescribed how 
bills introduced by individual members should be referred. On the 
contrary the new rule number XI provides that “all proposed legis- 
lation shall be referred to the committee named in the preceding 
rules, as follows.” Then the name of each committee with the busi- 
ness appropriate to it is mentioned. Now, to whom is that rule a 
command? In the first instance, to the Speaker. A member sends to 
the desk a bill about taxation which he pro to have referred to 
the Committee on Elections. The Speaker, in obedience to Rule XI, 
says, “ This bill to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

e SP. Just as he did to-day. 
Mr. GARFIELD. Just as he did to-day. In other words, the Speaker 


enforces the clause of the rule which I have just read. If no ques- 
tion is raised this act of the 8 is final. But it may be that the 
House does not concur with the Speaker and wish to make a different 
reference, and some member raises the question. New Rule XIII, 
paragraph 2, comes in play—which specially provides that the House 
shall decide the “ question of reference,” and prescribes the order in 
which questions of reference shall be decided. 

Mr. MORRISON. What order? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iwill state in a moment. Who raises the question 
as to the order of reference? On the motion of any member the ques- 
tion is raised and the House decides the question. The Speaker obeys 
the rule by saying, “This goes to the Committee on Ways and Means.” 
Although the member offering the bill may wish to send it to some 
other committee, the Speaker, seeing what the subject-matier is, 
obeys the rule. 2 

The SPEAKER. As a ministerial duty. 

Mr. GARFIELD. And the bill is referred under the direction of 
the Speaker unless some member raises the question of reference to 
another committee. 

Mr. ROBESON. Moves to suspend the rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. No; the Speakers decision stands unless some 
member raises the question, as he has a right to, under Rule XIII. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair concurs in the view of the gentleman 
from Ohio that there was no attempt in Rule XIII to take from the 
House any power which it has heretofore exercised as to references on 


Monday. 

Mr. GARFIELD. In reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. ROBESON] I will say that I do not think a suspension 
of the rules is necessary in order to provide for a different reference 
from that contemplated by Rule XI. When, as in this case, a bill is 
presented to the House by any member, he may under this thirteenth 
rule do just what has hitherto been done in the matter of referen 
except this: it is not in order for a member when introducing a bil 
to move to refer to the Committee of the Whole. It must go to a 
standing or a select committee, and the rale provides the order in 
which the Speaker shall entertain those motions; thatisall. Now in 
this case there is no motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole; 
there is no motion to send the bill to a select committee; there is 
only one motion—that the bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. MORRISON. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. McLANE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question. I wish to know from him whether Rule XIII does not sep- 
arate reports from committees and reports from individuals. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There are no reports from individuals. 

Mr. McLANE. Bills, I mean. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes. The first pa: h of the second clause 
refers to propositions by individual members, and these must be re- 
ferred to standing orselect committees. The second paragraph refers 
to reports from committees, which may be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole, toa standing or a select committee, in the order named. 

Mr. MCLANE. I ask my question for information. As I under- 
stand, Rule XIII provides for two classes of reports. The word “ prop- 
osition” involves a bill; and we to-day or on any Monday proceed 
under a rule which enables individuals to report bills. Of course those 
bills are “propositions.” Now the thirteenth rule prescribes the mode 
of referring propositions which come from individuals; and that is 
not at all like the mode prescribed for referring propositions coming 
from a committee. The tleman fom Illinois calls attention to the 
fact that when we deal with propositions coming from an individual 
only two references are provided for. This is the point of the gen- 
tleman; and it is manifest that there is an omission in this respect, 
or that the rule differs from the old forty-third rule. When the prop- 
osition comes from a committee, then the reference to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole is provided for, but when a proposition comes from 
an individual no provision is made except for reference to a standing 
committee or to a select committee. That is the question asked by 
the gentleman from Illinois, and that question isnotanswered. That 
is the question I address to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I did not hear the last part of the gentleman’s 
question. . 

Mr. COX. Irise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. Thereissomuch confusion in the House the Chair 
cannot hear what is being said by members. 

Mr. MCLANE. I want the gentleman from Ohio to answer me. 

Mr. COX. What is the es, Pore before the House? 

The SPEAKER. A bill introduced by the gentleman from 
Alabama. He asks the same be referred to the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws. Under the old practice which the committee 
never designed to vary 

Mr. COX. Is there a motion pending to refer it to the Committee 
of the Whole? 

Mr. MORRISON. I made that motion. 

The SPEAKER. That was done subsequently. 

Mr. COX. Which takes precedence? 

The SPEAKER. Under the second clause of Rule XIII, the House 

ibly might reach it, if that be the will of the House, by voting 
own, the reference to a standing committee, then the motion 
to a select committee, when in the order of precedence the motion to 
refer to the Committee of the Whole might be reached if entertained. 
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Mr. COX. The House, then, can reach it by a majority? 

The SPEAKER. If reached it would be by a majority. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Under the 
construction the Chair gives to that clause of the thirteenth rule do I 
understand it requires more than a majority vote to determine which 
of these two references shall be had? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states where a proposition is intro- 
duced, the interpretation he thinks should be put on this rule is this: 
On propositions other than those reported from a committee the first 
vote is on reference to a standing committee, then on reference to a 
select committee, and then in the order of motions, if the House shall 
put such construction on rules, to refer it as proposed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. They would have to vote down the reference to 
a standing committee and then to a special committee, and next comes 
the reference to the Committee of the Whole, if the House puts such 
construction on the rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I understand the Speaker has rnled under the 
second clause of Rule XIII the question of reference as between two 
standing committees of the House stands just where it stood under 
the forty-third rule of the old series. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so wishes to be understood. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Under the practice formerly, The Chair knows 
it was not the intention to change that practice. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The forty-third rnle of the old series provided, 
when a proposition was introduced by an individual member, the 

uestion of reference should be first taken on the reference to the 

ommittee of the Whole, then to a standing committee, and then to 
a select committee. On page 5 of the report made by the Committee 
on Rules to the House it is stated this forty- third rule had been trans- 
ferred to the second clause of Rule XIII in the revision; but when we 
look to the second clause of Rule XIII of the revision we find omitted 
the provision which allowed the motion to be made to refer the prop- 
osition offered by an individual member to the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The report goes a little further than the gentle- 
man states, and sets forth wherein there is a change. s 

Mr. CARLISLE. On the next page. What I wish to ascertain is 
this: whether the Chair has ruled, the motion to refer to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws being voted down, the question 
can then be taken on the motion to refer to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain that motion, because he 
does not believe the Committee on Rules ever intended to chan 
that right or to take it from a majority of this House, provided the 
House puts such construction on the rule in question. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Before determining that question, I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Chair to this construction of Rule 
XIII in its connection with the second clause of Rule XI. I premise 
by saying I do not think it materia] what the rales were before to- 
day or what was the practice under those old rules; we have to deal 
with the rules as they are now here before us. I hold that clause 2 of 
Rule XIII does not apply to the distribution of bills as to what stand- 
ing committees they shall be referred, but the question is whether 
they shall be referred to a standing committee or to some other com- 
mittee. That is the question presented in that rule. But Rule XI is 

ptory—that it shall be referred—that all revenue bills shall be 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. And there is noth- 
ing in the thirteenth rule which contravenes the peremptory and ar- 
bitrary rule for the a Sob anc reference of bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the spirit of the rule is 
that the majority of the House shall control its deliberations. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The majority of the House cannot change 
arule. If it be true that the rule makes a disposition of the ques- 
tion a majority of the House cannot change it, but two-thirds can 
change it after one day’s notice. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows perfectly well, because he de- 
liberated with the Committee on Rules, that it was not intended in 
any way to prevent a majority of the House from making any such 
assignment or reference of business as it might see fit. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. With all respect to the Committee on 
Rules, they should have so reported to the House, but they have not 
done it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair therefore thinks that the question 
shall be taken first for reference to a standing committee, next to a 
special committee, and then, if the House puts construction as indi- 
cated, it must of necessity bé within the range of the authority and 
the power of the House to refer the matter somewhere else. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. What does it mean m Rule XI, which 
determines the character of questions to be referred! 

The SPEAKER. It means that the Speaker, performing a minis- 
terial duty, shall direct the attention of the House, when a subject 
comes up under that clause, that the r dee should go, if there 
be no dissent on the part of the majority, to the appropriate commit- 
tee 5 Rule XI. The Chair did that ministerial duty. 

Mr. ROBESON. IL should like to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBESON. Say oe I rise and offer a proposition making an 
mJ og riation for the efit of the Army, and the Speaker should 


er it to the Committee on Appropriations, could I, by asking a 


majority of the House to second me, refer it to the Military Commit- 
tee under that rule? i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Committee on Rules never 
e to abridge the right of the majority of the House to refer 

usiness. 

Mr. ROBESON. Let me say further that if I understand Rule XI, 
it says all business with regard to revenue shall go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. Rule XXVIII says that no standing rule shall be 
altered except by a two-third vote under certain conditions. Rule XI 
says questions of reference shall be taken according to their character, 
in a certain order; and when they are taken, are not their results 
governed by the rule which requires two-thirds? And is not this a 
proposition to suspend the rule which requires two-thirds f 

r. COX. Will the Chair allow me a word? 

The SPEAKER. One moment. 

Mr. PAGE. H rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to say one word in response to the remarks 
made by the gentleman from New Jersey which will, I think, explain 
precisely the ruling of the Chair here. 

Under Rule XI it is entirel ible that a member of this House 
may introduce a bill which s be a revenue bill, which shall be an 
appropriation bill, and which shall be a bill for the revision of the 
statutes of the United States. All three of these committees may be 
interested in the bill. Under Rule XI the Speaker is charged to use 
his discretion and send it where it properly belongs. Does any man 
in this House pretend to say that a bill which may have in it three 
characteristics—belonging to three different committees—that this 
House cannot determine to which committee it shall go? Any other 
ruling than the Speaker has made would bar you from that abso- 
lutely. This is an every-day occurrence. The Speaker looks at a bill, 
he sees it is a public bill on one side and it is a private bill on the 
other, and he thinks it should go to the calendar of public bills, but 
the ae thinks it belongs to the calendar of private bills. Who is 
to te 

The SPEAKER. The House, in case of dispute. 

Mr. HASKELL. The House, of course. Here isa bill which comes 
in; one man says it is a revenue bill, another that it is an appropria- 
tion bill, and the Committee on the Revision of the Laws says: ‘“ You 
are tinkering with a matter we have under consideration.” Will you 
make the Speaker decide beyond the will of the House which of these 
three committees shall have it, there being three quarreling for it, 
as two are this morning? I never saw or heard of a legislative body 
which did not have the pores finally to direct its own legislation. 

Mr, ROBESON, If that proposition be true, every bill can be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

The SPEAKER, If the House so directs. 

Mr. ROBESON. But every bill has a distinct, direct, substantive 
subject-matter and purpose which it seeks to accomplish, and when 
it does that it changes the law; and I say that that committee which 
has that subject under consideration, according to all good organiza- 
tion and correct procedure of business, should have referred to it 
that subject-matter with all its ramifications. 

1 EAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. HASKELL. I ask the 3 to yield to me for one ques- 
tion. Suppose we have a bill appropriating $8,000,000 for the sup- 
port of the Army; and suppose one-half of the bill is an appropriation 
for the support of the Army and the other half for the reorganization 
of the Army; who can tell which is the leading feature of the bill? 
Who decide, if not the House? 

Mr. ROBESON. That is a matter which would be governed by the 
rule which says laws shall not be changed by appropriation bills. 

The SPE. SR. The Chair will state that ts exercises a minis- 
terial duty merely when he calls the attention of the House to the 
fact on the introduction of a bill that it relates to revenue and be- 
longs to the Committee on Ways and Means. The House has then 
the power to direct the reference. It has always had the power; it 
never has been intended it should be deprived of the power; and if the 
Speaker had the power to refer a bill differently from what was de- 
sired by a majority of the House, it would be a tyrannical exercise of 

wer. 

Ir. COX. I desire to say one word, Mr. Speaker, in ly to my 
honorable colleague, [Mr. FERNANDO Woop.] He thinks that under 
Rule XXVIII it requires a suspension of the rules to effectuate an 
object which the majority of the Honse desires. It requires no such 
thing. That never was required under the old rule, and, as we have 
been told by the gentleman from Kentucky and the Speaker, it is 
not required by the revision. What then? Suppose a bill comes up 
about which there is a doubt as to its reference—whether it should 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, or to the Committee on 
king and Currency, or to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, or to the Committee on 3 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Will my colleague permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Iaskhim whether in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union in the consideration of an appropri- 
ation bill, when a question of order is raised as to an amendment, if 
it is not competent for the Chair to decide whether the amendment 
is in order or not? Now, it is competent for the Speaker and is his 
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incumbent duty when a bill is introduced for reference to look at that 


bill and determine what reference under the rule it shall have. If it 
is a question of doubt, if there is anything in the bill making it sus- 
ceptible of being referred to different standing committees, it will be 
for the Speaker to sybmit the question tothe House to determine to 
which committee i be referred. But it is for the Speaker in 
Te to every bill presented under this call to-day, and on every 
other Monday, to determine where, under the rule, that bill should 


. COX. That has been determined by the Speaker. He has said 
this bill to the Committee on Ways and Means, under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair in so determining exercised a minis- 
terial duty merely. 4 

Mr, COX. A ministerial duty no doubt. But further than that he 
says, “I will give effect to the will of the majority.” The House may 
think this bil . pes to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws. My colleague and I know that the tariff was raised by 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws; and it may be this very 
question of the tariff concerns that committee more than it does the 
committee of which my coll e is chairman. Hence, if the ma- 
jority of the House says it shall not go to the Committee on Ways 
and Means it will be because of some reason why it should not go 
there. Perhaps they wish to take such action as will secure that this 
bill will be reported and placed on the Calendar for the action, not 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, but of the representatives of 
the people. And therefore the gentleman who introduced the bill 
very properly says let the action of the House be taken on this bill 
as to Tts reference. There is no difficulty about this. The rules have 
not been substantially chan There is no analogy between the 
pot made by my colleague in regard to the position of this bill be- 

the House and a point of order which the Speaker or the chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole might decide. Under the old 
rules it has been left to the will of the majority to determine where 
a bill should go, and I hope the new rules at their initiation now will 
be so construed as to carry out the will of this House and not the 
will of a few men who stop the will of this House by their proceed- 
ings as a committee. 

r. SAMFORD rose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided it is for the House to deter- 
mine the question of reference between committees. 

Mr. S. RD. I understand that, and now I desire to ask the 
Chair a question. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I wish to ask whether my motion to refer the bill 
to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws will in any way preju- 
dice a motion hereafter to refer it to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the order in which the ques- 
tion will be submitted. The gentleman from Alabama moves that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, That 
may be amended by a motion to refer it to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. And the Chair will first submit the motions for refer- 
ence to standing committees of the House before submitting the mo- 
tion for the reference of the bill to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, even if the House should put such con- 
struction on the rule. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Would the Chair entertain a motion made by any 
member on behalf of the Committee on Ways and Means before the 
question is put upon the reference to the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would entertain such a motion as an 
amendment to the original proposition. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I believe I will take my chances and stand on my 
motion. 

Mr. WHITE. Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill as follows: 


A bill to reduce the tariff on certain articles. 


9 SAMFORD. I have introduced two bills; let the other bill be 
rst. 
The SPEAKER. This is the bill which is now before the House. 
Mr. SAMFORD. The Clerk has put the wrong bill first. The bill 
I wanted first introduced is the bill to repeal the tariff on printing 
type and paper and the materials entering into their composition. 
The SP R. That bill is not yet before the House. The Clerk 
will read the pending bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That from and after July 1, 1880, no duty shall be levied, as- 
sessed, or collected in excess of 50 per cent. o 7 rate of import duties on 
merchandise imported into the United States, in the composition of which any or 

either of the following-named articles form the principal material, to wit: hemp, 
metals, wool, wood, and cotton. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask that clause 31 of Rule XI be read. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Under the rule debate is not in 


order, 
The SPEAKER. Debate is in order on a qnestion of order, but not 


upon the question of reference. 
per TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The Chair has decided the peint 
o er. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read clause 31 of Rule XI. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
All iy pany, oop hall be referred to the mittees named in the 
N e, as Ws, i ss Subjects ang = 


31. To the revision and codification of the statutes of the United States: to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 


Mr. CONGER. According to that rule, a bill in order to be prop- 
erly referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws must 
relate to the revision or codification of the statutes. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBESON. I understand the Chair to say that he will submit 
this oe of reference to the House. I desire to know whether 
5 m LO aa a two-thirds vote to change the reference prescribed by 

ule 

The SPEAKER. When that point of order shall be made on a de- 
cision by the House the Chair will rule upon it. 

Mr. ROBESON, I tind that Rule XI provides that subjects relating 
to the revenue shall be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By another rule it is provided that no rule shall be suspended except 
by atwo-thirds vote. Now, I want the Chair to decide whether a mo- 
tion to suspend this Rule XI so as to refer this bill to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws will require a two-thirds vote or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that question when it shall 
arise. 

Many MEMBERS, Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and it is the ques- 
tion of reference, which is not debatable. 

Mr. KNOTT, Is it in order to amend the motion to refer this bill 
to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws so that it shall be sent 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union “ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not entertain that motion, because 
it is clear that under the rule the question must be first taken upon 
referring the bill to a standing committee of the House, so that such 
issue is not now presented. 

Mr. FRYE. Is an amendment now in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I move toamend by substituting the Committee 
on Ways and Means for the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order, 

Mr. MILLS. That I understood to be the original motion, to refer 
to the Committee on Ways and Means; and the second motion was to 
refer to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

The SPEAKER. No; just the opposite. The motion of the gen- 
tleman who introduced the bill [Mr. Samrorp] was to refer it to 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE] now moves to amend that motion by substituting 
the Committee on Ways and Means for the Committee on the Revis- 
ion of the Laws. Both being standing committees they come with- 
in the rule, and the question will be first taken on the amendment to 
refer the bill to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Mr. GARFIELD, Mr. BREWER, and others called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first taken upon the motion 
of the gentleman from ine [Mr. FRYE] to refer the bill to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. The Chair desires to state that under 
the new rules the roll will be first called over, and then the Clerk 
will call the names of those who do not respond upon the first call. If 
any gentleman shall not vote on either of those calls he will be pre- 
vented from voting at all on this question. The Chair will also state 
that announcements of pairs must be sent to the Clerk’s desk, in 
writing, and signed, the announcements to be read by the Clerk at 
the conclusion of the roll-call. 

The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 143, nays 88, not vot- 
ing 61; as follows: 


YEAS—W43. 
Ackien, Cowgill, Henderson, Morse, 
Aldrich, William Crapo, Hiscock, Murch, 
Anderson, Crowley, Horr, Neal, 
Bachman, Daggett, Hostetler, New, 
Baker, Davis, George R. Houk, Newberry, 
Ballou, Davis, H Hubbell, Norcross, 
Barber, De La Matyr, Humphrey, ONeill, 
Bayno, Ponte James, Orth, 
i Dame 3 ones, Osmer, 
cknell, wi orgensen, Overton, 
Bin Einstein, Joyce, Pacheco, 
Blake, Errett, Keifer, Page, 
Bouck, Farr, Kelley, Phelps, 
Bowman, Felton Kenna, Pierce, 
Brive Field, immed = Paa, 
EK, 
Browne, Fisher, Klotz, Reed, 
e Fort, 3 Richardson, D. P. 
atterwo pham, * 
Cc Frye, Lindsey, Robertson, 
Camp, Garfield, Martin, Benj. F. Robinson, 
Cannon, Gibson, Ress, 
ter, Godshalk, McCook, Russell, W. A. 
i Hall, McLane, Ryan, 
Clark, Alvah A. McMahon, Ryon, John W. 
— S = 
8 wley, * r, 
Conger, Hazelto Mitchell, Shallenberger, 
Covert, Heilman, Monroe, Sherwin, 


Smith, A. Herr ler, ait, 
ppor, Upd J.T. Washburn, 
Th Wells, ‘Wood, Walter A. 
e e e Fane 
Thomas. 8 Willits, Toona Thomas L. 
Townsend, Amos Voorhis, s Wilson, ; 
NAYS—&. 
Atkins, Dibrell, Knott, Shelley, 
Beale, Dickey, Le Fevre, acute: 
Se Dunn, Low — — J. W. 
Bland, Finley, McKenzie, Slemons, pie 
Blount, Forney, McMillin, Sparks, 
Bosker, Geddes. 5 Thompeon 
Ba A M Thompson, P. B. 
Cabell, Gillette, Muldrow, 
Caldwell, Goode, Myers, Townshend, R. W. 
8 Gunter, cholls, Turner, 
Chittenden, Hammond, N. J. O Connor, Turner, Thomas 
Cobb,” Herbert, Philips” Walen 
Herndon, Phister, Warner, 
Converse, Hill Poehler, Weaver, 
k, Hooker, Wellborn, 
Cravens, H Ri J. S. Whiteaker, 
berson, Hul Richmond, „ 
Davidson, Hun Rothwell, Williams, Thomas 
Davis, Lowndes H. Hutchins, Samford, 
„ Johnston, Scales, Young, Casey 
NOT VOTING—41. 
en, Dick, Lewis, Daniel L. 
Aldrich, N. W. Elam, ing, Smith, Hezekiah B 
field, Ellis, Lounsbery, Smith, William E. 
Atherton, Ewing, , Springer, 
ey, Frost, Martin, Edward L. Steele, 
Barlow, Hammond, John Martin, J Stone, 
Belford, Harmer, McCoid, Taylor, 
Harris, Benj Meg Thompson, Wm. G. 
Boyd. Harris, John T McKinley, 
„ Hayes. Money, Valen’ 
Brigham, Henkle, Morton, Van Vi 
Wi Henry, uller, ard, 
mers, Hurd, O’Brien, Wilber. 
Clark, John B illinger, O'Reilly, 
Davis, Joseph J. Kitch Robeson, 
So the amendment of Mr. Frye to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Ways and Means was agreed to 


When the roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. ROBERTSON said: I ask to have my vote recorded. 

Mr. BURROWS. I object. It is not in order under the new rule. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule on the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ON CALLS OF THE ROLL AND HOUSE. 

1. Upon every roll-call, the names of the members shall be called alphabetically 
8 except when two or more have the same surname, then the whole name 
s! becalled; and after the roll has been once called, the Clerk shall call in their 
alphabetical order the namesof those nót voting; and thereafter the Speaker shall 
not en a request to record a vote or announce a pair. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iwas present during the roll-call and responded, 
but I suppose the Clerk failed to catch my response, because perhaps 
I did not answer promptly enough. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he cannot entertain the request. 
The Clerk will announce the pairs, memoranda of which have been 
handed in at the desk, in accordance with the new rule. 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. Cox with Mr. ROBESON. 

Mr. Warp with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, with Mr. LEWIS. 

Mr. Lorine with Mr. KING. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr, WARD. 

Mr. Money with Mr. Stone. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. BOYD. 

Mr. HENKLE with Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, with Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, with Mr. O'BRIEN, 

Mr. BRIGHAM with Mr. TAYLOR. 

Mr, BELFORD with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. Exam with Mr. Dick. 

Mr. LouNsBERY with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. Harris, of Virginia, with Mr. PRESCOTT. 

Mr. CHALMERS with Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 

Mr. CASWELL with Mr. BRAGG. 

Mr. Smiru, of Georgia, with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. ARMFIELD with Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina. 

Mr. Krren with Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds among the papers sent to the desk 
an announcement by the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Pnirars, that 
his 2 Mr. CLARK, is detained from the House on account of 
sickness. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I wish to make a suggestion at this point. It 
will save a great deal of trouble if gentlemen on the other side will, 
i mutual consent, upon some member who shall have charge 
of the pairs; and we will do the same on this side. In that way two 
members can make all these reports; otherwise there may be confu- 
sion; we shall have pairs twice reported or irregularly reported. If 
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an arrangement of the sort I t can be quie 


m made, iy will 
E our side of the House the gen- 
t. from Pennsylvania, Mr. is already appointed to take 
charge of the announcement of the pare 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Hlinois. I have been selected for that duty 
on this side of the House; but I cannot annonce pairs unless they 
are reported to me, If my friends on this side will report their pairs 
to me I am perfectly wil to announce them. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Inasmuch as the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. 
ROBERTSON, was present but did not hear his name called, I move 
that he have the privilege of recording his vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not allowed under the rules to en- 
tertain a request to record a vote after the two roll-calls. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I raise the question whether even under the new 
rules the House cannot by unanimous consent allow a gentleman to 
record his vote when he was present during the roll-call and did not 
hear his name called. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection in this case; therefore the 
point does not arise. 

Mr. SCALES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. When these pairs, 
the statement of which is furnished by mem are announced, does 
that announcement hold good for the day ? 

The SPEAKER. Where a pair continues during the day it need 
not be again announced. 

Mr. SCALES. I think that will save much trouble. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been asked by several gentlemen 
that his decision on the second clause of Rule xi shall not be final 
and conclusive, and to that end the Chair asks the privilege to modify 
his 8 in this particular, and in accordance with request he 
will hold that clause under advisement; and furthermore he would 
wish, if possible, to have in some way the instruction of the House 
as to the interpretation of that rule. Of course the Chair will be sub- 
missive in every particular to the will of the House. 

Mr. GARF I haye no doubt the decision which the Chair 
has made, and from which no appeal has been taken, becomes the 
decision of the House until reversed. 

Mr. CONGER. It is in order that this may not be considered final 
the Chair has made the statement which we have just 

The SPE. R. The Chair wishes to say that he is not clear in 
reference to this matter and desires to have further study upon the 
whole of the second clause of Rule XIII, that clause which relates to 
the power of the individual to move to refer. The Chair impliedly 
said he would entertain a motion to refer to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and tlius get a constraction of the 
House in that particular. 

Mr. GARF. . That was not the ruling of the Chair, as that 
point really had not arisen, but was an incidental remark. It is clear 
to my mind 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now announce the vote. 

Mr. CONGER. Before the vote is announced, I desire to say the 
rule which precludes a member, who inadvertently did not respond 
to the call of his name on either call, from recording his vote, is, I 
think, a violation of the rights of members, a violation of the consti- 
tutional privileges of members of this House, and I protest against 
any decision which will prevent a man sitting here from asking to 
be recorded, who was present in the House and who had a right to 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. There is no power to make a member vote. The 
Chair has learned that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman said he did not hear his name and 
sat in his seat all the time, and now desires to vote. I say no rule 
of the House can prevent a member from recording his vote. 

The SPEAKER. The fault is with the member, the Chair thinks, 
and not with the rule. 

The Chair then announced the vote. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means; and also move that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. As my vote cannot change the result I ask it 
be recorded. $ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the rule is explicit, but there are 

uliar circumstances in this case. The gentleman states he wasin 
is seat, but did not hear his name called. 

Mr. PAGE. He may be a little deaf and did not hear his name. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the House 
whether a member under such circumstances shall have the right to 


vote. 

Mr. BURROWS Can the Speaker entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent under the new 

Mr. DUNNELL. These proceedings to-day will go into the RECORD 
and I 1 there will be no departure from a strict interpretation of 
the rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Speaker cannot entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope the Chair will not entertain the motion, 
nor put it to the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Louisiana did vote after his 
name was called; I was sitting near him and heard him, but his vote 
was not heard at the Clerk’s desk. 


(J 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1385 


Mr. CONGER. Has not the gentleman the right to vote? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman now states he did vote. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the gentleman to state publicly he 
desired to vote. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I did not vote e ety on the callof my name, 
but I did vote before the call was finis 
: Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman is entitled to be recorded under 
such circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. How did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. In the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so recorded. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I did not understand the situation when I made 
my remark. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

PRINTING TYPE AND PAPER FREE OF DUTY. 


Mr. SAMFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4926) to repeal 
the tariff on printing type and paper and the materials entering into 
their composition; which was read a first and second time. 
t+ The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this bill under the rule should 
be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I demand the yeas and nays on that vote. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
135, nays 89, not voting 68; as follows: 


YEAS—135. 
len, De La Matyr, Kelley, Russell, Daniel L. 
Aldrich, William 55 Sean. Romer, Ww 
Anderson, Dunn Ketcham, Ryan, 
Dwight, Klotz, Ryon, John W. 
Baker, Einstein, Ladd. Sap; 
Ballou, Errett, Lapham, Bhalienbarges, 
A Farr, Lindsey, Sherwin, 
Bayne, Felton, Martin, Benj. F. Smith, A. Herr 
tahoover, Fi MoGowan, Starin, 
Bingham, Fisha wa Talbott, 
er, 
Blake, Ford, Miller, ‘Thomas, 
Bliss, Fort, Mitchell, Townsend, Amos 
Bowman, Frye, Monroe, 9 . 
Brewer, Garfield, Morse, pdegraff, J. T. 
2 Gibson, —.— uppaa, 
rowne, ew, pson, 
Butterworth, Haskell Nel. Valentine, 
utterw: k N en 
Hawk, Orth, Van Aernam, 
Camp, Hawley, Osmer, Voorhis, 
Hazelton, Overton, Wai 
ter, Heilman, Pacheco, W. 
Henderson, Page, Wash! 
Clark, Alvah A. Hiscock, Phelps, Wells, 
Clymer, Horr, Pierce, Williams, C. G 
th, Houk, Pound, Wilson, 
Conger, Hubbell, Price, Wise, 
Jovert, Humphrey, Wood, Fernando 
Cowgill, James, Rice, Wood, Walter A. 
„ sas Richardson, D. P, td t, 
orgo R. Joyco, Robinson, Young, Thomas L. 
Davis, H. Keifer, Ross, . 
NAYS—89. 
Aiken, Dunn, Manning, onton, 
Atkins, Evins, Marsh, Singleton, J. W. 
s Torsvik it — ts 5 
0, 0. 5 
Blackburn, Geddes, McLane, Sparks, 
Blan Gillette, MoMillin, Speer, 
hi Goode, Mills Stevenson, 
Bu Gunter, Morrison, Thompson, P. B. 
Cabell, Hammond, N. J Muldrow, Tillman, 
Caldwell, Hatch, — Townshend, R. W. 
Carlisle, Henkle, Nicholls, Tucker, 
lardy, Herbert, Persons, Turner, Oscar 
bb, Herndon, Philips, Turner, Thomas 
Colerick, Phister, Van 
Converse, Hooker, Poehler, W: 4 
Cook, Hostetler, F ardsen Warner, 
Cravens, House, Ri J.S. Weaver, 
Culberson, Hull, Richmond, Well 7 
Davidson, unton, Rothwell, Whitthorne, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Hutchins, Samford, Williams, Thomas. 
ter, mel, Sawyer, 
Le Fevre, Scales, 
Dickey, Lowe, Shelley, 
NOT VOTING— 6s. 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, Joseph J. Kitchin, OReilly, 
Armfield, Dick, Knott, 2 
Atherton, Elam, Lewis, 
Bailey, Ellis, ae Hezekiah B. 
Belford Fink 2 Martin, Joseph J. So way y * 
ord, ey, A 
8 a ES 
uck, + Stephens, 
Boyd, Harmer, McCook, Tanor, 
8. Harris, Benj McKinley, Thompson, Wm. G 
Bag aL 5 2 John T Money, Van 
w yes, orton, White, 
H 3 Muller, Whiteaker, 
Chittenden, H M Wilber, 
Clark, John B. Jobnston, Newberry, Willis, 
inger, O’Brien, Willits, 
Crowley, O'Connor, Young, Casey. 


nse with the reading of the names. 


King, 
Mr. DUNNELL. I move to dispo 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 


On the motion to refer to the Committee on Ways and Means the- 
yeas were 135, the nays 89. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Mr. Speaker, before the Chair announces the vote 
I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I understand the amendment to my motion has. 
been adopted. Does not the question now recur on the original mo- 
tion as amended ? 

Tho SPEAKER. It would if desired by the gentleman or any 
member, 

Mr. SAMFORD. Then I desire to offer an amendment to refer to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not now entertain such motion. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Is it in order to offer it as a substitute for the 
motion as amended ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. That is exactly the point the Chair- 
wished to have reserved. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I ask pardon of the Chair. My object is to keep 
it away from the Committee on Ways and Means if possible. 

The SPEAKER. The House by a vote has determined to refer it 


there. 
hes bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

Mr. FRYE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was. 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The Clerk read the followin i > 

Mr. Exam, of Louisiana, wit Dick, of Pennsylvania. 
1 of South Carolina, with Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode 

land. 


Mr. McKiney, of Ohio, with Mr. Bouck, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Money, of Mississippi, with Mr. Mason, of New York. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Lhopethesecond announcementof pairs will not 
be accepted as an interpretation of the rule. I understand there is. 
to be but one announcement during the day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. This is only an announce- 
ment of pairs not included in the former announcement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My pair with my colleague, Mr. STEPHENS, ought to 
be announced ; and for this that I am opposed to the reference to the 
8 5 and Means Committee, and Mr. STEPHENS is in favor of it. 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Mr. S er, the Clerk has not an- 
nounced all the pairs. I send up a certificate of pairs not heretofore 
announced. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk has just read the pairs not before an- 
nounced on to-day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Isent up the names of Mr, STE- 
PHENS and Mr. BLOUNT as being paired. 

The SPEAKER. Did those gentlemen vote on the former question ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Yes, sir; and they are now paired, 
and the pair has not been read. 

The SPEAKER. The object of the rule is that the same pair shall 
not be twice announced in the same day; but pairs which have not. 
been announced heretofore of course should properly be announced 
at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, are paired. 

PURCHASERS OF WESTERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. PAGE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4927) for the relief of pur- 
chasers of lands from the Western Pacific Railroad Company and its 
successors; which was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and, with the acgompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, 

SURVEY OF PUEBLO OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4928) to confirm the sur- 
vey of the pueblo of San Francisco; which was read a first and second: 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF DUTY ON PRINTING-TYPE. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4929) to abolish the duty 
on printing- ; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH SYSTEM. 

Mr. PAGE also introduced concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of California, asking for the establishment of a postal telegraph sys- 
tem throughout the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads,. 
and ordered to be printed. 


SACRAMENTO RIVER. 
Mr. BERRY submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish this House, for the 


use of the Committee on and the Committee on Mines and Mining, the 
penecs of Calenss G; IE Mondal; United. Sistas enginser: ta. California; to 
the effect of miningin the Sacramento River and its tributaries. 


MESSRS. M’`CLELLAN AND SPOTSWOOD. 
Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4930) for the relief of 
Messrs. McClellan and Spotswood, of Colorado; which was read a first - 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL CONNOLLY. 


Mr. MILES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4931) ting a pension to 
Daniel Connolly, of Marbledale, county of Litchfield, State of Con- 
necticut ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCY C. RAYMOND. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4932) to place on the pension- 
rolls the name of Lucy C. Raymond, widow of Edmund A. Raymond, 
late quartermaster United States steamship Constitution ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON PAPER PULP, ETC. 


Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4933) to remove the 
duty on wood and straw pulp and soda-ash and other chemicals used in 
the manufacture of paper, and to reduce the duty on unsized paper 
to 5 per cent. ad valorem; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Imove that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to amend so as to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

The question being put, the Speaker stated that the ayes appeared 
to have it. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was agreed to; and the bill was referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY EXERCISES ON THE SABBATH, 


Mr. SPEER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4934) to exempt the officers 
and soldiers of the regular Army of the United States from certain 
military exercises on the Sabbath day; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. SPEER. I ask that the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read in full, and wasreferred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


E. J. CHRISTY. 


Mr. SPEER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 231) for 
the relief of E. J. Christy, administrator of John H. Christy, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED HARBOR AT KEWAUNEE, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. SPEER also (by request of Mr. DEUSTER) presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, relative to an appro- 
priation for the proposed harbor at Kewannee, Wisconsin; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. SPEER also (by request of Mr. DEUSTER) presented joint reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, asking such 
legislation as will place interstate commerce under the control of a 
board of commissioners; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

JAMES M. AKIN. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4935 
granting a pension to James M. Akin; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

LUCY ANN ELDER. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4936) granting a pension to Lucy Ann Elder; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 


Mr. MORRISON. I introduce a bill to reduce duties in excess of 
50 cent. ad valorem on articles embraced in schedules A, B, C, E, 
G, K, L, and M of section 2504 of the Revised Statutes and not sub- 
ject to internal-revenue tax; and I send to the desk a motion in ref- 
erence thereto, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the bill be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means with instructions 
to report the same back with its judgment thereon favorably or adversely within 
twenty days. 

The SPEAKER. Under what rule does the gentleman from Illinois 
. Pee right exists to submit this instruction 
. MO. N. LIexpected the Speaker to find the rule by which 
the House could express its judgment on a proposition like this. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair was asking for information. 
Mr. MORRISON. I donot know any rule; but I knowit has been 
the practice of the House under the old rules to instruct committees. 
e SPEAKER. Not during this hour. The Chair under the old 


rule has held that it was not in the power of a member to ask even 
for the printing of a bill in the RECORD. 

Mr. CONGE. I make the point of order that the motion is not in 
order at this time. 

Mr. MORRISON. Then I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move toamend that motion so that the bill shall 
be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has heretofore stated he did not wish 
to make a decision as to the admissibility of the motion to refer to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union a bill 
introduced by an individual member, until further reflection. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have no objection to the bill lying on the table 
for the present till the Speaker sees fit to decide that question. 

A MEMBER. Let it be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois ean withdraw the 
bill for the present, and introduce it next Monday, when the Chair 
will be prepared to rule upon the question. The Chair does not wish 
to make a hasty decision. 

Mr. MORRISON. I withdraw the bill. 


LOUIS J. SACRISTE. 

Mr, FORT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4937) to reinstate Lonis J. 
Sacriste to the United States Army with the rank held 105 him when 
honorably discharged, and to place him on the retired list; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. FORT also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4933) to grant pensions 
to all soldiers and sailors of all wars of the United States, who from 
any reason other than by their own wrong acts have become 181 
cally disabled or mentally incapacitated to labor or to gain a liveli- 
hood for themselves, and who have no means of support; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LUCRETIA M. LARKIN. 


Mr. FORT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4939) for the relief of 
Lucretia M. Larkin, of Chebanse, county of Iroquois, State of Nli- 
nois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TAXATION OF PROPERTY HELD FOR CHARITABLE PURPOSES. 


Mr. MYERS introduced u bill (H. R. No. 4940) for the relief from 
taxation of certain property in the Distriet of Columbia actually 
held and used for charitable and benevolent purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LAWRENCE C. SHULER. 


Mr. MYERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4941) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lawrence C. Shuler, late colonel Fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAUSES IN UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4942) to amend section 968 
of the Revised Statutes so as to require the plaintiff to pay costs 
when he recovers a less sum than the amount fixed as the sum neces- 
sary to give jurisdiction to United States circuit courts ; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. BAKER. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws, and printed. 

Mr. CONGER. That bill should go to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. I make that point because tlie Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws has no right to consider any bill except for the revision or 
codification of the statutes, not for the change of any particular law. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire the Chair to rule npon 
that point, or will he submit an amendment? 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Chair to rule on the point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the bill should be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAKER. Ithinkitshould go to the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws, for the reason that it only proposes the change of asin- 
gle section by the omission of three or four words. 

Mr. CONGER. That may result in a very important change. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER ] insists 
upon the reference which he has indicated. 2 

Mr. CON GER. I move to amend so that the bill shall be referred 
to the Committee on the Jadiciary. y ' 

The amendment was to; and accordingly the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BARNARD M’NALLY. 


Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4943) to authorize payment 
of the claim of Barnard McNally, of Sabula, Iowa; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
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AUGUSTA L, REED. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. N. No. 4944) for the relief of 
ey ee L. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred 
+o the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


R. H. SHROPSHIRE, 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4945) for the relief of 
R. H. Shropshire; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MEANDERED LAKES IN IOWA. 


Mr. PRICE also presented a joint resolution of the General 5 
of the State of Iowa, asking for the relinquishment by the Uni 
States to the State of Iowa of the meandered lakes in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. SAPP presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
the State of Sowa. in regard to meandered lakes in that State. 

Mr. DEERING. I would like to have that joint resolution read. 

The joint resolution was read at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


CORN-STALK AND SORGHUM SUGAR. 

Mr. GILLETTE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4946) in to the 
manufacture of sugar from corn-stalks and sorghum ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that bill be read at length, or so much of it as 
will indicate its scope. : 

The bill was at length, referred to the Committee on Agri- 
eulture, and ordered to be printed. 


J. J. MERRICK. 


Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4947) providing 
for the repayment of J. J. Merrick, of Harper County, Kansas, of th 
urchase-money paid for the southeast quarter of section 1, township 
22 south, of range 7 west; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 
HOLDEN COOK. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4948) grant- 
ing a pension to Holden Cook; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

H. E. YAN TREES. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4949) grant- 
ing a pension to H. E. Van Trees; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES C. LEWIS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4950) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles C. Lewis; which was read a first and seeond 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REUBEN MARSHALL. ' 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4951} grant- 
ing a pension to Reuben Marshall; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

M. H. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4952) grant- 
ing a pension to M. H. Clements; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4953) to fix 
the rank of certain retired officers of the Army; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN W. J. LYSTER. 


Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4954) for the relief 
of Captain W. J. Lyster, Nineteenth Infantry, United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRY J. TODD. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4955) for the relief 
of Harry J. Todd; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. M’CLANAHAN. 
Mr. McKENZIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4956) granting a pen- 
sion toJohn W. McClanahan, of Henderson County, Kentucky; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON AGRICULTURAL MACHINERY. 

Mr. McKENZIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4957) abolishing 
all duties upon agricultural machinery and implements; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


COURTS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. PHISTER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4959) fur- 
ther to amend the act entitled “An act to reorganize the courts of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1863, and to repeal section 861, chapter 24, of the Revised Statutes 
of the District of Columbia, and to re-enact the same as amended ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


HON. JOHN D. YOUNG. 


Mr PHISTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4958) for the ben- 
efit of Hon. John D. Young, of Bath County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. PHISTER. I move the reference of this bill to the Committee 
on Elections. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CONGER. What reference is it proposes to give this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman introducing it asks to have it 
referred to the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. CONGER. It should go to the Committee on Claims. 

A AEDI Should it not go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions 

Mr. PHISTER. It involves a question in reference to elections. I 
we EEN it ey goes to the Committee on Elections. 

. ATKIN t should go to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this to be a ag ena to 
pay compensation to an applicant for a seat in a former House. In 
the opinion of the Chair it should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does it not involve a question of membership ? 

The SPEAKER, Not membership of this House. 

Mr. KEIFER. But of a former House. 

The SPEAKER, If it involves a question as to membership of a 
former House, that question has passed beyond reach. 

Mr. KEIFER. But the question whether the man was elected must 
be decided before the claim can be paid. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair this is a claim for 
compensation. 

Mr. KEIFER. It has been usual to refer everything of this kind 
to the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent for this House to review the 
action of a former House as to the right of an individual to a seat in 
a former ee ae 

Mr. KEIFER. But if this House is to pass upon the question of 
compensation, it involves the question of election. 

Mr. COX. I think it has been the practice to refer all cases of this 
kind to the Committee on Elections in the first instance at least. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no choice as to the committee to 
which the bill shall go. The Committee on Accounts of this House 
have held that bills to pay compensation to an employé of a former 
Congress should go to the Committee on Claims; that the Commit- 
tee on Accounts has cognizance only of matters relating to employés 
of present House. The analogy would apply to the case of a ee 
son claiming compensation as having been elected to a former Con- 


Mr. CARLISLE. Can the gentleman from Michigan inform the 
House what committee reported upon the claim of Hon. John Young 
Brown, which was allowed? That involved, I believe, a claim toa 
seat in the same Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. The rule provides that there shall be referred to 
the Committee on Claims papers relating to “private and do- 
mestic claims and demands, other than war claims, against the United 
States.” This isaclaim for compensation. It may be a very just 
one; I do not know anything about it; but it is a matter that comes 
8 within the province of that committee. 

. PHISTER. If the Chair thinks that the Committee on Claims 
is the proper commit I am satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. Under the new rules there can be no araeo 
about Rein e bill Toportea, because almost every committee wi 
be called each week, perhaps oftener. ` 

Mr. PHISTER. Does the Chair think this bill oaght to go to the 
Committee on Claims? j 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks bills of this character have 
heretofore gone to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PHISTER. Then let it be so referred. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair has no wish to control the House 
in the least degree, and is quite willing to submit the question of 
reference to a vote. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will say that we have pending in the Committee 
on Elections a number of such claims. 

The SPEAKER, If the gentleman from Ohio prefers that the bill 
should go to the Committee on Elections, the Chair will of course 
submit the question to the House. 


Mr. KEIFER. That committee has before it a number of claims 
similar to this, involving the question of the election of an individual 
to a former House. 

The SPEAKER. So far as the right of an individual to a seat ina 
former House is involved, that question is one beyond recall. 

Mr. KEIFER. But so far as the compensation claimed depends 
upon the right to a seat that question is involved. 
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determining the amount of compensation. 

Mr. KE If there was no election at all, the person would be 
entitled to no compensation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is without any wish on the subject. 

Mr. BONTE Have the Committee on Elections been reporting 
such cases 


Mr. KEIFER. We have a number of them. 
Mr. BLOUNT. What is the number before that committee? The 
tleman from Kentucky referred to the case of Mr. Young Brown, 
ut it is the only one I have ever known. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit this to the House. * 
Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by referring to the Committee on 
Claims. 


The amendment was adopted; and the motion, as amended, was 


agreed to. 
So the bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
the adoption of the following resolution : 
Reso That the House of Representatives be respectfull ested to trans- 
salts ten eee in reference ii tha biais thecbins 
before the rem gr ting pa letters from the Secre of the Interior, ad- 
e House of Representatives, aud by him submitted to 
874, and described in the House Journal of that 


It further announced the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 2004) to con- 
firm the title of Charles Olivier Duclozel to certain lands in the State 
of Louisiana, with an amendment in which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills; in which 
concurrence was requested : 

An act (S. No. 217) to introduce moral and social science into the 
public schools of the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. No. 316) for the relief of homestead settlers on the pub- 


Tic lands 
An act (S. No. 370) granting a pension to Phæbe C. Doxsie; 
An act (S. No. 302) to remove the political disabilities of John R. 


F. Tatnall, of Georgia; 

An act (S. No. 474) for the relief of William McGovern ; 

An act (S. No. 526) granting a pension to Esther E. Lieurance; 

An act (S. No. 939) to amend the law relative to the seizure and 
forfeiture 5 ae for breach of the oe laws = Try 

An act (S. No. 982) granting a pension jpencer W. on; 

An act 68 No. 1049) to amend section 2447 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to the issue of patents for private land 
claims confirmed by act of Congress; 

An act (8. No. 1051) granting an increase of pension to Stephen D. 
Smith ; 

An act (S. No. 1097 granting a pension to Susan Fox; 

An act (S. No. 1229) to authorize and direct the Commissioner of 
Agriculture to attend in person or by deputy, the international sheep 
and wool show to be held in the Centennial buildings, Fairmount 
Park, Philadelphia, September, A. D. 1880, and to make a full and 
complete report of the same, and for other pu 

An act (S. No. 1231) granting a pension to C 


and 
An act (S. No. 1233) granting a pension to Frederick Weller. 
WOODEN STILLS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4960) 
to amend section 3244 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


arlotte T. Alderman ; 


BEN T. PERKINS, SR. 


Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4961) for the relief of 
Ben T. Perkins, sr., of Todd County, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

. EQUALIZATION OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4962) to equalize 
all pensions for total disability under section 4695 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to le printed. 

CHROMATE AND BICHROMATE OF POTASH. 

Mr. CARLISLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4963) to 
amend the existing customs-revenue laws; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT, FRANKFORT, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4964) appropriating $1,500 
for relabeling and restoring public documents in United States court 
at Frankfort, Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC EXPENDITURE FOR GAS. 

Mr. ACKLEN (by request) introduced a bill 55 R. No. 4965) to pro- 
vide bn? pagan economy in the public expenditure for gas; whi 
was 


& first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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The SPEAKER. It might be considered as a matter of equity in 


Marca 8, 


CALCASIEU RIVER, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ACKLEN also presented a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of the State of Loui asking an appropriation for 
Calcasieu River. Louisiana ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF 


Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4966) to amend section 2505. 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time. 
Mr. KING. I move its reference to the Committee on the Revision 


, KEIFER, — — 
x I move to amend by referring it to the Commi 
mm Waya eee Means. x : 55 
e amendment was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to iE 
Mr. CONGER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
_ Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to ask a parliamentary question, whether 
it is necessary to make these motions to reconsider in such cases? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. The rule provides that bills so intro- 
duced and referred shall not come back under a motion to reconsider. 
The motion to reconsider, therefore, is superfluous. 


LOUISIANA NATIONAL GUARDS. 
_ Mr. KING also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 232) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to send camp equipage to the Louisiana 
National Guards; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES K. RAMSBURG. 


Mr. URNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4967) for the relief of Charles 
K. Ramsburg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4968) to aménd the laws 
ete to the duties on imports; which was read a first and second 
ime. 
iat The satel I ask its reference to the Committee on Revision of 
WS. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to amend by referring it to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MORSE. Let the bill be read’ I think the gentleman will see 
clearly that this should go tothe Committee on Revision of the Laws. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
waye and Means. 

. MORSE. Under the rules of the House if it be proper that 
weed should go to the Committee on Ways and Means, I shall offer no- 
objection. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be 3 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4969) to amend the 
laws relating to the duties on imports; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. MORSE. This bill, I should think, ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws; and I ask its re ce to that 
committee. : 

Mr. KELLEY. I move its reference to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Mr. MORSE. If there be objection, Iwill not insist on my motion. 
Let it go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be 9 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4970) to amend sec- 
Hon 2501 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 

0. 

Mr. MORSE. I hope there will be no objection to the reference of 
this bill to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

e KELLEY. I move its reference to the Committee on Ways and 
eans. 

Mr. MORSE. I shall not object to that reference. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PROCEEDINGS IN ADMIRALTY. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4971) to regulate poea: 
ings in admiralty causes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER T. U. BRADBURY. 


Mr. NEWBERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4972) to change the 
name of the steam-propeller T. U. Bradbury; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. GARRISON. 
Mr. BREWER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4973) grantin 


a — 
ch | sion to William G. Garrison, late of Company K, F —— Michi- 


gan Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
ommittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


1880. 
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CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BREWER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4974) for the con- 
struction of public buildings by contract; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. BREWER. Let the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read in full; and was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. TOWLE. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4975) for the relief of 
George W. Towle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRICE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4976) to reduce the 
price of public lands within railroad limits; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BOOKS FOR MEMBERS AND SENATORS. 


Mr. HOOKER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 233) for sup- 
Dying members of the Senate and House of Representatives with 
such books as have heretofore been supplied to former members of the 
Senate and House; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed, 


FRED HESS. 


Mr. PHILIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4977) for the relief of 
Fred Hess of Jefferson City, Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also 
informed the House that the President had approved bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

25 rat item R. No. 2804) for the relief of the administrator of John 

. McGill ; 

‘An act (H. R. No. 3288) for the relief of colored emigrants ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 4903) to provide for the purchase of a site for a 
e and other Government buildings in the city of Baltimore, 

vland. 
DUTY ON SALT, 


Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4978) to provide for the 
importation of salt free of duty; which was read a first and second 


time. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to amend the motion so that the bill shall 
be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The question being pat on Mr. KELLEY’S amendment, the Speaker 
stated that the “ayes” ap to have it. 

Mr. HATCH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 49 members voting therefor. 

Mr. WHITE. hat isthe bill? Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. The morning hour has 


ie ee * 
e SPEAKER. This is not the morning hour. This is the call 
of States and Territories under the new rule for bills and resolutions 
for reference. 
1 Mri CONGER. Does not the call cease at the termination of one 

our 

The SPEAKER. There is no such provision in the new rule. After 
the States and Territories are called, there will be to-day a morning 
hour for reports of committees. The reading of the bill has been 
called for. It will be read. 

The bill was read. 

The question was taken on Mr, KELLEY’s amendment; and there 
were—yeas 129, nays 93, not voting 70; as follows: 


YEAS—129. 
klen, Coffroth, Haskell, Miller, 
Aldrich, William Conger, Hawk, Mitchell, 
Cov: Hawley, Monroe, 
Baker, Cow; Heilman, Morse, 
Ballou, Crapo, Henderson, Morton, 
a Mata NON n Murch, 
Bayne, Davis, go R Horr, Neal, 
itzhoover, Davis, Horace, Houk, New, 
Bicknell, De La Matyr, u Newberry, 
12 Humphrey, Norcross, 
Blake, Dunne Jones, O'Neill, 
Bliss, Dwight, Jorgensen, h, 
Bowman, tein, Keifer, 
Brewer, Errett, Kelley, Phelps, 
Briggs, Farr, Kenna, „ 
Browne, Felton, Ketcham, à, 
5 ioe perce Price, 
am Fiel ham, Reed, 
Cannan, F? a aay F. Pistardeon, D. P. 
nter, ‘01 . F. r „. 
ao aoe — — Robertson, 
Clark, Alvah A. Godehali, McLane, Ross, 
ymer, Hall, Russell, Daniel L. 


William A. Talbott, Van Aernam, 
» Thomas, Vi Wood, E. 
Ryon, John W. Townsend, Amos Wai Wood, Walter A. 
Shalt berger, Green J. T. W. Tosa 
en J pdegraff, J. T. ‘ashburn, ocum, 
erwin, pdegraff, Thomas White, Young, Thomas L. 
Smith, A. Herr Upson, Williams, C. G. 
8 Urner, Willits, 
Stone, Valentine, W 
NAYS—93. 
Aiken, Finley, Le Fevre, Simoni 
Anderson, Ford, Lowo, Singleton, O. R. 
Atkins, Forney, Z, Slemons, 
3 Marsh, Stevenson, 
Blackburn, Geddes, Martin, Edward L. Thompson, P. B. 
Blount, Gillette, McMahon, Tillman, 
Bright, Goode, cMillin, Townshend, R. W. 
B T, Gunter, Tucker, 
Cabell, Hammond, N. J. Morrison, Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, Hatch, Myers, Turner, 
J Henkle, Nicholls, Vance, 
Carlisle, Herbert, O'Connor, Waddill, 
Clardy, Herndon, Persons, ‘Warner, 
Cobb, Hill, Philips, Weaver, 
Colerick, Hooker, Phister, Wellborn, 
verse, Hostetler, P 7 Wells, 
k, House, Whiteaker, 
bc New a os, J. S. 1 
un chmond, illiams, 
8 Lowndes H. Hurd, Rothwell, Willis, 
brell, Hutchins, Young, Casey. 
Dickey, Johnston, Sawyer, 
Knott, Scales, 
Evins, Ladd, Shelley, 
NOT VOTING—10. i 
Aldrich, Nelson W. Killinger, Pach 
Armfield, Davis, Joseph J. Kimmel p renani 
Atherton, E j Prescott, 
Bailey, Dick, Ki Robeson, 
Barlow, Elam, Lewis, Poa mag» J. W. 
Belford, Ellis, Lo th, Hezekiah B. 
Berry, Ewing, Lo A Smith, William E. 
Frost, Martin, Joseph J. Sparks, 
Bouck, Gibson, Mason, Speer, 
Boyd, Hammond, John McCoid, Springer, 
Bien, Harmer, McKenzie, e, 
Brig Harris, Benj. W. Me : Stephens, 
Butterworth, Harris, John T. Money, Taylor, 
Caswell, Hayes, Muldrow, Ee an W. G. 
e Hazelton, Muller, Van Voorhis, 
Clark, J B. Henry, O'Brien, Wilber. 
Cox, James, O'Reilly, 
Daggett, Joyce, Osmer, 


So the motion of Mr. KELLEY was agreed to, and the bill was ac- 
cordingly referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The following pairs were announced : 

1 ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, with Mr. ARMFIELD, of North Caro- 

a. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, with Mr. MCKENZIE, of Kentucky. 

5 Mr, Krromx, of North Carolina, with Mr. MARTIN, of North Caro- 
ina. 

Mr. Davis, of California, with Mr. Perry, of California. 

MILITIA OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HATCH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4979) to organize and 
discipline the militia of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Militia, and or- 
dered to be printed. , 

JOHN J. KEY AND W. d. M. DAVIS. 

Mr. VALENTINE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4980 
for the relief of John J. Key and W. G. M. Davis; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NET-FISHING ON ATLANTIC COAST. 

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4981) to prevent fishing along 
the Atlantic coast with purse or shirr nets, by smack vessels, steam- 
boats, steam-tugs, or any boat or boats of any description; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTMASTER AT OCEAN GROVE. 

Mr. ROSS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4982) for the relief of 
the postmaster at Ocean Grove, New Jersey; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TAX ON BANK CHECKS, MATCHES, ETC. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4983) to re the tax on 
bank checks, cartes legacies, and successions, and for other pur- 
poses; which was a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CARRIAGE OF PASSENGERS AT SEA. 

Mr. COX also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4984) relating to the car- 
riage of 8 by sea; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH ARGENTINE REPUBLIC, 

Mr. MORTON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4985) to aid in inereas- 

ing commercial relations with the Argentine Republic; which was 
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read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. MORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4986) relating to the 
Japanese indemnity fund ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHROMATE OF IRON. 

Mr. COVERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4987) to admit chrome 
ore, known in chemistry as chromate of iron, free of duty; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTORTION AND BLACK-MAILING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. COVERT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4988) to provide for 
the punishment of extortion and black-mailing in the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SUB-TREASURY BUILDING, NEW YORK. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4989) granting 
permission for the erection of certain statuary upon the buttresses in 
front of the sub-treasury building in the city of New York; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 2505 OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4990) to 
amend section 2505 of the Revised Statutes ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS EAST RIVER, NEW YORK. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD submitted the following resolution ; which 
was read, and, under the rule, referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to this House any 
information in his Department iu relation to the bridge now erected over the 


East River at New York, and his opinion as to whether the said bridge is or is not 
an obstruction to commerce. 


BENNETT J. DENSON. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4991) 
nting a pension to Bennett J. Denson, of Millport, Chemun 
ounty, New York; which was read a first and second time, 8 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES A. DANOLDS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4992) for the relief of Charles A. Danolds; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COAST DEFENSE ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. FERDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4993) to incorporate the 
Coast Defense Association; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LOAN OF TENTS FOR NORTH CAROLINA MILITIA. 


Mr. SCALES introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 234) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to loan to the governor of North Carolina 
one hundred and forty-five tents for use of the State Guards, to enable 
them to participate in the centennial celebration at King’s Mountain 
in October next; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. SCALES. I move the reference of this joint resolution to the 
Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. WHITE. It should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The 5 Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania raise that 

uestion 
mo WHITE. Yes, sir; the resolution relates to the military estab- 
ishment. 

Mr. SCALES. I do not know that I have any preference as to 
where the resolution should go; but it is for the benefit of the militia 
of North Carolina. 

Mr. WHITE. The subject relates to the military establishment. 

The SPEAKER, The joint resolation will be read. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. I am entirely willing to be governed as to the ref- 
erence of the resolution by the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not made any decision. 

Mr. SCALES. I know that; but I am satisfied to submit to his 
decision, whatever it may be. I will only state again that the reso- 
lution is entirely for the benefit of the North Carolina militia. 

Mr. WHITE. It properly belongs to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. It relates to some of the equipments of the United States 


Army. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if the resolution relates 
to the militia of the United States it should go to the Committee on 
Militia; otherwise the Chair cannot imagine why there should be a 
Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. SCALES. It relates to the militia of North Carolina, and 
sa tag else. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair does not inferpose his own view 
as against the wish of the House, 


Mr. SCALES. If the Chair thinks the resolution should go to the 
Committee on the Militia, I hope it will be so referred. 

Mr. WHITE. I raise the question that the proper reference is to the 
eee th en Military Affairs. I move that the resolution be so 
re NS, 

Mr. SPARKS. Let it go to the Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. WHITE. Well, if you do not care, I do not. 

Mr. SPARKS. The Committee on Military Affairs does not want it. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NANCY S. LEDFORD. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4994) to restore Nancy S. 
Ledford to the pension-rolls; which was read a first and second time, 
saa to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MINERVA E. SWEENY. 

Mr. McMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4995) granting a pen- 
sion to Minerva E. Sweeny; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALLOWANCES OF ARMY OFFICERS, 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4996) defining the 
laws in relation to the allowances of certain officers of the Army for 
length of service; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LANDS FOR OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS IN LATE WAR, 


Mr. WARNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4997) grant- 
ing lands to officers and enlisted men who served in the Army or Navy 
during the late war and were honorgbly discharged, to be in lieu of 
all other claims; which was read aia and second time. 

Mr. WARNER. I move the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands, though I am in doubt whether it should go to that 
committee or the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Does it grant public lands? 

Mr. WARNER. It relates to public lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it proposes to give 

ublic lands to officers and soldiers of the United States who served 
in the late war. 

Mr. CONGER. That would be a part of the bounty or payment of 
these officers or soldiers, and the bill shonld be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. s 

The SPEAKER. The question is for the House to decide; but the 
Chair thinks that all subjects in regard to the public lands belong to 
the Committee on Public Lands. He has, however, no wish about 
the matter. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER, ] who intro- 
duced the bill, has suggested the Committee on Public ds; and 
the bill will be so referred unless there be objection. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH B. CUSTER. 


Mr. CLYMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4998) granting a pen- 


sion to Mrs. Elizabeth B. Custer, widow of General George A. Custer; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH EDWARDS. 


Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4999) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Edwards, sister of John J. Lewis, deceased, of Summit 
Hill, Carbon County, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 7 

JOHN HAGMULLER. z 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5000) granting a pen- 
sion to John Hagmuller, of La Plume, Lackawanna County, Penn- 
sylvania; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

ommittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA BUCKLEY. 

Mr. BACHMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5001) ting a pen- 
sion to Sophia Buckley, mother of John H. Buckley, late a private of 
Company D, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania. 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, refe: to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. : 


GABRIEL YOUNG. 

Mr. BACHMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5002) granting a 

msion to Gabriel Young, late a private of Company C, Forty-sixth 
E of Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MRS, CLARA E. HARTIGAN. 

Mr. WRIGHT (by a Pear ep a bill (H. R. No. 5003) for 
the relief of Mrs. Clara E. Hartigan, of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL F. BURKUT. 

Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5004) to 

authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of 


Daniel F. Burkut for clothing lost in the military service of the United. 
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States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SCHUYLKILL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5005) 
to authorize the p accounting officers of the to audit 
and pay the claim of the county of Schuylkill, in the State of Penn- 
sylv: for money advanced under allotments made by soldiers from 
said county during the late rebellion, by virtue of section 12 of the 
act of Congress entitled “ An act to authorize the employment of vol- 
unteers to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting public property,” 
approved July 22, 1861; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID CARPENTER. 


Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5006) granting a pen- 
sion to David Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

‘ MARGARET J. M’KINNEY. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5007) granting a 
pension to Margaret J. McKinney; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN HENRY. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5008) to replace the name 
of John Henry on the pension-rolls; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN H. WORK. 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5009) ting @ pen- 
sion to John H. Work, late a member of Company A, Sixty-first - 


iment P. lvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, refe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


GEORGE W. BRINK. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5010) granting a pen- 
sion to W. Brink, of Decker’s Point, Indiana County, Penusyl- 
vania; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


B. H. SCOTT. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5011) for the relief of 
B. H. Scott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. CONLEY, 

Mr. WHITE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5012) for 
the relief of 1 Conley, of Pennsylvania; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PROMOTIONS ON THE ARMY RETIRED LIST. 


Mr. OVERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5013) to provide for 
promotions on the retired list of the Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

"AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5014) to amend the 
pension laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EMMA A. RAMSEY. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5015) granting a pension 
to Emma A. Ramsey and infant son, widow and heir of J. Allen 
Ramsey, surgeon of the One hundred and twenty-first Regiment of 
Pennsylvania Volunteers ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROTECTION OF ORIGINAL INVENTORS. 

Mr. WARD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5016) to 
protect original inventors and pt: the progress of the useful 
arts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitteé on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

r JETTIES, CHARLESTON BAR. 

Mr. O'CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5017) making an ap- 
propriation for the continuation of the work on the jetties now 
course of construction for the deepening of Charleston Bar, and for 
the improvement of the harbor of Charleston, South Carolina; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL-FARM LAND, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. CONNOR also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 235) 
to provide for the redemption and sale of school-farm lands in South 
Carolina; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BROWN. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5018) for the relief | lish 


of William H. Brown, of Wayne County, Tennessee, to be enrolled 


as a pensioner; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5019) to amend 


section 2504 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
second time. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move its reference to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 
Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read. 
The bill was read. 


Mr. CONGER. I move the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
to; and the bill was referred to 


and 


Mr. CONGER’s motion was 

the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
DR. A. H. BROWN. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5620) for the 
relief of Dr. A. H. Brown, of Maury County, Tennessee, for services 
rendered as surgeon ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LUTHER M. BLACKMAN. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5021) for the relief of Luther 
M. Blackman ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ATTACHMENT OF PROPERTY, ETC. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5022) to amend sec- 
tion 915 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TEXAS CENTRAL RAILWAY. 

Mr. MILLS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5023) to con- 
stitute the Texas Central Railway a military, commercial, and postal 
highway, and to aid in its extension from the meridian of one hundred 
degrees of west longitude to the western boundary of Texas; which 


‘| was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rail- 


ways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN AVERILL. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5024) ting a pension to 
John Averill, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF SECTION 641 OF REVISED statutes, 


Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5025) to repeal section 
641 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL RIGHTS OF CITIZENS. 


Mr, TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5026) to repeal the 
fourth section of the act entitled “An act to protect all citizens in their 
civil and legal rights,” approved March 1, 1875; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LANDS, 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5027) to repeal section 
3480 of the Revised Statutes so far as bounty lands are concerned; 
which was read a.first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR, A. S. TEBBS. 

Mr. HUNTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5028) for the relief 
of Dr. A. 8. Tebbs from the operation of section 1218 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REGISTER TO FOREIGN-BUILT SHIP, 

Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5029) to grant 
an American eur to a foreign-built ship for purposes of scientific 
exploration; which was read a first and secend time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES ARMORY, HARPER’S FERRY, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5030) 
appropriating $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out 
of the moneys collected from the abated prices paid and sales of the 
United States armory at Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia, to pay for 
necessary surveying, repairs, costs of sale of said property, &c.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR AT KEWAUNEE, LAKE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. BOUCK presented the memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, for the construction of a harbor at Kewaunee, on Lake 
Michigan, Wisconsin ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF FREIGHTS. 


Mr. BOUCK also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 


Wisconsin, for the passage of a law regulating freights and to estab- 
ish maximum rates; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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JURORS AND WITNESSES IN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. HUMPHREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5031) to amend the 
law relative to jurors and witnesses in Territories; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. HUMPHREY also presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Wisconsin, providing that interstate commerce 
be placed under control of a board of commissioners; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

; RECORD OF DECISIONS IN PATENT CASES. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, in behalf of his colleague, Mr, CAs- 
WELL, absent by leave of the House, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5032) 
to enable the Commissioner of Patents to keep a record of decisions 
of the United States courts affecting the validity of patents; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC POLHAMUS, JR., AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5033) for the relief of 
Isaac Polhamus, jr., and others, of Arizona Territory ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TOWN SITES ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5034) providing for the 
reservation and sale of town sites on the public lands; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY TO THE BEAR BUTTE RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5035) granting the 
right of way to the Bear Butte and Deadwood Railway Company 
through Fort Meade military reservation; which was read a first 
and second time, re‘erred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MONROE DOCTRINE. 


Mr. KING. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KING. The Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal, which 
has the right to report at any time, have instructed me unanimously 
to report the following joint resolution (H. R. No. 236) reaffirming 
the Monroe@octrine, and request that it may be read for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The committee to which the gentlemanrefers has 
the right under the resolution creating the same to report at any time. 
The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of tives of the United States of 
Americain 8 assembled, That the estab! ent of any form of protectorate 
by any one of powers of Europe over any of the independent states of this con- 
5 or the introduction from any qi rof a scheme or 


Baer which would 
carry with it a right to any European power to interfere with their concerns, orto 
control in any other manner their d y, or the transfer to any such power, by 
conquest, cession, or acquisition in any other way of any of those states, or any 

ion thereof, is a measure to which this Government has, in the declaration of 
President Monroe in his message of December 2, 1823, and known as the Monroe 


doctrine, avowed its opposition, and which, should the 3 be made, it will 
ety. 
tates to have the 


da and treat as dan; ns to our peace, prosperity, and 
Resolved, That it is the interest and right of the United 
ion, direction, control, and government of an railroad, or other arti- 

communication to be constructed across the isthmus connecting the Ameri- 
can continents for the transfer of vessels and cargoes from the Caribbean Sea to 
the Pacific Ocean, whether the same be built or constructed at Panama, 5 
or elsewhere; and in view of the magnitude of this interest it is the pci, the 
United States to insist that if built, and by whomsoever the same may be com. 
menced, prosecuted, or completed, and wh: er the nationality of its corporators 
or the source of their capital, that the interest of the United States and their right 
to possess and control the said canal or other artificial communication will be as- 
serted and maintained whenever in their opinion it shall become necessary. 

3. And be it further tesolved, That the President be requested to take steps nec- 

and proper for the a tion of any existing treaties whose terms are in 
conflict with this declaration of principles. 

Mr. KING. I am directed by the Committee on the Interoceanic 
Canal unanimously to report that resolution and to move its adop- 
tion. I move the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is a very important measure, and ought not 
to be passed thus hastily. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would suggest to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [ Mr. KING] to allow the resolution to be printed, so that mem- 
bers of the House may see it before being required to vote on the 
resolution, It would be far better, in case it approves itself to the 
mind of the House, to have a unanimous vote in its favor than to 
push it to a vote now when it has never been seen in print. If it is 
urged at this time many gentlemen doubtless would be exceedingly 
sorry to have to vote against a measure which they might support if 
they had an opportunity of seeing it in print and knowing what it is. 
I suggest that the committee have the right to call it up at any time, 
and nothing will be lost by its going over now. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will state to the gentleman from 
Ohio that the resolution has been printed in the morning papers. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The resolution has no official print. It has never 
been printed by this House. I have never seen it in print anywhere. 

Mr. WEAVE Neither have I. 


The SPEAKER. If the House gives its consent to the resolution 
being called up at any time the gentleman from Louisiana can move 


read | that it be printed, and allow it to go over. 


Mr. REAGAN. I will say to the gentleman from Louisiana that I 
think that is the course he ought to take. 


Mr. KING. well. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks that the res- 
olution be Extras and also that it be printed in the RECORD, reserv- 
ing the privilege of calling it up at any time for action. Is there 
objection f 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


JOHN R. PERRINE, 


Mr. HAWK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5036) granting arrears of 
pension to John R. Perrine; which was read a first and second time, 
5 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

JUSTUS c. BOWLES. 

Mr. HAWK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5037) granting a pen- 
sion to Justus C. Bowles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
GEORGE WILLIAMS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL] to ask that the reference of certain papers 
made by mistake be corrected, and that the papers be sent to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. DIBRELL. On the 20th February the Speaker laid before 
the House a letter from the Secretary of War, in reply to resolutions 
of the House of January 14 and 20, 1880, transmitting pa 


case of George Williams. These were referred by to the 
Committee on Claims. Lask that that committee be disc from 
the further consideration of the same, and that they be rred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs, and be printed. 
Mr. CONGER. I ask that all the papers may be printed, and then 
the House can dispose of the question of reference. 
Mr. DIBRELL. My request is that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military irs, and that an order be made to print them. 
Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to the printing. Iask that all 
the papers, and not me: a part of them, be printed. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Michi Seas CONGER] does not object to these papers being taken 
from the Committee on Claims and referred to the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs provided an order be at the same time made that all the 
papers shall ree and not merely a part of them. 

r. DIBRELL. I agree to that. 

The SPEAKER. 7 ea that understanding, which the gentleman 
as 3 LMr. DIBRELL] will see executed, there is no further 
objection. 

r. CONGER. I desire to say one word further. That order to 
print includes all papers called for from the Department and fur- 
nished by the Department. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Yes; letters and all. 

There being no further objection, the pepes were transferred from 
the Committee on Claims to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED ELECTION OF BRADLEY VS. SLEMONS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I rise toa privileged question. I am instructed by 
a majority of the Committee on Elections to present a report in the 
contested-election case of John M. Bradley vs. William F. Slemons 
from the second congressional district of Arkansas, accompanied by 
a resolution which has the concurrence of every member of the com- 
mittee except one. I move that the report be laid upon the table and 

rini 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri makes a privileged 
report from the Committee on Elections in relation to the contested- 
election case from the second congressional district of Arkansas. 
The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows : 

Resolved, That William F. Slemons is entitled to retain the seat he now occu- 
— as Representative from the second congressional distriet in the State of Ar- 

ansas in the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask leave to present the views of the minority 
of the Committee on Elections in this case, and I ask that the reso- 
lution accompanying them be read and that they be printed with the 
sb al of the 9 8 of the committee. 

he Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the seat now occupied by William F. Slemons as a member of 
Congress from the second con onal district of the State of Arkansas in the 
Forty-sixth Congress be, and the same hereby is, declared vacant. 

The report of the majority of the Committee on Elections, together 
with the views of the minority, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SAWYER. I give notice that at an early day I will call up 
this case for consideration. 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Itis the desire of the contestant that he be allowed 
the floor for one hour to present his side of the case. In view of that 
request, to which I believe the Committee on Elections will urge no 
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1 state to the House that no further time will be occu- 


pied on be of the contestant. 

The SPEAKER. It is usual to present such a request when the 
case comes up; such a privilege has generally been allowed a con- 
testant when the request is made. 4 

Mr. WEAVER. Very well; with that understanding I have noth- 
ing further to offer. 

POLICE FORCE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ETC. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask consent to present at this time for reference 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia a petition signed by 
some twenty-five thousand citizens of the District of Columbia, ask- 
ing that the police force of the District be increased to three hundred 
men, and that the criminal law be so amended as to make the crime 
of rape a capital offense. And I ask that the body of the petition be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The petition was as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in assembled : 


Setiy and urgently request that you immediately raise the effective force of the 
M litan Olos to chree hundred | privates, besides ofers, and that you amend 
the inal code of the District of Columbia by making the crime of rape a cap- 


ive men and by many 


profession and trade, and every class of citizens without re- 
gard ous beli political affiliatio: 
The citizens’ committee would respectfully 


decidedly in favor of a larger increase of the force ae ee EA 

in any bill heretofore presented to and trust that it please the leg- 

as age he ent of our National Government to give addi security to life, 
, aD 


5 capital city by suitable and speedy legislation. 
SAML. H. WALKER, 
Chairman Citizens’ Committee. 


The petition was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

WILLIAM M’GOVERN. 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's ta- 
ble for consideration at this time a private bill, which has just come 
over from the Senate, for the relief of William McGovern. ing 
the last session of Congress the pepas in this case were lost. They 
have now been found and the b passed the Senate and come 
over to the House, and I ask that it may now be taken up and con- 
sidered at this time. 

There was no objection, and the bill (S. No. 474) for the relief of 
William McGovern was taken from the Speaker’s table and read a first 
and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of War to cause to be issued to Will- 
iam McGovern, late of Company C of the late First Regiment of the 
New York Volunteers, an honorable discharge from the service, to 
date from September 9, 1861. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. COX. I have here the report made by Senator COCKRELL from 
the Senate Committee on Military Affairs. I will not ask to have it 
read, but I will ask that it may be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 474) for 
the relief of William McGovern, have y considered the same, and submit 


the foll: report: 
This bill the of War to cause William McGovern, of Company 
ork Volunteers, to be mustered out and honorabl 
service, to date from September 9, 1861. In the Forty-fifth 
from April 1. 5 
to the Committee on = 
where no further action was taken. The Committee on - 


appears “that William MoGovern was enrolled and mustered into service as a ser- 
paat on the 3d day of May, 1861, at New York, in Company G, First Wy epee 
‘ew York Volunteers, for two years. On muster-roll Seegen Sy of t regi- 
ment, to which transferred, months of to June 30, 1861, he is reported pres- 
ent; July and August, 1861, absent, sick in New York; September and October, 
1861, absent, sick in New York; wounded at Big Bethel Jane 10,1861. Hewasad- 
mitted to New York hospital, New York City, 8 ye 28, 1861, with lumbago, and 
from treatment September 9, 1861. e having failed to return to the 
service is considered a deserter from that date. Disho: ly discharged to date 
n 9, 1861, by reason of desertion.” 
s dishonorable discharge was furnished in 1876. 
The Adjutant-Gen 


leave 
ofa er while in hospital, inasmuch as his status at such time has 
from that of a soldier serving with his command in the field. His duties in either 


his command without pro authority, upon the penalty of being considered a 
deserter and treated acco! ingly. This man was the hi ital at 
p g to rejoin his Ky 

e 


66 
authority, an 
duty or duties, there remains 


X——88 


The foregoing shows the actual record in the War Department and the rules and 
regulations go 


fragment of shell at the battle of Big Bethel, in Virginia, June 10, 1861, and was 
treated in the field hospital in the Sinclair House, near Fortress Monroe, till Jul: 
1861, when he was sent to Newport News, and thence to New York, Jul 
1861, by proper military authority, and that he was under treatment in the New 
York Cit ital for some time, when he was removed to his own home in said 
city of New York, under proper military authority; and that as soon as he was 
able to move about he went to the e of Surgeon Alexander B. Mott, in 
said city, and reported, and was examined; and said surgeon made out a certificate 
in his presence, and assured him that he would forward 6 
pees and that he did all he could to conform to the lations; and t he 
as remained disabled ever since the receipt of said wounds and was wholly un- 
able to 32 any military ys eden 3 the entire term of his tment.” 
Burke and Bernard McDonald, in 1876, state under oath that for fifteen 
en past they had been MINNST acquainted with William McGovern, and 
tation for truth and veracity is . Dr. Franklin Smith, a regular 
physician ele testifies under date September 30, 1876, that he was 
well acquainted with M rn, and had been for upwards of twenty 
ony past, and “ that said William McGovern came home on furlough onor about 
ul 3 and was suffering from a severe contusion of his spine just at the 
l of his hora AIRO TON NOTOS OASES hig, Maing beens vate or gers VS 


iarsa By a wound from a ent of shell; that — treated said Mo- 
Govern professionally for said injuries as soon as he so ved home, and for sev- 
eral y afterward, McGovern was so 


and kno 
th 
as 


ears eee disabled 
eee D e eee eee ee 
—.— A B ee Ms he hod HACIA bes AGIAN, i sala MeGovern 
or an 
seriously affected from said injuries.” 


still very 
Dr. John J. eg era pee a G 
3 under date 27, 1879, 


latter 
year and at intervals during the 1 5 he 
several times examined William M „late of Com yO First 
New York Volunteers, and d him suffering from gunshot N one 
and two in right leg, one above the knee and one below; also, a severe con- 
tusion in right oS ae of shell; said wounds havin 
ved at the battle of Big Bethel, Vi June 10, 1861, and that in h 
opinion Sergeant to ù 


Farrel McGovern, a resident of New Yor! 
that he was in the same regiment with sai 


testifies that 

MoGov- 

j 8 2 Haage ea — — tho 
a con 

in company with Colonel Garrett 

sick at his own resi- 


. 
ern; saw him wound 15 Bethel; saw 
Monroe, and subsequen yin a New York 


20, 1861, and heard Colonel 
furth 


er service, and was entitled to his disc and certifi and that 
he would send them to him; and that he again saw McGovern when the First 
ent was mustered ont of the service, and he was then g from the 
effects of said wound, and unable to walk without aid of a crutch 
James Sheehan an McCauley, of New York, under date April 24, 1 
2 to their personal know] McGovern was 80 y wound: 
and disabled when he came uly, 1861, that he was totally disabled and 


ving the — 2 of another party, an 

that they frequently called u ears 1861, 1862, and 1863. 

utant-General United States Army, under date 9 6, 1880, in an- 
from Mr. COCKRELL to him, in relation to the re: of the charge 


oe Wer Dopartm has le do equal and exact justice 

"The War ent am wer now to an to 
he licant for such relief.’ rrtt tow canoe at oun chats te Gisok the 
action 


an example or preceden 
any 3 leaves a 


That the man has become weary of restraint and longs for his home is 
no great offense under such circumstances. It is thought, however, that such rare 
instances would be better met by 3 acts for the efit of individuals, since 
a general Jaw could not be fram t would discriminate between cases of actual 
merit and of malingering. It would be difficult to frame a law that would not 
mee many men actually at fault upon the same footing with those whose unblem- 

service it was intended to reward by bounties or pensions.“ 

The evidence in this case not contradict the record, but explains the same 
and accounts for the absence of McGovern, and shows the cause thereof, which the 
record does not. Is McGovern guilty of desertion according to his record and the 
evidence? Did he leave his command or the hospital with the intent—the animus— 
not to return? The evidence clearly shows that he left his command by reason of 
severe wounds and with leave and went to the New York hospital. muster- 
rolls, his record up to and including the month of October, 1861, show the same 
facts. The evidence further shows that being wholly unfit for duty by reason of 
his injuries he left the hospital with permission and went to his own home in the same 
city, and there remained, eg 7 — for duty, until his regiment was 5 
our committee find that case is an nats song one, and comes clearly 
within the class of cases referred to in the foregoing quotation from the letter ef 
the Adjutant-General, and should be met by special legislation. 


Your commi therefore, recommend the insertion of the words “to be issued 
to" just before William MoGovern,” and the word “late” just after, in line 4, 
and the striking out of the to be mustered out” and the letter d.“ in 
5, and the “y” and d.“ in line 6, and the substitution of the letter e 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


der be laid upon the table. 


INTEROCEANIOC CANAL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 


Representatives : 

I transmit herewith the report of the Secretary of State, and the accompanying 
in response to the resolution adopted by the House of Representatives on the 
February last, requesting “ of all correspondence in relation to the 

interoceanio canal which may have passed between this Government and foreign 
governments; also between Government and its own representatives in other 
countries, and between this Government and individuals in ted in, or propos, 
ing to be interested in, tiations for the construction of such a canal; and 

he communicate to this House what, if any, treaty obligations with other govern- 
ments rest upon this Government.” 

In further compliance with the resolution of the House, I deem it proper to state 
briefly my opinion as to the paler of the United States with respect to the con- 
struction of an interoceanic canal y any route across the American Isthmus. 

The policy of this country is a under American control. The United 
States cannot consent to the surrender of this control to any European power or 
to apy com! European powers. If existing treaties between the United 
States and other nations, or if the rights of gnty or property of other na- 
sonin, stana in the way of this policy—a contingency which is not apprehended— 
suitable steps should be taken by Ping and liberal negotiations to promote and es- 
tablish the American policy on this subject, consistently with the rights of the 
nations to be affected by it. 

The capital invested by corporations or citizens of other countries in such an en- 
terprise must in a great degree look for protection to one or more of the great 
powers of the world. No Euro power can intervene for such protection with- 
out adopting measures on continent which the United States would deem 
wholl Fiadsnissible, If the protection of the United States is relied upon, the 
United States must exercise such control as will enable this country to protect its 
national interests and maintain the rights of those whose private capital is em- 
barked in the work. 

An interoceanic canal across the American isthmus will essentially change the 

hical relations between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the United States, 

een the United States and the rest of the world. It will be the seek 

ocean thoroughfare between our Atlantic and our Pacific shores, and virtually a 
pot of the coast line of the United States. Our merely commercial interest in it 
greater than that of all other countries, while its relations to our power and 
prosperity as a nation, to onr means of defense, our unity, and safety, are 
matters of t concern to the people of the United States. No other great 
power ces, fail to assert a rightful control over a 
work so closely and vitally affecting its interest and welfare. 


geo 
an 


North and South America, as will 
sure will be found not only compatible Et, Us eironi of the widest and most 


permanent ad to commerce and civi 
ee RUTHERFORD B. HAYES. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 8, 1880. 
orn. — The documents referred to in this essage of the 
ee sentthis dey eee 
Mr. WHITTHORNE moved that the message just read be referred 
to the Select Committee on Interoceanic Canal and printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ARMY AND NAVY PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a revised estimate of deficiencies 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, in the appropriations for 
Army and Navy pensions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


rotect our national interests. This I am quite 


TRANSPORTATION OF SILVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the recommending an appropriation of $67,000 for 
the transportation of silver; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

LIGHT-SHIP IN DELAWARE BAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secre of the Treasury, in reply to a resolution of the House calling 
for the views of the Department on the proposition to establish a light- 
ship in Delaware Bay; which was refe; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

GEORGE WILLIAMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, renewing his recommendation that the papers in the 
claim of George Williams be printed; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

SURVEYS OF VERMILION RIVER, ETC., LOUISIANA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report of surveys of Vermilion River and 
other waters in Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION OF COLORED YOUTH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a memorial of the trus- 
tees of the Peabody education fund, praying Congress to grant such 
aid as may be required tosecure to the colored population of the South- 
ern States the education necessary to fit them for the discharge of 
their duties as citizens of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

Mr. WARD, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of certain actual settlers on 
the Kansas trust and diminished-reserve lands, in the State of Kansas. 
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ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL, 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 
With a view to the improvement of the water communication between the Mis- 
. River and Lake Michigan by the Illinois River, Illinois and Michigan 
Beit 


and Chicago River, 
resolved by the Hi 


linquish n Gatte States all and singular i: 2 
re an er e an ts 
of K roby g S OE communicatii as the 

een 


LANDS IN SEVERALTY FOR INDIANS. 

Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, reported, as a substitute for 
House bill No. 354, a bill (H. R. No. 5038) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to allot lands in severalty to Indians; which was 
read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 

WITHDRAWAL OF, PAPERS. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask leave to withdraw from the files of the House 

ps in the case of Alexander C. Crawford, of Texas, whose claim 


The SPEAIE 
The SP. R. If there be no objection, this request will be 


granted, in accordance with the new rule on the subjec n leavin 
certified copies with the clerk sort mpa S 
There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

Kircur, for one day. - 
FREDERICK FREDLEY. 

Mr. PACHECO, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5039) for the relief of Frederick Fredley, of Yuma, Arizona Ter- 
ritory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

FORT RIPLEY MILITARY RESERVATION, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from 
the Speaker’s table, for concurrence in the amendments of the Senate, 
the bill (H. R. No. 1153) to restore to the public domain a part of the 
military reservation known as the Fort Ripley reservation, in the 
State of Minnesota, and for other aoe 

Mr. WHITE. I reserve the right to object until the bill and amend- 
ments are read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the House adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o'clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourn 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
the Clerk’s d under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 
By the SPEAKER: The ponon of citizens of Coldwater, Michigan, 
for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on 


Milita: " 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of publishers of the Laurensville 
(Soin Carolina) Herald, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 

ommittee on were and Means. 

By Mr, AINS : The petition of Heman & Jones, of Idaho City, 
Idaho Territory, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. AC N: The petitions of A. Doré, of New Iberia, and of 
Andrew F. Chanfreau, of Houma, Louisiana, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The penton of J. W. Oumby, of Huntingdon, 
Tennessee, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the same committee. 

py 8 : The petition of Gabriel Young, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Sophia Buckley, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

as Mr. BEALE: The petitions of citizens of Evansville, Indiana; 
of Indianapolis, Indiana, and of Keokuk and Burlington, Iowa, for 
legislation to prevent the adulteration of, and interstate traffic in, 

ulterated food—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petitions of Smith & Bittinger, pub- 
lishers of the Herald, Hanover, and of J. Zeamer, publisher of the 
American Volunteer, Carlisle, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of W. J. Jones & Co., publishers of 
the Enterprise, Ferndale, California, of similar import—to the same 
committee, 

Also, four petitions of publishers of California, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

i tho ‘petit on of J. P. Haynes and 500 others, of Humboldt 
, California, for an appropriation for the improvement of Hum- 
y—to the Committee on Commerce. 


Coun 
boldt 


By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of Henry C. Dannetelle and 93 


1880. 
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others, citizens of Jackson County, Indiana, that the patent laws be 

so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented 

ee alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on 
tents. 


Also, the petitions of E.B.Newby and 25 others, citizens of Bartholo- 
mew County and of Elwood Ruddick and 90 others, citizens of Jack- 
son Connty, Indiana, that Con enact such Jaws as will alleviate 
the ression im upon the people by the transportation mo- 
nopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of 35 M. Scifres and 43 others, and of Jona- 
than Mauck and 13 others, citizens of Indiana, for the adjustment and 

ayment of the Morgan raid claims—to the Committee on War 


8. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens of the District of 
Columbia, for the passage of a just tax bill—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Bourbon County, Kentucky, for the 
amendment of the revenue laws—to the Committee on Ways and 


Also, the petition of citizens of North Middleton, Kanman sd 
testing against the recent order of the Postmaster-General 
tinuing service upon star routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Waupaca, Wisconsin, 
that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the ch (one re im- 
posed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now 
control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of M. D. Kimball, publisher of the Globe, Green 
Bay, Wisconsin, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRENTS : The petition of Frank J. Parker, of Walla Walla, 
Washington Territory, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BREWER: The 8 of David Bush, C. L. Benjamin, 
and 32 others, citizens of Liv County, Michigan, that the patent 
laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of pat- 
ented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, the petition of C. L. Gordon, Wells Fulcher, and 32 others, citi- 
zens of Livingston County, Michigan, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the ple by the 
transportation monopolies that new control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BRIGHAM : The petition of William E. Cole and others for 
the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of O. St. Musser and 49 others, druggists, of Phil- 
adelphia, for the removal of the stamp-tax on ery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUC R: The petition of 22 soldiers, citizens of Mont- 

mery County, Missouri, for the equalization of bounties—to the 
Comm ttee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Montgomery County, Missouri, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, four petitionsof citizens of Pike, Rawls, Monroe, Saint Charles, 
Andrain, Montgomery, Lincoln, and Warren Counties, Missouri, for the 
abolition of the 5 5 ont; 4 77780 the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTTER ORTI : The petition of John Shillito & Co., 
and 100 other merchants of Cincinnati, for early and favorable ac- 
tion on the bill (H. R. No. 870) providing for the immediate transpor- 
tation of dutiable merchandise—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the Grand Division of the Sons of Tem nee 
of the State of Ohio, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The prenen of R. S. Evans, editor and pub- 
lisher of the Bowling Green 8 entucky) Democrat, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Benjamin T. Perkins, for pay 
for four months’ services as recruiting officer, commi; , and pay- 
master Twenty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of citizens of Indiana, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 
patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Indiana, that Con 
laws as will alleviate the op ions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of David Hess, of Lake Village, Indiana, for the 
removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of La Porte County, Indiana, for a 
ship-canal connecting Lakes Erie and Michigan—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMP: Two petitions of citizens of New York, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, that Congress enact such 


enact such 


laws as will alleviate the SY shige imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, that the patent laws be 
so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented arti- 
cles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of W. H. Thomas and of H. D. Brown & Co., of 
New York, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: Resolution of the General Assembly of Iowa, 
for the release by the Government of the title to all meandered lakes 
in that State—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, the petition of D. H. Talbot, publisher of the Cosmopolite, 
Sioux City, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of H. M. Stinson, publisher of the 
Newton oe rede Journal, that materials used in making paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
pa to the same committee. 

y Mr. CLARDY: The petitions of certain soldiers of the United 
States Army engaged in the late war; of certain citizens of Saint 
Louis, soldiers in the late war, against bee sear of the so-called 
Weaver soldier bill, and all measures of import—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of soldiers who served in the Union 
Army during the war of the rebellion, for the passage of the equal- 
ization bounty bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CO OTH: The petition of James Rollins and other sol- 
diers, of Bedford County, Pennsylvahia, against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of Nelson & Morse, publishers of 
the Fort Wayne (Indiana) Sentinel, for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Miso the petition of Eugene B. Smith and 64 other ex-soldiers of the 
United States Army, citizens of Fort Wayne, Indiana, for the early 
passage of a law providing for the payment of the difference between 
the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their services, 
and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on 
1 Affairs, 

By Mr. COX: A communication of C. K. Graham to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, relative to a bill to regulate carriage of passengers 
by sea—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of publisher of Browne’s Phonographic Monthly 
and Reporters’ Journal, Broadway, New York, for the abolition of the 
duty on t to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. : The petition of citizens of Duxbury, Massachusetts, 
for an appropriation for the harbor of Scituate—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of W. J. Rotch and 205 citizens of New Bedford, 
Massachusetts, for the abolition of compulsory pilotage—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of H. W. Stoddard, pub- 
lisher of the American Poultry Yard, Hartford, Connecticut, for the 
abolition of the duty on 1 corel the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: A bill me ae, e $350,000 for the 
improvement of harbor of Chicago, Ilinois, $100,000 of which shall be 
for the inner harbor—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of L. E. Smith, publisher of the 
Times, Cresco, Iowa, that materials used in making paper be placed 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petitions of Godfrey, Crandall & Co., pub- 
lishers ; of Hailmann & Doerflinger, publishers of the New Education 
and of the Erziehungs Blaetter, and of Doerflinger & Schmidt, pub- 
lishers of the Freidinker, Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for the abolition of 
the duty on t; to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Columbus Alexander, for relief from false or ex- 
cessive special assessments on his property—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DUNN: Two petitions of publishers of Arkansas, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of the publishers of the Pioneer 
Pree Seut Paul, Minnesota, of similar import—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Papers relating to the claim of George Gordon 
for property destroyed by Utes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EVINS: The petitions of F. P. and H. E. Beard, Camden, 
and of Farrow & Daniel, Charles Petty, and Thomas J. Trimmier, of 
Spartanburgh, South Carolina, that materials used in making papit 
be placed on the free list, and fora reduction of the duty on printing- 
pa to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

y Mr. FORD: The petition of Dopf & McCreary and other news- 

paper publishers, of Missouri, of similar import—to the same commit- 
tee. 


re Soo FORT: The Be of James N. Orr and 682 others; of 
sre Williams and 73 others; of S. R. Hawks and 320 Others, and 
of R. G. Campbell and 61 others, citizens of Illinois, for an appr 
tion to connect Lake Michigan and the Illinois River wit e 
Erie—to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Also, the petitions of H. H. McDowell and others, citizens of Ili- 
nois, and of Louis J. Sacriste, that he be reinstated to the Army 
rolls and placed on the retired list—to the Committee on Military 


irs. 

Also, the petition of H. C. Brown and 1,821 others, citizens of Illi- 
nois, for the improvement of the Kankakee and Iroquois Rivers, so as 
to connect Lake Michigan and the Illinois River with Lake Erie—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Isaac Ammerman and 60 others, citizens of 
Onarga, Illinois, for legislation to prevent the introduction of cattle 
disease in the United States—to the Committee on culture. 

Also, the petition of Major W. H. Watson, Colonel T. B. Colter, and 
Colonel George Peterbaugh, for a committee of the Soldiers’ Associa- 
tion of the Northwest, asking for the use of arms at the soldiers’ re- 


unions and encampments—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
Also, the petition of J. Hanna and others, of W. H. Knox and oth- 
ers, and of W. F. Singleton and others, citizens of Illinois, that Con- 


enact such laws as will alleviate the oppression imposed upon 

e people by the transportation monopolies that now control the in- 
terstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of R. J. Hanna and 61 others, of A. L. Miner and 
others, and of N. H. Uran and others, citizens of Illinois, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. : 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Charles W. French and others, sol- 
diers of Franklin County, Maine, for the equalization of bounties—to 
the Committee on crept Affairs. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petitions of J. P. Rieg & Co., publishers 
of the Reporter, Conneaut; of Evers & Rudolph, ublishers of the 
Sentinel, Bowling Green; of W. A. Birchord, publisher of the Con- 
stitution, Warren, and of W. S. Peterson, publisher of the Tribune, 
Warren, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Louise Pollock, for the establishment of 
a free kindergarten school in Washington, District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


Also, the petition of Andrew McCorkle and 103 others, citizens of 
Trumbull, Ohio, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the 
u he people by the rtation monopo- 


8 imposed 
es that now control the interstate commerce of the country to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of L. C. Wolcott and 23 others, citizens of Trum- 
bull, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the man- 
ufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for in- 
fringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

, the petition of Marion ox Bie and 20 others, citizens of Ohio, 
2 the passage of the Weaver bill to the Committee on Military Af- 
irs. 

Also, the pot ape of Charles Hale, of Howesville, for compensation 

orse and for personal injuries sustained while ad 
guerrillas during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of B. S. Cassell, H. M. Young, and 
others, of Knox County, Ohio, that Con enact such laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of J. W. Cummins and 59 others, 
citizens of Dallas County, Michigan, soldiers of the United States 
Army, en in the late war, for the early passage of a law pro- 
viding for the 125 ent of the difference between the value of n- 
backs, in whic ey were paid for their services, and the value of 
gold at the time of Payeer the Committee on Military Affairs. 

8 GUNTER: The petition of citizens of Arkansas, that the 

ublic lands in Boone, Carroll, Madison, Newton, Searcy, Marion, 

er, Stone, and Van Buren Counties, Arkansas, be donated for the 

construction of the Little Rock, Harrison and Northwest Railroad— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Wilson County, Kan- 
sas, that Congress enact such laws as will allevate the oppressions 
imposed upon the people by. the transportation monopolies that now 
control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petitions of H. D. B. Cutler, publisher of the 
Criterion, Glenwood, Schuyler County, and of E, P. Moore, publisher 
of the Democrat, Marion County, Missouri, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of the publishers of the Criterion, Glenwood ; 
of the Excelsior, Lancaster; of the Democrat, Kahoka, and of the 
Messenger of Peace, Macon City, Missouri, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same cemmittee. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of A. V. Richards, publisher of the 
Journal, Freeport, Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of John R. Perrine—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Justus C. Bowles, for a pension—to the same 
committee. À 

By Mr. HAZELTON : Joint resolution of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, favoring legislation that will place insterstate commerce un- 


der the control of a board of commissioners—to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Also, the petitons of the publishers of the Iowa Democrat, Mineral 
Point; of the Sentinel, Monroe; of the Richland County Reporter, 
Richland Centre, and of the Courier Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin, for 
me abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
Also, the petition of John T. Tisdale and others, of Mineral Point, 
Wisconsin, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. ‘ 
By Mr. HERNDON: The petition of ship-owners and merchants of 
Mobile, Alabama, for the a 


lition of compulsory pilotage—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


Also, the petition of M. C. Burke, publisher of the Marengo News- 
Journal, Demopolis, Alabama, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of William Campbell and 100 others, 
and of Samuel Morny and 50 others, citizens of Paulding County, 
Ohio, that the pect laws be so amended as to make the manufact- 
urer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of L. A. Fast and 50 others, and of John D. 
Carlton and 100 others, citizens of Paulding County, Ohio, that Con- 

enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im upon 

e people by the transportation monopolies that now control the in- 
terstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of W. C. Tingle, publisher of the Vidette, Colum- 
bus Grove; of C. J. De Witt, pu sher of the Alliance Pioneer, and 
of W. W. Šmith, publisher of the Free Press, Leipsic, Ohio, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of merchants and others, of Missis- 
sippi, for the removal of the duty on chrome iron ore and bichromate 
of potash—to the same committee. 

Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of Alexander Chomel, publisher 
of the Herald, Shoals, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 75 soldiers, of Bedford, Indiana, who served 
in the late war, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of East Tennessee Federal soldiers, for 
the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of L. M. Blackman, for pay as an officer in the 
United States Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of citizens of Humphreys County, 
Tennessee that the patent laws be so amended as to make the man- 
ufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of A. C. Botkin, United States 
marshal for 5 a change of the law relating to jurors in 
Federal courts in the Territories to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, the petition of W. H. Huntington, publisher of the Courier, 
Durand; of R. H. Gile, publisher of the Wisconsin Leader, Merrillon ; 
of James and Ella Wells, publishers of the Journal, Tomah, and of 
Griff O. Jones, publisher of the Eagle, Augusta, Wisconsin, for the 
abolition of the duty on t to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of publishers of the Phonograph, Colby, and of 
the Buffalo County Republikaner, Fountain City, Wisconsin, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: The petition of the citizens of Richmond, 
Virginia, for the establishment of additional light-houses on the James 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES: The petition of citizens of Texas, for the improve- 
ment of the Brazos River—to the same committee. 

Also, . of Wade B. Morrison, of Round Rock, Texas, for 
the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprie- 
bas medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. JOYCE: The petitions of John Averill and of citizens of 
yemon that he be granted a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petitions of W. R. Shaul and 60 others, elect- 
ors of Cable, and of F. Hoisington and 200 others, citizens of North 
Lewisburgh, Ohio, to pension Union soldiers and sailors who were pris- 
oners of war more than six months during the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of C. W. Hasper and Clarénce C. Has- 

er, that their rights to certain lands in the possession of the United 
Btates may be determined by a court or other tribunal—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of J. D. Little, publisher Courier, 
and of W. J. & J. M. Blake, publishers of the Republican, Carmel, 
New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of soldiers of the late war now resid- 
ing at Audenried, Pennsylvania, for the p: of the equalization 
bounty hill—to the Committee on Military i 

Also, the petition of citizens of Columbia County, Pennsylvania, for 
the p of a bill authorizing a department of agriculture equal 
in rank with any other Government Departments, having a Cabinet 
officer at its head—to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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By Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of citizens of New York, against 
any change in the revenue laws that will benefit liquor dealers—to 
the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of Mary E. Ketchum, to be reim- 
bursed an amount of currency partially destroyed—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Dunbar Brothers, that materials used in mak- 
ing paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty 
on 5 the Committee on Ways and Meaus. 

By Mr. WE: The petition of A. H. Keller, publisher of the 
North Alabamian, Tuscumbia, Alabama, for the abolition of the duty 
on —to the same committee. ; 

By Mr. JOSEPH J. MARTIN: The petition of Josiah Turner, of 
North Carolina, relating to certain land in that State—to the Com- 

titions of J. J. Hendershot and 131 


mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The 
others, and-of G. W. Shuffield and 137 others, of Barry County; of 
S. Cronkite and 17 others, and of George D. Pray and 65 others, of 
Eaton County, and of H. S. Sutherland and 26 others, citizens of Cal- 
houn County, Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended as to 
make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone respon- 
sible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of the same parties that Con, 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. Mc : The petition of Rev. 8. L. M. Causer, late chap- 
lain of the Fifth Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, for back pay—to the 


enact such 


Committee on Military Affairs, 
Also, the petition of William Stone, private Company E, First Reg- 
iment d Volunteers, for correction of his military record 


the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of the publishers of the Gazette, 
Waynesville, Ohio, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of the publishers of the Religious Teo Day- 
ton; of B. K. Brandt, and of Logan & Rona, publishers of Ohio, for 
the abolition of the duty on t; to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John Skinner, for the increase of the pensions of 
those who have lost an arm or a leg to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of William P. J. Painter & Son 
and William W. Rankin & Co., druggists, of Muncy, Pennsylvania, 
for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and pro- 
prietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MONROE: Papers relating to the pension claim of W. H. 
H. Gorham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of E. A. Talman and 33 others, cit- 
izens of South Thomaston, Maine, for an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a breakwater at the entrance of Owl’s Head Harbor, 
Maine—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MYERS: The | aye of David Kelley and 41 others, cit- 
izens of Grant County, Indiana, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone 
responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of John M. Kelley and 41 others, citizens of 
Grant County, Indiana, that Congress enact such laws as will allevi- 
ate the oppressions imposed 7 the people by the rtation 
monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the coun- 

to the Committee on Commerce. : 

Mr. NEAL: The petition of Joseph W. Dumble, publisher of 
the Meigs County Republican, Middleport, Ohio, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY : The petition of 46 citizens of Wayne, Mich- 
igan, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufact- 
urer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the register and reciever of the land office at 
Detroit, Michigan, asking Congress to donate a portion of Dearborn 
arsenal property to Wayne County (Michigan) Central Agricultural 
Society and Industrial School—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: The petition of J. H. Estill and other publishers 
and printers, for the abolition of the duty on type, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of Peter J. T. Welschbillig, for apen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of Ezra Loomis and 13 othe 
citizens of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, that the Agricult 
Department be made equal in rank to any other Department of the 
Government having a Cabinet officer at its head—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of Ezra Loomis and 13 others, citizens of Brad- 
ford County, Pennsylvania, that Congress enact such laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the coun- 
try—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of J. M. Rockwell and 13 others, citizens of Brad- 
ford County, Pennsylvania, that the patent laws be so amended as to 


make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsi- 
ble for 5 the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petitions of A. O. Porter, publisher of the North 
San Juan (California) Independent, and of Dunchow Brothers, pub- 
lishers of the Tuolumne (California) Independent, for the abolition 
of the duty on to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PHILIPS: Thirteen petitions of druggists, of Missouri, for 
the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprie- 
tary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PIERCE : The petition of citizens of Erie County, New 
York, for the passage of a general bankrupt law—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Erie County, New York, that Con- 

enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 

e people by the 888 monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Erie County, New York, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, against the passage of 
the bili to reduce the tariff on steel rails from $93 to $10 a ton—te the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of F. W. Constantine, H. J. Penfold, of the Hotel 
and Family Ledger Company of Buffalo, and of the Buffalo German 
Printing Association, New York, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 

„the petition of the Buffalo (New York) German Printing As- 
sociation, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. POUND: The petitions of V. & T. Ringle, Mark H. Bar- 
num, R. H. Johnson, and of G. W. Hungerford, Glennon & 2 i 
A. F. Van Epps, and H. W. Lee, publishers, of Wisconsin, of similar 
import—to the same committee. 

y Mr. PRESCOTT : The petitions of 17 citizens, of 55 citizens, of 
3 citizens, of 66 citizens, of 69 citizens, and of 77 citizens of New 
York, t the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 4262) to remove ob- 
structions from the channel leading from Lake Ontario into Ironde- 
quoit nayi the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of 20 citizens, and of 9 other citizens, of Oneida 
County, New York, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate 
the oppressions im upon the people by the transportation mo- 
nopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 26 citizens of Oneida County, New York, that 
the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. ; 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New York, for the erection 
and maintenance of harbor defenses for the city of New York—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of citizens of Muscatine, Iowa, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for are- 
duction of the duty on paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of J. T. Remy and 57 others, citizens 
of Bartholomew County, Indiana, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of J. T. Remy and 51 other citizens, of Bartholo- 
mew County, Indiana, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-com- 
merce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of J. W. Ewing, of Anderson County; of A. W. 
Oliver & Co., of Rusk County; of A. P. Harris and E. P. Kellie, of 
Orange County, Texas, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE: The petition of George T. Foster and others, of Wor- 
cester County, EE eee that Congress enact such laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHN S. RICHARDSON : The petition of Landy Wood, pub- 
lisher of the Telephone, Conway borough, South Carolina, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHMOND: The petition of Ira R. Fuller and 41 others, 
citizens of Russell County, Virginia, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented arti- 
cles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of 
the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Charles Willoughby, editor of the Lee County 
i) Sentinel, that materials in making paper be placed on 
the list, for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper, and for 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: The petition of citizens of Washington Par- 
ish, Louisiana, for an appropriation to clean out Bayou Chitto River— 
to the Committee on 


ommerce. 
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Also, the petition of R. W. Read, publisher of Amite City, and 
three other publishers, of Louisiana, for the abolition of the duty on 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. WILLIAM A. RUSSELL: The petitions of Harrington 
Brothers, and of Campbell & Hanscom, of Lowell, Massachusetts, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Campbell & Hanscom, of Lowell, Massachu- 
setts, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of James L. Eaton and others, of Middlesex 
County, Massachusetts, that Congress enuct such laws as will alle- 
viate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation 
monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN : The petition of Union soldiers of McPher- 
son County, Kansas, for the of the Weaver soldier bill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of H. C. Williams—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Margaret Wiggins, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petitions of Folks & Bishop, of the Wellington Press; of 
Hetherington & Rambo, of the Emporia Sentinel; of W. F. File, of 
the Florence Herald, and of King & Davis, of the Iuka Press, Kansas, 
75 the abolition of the duty on type to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, the petition of Union soldiers of Shawnee County, Kansas, 
for the of the bill to equalize bounties - to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAPP: Five petitions of soldiers of the late war, of Iowa, for 
the “grag Pry the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SCALES: The petition of Thomas M. Holt and others, for 
the removal of the duties on chrome iron ore and bichromate of pot- 
ash—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SLEMONS : The petitions of R. L. Emerson and others, and 
of 7. L. Wadly and others, publishers, of Arkansas, for the abolition 
c 

, the petition of colored citizens, for ent of wages 
withheld from them by the War Depactanont tor iate as Per heat 
teamsters, &c.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of Joseph Cupp & Son and oth- 
ers, of Jacksonville, Illinois, for the removal of the prohibitory duties 
on chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash—to the Co ttee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of W. H. Macy, of Towanda, 
Hlinois, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 


and proprie medicines—to the same committee. 
By Mr. RIC W. TOWNSHEND: The petitionsof J. A. Lawry, 
editor of the Gazette, Elizabethtown, and of D. W. Barkley Cy 


Wilmans, and Ed. McClung, of Fairfield, Ilinois, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on eS ee ee the same committee. 

By Mr. TUC. : The petitions of M. W. Cam 
Herald, and of Marsh & Miller, publishers of t tetourt News, 
Fincastle, Virginia, for the abolition of the duty on type, that mate- 
rials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduc- 
tion of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. : The petitions of W. 8. 8. Buck, publisher of the 
Riverside, Wells River, and of C. M. Stone & Co., publishers of the 
Caledonian, Saint Johnsbury, Vermont, for the abolition of the duty 
on to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF : The petition of the Woman's Temper- 
ance Union of the District of Columbia, asking, in view of the mur- 
ders and atrocities so frequent in the District, that Congress may 
prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquor as a beve in the District 
of Columbia, as one of the main causes of these crimes and the con- 
. and suffering to the Committee on the District of 

umbia. 

By Mr. UPSON: The petition of citizens of Texas, for a post-route 
from Benficklin to Sherwood—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of officers and enlisted men who 
suffered loss of property by fire at Fort Ripley, Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on es abe 

Also, papers ting to the claim of William Schuchardt for pay 
for his services in obtaining testimony for the use of the United States 
and Mexican claims commission, appointed under the convention of 
July 4, 1868, with Mexico—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petitions of the publishers of the Ne- 
braska Watchman, Omaha; of the Republican, Aurora; of the Pierce 
County Call, Pierce, Nebraska, and of the Chieftain, Evanston, Wy- 
oming Territory, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Sherman County Times, 
Lou City, ebraska, that materials used in making paper be placed 


r, publisher of the 
0 Bo 


on the free list, and for s reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Clay County Globe, Sut- 
ton, Neb i 


for the abolition of the duty on type, that materials 


used in 
of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 
Also, the petition of soldiers of South Bend, Nebraska, for the early 


making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 


of alaw providing for the payment of the difference between 
the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their services, 
and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

By . VANCE: The petition of William F. Sandford, publisher 
of the Pee Dee Bee, Rockingham, North Carolina, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claims of Lona S. Fitzgerald 
and Eva M. Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD: A bill directing a survey of Chester and Ridley 
Creeks, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of R. P. Crawford and othe 
citizens of Wright County, Mi that a pension be gran 
John N. Morrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ers, of Kinderhook, Michigan. for the passage of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the A of the State of Iowa, that Con- 

enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 

e people by the transportation monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of L. C. Barker, editor of the Knoxville Gore) 
Journal and 4 others, that materials used in making paper be p 
on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of Felory & Van Der Menlen, publishers of the 
Express, Knoxville, Iowa; of R. T. Elson, editor of the Pleasantville 
Gowa) Fema tee of O. J. Smith, publisher of the Express, Chicago, 

i 1 ge oe abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: The petition of J. W. Kirkland and other 
citizens of Polk County, Oregon, thatthe patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone 
responsible for in rae rye eee the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of T. H. Lucas and other citizens of Polk County, 
Oregon, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppres- 
sions imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that 
now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Cemmit- 
tee on Commerce, 

Also, the petitions of A. Nothner, publisher of the daily and 3 
Standard, Portland; of D. C. Ireland, publisher of the daily 
weekly Astorian, Astoria; of Quivey & Waller, publishers of the 
River Side, Independence; of Mosher & Floed, publishers of the 
Western Star, Roseburgh; of E. O. Norton & Co., publishers of the 
Oregon Literary Vidette; of W. S. Moss & Co., publishers of the 
Sunday Mercury, Portland; of John Rock, publisher of the Enterprise, 
Oregon City; of W. H. Byers, publisher of the Plaindealer, Roseburgh ; 
of William M. Hand, publisher of the Mountaineer, The Dalles; of 
S. H. Shepherd, publisher of the Grant County News, Canyon City, 
Oregon, and of the publishers and printersof San Francisco, Califor- 
a w the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. WILBER: Resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
New York, asking for an appropriation for the erection and mainte- 
nance of the fortifications and defenses of the city of New York—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of Russell & Davidson, publishers of the Otsego 
Republican, Cooperstown, New York, for the abolition of the duty on 
type, and that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Roseboom, New York, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 496—to tlie Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Otsego County, New York, that the 
proceedings of Congress be published in newspaper form thronghont 
the year, and a copy sent free to each family in the United States—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of Henry F. Ho- 
bart, publisher of the Free Press, Beloit, Wisconsin, for the abolition 
of duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Fred. W. Coon, editor of the Local, Oconomo- 
woe, and of Whitford & Pratt, publishers, of Madison, Wisconsin, 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Messrs. Blohn & Co. and others, of Racine, 
Wisconsin, for the removal of duties on chrome ore and bichromate 
of potash—to the same committee. 

Mr. THOMAS WILLIAMS: The petition of Frank P. Gl 
publisher of the Bibb Blade, Six-Mile, ‘abana, for the abolition 
the duty of ers: the same committee, 

By Mr. : The petition of the Board of Trade of Louisville, 
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Kentucky, for the improvement of the Mississippi River, and for in- 
creased postal facilities with Brazil and other South American coun- 
tries—to the Committee on Commerce. ’ 

Also, the petition of Crump & Davidson, F. G. Allen, and of the 
Good Words Publishing Company, of Louisville, Kentucky, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for-a re- 
duction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petitions of J. F. Woolsey and 64 others, cit- 
izens of Hillsdale County, and of S. D. Brower and 16 others, citizens 
of Jackson County, Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended as 
tomake the man urer or vendor of patented articles alone respon- 
sible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of the same parties, that eo aga enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the 8 the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SON: The petition of E. P. Chancellor and 100 others, 
including steamboat owners and officers on the river Ohio, for an ap- 

ropriation for an ice-harbor at Parkersburgh, West Virginia—to the 
8 on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of MeConaughy & Co. and 50 others; of Will- 
jam Wertenbaker and 38 others; of John A. Hutchinson and 31 
others, and of Joseph Cain and 84 others, for the improvement of the 
Little Kanawha River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WISE: The petition of 46 soldiers and citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on 
Mili: Affairs 


Also, the petition of numerous citizens of Pennsylvania, for the 
passage of a law to make the Department of Agriculture equal in 
rank with any other Department of the Government, having a Cab- 
inet officer at its head—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, the petition of A. A. Knapp, of Greene County, Pennsylvania, 
that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or 
vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to 


the Commi on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that Con enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDO WOOD: The petition of John Cordova, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Minas Miller, W. H. Shields, and 
187 others, citizens of Knoxville, Iowa, for the of the bill 
(H. R. No. 269) known as the wages sr iit to the homestead 
act—to the Committee on the Public Lan 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petitions of James Shaughnessy, 
Clark H. Chandler, and 97 others, and of the Trades and Labor As- 
sembly of Cincinnati, for the passage of a bill to create a department 
oe , mechanics, and mines—to the Committee on the 

udic 


Also, the petition of Mohr, Mohr & Co., for the amendment of the 
poche law relating to the tax on spirits—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 9, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: 
I transmit herewith the report of the Secretary of State and the accom 
in_response to the resolution adopted by the Senate on the uth aed 

Pobrusry last, requesting copies of all correspondence between this Government 
and any foreign government since February, 8 a shi 
the 8 tween North America and South 
any projet of treaties respecting the same which the ma 
have e or submitted since that date to any foreign power or its diplomatic 
represen ive. 

further compliance with the resolution of the Senate, I deem it proper to state 
briefly my opinion as to the policy of the United States with respect to the con- 
struction of an interoceanic Aral Vy any route across the American isthmus. 

The policy of this country is acanal under American control. The United States 
cannot consent to the surrender of this control to any European r or to any 
combination of Euro powers. If existing treaties between the United States 
and other nations, or if the rights of eg ARA or e ot other nations stand 
in the way of this policy—a contingency which is not apprehended—suitable steps 
should be taken by just and liberal negotiations to promote and establish the Ameri- 
eae poly, on this subject consistently with the rights of the nations to be affected 

y j 


The capital invested by corporations or citizens of other countries in such an 
enterprise must, in a t degree, look for protection to one or more of the great 
powersof the world. No European power can intervene for such protection with- 
out 8 measures on this continent which the United States would deem 
srr madmissible. If the protection of the United States is relied npon thé 
United States must exercise such control as will enable this country to 
national interests and maintain the rights of those whose private capital 
barked in the work. 

An interoceanic canal across the American isthmus will essential] the 
geographical relations between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the United States, 


and between the United States and the rest of the world. It would be the 
ocean thoroughfare between our Atlantic and our Pacific shores, and a 
of the coast line of the United States. Our merely commercial interest in it 
greater than that of all other countries, while its relations to our power and 
prosperity as a nation, to our means of defense, our Loyd peace, and safety, are 
matters of paramount concern to the people of the United States.’ No other great 
power would, under similar circumstances, fail to assert a rightful control over a 
work so closely and vitally affecting its interest and welfare. 

Without urging farther the 1 of my opinion, I repeat, in conclusion, that 
it is the right and the duty of the United States to assert and maintain such super- 
vision and authority over any interoceanic canal across the isthmus that connects 
North and South America as will protect our national interests. This, I am quite 
sure, will be found not only compatible with but promotive of the widest and most 
permanent advantage to commerce and civilization. 


RUTHERFORD B. HAYES. 
Executive Mansion, March 8, 1880. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. This message, with the accompanying 
documents, will be printed. 
Mr. PENDLETON. I move its reference to the Committee on For- 
ee ee 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. And when printed, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 18th ultimo, a report of the acting commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office as to the amount in of unsold 
public lands in the counties of Chippewa and Schoolcraft, in the State 
of Michigan, and the length of time such lands have been in market; 
ph 7 was eel to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to rinted. 

He 3 laid before the Senate a letter from the Secre of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with the requirements of the joint reso- 
lution of June 28, 1879, copy of a report from Major W. H. H. Benyaurd, 
Corps of Engineers, of a survey of the Mississippi River near Lake 
Concordia, Louisiana, and Cowpen Bend, werd looking to the 
protection of the harbors of Natchez and Vidalia; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of December 2, 1879, information concerning lecated but un- 
improved private land claims in the State of Louisiana, and trans- 
mitting a copy of a report of the e Beck, yey of Louisiana on 
the subject, to whom the matter was referred by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, in answer to a resolution of the Senate relative to the 
number of paymasters in the Navy, and stating under what circum- 
stances the name of Edward Bellows was dropped from the roll of 
paymasters ; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, dated the 
5th instant, and accompanying copy of a report of Major J.A. Smith, 
Corps of Engineers, of an examination and survey made, in com- 

liance with the river and harbor act of March 3, 1879, of Kankakee 
iver, in Indiana and Illinois; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a copy of a report of Major J. W. Wilson, Cerps 
of Engineers, in regard to the improvement of Sandusky River at 
Fremont, Ohio, and giving an estimate of the cost of the improvement; 
9 was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
p 5 

COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. THURMAN. I hold in my hand a paper which I have been 
requested to present to the Senate. It is a memorial of delegates of 
certain of the Indian tribes in the Indian Territory, of W. P. Adair, 
assistant principal chief, John L. Adair, R. M. Wolf and R. Bunch of 
the Cherokee delegation, P. Porter and D. M. Hodge, of the Creek 
delegation, P. P. Pitchlynn, Choctaw delegate, John F. Brown, Semi- 
nole delegate, Charles Bluejacket and Charles Tucker, Shawnee rep- 
resentatives, and J. M. Bryan, old settler Shawnee commissioner. 
The object of the memorial is to remonstrate against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 416, to establish a United States court in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes, reported by the Committee on 
Territories. 

I am aware, Mr. President, that it has been said the absolute right 
of petition to Congress belongs to citizens of the United States alone ; 
but I believe no one will question the right or propriety of either 
branch of Congress receiving a petition from other persons, couched 
in respectful pengunge and upon a subject that the Senate or the 
Honse thinks ought to be considered, especially when the memorial- 
ists are inhabitants of the United States and are, as the Indians have 
been called, wards of the nation. I believe that in no instance has 
a memorial from the representatives of the Indian tribes been refused 
to be received by either House of Congress. I therefore have no 
doubt of the propriety of presenting thismemorial. But Iam farther 
requested, in view of the legal questions presented by the bill referred 
to, in view of the fact that it establishes a court, and that the estab- 
lishment of courts has usually, and, perhaps, universally been passed 
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upon by the Judiciary Committee, and in view of the further fact 
that the bill is said to interfere with treaty obligations of the Gov- 
ernment to destroy vested rights, and to raise a very serious question 
as to what will be the status of these Indians under the fourteenth 
article of amendments of the Constitution, should the bill become a 
law—in view of these considerations I have been asked to move that 
the memorial (not the bill, but the memorial) be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary for the opinion of that committee upon these 
legal questions. 

1 have almost constantly dere the reference of a bill reported 
from one committee to the Judiciary Committee because there were 
legal questions involved in it, inasmuch as every committee of this 
body, I believe without an exception, contains some able lawyer or 
lawyers; but the Senate have again and again overruled me, and even 
have gone so far as to take a bill repo: by some other committee 
and refer it to the Judiciary Committee for an opinion upon the legal 
questions involved in the bill. 

Under these circumstances and in view of the legal questions and 
their great importance involved in the bill, and especially in view of 
the fact that it creates a court, which comes more properly within 
the jurisdiction of the Judiciary Committee, I move that this me- 
morial be received, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, there can be no question of the 
propriety and of the absolute right of receiving the memorial. Peti- 
tions have been received repeatedly from these people, and will con- 
tinue to be, and no one objects to their reception. Avery serious objec- 
tion, however, arises to the reference of the memorial to the Judiciary 
Committee at present, which I wish the Senate to consider and dis- 
pose of as if may see proper. 

The Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Vest, ] who is not now in his seat, 
reported some days since a bill from the Committee on Territories, in 
which this subject is sought to be disposed of. The bill is upon the 
Calendar, and is printed. Early in the session of the Senate, when 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGan] introduced a bill looking to 
the establishment of courts in that country, the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. EDMUNDS, I who is not now in his seat, objected to its ref- 
erence to the Committee on Territories, and asked that it should go 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. It took that direction, but on 
the next day the Senator from Vermont withdrew his objection, and 
the reference was changed to the Committee on Territories. 

The Committee on Territories have had this subject under consid- 
eration almost ever since the present session began, and not only this 

articular question but the whole territorial relations of that country 
p the United States. 

If the position of the Senator from Ohio is correct, that because there 
is an establishment of a court in this matter therefore it should go to 
the Judiciary Committee, you can abolish at once the Committee on 
Territories and let it be absorbed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
because there is no bill which organizes or seeks to organize a Terri- 
tory that does not at the same time establish a court for that Terri- 
tory. If the Senator’s position be correct, you can abolish all the 
other committees, because there is a law question in every solitary 
bill or every solitary resolution that comes up for the consideration 
of the Senate, and you will have no use then for any other commit- 
tee but that on the judiciary. 

This question has already been passed npon by a reference of the 
matter to the Committee on Territories. I have no preference as to 
which committee shall take it; indeed I should be glad to be freed 
of the subject altogether, but I am upon both these committees, so 
that there is no escape for me to that extent. 

The proper course, it seems to me, is for the memorial to be printed 
and lie upon the table. Every member of the Judiciary Committee 
can 8 his views when the bill comes 1 as every other Senator 
ean. But a few days ago the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CARPEN- 
TER ] offered a resolution on the subject of this same matter and asked 
that it go to the Judiciary Committee. I objected to it at the time, 
and the resolution went over. Now, if the Senate refers the memo- 
rial to the Judiciary Committee, I shall in course ask that the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin be referred to that committee, and 
then I shall ask that the bill reported by the Senator from Missouri 
— committed to the Committee on the Judiciary for them to dispose 
of it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I intended to say, but forgot to do it, that in pre- 
senting the memorial and moving its reference to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, it was not my pipes to express any opinion what- 
ever upon the bill or any one of its provisions. It is a subject of vast 
importance as a matter of public policy, as a question of justice to 
these Indians, as a question of the observance of our treaty stipula- 
tions, and especially in regard to the establishment of a court, whether 
we shall go beyond the treaty which provides for a court of criminal 
eee in the Territory, vrata Si to a court to be there estab- 

ished an entire and full civil jurisdiction. These are certainly grave 
and important y Sours upon which I do not, without great care and 
consideration, desire to express any opinion. 


I concur in a great deal that has been said by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, and have in my feeble way said the same things to the Senate 
more than once and tried to restrict the jurisdiction of the Judiciary 
Committee to matters connected with the judicial system of the United 
States. I have never been successful; I have been voted down again 


and again, and the Senate has taken a bill bodily, reported by some 
other committee, and sent it to the Committee on the Judiciary in 
order to have the opinion of the law committee of the body. 

Ido not crave jurisdiction over this subject, I am sure, for the com- 
mittee to which I belong; but I feel it my duty to let the Senate 
decide it and say whether under all the circumstances of this case the 
memorial should go to that committee in order that they may consider 
the legal questions. Certainly the questions of public policy which 
are concerned do not belong to thaf committee; they belong to the 
Committee on Territories or to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
I do not suppose that the Judiciary Committee would attempt to ex- 
ercise any jurisdiction over those questions of mere public policy. 
I suppose that if the memorial shall go to that committee it will con- 
fine itself to the consideration of the legal questions. 

However, I have no feeling about it one way or the other, no par- 
ticular wish about it; but if there ever was a case in which it is proper 
to refer a bill reported from one committee to the Law Committee of 
the Senate in order to obtain its legal opinion, this might be said to 
be such a case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr.GARLAND. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Ohio. The Senate may dispose of the question of reference as it sees 
pres so far as I am concerned; but the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 

EST] who reported the bill is out of his seat. Will the Senator 
from Ohio consent to let the question lie over until he comesin? I 
prefer it, as the Senator from Missouri reported the bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no objection. The memorial is received, 
and the motion to refer is pending. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The motion to refer should hardly lie on the 
table, because that is a final disposition of it practically. I suggest 
that the matter go over until to-morrow, and come up again in the 
moring hour, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARLAND. I have no objection whatever. 

That is what I mean,—let the motion to refer lie 
over. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection; and the 
further consideration of the motion to refer the memorial to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary is postponed until to-morrow. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of several citizens 
of Pleasant Point, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the 
bill (S. No, 496) providing for the examination and adjudication of 
pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of several citizensof Pleasant Point, 
Ohio, praying for the p: of a law providing for the equalization 
5 bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

‘airs, 

He also presented the petition of several citizens of Pleasant Point, 
Ohio, praying for the e of the Weaver bill, for the relief of 
soldiers and sailors of the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of J. W. Dean, Isaac Hart, 
E. H. Wilcox, and 27 others, citizens of Nebraska, who served in the 
late war, praying for the passage of a bill for the equalization of 
bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the memorial of Har- 
rison, Havemeyer & Co., of Philadelphia, and others, importers, re- 
finers, and dealers in sugars, remonstrating against changing the pres- 
ent classification of raw sugars; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of J. M. Rockwell and 13 others, 
citizens of West Burlington Township, Bradford County, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in 
freights and unjust discriminations in charges for transportation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Ezra Loomis, and 13 others, citi- 
zens of West Burlington Township, Bradford County, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the establishment of a Department of Agriculture; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of West Burlington, Brad- 
ford County, Pennsylvania, praying such an amendment of the patent 
laws as will protect innocent users of patented articles from prosecu- 
tion as infringers; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SLATER presented memorials of citizens of Benton County, 
Wayne County, Marion County, Polk County, Wasco County, Doug- 
las County, Multnomah County, Clackamas County, Yamhill County, 
and Linn County, in the State of Oregon, praying an appropriation 
by Congress for the improvement of Yaquina Bay; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SLATER. I present a similar memorial, signed by the officers 
of the State of Oregon, the governor, e the supreme cou 
and other State officers. I may say that the number of Sanas 
these various memorials aggregate over three thousand. They in- 
clude all classes of our citizens, bankers, merchants, farmers, mechan- 
ics, and laborers, and as there are some important statements in the 
body of the memorial, and it being short, I ask that it be read and 
printed in the RECORD. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection to the request of 
the Senator from Oregon, the memorial will be reported at length. 

The memorial was read, as follows: 

Memorial of the undersi 


situated, and the larger portion 
ley, the exports and imports from 
try largely increased that the need of additional outlets for 

the traflic of severely felt, practically passengers and goods having 
now to pass both inward and outward through the port of Portland, situated on 
the Willamette River, ouly twelve miles from the northern boundary of the State. 
3. That b an opens of the harbor called Yaquina Bay, a port will be pro- 
vided only aixty es from the center of the Willamette Valley, never e by 
ice or rendered inaccessible by stormy weather, and offering natural facilities by 
safe deep-water channel, commodious anchorage, and abundant space for all the 


shipping that will resort there. 
h i the port of Yaquina Bay 


lyr gran Ll: cmap rag ratory 
with the town of Corvallis, on the Wi ette River; that by the use of this route 


a saving will be effected cf two hundred and twenty-one miles in actual distance, 
and of the tedious, costly, and occasionally dan us railroad or river journey 
down the Willamette Valley to Portland, and the voyage down the W. ette 
and Columbia Rivers to the ocean, the ae theColumbia Bar, and the ocean 
vo: ago down the coast of aregon — the point in question. 

2 hat the survey of Yaquina Bay recently made under the instructions of the 
board of engineers intrusted with the selection of the pointon the Pacific coast best 
8 a har bor of refuge, has proved that the obstruction to the entrance of 
the only consists of a reef of sandstone easily removable by blasting 
while there are no shifting sand-banks to contend with, and the entrance is covered 
by a reef about a mile off at sea affording the protection of a natural breakwater. 

6. That the same survey has proved the present boundaries of the channel, giv 
ing a depth of twelve feet of water at low 5 with an average rise of seven feet 
eight inches tobhigh tide, which channel has not changed in position or depth since 
the coast survey in 1868, and has been and is now in constant use by coasting 
schooners and small steamships. 

7. That the opening of Yaquina Bay, by the removal of the obstructing reef. 
will not only develop the resources of the bay district in lumber, coal, oyster and 
salmon fisheries, „ wool, fruit, butter, and agricultural . but 
will open up the tract of fertile country between the Willamette Valley and the 
bay, — — five hundred thousand acres in extent. 

„ That your memorialists pray that Congress, in its wisdom, will now devote a 
sum of $240,000 to be expended in blasting operations on the reef now obstructing 
the entrance to 3 Bay, the operations to be carried out under the superin- 
tendence of the United States engineers in charge of the district. And your me- 
morialists will ever pray. 


Mr. SLATER. I move the reference of the memorial to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the memorial is referred I wish to say 
that I did not object to its reading and its printing, because such is 
coming to be the practice, but I think it an injurious practice. It is 
against the rule of the Senate, which requires a Senator to state 
briefly the substance of a memorial. It is very expensive; and, be- 
sides the expense, it incumbers the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, when 
you put them all together, enormously, and makes the book vastly 
more inconvenient for the purposes for which it was designed. There- 
fore, hereafter, when I happen to be present I shall insist upon the 
rule and object to the saa of all memorials. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the memorial of 96 citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, praying that a tax bill may be passed for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in harmony with the wishes of the people and in 
accordance with the humane spirit of modern civilization. I move 
its reference to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSTON 8 a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Virginia, in favor of the appointment of a national commission to 
investigate di among domestic animals ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented a petition of 42 citizens of De- 
catur, Illinois, parng the p of an act granting an increase of 

nsion to William Young, of that city; which was referred to the 

ommittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I present the petition of sundry 
colored people of Charlestown, West Virginia, ing that certain 
provision be made for what is known as the Storer College, at Har- 
per’s Ferry; I move that the petition be referred to the 8 
on Education and Labor; and as I understand that committee is con- 
sidering the subject at this time, I hope the petition will receive 
proper attention. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the petition of Cincin- 
natus W. H: and Clarence C. A praying that their right to 
certain land claimed by them, and in possession of the United States, 
may be determined by the Court of Claims or other tribunal; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of Charles Autobias, of Pueblo 
County, Colorado, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of George H. B. White and 
others, citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for the passage 
of an act to amend the Revised Statutes relating tole al holidays in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the © 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ON, of Wisconsin, presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, requesting the Senators and Members of 


ommittee on 


Con 
islation as will protect the people from extortionate rates of freights, 
and to establish a uniform maximum rate; also to favor the appoint- 
ment of a board of commissioners to regulate and control interstate 


from that State to do all in their power to procure such leg- 


commerce ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Libbey & Co., publishers at 
Dover, New Hampshire, Praying for a reduction of the duty on ma- 
hee for making paper; which was referred to the Committee on 

ance. 
Mr. BALDWIN presented a memorial of E. D. Morgan, Moses Taylor 
& Co., and others, of New York, in favor of the retention of the pres- 
ent duty upon sugar; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Dearborn, Michig 
remonstrating against the donation of the Dearborn (Michigand 
arsenal property to the Wayne County Central Agricultural or In- 
dustrial Association for school purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAILEY. I present a memorial of citizens of Wilson County, 
Tennessee, dealers in and growers of tobacco, upon the subject of 
regie contracts, and ask its reference to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. I wish to say that a similar petition which I presented 
has been referred to the Committee on Finance, I ask that instead 
it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The reference will be chan, and both 
petitions will be referred to the Committee on Forei lations. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the memorial of John Means, president 
of the Lexington and Big Sandy Railroad Company, representing 
twelve miles of railroad, remonstrating against a reduction of the 
duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PRYOR. I present a memorial numerously signed, the sub- 
stance of which is as follows: “The undersigned merchants, manu- 
facturers, and consumers interested in and using chrome iron ore and 
bichromate of potash humbly pray that the promon duties now 
levied upon these articles may be removed therefrom.” I move its 
reference to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARLEY presented a memorial of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, relative to the establishment of a post tele; h system 
throughout the United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of a large number of importers, re- 
finers, and dealers in sugars, e ge Fp gare any change in 
the present classification of raw sugars; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FARLEY. I present a memorial of the California Legislature 
in reference to an appropriation for the 8 and improvement 
of the rivers and lands of California which are being damaged by 
mining débris. I ask that the memorial be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont objects, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For the reason that I just now stated, after a 
memorial had been read, on the unds of the expense of printing 
and the t inconvenience of filling up the bulk of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, as well as taking up time. I made that observation 
at the end of the reading of the last memorial which wasread. Ithink 
the Sentaor from California was not in at the time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vermont apply 
his objection to the reading of a memorial of a State Legislature 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, there is a rule and regulation about that. If 
this is the memorial of a State Legislature I do not apply the objec- 
tion to it by any means. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be reported. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: 


CHAPTER XV. 
Assembly concurrent resolution No. 15 relative to the protection of the rivers, 
cities, and agricultural lands of California. 
{Adopted February 24, 1880.] 


sentatives in Congress be ee to use their utmost endeavors to obtain an im- 
at 


ker 

JNO. 

Pr 
Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Isadore Robot, superior 
of the Catholic mission of the Pottawatomie country of the Indian 
Territory, asking to be vested with the title to certain land as such 

superior; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
r. VOORHEES. I present a petition praying an amendment of 

the patent laws; and I ask that it be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont has entered 
a standing objection against the reading of petitions at length. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I enter it now, for the reason I stated when the 
Senator was not in. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will state what it is. It is the petition of citi- 
zens of Kosciusko County, Indiana, praying that such an amendment 
be made to the patent laws that any person making any implement 
or article which is an infringement upon any patent without know- 
ing it to be such, may be allowed to pay the royalty, which in no case 
shall exceed 25 per cent. of the cost of making, or by ceasing to use 
it shall not be liable to prosecution for infringement of such patents. 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Joseph King and others, 
citizens of Rush County, Indiana, praying such an amendment of the 
patent laws as will protect innocent users of patented articles from 
ee as infringers; which was ref to the Committee on 


He also presented the petition of Charles E. Dimmitt and 56 others 
soldiers and sailors of Ohio; also the petition of D. R. Leeper and 50 
others, citizens of Indiana, who served during the war of the rebellion. 
praying that — be paid the difference between paper currency and 
gold at the time they received pay for their services in the field ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Yesterday morning communications were received 
from the commissioners of the District of Columbia relative to an ad- 
ditional water supply on Capitol Hill, and the waste of water in the 
District; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. I move that the communications be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 2524) in relation to the importation of clas- 
sical antiquities, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Samuel C. Reid, on behalf of the 
Mes jp owners, officers, and crew of the late United States private 
brig General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, administrators, and 
assi, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (8. No. 
1441) for the relief of the captain, owners, officers, and crew of the 
late United States pene brig General Armstrong, their heirs, 
executors, administrators, or assigns. , 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


be ted. 

Mr. JONES of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4606) authorizing the President 
of the United States to nominate Drs. Thomas Owens and William 
Martin assistant surgeons United States Navy, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

ASSISTANT SENATE LIBRARIAN. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported the following reso- 
lution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate and he is hereby, authorized to 
— agar an assistant librarian for the Senate we salary of Ae per anm pay- 

e monthly, —— same amount of salary paid to assistant librarians of the 
House of Representatives. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; I object to its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the resolution 


goes over. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1442) giving to all religious denominations 
equal rights and privileges on the Indian reservations; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1443) for the erection of a 
monument in the city of Washington to the memory of General 
George A. Custer and the officers and men of the Seventh United States 
Cav. who were killed in the battle of Little Bighorn; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

r. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1444) to amend the Revised Statutes of the 
United States for the District of Columbia relating to public holi- 
days within said District; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1445) providing for the construction of the 
Mount Jefferson military wagon-road in Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and rred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a bill (S. No. 1446) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at New Castle, Delaware; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1447) to legalize and confirm 
a t by the Pottawatomie Indians; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1448) for the relief of James R. Sanchez and E. 
C. L. Sanchez, heirs-at-law of James R. Sanchez; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No. 91) relating to the memorial 
addresses delivered on the occasion of the è of resolutions in 
the Senate and House of Representatives commemorative of Hon. 
George S. Houston, late a Senator of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 
That the petition and of the owners of the bark Grapeshot 
the files thse Sonata be refucred to the Ooaniaisees on Winance, pie 
NAVY REGISTER. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the last edition of the Navy Register be 
printed foe Che une of the Bannio. 


PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANIES. 
Mr. BAILEY submitted the following resolution ; which was read: 


Whereas it has been announced fl nd saya press, and there is reason to be- 
lieve, that a contract has been entered into by and between the Central Pacific 
Railway Company and the Union Pacific Railway Com , of the one and 
the Mail ip Company, of the other part, by the terms of ch con- 
tract the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, in considera‘ of receiving the sum 
of ad bey per month from the railway hears err binds itself to charge such rates 
for freights and passengers as may be fixed by the railway companies and to col- 
lect the same from the comm: public; an 

Whereas the effect of such a contract is directly prejudicial to the public inter- 
ests and contrary to the public policy that con sth aga wey ews vn the 
Union Pacific Railway pan: and in granting to both railway companies j Fae 
subsidies in 1 55 4175 lands : „ 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to investigate and 
report whether such a contract has been made, and what legislation is n 
to prevent the execution of the same and protect the public interest; and sai 
Committee may report a bill to carry its recommendations into effect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to tho inquiry, of course, but 
the preamble alleges that the Senate believes, that is, if we vote for 
it, that the contract described has been entered into. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam very willing tostrike out the expression “and 
there is reason to believe.” That will obviate the objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being stricken out, I have no objection at 


all. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objeċtion to the 
resolution or preamble as modified ; and it is agreed to. 


ALASKA STATISTICS. 
Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secre of the Treasury be directed to furnish for the 
ud tes Senos copy of tho vege OE re neuer PY OE ogre A — — 
location, occupation, and condition of 5 Alaska, together 
ment as to the climate and resources of region; also, that he be further re- 
quested to the Senate with a copy of the report of the Supervising Sur- 

-General of the United States Marine Hospital Service for 1879, which contains 
© report of Dr. White, United States revenue marine, treating of the people and 
Territory of Alaska. 
; The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The second part of the resolution is a request 
which is contrary to our methods. It should be “directed.” 

1 BLAIR. t it be changed so as to read “ directed,” as in the 
part. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That modification will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg leave to suggest to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that I have the impression that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has other official reports and information touching the condition 
of things in Alaska that it might be desirable to have, if we have 
them not already, and that the first part of the resolution might. be 
enlarged with benefit to the public service. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the resolution be enlarged as suggested by insert- 
ing “and any other information bearing on the subject in his posses- 
sion.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest an amendment to add at the end of the 
first branch of the resolution, “and any further information in his 
possession bearing on the condition of affairs in Alaska.” 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
amendment will be made. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask leave to offer a resolution; I shall not ask 


1880. 
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its present ere. EA I desire it to be read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate, and then I should like to say a word. 

The resolution was read, as follows : 

Resolved, That Rule 13 be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as fol- 


“Immediately after the privileged m business is completed, and not later 
than one o'clock, the unfinished business of w prasane day and the Calendar 
of Orders, if any, for that day shall be up and dis of; and after 
that, or if there shall be no special orders for the time, the Calendar of General 

8 be taken up and proceeded with in its A th the first 
subject on the next after the last subject voted g 


“1. A motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation bill; 
“9. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Calendar; 
but this motion not be considered as agreed to, unless two-thirds of the Sen- 


which, if carried, shall have the 
‘on the Calendar for action at the 
through with ; 


“4, A motion to p such subject at the foot of the Calendar. 
“ach of the motions shall be decided without debate, and shall have 
preceden er e named, and may be submitted as in the nature and 


ice in the 
ect Aether That the t Siete rth rule be amended by adding thereto the 
y wenty- fou le be amen e 
following words: ‘After the introduction of resolutions is pies there shall, 
on the demand of any Senator, be laid before the Senate, in its order, any resolution 
or concurrent resolution introduced on any Fr ang heap the sano shall be pro: 
geeded with in fho samo manner as is provided in rule for the Calendar for 


ers. 

“Resol; further, That all rules or orders setting apart cular days for 
ticular pve of business be, and they hereby — W 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishall move to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, but I should like to call the attention of the Senate 
to it a moment. We are now proceeding under what is correctly 
known as the Anthony rule, which enables any one Senator to I nad 
pe a bill that is reached in its order by his single objection. en 

other we spend, and I think waste, a great deal of time 
in ascertaining what itis that we wish to consider next. 

I think that this method of going through with the Calendar in its 
order as bills and resolutions are reported on it, giving every case its 
chance to be once before the Senate in each call of the Calendar, will 
be found to be very useful. 

The substance of this rule was adopted by the Senate about eight 
or ten years ago, indeed almost literally in this form, and was acted 
upon for two or three weeks, I do not remember the exact time. It 
happened that when it was adopted there was a large mass of reso- 
lutions on the Calendar which then, differing from the way this reso- 
Intion is, had to be taken up every morning and gone throogh with 
one by one; and it happened that two very prominent and leading 
Senators found in the operation of the rule about passing a matter 
over without debate that a pet measure which they had in view had 
been passed over without their having an opportunity to discuss it 
for a day or two. The consequence was that, a few days afterward 
the rule was repealed when the Senate was very thin and without 
much, if any, debate that I remember. 

The Senate has now got so numerous and has such a vast mass of 
business, that I believe if we adopt an order of this kind and stick 
to it long enough to have everybody find that his measure that he 
has in charge has one chance of being brought to the attention of 
the Senate and that it will be decided by the Senate unless a or- 
ity of the Senate determine to pass it over instead of a single objec- 
tion, will facilitate the administration of business and will save a 
vast amount of time that is now spent in struggles to get the floor 
and to get the Senate to take up particular measures. At the same 
time it will give measures that a majority of the Senate think ought 
to be acted upon a chance of being acted upon as they are reached 
instead of hoink roin over by a single objection. 

I commend the resolution to the earnest and immediate attention 
of the Committee on Rules, to which I move its reference. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
No. 474) for the relief of William McGovern. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 

signen the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of certain act- 

settlers on the Kansas trast and diminished-reserve lands, in the 

State of Kansas; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 
FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further business of the 
morning hour, the Secretary will call the Calendar of General Orders, 
commencing at the point reached yesterday. 

The bill (S. No. 490) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and 
receivers was announced as the first in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The consideration of the bill is objected 
to, and it will be d over. 

Mr. BOOTH. ill not the Senator from Vermont consent to hear 
the report read? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not just now. The bill is to take money out of 


z. Treasury. There are some better cases than that on the Calen- 


SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 98) to provide 
for the settlement of accounts with certain railway companies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, that is a bill which involves a very 
large sum of money, which, from investigations that the Committee 
on the Judiciary made on that subject in connection with a certain 
branch of it some years ago, I believe to be unjustly claimed by these 
companies. The papers and the testimony in the case are very volu- 
minous, and it is one of those public bills, although it appears to be a 
private one, of very wide importance and very great extent, and 
therefore I feel justified in asking that it go over and come up as one 
of the bills of public importance. 

The VICE-PRESID. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. MAXEY. Before the order is made sending the bill over, I beg 
to state that the Committee on Military Affairs, which has had the 
subject under consideration and which intrusted the report of this 
bill to me, believes it to be just. They are sustained in that view of 
the question by the reports of numerous committees in both Houses 
2 re coming to the same conclusion withont a single break in 

ə line, 

This is a public bill and a bill of importance. It was reported at 
the last Congress 3 committees of both Houses and failed 
only for want of time. Believing it to be a just bill and desiring it 
fully ventilated so that everyb 1 have an opportunity of say- 
ing what he thinks about it, I ask the consent of the Senate 
that to-morrow week after the conclusion of the morning hour this 
case be set down for trial, saving of course the rights of appropriation 
bills and any unfinished business that may come over from the day 
previous. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Texas means by that, that 
he is asking unanimous consent, I must be excused, If he means to 
move it as a special order 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair considers itin the nature of 
a notice. 

Mr. MAXEY. Igive it as a notice that I shall then ask unanimous 
consent. I know the objection which the Senator from Vermont has 
to sen orders, and I know the effect of his objection. I want pre- 
cisely what he says he wants, a trial of this case to test the question 
whether the bill is just or unjust. That is a question I am ing to 
meet and have the Senate settle. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is very far from being anew subject, although 
I do not know what special p in the consideration of the Sena 
the Senator intended his observation that this had been re favor- 
ably by a committee of the House of Representatives to have, Iwas 
not aware that the opinions of committees of the House of Representa-- 
tives were supposed to be of any proper weight in this body, inasmuch 
as the Constitution expects us to act upon our own opinion and our 
own independent sense upon the testimony of the merits of the ques- 
tion presented to us. 

Mr. MAXEY. In reply to the Senator on that point, let me remark 
that I referred simply to what occurred during the last hope gear an 
I believe that most of us, or many of us, are in the habit o eee. 
to speeches and other matters, even to the individual opinions o 
members of Congress, as well as the result of debates, as persuasive 
if not conclusive. I mentioned that fact only to show that there 
was a concurrence of sentiment among those who were intrusted 
with she investigation of this case, and I regard it asa legitimate ar- 
gument. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not regard it as a legitimate ar; t, lam 
sorry to say. I regard it as entirely out of the constitutional propri- 
eties of this body and the proprieties of parliamentary order to un- 
dertake to persuade the Senate of the United States to do anything 
on account of the observations, speeches, reports, opinions, or votes 
of anybody in the House of Representatives or of the whole House 
itself, except peered in the case of a dispute between the two Houses 
in a matter of conference, There it may ppoe be proper to refer 
in one House to the view that the other Honse has en of the dis- 

uted question; I do not say whether it is or not; but that is apart, 
bocsass as the Senator says it is a common habit; and I did not in- 
tend to criticise him personally in the reference I made to it. 

But, Mr. President, this matter is one of very large consequence to 
the Treasury of the United States. If the claim of this large number 
of railway companies to be repaid a part of the price that they paid 
for property that they bought of the United States in the States then 
lately in rebellion in 1865, and on railways there, is put on the ground 
that the bargain they then agreed to was a hard bargain and that 
the property was not worth as much as they to give for it, it 
is important in that point of view; and I shall I think be quite will- 
ing when I can be y—because as I say the papers and doc- 
uments are very voluminous—to have it conside: by the Senate. 
and to have the attention of the people of the United States brought 
to it as one of the symptoms of the present time. 

Mr.MAXEY. My only object is to get this case into the possession 
of Jne Kanale. It has been in the possession of committees long 
enough, 

Taid not refer to anything going on now in the present Con 
Little as I know about the „I know I have no right to refer to 
anything that takes place in the House during this present session. 
Ido have a right to refer to any historical facts in t to the last 
Congress, or any Congress back to the first one that sat under the Con- 
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stitution, and to avail myselfof any reasoning furnished by the House 
in support of a position here; andif an bos pat be good, furnished 


by se House, it is persuasive, like a g argument from anybody 
else. 

One other point. The Senator from Vermont says this is a large 
bill and involves a large amount of money, That may bea good rea- 
son with some why a bill should be killed; but, in my judgment, the 
amount involved is not a matter of the slightest co: uence when 
it is brought into collision with the question, Is the claim just? If 
the claim is a just one it ought to be allowed; if it is an unjust claim 
it ought to be repudiated; and I desire that the Senate shall act upon 
it, for which reason I now call particularly the attention of the Senate, 
and I hope there will be unanimous consent that to-morrow week, at 
the conclusion of the morning hour, saving the right of the Appro- 

iations Committee and unfinished business, this bill be taken up and 


isposed of. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next bill 
on the Calendar. 


MULLAN WAGON-ROAD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1256) authorizin 
the Secretary of War to improve and repair the Mullan wagon-ro: 
between Forts Missoula and Cœur d’Alene ; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no written report. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I venture to suggest that if there is no report 
accompanying this bill, some Senator who understands it ought at 
least to tell us what it is. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I think there was a report ac- 
Compaan the bill, but I do not know what has become of it. The 
bill is for the improvement of an existing mili road in the Ter- 
ritories of Idaho and Montana which was built originally for military 
pu by the troops in those Territories. The military there for 
the last year or so have been so much 3 that they have not 
been able to keep it in repair. Therefore the Secretary of War has 
asked that $20,000 be cs i re for the purpose. He says it is not 
only essential to the military but Aani to the continuance of im- 
migration to that country that this road should be F. ogi and kept 
or ‘te order. The Military Committee examined the subject care- 

y, believe the maf wif i is right, and made a written report, 
but it seems to have lost. 

The bill was passed. 


CALVIN BRONSON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2269) for the 
relief of Calvin Bronson; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be 3 e., That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and directed 
to pay to Calvin Bronson §11,211 out of any pemg be the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 


Mr. CONKLING. Is that the entire bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair supposes so. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask that the bill be read again. It seems to 
me there must be something omitted. 

The Chief Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. The report explains the matter. Let the report be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAR- 
Ris February 11, 1880: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2269) for the 
relief of Calvin Bronson, of Toledo, Ohio, submit the follo report: 

The facts pecaauary 42 bs noticed in ayy sachin deep gaan are briefly these: By 
section 93 of the act of 30th June, 1864, 13 Statutes at Large, page 270, the tax im- 

on smoking · tobacco, the subject of this claim, was twenty-five cents per 

By the first section of the act of March 3, 1865, the tax was increased to thirty- 
five cents per d, 13 Statates at Large, 477, and by sectidn 18 of same act, page 
487, it is provided that this act shall take effect on the Ist April, 1805. 

The claimant manufactured some one hundred and ten thousand pounds smok- 
ee in the month of March, 1865. 

m 90 of actof 30th June, 1864, e 
their returns to the assessor on Wednesday of every week, of the amount and 
kinds of tobacco manufactured in the week ending that day, and requires the 
assessor to asseas the same immediately thereafter, and that the tax so assessed to 
be paid within five aara after assessment. The claimant returned to the assessor 
on Wednesday of each week in March, 1865, the tobacco manufactured during the 
week, as required by the act of 30th June, 1864, and the same was at 
gc cents per pound, in strict obedience to the requirements of the law of 


that day. 

Immediately after each assessment the claimant proposed to pay the tax so as- 
sessed, tendering the money, but in disregard of the law the collector refused to 
receive weekly payments from t, 8a; that he could not be bothered with 
payments è weekly; that he would only receive them monthly. 

This tobacco having been 3 inspected, and assessed, was immediatel 
removed from the manufactory to a warehouse of claimant, some half mile distan 

After the act of March 3, 1865, went into effect, and after the assessment of 
twenty-five cents paana had been collected, this lot of tobacco was reassessed 
under the act of 3, 1865, the additional sum of ten cents per pound, amount- 

to $11,211. This assessment the claimant refused to pay, because it was ill 
June, 1865, the collector of the district seized the tobacco manufactory, with 
a large amount of tobacco of the claimant, on the ground that claimant had in 77 
1864, made a pretended sale of a large amount of tobacco to his brother, David 
Bronson, to avoid a higher rate of tax imposed by the act of June 30, 1864, and the 


requires manufacturers to make 


additional ground that he refused to the additional tax of ten ound 
„ fter this seizure th 7 . is 

mi yai ecl t came to and requested 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to send a special agent to Toledo 79 exam- 
ine bricks srt the grount of ee A 8 Payne ma Hator s 
agen e department, were sen 0 for urpose, e Septem- 
ber, 1865, Benjamin Payne makes the following topat bio 


“ TOLEDO, Onto, September 22, 1865, 
“I, Benjamin Payne, having been ap ted by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue Le ag agent to investigate . char a against Mr. Calvin Bronson, of 
Toledo, Ohio, hereby certify that I have carefully examined all the business trans- 
of the said Bronson connected with the Revenue Department, and that I 
have nowhere found fraud or design on his part to defraud the Government. I 
further certify that the seizure of goods by the collector was, in my opinion, 


unnecessary. 
_“ BENJAMIN PAYNE, 
“ Special Agent, ry Department.” 
But in addition to this Mr. Payne decided that the additional tax of ten cents per 
pound was legal, due the Government, and must be paid. Under protest claimant 
paid it, giving Mr. Payne notice at the time, in addition to his protest, that he would 
E to the Commissioner to refund the tax so illegally demanded. 

6 law prohibited the claimant from institutin Sult against the collector for 
the money thus illegally collected from him until after he had made his application 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to refund it; but at the end of six months 
after making such myn (Revised Statutes, 3226) claimant had the right to sue 
without a decision of the application, but claimant says he did not sue because the 
collector was a defaulter, and soon after the collection of this tax ho absconded. 

The records of the office of the internal-revenue collector show that the collector 
was a defaulter to the amount of about $30,000, and in May, 1866, absconded. 

Claimant made his application to the Commissioner and clearly proved that this 
lot of tobacco was manufactured in March, 1265; thatit was reported on Wednes- 
day of each week, as manufactured, and immediately thereafter assessed for tax 
under the then existing law; that the tax was payable in March under the law; 
and that the money was tendered to pay this tax, but not received, only because 
the collector refused to be bothered with weekly payments. On the 5th of January, 
1870, this claim is indorsed : 

“Examined, and allowed, and submitted by— 


“J. T. VINSON. 
Allowed March 12, 1870. 


W. H. SMITH, Solicitor.” 


On the 7th July, 1870, E. P. Gaines, chief of internal-revenue division of Secre- 
tary’s office, reviews all the facts in the case, and in conclusion says that while this 
payment of $11,211 was not made on what was strictly a legal compromise, the Sec- 
Te! 3 eee it, yet the seizure of the factory and tobacco of claim- 
ant was pending, ani Serene this tax wasdemanded; and in order to get his 
property released from seizure he paid the tax and his property was 8 from 
seizure, and argues that if the seizure case had been prosecuted the Government 
might have recovered; therefore, he says it is unjust for claimant to demand that 
the tax should be refunded, and recommends that the case be returned to the In- 
ternal gorge Office for Soar prey On yea July, 1870, the ee Seoc- 
retary of the Treasury returni e papers 0 oner, nesting a 
re-examination of the case, eg : 

On the ist December, 1870, the Acting Commissioner of Internal Revenue ad- 
dressed the following note to Joseph Swigart, esq., United States collector, 
tenth district, Toledo, Ohio: 


„Sm: Refunding claim of C. Bronson for $11,211 has been fully conside: with 
all the accompan papers and the brief of counsel for the claimant, and rejected 
by the solicitor and by me. 

“ Respectfully, 
“J. W. DOUGLASS, 
“ Acting ” 

The claimant then petitioned Congress to refund this tax of $11,211, alleging 
that it was ill FC 

To reach the justiceof this case three questions must be determined: 

First. Was this additional tax of ten cents per pound, amounting to $11,211, 


legal? 

. Were there just grounds of seizure and forfeiture of the property of 
claimant? and, 

Third. Was this $11,211 paid as a legal and just compromise of the seizure case! 

It is shown by the affidavits of the revenue officers of that district and by the 
affidavit of in the month of 
1865, and that all that was 3 each week was reported on Wednesday, as- 
sessed by the assessor, and the assessment handed over to the collector for 
tion of the tax, as required by the act of June 30, 1864; and that the claimant ten- 
dered the money immediately thereafter each week to pay the tax so assessed, but 
the collector refased to receive it, because “he was not willing to be bothered 
with weekly payments ;" that at the end of the month he did receive the tax so 
assessed, the tobacco having been immediately after assessment removed from the 
manufactory to the warehouse for sale. The committee is satisfied that this 
tobacco, having been manufactured, reported, and assessed weekly before the 1st 
day of April, 1865, was properly assessed at 25 cents per pound, and that no sub- 

nent additional assessment was legal. 

ence the failure to pay this nog ‘ape ill assessment of ten cents addi- 
tional under the act of 3d of March, 1 constituted no just or legal ground of 
seizure; and if the report of the special agents of the Internal Revenue De 
ment and the action of that department upon them are worth anything, then there 
was no fraud in the sale of tobacco by claimant to his brother, David Bronson, in 
1864; hence no judgment of forfeiture could have been obtained upon that ground. 
and these are the only grounds on which the seizure rested. n the report of 
the special agents sent to investigate the reasons of the seizure the Commissioner 
directed the district attorney to dismiss the caso; and it was dismissed, and the 
committee thinks p: rl issed, because illegal, unn „ vexatious, and 
unjust. The sum med nor any other sum was ever 3 of claimant as a 
compromise of the seizure case; it was demanded as a tax, collected and receipted 
for as a tax, and under solemn protest paid as a tax. 

This tax having been illegally assessed, and its payment extorted by the seizure 
of a property (worth many times the amount claimed) equally ill the com- 
mittee is of opinion that it should be refunded, and therefore report the bill back 
with the recommendation that it pass. 


Mr. CONKLING. Ihave nothing to say about the merits of this 
claim, owing to a lack of information; but this bill, which I under- 
stand is a House bill, is, as far as I know, entirely by itself in the his- 
tory of legislation, and I think of proposed legislation. It is much in 
the form of a check on a bank. It is an order to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay a man named so much money with nothing to show 
any reason for paying it or any account for which it is to be paid. 
The bill, if put on the statute-books, would not amount toa ge 
for the money. I know the report states the matter to which t 
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bill relates or is intended to relate; but the report does not become 
a statute ; it does not even go into the Journal of the Senate; the bill 
alone speaks; and I judge it was an oversight on the part of the com- 
mittee from which the bill came in the House, and very likely asimi- 
lar oversight here. I hope that some member of the Committee on 
Claims will suggest an amendment which will at least indicate the 
N upon which we are to vote, if we are to vote upon this bill. 

T, HARRIS. Ihave prepared an amendment tobe added to the last 
word in the sixth line, which will meet the objection of the Senator 
from New York, and which I think myself quite proper, and if there 
could be an objection to the amendment it would be mopy the fact 
that it was an amendment involving the necessity of the bill being 
returned to the House of Representatives. I send to the Clerk’s des. 
the following as an amendment, which I believe removes the objection 
of the Senator from New York. 

In full satisfaction of an illegal tax assessed upon certain smoking-tobacco, and 
paid by him under protest. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this appears to be a very compli- 
cated case, arising under the administration of the revenue laws. I 
am not able to determine for myself whether the bill is a proper one 
to be passed or not by the simple reading of the report. It requires 
very careful consideration. But I desire to say that if the Commit- 
tee on Finance have not been transcending their jurisdiction, this is 
a claim which belongs to that committee. It is very important that 
all these questions in relation to the revenue shall be decided upon 
uniform principles; otherwise we establish precedents by which we 
open the doors to a great many claims. If the Senator from Tennes- 
see has no objection, I think this bill should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on ance. Similar questions are constantly before that 
committee, and I think perhaps this ought to have been originally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance instead of the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of its unfinished business. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill 555 No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of the United States yolunteers and colonel of the 
Army, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. Ranno H. 


: LPH. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. McDon- 
ALD] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is hardly necessary, but, by con- 
sent of the Senator from Indiana, I wish to renew the notice hereto- 
fore given that at the conclusion of his speech I shall ask the Senate 
to take up appropriation bills. 

Mr. Mo ALD addressed the Senate. [His remarks will be found 
in the A 553 5 Having fokan three hours and a quarter, 

Mr. RANDOLP . The Senator from Indiana has spoken now over 
three hours, and, if he will yield the floor, I move that the Senate ad- 


ourn, 
: Mr. McDONALD. I give way. 
The motion was to; and (at four .o’clock and fifty minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, March 9, 1880. 
Te House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. DAvID WILLS, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the mornin 
hour begins at- twenty-two minutes before one o’clock. In the las 
morning hour, under the old rules, a bill was reported, the reading of 
which was not completed. The Chair thinks it would be just to re- 
g that bill as in the morning hour under the new rules, the reading 

be completed as unfinished business. The Chair sees no better or 
more intelligent method of proceeding. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the bill be referred to the Calendar or acted on? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House should determine 
that question. The bill has not yet been read in full. It isa bill re- 
po from the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. CONGER. When the bill is read, why should it not take its 
place on the Calendar? 

Mr. AIKEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If this bill be 
2 will it necessarily be referred without discussion to the Calen- 


The SPEAKER. It would not under the old rules have been re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
unless a — of order could have been made against it. 

Mr, AI . Can it be referred to a committee? 

The SPEAKER. The new rules compel all reports from commit- 


tees to be referred to the 2 Calendar; but this comes over under 
old rules, in the nature of un ed business. The bill will be read. 

Mr. MILLS. Will it be time enough to make the point of order 
after the bill has been read? 

The SPEAKER. It will, because the reading of the bill is neces- 
sary to allow a member intelligently to know whether it is open to 
the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I was about to say, when a bill has not been read, 
I do not see, perhaps the Chair does, why it should not come under 
the rale now, and not be unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this bill having been introduced 
into the House under the old rules would hardly come under the p 
eration of the new rules. The Chair, however, is willing to submit 
the point to the House. The gentleman from Texas indicates his 
purpose to give a solution to the difficulty by raising a point of order, 
and if it is subject to such point of order, then it go to the same 
calender as though it were subjected to the operation of the new 


es. 

Mr. AIKEN. I move, without further reading, the bill be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Public Calendar in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is it? 

The SPESKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3 R. No. 4909) reported as a substitute for House bill No. 445, a bill for 
the creation of a department of agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman introducing the bill asks, without 
further reading, that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CONGER. On the Public Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Public Calendar, but in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. Ifit had not created a 
new office or involyed a tax upon the people, it would go to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. ATKINS. Does it take precedence of other bills? 

The SPEAKER, It is subject to all the rules of the House. 

Mr. COVERT. In connection with that bill I desire to present the 
views of the minority of the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. Did the majority make any report accompanying 
this bill in writing! 

Mr. AIKEN, „ sir, 

The SPEAKER. The newrules require, and the Chair now desires 
to announce the fact to the House, that all bills reported from com- 
mittees shall be accompanied by a written report. 

Mr. AIKEN. That was not necessary under the old rule. 

The SPEAKER. It was not the practice. 

Mr. AIKEN. Was not the substitute for the bill considered at the 
time as a report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would not come up to the 

uirement of the new rule. But the gentleman can make his ma- 
jority sopor at any time hence. 

Mr. AIKEN. It came in under the old rule, did it not? 

The SPEAKER. It did. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Iask, Mr. Speaker, that the views of the minority 


be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
South Carolina, who represents the majority of the committee, to 
8 in writing hereafter. 

Mr. Is that n That was introduced under the 
old rules, and read under the old rules. 

The SPEAKER. The old rules did not require it, but the Chair sup- 

in view of the presentation of the views of the minority, the 
committee would desire to submit a majority report as provided for 
under the new rules. It is, however, a matter with which the Chair 
has no concern, 

Mr. AIKEN. I was not instructed by the committee to make a re- 
port, but merely to report a substitute. 
pie nana The minority views will be printed, and go with 

e bill. 

Mr. AIKEN. I rise to a parlamenty inquiry. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Iask that the views of the minority be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has gone to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and is not before the House. 

Mr. AIKEN. Do I understand I have the right at any future time 
to present a written report? 

he SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that should be allowed to the 
ntleman, in view of the fact that the views of the minority have 
n presented. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Let the views of the minority be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has gone to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and is not now before the House. 


INDEXED RULES. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the doorkeeper 


on the left of the Hall has now in his possession copies of the indexed 
rules, and members can apply to him for the same. 


CORRECTION. 
Mr. CONGER. I desire to call attention to what is evidently a 
typographical error in the thirteenth rule as printed, where it 18 
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to a motion for reconsideration, but is printed a motion for “ recon- 
struction.” 
The SPEAKER. That is evidently a typographia] error. The 
Chair is informed, however, the correction already been made. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KNOTT. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. The point I make is that the morning hour is oper- 
ating under the new rules and the call should begin with the 

The SPEAKER. Under the new rule provision is made that the 
call of committees shall commence where it left off on the preceding 
call; and the Chair thinks that under the spirit of the new rule the 
call should begin where it left off on the preceding call. 

I desire to make a eee e I under- 
stand the Speaker says it will be necessary for the majority of the 
Committee on Agriculture to present their report, as well as the mi- 
nority, before the report of the minority can be read to the House. 


The SPEAKER. e Chair did not so rule. 

Mr. COVERT. The — from Kontuoky Mr. McKENzIE] 
called for the reading of the minority report, an Chair ruled it 
could not be read. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that the bill had gone from the 
consideration of the House, and the gentleman agape mone the mi- 
nority presented his views, as it were, 1 The bill havin 
been referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
the Union and not being before the House, it is not usual under such 
cireumstances. to read the minority report. It will be printed. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I ask by unanimous consent the minority re- 

rt be read. 
are. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The reading is objected to. 


PAUL HEINRICH ELVERS. 


Mr. RICHMOND, from the Committee on 3 reported back 
adversely the memorial of Paul Heinrich Elvers, of Warren County, 
Ohio, praying Con to adopt an alleged discovery he has made to 
prevent the spread of the hog cholera; which was laid upon the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FORESTRY. 


Mr. RICHMOND also, from the Committee on Agriculture, sub- 
mitted the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
„000 copies of th: Í S 
rinted 100, copies of the report upon gorf pre- 


Resol That there be 
ur 52 B. e an act of Con 


culture, and 1,000 for the author: 


the Department of A; 

ber of pages shall not exceed 650. There shall be allowed a sum not exceedin 
ravings necessary for this report, to be prepared under 

© Commissioner of Agriculture. 

32 1 T0000 

* under the — 

eee of Congress, approved August 15, 1876, by Dr. Franklin B. Hough, 

to be distributed in the same proportion as in the above resolution. 

Mr. RICHMOND. If there be no objection, I should like to have 
that resolution considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done. 

Mr. ATKINS. And I object. 

Mr: COVERT. I suggest, then, that the resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred. 

Mr. COVERT. Itis a resolution asking for the printing of a cer- 
tain number of the report on forestry, and I presume naturally it 
should go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. RICHMOND. Let it be refe to the Committee on Print- 


ing. 
The SPEAKER. If the expense exceeds $500 the resolution must 
under the law go to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. RICHMOND. It will cost over $800. 
The SPEAKER. Then, under the law, the resolution is referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 
ADULTERATION OF FOOD. 


On motion of Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on icult- 
ure, that committee was discharged from the further consi ion 
of the petition of citizens of Berlin, Wisconsin, for the enactment of 
a law against the adulteration of food, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Manufactures. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I objected a short 
time ago to the reading of a report of the minority of the Committee 
on Agriculture, but I am willing it shall be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be printed in the 
usual form, and when the bill comes up for consideration the major- 
ity and minority reports can then be read. 


r. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The gentleman from New York, 
who presented the views of the minority, desires it shall be printed 
in the Recorp. If there be no objection I hope that will be done. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 


Some time subsequently, 


T withdraw my objection to the printing of 


the eh a 

Mr. BREWER. I renew it. 

REPORT UPON BEET SUGAR. 

Mr. COVERT, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution ; which under the law was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be ted 20,000 copi nE ae bee 
the manufacture ot wre —— beets, . by Hon. le uo, piaren parne 
of Agriculture, and transmitted by the dent th entof Agricult- 
ure, ruary —, in pursuance of a resolution of the House of resentatives. Of 
this number 15,200 copies shall be for the use of the House of tati 
3,800 for the Senate, and 1,000 for the Department of Agriculture. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1879. 

Mr. COVERT also, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported the 

following concurrent resolution; which under the law was referred to 


Mr. ANDERSON said: 


the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That th be 
printed 300,000 copies of the annual ‘of the Commissioner 8 for 
; 220,000 copies for the use of mem of the House of tati 


Representatives, 50,000 
for th of bers of th d 
copies sairat payi ane e Senate, and 30,000 copies for the use of the 
REPORTS ON DISEASES OF SWINE, ETC. 
Mr. COVERT also, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported the 
following concurrent resolution; which under the law was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate i in,) That 
83 ee eee eg a 2 
Agriculture, con reports of the veterin 8 ns a in t es- 
ti diseases of swine and infectious and conta 5 dent to other 


of domesticated animals ; of which 65,000 copies shall be printed for the use 
of members of the House, 20,000 copies for the use of members of the Senate, and 
15,000 copies for the use of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW, PHILADELPHIA. 


Mr. COVERT. I am also instructed by the Committee on cult- 
ure to report back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 
No. 3982) to authorize and direct the Commissioner of Agriculture 
to attend, in pence or by deputy, the international sheep and wool 
show to be held in the Centennial buildings, Fairmount Park, Phil- 
adelphia, in September, A. D. 1880, and to make full and complete 
report of the same, and for other purposes. I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be now put upon its passage. It involves no appropri- 
ation. A bill the same in substance passed the Senate yeste: and 
there is urgent necessity for the immediate action of Congress in 
reference to it. 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. BOUCK objected to the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar. 

UTE OUTBREAK. 

Mr. SCALES. I am instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report back, with the recommendation that it be adopted, the reso- 
lution of inquiry touching the late outbreak of the Ute Indians in 
Colorado, referred to the committee on the 15th of January, 1880, on 
motion of the gentleman from Colorado, [Mr. BELFORD.] 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to this House 
at an early day a copy of the testimony taken by Generals Hatch and Adams, spe- 
cial agents of that ent, touc! the late outbreak of the Ute Indians in 
the State of Colorado. 


Mr. SCALES. The committee recommend that the resolution be 


adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The committee would have the right even out of 
the morning hour to make this report at any time ; andit is not well, 
the Chair thinks, to interfere with the morning hour by making such 
reports for consideration, because that would occupy the time of the 
morning hour and cut out other committees, 

Mr. SCALES. It is merely a resolution calling for information. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think we ought now to settle the practice as to 
this matter. I suggest that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
ScaLxEs] had better withdraw the resolution for the present, and re- 


port it again after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Committees are required to report back resolu- 
tions of this character within one w and have the right to report 
them at any time; but in re such resolutions it is better to 
have them considered outside the moming hour for reports of com- 
mittees god 2 aa 3 ee of other committees for 
re that do not possess such privi 

Mr. SCALES. If I have the right to report the resolution at any 
time, certainly I have the right now. 

The SPEAKER. That does not follow, under the new rule, if con- 
sideration is asked. 

Mr. CARLISLE. For this reason: that the rule provides that the 
morning hour shall be devoted to the call of committees for reports 
which shall go to the appropriate Calendar; while another rale 
vides that resolutions of this character may be reported at any time 

Mr SCALES Is this a privileged rt? 

. 5 ap repo! 
The SPEAKER. It is, after the 3 hour. 
Mr. SCALES. Then I withdraw it for the present. 
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POLICE REGULATIONS, ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 

Mr: SCALES. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to report back with amendments the bill (H. R. No. 350) au- 
thorizing the President to provide suitable police re; tions for the 

ernment of the various Indian reservations, and to provide for 
fhe punishment of the crimes of murder, manslaughter, arson, rape, 
burglary, and robbery upon the various Indian reservations. Imove 
that: the amendments and the accompanying report be printed. I 
ask also that the bill be made a special order for the 25th of March 
and from day to day thereafter until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Does this bill appropriate any money? 

Mr, SCALES. It does not. 

The SPEAKER. Then it goes to the House Calendar. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina asks ous consent that the bill 
may be considered as a ial order on the 25th of March. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman to except appropriation bills. 

Mr. SCALES. I will make that exception. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the bill being made a ial order. 

The bill was ref to the Honse Calendar, and amendments 
and accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CREEK ORPHAN FUND. 

Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 418) to reimburse the 
Creek orphan fund; which, with the accompanying report, was or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

RESERVATION INDIANS PROHIBITED FROM ENTERING TEXAS. 


Mr. WELLBORN, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 3161, a bill (H. R, No. 5040) to prevent In- 
dians on reservations from going into the State of Texas; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ABSENTEE SHAWNEE LANDS. 

Mr. WADDILL, from the same committee, reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1197) for the relief of settlers upon the 
absentee Shawnee lands in Kansas, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman report- 
ing this bill if it makes any appropriation of money ? 

Fr. WADD . It makes no appropriation of money. It simply 
gives a payee to certain actual settlers on absentee Shawnee lands 
to enter such lands. 

The SPEAKER. Does it affect the title of the United States to any 
public lands? 

Mr. WADDILL. It does not. 

The SPEAKER. It relates only to Indian lands? 

Mr. WADDILL. That is all. 

Mr. CONGER. Does this affect in any way the title of the United 
States to any public poes 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WADDILL] 
states that it does not affect the title of the United States to any pub- 
lic lands, and does not appropriate any money; that it relates only to 
certain Indian reservation lands, 

Mr. HASKELL, Allow me a word. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not like to ask for the reading of every bill 
8 reported from a committee; but I do like to know what a bill 
is about. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CONGER. It is pi hep that this bill relates to the sale of 
Government lands at a price to be fixed by this bill. 

The SPEAKER. If it in any way affects the title of the United 
States to any of the public it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I make that point of order against the bill. 

Mr. HASKELL, A word on the point of order. This bill does not 
affect one foot of the public lands of the United States. It is only 
the re-enactment of an old law of 1869, under which the Shawnee ab- 
sentee Indians of their lands, Three small parcels of land 
remain undi of. That old law has expired by limitation. Three 
settlers desire to acquire titles to their tracts of land just as their 
neighbors acquired title under the act of 1869. This bill appropriates 
no money; it simply provides a way by which these settlers upon 
these lands can acquire title to them. 

Mr. CONGER. d it provides that the lands not so taken shall 
be sold as public lands of the United States. 

Mr. KELL. No, it does not provide any such thing. 

The SPEAKER. Clause 3 of Rule XXIII is as follows: 

All motions or propositions involving a tax or o u the le; all pro- 
ceedings tonehiag 8 of oiT, or bi Rkir 8 
money or p „or requiring such to g 
F property, abali te fret considied Ta a Comiuittes of 
the Whole, and a point of order un er this rule shall be good at any time before 
the consideration of a bill has commenced. 

The effect of the last paragraph of the clause is, even though there 
may be a mistake in the reference of a bill to a particular calendar, 
that it may be corrected at any time before the bill comes up for 
consideration. 

Mr. WADDILL. This bill does not affect any public lands in the 
United States. 
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The SPEAKER. That is the question in dispute; the gentleman 
from ore 55 [Mr. ConGER] thinks it does. 


Mr. W. ILL. It only affects lands belonging to these Shawnee 
Indians. The fund that may result from the sale of lands under this. 
bill will go to the Indians. There is not a foot of Government land 
involved in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill refers to a former law which the Chair 
has not at hand; and consequently the Chair cannot determine with 
certainty whether it does affect public lands or not. The gentleman 
reporting the bill [Mr. WADDILL] states that the committee have 
considered this subject and that the bill does not in any way affect 
the title of the United States to any of its public lands or part with ` 


rd Beg that title. Will the gentleman from Mi [Mr. Concer] 
point ont to the Chair which paragraph of the bill renders it liable 
to the point of order which he has raised ? 


Mr.CONGER. The land is described merely as “absentee Shawnee. 
lands.” Those lands are in a reservation which under the law would 
revert to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The United States has a reversionary right in 
these lands! 

Mr. HASKELL. That is not so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is not now entitled. 
to the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that in my opinion this is a clear 
case where the point of order would properly lie against the bill. The 
2 reporting the bill states that it does not relate to public 

ds at all. I am willing that the bill shall be referred to the calen- 
dar which he has indicated, and when it comes up for consideration 
we can determine whether the point of order would lie against it. 

Mr. HASKELL. That is all I desire. All the proceeds of these 
lands will go to the Shawnee Indians. I desire to have this bill re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. WADDILL. I ask to be heard a moment on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask whether in any con- 
tingency the proceeds of this property would go into the Treasury of 
the United States? 

Mr. WADDILL. Under no contingency. By an act of Con 
passed several years ago—in 1869 I think—certain lands in the State 
of were reserved for the benefit of the Shawnee Indians. 
There were absentees of the Shawnee tribe to a considerable number 
scattered among different tribes. Provision was made that upon the 
return of those absent Shawnees they should have a portion of this 
land ; and areservation was made for their benefit, rward, these 
Shawnees being located elsewhere, this land was settled upon by 
white men. It still, however, belonged to the Indians. An act of 
Con was passed authorizing the sale of the land and giving the 
actual settlers the pathy of buying it, but providing that the 
proses of the sale should go to the A Us Shawnees, if they could 

found, and if they could not be found, to the common fund of the 
Shawnee tribe. It is thus clear that the Government of the United 
States has not one particle of interest in this fund except to see that 
the Shawnee tribe of Indians get the proceeds of the sale of the land 
to which they are entitled. ‘ 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is not true that if the proceeds of the sale of this 
land should go to the Shawnee fund as a trust fund, it will still be in 
the 9 7 75 5 

Mr. WADDILL. It is a trust fund, and is in the Treasury; but it 
is there for the use and benefit of the Shawnee Indians. 

Mr, WHITE. It is clearly a public bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know from the gentleman 
reporting the bill whether in any remote or poe contingency the 

n 


United States can have any interest in this 

Mr. WADDILL. In no possible contin 1 

The SPEAKER. On that statement the Chair rules that the bill 
goes to the House Calendar. 


Mr. CONGER. I desire to reserve the point of order. 
The SPEAKER. It is reserved under the rule, as the gentleman 
will find by eee fo the last part of clause 3 of Rule XXIII. 
The bill was accordingly referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CHIPPEWA INDIANS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. POUND, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back, 
with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 1139) for the relief of the Lac de 
Flambeau, Lac Court Oreilles, and Bad River bands of Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Wisconsin; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

Fr. BLOUNT. I desire to put a parliamentary inquiry to the Chair. 
12 of the rules as printed I find in the second clause of Rule 
XVIII the following language: 

And all bills, petitions, memorials, or resolutions reported from a committee 

The SPEAKER. That subject is not before the House, 

Mr. BLOUNT, I hope the Chair will allow me to get through, and 
then see whether it is before the House. 

To SPEAKER. The Chair does not wish to interrupt the morn- 
ing hour. 

. BLOUNT. I simply rose to a parliamentary inquiry. If the 
Chair will not hear it, of course I desist. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear a parliamentary inquiry at 


V — ß—S— ...... 
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any time, except that he does not wish the morning hour taken up 


with a parliamentary inquiry upon a subject not before the House. 
Mr. BLOUNT. The purpose I had in view was soy this: The 
rule requires that bills reported from committees (and that is bein 
done now) shall be 5 by written e I desire to 
the Chair this question : t would be the effect if a bill should be 
re without a written report? 

e SPEAKER. The Chair misapprehended the tleman. The 
rule is obligatory on the committee reporting a bill that it must be 
accompanied by a report in writing. The Chair has already so stated; 
and these bills have all had reports. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It was not stated by the Clerk that there was a 
written re ; and I rose for information. 

The SP. . The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] was 
right in making hisinquiry as he did, and the Chair misapprehended 
his purpose. 

DONATION OF CANNON FOR SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT. 

Mr. SPARKS, from the Committee on Miltary ge Bn ate back, 
with amendments, the feral resolution (H. R. No. 92) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to deliver to the city of Charles City, Floyd spied 
Towa, four cannon and i for the soldiers’ monument in said 
city; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back, with amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. No. 1219) donating cannon and cannon-balls to 
the city of To) Kansas, for monumental a engin which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HEBERER. 

On motion of Mr. SPARKS, from the same commi that commit- 
tee was d from the further consideration of the petition for 
the relief of John Heberer; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

WILLIAM P. HOGARTY. 

Mr. SPARKS, from the same committee, or back adversely a 
bill (H. R. No. 3994) for the relief of William P. Hogarty; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FIFTEENTH AND SIXTEENTH MISSOURI CAVALRY VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. DIBRELL, from the same committee, reported back favorably 
a bill (H. R. No. 952) for the relief of the Fifteenth and Sixteenth Mis- 


souri Cay: Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee of 
the woe ouse, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 


MARINE ARTILLERY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 1511, a bill (H. R. No. 5041) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to turn over to the governor of South Carolina 
four pieces of condemned cannon for the use of the Marine Artillery ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee o 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. THOMAS. 


Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 5042) for the relief of James M. Thomas, late of Company C, 
Second Tennessee Mounted Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

KANSAS INDIAN WAR CLAIM. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, from the same committee reported back, with an 

amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1199) to authorize the Secretary of 

the Treasury to ascertain and report to Con the amount of money 

mded and indebtedness assumed by the State of Kansas in re- 

pe ing invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities; which was re- 

erred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY, ETC. 

Mr. JOHNSTON also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
an amendment, joint resolution (H. R. No. 78) to transfer the barracks 
and arsenal property in the town of Baton Rouge, State of Louisi 
to the trustees of the Louisiana State University and Agricultural an 
Mechanical College, for the use and accommodation of said college. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
3 mo pate a Waton: ye 

> oes not part with an rtion of the pro 
of the United States. p eas 9 

The SPEAKER. It parts with the temporary possession of certain 
property of the Government. 

r. ROBERTSON. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. That makes it subject to the point of order. 

The joint resolution and amendment, together with the accompany- 
ing report, were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

TESTS OF RIFLED GUNS. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, from the Committee on Military 

Affairs, that committee was discharged from the further considera- 


tion of the bill (H. R. No. 1126) to provide for the tests of certain 
ed guns in ion of the War Department, and the same was 

referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to invite the attention of 
the House to the importance of the object of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. bate is not in order. y 

Mr. McCOOK. I ask by unanimous consent the gentleman fro 
Virginia shall be heard briefly. Our harbor defense is an important 


thing. 

Mr. BURROWS. I object. 

JOHN REID. 

On motion of Mr. BROWNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
that committee was discharged from the further consideration of a 
bill (H. R. No. 2907) for the relief of John Reid, of Cincinnati, Ohio; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETER SCONDEN. 


Mr. BROWNE also, from the same committee, reported back favora- 
bly a bill (H. R. No. 782) for the relief of Peter Sconden; which was 
erred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
ENOCH DAVIS. 


Mr. BROWNE also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 3511, a bill (H. R. No. 5043) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Enoch Davis, late a private in Comp: 

G, Sixth Iowa Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and secon 

time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 

accompanying report, ordered to be printed. i 
SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT ASSOCIATION, SALTSBURGH. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2364) donating condemned cannon and 
cannon-balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Association of Saltsburgh, In- 
diana County, Pennsylvania; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

HARLOW L. STREET. 


Mr. WHITE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 2134) for the relief of Harlow L. Street; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the ac- 


companying report, ordered to be printed. 
a DIB. There is a minority report accompanying that 
bil 
Mr BEARES. Yes, there is a minority report, and I ask it be 
rin 
= The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be ordered to be 


printed, and accompany the bill and report. 
Mr. WHITE. Of course the papers are not to be printed. 
„ No, I merely ask that the report of the minority be 
rinted. 
p The SPEAKER. The views of the minority have been ordered to 
be printed with the report of the committee. 


SPRINGFIELD STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. WHITE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 260) granting to the Springfield Street Railway 
Company the right to lay tracks in Mill street in 9 Massa- 
chusetts; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. i 

HENRY MULLEN. 

Mr. WHITE also, from the same committée, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 260) for the relief of Henry Mullen, with 
amendments; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 


Mr. McCOOK, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2599) ting condemned cannon to the 
Grand Army of the Republic, with amendments. 

The SPEAKER There does not appear to be a report accompany- 
ing this bill. 

.McCOOK. There is a short report which will be found inside. 

The SPEAKER. The reason of the rule is that members present- 
ing bills from committees shall inform the House why a bill should 
be passed or rejected. 

e bill and amendments were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS INDIAN WAR CLAIM. 


Mr. UPSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3774) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to ascertain and report to Con the amount o: mover 
expended and pear gan summed by the State etch rare in repell- 
ing, su i and guarding against invasion’ cursions, 
and hostilities by Indians and Mexicans in said State and upon its 
borders and in frontier defense; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the 1 ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CON GER. Is not that subject e point of order? 
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The SPEAKER. The point of order can be made against this at 
any time before its consideration. 
. CONGER. Is that the rule? ` 
The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman will read the lasi 
the third clause of Rule XXIII, he will see that the 
on be made by any member before the actual consi 


paragraph of 
int of order 
eration of the 


SAN ANTONIO ARSENAL. : 

Mr. UPSON also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. No. 54) to enable the Secretary of War to purchase 
land to en and protect the San Antonio arsenal; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS LITTLE. 

Mr. UPSON also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 2513) to authorize the restoration of Thomas 
Little to the rank of captain; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THE CHEROKEE ARTILLERY COMPANY. 

Mr. SPEER, from the Committee on the Militia, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 2578, a bill (H. R. No. 5044) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to loan the Cherokee Artillery Company, of Rome, 
Sone. four pieces of field artillery, with harness and equipments; 
which was read a first and second time. 

1 SPEER. I wish to ask for the present consideration of that 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is subject to the point of order. 
Mr. SPEER. I think the Speaker will not so rule if the bill is read. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ee Artillery Co 
of said aipments, and harness, in 
Secretary of War. — 

Mr. HAWK. Is there a report accompanying that bill? 

Mr. SPEER. There is. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill comes within the ruling already made by 
the Speaker to-day. It parts with property of the Pnitea States, dis- 
posing of it for the time being. 

Mr. SPEER. It does not part with the property, but only with its 
custody temporarily. 

The SP. R. The Chair rules that peng with pro of the 
United States temporarily brings it within the provisions of the rule. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state whic! the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 7 

MARINE HOSPITAL AT ANNAPOLIS. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 2872) to transfer the naval hospital 
at Annapolis to the care and custody of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, to be used as a marine hospital, with amendments; which, with 
the aceompanying report, were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPEDITION TO THE ARCTIC SEAS, c 

Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3534) to author- 
ize and equip an expedition to the Arctic seas; which was referred 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and | 92. 


the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Isuppose in the next morning hour the call 
will be resumed where it rests now. 

The SPEAKER. It will. The gentleman from Tennessee will notice 
the difference between the old rule and the present one. The old rule 
would have given his committee two hours to make reports, and as many 
morning hours as the House was willing to allow discussion on the last 
of such reports. The new rule allows committees to present reports 
only for appropriate reference, not for consideration ; so that every 
committee under the new rule, the Chair thinks, will in the coutse of 
a week have an opportunity to present and place before the House 
every bill it desires. 

The regular order is demanded by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
HOSTETLER.] The gentleman, the Chair presumes, desires to reach 
the bill reported by him from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. He can make the motion that the House proceed to the con- 
sideration of business on the House Calendar. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. That is the motion I desire to make. 

The question being put on Mr. HosTETLER’s motion, the Speaker 
stated that the “ noes” appeared to have it. 

Mr. KNOTT. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 84. 

Mr. KEIFER. I call for tellers. 
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Mr. CONGER. Pending the motion just submitted, I move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to consider the bill making appropriation for the payment 
of marshals. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary for the motion to state what 
particular bill should be considered. But the Chair would entertain 
the motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, but the House is dividing. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is no such bill as that mentioned by the gen- 
oe from Michigan in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. McMAHON. It is with the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I move to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union without stating the object. 

The SPEAKER. The motion would be that the House resolve 
itself into Committee on the Whole on the state of the Union to con- 
sider, first, bills raising revenue and 1 appropriation bills, and 
then other business on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. The Chair will entertain the motion as prior, 
for the disposition of the House could have been reached as well on 
the one motion as the other. The House was dividing, and on a rising 
vote the “ayes” had it. 

Mr. CONGER. But my motion takes precedence. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; but it was not made. The other motion 
was made without objection. If the two motions had been made the 
Chair would have given preference to the motion to gointo Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CONGER. The motion of the gentleman from Indiana has not 
yet been decided? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. > 

Mr. CONGER. Then, under the rule as to priority of business, my 
motion is a proper one. 5 

The SPEAKER. The House was dividing on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CONGER. That does not take away the priority of my mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The i of priority arises where two motions 
are made and inissue. The question then is which has the prefer-~ 
ence. In this instance only one motion was made, and the House is 
dividing on that motion. The gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] 
demanded tellers. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I wish to know whether it is not nowin order 
to call for the yeas and nays to settle this question? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The Chair, however, thinks that a vote by 
— may perhaps settle the question without a resort to the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. If gentlemen are willing to let a vote settle 
the question by tellers I have no objection. 

The SPE. R. The gentleman has the right to call for the yeas 
and nays if he wishes and sufficient number sustain his demand. 

Mr. CONGER. If the motion of the gentleman from Indiana does 
not prevail, then, as I understand, the motion would be in order that 
the Honse resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It would; and the preference would have been 
given to that motion had it been made in time. 

The question being put on ordering tellers, there were ayes 34; 
more than one-fifth of a quorum. 

So les were ordered; and Mr. Kerrer and Mr. HOSTETLER were 
appointed. 

e House again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 106, noes 


Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. I want to see who 
wish to go on with the public business and who wish to consider 
this political contribution bill in preference to going on with the 
public business, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 104, not 
voting 62; as follows: 


YEAS—126. 
Acklen, Culberson, Herndon, Morrison, 
Aiken, Davidson, Hill Muldrow, 
Atkins, Davis, Lowndes H. Hooker, Muller, 
Bachman, De La Matyr, Hostetler, Murch, 
e, Dibrell, ew, 
Beltzhoover, Dickey, Hull, Nicholls, 

A Hanton, O'Connor, 
Bicknell, Ellis, Hu O'Reilly, 
Blackburn, Evins, Hutchins, Persons, 
Bland, Felton, Johnston, Phelps, 
Bliss, Finley, Kenna, Philips, 
Blount, Forney, Klotz, Phister, 
Buckner, Geddes, Knott, Poehler, 

Gibson, Ladd, 
Caldwell, Gillette, Le Fevre, Richardson, J, 8. 
Clardy, ie, Lowe, Richmond, 
Clark, Alvah A. Gunter, Manning, Robertson, 
88 Ham Senj. F. 
ot b, Harris, John T. Martin, Edward L. 8 = 
erick, Hatch, cKenzie, on, Jol 
Cook, sae — 8 Sar 
enry, Mahon, „ 
Cravens, McMillin, 


A Stevenson, Upson, Williams, Thomas 
Talbott, Vi Willis, 
ton, J. W. Taylor, Wadain, wank 
eton, O. R. Thompson, P. B. Warner, W Fernando 
penas 0 ——.— A. R W. . — Wright, 
ezekiah ‘ownshen: A ocum, 
— Tucker, Wells. Toung, Casey. 
> Turner, Oscar Whiteaker, 
8 S, Turner, Thomas Whi 
NAYS—104. 
Aldrich, William * Joyce, Reed, 
— Dwight, Keifer, Rice, 
Ballon, i Kelley, Richardson, D. P. 
Barber, Errett, Ketcham, Robinson, 
Bayne, Farr, i 5 Russell, Daniel L. 
be Ferdon, Lindsey, 3 
©, Field, Loring, — 
Bowman, Fisher, a 
Brewer, Forsythe, McCook, Stalienberger, 
Fort, Miles, Sherwin, 
Eriba Frye, Miller, Smith, A. Herr 
Browne, Garfield, Mitchell, Stone, 
Burrows, G A E paraa, an 
Hall, orton, er, 
age Harmer, Ni Urdegrag J. T. 
Cannon. ere —.— ~ . — 
afin Hazelton, O'Neill, Valentine, 
Henderson, ora; — Aernam, 
Cow; Hiscoc r, 
co Houk, Overton, — 
Crowley, Hubbell, Pacheco, te, 
PA A 3 Fage, Bot oma C. G 
George am erce, 
Davis, Horace J — Pound. Wood. Wolter A 
g Jorgensen, Price, Young, Thomas L. 
NOT VOTING—62. 
Aldrich, N. W. Clark, Johm B. Horr, O'Brien, 
Amiel” conse Kin “3 
verse, 
Bailey, u : Davis, Joseph J pin 5 5 
g . p: „ > 
Barlow, $ Lewis, Starin, 
Belfor: Dick, A Steele, 
Bouck, Elam, Martin, Joseph J. Thompsen, Wm. G. 
Boyd, Ewing, Mason, ‘Townsend, 
Frost, MeGowan, Van Veorhis, 
an 
k rth, Hammond, Jobn McKinley, Wait, 
Carlisle, Benj z Wilber, . 
Caswell, ell, Money, 
Chalmers, Hayes, orse, 
Chittenden, H Myers, 


So the motion of Mr. HOSTETLER was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: E 4 
Mr. WILBER with Mr. Sxrrn, of Georgia, on political and financial 
questions. 
Mr. Bouck with Mr. McKINLEY. — 
Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, with Mr. KITCHIN. 
Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
Mr. BELFORD with Mr. SPRINGER. 
Mr. Kine with Mr. Warr. 
Mr. Exam with Mr. DICK. 
Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, with Mr. LEWIS. 
Mr. ANDERSON with Mr. ATHERTON. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, with Mr. Davis, of North Carolina. 
Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, with Mr. O'BRIEN. 
Mr. STEELE with Mr. BOYD. 
Mr. Bartow with Mr. MYERS. 
Mr. WILSON with Mr. HAYES. 
Mr. Mason with Mr. MONEY. 
Mr. Barry with Mr. LouNSBERY. 
Mr. ARMFIELD with Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. 
Mr. HEILMAN with Mr. Morse. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. ROBESON. 
Mr. McCor with Mr. ATHERTON. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary. 


POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 


The SPEAKER. The House having determined to proceed to busi- 
ness on the House Calendar, the Clerk will report the title of the first 
bill on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

©. 2266) to probibit Federal officers, claimants, and contractors 
er 3 ee for political purposes; reported ne the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service by Mr. HOSTETLER. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. This bill has been so long before the House, 
has been so frequently reprinted, and the desire on the of mem- 
bers is so stron tge it out of the way so that other business may 
be considered, f ill say that in order to give gentlemen on the other 
side an opportunity to discuss this bill I will not call the previous 
question until four o’clock this afternoon, if that shall be sa ry 
to tlemen on the other side. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have myself no personal wish about this mat- 
ter, and I do not know that I shall say a word upon the bill. But I 
know of two members who are prepared to upon it; one is not 


speak 
now in his seat, but is in the city and may not be able to get here in 
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time te speak upon the bill to-day. If the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOSTETLER] knows of any gentleman on his side of the House 
who is ready to speak now I hope he will let the debate go on with- 
out indicating at this time any limit. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I do not propos myself to make any remarks 
ie this bill at this time, but will reserve my right to speak at the 

ose of the debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then I think the gentleman had better fix some 


time to-morrow when the vote will be taken. 


The SPEAKER. At what hour to-morrow? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not care. All that I desire is that members 
may have an opportunity tospeak. I would say three o’clock to-mor- 

W. 


row. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Very well. 

Several MEMBERS, Make it four o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks as at present advised if the pre- 
vious question shall be called at three o’clock and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] shall claim his right to speak an hour after 
the previous question shall have been ordered, the vote then will not 
be taken at four o’clock. This was the old practice. . 

Mr. CONGER. Under the new rales has the member reporting a 
measure the right to speak an hour after the previous question has 
been called ? : 

The SPEAKER. He has the right to an hour to open and an hour 
to close the debate. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there anything in the rule which authorizes him 
to occupy an hour after the previous question has been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man to clause 3 of Rule XIV. x 

Me BURROWS. That is where the debate has extended beyond 
one day. 

The SPEAKER. The debate on this bill has extended beyond one 


N. 

Mr. GARFIELD. In case we should now fix an hour of to-morrow 
for the vote on this bill, will not the morning hour of to-morrow have 
to come out of that time? 

The SPEAKER. By the rule, the unfinished business comes up 
after the morning hour for reports of committees, 

Mr. GARFIELD. The morning hour would have to be used. 

The SPEAKER. ' It would, for reports of committees. 

Mr. GARF Then I would call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [ Mr. HOSTETLER] to the fact that if he names three 
o’clock to-morrow as the hour, there would be the Journal to be read 
and the whole morning hour for reports of committees, and that 
would bring it to half past one o’clock before this bill would come up, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better state at what hour to- 
morrow he will call the previous question. 

Mr. HOOKER. The morning hour to-morrow might be dispensed 


with. 

Mr, GARFIELD. If the debate on this bill is to be closed at three 
o’clock to-merrow, that would leave but an hour and a half for dis- 
cussion. The gentleman might say that he will call the previous 
question at the end of two hours after the morning hour of to- morrow. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I am willing to do that. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would prefer myself that he should name four 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Very well; I will give notice that at four 
o’clock to-morrow I will the previous question on this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. It is intimated by the Chair that after the previous 
question shall have been ordered there would be an hour for debate. 

The SPEAKER. Does not the rule allow it? 

Mr. CONGER. The rule says that the member reporting a propo- 
sition may have an hour to close the debate. But another rule pro- 
vides that there shall be no debate after the previous question 
have been ordered. It would seem, then, that the member must, un- 
der the new rule, take his hour before the previous question is ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Michi direct the 
attention of the Chair to that portion of the new rules to which he 
alludes 5 to debate in connestion with the demand for the previous 
question 

Mr. CON GER. Clause 3 of Rule XIV says: 

The member reporting the measure under consideration from a committee ma; 
open and close, where general debate has been had thereon ; and if it shall exten 
beyond one day, he shall be entitled to one hour to close, notwithstanding he may 
have used an hour in opening. 

Now the rale in regard to the previous question. I cannot turn to 
it at this moment—— 

The SPEAKER. Rule XVII relates to the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. The language of that rule is: 

There shall be a motion for the us question, whi ordered by a 
ms pf of members present, if a ect shall 8 — Ps off all dohaia 
and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question cr questions on 
which it has been asked and ordered. 

So that, although the member introducing the proposition has the 
right to his hour to close the debate, he must use it before he calls 
= pone question; he must call the previous question at the end 
of his hour. J 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that Rule XVII, to which the 
gentleman refers, must be construed to be in harmony with the pre- 
vious rule as read, which declares that there may be debate after the. 
previous question is ordered, as the Chair at first supposed. 


1880. 
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rage McMAHON. That is in accordance with a familiar principle 
aw. 

Mr. CONGER. The member who introduced the proposition is en- 
titled to an hour to close the debate, and being in possession of the 
floor he may then call the previous question. I hope there will be 
no ruling that shall give so broad a construction as Speaker inti- 
mates to a positive rule, which does not in terms prevent the full en- 
forcement of the other rule. 

Mr. McMAHON. Is not the other rule equally positive ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thonght so; and the Chair’s disposi- 
tion was to construe them together. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The Chair will allow me to say that we have not 
y reached a point where the question is really up to be raled on. 
hope the ome will hold it open until the point is really made. 

The SPE R. The Chair will hold it open. 

Mr. GARFIELD. And we reserve our right to make the point at 
the proper time. 

Mr. BARBER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Will the 
House necessarily return to this Calendar to-morrow after the ex- 
piration of the morning hour, without a vote to that effect? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will go over as unfinished business—not 
only as unfinished business but by ment. 

Mr, CONGER. I do not desire to be misunderstood—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not misunderstand the gentleman, 

Mr. CONGER. There has been no ment except the declara- 
tion of the gentleman in charge of the bill that he will call the pre- 
vious question. There has been no agreement on this side of the 
House so far as I know. 

The SPEAKER. The rule of course will control everything in con- 
nection with the legislative matters before the House. 

1 2 N I do not wish anything to go by agreement only 
the rules. I 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana stated (and the Chair 
did sup that it met the views of the minority of the House) that 
he would call the previous question at four o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CONGER. We may desire to resist calling the previous ques- 
tion. We do not want to be committed by any agreement. 

a The SPEAKER. That is a matter within the discretion of the gen- 
eman. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise toa point of order. The House, on motion 
of the gentleman from Indiana, has proceeded to the consideration of 
the House Calendar. Now that we have under consideration the first 
bill on the Calendar, I object to the time being taken up by discus- 
bie ea long it shall be debated. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 2268) to prohibit Federal officers, claimants, and contractors from 
making contributions for political purposes. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That it shall not be lawful for any officer, clerk, or employé of 
the Government of the United States to contribute or pay to any committee or per- 
son, or into any fund, any money, property, or other valuable for any political pur- 
pose whatsoever, or to pay any assessment or percentage upon the income or emol- 
uments of his salary or compensation for any political purpose, or give, lend, 
advance, or pay any money, property, or valuable thing, with the intent, assent, 
permission, knowledge, or understanding that the same may be applied to such 
purpose; and any of said officers, clerks, or employés who shall violate any of the 
provisions of this section shall be immediately dimmiseed from the office, clerkship, 
or employment which they may hold. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of each of the heads of Departments of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to issue, and keep posted, a standing order in their 
respective Departments, prohibiting the officers, clerks, and employés in said De- 
partments from violating any of the provisions of the first section of this act. 

Sec. 3. That it shall not be lawful Oe Sey San Se See res OF Stee SEE 
officer of the Government of the United States to collect, or permit or allow 
any other person to collect, or receive, from any officer, clerk, or employé in his 
De ment or under his su n, any assessment, percentage, contribution, 

loan, or advance of any money, property, or other valuable thing, with the 
owledge, intent, understanding, or permission that the same shall or may be 
used for an ny ae 
visions of thi: i 


on the same coming te his knowledge, shall be deemed misdemeanor 
and, on conviction thereof, shall be ee by imprisonment for a period of not 
less than one month nor more tha: months, and, in the diseretion of the 

by a fine of not more than $5,000. 

Sec. 4. That aay pason having a contract with the United States, or any officer 
thereof, or who have had such contract within three months previous, or who 
shall have such contract within three months thereafter, who s pay or contrib- 
ute, either directly or indirectly, any money, property, or other valuable thing for 
any political purpose, shall be deemed to have forfeited all rights, and the same 
shal a be rendered null and void, and all officers of the Government are 
bereby prohibited from executing any contract with any porey so offending; and 
that any person having any pending claim against the United or before any 

ent or officer = the eee 3 mo shall pay or geodon any 
money, property, or other valuable thing for any tical purpose, 8 there 
forfeit said claim, and all right to recover or fina ae anything on the same. * 


Mr. HOSTETLER. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. HOUSE. 

Mr. HOUSE, Mr. Speaker, the demand of the people for reform in 
our civil service was fully recognized in the platforms of both the 
<< political parties of the country prior to the last presidential 
e on, and each stood fully committed to the inauguration of such 
reform x it should be intrusted with the administration of the Gov- 
ernment. 


The democratie party fought the groat presidential battle of 1876 
under the banner of retrenchment and reform. The republican party 
had controlled the Government during the stormy od of the war 
and still held the citadel of power after the war ceased, with the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Federal armies as President of the Re- 

ublic, The wild and reckless 1 and corruption more or 

ess incident to a state of war had invaded the administration of the 
Government in a time of . With a military hero at their head, 
an overwhelming two-thirds majority in both branches of Congress, 
flushed with victory, boasting of their conquests, and claiming to be 
the preservers of the Union and the successful defenders of the na- 
tion’s life, they reveled in all the license of unbridled power and 
spurned with contempt all su tions of danger to their indefinite 
control of the Government. They regarded themselves as owners in 
fee-simple of the entire country and the public offices of the land as 
so many soft places for loyalty to enter and enjoy itself. They cast 
the democrats into outer darkness to weep and wail and gnash their 
teeth in humiliation and despair. Like the Pharisee that went up to 
the temple to pray, they proudly recounted their great achievements, 
and like him they vontinually thanked God that they were not so 
bad as but a great deal better than other men. 

They forgot all responsibility to the people, and their duty to the 
country was fully discharged, in their estimation, by the distribution 
of the spoils of conquest among the truly loyal. Corruption stalked 
in all the insolence of irresponsible power through the corridors of 
the Capitol. It seemed a bold, if not a reckless, undertaking on the 
part of the democratic party to 5 to dislodge the republiean 
party from their intrenched position. But the day of reckoning was 
rolling on; and it was only a 8 of time when the pe 
aroused from their lethargy and throwing off their fears, woul coat 
their right to call their servants to a stern account. The Credit Mo- 
bilier exploded like a bomb in the midst of the guilty revelers, and 
the floor of the banquet hall was covered with the dead and wounded. 
The bloated rings that had been generated in the hot-beds of execu- 
tive favor saw the dawn of the day of wrath and sought safety in 
whatever retreat offered a refuge from the gathering storm. Neither 
the prestige of the great hero of the war, with the shield of his ad- 
ministration interposed to save them, nor the loud shouts of loyalty, 
nor bitter denunciation of the democratic party, nor infuriated how. 
against southern rebels, could blind the people altogether to the ex- 
trav ce and corruption of their rulers. They determined to make 
the men who had betrayed their trust feel that there was still a tri- 
bunal in this country that dared to take jurisdiction of their conduct 
and punish their crimes. The curtain rose upon the Forty-fourth 
Con Upon the floor of the House of Representatives the great 
republican majority that had crowded the stage so long had retired 
and in their places appeared a large majority of those despised an 
excommunicated democrats, whom their loyal adversaries thought 
had been buried never to rise again. But the parle had spoken, and 
there was no mistaking the stern majesty of that voice that sum- 
3 the great democratic party of this country once more to the 

mt. 

The House of Representatives of the Forty-fourth Congress entered 
upon the work of retrenchment and the task of exposing dishonest 
officials. They cut down the expenses of the Government between 
twenty-five and thirty millions of dollars, notwithstanding the stub- 
born opposition of the repablican members on this floor, encountered 
at every ee 

Belknap fled before the uplifted torch of investigation and expo- 
sure to the White House, where a friendly Executive itted him 
to find refuge in a resignation of i is office, and he only esca) 
viction on impeaehment for his cı mes by a ese erp, 
retary of the incurred the undying enmity of hi 
placing the sleuth-hounds of justice u von the track of the 
rings that were robbing the Govern, nent of millions. They chased 
Babcock, the President's private sec:etary, to the very doors of the 
Executive Mansion, where the hand f his chief was interposed to 
save him. Smarting under the cenderination of the people, humili- 
ated by the victory of their hated adve: saries and the di ceful ex- 
posure of corruption in high places, the republican party reformed 
their broken and took the field for the t conflict of 1876. 
They saw and felt that they had presumed too far on the forbearance, 
and had well-nigh exhausted the patience of the people. They came 
before the country with professions of reform which if carried out 
would restore the administration of the Government to the better and 
oe 2 of the Republic. In their platform at Cincinnati they de- 
c t— 


The invariable ruleina 


con- 
arty by 
party by 
whisky 


intments should have reference to the honesty, fidelity. 
and capacity of the appointees, giving to the party in power those places where 
harmony and vigor of administration require its policy to be represented, but per- 
mitting all others to be filled by ms selected with sole reference to the efficiency 
of the public service and the right of all citizens to share in the honor of render- 
ing faithful service to the country. 


Jefferson himself would not have hesitated to indorse this as sound 
and wholesome doctrine. They even went so farin that platform as 
to make the extraordi declaration that they rejoiced in the 
awakened conscience of the people in reference to their political 
affairs, although that “awakened conscience” had clothed their party 
in a full suit of mourning to attend the political funeral of some of 
their most trusted leaders. This glorying in tribulation, this heavenly 


1412 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 9, 


resignation that caused them to kiss the rod that smote them, not 
only argued repentance for their sins, but was strongly suggestive of 
a change of heart. This plank in the platform seems to have made 
yery profound impression upon the virgin heart of Mr. Hayes. In 
his letter of acceptance, he dwells upon the subject in a strain so ap- 
ntly serious and pensive as to almost induce one to believe that 
© really regarded the declarations of the platform to have been made 
by ‘his party in sincerity and truth. He says: 
We should return to the principles and practice of the founders of the Govern- 
— supplying by legislation, when needed, that which was formerly the estab- 
custom, They neither expected nor desired from the public officers any 
partisan service. They meant that public officers should give ti whole service 
to the Government and to the people. They meant that the officer should be secure 
in his tenure as long as his personal charactor remained untarnished and the per- 
formance of his duties satisfactory. If elected, I shall conduct the administration 
of the Government upon these principles, and all constitutional power vested in 
the Executive will be employed to establish this reform. 


This was taking high ground by the party of great moral ideas and 
their chosen candidate for the Presidency on the subject of civil-serv- 
ice reform; but these promises of reform on the part of the repub- 
lican party bore such a striking resemblance to a death-bed repent- 
ance:that the people declined to repose that confidence in them which 
they were designed te inspire. The election came on and the American 
people decided the contest between the two great contending par- 
ties. Samuel J. Tilden was elected President of the United States. 
Thea commenced the practical operation of that civil-service reform 
on the part of the republican peny unparalleled in all our past. The 
means by which the choice of the people was defeated by frand and 
a man not elected was installed in the office of President of the United 
States forms a chapter of onr history which succeeding generations 
will read with shame, even if our institutions shall so far survive 
the shock as to leave to posterity no graver sorrow than a blush for 
the crime. 

Sir, it was a dark day in our history that witnessed the oath of 
ofc’ administered to Rutherford B. Hayes on the east portico of this 
Capitel. His inauguration, under the circumstances, was the severest 

to which the patriotism and forbearance of a free ple could 
be subjected. A large majority of the people had cast their votes for 
Mr. Tilden, yet they stood peacefully by and saw a man whom they 
knew to bave been defeated installed by fraud in that high office 
which had never been filled before by any one who did not owe his 
elevation to the su of his countrymen. President Grant declared 
that no man could afford to occupy the presidential chair by a title 
tainted with the suspicion of fraud; but we have had the mortifica- 
tion as a ple of beholding that proud position occupied by one 
whose title is not tainted simply with a suspicion of fraud, but is 
fraudulent from center to circumference, in the honest belief and 
conscientious conviction of a large majority of the American people. 
This was not a mere triumph of the republican over the democratic 
party; it was a triumph of wrong over right, of fraud over the ex- 
pressed will of the people. It was not only the inauguration of a 
republican president, but it was the installation of fraud, with all the 
pompous sanctions of law, in that high place which had never been 
stained by fraud before. 

Our institutions have felt the rude shock of parties in their imbit- 
tered struggles for power and survived—they have even felt the clash 
ef arms and lived; but how long they can survive a destruction of the 
confidence of the people in the arbitrament of the ballot-box remains 
tobe seen. Confidence in this peaceful method of settling political 
-controversies once destroyed, there remains under our system of gov- 
ernment but one other arbiter, the sword. The men or the party who 
shall succeed in shaking the faith of the people.in the efficacy of the 
ballot-box will have unsettled the foundations on which our fabric 
of government rests. He who can treat lightly the probable influence 
and effect of that t crime upon the future struggles of parties in 
our eountry has failed to consider, in my humble jndgment, the gravest 
danger that throws its warning shadow upon our path. We can only 

hope for the best, and seek to avert the worst consequences of this 
first step of the republican party in the redemption of their pledge of 
civil-service reform embodied in their platform. This introductory 
chapter to the republican volume of reform ought to have given the 
conntry some idea at least of what the book would contain. 

When Mr. Hayes took the oath of office he hastened to throw out 
profuse promises and to indulge in rose-colored professions that led 
-some to believe that he really intended to make an honest effort to 
roſorm abuses; but men do not gather ert of thorns nor figs of 

thistles. A corrupt fountain cannot send forth pure waters, nor can 
a stream rise above its source. It was idle to look for reform and 
purity in the public service from a party that had committed the 
great crime of inaugurating Hayes, or to expect Mr. Hayes, after he 
was inaugurated, to tear down the frandulent props that braced his 
.aJ ministration and stand forth alone the hero of a political reforma- 
tion. ‘True, he has gushed ad infinitum and ad nauseam. In his in- 
sangural, ing of the founders of the Government and avowing 
his intention to follow in their footsteps, he said : 

They beld that a tments to office were not to be made nor merely 
as rewards 


services, nor merely on the nomination of members of Con- 
gress, as being entitled in any respect to the control of such appointments. 


Inchis first annual message he lifted the trumpet of civil-service 
reform and biew a blast so clear and loud that some political zealots 


mistook him for the millennial harbinger. Hear the mellow notes 
that warble from his gushing heart: 
the public mons of making all nominations as nearly as possi- 
sense 


I recognize 
o opereras); in the ng free from mere caprice or favor in the selec- 
And again he says: 
I shall most heartily co-operate with Con in the better systematizing of such 
3 and ‘any or eee to the publio — . ana of promotions within it 
may promise most successful in making thoro! peten cience; 
and — its decisive tests in these matters. 8 e ne 
Soon after his installation he wrote the following letter calling 
attention to his celebrated civil-service order: 


CIVIL-SERVICE ORDER. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, June 22, 1877. 
Sm: I desire to call your attention to the following para hin a letter ad- 
dressed by me to the Secretary of the Treasury on the Sandane to be observed by 
the oos of 50 F Government ot Fer yey he the elections: 

“No officer shou required or permit to take part in the man ent of 
political organizations, caucuses, conventions, or election campaigns. Their right 
to vote and to express their views on public questions, either orally or through the 
press, is not denied, provided it does not interfere with the discharge of their offi- 

rdinates should 


cial duties. No assessments for political purposes on officers or subo; 


ul 
be allowed. This rule is applicable to every department of the civil service. I 
should be understood by every officer of the General Government that he is Py 
nen conform his conduct to its requirements." 


ery respectfully, 
R. B. HAYES. 

Under this orđer the following action was had : 

On 21st of July, 1877, a committee of the Pennsylvania Republican 
Association addressed the President a letter setting forth the history 
and objects of that association, the object being to promote the best 
interests of the republican party with which its members are identi- 
fied, and to cultivate more intimate and social relations with each 
other. It was organized in 1867, of republican voters of that State, 
and took an active interest in political contests since that time in 
sending voters home and collecting moneys voluntarily contributed 
for campaign pu and in the distribution of political informa- 
tion throughout State. The association had a representation in 
the republican State committee, and its delegates to the State conven- 
tion were always admitted without having, however, the right to vote. 
The work of the association was done during the hours usually de- 
voted to recreation. 

pd the campaign of 1876 it distributed 600,000 political docu- 
ments. 

The committee requested the President, in view of the history and 
objects of the association, to inform them ‘whether membership 
therein on the part of officers or employés of the Government met 
with his approval, and also what portion or portions of the work here- 
tofore performed by it is in your opinion objectionable and should be 
discontinued so far as such officers and employés are concerned.” 

To this communication the following reply was made: 


REPLY OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, August 1, 1877. 
GENTLEMEN: The President has referred to me your communication of 2ist 
ultimo, in be eel Ae give a history of your association, state its 7 pase ene ask 
whether the dent's order of June 22 applies to the members of said associa- 
tion who hold official positions under the Government. I think that your associa- 
tion is clearly a political organization, whose purpose is to advance the interests of 
a party, and that the members of it who are in the employment of the Govern- 
ment are embraced in the President's order. 
Very respectfully, 
CHARLES DEVENS, 
Attorney- 
Messrs, H. A. MyERs, PauL Hirsn, and others, 
Committee Pennsylvania Republican Association, Washington. 


On receipt of this the association and all others like it in the city 
disbanded. 
LETTER TO BROOKLYN OFFICIALS. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, August 2, 1877. 
Dear Sm: I am directed by the President to acknowledge the receipt of your 
communication of 31st ultimo, requesting to be informed whether the late order of 
the President “concerned membership in the Twentieth Ward Republican Asso- 
ciation and like organizations,” and to say,in reply, that such organizations are 
clearly within its scope. Your comments have been carefully noted; and it may 
be that the order referred to will in some cases work a temporary inconvenience, 
yet it is fully expected and believed that the benefits to accrue from its operation 
will more than counterbalance them. 
Very truly, yours, 
WILLIAM K. ROGERS, Secretary, 
WILLIAM W.Goopricn, Chairman, do. 


These were the rules he laid down for the guidance of his admin- 
istration, and for the inflexible maintenance of which he pledged all 
the constitutional power lodged in his hands, 

No man was to be appointed to office from personal considerations; 
none were to be given office as a reward for partisan services; no 
Federal office-holder was to take any part in the management of cau- 
cuses, conventions, or election campaigns; no office-holder should be 

to raise money for party campaigns ; and no man holdin 
office under the Government should be a member of any political 
club or association organized to promote the success of a political 
party, or even spend his leisure moments in such an association. The 
ederal officer under his administration was not only required to do 
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nothing in aid of any political party, but to abstain from the very 
nee of doing so. 2 

Never, perhaps, since Sancho Panza assumed the reins of govern- 
ment in the Island of Barataria has anything been seen like it in 
elevated moral tone and political purity. Said Sancho, with the bet- 
ter half of a sandwich in his mouth and a glass of lemonade at his 
side : 

I tell you once again it is my pleasure that you look well to me and my Dapple 
in the article of food; for that is the main point; and when the hour comes we 
will go the round, as my intention is to clear this island of all manner of filth and 
rubbish, especially 9 idlers, and sharpers; for 1 would have you know, 
my friends, that your lazy and idle — 1 in a commonwealth are like drones in a 
bee-hive, which devour the honey that the laboring bees gather. My design is to 
protect the peasants, maintain the gentry in their 1 e virtue, an 


above all, to have a ial to religion and the reverence due to holy men. 
What think you of this, friends! Do I say something, or do I crack my 
brains to no purpose? 

The steward replied: 

My lord governar ‘speaks so well that Iam all admiration to hear one devoid 


of r ike 755 8 e = pret brew thin, he far Ley seas — ee 
of your subjects, or those who ou. u ve! a. W 
avai ew in ihe world; jests turn into — and the bites are bit. 

It turned ont that poor Sancho had cracked his brains to no pur- 

. Failing to receive that moral support from his subjects, which 
Mr. Hayes has found so strikingly absent in his party, poor Sancho, 
disgusted with the cares of state, resigned his position, mounted his 
faithful Dapple, and turned his back upon Barataria. Here the anal- 
ogy between Sancho and Hayes fails. He will never resign. Titles 
gained by fraud are never surrendered by voluntary resignation. 

Mr. Speaker, the office of President of the United States is the most 
exalted position to which human ambition can aspire. It has been 
filled by men whose memories are cherished by their countrymen 
with a veneration second only to that with which they regard the 

d system of government which was formed by their labors and 
ustrated in their lives. Respect for the position should, in some 
degree at least, moderate the censure due the conduct of an un- 
worthy incumbent. But facts must be submitted to a candid world, 
and it is the chief glory of our institutions that no man can reach a 
ition in this country so lofty as to exempt him from criticism. 
Let any fair-minded man read Mr. Hayes’s loud and reiterated procla- 
mations of civil-service reform, and then take the Blue Book and 
scan the names of parties from Florida and Louisiana—the two States 
where the great fraud was perpetrated—and he will have an effort 
to restrain a smile of contempt, as he measures the distance between 
romises and performance, professions and practice, words and acts. 

t us view for a moment the fr: nt bouquet of civil-service re- 
form he has gathered from the lapd of flowers. 

M. L. Stearns was the governor of Florida at the time the great 
iniquity was consummated in that State. He was the man who, con- 
trary to law, withheld from the Tilden electors the certificates to 
which the returns clearly entitled them, and gave certificates to the 
Hayes electors, who, as he well knew, had not received a majority of 
the votes of the State. Stearns was defeated for governor at the 
very same election in which Hayes was held by the corrupt officials of 
Florida to have carried the State. Stearns was appointed by Hayes 
one of the commissioners of Hot Springs, at $10 per day, and is now 
a bright and shining light in the firmament of civil-service reform. 

Samuel B. McLin was one of the State canvassers that exercised a 

power which everybody knows the law of Florida did not confer on 
the board. Arbitrarily and without a decent pretext for such illegal 
action this board refused to count the returns and threw out demo- 
cratic votes. Without this barefaced usurpation it would have been 
impossible for tif electoral vote of Florida to have been given to 
Hayes. Afterward McLin walked up to the Executive Mansion and 
claimed his reward. Mr. Hayes appointed him one of the justices of 
the supreme court of New Mexico at a salary of $3,000 per annum. 
His ability to find in the law of Florida what it did not contain as 
well as what it did doubtless went a long way in commending him to 
the champion of civil-service reform as a roper garson to discharge 
the duties of a supreme judge. Such judicial prodigies as McLin are 
rare, and conld not, therefore, escape the attention of one so bent as 
Mr. Hayes on civil-service reform when he was in search of proper 
material for a judge. È 

It will be remembered that as a part of the plan to count Hayes in 
it became n to establish an order of men known in the history 
of that celebrated conspiracy as vistting statesmen. The powers and 
duties of these men have never been very clearly defined. Prior to 
the time when it became necessary to defeat the will of the poe by 
the machinations of political returning boards they were unknown to 
our history. No party in this country had ever before had any use 
for the services of such men, for the very good reason that no party 
had ever before deliberately determined to defeat the verdict of the 
people at the ballot-box by fraud. McLin says that both before and 
after the counting of the vote he, as a member of the returning board, 
was frequently assured that Mr. Hayes when inaugurated as President 
would take care of his friends in Florida. Notably among the visiting 
statesmen who gave these assurances were Governor Noyes, of Ohio, 
and General Lew Wallace, of Indiana. These two statesmen took 
eee ee pains to impress on the republican officials of Florida that 

ey came to that State as the cial friends of Mr. Hayes and at 
his request. A few extracts from McLin’s testimony before the Potter 
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sae will give an idea of the mission, at least of Noyes and Wal- 


estion. Did he [Governor Noyes] say anything to yon or to Dr. Cowgill with 
rogard to the ——— under which he had come to Florida, the objects of his mis- 


Answer. As well as I remember he spoke of it in this way: that he himself had 
come, as well as other republicans, to encourage us. 

In what respect? 

. Well, I supposed at the time to render moral influence, or something of that 
kind, that he could render by his presence, or that could be rendered by tile pres- 
ence of other distinguished men of the 1 9 

Q. Did he state whether he had come in pursuance of a general or special request 
of any persons? 
Av I think he did, sir. 

. Of whom? 

Ot the President. 

. OF the President of the United States? President Grant was then in office, 

. No, Governor Hayes I am speaking of. 

He He said that he had come at the special request and instance of Governor 
ayes 
Yes, sir. 
Q. Did he state what his relations with Governor Hayes were at the time, and 
what they had been for some time! 
A. That they were bosom friends at the time. 
. And also political friends? 
Yes, sir; that they belonged to the same political party. 
Q. And that he had come to the State of Florida for the purpose of giving on- 
orsoni to Governor Hayes's friends here in reference to the count in 


A. Yes, sir; that the others had come for the purpose of giving counsel. 
aS ere others did he mention as having also come at the instance of Governor 

yes 

2 . Mr. Noyes did not say so, but General Wallace told me that he came at the 
special request of the President, - 

è 7 — — of Governor Hayes? 
* ir. 

Q. What, if anything, did Governor Noyes say in that conversation, or any sub- 

sonnent oe regard to the carrying out by Governor Hayes ef any promises 
‘aby 

A. 22 I stated on Saturday, I do not remember that Governor Noyes directly made 
promises of anything further than that the republicans of Florida were di 
all credit for the manner in which had conducted the campai. 
members of the canvassing board be provided for; som 
but it was rather in a general way. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. Does not the gentleman from Tennessee think 
it would be fair to state. to the House in this connection the testi- 
mony of Governor Noyes himself on this subject ? 

Mr. HOUSE. Well, that would take mea good while. Mr. Speaker, 

I read Governor Noyes’s testimony, and I read McLin’s testimon 
and my opinion is that MeLin told the truth about the matter. 
I were to quote the whole of Governor Noyes’s testimony, I do not 
think it would relieve him of the difficulty by any means. Iwill say 
this: Governor Noyes puts in a qualified denial; but the main fact 
that he was there, claiming to be the personal and intimate friend of 
Mr. Hayes, is not denied. MeLin adheres to his testimony, and he 
states what Noyes told him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, MeLin gives the following account of the part 
taken by General Wallace in bracing the spinal column of the men 
who were relied on to count Florida for Hayes: 


58 What did be (General Wallace) say was the reason of his coming to Florida t 
He said that he had been telegraphed to by Governor Hayes and’ requestea 


and 
of that kind, 


to come to Florida. 
Q 5285 me exhibit the telegram that he had received 
. No, 


What did he say that Governor Hayes had requested him to do? 
To give counsel and aid in all the manner he could. 
Q. What did General Wallace say to you 3 to the course that Gov- 
ernor Hayes would pursue with reference to the da republicans! 
A. He said that he knew Governor Hayes well, and he was satisfied that if he 
. he would take pleasure in providing, for the 
2 At what time was it that these conversations took place? 
Prior to and after the canvass. 
Q Prior to and after the completion of the canvass } 
. Yes, sir. It was referred to on several occasions. 


These short extracts from McLin’s testimony give us a glimpse of 
the peculiar duties which the visiting statesmen were expected to 
1 68 and did perform in promoting the great presidential frauds. 

his novel band of political knights-errant, it seems, were sent to 
the States whose electoral vote it had been determined to steal for 
the purpose of giving their “ moral influence” to the rascals who were 
to commit the theft. I have heard of aiders and abettors and aceom- 
plices in crimes and of accessories before and after the fact, but I 
think this is the first instance in which I ever heard the part played 
by an accomplice in crime, described as giving “ moral influence,” to 
the principal criminal. But then it must not be forgotten that the 
year 1876 witnessed the first appearance of visiting statesmen upon 
the political stage The English language like the common law must 
expand and adapt itself to new situations and the varying necessities 
of times and eircumstances. It will be remembered that there were 
two republican members of the Florida returning board, McLin and 
Cowgill. I examined the Blue Book to ascertain what office Mr. 
Hayes had given Cowgill. To my astonishment, I was unable to find 
Cowgilbs name on the civil-service-reform list at all. I thought there 
must be some mistake about the matter, as I could not believe that 
Mr. Hayes in his patriotic efforts to reform the civil service had over- 
looked so important a man as Cowgill, a member of the canvassin 
board that had counted Florida for him. But on looking into MeLin 
testimony further I found this account of Cowgill after the conelu- 
sion of his labors in Florida: It seems he came on to Washington to 
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seo Hayes, after he was inaugurated, to look after the reward in the 
way of a fat office that Noyes and Wallace had promised him and 
McLin for their services on the board of canvassers. McLin gives the 
following account of an interview he had with Cowgill: 


very kindi 
to the White House at all times, and that he had 


ly by the President and 
1 nder great obligations to him and to me e ee 
u t * 
N obligations but personal obligations that he would pond i 
pay at an early day. 
And again: 


Q. What did Mr. Cowgill say with regard to any appointment that he should 
Be told me that h had bee ised ditorship in the Treasury 
A. He me e n promi an aw e 7 
g appointed to that place? p 
0, 


„Sir. 
Was he appointed to any position under the Federal Government? 
I do not know of 1 e knowledge. I heard that he was appointed to an 
agency in the Treasury Department, but refused to accept it. 


It seems that Mr. Hayes fully recognized the valuable services of 


Cowgilland McLin, and promised at a very early day to disc the 
obligation he was under to them. As we have seen he made McLin 


supreme judge of New Mexico and promised Cowgill an auditorship 
in the Treasury. This for some reason could not be done and in lieu 
thereof he was appointed a special agent of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. This position requiring him to be from home a great deal, 
Cowgill declined to accept it, and retired to his orange grove on the 
classic banks of the Saint John’s River, where in the enjoyment of 
his otium cum dignitate he can contemplate with quiet pride and satis- 
faction the extraordinary career of the man to whose elevation to the 
Presidency he contributed so much, 

Mr. Noyes, the confidential friend and neighbor of Mr. Hayes, was 


not forgotten by the latter when he took his seat in the presidential 
chair. Noyes was appointed minister to France on a salary of $17,500 
per annum. 


General Lew Wallace, another intimate friend of Mr. Hayes, who, 
as has been seen, went to Florida and was most active in his efforts 
to assure the returning board that Hayes would take care of them, 
was appointed by Mr. Hayes governor of New Mexico on a salary of 

2,000 per annum. 

. John A. Kasson, another wandering statesman who felt a stron, 
call to visit Florida about this time, was rewarded by Mr. Hayes wi 
the position of minister to Austria on a salary of $12,000 per annum. 
But not only were Stearns, and McLin, and Cowgill, and Noyes, and 
Wallace, and Kasson, the star actors in the farce of counting Florida 
for Hayes, all rewarded by the master for whose benefit they per- 
formed, but the great apostle of civil-service reform did not forget 
to suitably reward even the scene-shifters and candle-snuffers of the 


lay. 
j J. W. Howell was employed in the office of the clerk of Baker 
County, from which a set of false returns were counted for Hayes. 
Howell boasted that he was the cause of Hayes’s election by the part 
he took in this fraudulent transaction. Mr. Howell is the collector 
of the port at Fernandina, Florida, on a salary of $500 per annum, be- 
sides fees and commissions, 

Richard H. Black and Thomas H. Vance, two colored gentlemen, 
officiated at the election in Alachua County, the one as inspector, and 
the other as clerk. They added to the poll-list, after the election, 
two hundred and nineteen fictitious names and the same number of 
republican votes. Thomas H. Vance nestles in the Sixth Auditor's 
Office on a sa of $1,600 per annum, and Richard H. Black finds 
an asylum on a like salary in the custom-house at Philadelphia. 

L. G. Dennis, the chairman of the republican committee of Alachua 
County, was the man who inspired and instigated the manipulations 
of the returns by Black and Vance. Dennis was given a position in 
the Department, but the place not being equal, as he thought, 
to the value of his services, he clamored for a larger reward and lost 
what he had, and thereby added a modern illustration to the ancient 
fable oe the dog that undertook to cross a stream with a bone in his 
mouth, 

One Joseph Barnes was an inspector of election in Leon County. 
He it was who procured a lot of republican tickets to be printed in 
very small type and on very thin paper. These peculiar ballots were 
known by the suggestive name of “little jokers.” Barnes boasted 
that he smuggled seventy-three of these republican ballots into the 
box. After the democratic party came into power in Florida, Mr. 
Joseph Barnes came to the conclusion that they might not properly 
appreciate his “little jokes,” and he therefore wended his way to 
Washington to join the band of eivil-service reformers under Mr. 
Hayes. The humorous author of the “little jdkers” now smiles 
serenely in the Treasury Department on asalary of $1,000 per annum. 
He is supposed to be happy in the enjoyment of his salary and in the 

leasing reflection that he is one of the good “ jokes” that Mr. Hayes 
fos got off on the subject of civil-service reform. 

James Bell lived in Jefferson County, Florida. He seems to have 
been a er epee performer in the many-sided game of fraud that 
gave Florida and the Presidency to Mr. Hayes. Bell was an inspector 
of election at some precincts in that county. After the close of the 
election, the inspectors tied up the tickets in pac and laid them 
out on a counter. Bell abstracted one of the bundles from the pile 


pearance, con- 
taining one hundred republican ballots. Bell was entirely too good 


and slipped in its place another bundle of similar ap 


a subject of civil-service reform to escape the keen eye of its great 
expounder, and he found a dwelling-place in the Interior Department 
on a salary of $1,200 per annum. I could mention other instances in 
the State of Florida illustrative of the industry and attention to de- 
tails on the part of Mr. Hayes in his search of rare specimens with 
which to enrich his civil-service-reform cabinet of curiosities. But 
let these suffice. ; 

I now turn to the State of Louisiana, for so long the Canaan of the 
carpet-bagger and the paradise of thieves. Upon this chosen field 
the dashing cavalier of civil-service reform has gathered his greenest 
laurels and displayed his most wonderful achievements. 

Here the tree of civil-service reform, planted by his own hand, has 
taken deep root and thrown out its branches until its shadow covers 
the whole State. Here he has shown to an admiring world how a 
President determined to do his duty to his country can ignore the 
claims of party and appoint no one to office from personal favoritism 
and to reward no man for partisan services; here, too, he has demon- 
strated the fidelity with which he has observed the pledge made in 
his first annual message to make “thorough competency, efficiency, 
and character the decisive test in these matters,” and here he has 
challenged the be cart’ of all men ofall parties as they have witnessed 
the heroism with which he has grasped the helm and headed the old 
ship for the better and purer days, displaying a sublime and salubrious 
e that finds its only parallel in the boy that stood on the burn- 
ing deck. 

At the head of those whom the State of Louisiana has contributed to 
civil-service reform stands in ee the name of J. Madison 
Wells. The old man has a history that entitles him to the first place 
on this roll ofhonor. After Mr. Hayes was defeated for the Presidency 
the republican party leaned on the returning board of Louisiana for 
support, and the returning board leaned on Wells. He was equal to 
the emergency; he had it in his power te make or mar the fortunes 
of Mr. Hayes, to count him in or out, as he chose. He counted him in. 
Mr. Wells until recently held the office of surveyor of the port of New 
Orleans, at a salary of $3,500 per annum. His son, Alex. Wells, whom 
Mr. Hayes a short time since nominated for the position held by his 
father, occupied the place of special 3 surveyor at New Orleans 
at a salary of $2,500 per annum. S. S. Wells, another son of the old 
returning board chief, holds the position of inspector at New Orleans, 
for which he is paid $3 per day. R. R. Robinson, a son-in-law of J. 
Madison Wells, is a clerk in the custom-house at New Orleans, making 
in all between eight and nine thousand dollars per annum from the 
public crib to the Wells family. 

Thomas C. Anderson was the left bower of the returning board 
deck, He is special deputy collector of the port at New Orleans at 
a salary of $3,000 per annum. His son has a clerkship at a salary of 
$1,400 per annum. Benjamin Bleomfield, the father-in-law of Ander- 
son’s son, clerk and auditor, at a salary of $2,500 per annum. Geor 
S. Bloomfield, the brother-in-law of Anderson’s son, has a clerkship 
at $1,200 per annum, making a total of $8,100 which the Anderson 
family draw annually from the Treasury. 

Louis M. Kenner, a colored member of the returning board, is dep- 
uty naval officer at New Orleans on a salary of $2,500 per annum. 
Alexander Kenner, a brother of returning-board Kenner, has a clerk- 
ship with a salary of $1,600 per annum, and another brother receives 
$000 per annum, footing up $5,000 per annum to the Kenner family. 
Kenner being a gentleman of color, could not of course expect his 
family to be as well provided for as those of Wells aud Anderson. The 
Administration doubtless thought that a negro and his family opgik 
to be satisfied with five thousand dollars a year, and I suppose the 
are, as I have heard nocomplaints. About twenty-one thousand dol- 
lars per annum to these three members of the returning board and 
their families is a very comfortable sum to enjoy in hard times. 
But there was another republican member of that notorious return- 
ing board. In fact they were all republicans, as no democrat was 
wanted or allowed to do the work that the board had on hand. G. 
Casanave was the name of the other member. He was also a gentle- 
man of mixed colors. Inow beg leave to announce a fact which must 
strike every one familiar with Mr. Hayes's civil-service-reform ex- 
ploits as extraordinary and unaccountable. Casanave has neyer had 
an office under Hayes! How this happened I am at a loss to conjec- 
ture. He certainly never applied for one. His brother, Saint Felix 
Casanave, is United States storekeeper at New Orleans on a salary of 
$1,400 per annum. But there came atime when Rutherford B. Hayes 
and John Sherman heard the voice of Casanave crying for his reward, 
and they heeded it. After the returning board had counted Hayes in; 
after they had defied the order of the House of Representatives to 
produce the record of the fraudulent count, aided, abetted, encour- 
aged, and supported by the republican members of this House in their 
contumacious refusal to produce the papers containing their count 
and after they were released from their imprisonment here and went 
back to Louisiana, they were all four of them indicted in the courts 
of that State for their frandulent conduct as members of the board. 
They employed counsel to defend them at a su Sorte fee of $5,000. 
The sum of $1,875 seems to have been paid on this fee, but jadgment 


was obtained and execution was issued and placed in the hands of 
the sheriff for the balance, and it was levied on Casanave’s property. 
Wells, Anderson, and Kenner, though receiving salaries aggregating 
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F000 per annum, were law proof, and poor Casanave, with no office, 
ut with a little property subject to execution, was about to have 
his house sold over his head. Casanave came to Washington. He 
says the next day after his arrival in this city he called, in compan: 
with General Sypher, to see the President The President receiv 
him smifingly and graciously, but didn’t offer to relieve him; told 
him that he had nothing to do with it and that he ought to see An- 
derson, and he thought Anderson would settle it. But Casanave 
knew how much of it Anderson would be likely to settle. He then 
called on Mr. McCrary, Secretary of War. He says McCrary ex- 

ressed sympathy for him, but said he was a 57 man, only living on 

is salary, and if he had the money he would pay the whole amount 
of the judgment himself. Whether this was a hint by McCrary that 
Mr. Hayes, who was drawing a salary of $50,000 per annum, which of 
right belonged to another man, Casanave does not say. But gag As 
sympathy did not satisfy the execution which the sheriff at New Or- 
leans had levied on Casanave’s property. Casanave then went to 
see Shellabarger & Wilson, who it seems are the attorneys of Hayes, 
Sherman & Co. in their troubles. Sherman was at the time up in the 
State of Maine making speeches to aid the Maine republicans in their 
State election, thereby carrying ont Hayes’s civil-service order, which 
prohibited every officer of the Government, high and low, from taking 
part in elections. In the absence of Sherman, Shellabarger & Wil- 
son advised him to see Assistant Secretary of tie Treasury Hawley. 
To Hawley he went; Hawley referred him back to Shellabarger, and 
Shellabarger, on the promise of Hawley, assured Casanave that when 
Sherman got back from Maine the money would be raised. 
Hawley himself did not tell Casanave to await Sherman’s return and 
the money would be raised is not stated, but I suppose Hawley recog- 
nized it as a ticklish business and wanted to be able to say, if the 
matter ever got wind, that he had not compromised his chief by mak- 
ing Casanave any promise. He awaited Sherman’s return. What 
then took place I will ae in Casanave’s own words, as given in the 
interview with him published in the Boston Herald and copied from 
that paper by the Washington Post in its issue of August 20, 1879. 
He says: 

I waited and called on Mr. Sherman on his return, who received me very cor 
dially ; I stated my case to him and showed him the sheriff's writ. He answered 
that he knew mocking about it, and that he did not see why Anderson didn't settle 
this matter; but that the money ought to be raised, and that he would give me 
$100, which he attempted to e from his pocket, remarking at the same time, 


“Yon go and see some of the leading republicans and collect something from them.“ 
My reply to him was: “I have been to see the President and yo and I know 
no other leading republicans ; is that the best you can do for me Mr. Secretary? 
He answered: That is all I can do; Iam only here on a salary and I can't pay 
everything.” I then took my hat, as I did so, saying: I thank you sir; dint 
amount would not pay my traveling ee to Washington.“ Then I left his 
office, disappointed and depressed at the thought that I was going to be sacrificed 
and ruined, while others were being enriched in high offices into which they had 
climbed on the ladder I 1 to se Sp: I again sought the advice of Mr. Shella- 

In my excited feelings I said I would expose the whole matter of the re- 
turning-board proceedings and go home and pocket the loss. He advised me not 
to throw the handle after the pot, but write a letter, setting forth the facts in 
the case, and await results in the case. 


This last shot of Casanave went tothe center. Henceforth, whether 
he then realized it or not, he was master of the situation. The wily 
old lawyer saw at a glance it would never do to let Casanave leave 
his office in that frame of mind, hence he suggested to him to write 
a letter and await results for a few da: He wanted to placate and 
mollify Casanave, until he could interview his clients, Hayes and Sher- 
man, and inform them that in Casanave they held a wolf by the ears, 
and although it might be very fatiguing to hold him, it would be 
extremely dangerous to turn him loose in his present hungry condi- 
tion. The truth is it was a und-hog case with Casanave. Casa- 
nave wrote the letter to Mr. Hayes and sent a copy of it to Sherman. 
Without the slightest fear of being mistaken, I venture the assertion 
that no such letter was ever before addressed to an American Presi- 
dent, and to the honor of our country be it said, that no man has ever 
before held that exalted position to whom such a letter could have 
been addressed without meeting the well-merited response of silent 
contempt. No President, except the great expounder of civil-service 
reform, has ever found himself so environed with thieves and scoun- 
drels that he could not tear such a missile to ribbons and throw the 
fragments in the face of the rascal that dared to write it. But fraud, 
like misery, makes strange bedfellows. At the risk of being tedious, 
I will read the extraordinary production : 

"WASHINGTON, D. C., August 7, 1879. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I have the honor to invite your attention to the follewing facts, 
upon which I 5 solicit such relief as you may be able to offer me: In 
1572 I was elected 2 tate senate of Louisiana a member of the returning board 
of that State. I did not desire or solicit the office, and I accepted it with great 
reluctance. In 1876 the grave and responsible duty of determining the result of the 
election for President of the United States devolved upon that board. Its deliber- 
ations were watched with profound solicitude by the whole country, while the 
leaders of two great political parties hovered around it, awaiting tho result of 
its deliberations with that intense anxiety only known to expeetants of the spoils 
of public office. The board found for the republicans, and the democrats, dis- 
appointed and bre siti at once eee criminal proceedings against its 
members. Counsel were employed to defend at a stipulated fee of $5,000, which 
Mr. T. C. Anderson assured me would be paid out of funds to be sent from Wash- 
ington, At the conclusion of the prosecution counsel demanded their fee, which 
not id, they instituted suit, and aftera hearing in court, obtained jud nt 
against all the members of the board. A writ of ~ Peg (copy herewith inclosed) 
was issued, directing the sheriff to seize and sell sufficient property of the defend- 
ants to satisfy the judgment of $5,000, less $1,875. The sheriff, fin no property 

g to Anderson, Wells, and Kenner, seized my property, and now holds the 
same subject to sale under his writ. 


con A 
tity with the board. Messrs. Anderson, Wells, and Kenner, the other three mem- 
bers, and their numerous family connections are enjoying lucrative positions in the 
1 eee ted for the cost of the criminal 

protes mulo ‘or the cosi e proceedings against 
the returning board while others enjoy the honor and emoluments resulting from 
its decision. Itis neither just nor honorable to impose this heavy burden upon me. 
It would be more becoming tho beneficiaries of our acts to discharge these debts. 

Upon my arrival in W; two weeks ago I was assured, u the promise 
of Resistant Secretary Hawley, that the amount required to the judgment 
would be raised as soon as the Secretary returned. 

I called upon Mr. Sherman yesterday and he proffered me a contribution of $160 
as the only relief he could offer me, which I was compelled to decline out of — 
for the t finance minister of our Government. I expect to take my depa: 
for siana in a few days, and if any arrangement can be made of this matter to 
offer me relief, to which, under these circumstances, I believe I am justly and hon- 
orably entitled, I will be under obligations to those through whose influence it may 
be accomplished. 


Lam, very respectfully, 


G. CASANAVE. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., August 7, 1879. 

Dear SIR: I herewith inclose you a copy of an unofficial letter addressed to the 
Prat tfull; 

e res) ' 
Sinead y G. CASANAVE. 

Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

He reminds the President that he had always assumed his full share 
of the responsibility for the acts of the returning board, but had 
never enjoyed “ any of the fruits resulting from its findings.” Fruits 
resulting from its ars ” is good—excellent. It conldnot have been 
more genteelly put. “My share of the swag” would have expressed 
the idea as well, but it would perhaps have jarred upon the Presi- 
dent’s civil-service-reform sensibilities, and I presume that Casanave 
did not desire to offend. It was a delicate point and, on the whole, I 
rather admire the considerate mildness with which he drew it. He 
reminds the President that he is poor and that he has never done any- 
thing for him, while Wells, Anderson, and Kenner, his pals, like the 
fat kine seen in Pharoah’s dream, are wading up to their knees in the 
fertile clover-fields of executive patronage. 

I protest— 

Says Casanave, warming with his subject 
against being muleted for the costs of the criminal proceedings the return- 
ing board while others enjoy the honor and emoluments resulting from its decision. 
It is neither just nor honorable to im this heavy burden upon me. It would 
be more becoming the beneficiaries of our acts to those debts. 

“The beneficiaries of our acts” is also good—admirable. ‘The ne- 
ceiversof the stolen goodsshould not turn their backs upon the thieves ” 
would perhaps have conveyed to the President as clear a perception 
of the meaning of Casanave, but he seems not to have lost sight in 
any part of his letter of Mr. Hayes’s refined civil-service-reform ideas. 
And it must be confessed that there was some force in the logic of 
this disinherited member of the returning board. My sympathies 
are with him. He then tells the President that he called on Mr. 
Sherman and he only offered him $100, “ which,” continues Casana ve, 
was compelled to decline out of respect for the great finance min- 
ister of the Government.” Theideaof Mr. Sherman playing the réle 
of a poor man, living on his salary, seemed to Casanave, to use a 
common but expressive phrase, rather thin. He let McCrary off on 
that plea, but when Sherman put it in, he filed a demurrer. He 
then gives the President to understand that he will leave for Louis- 
jana in afew days and what is done for him he wishes done speedily. 
There was no mistaking this letter; it meant business, and it was so 
accepted by the parties to whom it was addressed. Casanave says 
that in a few hours after the letter was delivered, he was informed 
that $500 had been sent to reg 0 at New Orleans to be applied to 
the payment of the judgment. The next day he was told that $500 
more had been sent to be credited on the judgment. This latter he 
ascertained to be incorrect. On the 12th he received a telegram that 
his property had been advertised and would be sold on the 16th un- 
less e e done. Time was important. He again called on 
Shellabarger & Wilson and requested them to see Sherman and get 
a definite answer. In a few hours thereafter Shellabarger handed 
him the following telegram, which Casanave says he sent at his own 
expense: 

p WAsHINGTON, D. C., August 13, 1879. 
E. Sip CULLOM, 


Orleans, Louisiana, Exchange alley, near Custom House street: 
Should we send one thousand more on returning-board judgment, will you give 
reasonable time for balance ? 
SHELLABARGER & WILSON. 
To which the following was a reply: 


NEW ORLEANS, LA., August 13, 1879. 
Messrs. re “ae & WILSON, 


‘ashington, District of Columbia: 
If gon ae ue $250 Beaty making 72 say hor gt and Casata Sa give 
t pose roperty, wi anual > 
ee eiir > TE E. NORTH CULLOM. 
Cullom was the party who had the judgment against Casanave 
and was about to sell his pro , Five hundred, it will be remem- 
bered, had been contributed by Sherman and had been already sent. 
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Hayes had contributed one thousand, sending the same to Shellabar- 
s office by Webb Hayes; but subsequently Webb Hayes returned 
fo the office of Mr. Shellabarger, and said that his father wanted the 
thousand dollars returned, as a detective had informed his father 
that there was collusion and fraud between Casanave and the New 
Orleans attorney. On Casanave being informed of this his virtuous 
indignation was aroused at the idea of Hayes accusing him of fraud. 
The source from which the charge originated seemed to make Casa- 
nave as indignant as the charge itself. He went to see the Presi- 

dent, being provided by Mr. Shellabarger with the following nete: 
I recommend Casanave to call on the President to give him an opportunity to 
to Casanave about the fraud that the detective spoke about, provided the 

nt so desires. 88 
Armed with this missive from Shellabarger, Casanave went to the 
White House to interview the President, but he was reported not in, 
and Casanave failed to see him. Mr. Shellabarger then asked again 
to see the telegram Casana ve had received in regard to the sale of his 
property. On the back of this telegram Judge Shellabarger wrote 
the following to John Sherman and requested Casanave to take it to 

him, which he did: 


My DEAR SECRETARY: The $500 you sent to me I have bent to Badger. I still 
“hold ee A ,000 sent me by the President. He reports collusion and fraud. What 


SAML. SHELLABARGER. 


Sherman replied, requesting Shellabarger to investigate the charge 
of collusion and fraud, and on doing so Shellabarger found that the 
fee charged the returning-board members was a reasonable one, and 
that the debt against them was bona fide, and there was no collusion 
or fraud in the matter, In the mean time other tel had been 
sent to Cullom oe aprene that he hold up execution on the payment 
of the $500, (which Sherman had contributed, and the $1,000 which 
Mr. Hayes had sent but afterward attempted to get back,) but Cul- 
lom was firm; he insisted on $250 additional. Shellabarger saw Sher- 
man and he handed over $250, making $750 contributed by him, which 
added to the $1,000 contributed by Mr. Hayes made $1,750, the amount 
demanded by Cullom before he would agree to an extension of time 
on the balance. This matter being arranged further proceedings 
were suspended. Casanave was relieved for the present, and returned 
to New Orleans, saying that he had a “ document” in his possession 
which would bring the Administration to time if they endeavored to 
shirk the payment of the balance of the $5,000. Whether Mr. Hayes 
became alarmed after sending his son to Shellabarger with $1,000 
lest the matter should be made public, and therefore wished to get 
the money back, or whether the story of the detective was a real 
one, I am sure I do not know; but I think the most probable solu- 
tion of Webb’s effort to regain possession of the $1,000 contributed 
by his father arose from the fact that on reflection the old man saw 
that Casanave had violated that portion of his civil-service order 
which prohibited assessments for political p „and accordin 
to this order Casanave had clearly no right to levy this assessmen 
of a thousand dollars on him. But it was too late—$1,000 of Tilden’s 

went toward the payment of the returning-board judgment, 
soo that much of it is lost to Rutherford B. 12 yes and his heirs 

rever. i : 

Think of Washington, Jefferson, Adams, Madison, Jackson, or any 
of the illustrious men who have filled the presidential chair, being 
placed in a position where a man who had committed a fraud to 
count them into office could boldly approach the White House and 
demand of them money for services rendered in such a cause, The 
bare suggestion is an insult to the memories of those illustrious men, 
which every honest man with the instincts of an American citizen 
feels like resenting with indignation. Yet Casanave made this de- 
mand of Mr. Hayes as compensation for his services as a member of 
the notorious returning board of Louisiana, and Mr. Hayes contrib- 
uted $1,000 to relieve Casanave's necessities. Why should he have 
done so? It will not do to say that it was is ag act of charity 
prompted by goodness of heart on the part of Mr. Hayes to relieve 
a friend in distress. I suppose there were hundreds, ay, thousands 
of men in the United States who voted for Mr. Hayes against whose 

perty executions have been pending since his inauguration. To 

w many such unfortunate friends has he contributed money in 
their distress? When Casanave first went to him he refused to do 
anything. When Casanave first went to John Sherman he proffered 
a hundred dollars, and said he was a poor man, and it was all he could 
do. But when Casanave threatened exposure and demanded his re- 
ward the money was forthcoming. The act s for itself. No 
comment within the bounds of propriety could do the subject justice. 
Let the American le look on and make their own comment upon 
the acts of the man who fills the place that Washington once filled, 
and upon the party who is responsible to the country for having 

laced him there. But the beauties of civil-service reform, as illus- 


ted in the State of Louis are by no means confined to the mem- 
bers of the returning board. m J. Madison Wells down to the 
most insi cant liar that furnished bis mite of perjury in an affi- 


davit, or the most obscure rascal that brought his contribution of 
in the shape of false returns, rewards in the way of Federal 

ap tments have been bestowed with a lavish hand. 
. J, Campbell, as the head of the affidavit factory that 
‘was set up during the count in the custom-house at New Orleans, 


when perjury was served out in quantities to supply the demand, was 
made United States district attorney for Wyoming. Nearly all the 
electors on the Hayes and Wheeler ticket found their services recog- 
nized by Hayes and his party in lucrative and comfortable appoint- 
ments. The following is a partial list of the less conspicugus agents 
who figured in the fraudulent count. It is taken from the report of 
the Potter investigating committee, and shows with what care and 
industry Mr. Hayes provided for even the humblest man that took 
part in the scheme of fraud by which he holds his seat as President. 


Supervisors and persons connected with the election. 


Former office. Federal office. 
James P. McArdle. ....| State registrar's clerk. -| Custom-house. 
Michael Hahn .........| State registrar -| Superintendent of mint. 
M. J. Grady +| Supervisor at Ouachita. Deputy collector, ini 


j revenue, 
John H. Dinkgrave.... 


Manager at Ouachita....... Legislature, 
H. C. Atwood Ma r at Ouachita....... United States marshal. 
W. R. Hardy .| District attorney p Inspector, custem-house. 
-| Sheriff of East Feliciana. . Custom-house. 
-| She of East Feliciana. .. Custom-honse. 
Supervisor of East Feliciana. Consul, Funchal. 
A. II. -| Supervisor at De Soto Custom-house, 
M. H. T Supervisor at Claibor ne Consul, Kingston. 
J. E. Su sor at Rapides ...... Post- office. 
Supervisor at St. Tammany.| Post-office. 
A pec ag manager, Grant 17555 collector, New Or- 
eans. 
A, J. rien 220.0. Republican manager, second | Inspector, custom-house. 
ward, New Orleans. 
Patrick Creagh ........ Republican manager, third | Chief laborer. 
ward, New Orleans. 
R. C. Howard Republican manager, fourth | Clerk, oustom- house. 
ward, New Orleans. 
J. C. Pinckler.......... Republican manager, fifth | Clerk, castom-house. 
ward, New Orleans. 
W. J. Moore -| Republican manager, sev- | Clerk, castom-honse. 
enth ward, New Orleans. 
Thomas Leon Republican manager, eighth | Clerk, custom-honse, 
ward, New Orleans. 
H. C. Bartlett. Republican manager, ninth | Clerk, custom house. 
ward, New Orleans. 
T. H. Rowan........... Republican manager, Clerk, custom-house. 
ward, New Orleans. 
A. W. Kempton........ Commissioner, eleventh | Boatman, custom-house. 
ward, New Orleans. 
L. Backus............. Manager, eleventh ward, | Police, custom-house. 
New Orleans. 
Napoleon Underwood.. ie aide twelfth ward, | Inspector, custom-house. 
‘ew Orleans, 
P. J. Maloney Supervisor, fourteenth | Custom-house. 
ward, New Orleans. 
W.F. Loan..... -| Supervisor, fifteenth ward, | Chief of police. 


ew Orleans. 


Look upon these facts and read this list. Then reread Mr, Hayes’s 
lofty professions of civil-service reform as embodied in his letter of 
acceptance, his inaugural address, his first and last annual message, 
his civil-service order and the 1 e 2 thereunder. Can any posi- 
tion however exalted, can any charity however multitudinous in its 
capacity to cover sins, rescue one capable of Popo and such 
performances from the contempt of every American citizen with vir- 
tue enough to admire an honest man and sufficient candor to despise 
a hypocrite? 

ut the visiting statesmen who went to Louisiana to assist in the 
fraud were not forgotten by the beneficiary of their labors when he 
had grasped the prize of the Presidency. John Sherman dared not 
deny under oath that he gave to Weber and Anderson, in New Or- 
leans, while the connt was going on, a written promise if they would 
stand firm he would pledge Mr. Hayes to make such provision for 
them as would enable them to leave the State. Anderson and Weber 
were the supervisors of East and West Feliciana, respectively. False 
rotests, with their names affixed, were on file with the returning 
ard. They gave symptoms of disavowing and repudiating those 
protests. At this juncture Anderson says he and Weber had an inter- 
view with John Sherman. Sherman assured them if they would let 
the thing stand as if was they should be amply provided for. This 
seemed to satisfy them for the time, but on reflection they coneluded 
they ought to have something from Mr. Sherman in writing, and they 

ad d him the following note: 

New ORLEANS, November 20, 1876. 

Str: We have carefully considered the arguments advanced by you in our inter- 
view. Your assnrance that we shall be taken care of is scarcely specific enough. 
In case we pursue the course suggested by you we'would be obliged to leave the 
State. wil. you, therefore, state in writing who we shall look to for the fulfillment 
of those promises. 

Respectfully, 
D. A. WEBER, 
JAMES E. ANDERSON. 

Hon. JOHN SHERMAN. 


To this letter the following was received by Anderson and Weber 
in reply: 
By New ORLEANS, November 20, 1876. 
GENTLEMEN: Your note of even date bas just been received, Neither Mr. 
Hayes, myself, the gentlemen who 93 me, or the country at large can ever 
forget the obligation under which you will bavo placed us should you stand firm 
in the tion you haye taken. From a long and intimate acquaintance with Gov: 
e, an 


ernor Hayes I am justified in assnming the responsibility for promises 
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tee that you shall be provided for as soon after the 4th of March as may 
be practicable, and in such manner as will enable you both to leave Louisiana 
should you deem it necessary. 
JOHN SHERMAN. 


Messrs. D. A. WEBER and J. E. ANDERSON. 


Mr. Anderson peo the above, which purported to be u copy of 
the original, before the Potter committee; objection was made by 
the republican members of the committee to its being received as 
evidence. It was determined not to give the document ee 
until the appearance of Mr. Sherman before the committee. The fol- 
lowing tel m was sent to him at the Treasury Department by the 
chairman of the committee: 

: rting to be a copy of a letter written by you to D. A. Weber 
. tae been pounded before the co i ttee, and the com- 
mittee has suspended the reading of it until yon can have an opportunity to come 
here, forthwith, see the paper, and state whether it bea copy of any letter written 
by you, if you so desire to do. 

In response to this telegram Mr, Sherman made his e be- 
fore the committee, when the following proceedings took place: 
AFTERNOON SESSION, 


On the reassembling of the committee, (at 1.30 o'clock, p. m.) John Sherman, Sec- 
and announced that he had come in response to 


a telegram received from the committee, which he handed to the chairman. 
Sie io eri (addressing Secretary Sherman.) Do you desire to be sworn as 
matter . 
Secretary SHERMAN. Certainly. 
The Cuarman. Will 4 be sworn now, sirt 
Secretary SHERMAN. „Sir. 


Joux SHERMAN (Secre! of the Treasury) sworn and examined. 

The CHAIRMAN, (addressing the witness.) James E. Anderson, the witness tes- 
tifying before the committuethis morning, stated that he had received from the 
hands of D. A. Weber a 5 bo ed by you, of which that which 
I now show you is a copy. ill you state to the committee whether you ever 
ithe wir b 8 e inspection of th handed to him, th bein 

e Wrrxrss, [after an inspection of the paper e same 
subsequently marked “ Ex, D.“ ] I can only say this, that I believe, upon my teen: 
sibility and the oath I have taken, that I never wrote such a letter. I have no 
recollection of ever writing such a letter. If this letter was written, it must have 
been, if I am not mistaken about the dates, on the day when the returning officers 
first convened to open the returns. I think it was on the 20th. This purports to 
be dated on the 20th. At that time I knew but little about the transaction; the 
papers had not been opened. I do not believe I ever wrote ends At the 
same time there are things in this letter that I would have written to these or an 
other men who were engaged in the performance of what I believed to be 
duty, if I had been asked; but I do not believe I wrote that letter. 

After some time, (the witness having apparently concluded his statement,) 

The CHAIRMAN said: That is all for the present, Mr. Secretary. 

The Wirxxss. If you want me any further, gentlemen, I will come back at any 
time you desire. 

During the time the committee were discussing the question as to 
the admissibility of the copy of the Sherman letter, and before the 
telegram was sent to Sherman, the following colloquy took place 
between two gentlemen of the committee, Mr. MCMAHON, democrat, 
and Mr. REED, republican: * 

In the course of the discussion, Mr. REED asked Mr. McManon whether it was 
taken for pane that the original letter was not in existence. 

Mr. Mc. ON. Not so far as we know. 

Mr. REED. Have you any better evidence of it than this; any other copy? 

Mr. McManon. No, sir; no other copy that was made at the time. 

Mr. Hiscock. The other copies are simply copies made from this one? 

Mr. McManox, Simply made from this one. I have no other contemporaneous 


es. 
I. Reep. Is there any photo hic of the original? 
Mr. McManox. If Gack, I 5 no og abona it. 
* a Then I understand you that is the only copy that will be pro- 
Mr. McManon. I am not going to tell thin, 
Mr. RERED. My understanding of yeas noawer ia that’ there is no other copy to 


be 1 
i „ I have simply said that, so far as my knowledge extends, there 

Mr. Rxxb. You do not know of any such 

Mr. McManow. Iam not on the stand. I 
of the letter. 

Mr. REED. Have you heard of one? 

Mr. McManon. 9 I think that Mr. Sherman had better take the re- 
sponsibility of answering that question. 

The anxiety of Mr. Sherman’s friends to ascertain whether the 
democratic members of the committee had in their possession the 
original or a photograph copy, by either of which they would be able 
to confront Sherman’s denial with the evidence of his own hand- 
writing, was most manifest. But they were left in doubt upon this 
subject, and under this fearful uncertainty Mr. Sherman took the 
stand. If he denied positively ever having written such a letter the 
original, or at least its p in the shape of a photographic copy 
bearing the fac-simile of his handwriting, might rise then and there 
to confront him. The situation had no terrors for an honest or an 
innocent man, but for a guilty man it. bristled with danger. Mr. 
Sherman met the question propounded as no frank, innocent man 
would have met it, and took the only possible avenue of escape that 
a shrewd guilty man could have taken. The substance of his reply 
may be embraced in a few words—“I don’t think I wrote the letter, 
but I would have had no hesitation in saying to Weber and Anderson 
what the letter contains.” Don't think he wrote it! An honest man 
ought always to be able to know whether he has been guilty of a cor- 
rupt act. The doubt in his own mind upon such a subject is evi- 
dence to every one else that he was capable of performing the act. 
Nothing but the fear that the committee had or might obtain con- 
clusive evidence of his guilt would ever have forced Mr. Sherman to 
defend in advance the propriety and morality of such a letter. 


per, by hearsay or otherwise? 
ve never seen a photographic copy 


Plainly it was nothing more tkan a proposition to two rascals, if they 
would commit an act which might render it necessary for them to 


fly from a State whose people they had outraged, they should be 

taken care of and protected amply outside of the State. Mr. Sher- 

man sees nothing wrong in this. He would have told any men this, 

he says, who were engaged in doing their duty. An honest man 

455 not require, and no honest man will accept, a bribe to do his 
uty. 

He could not offer such a bribe without believing the men corrupt 
to whom he offered it, and they could not accept it in remuneration 
for official acts without demonstrating their corruption. Mr. Sher- 
man may think there is nothing wrong in offering a bribe to election 
officers in a State to do a certain thing. This may be visiting-states- 
man morality, but outside of that extraordinary band of political 
wanderers such a transaction would be stamped, by universal con- 
sent, as corrupt and disreputable. That he wrote the letter I have. 
not the slightest doubt; that he was capable of writing‘it his own 
words leave no man any room to doubt. Mr, Hayes, of course, in his 
labors to establish civil-service reform, could not overlook such serv- 
ices as these. Mr. Sherman was made Secretary of the Treasury,, 
and isa 1 candidate of the republican party for the Presi- 
dency. I do not desire to obtrude my advice upon them, but in my 
opinion, if they intend to carry out the peculiar notions of civil-serv- 
ice reform entertained by that party, they can find no one among 
their distinguished leaders upon whose shoulders the mantle of Ruth- 
erford B. Hayes could more appropriately fall. Edward W. Stough- 
ton was another one of the visiting statesmen who went to Louisiana. 
Anderson says that Stoughton was in Morean’s restaurant on Canal 
street when he and Weber went in there to see Sherman. Anderson 
describes Stoughton as “a gentleman with a remarkable head of 
white hair. That is all I remember about him,” he says. Perhaps the 
impression made on Anderson by Stoughton does not differ so widely 
from that made on a good many others. But that was not all that 
Hayes “remembered” about Stoughton. He remembered to make 
him minister to Russia on a salary of $17,500 per annum. Other visit- 
ing statesmen put in their work in Louisiana, and afterward received 
their reward from Mr. Hayes, but I do not care to further particu- 
larize on this part of the subject. But there is one other Louisiana 
specimen which I must not omit to mention, perhaps not ecli in 
brilliancy by any civil-service achievement in that State. ILallude to. 
the case of S. B. Packard. Pack as is well known, was a candi- 
date for governor of Lonisiana in 1576. He received just 2,366 more 
votes in the State than were cast for the Hayes electors. But Hayes 
was counted in, and Packard was coun out. Packard and hi 
friends claimed that if Hayes had carried the State, a fortiori Packard. 
had, and they insisted that any decision that would oust Packard 
would impeach the validity of Hayes’s title. 

No man can deny this logie or refute it. It required under the cir- 
cumstances an amount of cheek rarely met with even in the broad 
domain of brazen effrontery to play the réle which Mr. Hayes found 
himself under the necessity of assuming. He soon proved to those: 
who thought him incapable of playing the part that they did not 
know him. He had seen how the new order instituted by Grant had 
worked, and he resolved to try some visiting statesmen on Packard. 
The aptness with which he caught and appropriated this Grant idea 
does great credit to his shrewdness. Hayes knew that Packard had 
not been elected governor as well as he knew that he had himself 
failed to carry the State. Grant, just before the sun of his adminis- 
tration went down, (let us hope never to rise again,) had said that 
public opinion would not longer tolerate the propping of poe fate. J 

vernment by United States bayonets; and before his term expi 

ə issued an order for the removal of the troops from Louisiank. By 
their own rottenness such governments had pier. and fallen in all 
the Southern States except Louisiana and South Carolina. Hayes. 
was too well aware of the defect in his title and of the temper of the 
American people at that time to attempt to force Packard upon Lou- 
isiana as the governor of that State. He organized a returning board 
on Packard and counted him out. But this count was an honest one, 
and the gentlemen engaged init arrived at the trath. Packard was. 
of course indignant, but he was powerless. He had to submit, His. 
lacerated feelings found a balm in a fat office which Hayes held out 
to him and which he topk. He was appointed consul to Liverpool 
on a salary of $6,000 per annum. Oh, civil-service reform, thy ways 
are mysterious and past finding out! 

But this is perhaps the true solution of Mr. Hayes’s extraordinary 
crookedness on the subject of civil-service reform. He knew that he 
was inaugurated amid the smothered indignation and execrations of a 
wronged people, although for the sake of peace they stood by with 
unlifted hands and beheld the e outrage a their rights- 

rpetrated. Like all guilty men, he felt nervous and timoroas, He 

new that his title to the Presidency was immersed in fraud, and he 
feared that a full exposureof the crimes by which he had been seated 
might lead to the discovery of some methods by which the disgrace- 
ful decision under which he claimed would be reversed. There is no 
doubt that he felt great anxiety upon this subject. The perplexities 
of the situation suggested two things: First, to propitiate the people 
who had been robbed; or, failing in that, to make such terms with. 
the robbers as to disincline them to disclose the means by which the 
great felony was committed. Hence with one hand he scattered. 
promises of reform broadcast over the country and with the other 
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‘distributed offices among the rascals that had committed the crime. 
Therefore, when this House ordered an investigation into the means 
by which the great fraud was consummated, the committee o 

with that duty found the witnesses most conversant with the facts 
bai ensconced in lucrative Government positions. They had been 
artfully bribed by a judicious distribution of executive patonage 
before they were called to testify. The difficulties that surrounded the 
investigation are thus tersely and truthfully stated by the majority 
of the committee in their report: 


POWER OF PATRONAGE TO CONCBAL WRONG. 


On the other hand, the power of an administration with the absolute disposal of 
-one hundred and ten thousand offices, some of whose members are most interested 
in of them so as to sustain themselves and their action, is enormous, as 
has been felt at every, step of the investigation. 

There is no form of éontinuing influence equal for convenience and control to that 
of an office. If a man be bri by a sum down he may lose it or waste it, and then 


the control if gave over him will be gone. But in an office which he holds at the 


leasure of the person who appoin him he is under continuing control. 
-hois compliant and serviceable he receives a 7 but when ho fails in either 
regard, or confesses where he might have kept silent, his supplies are cut off and 
he is turned out on the world without means and without character, ruined by his 
confession of the truth. 


Patronage has, besides this, the further advantage that it affords the possibility 


of ascribing its bestowment to just canses, so that while bei used for the most 
reprehensible p the motives of its use may be concealed. 

tis the history of all state conspiracies that if the a succeed the means 

so are rarely disclosed or published while their party remains in 


How fully the Administration has profited by these examples, and how i 

ately it has used the Federal A ses alike to reward and keep under control 
re who participated in the dsot 1876, and to retain witnesses in its interest, 
Will appear. 

But not alone to Louisiana and Florida, whose electoral votes gave 
the Presidency to Mr. Hayes, has he confined his exploits in reform- 
ing the civil service. Among the many imposing monuments that 
rise under his busy hand to Paid pore his extraordinary devotion 
to civil-service reform, not the least conspicuous is the one he has 
recently erected in the State of New York. The President and his 
Secretary of the Treasury announced to Con and the country 
that the good of the public service required the removal from office 
of C. A. Arthur, collector, and A. B. Cornell, naval officer, at the port 
of New York. They set about to procure the removal of these officers, 
who although they had in some way incurred the displeasure of the 
President and Secretary of the Treasury, had a firm friend in the dis- 
tinguished republican Senator from New York, [Mr. CONKLING.] The 
war between the Administration and the lofty and lordly Senator be- 
came very warm. The Senator, it is said, took no pains to conceal 
his contempt of Mr. Hayes, and did not mince his words in his fierce 
denunciation of that mischievous and meddlesome functionary who 
dared to interfere with his affairs in the State of New York. - 
tary Sherman, in two lengthy communications, the one addressed to 
the President of the Senate and the other to the President of the 
United States, dated, respectively, January 15 and January 31, 1879, 
had shown that the honest and efficient administration of affairs in 
the New York custom-house demanded that Arthur and Cornell should 
be removed and others appointed in their stead. Ina 8 to the 
Senate of the United States, of the date of January 31, 1879, Mr. 
Hayes uses this language in reference to the removal of Arthur and 
Dare and the confirmation of the nominations he had made to suc- 

em: 


The officers suspended by me are and for several years have been en 
ve ent of the 


gaged in the 

managem: rty politics of the city and State of New 

o duties of the offices held by them have been regarded as of subordinate 
n work. eir offices have been conducted as part of 
under their control. They have made the custom-house a 


partisan tical eg rae 

‘The custom-house should be a business office. It should be conducted on busi- 
ness principles. General James, the postmaster of New York City, writing on this 
subject, says: The post-office is a business institution and should be run as such. 
It is my deliberate judgment that I and my subordinates can do more for the party 
of our choice by giving the people of this city a good and efficient postal service, 

by controlling primaries or dictating nominations.” 

The New York custom-house should be placed on the same footing with the New 
York post-office. But under the suspended officers the custom-house would be one 
of the principal political agencies in the State of New York. To change this, they 
profess to believe, would be, in the language of Mr. Cornell in his response, “to 
-surrender their personal and political rights.” 

Convinced that the people of New York and of the country generally wish the 
New York custom-house to be administered solely with a view to the public in- 
‘erest, it is my purpose to do all in my power to introduce into this great office the 

forms which the ponny desires. 

With my information of the facts in the case and with a deep sense of the re- 
sponsible obligation imposed upon me by the Constitution to “take care that the 
laws be faithfully executed,” I regard it as my plain — 9 5 to suspend the officers 
in question and to make the ations now before the in order that this 

important office may be honestly and efficiently administered. 
R. B. HAYES. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 31, 1879. 


The President tells the Senate that, with a deep sense of the obli- 
gation im on him by the Constitution to see the laws faithfully 
executed, he regarded it as his plain duty to suspend Arthur and Cor- 
nell and to make the nominations then pending before the Senate for 
confirmation; and why? In his own language, In order that this im- 
porani office may be honestly and efficiently administered.” According 

this Arthur and Cornell had not administered their offices honestly, 
and the President wished men to take their places who would so admin- 
ister them. Of course a democratic Senate could not take the respon- 
sibility of retaining in office men upon whom a republican President 
had put the brand of dishonesty, and Mr. Hayes’s nominations were 


confirmed and Arthur and Cornell were compelled to retire. The 
administration scored a victory in the long and bitter war between 
it and the Senator from New York. The White House was wreathed 
in smiles. An extra quantity of lemonade was ordered and the Cabi- 
net drank the health of their victorious chief, who, with the scalp of 
CONKLING, as he supposed, dangling from his wampum belt, strutted 
around the council board, „ trieks before high heaven 
as he is in the habit of doing. He felt that civil-service reform had 
triumphed, and ho was happy. But his exultation was of brief dura- 
tion. CONKLING’S picket-line was driven in, but he had only fallen 
back upon his reserves. Returning to New York, he summoned his 
clans. Cornell, whom Hayes and Sherman had turned ont of office 
on the alleged ground that it was not honestly administered, was 
taken up by the republican party of New York and nominated for 
governor, us did New York’s unconquered Senator fling defiance 
and contempt into the very face of the administration. How was 
the insulting challenge received? There was then witnessed a scene 
of abject humiliation and self-abasement on the part of the adminis- 
tration destined to stand, it is fondly hoped and believed, without a 
parana) in our history. William M. Evarts, Mr. Hayes’s Secretary of 

tate, and who is supposed to have great influence with the more 
respectable element of the republican party in New York, went to 
that State to persuade the people that the man Hayes had turned out 
of office for a dishonest administration of it ought to be supported 
for governor by the honest men of that State. 

John Sherman, the Secretary of the Treasury, also went to New 
York to make speeches for Cornell and to give him a good character. 
When asked by a voter in his audience how he could advise honest 
men to support a man for ers of a great State whom he had 
caused to be removed for official misconduct, he had the audacity to 
state, in the face of his own letters and the message of the President, 
that Cornell was not removed on account of anything affecting his 
official integrity. Mr. Hayes stated in such a manner as to get it into 
the newspapers that if he were in New York he would support Cor- 
nell for governor. 

The triumph of CONKLING left nothing to be desired, even by that 
haughty and imperious despiser of Hayes. Achilles, with the dead 
body of Hector lashed to his victorious chariot, would fitly represent 
the scene, but for the inability of the Administration to sustain the 
character of Hector. Cornell hi must have felt a touch of pity 
and forgiveness when he beheld the debasement and abject humilia- 
Wb unis eae, Hayes iquared a garded, and unblusbing! 

ot only has Mr. Hayes igno isre; and unblushingly vio- 
lated all his promises sande batoes and 15 inauguration es ‘ 
to the character of men to be appointed to office and the rules by 
which he would be governed in making the same, but he has surren- 
dered every civil-service-reform principlé announced by him when the 
success of his party and the requirements of its stalwart leaders de- 
manded it to one. His celebrated civil-service order was an 
infant of feeble ype atits birth. It struggled only for a moment 
in the arms of its fond father and was then laid away in its little 
grave to rest. That order expressly forbade any officer of the Govern- 
ment to take part in the management of any caucuses, conventions, 
or election campaigns, and it was expressly stated that the order 
applied to every department of the service—no exceptions—every 
officer, high and low, was prohibited from engaging in such work. 
Yet in every political campaign since that order was issued members 
of the Cabinet have openly and notoriously engaged in election cam- 
In his last annual m Mr. Hayes undertakes to justify 
the action of himself and members of his Cabinet in traveling over 
the country to deliver partisan harangues in utter contempt and ob- 
livion of his civil-service order. If the following awkward and not 
very perspicuous extract from his message is not intended as an apol- 
ogy for their conduct I am at a loss to understand its meaning: 


When the lo have approved a policy at a national election, confidence on the 
ected, and of the advisers who, in accordance with 


plain i before the peopl: Jl as ill te its 
t before the e, as well as illustra’ 8 
Paicial duties. 0 


Now, it is a notorious fact that members of Mr. Hayes’s Cabinet 
and Mr. Hayes himself during the last election in Ohio went to that 
State and made political speeches in order that the influence of their 
position might be thrown in aid of Foster’s election and in securing 
the State to the republican party. These campaign speeches are 
called explaining the policy of the Administration to the people, in 
order that they may have confidence in those they have selected to 
carry that policy out. This, Mr. Hayes says, is eminently proper. 
Why a heated political campaign is chosen as the time and occasion 
for explaining this policy to the people and invoking their confidence 
does not pppoar very clear to any one, except, perhaps, to Mr. Hayes 
himself. I would suggest to him that if he and his Cabinet wish to 
make public speeches in order to explain their policy to the people, 
it would be better not to select the noise and confusion of a fierce 

arty conflict in the midst of which to make their explanations. 
en a close and doubtful contest is raging between their party and 
their an nists, the President and his Cabinet, in going to a State 
where such contest is raging to make their speeches, m gat be sus- 
pected more of a desire to help their party than to explain their policy 


tothe people. They cannot obtain the confidence of the people under 
false pretenses. But there is one portion of this civil-service order 


- 1880. 


that promised to be very troublesome to the republican party, if it 
meant what it said and its author had any bona jide intention of car- 
rying it ont—and that is the portion which forbids assessments being 
made for political purposes on officers and employés of the Govern- 


ment. It is a notorious fact that the republican pariy for years have 
derived a large portion of their ee funds by levying a tax on 
the poor and defenseless clerks and employés in the Departments and 


elsewhere. To stop the ict pas from this source was a very embar- 
rassing impediment to their successful manipulation of elections. 
They therefore determined to flank this part of the civil-service order 
and find their way to the Departments and to the salaries of Govern- 
ment employés, as they had formerly done. The ig eer elec- 
tions for 1878 were 8 and something must be done to ena- 
ble them to raid the Departments and extort campaign money from 
Government employés. The process was a very simple one. They 
merely resolved to call the process of sa Sa the money “voluntary 
contributions,” instead of “ assessments.” They prepared a circular 
to this effect, and lest some poor clerk might seize upon that portion 
of the civil-service order as a shield to protect himself against their 
exactions, they conceived the idea of getting the President’s consent 
sol what they wished to do. The following is the circular that was 
ued : 
HEADQUARTERS OF THE REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE, 1878, 
1319 F Street, NORTHWEST, 
Washington, D. C., May 27, 1878. 
Sin: This committee, charged with laboring for the success of the republican 
cause in the coming campaign for the election of members of Congress, call with 
confidence u you, as a repanse for such a contribution in money as you 
may feel willing to make, hoping that it may not be less than $16. 
committee deem it proper, in thus a ing to icans generally, to inform 
those who ha; tobe in Federal employ there will be no objection in any oficial 
quarter to voluntary ibution. 
The importance of the pending struggle cannot easily be exaggerated. That the 
Senate is to be democratic after the 55 of March, 1879, is very nearly a certainty. 
In view of this, the election of a democratic House of Representatives would pre- 
cipitate Pres the country dangerous seais which would inevitably add to 
present d Foremost among their schemes the opposition an- 
comet their intention to attempt the revolutionary expulsion of the dent 
from office. 
It. by the presentation of three candidates for the Presidency in 1880, the people 
should fail to choose, the House must elect, each State ace ay casting one vote. 
From what is now known, and with the growing dissensions in the camp of the 
their work with courage. 
vorable response to this letter, and remit at once, by 
draft or postal money-order, to “Sidney F. Austin, esq., treasurer, &c., German- 
American National Bank, Washington, b. Ge 
By order of the committee, 


enemy, the committee have reason to enter u) 


Please make prompt and 


GEO. C. GORHAM. 
Secretary 


This circular is artfully drawn. Its authors knew that Hayes was 
nervous and demoralized on the subject of his title. He dreamed of 
democratic conspiracies to expel him from a place to which he knew 
he had no right. The investigation ordered by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the ap ointment of the Potter committee to inquire 
into the frauds by which the people’s choice was set aside and a man 
not elected was installed in the office of President, threw the occu- 
pent of the White House into a panic. The circular brought the at- 

ntion of Mr. Hayes to this subject in the following words: “ Fore- 
most among their schemes the opposition y announce their in- 
tention to attempt the revolutionary 5 of the President from 
his office.” In the presence of such an alarming movement Mr. Hayes 
was prepared to adopt any method calculated to defeat it. He will- 
ingly gang to thè demand of this partisan committee, and gave 
them access to the 3 of the Departments to raise money 
with which to elect a republican majority to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, aud thus put it out of the power of Congress to fs 
him in his seat. Hence, there a: im the circular an announce- 
ment to the effect that no clerk or employé need have any fear in 
contributing money to the success of the republican party. “There 
will be no objection in any official quarter to such yoluntary contri- 
bution.” These words were inserted in the circular by the hand of 
Rutherford B. Hayes, the author of the civil-service order! It seems 
strange that such can be the fact—not strange either, when consid- 
ered in connection with his other performances in the line of civil- 
service reform and the pressure under which he acted. That I may 
do him no injustice, I will quote from the testimony of George Č, 
Gorham, secretary of the committee, taken before a select commit- 
tee of the Senate: 


By Mr. McDonatp: 

Q. What sources outside of the committee were consulted in re; to the first 
circular and its tone in reference to the request for contributions 

A. We were very desirous of consulting the proponia of the matter, to not 
call on the appointees of the President for contributions in any manner that would 
be distasteful to him 

Q. What authorities outside were consulted ? 

A. Iwas making that statement; and therefore one member of the committee 
was selected to present this to the ap 


inting power, and I presume he acted u 
knowledge, and he made a slight m 


mn 
fication of the language which refe to 
the matter. 


Then this circular, as published, was presented to the President? 

I do not think the whole of it was. I think this portion of it was; of course, 
I do not know the fact, but I believe it to have been submitted by one member of 
the committee to the President: The committee deem it proper, in thus appeal- 
ing to republicans generally, to inform those who happen to be in Federal employ 
that there will be no objection in nef official quarter to such voluntary contribu- 
tion.” This was ee pe submitted. In the original I had written to tho effec’ 
that voluntary contributions would be approved by the executive department,” 
and that was modified and a written memorandum returned by the member of the 
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committee who made the inquiry, and these were the words that were substituted : 
“That there will be no objection in any official quarter to such voluntary contri- 
bution.” These words I understood py Ses been approved by the President. 

Q. Was not the entire circular, as it is there, with the modification you haye 
su; ted, presented at the same time? 

A. I do not believe it was. I may be incorrect in my recollection, but as it was 
in manuscript and I did not want to stop to copy ee think I copied that 
paragraph e, as I did not want the ular to be issued in a form that wo 
meet the disapproval of the President in this respect, and that that was the part 
submitted. My impression is that the residue of it was not. 

That the rest of the circular was not submitted ? 

I think not, but I am not certain. 

g Was it submitted to any of the heads of Departments! 

Oh, no, I do not think anybody had anything to do with it at all outside of 
our committee, except in that one eee as to how the executive branch of 
the Government would view this soliciting of contributions. 

How the phrase should be put in reference to the executive mind ? 

. Yes, sir; what assurance we give a man that ho would not be turned 
out of office if he contributed to the success of the republican party. We wanted 
some assurance of that sort, and we wanted to put it in language that would not 
be distasteful to the Executive, and therefore the matter was referred to one of 
the committee, who brought report: that this language would not be indeco- 
rous or distasteful. 

Gorham first wrote it, “ voluntary contributions would be approved 
by the executive department.” This was putting it rather strongly 
and pointedly to the author of the civil-service orden and so Mr. 
Hayes seems to have thought, and therefore he concluded to couch 
his emasculation and virtual abrogation of his civil-service order in 
this language: There will be no objection in any official quarter to 
such voluntary contribution.” If he meant to do the fair thing by the 
poor employés of the Government why did he not also add “ nor will 
there be any objection in any official quarter to a refusal to make such 
contributions?” He knew when he thus, with his own hand, nul- 
lified his own order that he thereby turned loose upon the Depart- 
ments and the employés of the Government a set of political con- 
stables who would fleece them of their earnings. He knew that 
when he said that he and those under him had no objection to such 
contributions, it would be construed as equivalent to saying they 
would like to see the contributions made. He knew that a partisan 
committee asked him to do this with a view to raising a campaign 
fund in aid of the republican party. He knewin thus rescinding his 
order against assessments for political purposes he was tearing down 
the only defense that the hard-worked employés had against the 
political vultures that hovered over their salaries: ‘“ Such contribu- 
tions in money as you may feel willing to give, hoping that it may not be 
less than $16.” No “assessment” about this! O, no! All “voluntary.” 
It would seem to any one not a member of a republican campai; 
committee that if the contribution was to be purely voluntary the 
amount to be given ought also to be left to the discretion of the 
donor, But the amount that each employé was to give was, doubt- 
less, inserted in the circular, through fear that the poor clerks in their 
readiness to give to the republican party a portion of their small sal- 
aries might overstep the bounds of prudence and distress themselves 
by an excessive and lavish subscription. This tender concern of the 
committee to guard these employés against the consequences of their 
own rashness and zeal is one of the most touching and beautiful 
manifestations of disinterested benevolence to be fonnd in all the his- 
tory of party struggles. Under this process they collected from the 
employés of the Government, according to Secretary Gorham, nearly 
$100,000! To what plethoric dimensions that campaiga fund weuld 
have swelled if the paternal forethought of the committee had not 
saved the department clerks and postmasters of the country from a 
reckless waste of their money by suggesting to them a reasonable 
amount, must be left to the imagination. 

Into some of the Departments—notably into the Treasury Depart- 
ment—they sent a collecting-officer, armed with a subscription-book. 
Mr. H. M. Baker was the man sent into the Treasury Department. He 
gives the following account of the manner in which he p ed: 

Q. Did or did not the chiefs of divisions in the Secretary's office and the heads 
of bureaus assist you in obtaining these moneys? 

A. I do not think they did 2 that could be called assistance. I generally 
went to the chief of the division first, and he did as he pleased about subscribing, 
and then I said I wished to along to the other clerks, and he said very w 
or something of that sort. That was the extent of it. 

Q. Had you subscription-books ? 

A.I one subscription-book. 

. By whom was it headed! 

. It was headed by John Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury. 

The plan of these collectors was to go first to the head of the De- 
partment, who of course subscribed, and then the subordinates were 
afforded an opportunity to“ voluntarily“ follow the example of their 
chief. They seem, with singular unanimity, to have reposed confi- 
dence in his judgment as to what would be a profitable investment. 

Mr. Gorham gives the following account of the amount collected 
under this beautiful civil-service-reform proceeding, projected by him 
and his committee, with the finishing touch given to it by the Presi- 
dent himself: 

By Mr. BAILEY: 

. I understand that altogether the subscripti to your fund amounted 
anne $106,000 f e pagas 15 » 

A. Yes, sir; as near as I can get it. 

Q. Of which $93,000 came from the officers ? 

A. From Senators, Representatives, and others. 

. How much of that came from Senators and tatives f 

. I cannot state it now, I think that their su! on was pretty general. 
There were, as we knew, thirty-nine republican Senators, and they gave, as a 
eral rule, $100 apiece. There may have been some exceptions ; I do not remember. 
The republican members of the House gave ns $50 apiece. 
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All of them or only a portion! 
The great body of them. The intention of all was to do it. There may bave 
there where it was not convenient. 


; I think so. 
And from all the republican party outside of those who were employed you 


oae but 813.000 ! 
A. That is all. I am sorry to say that was all we got from them. 


a Then your treasury—I mean the tre: of the committee—was recruited 
efly from the employés of the Government 
A. Tt would appear so from my last answer. 
Q. And they bore the expenses of the republican campaign chiefly, with the 
exception you have named? 

A. That would be the inference from the last question and answer. 


Q. Were these circulars addressed alike to democrats and republicans who were 
in the service of the Government? 


A. We made no distinction. 

The money thus wrung from the employés of the Government was 
sent to doubtful congressional districts to influence the elections and 
obtain, if possible, a republican majority in the House of Representa- 
tives. The salaries of these officers are paid by taxes collected from 
the entire people, democrats as well as republicans. Yet, under the 
transparent guise of voluntary contributions, these salaries are drawn 
on by the republican party at each election to keep themselves in 
power. These men in subordinate positions know that the retention 
of their places may depend upon their honoring the drafts made 
upon them; they dare not refuse. The bread which feeds their wives 
and little ones depends upon their keeping their place—that lost, the 
wolf is at the door. Could there be a more degrading slavery than 
this; a greater scandal to the public service or more di ful ta 
arepublican government? A man thus situated pays over the amount 
demanded of him with about as mych volition in the premises as the 
benighted traveler on the highway surrenders his purse to the masked 
robber under the cold and deadly eye of a revolver. 

The bill now ponding before the House, or rather the substitute 
reported from the Committee on Civil Service Reform, is intended 
to remedy this growing evil and to eradicate this shameful abuse, 
and to relieve the poor employés of the Government, who are unable 
to protect themselves, from the extortions of political managers. It 
Positively prohibits them from making contributions for any political 

urpose or to any political pariy mae the penalty of being discharged 
—.— office; and each head of Department is required to post in con- 

icuous places in his Department a printed prohibition. Armed with 
this law, the employé can point to the printed rule in his Department 
and defy all the collecting agents that may be sent to rob him of a 
portion of his salary. But it is said that this is depriving the free- 
man of his liberty. Not so, Mr. Speaker. It is striking the chains 
from the limbs of men whose circumstances place them in the power 
of a party and enabling them to give to their families the full benefits 
of their hard-earned salaries. any man with sense enough to 
ut two ideas together believe that the $100,000 which Gorham and 
Bis confederates collected in 1878 from employés of the Government 
were the free-will offerings of those hard-worked men, many of whom 
are barely able to support themselves and families on the compensa- 
tion they receive? o not expect the republicans to support this 
bill. It would, perhaps, be making too large a draft on their pa- 
triotism to require them to support a measure which deprives their 
pay of the money with which they control elections. Theiranxiety 
it would pass during the extra session was but poorly concealed. 
Elections were coming off in Ohio, New York, and Maine, and if the 
source from which they derived their campaign money should be cut 
off they feared the fate that awaited their party in those States with 
unbought ballots to control the result. Hence, day after day, they 
made dilatory motions to prevent a vote on the bill. It was pending 
in the morning hour; and, as is well known, two dilatory motions 
with a yea-and-nay vote will consume the hour. They at first pre- 
tended that they objected to its being considered in the morning hour 
and wished ample time to debate it in Committee of the Whole. The 
ntleman who had charge of the bill proposed to let it be considered 
Committee of the Whole, with the amplest opportunity for debate, 
if the republicans would pledge themselves not to resort to dilatory 
motions to prevent its coming to a vote. This they refused to do. 
They wanted the money from the employés of the Government to 
run their campaigns in Ohio and Maine and New York. I think they 
feared if the bill Congress they might fail to coerce the Presi- 
dent to veto it as they did in reference to the appropriation bills. But 
their fears were groundless. I think he would have vetoed the Ten 
Commandments without the least hesitation if the stalwart leaders 
of his party had ordered him to doit. But so it was. They defeated 
the consideration of the bill by what is familiarly known here as fili- 
bustering. The elections came off in Ohio, Maine, and New Vork; and, 
if current reports are to be credited, the employés in the Departments 
were called on more than once during those hotly contested campaigns 
for money to aid the imperiled fortunes of the party. 

Mr. Hayes in his last message has laid the groundwork for vetoing 

this bill, and they now feel easy about it. He says: 


Reasons of justice and public policy, quite analogous to those which forbid the 
use of official power for the oppression of the private citizen, impose upon the Gov- 
ernment the duty of protecting its officers and agents from arbitrary exactions. In 
whatever as] consid 


upon 
discredit- 


tion for the time and labor of the officer, it is gross injustice to levy a tax upon- 
them. If are made excessive in order excess- 
is an * rekan of the public funds. 8 W 
This part of the message was intended both as an apol for the 
he took in the Gorham cireular and as a 5 veto- 
ing this bill. An officer should be as free as any other citizen to 
give his own money in aid of his opinions or his party.” He comes 
orward as the champion of the liberty of the citizen, and yet he is- 
sued an order that forbade a Federal officer from even belonging toa 
litical club, though he was assured that such connection in no wise 
interfered with his official duties, I should like to hear him on the 
question: Which deprives the citizen of the greater amount of lib- 
erty, to prohibit him from belonging to a club or to prohibit him from 
paying over a portion of his salary to corrupt the ballot-box ?“ 

. Speaker, if we mean to break up this demoralizing practice, 
if we mean to reform this abuse, we must strike at the root as is done 
in this bill. It is nonsense to talk of leaving to men the question. 
whether they will make voluntary contributions, when they know 
that a refusal endangers their political heads. There are so many 
pretexts by which they can be dismissed the service, so many subter- 
fuges by which the hand of power can make their wives and children 
beggars, that few men have the nerve, or rather the temerity, to risk 
their positions by a refusal to comply with demands made upon them. 
The Forty-fourth Congress struck a blow at this abuse, but failed te 
8 it. They provided, in an act passed August 15, 1876, as fol- 

ows: 


Sec. 6. That all executive officers and employés of the United States not appointed 
by the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, are prohibited from 
requesting, giving to, or receiving from, any other officer or employé of the Govern- 
ment any money or 3 or other thing of value for poli purposes; and an. 
such officer or employé who shall offend against 1 of this section i 
be at once discha: from the service of the United States; and he shall also be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be fined in a sum 
not exceeding $500. 


It was found an easy matter to evade this law, and the practice has 
gone on as it did before. This act simply prohibited one officer from 
giving to or receiving from any other officer angining for political 
purposes. It did not protect the employé from the inroads and raids 
of campaign committees. This bill does, and the provisions of this- 
bill, or something equivalent, is the only thing that will. This meas- 
ure, if it should me a law, will enable the feeblest man and the 
feeblest woman in the employment of the Government to paralyze 
the arm of any campaign manager that reaehes ont to filch for party 
purposes any portion of their 8 

king over the entire sitaation—reviewing the history of the 
republican party under the administration of Mr. Hayes, chiefly re- 
markable for the gigantic fraud upon popular rights that gave it 
existence, and the wrecks of broken promises and violated pled 
by which its career has been marked—how can the people of this 
country e t or hope for a reform in the civil service by the con- ` 
tinuance of that party in power? It is difficult, if not impossible, 
for a party encumbered with abuses and complications consequent 
upon a long continuance in power to reform itself. The only remedy 
is in a change of rulers. Each indorsement of a party guilty of cor- 
ruption or maladministration is construed by them as a popular con- 
donation of their offenses and a eee to continue in the same 
evil practices, or to embark on others equally if not more reprehensi- 
ble. The next presidential election will present very grave questions 
for the solution of the American people. Their indorsement of the 
republican party will imply an approval of a gigantic fraud by which 
the will of the people was defeated and a man seated in the presi- 
dential chair who, as every man of ordinary intelligence in the United 
States knows, was notelected. If they wish to preserve representa- 
tive government they must not only rebuke the great crime commit- 
ted on their rights by the inauguration of Hayes, but they must make 
up their minds to see to it that the outrage is not repeated. That it 
will be again attempted if the democratic party should be again suc- 
cessful at the polls, I have no doubt. 

The indorsement of the republican party at the next presidential 
election will not only be construed as a condonation of the fraud b 
which the present incumbent of the presidential chair holds his sea 
but also of the shameless distribution of executive patronage among 
the men who committed the crime. It will imply an Syne of the 
thinly disguised process by which one hundred thousand office-holders 
are assessed to raise a fand with which to corrupt the people and de- 
bauch the ballot-box. The time has been when one-half the crimes. . 
that have stained the record of the republican party even since the 
last presidential election would have kindled a e of indignation 
among the masses that would have consumed any party that dared to 
commit them. The purity of the Government, the fate of our insti- 
tutions, is in the hands of the people. With them rests the responsi- 
bility of rising in their resistless might and preserving what our fathers 
bequeathed to us, or folding their arms in stupid indifference and suf- 
fering their free government to pass into a centralized despotism, 
5400 their voice will never be heard and their power will never be- 

elt. 
During the delivery of Mr. House’s speech, when his hour had ex- 


pired, 

Mr. McKENZIE said: I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Tennessee be permitted to proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iwonld like to inquire of the gentleman whether, 
if his time be extended he proposes to speak on this bill? [Laughter. ] 
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Mr. HOUSE. Yes, sir; I will come up to it in the most natural 
-order in the world. [Laughter. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, 

Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. Before the gentleman proceeds I only want to sa; 
that we feel bound to object if other gentlemen who expect to 
within the time which it was understood would be allowed for dis- 
cussion are likely to be cut off by this extension of time; but we do 
not desire, so far as I know, that anybody [Cries of “ We will let 
you speak!“ “ We will be fair!” 

Mr. KEIFER. Ido not object, then, with that understanding. 

Mr. BURROWS. Isuppose the gentleman who has this bill in charge 
will not insist on calling the previous question to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposed ex- 
tension of time? 

Mr. MCMAHON. Ishall object to the time being extended beyond 
four o’clock to-morrow evening. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman had better object to the continua- 
tion of this speech. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I only give this notice. Other gentlemen must 
take the Ment sp 

Mr. KEIFER. We are driven to object, in view of the notice given 
by 1 colleague, [Mr. MCMAHON. ] 


. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois.) The 


HUMP. Y. Yes, sir; we have to object under the circum- 
stances. 
The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair cannot accept a qualified 


objection. Does the gentleman object? 
r. HUMPHREY. No; I will let the gentleman go on, and trust 
to the honor of the gentleman from Ohio. 

McMAHON. I desire to give notice to the House I have charge 
of an appropriation bill which I want to bring in day after to-mor- 
row; and I shall, therefore, object to anything which runs the debate 
or voting over to-morrow evening. I give notice in order that gen- 
tlemen aed govern themselves accordingly. 

Mr. HOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word. I should like 
very much to g on and complete my remarks, 

Mr. KEIFER, Ihave no objection. 

Mr. HOUSE. But I do not wish todo so at the expense of the time 
of other gentlemen on either side of the House who wish to discuss 
this bill. I have not often consumed the time of this House, as gen- 
tlemen who know me here can attest, and I do not wish to do it now. 

Mr. KEIFER. Go on and finish your remarks. 

Mr. HOUSE. If there is oecon to extending the time fixed to- 
morrow for taking the vote, I will not go on. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to suggest to my colleague this de- 
bate may be kept on after four o’clock to-morrow; so thesubject may 
be dis of to-morrow. 

Mr. MCMAHON. That is all I wish. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then let the gentleman from Tennessee 
proceed to close his remarks. 

Mr. WHITE. We commit ourselves to nothing. 

Mr. MCMAHON. When this bill came up it was understood it was 
ony to occupy to-day ; now it is to occupy two oe. 

Š he SEE ER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
object 
WHITE. Ido not wish to be committed by any promise made 
by anybody else. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no objection, and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will proceed. 

Mr. WHITE. I propose to speak on this bill. 

Mr. HOUSE then continued his remarks. g 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour extension of the gentleman's 
time has expired. 

Mr. WILBER. If the gentleman is cut off from completing his 
remarks, let him print them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I lope by unanimous consent the gentleman 
from Tennessee will be permitted to finish his speech. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the gentleman finish his speech ; there are two 
or three sentences I have not heard before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection; and the 
gentleman from Tennessee will proceed. 

Mr. HOUSE. There are a good many gentlemen who have not 
heard as much as the gentleman from Michigan. He has heard more 
than almost all cther gentlemen, and is fond of telling what he knows. 

Mr. HOUSE then completed his remarks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I will yield ten minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood half the time this afternoon and half 
the time to-morrow would be given to this side of the House. The 
whole of this afternoon bas been taken by the other side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I give ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. YOuNG,] who will go on this afternoon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 3. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before announcing the vote, the Chair 

asks by unanimous consent that Mr. BRIGGS, of New Hamsphire, be 
ted leave of absence for one week, as he has been called home 
attend important business. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr, BLACKBURN. I ask to introduce a resolution for reference 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No one has risen to object. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave demanded the regular order and have risen. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now see the gentleman where I want to. 

Mr. MITCHELL’s motion was a to; and accordingly (at four 
o’clock and forty-two minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of the widow of Meinrod Oechsle, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petitions of D. T. Binmas and 16 others, and 
of W. A. Armstrong and 18 others, citizens of Elmira, New York, for 
the passage of the gan interstate-commerce bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH : The petition of Lord, Stontenbu: 

& Co. and 156 others, wholesale and retail dru ts of Chicago, Illi- 
nois, for the removal of the stamp-tax on mery, cosmetics, and 
5 medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

; E slag of J. W. Hanson, publisher of the New Covenant, 
Chicago, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of H. E. Smith, publisher of the 
Empire, Concordia, Kansas, of similar import—to the same commit- 
tee 


By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of F. E. Bryan, of Denmark, Tennes- 
see, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 
proprietary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of James Stockhouse and 56 others, 
citizens of Kosciusko County, Indiana, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the oppressions imposed apon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
ago? ae the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of citizens of Spottsylvania County, 
Virginia, of similar import—to the same committee. 

80, the petition of citizens of Accomac County, Wing nie tor an 
appropriation for the improvement of Chincoteague Bay—to © same 
committee. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of S. G, Lewis, publisher, Grass Val- 
ley, California, that materials used in making pepe be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of 46 citizens of Indiana, for the 
removal of d duties on chrome iron ore and bichromate of 
e the petition cf E. D Morgan & Co, aud oth le 

, the petition of E. D. Mo o. and others, against - 
ing one rate of duty on sugars of all grades up to a stated d 


the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of H. W. Meyer, publisher of the 
Volksfreund, Appleton, Wisconsin, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 

y Mr. CALKINS: The petition of the publisher of the Local News, 
Lowell, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of E. T. Blue and Dalph & Casper, druggists, of 
Indiana, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprie medicines—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John Dunlap, of Julian, Indiana, for the estab- 
lishment of a post-route between Goodiand and Julian, Indiana—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of E. D. Morgan and oor | 
against rt bay doo rate of duty on su of all grades up to asta 
point—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of William M. Jenks, for compen- 
sation for services rendered the United States in the capture of a 
5 during the late war—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of E. Pickhardt, publisher of the Sig- 
nal, Huntingburgh, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of W. S. Overton, of Whitestone, 
New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of the publisher of the Sewing-Machine 
Journal, New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petitions of James T. Magbee, editor of 
the Guardian, Tampa, and of W. W. Keep, jr., editor of the Herald, 
Quincy, Florida, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petitions of Thomas G. Newman 
& Sons, publishers of the American Journal; of H. J. Bohn & 
Co., publishers of the Hotel World, and of John W. Brown, pub- 
lisher of the Voice of Masonry and Family Magazine, Chicago, Illi- 
nois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of T. B. Hand, publisher of the 
Herald, Reinbeck, Iowa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DOWNEY: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of 
Thomas T. Talbot—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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Also, the petition of citizens of the several Territories that Con- 
ss increase the salaries of the governors and judges thereof to the 
88 on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of Huyford & Gales, publishers of the Sentinel, 
Laramie City, Wyoming Territory, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. D LL: The petition of Gregory & Keeler, publishers, 
of . of similar import to the same committee. 

By Mr. FELTON: The petition of citizens of Georgia that Congress 
enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the 
people by the transportation monopolies that now control the inter- 
state commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of druggists of Atlanta, Georgia, for the removal 
of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of J. H. Chamberlain and other citi- 
zens of Illinois, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FROST: The petition of Edward Carolan and 1,809 others, 
citizens of Saint Lonis, Missouri, for the passage of the bill (H. R. 
269) known as the Wright supplement to the hemestead act—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHN T. HARRIS: The petition of Henkel & Co. and 
other publishers, of New Market, Virginia, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, tho tition of the publishers of Our Sunday School, and of 
the Shenandoah Valley News, New Market, Virginia, for the aboli- 
tion of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Neosho and Craw- 
ford Counties, Kansas, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Labette County, for certain 
legislation relating to pensions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. $ 

Also, a paper relating to the bill for the relief of Captain L. French 
Williams—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAWLEY : The petition of D. B. Mosely and others, of 
Hartford, Connecticut, for the reduction of the duty on type—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY : The petition of J. A. Johnson, publisher of the 
Ledger, Easton, Maryland, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper, and for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. HERNDON: The petition of Isaac Grant, publisher of the 
Democrat, Grove Hill, Alabama, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of L. A. Barker, publisher of the 
Republican Journal, Lake City, Michigan, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of Daniel H. Ball and 29 others, citizens of Mar- 
quette County, Michigan for an appropriation for the improvement 
of the harbor at Grand Marias, Michigan—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of G. H. B. White and others, for a 
more specific definitión of public holidays, and to make inauguration 
day a public holiday—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

pte the petition of Patrick Clark, dian, for a pension for the 
minor children of John Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: The petition of citizens of Texas, for the removal 
of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of Allen & Crozier, James A. Stevens, R. E. Owen, 
H. C. Quin, Fields & Gaston, citizens of Texas, publishers, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of citizens of Vermont, soldiers of 
the United States in the late war, for the defeat of Commissioner 
ergs Sy sixty-district bill—to the Committee an Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petitions of William Milnes, jr., and Charles 
F. Mayer, against the reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to 
$10 a ton—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of Cecil Clay, late colonel United 
States Army, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LE FEVRE: The petition of Mrs. Caroline Hilgeman, fora 
pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Five petitions of citizens of Montana, pro- 

g against the change in the land laws proposed by the recent 
report of the land commission—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, three petitions of citizens of Montana Territory, for the main- 
tenance of their mail facilities—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of Fisk Brothers, publishers, of Montana, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of E. T. Smith and others, of the 
State of New York, for an appropriation for the erestion of a monu- 
ment to the memory of General Nathaniel Woodhull—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. McMILLIN: The petition of citizens of Putnam and Smith 
Counties, Tennessee, for 1 tion concerning the importation of 
tobacco to France, Spain, and other countries from the United States— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petitions of Samuel McGuire and 27 
others, and of Rulof E. Lyon, Wallace Chase, and 16 others, of Tioga 
and Bradford Counties, Pennsylvania, soldiers of the United States 
Army, en in the late war, for the early passage of a law pro- 
viding for the 3 of the difference between the value of green- 
backs, in which they were paid for their services, and the value of 
gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of W. A. Brooks and 29 others, citizens of Cam- 
eron County, Pennsylvania, that the Agricultural Department be 
made equal in rank with other Departments having Cabinet officers. 
at their head—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of Carr & Farrar, publishers of the Evening Star, 
Bradford, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of W. H. H. Gorham and 18 other 
soldiers, of Huron County, Ohio, x the passage of Senate bill 
No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, for the passage of the equal- 
ization bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE : The petition of citizens of Ewing, Massachusetts, 
soldiers of the United States Army, engaged in the Late war, for the. 
early passage of a law providing for the payment of the difference 
between the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their 
services, and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MORTON: The petition of Hugh Hastings, proprietor of 
the Commercial Advertiser, and of William Mager, proprietor of the 
New Yorker Zeitung, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. r 

Also, the petition of E. D. Morgan & Co., Moses Taylor & Co., and 
other sugar importers and refiners of New York, for the retention of 
the present graduated scale of duties on sugar—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of the American Chamber of Com- 
merce, for the immediate amendment of the tariff laws affecting the 
importation of raw su to the same committee. 

y Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of the publishers of the Public. 
Leader, Detroit Graphic, and International Hotel Reporter, Detroit, 
Michigan, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of David Moreland and other citizens of Michi- 
gan, for the passage of Senate bill No. 1078, to grant increase of pen- 
sions in certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, favoring the carrying of United States mails in Americau-built 
ships—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

y Mr. OVERTON: The petition of A. A. Clearwater and others, 
citizens of ee County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of a 
law under which one hundred muskets can be furnished by the Gov- 
ernment to Lyons Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of that county— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAGE: Eight petitions of druggists of California, for the 
removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PHILIPS: The petition of citizens of Missouri, that pen- 
sions be granted the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: The petitions of Stinson & Co., publishers of the. 
Illustrated Household Magazine and The People’s Illustrated Journal, 
and of Stephen Berry, publisher of the Masonic Token, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THO R : The petition of Union soldiers of Kansas, 
against the passage of the sixty-surgeon bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petitions of soldiers of George- 
town, Pennsylvania, and of soldiers and citizens of Beaver Ceunty, 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Com- 
mittee on 3 Affairs. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of citizens of New York, that a pen- 
a be granted Charlotte Seamons—to the Committee on Invalid. 

ensions. 

Also, the petition of Thomas J. Hazlett, editor Weekly Portrait, 
Saint Johnsville, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of 73 citizens, of 26 citizens, of 80 citizens, of 71 
citizens, of 139 citizens, of 126 citizens, of 58 citizens, of 203 citizens, 
of 79 citizens, of 58 citizens, of 167 citizens, of 41 citizens, of 34 citi- 
zens, of 110 citizens, of 53 citizens, and of 58 citizens, of New York, 
against the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 4262) for the removal of ob- 
structions from the channel leading from Lake Ontario into Ironde- 
quoit Bay—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, IR.: The petition of citizens of Kentucky, 
for the passage of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the same: 
committee. 
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Also, the petition of W. W. Durham, postmaster at Saloma, Ken- 
tucky, for an increase of pay—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

8 THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petitions of M. S. Hitchcock, 

ublisher of the National Advocate, Independence, and of George W. 
Fraislett, publisher of The Radical, Decorah, Iowa, for the abolition 
of the duty on type— 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of J. B. Swinburn, editor of the Monitor, Delhi, 
Iowa, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petitions of J. W. Millegan, of Clermount, and of H. 
Kleinhaus, of Clayton, Iowa, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the same com- 
mittee. . 

Also, the petition of the Board of Trade of Dubuque, Iowa, for the 
passage of a bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, asking Congress to re- 
linquish the title to all meandered lakes therein to that State—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Charles K. Remsberg, for pay for 
damages sustained by action of United States soldiers in 1865—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: Papers rela ing to the claim of J. M. Cas- 
sety for reimbursement for loss of United States Treasury notes de- 
stroyed by fire—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARNER : The petition of H. M. Blackburn and 115 others, 
citizens of Morgan County; of R. F. Alexander and 52 others, of 
Washington County, and of Amos Shinn and 24 others, of Noble 
County, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the 
ae Latte or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for in- 
fringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

„the petitions of H. M. Blackburn and 119 others, of Morgan 
County; of R. F. Alexander and 85 others, of Washington County, 
and of Amos Shinn and 23 others, of Noble County, Obio, that Con- 
gress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 
the people by the transportation monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of John M. Amos, of Caldwell, and of Siege J R. 
West, of Woodsfield, Ohio, publishers, for the abolition of the duty 
on hg the Committee on Ways and Means. 

B . WEAVER: The petition of Matthew Fanzel and 52 others, 
of gheny County, Pennsylvania; of M. O. Healy and 54 others, 
of Malta, Colorado, and of Daniel Colklesser and 16 others, of Frank- 
lin County, Pennsylvania, forthe passage of the Weaver soldier bill— 
te the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of citizens of Saint Louis County, 
Missouri, for the establishment of a t-road in said county—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of E. A. Egeny, 


5 ge 
editor of the „Racine, Wisconsin, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Phe the petition of J. P. Thomas and 32 others, citizens of Rock 


County, Wisconsin, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate 
the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation mo- 
nopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of E. D. Mor, & Co. 
and other sugar importers of New York, for the retention of the pres- 
ent 8 scale of duty on sugar—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of John Dorsey, William Agnew, 
and 94 others, citizens of Empire, Michigan, for the passage of the 
bill (H. R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead 
act—to the Committee on the Public Lan 

By ee THOMAS L. YOUNG ee penao of importers, moue 
an ers in sugars, againn changing the duty on sugars—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. . 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 10, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 3 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
‘ THE UTE INDIANS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and Hotse of Representatives : 


I have the honor to transmit herewith a rt from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, containing an agreement signed by the chiefs and head-men of the Ute Indians 


now present at the seat of Government. The stipulations of this 
pear to me so reasonable and just, and the object to be a 
tion so eminently desirable to both the white le of the United 
Indians, my cordial approval, and I earnest] 
for favorable consideration and appropriate legislative 


RUTHERFO; . HAYES. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 9, 1880. =e 


The message was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, with 
the accompanying papers, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of citizens of the State 
of Indiana, praying for the p. e of a bill providing for the equal- 
rea of bounties ; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a petition of citizens of Clinton County, 
Pennsylvania, praying such an amendment of the patent laws as will 

rotect innocent users of patented articles from prosecution as in- 

gers; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented two petitions of soldiers and sailors of the late 
war, who are citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, praying to- 
be paid the difference between the value of gold and greenbacks at 
the time they were paid for their services as soldiers; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Roger A. Pryor, now of 
Brooklyn, New York, praying the removal of his political disabilities ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of merchants of New York 
City engaged in the transportation of cotton from southern to north- 
ern and eastern ports of the United States, praying for the pees: 
of a bill to amend section 4472, of chapter 2, title 52, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, concerning commerce and navigation 
and the regulation of steam-vessels, as bearing on the transportation 
of cotton; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME presonier the petition of Rev. Arthur Jones and 39 
others, citizens of Ohio, praying that a proportionate part of the un- 
claimed volunteer soldiers’ bounty be granted to Wilberforce Uni- 
versity, near Xenia, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented additional evidence to accompany the 
bill (S. No. 1048) for the relief of Thomas Doak; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

QUORUM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is evidently no quorum present, 
and the Chair will pause before proceeding to call for further morn- 
1 e 

r. THURMAN. Did I understand the President suspended re- 
ceiving reports by reason of the want of a quorum? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN, I move that there be a call of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that there- 
be a call of the Senate. The question is on that motion. 

The motion was to. 

Pikes VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll of the 
nate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and 40 Senators answered to their 
names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a quorum present. Reports of 
committees are in order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Sarah S. Flagg, widow and executrix of W. C. 
Flagg, deceased, late collector of internal revenue for the twelfth 
Illinois district, praying payment of a balance claimed to be due her 
late husband for compensation for services as such collector, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was adopted, and the prayer- 
of the petition denied. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report back the bill (S. No. 10) to reimburse the several States 
for interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes, adversely. I 
have been requested by the minority of the committee to ask that it 
be rere upon the Calendar. 

. DAVIS, of Illinois. The views of the minority of the commit- 
tee were presented some time ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was- 
referred the bill (S. No. 1252) to define the terms of office of certain, 
-officials of the United States, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of Mrs. Ann Barnes, praying to have 
refunded to her certain moneys alleged to have belonged to her late 
husband, Ammon Barnes, and also alle to have been taken from 
him by order of the United States military authorities in 1862, and 
covered into the United States Treasury, submitted an adverse report 
thereon ; which was adopted, and the prayer of the petition was denied. 

Mr, VANCE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was. 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2769) to amend the act entitled “An act 


to enco the establishment of public marine schools,” approved 
June 20, 1874, so as to extend it to the ports of Wilmington, Charles- 
ton, Savannah, Mobile, New Orleans, Baton Rouge, and Galveston, re-- 


ported it without amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 200) for the relief of Nathaniel P. Harbin, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed,. 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 963) granting a pension to Theodore Rauthe, reported 
it without amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. RANSOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1449) to provide for the settlement of accounts 
with the North Carolina Railroad Company; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1450) supplemental to the provisions of 
sections 1866, 1867, 1 and 1869, chapter 1, and section 1907, chap- 
ter 2, title 23, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, increas- 
ing the jurisdiction of the probate court of Lawrence County, Ter- 
ritory of Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1451) to 8 for the appraisement and 
sale of lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lan 


ds. 

Mr. RANDOLPH (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1452) granting a pension to 
Agnes Fairly; which was read twice by its title, and, together with 
the papers on the files relating to this case, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1453) to amend section 4472 
of chapter 2, title 52, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
concerning commerce and navigation and the regulation of steam- 
vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1454) to amend an act entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Catharine Harris,” approved June 19, 1878; 
which was read twice by its title, and refe to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1455) authorizing the President to appoint John 
W. Hoffman a second lieutenant in the United States Army; which 
was poet by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 

‘airs. 

. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1456) to amend section 2022 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. THURMAN. If there is nofurther morning business I wish to 
remind the Senate that yesterday a motion was made by me to refer 
the memorial which I then presented from delegates of the Indian 
tribes in the Indian Territory to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and it was laid aside owing to the absence of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] who reported the bill the passage of which is re- 
monstrated against by the memorial. I believe it was understood 
that that motion was to come up this morning in the morning hour; 
if so, I move to proceed to consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
memorial of the delegates from the Indian tribes in the Indian Terri- 
tory E riers against the p e by Congress of the bill “ provid- 
ing for the establishment of a United States court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes,” be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I should like to say a word upon that 
motion. Some time ago I presented a memorial which was referred 
to the Committee on Territories in relation to the Indian Territory, 
and that committee has had the whole question under consideration, 
and I had the honor the other day of reporting a bill which that com- 
mittee upon by sections and after mature deliberation submit- 
ted to the Senate. It seems to me very singular, after that committee 
has considered and passed upon this question and reported, that now 
it should be proposed to take the question from them virtually and 
put it into the hands of the Judiciary Committee. 

The other day the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. CARPENTER] made 
a motion equivalent to that made yesterday by the Senator from Ohio; 
but after he discovered that the Committee on Territories had passed 
upon the subject and reported deliberately to the Senate a bill which 
raises the very question upon its face that the Senator from Ohio now 
[old gees to refer to the Judiciary Committee—after that was discoy- 
ered, the Senator from Wisconsin withdrew that motion. 

It is said that this question is not a proper one for the Committee 
on Territories if it involves the formation of a Federal court for the 
Indian Territory. That matter has been passed upon by the Com- 
mittee on Territories; and, leaving myself out of the question, I think 
that there are at least some 5 lawyers upon that commit- 
tee, including the chairman, [Mr. GARLAND. 

It is said now that this question ought to put before the Judi- 
ciary Committee se it is a legal question. Sir, there are no 
measures or hardly any questions in my opinion that come before this 
body which do not involve questions of law. Isit possible that when 
a respectable committee of the Senate has made a report, after due 


investigation, after earnest labor, the question should be taken away 
Committee because it i 


from it and put before the Judiciary it is essen- 


tially the 5 5 committee of this body ? 
4 = CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a qnes- 
ion 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. What was the foundation of the action of the 
Committee on Territories, touching the establishment of a court? 
The point of my inquiry is, was it under a resolution of the Senate f 
Or how came the Committee on Territories to secure jurisdiction of 
that question ? 

Mr. VEST. I will answer the question of the Senator from New 
York with great pleasure. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] 
introduced a bill organizing a court in the Indian Territory, which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. It was first referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, but at the request of the Senator 
from Illinois it was taken from that committee and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Territories. The bill that is now before the Senate is a sub- 
stitute for what is known as the Oklahoma bill, which I myself intro- 
duced at the beginning of the last session and at the Commencement 
of this, and also as a substitute for the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Illinois. And, sir, I know of no reason why now this bill should 
be referred to another committee, because that is the whole of it. If 
the Committee on the Judiciary desire to be heard on the legal ques- 
tions involved in this bill, it will come up on the Calendar and then 
be fully discussed. If it be sent to the Committee on the Judiciary 
now, it simply involves further delay and unnecessary trouble. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the bill to which the Senator from 
Missouri refers as the foundation of this one, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary on my motion, but it was only read by its 
title, and by its title it appeared to me that that was the committee 
which ought to consider it. I was immediately afterward informed, 
without ever having read the bill,—informed by the Senator from 
Illinois who had introduced it—that I had misapprehended the nature 
of the bill in my construction of its title, and that the chief and 
principal object of the bill was not a judicial court, and whatever 
there was in it about that was merely an incident to it, if I correctly 
understood him. I said then certainly I should be very glad to cor- 
rect my mistake for I made the motion to refer to the Committee on 
the Judiciary in the absence of its chairman; and that committee is 
certainly not desirous of undertaking any duties that do not strictly 
belong to it. 3 without Slog the bill, or any member 
of the committee reading the bill as far as I know, but in the spirit 
of courtesy that prevails in this body and which is so much com- 
mented on in the gan wee we at once reported the bill back with- 
out even reading it and had it sent to the Committee on Territories 
where we supposed it belonged by the explanation of the Senator 
from Illinois. 

But the substance of the bill reported, its great and 1 
is the establishment of a judicial court to try the Indian Ə as 
well as ple of the United States, in respect of all n hts, 
civil and criminal, in the Indian country which by treaty and by 
patent has been set apart to these Indians, and wherein under treaties 
they have been authorized to establish a civil government of their 
own and a system of jurisprudence of their own; so that the bill now 
reported, so far as relates to that branch of the subject that I am 
8 ng of, and I do not know but that is all there is of it substan- 
tially—I have not read it carefully—is nothing more nor less than 
a judicial bill providing for the establishment of a court under the 
Constitution of the United States and the laws of Con, over a 
certain part of the territory of the United States, and unhappil 
over a part of the territory where the propriety of establishing suc 
a court and the constitutional means of making it effective is much 
more difficult than in any other part of the country. 

Now, I submit to the Senate that it is proper, not as a subject of 
contest and discussion when the bill comes up here for considera- 
tion on the Calendar, but as a matter of that kind of judicial inquiry 
which can only be performed by a committee in the quiet of its own 
room and by study and consultation, that this subject deserves the 
attention of the Committee on the J 3 and I say that without 
the slightest disrespect to the Committee on Territories. But we have 
the organization of our committees divided up with reference to one 
committee taking a 3 kind of studies and observation, and 
another another; and the theory, and I think a sound one, is that the 
Committee on Territories are far more capable in their character as 
a Committee on Territories of considering a matter of territorial ad- 

ustment than the Committee on the Judiciary or the Committee on 

inance or the Committee on iculture or any other committee for 
the reason that that is made by the rules of the Senate their special 
study. The same may be said, I think, of the Judiciary Committee, 
as humble and commonplace as the members of that committee are. 
Therefore it ap to me, not as a matter of controversy, but as a 
matter of getting all the light that that committee can throw upon 
it from their point of view in respect of their special studies and in- 
8 it should be referred to the Judiciary Committee before the 

nate is called upon itself to form an opinion. 

I confess, Mr. President, that if the bill of the Senator from Illinois 
had remained with the Committee on the Judiciary, and it had em- 
braced also provisions of ordinary territorial administration, after 
the Committee on the Judiciary had passed upon the judicial part of 
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it, or passed upon the whole of it, I should have moved myself, if 
nobody else did, before the Senate acted on it to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, in order that they might consider its territorial 
provisions from the light of their ience and their studies. 

So I think that this motion of the r from Ohio is notin any 
respect discourteous toward the Committee on Territories, that it 
does not in any respect imply a doubt of the fitness of their inquiries 
or the correctness of their conclusions, but it only calls for scrutiny 
by the committee specially appointed for that purpose of the legal 
and judicial aspects of this case. 

Mr. G. D. Mr. President, I take issue with the Senator from 
Vermont as to the motion to refer this memorial to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and I it as directly discourteous to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. I am aware that it is not so intended; but 
nevertheless that is the fact, as I view it. This subject was referred 
to the Committee on Territories well-nigh three months ago in open 
Senate, after a contest between the Senator from Vermont and the 
Senator from Illinois as to the bill the latter introduced. The Sena- 
tor from Missouri introduced a bill more comprehensive, intending to 
establish courts in that ye he and also a territorial form of govern- 
ment, and the Senator from Vermont or the Senator from Ohio, or 
any other Senator, would be very much puzzled to explain how we 
could establish a territorial government in that country without es- 
tablishing a court of some ter. So at one breath you can wipe 
out all necessity for the Committee on Territories. But the chief 
object and purpose is to establish a territorial government in the 
Territory, and you cannot establish a territorial government without 
establishing in it some kind of a court, For example, under the rec- 
ommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury the question of estab- 
lishing a territorial government in Alaska has been before the Com- 
mittee on Territories. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUT- 
LER] has reported a bill tothateffect. In that bill provision is made 
for a court. Why do not the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Vermont, one or both of them, move to refer that bill to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary too? That establishes a court. And why do 
you not take the Committee on Privileges and Elections out of the 
category of committees, for they pass apon all kinds of legal ques- 
tions, on the qualifications of electors, and the proper holding of elec- 
tions, bribery, and so on. 

But, Mr. President, why this new-born zeal just at this particular 
moment? The very men who send in this protest, which I perceive 
is now in the hands of the Senator from New York, were before the 
Committee on the Territories when this question wasup. They were 
heard from time to time by written briefs and orally. They never 
raised a question as to the propriety of the Committee on Territo- 
ries considering the question; they made no protest; they did not 
deny the jurisdiction of the Committee on Territories to pass upon 
it, but they came forward manfully and presented an argument 
rye the proposition on its merits. Now the Committee on Ter- 

tories is of no use if this matter is to be taken fromit. Let the 
3 lie on the table, and come up when the bill reported by the 

nator from Missouri is brought up and everybody can be heard 
upon it. If this motion is to prevail, it prevails against my protest, 
and it prevails, I think, after too long a delay of this question known 
to the Senate, known to the country, known to the newspapers, 
known to the Indians, known to the colored ple, known to every- 
body to be before the Committee on Territories. Then take the 
Alaska bill and refer that, and take all other measures before the 
Committee on Territories from it and refer them to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. It is a delay of business for which there is no ex- 
cuse, and me inst the Bole gop reference. 

Mr. CO: ING. . President, I think, with my limited knowl- 
edge of this case, I can help the tor from Arkansas to the dis- 
tinction which he seems to be igen: Cor distinction between such 
a case as is presented in Alaska by the question whether it shall be 
0 ized as a Territory and this case now in hand. With the people 
Whose rights are involved, a treaty was made in 1 and on the 
threshold of this whole subject we encounter the question whether 
this bill violates that treaty. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] 
suggests that a more appropriate committee to consider that than the 
9 on Territories would be the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. . Will the Senator pardon me for a moment? 
Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 
Mr. GARLAND. I suggested at the very time that the bill should 
to the Indian Committee, but it did not, and was referred to the 
mmittee on Territories. 

Mr. CONKLING. If my honorable friend will hear me a moment, I 

am going to give some reasons, I think ones, why it should not 
even to the Committee on Indian irs, although my impression 
very strong, with the Senator from Illinois, that as between Terri- 
tories and Indian Affairs, the Committee on Indian Affairs should 
take charge of the subject. But Linsist that this is especially an ap- 
propriate question for the law committee of the Senate, whatever 
that committee shall turn out to be. . 

I have said that in 1866 a treaty was made with these Indians, under 
which treaty this territory inured to them, under which treaty a court 
was established and recognized for certain purposes, and only for 
certain purposes, namely, to pass upon the accusations in the nature 
of criminal offenses, no civil urisdi iction being given to it but all 
civil jurisdiction being carefully withheld. 


x——90 


rabling act to set up an o 


Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me tointerrupt him? I desire 


to state that I have not read the record of that treaty made with the 
Cherokees, Choctaws, Chickasaws, and Seminoles, unless it 
does most em 3 confer power apon the Congress of the United 
States to establish a Federal court with civil jurisdiction. 

Mr. CONKLING. Unless it does what ? 

Mr. VEST. It gives the power to the Congress of the United States 
to pass a law organizing a United States court for the protection of 


life and pop 

Mr. C ING. The honorable Senator did not attend to my 
observation, or he would not make his observations contradictory of 
mine. Let me repeat myself. Isaid the treaty of 1866 established 
a court, a criminal court, a court with no other jurisdiction. The 
Senator from Missouri rises to say that that treaty in his estimation 
empowered Congress at some other time to do something else. I will 
come to that in a moment; but one thing at a time. My present 
assertion is, and I think nobody will deny it, that the court which, 
in point of fact, that treaty did establish was a court invested with 
criminal, and not with civil, jurisdiction. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York permitme? I donot 
wish to interrupt him without his leave. 

Mr. CONKLING. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I do not understand the Senator's position, and I wish 
to state my own. I do not understand the Senator from New York 
as now asserting that the treaty of 1866 made with the five civilized 
tribes established any court at all. Do I understand the Senator to 
2 the statement that any court was established by the treaty of 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator means by the word “ established,” 
set up a bodily, no; if he means “ authorized,” yes. : 

Mr, VEST. en, I say that the court so authorized was one with 
civil as well as criminal jurisdiction, and the so states. We 
ought to be able to understand the statements of each other. 

. CONKLING. If I understand the Senator from Missouri and 
he understands me, the difference between us illustrates, I think, the 
propriety of referring this subject to a committee ch with soly- 
ing 1 N of law. I have read this treaty and I do not under- 
stand it at all as the Senator from Missouri does. I will make free 
to say that in my belief I should never have been called upon to de- 
clare my understanding of the treaty in this respect but for the fact 
that a railway company, has gone ugh this Indian reservation 
issuing bonds from end to end, passi the way over it, pking 
to obtain these lands, and prey Bes obtain them by 
ponsi, and now so standing that to them, under a court of civil juris- 

iction very large opportunities will inure. Isay this meaning no 
and interposing no challenge to the reasons or 
the motives o y; but I say, as a matter of history, that these 
wards of the nation and these owners of this land were left unmo- 
lested and unenvied, with their treaty and their court, until the pos- 
sibilities, the expectations, and the adventure of a railway company 
came to necessitate opportunities not found in the court and in the 
law as then the court and the law stood. 

I repeat that this treaty, with my understanding of it, established 
and authorized no court into which a corporation or an individual 
can go with an action of ejectment, with any process of expulsion, to 
drive these people from their lands or to bring their title into ques- 
tion. This bill proposes to institute such a — ana proposes it al- 
though another provision of the treaty declares that never shall this 
thing be done except with the consent of these Indians. The honor- 
able Senator from Arkansas has told us that the Indians went before 
the Committee on Territories and there objected and there pro 
and there confronted this scheme which the treaty says in no form is 
admissible except with their consent. 

Isubmit with great t in regard to an Indian Territory or- 
ganized under a treaty, which treaty makes the consent of these 
people a sine non, @ condition precedent to such action, whether 
under such circumstances the question of setting up a court with 
civil jurisdiction into which claimants of these lands, squatters, al- 
leged constructive grantees, can go and contest with the Indians, 
severally or together, their rights, is a question of law. Like other 
questions of law it involves, no doubt, considerations of ethics, con- 
siderations of faith, considerations of right, but it is ail the 
time and none the less a question of law, whether under the Consti- 
tution and under the treaty made in pak ae of it, which is a law, 
this proposed thing can be done and lawfully done? 

That isa oe oflaw. Does any such question arise in the case 
of Alaska? Will the honorable Senator from Arkansas say that there 
is any el between the cases or any relation between them ex- 
cept their utter dissimilarity? The question in Alaska is whether 
the community inhabiting that Territory shall be aided by an en- 
ism of their own. That is a political 

uestion ; that is a territorial question ; that is an economic question ; 
thatis a question addressed to the general discretion which takes note 
of the affairs of that territory. Ican hardly conceive of a question 


offense to angoa 
any 


the locus of which is in a territory, more entirely different from that 
in — elements and in the considerations by which it is to be de- 
cided. 

This is a matter of considerable importance. We know by public 
rumor that so restless has the foot of adventure become in this region 
that military preparations have become necessary—lI believe I am not 
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mistaken in that—there is ve 
break, and bloodshed, and why 
Whenever the Cherokee national council shall request it, the Secretary of the 


imminent danger of collision, ont- 
I read from this treaty : 


Interior shall cause the country reserved for the Cherokees to be surveyed and 
allotted among them, at the expense of the United States. 

Now in various ways, of which I understand this to be one, it has 
come to that the question is whether other persons are to go into 
this territory, not whether the lands are to be allotted among the 
Indians, when they ask for it, at the expense of the United States, 
but whether adventurers are to go and seize and and monop- 
olize these lands despite the treaty of 1866, and despite the law and 
the right of the matter. I think it will require some ingenuity to 
show that such questions in to the Committee on Territories 
because the Committee on Territories takes jurisdiction of a bill pro- 
9 eg act for Utah, for Montana, for Alaska, for some 
other Territory, Which enabling act deals with the question whether 
its inhabitants shall be allowed to erect themselves into a Territory 
= the hope of attaining ultimate State-hood and membership of the 

nion. 

Mr. President, I am reminded to say, what I might appropriately 
have done before, that I know of no reason, certainly none applies 
to me, for feeling any disposition in this matter for or against con- 
tending parties. The Senator from Missouri seems to espouse one 
side with great warmth. No doubt there is in his State a strong in- 
terest in to it. J can assure him with the utmost frankness 
that without understanding the particulars in that regard, I have no 
inclination on earth to antagonize the feeling, whatever it may be, 
except so far as I feel bound to observe and keep on our part, what- 
ever it shall turn out the law declares to be our obligation. That, as 
I have tried two or three times to say and to illustrate, I regard as a 
question of law, to be most 1 dealt with by the law organ 
of the Senate, having no fear whatever for one that I shall be any 
too wise on this subject after hearing not only the bill reported by 
the Committee on Territories but also the best report that can be 
made on eee 5 8 — Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TH 1 . President, I have but a word to say. Lstated 
yesterday that I made this motion to refer, not the bill, but the me- 
morial to the Committee on the Judiciary by the request of the me- 
morialists, and because looking into the ee ee by the 
memorial and by the bill referred to in the memorial, I saw that they 
were legal questions of very great gravity and i nee; and be- 
cause, despite of the most earnest efforts that I have made from time 
to time to restrict the jurisdiction of the Committve on the Judiciary 
to subjects connected with the judicial system of the United States, I 
have been again and again voted down by the Senate. It was always 
replied to me that it is competent for the Senate to send a bill or 
resolution to any committee that the Senate sees fit to order shall 
consider it, and that it is no answer whatever to a motion to refer a 
bill to a particular committee that that bill has been reported by 
some other committee, that that may be a persuasive reason for not 
doing so, but the Senate has the right and in its discretion will ex- 
ercise the right to refer any subject before the Senate, whether it be 
a bill or aresolution or a petition or what not, to any committee whose 
opinion the Senate desires to have upon the subject ; and hence the 
Senate has taken a bill rted by one of its committees and sent it 
bodily to the Committee on the Judiciary for the legal opinion of that 
committee. It has done so more than once; it has done so after very 
full discussion, and it was not considered disrespectful to the com- 
mittee whose bill was thus referred. 

But I have not moved to refer this bill to the Judiciary Committee, 
but simply to refer the memorial. Undoubtedly there are great legal 
8 in this case. In the first place, while there is no doubt of 
the prs of Congress, as I understand it, to establish a court of 
criminal jurisdiction in the Indian Territory—for we have exercised 
criminal jurisdiction over that Territory for a long period of time, 
taking the parties, however, to Fort Smith, in Arkansas—while there 
seems to be no doubt of that, these gentlemen assert (whether cor- 
rectly or not I do not know) that there is no treaty which authorizes 
the establishment of a court of civil jurisdiction, and that to estab- 
lish such a court is a plain violation of the treaties and of their in- 
dependence; that if all civil matters can be tried in a Federal court 
in that Territory and taken thence to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the judiciary established by their own government—for they 
have & written constitution, at least the five nations have, and a reg- 
ular form of government, legislative, executive, and judicial—that 
their judiciary will be completely overslaughed and put down; that 
the independence which is secured to them by the treaties—or if in- 
dependence is too strong a word, their separate autonomy—is com- 
pletely overthrown if this bill shall become a law. 

Then, again, they assert that by another provision in this bill, which 
fully extends the homestead laws of the United States over that Ter- 
ritory, and which allots the lands that are now held by the nations 
and not by individuals, and which, as it is said, under existing treaties 
can be allotted by the Indian nations, the bill undertakes to 
allot the lands to individuals. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me? 

3 THURMAN. Certainly. I only mention what the memorial - 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from New York mentioned that same mat- 
ter, I assert now that no provision in the bill with regard to lands 


in the Indian Territory càn take effect until the free consent of the 
Indians has been obtained, and any assertion to the contrary is simply 
without any sort of foundation. I assert that the bill is strictly in 
accordance with the treaty of 1866, and that no la however emi- 
nent he may be, can find one single provision in this bill which mik- 
tates against or contradicts one provision of that treaty. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam very & to hear that statement. I have 
not carefully read the bill, and it did not seem to me to be necessary 
that I should do so in order to make this motion. I only say that 
that is what these memorialists allege. It is further that 
this bill violates the treaty obligations in this, that it provides, in 
section 9— 

That male residents of the Indian Territory, citizens of the United States 
cours but ehall be suljeot to wate exemptions nd ehaliongen sa are provided by 
Inw th regard tu furets in the Wedaeal courts. * Kel 

They understand this as excluding all others but citizens. I do 
not so understand it, but I understand it as adding to the body of 
persons who may be jurors in this court s who are citizens of 
the Dnited States, every citizen of the United States who may hap- 
pen to be there. Now, no citizen of the United States has a tight to 
go into that Territory without the leave of this Government. He 
must procure the leave of this Government in order to go in the 
and then he has the right to go in under certain restrictions an 
liabilities. This ninth section, they say, interferes directly with 
their right under the treaty to have their cases tried by members of 
their own nation. That is another l question. 

Then, Mr. President, this bill provides further for naturalizing, if 
I may so speak, the Indians in that Territory. Any Indian may go 
before a judge of a Federal court and by making certain proof and 
taking an oath may become a citizen of the United States, he and 
his wife and all their minor children. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair reminds the Senator that the 
morning hour has ape te 

Mr. MAN. I thought it went to half past one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Only for the consideration of the Cal- 
endar, under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then all I have to say is that I should be glad 
to have this motion voted on, and I ask unanimous consent to have 
it disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then, Mr. President, they say that this is abso- 
lutely to e ai their nation ; that it violates the treaty obliga- 
tions of the United States in this: that, as they say—I do not know 
that they are right in their interpretation of the bill—when an In- 
dian thus becomes a citizen of the United States he still is to retain 
his interest in the property that belongs to the nation, and in the 
annuities that are payable to the nation. 

In conelusion, I am wholly indifferent whether this motion prevail 
or not. I have no disposision to load the Judiciary Committee, al- 
ready burdened with work, with more work, and especially on so 
grave a subject as this; but nevertheless I have thought it my duty 
to let the Senate decide whether or not it will require the opinion of 
its Law Committee upon this important subject. 4 

Mr. VOORHEES. . President, I have rarely heard a proposition 
which struck me as more extraordinary since I have been a member 
of this body than the one now pending. The Senate referred this 
question to a committee of its own selection, the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, of which the distinguished and able Senator from Arkansas 
[ Mr. GARLAND] is chairman, and which is com of as good law- 
yers as those who compose the Committee on the Judiciary; and I 
mean no di gement to anybody. Now the proposition is, after 
the Committee on Territories has examined this question and made 
a teapots, to take the subject away from it by a vote of the Senate. 
Nothing wo insulting to a committee could possibly be proposed, in 
my judgmen 

matter was referred to the Committee on Territories, of which 
I am not a member, not by its seeking but by a vote of the Senate. 
It was ee with the investigation by a vote of the Senate; it has 
discharged that duty, and has brought the whole subject here for dis- 
cussion appropriately and properly; and now a motion is in 
to take the subject-matter and refer it to some other committee. 

Sir, I have always admired modesty, and my knowledge upon that 
subject has been vastly en by the contemplation of that quality 
on the part of the Judiciary Committee. How that the Sen- 
ator from New York and the Senator from Ohio, distinguished, able, 
and respected members of that committee, stand here and claim that 
they shall reinvestigate this question! Why? Because the Commit- 
tee on Territories are not capable, or not willing, or not of sufficient 
integrity to investigate this question. 

. What makes the Senator make such an assertion 
as t 


Mr. VOORHEES. Itis one or the other. 

Mr. THURMAN. No,sir; there has not been one word said against 
either the need or ability of the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. VOO . That is the argument. 

Mr. THURMAN. No, sir; it is not. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Very well; I t that the argument, if there 


is any, is to take this subject, after it has been investigated three 


months by the Committee on Territories, away from that committee, 
either because have not the competency to investigate it or be- 
cause somebody is more competent, or on the ground that they 
have not the nag ed to investigate it properly. I repeat that is 
the argument; it has not fallen in words from anybody’s lips, of 
course, but the subject is to be taken from their consideration either 
because they are not lawyers of sufficient ability to investigate it and 
somebody else is, or because they are not competent to be intrusted 
with so great a subject—one or the other. 

It is strange to my mind that there should be a struggle on this 
uestion ; and it reminds me of nothing so much as the attempt of a 
‘ederal court (which pra sence . to absorb the juris- 

diction of State courts. t is the only paraliel to the assumption 
that is made here on the part of the Judiciary Committee of this body. 
I undertake to say that this question has been as well investigated, 
as ably, and with as much legal know „as will be brought to 
bear by the Judiciary Committee on this bi 

The duties of our committees are mixed. Some legal questions 
have to be decided by every committee of this body. I do not stand 
forth assuming to be a better lawyer than anybody else here, nor as 
good as very many here, but there are some legal questions that come 
even to me for decision as a member of various committees, and I as- 
sume to decide them. I sup they ought to be referred at once to 
the Judiciary Committee. sup) that wherever a member of a 
committee or any 5 i hody finds eee lying 
in its way pertaining to affairs o gine eee 
courts, or the e of courts, there we oug: t to stop and bring 
the matter here and refer it to the Judiciary Committee. Certainly 
we ought to do so if this motion ought to prevail. 

I undertake to say that this isthe first time since the organization 
of the Committee on Territories that this question has been raised. 
It is not one of the oldest committees; it has only been ized of 
late years in connection with the advancing tide of organized gov- 
ernment throughout the West. Ever since it was first organized, 
this is the first time that the question of whether courts should be 
established in connection with territorial governments has ever been 
attempted to be taken away from the Committee on Territories, It 
is the first time that the power of the Committee on Territories has 
been disputed as to that point. It is the first time that it has been 


sought to im the Committee on Territories by a direct claim of 
power on the part of the Committee on the Judie to set it aside. 
Mr. EDM Will the Senator from Indiana be kind enough 


to point out the section in the bill reported from the Committee on 
Territories that provides for any territorial government, or anything 
that looks like it? 

Mr. VOORHEES. TI have not got the bill here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave read it with great care two or three times 
and am unable to see that particular section. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ihave not got the bill here. I ask the Senator 
from Vermont why, with his vi ce, well known in this body, he 
did not observe that point when this question was given in charge 


to the Committee on Territories? Why is it that nobody saw that 
it was an aprope subject to go to that committée at that time? 
Why is it, after charging them with the labors for three months, that 


the impropriety of t course and that vote of the Senate is only 


found out at this late day? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I will answer the Senator with at ig eros 
far as I can, with truth and propriety. I have ə Senator 
probably did not hear me,— it was stated by the Senator from 
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and 5 — the Committee on Indian Affairs, if anybody, ought to have 
considered. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Vermont permit me, before he 
takes his seat, to simply make a statement? 

. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I yield the floor to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr: VEST. Ithank the Senator from Indiana. This bill is reported 
as a substitute for both what was known as the Oklahoma bill, which 
I introduced myself, and the bill introduced by the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. LoGan. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. lread from the printed statement at the head of 
the bill reported by the Committee on Territories : 

Mr. Vest, from the Committee on Territories, reported the following bill, which 
was read the first and second times by unanimous consent. 

The Senator from Missouri will see that whatever the motive and 
intention of the committee may have been—— 

Mr. VEST. I still state that as the fact. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the number of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The number of the bill is Senate No. 1418. The 
number of the bill of the Senator from Illinois is Senate No. 962. 

Mr. VEST. I make the statement as a matter of fact. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My only knowledge of what it is, is from the 
records of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Iso informed the officers of the Senate. One of them 
came to me afterward and I told him to have it so entered, that the 
bill was a substitute for the other two bills. That is the fact. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand, and m the information mainly 
given me by the Senator sitting here [Mr. GARLAND] and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. Vest,] that the bill introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri embraced the whole territorial question; the bill 
alluded to by the Senator from Vermont, as introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, certainly treats of the organization of a Territory. 
This bill, which likewise relates certainly to the organization of a 
Territory, a court system there, is re as the result of the com- 
mittee’s examination of these various measures, and is a substitute 
for them all. The question in its inception was 3 iow iven to the 
Territorial Committee. As shown by the Senator from Vermont, the 
question was rightly given to them. Their report now embraces a 

of what was properly referred to them; and thereupon the Ju- 

iciary Committee of this body thinks the subject ought to be taken 

out of the hands of the committee to which it was originally given, 
and sent to that committee. I think not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken too. The bill is out of 
ears of the Committee on Territories; it is in the hands of the 


Mr. VOORHEES. I accept the technical correction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a substantial correction; and it turns out to 
be a bill that is now before us, not a single word of which the Com- 
mittee on Territories has any jurisdiction over, because the first half 
of the bill is a judicial establishment; the second half is di i 
of the lands of the Indians, and there is not a word of a te i 
establishment in it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In contradistinction to the tleman’s state- 
ment, I say that every word of the bill properly ongs to the juris- 
diction of the Territorial Committee. I repeat my statement, and if 
Iam wrong I shall be corrected by those much older in service than 
I and better informed as to the previous legislation of this Govern- 
ment than I pretend to be. I reassert that the organization of courts. 
in the Territories was never claimed by the Judiciary Committee 

re. 


linois after his bill, Senate bill No. 962 to establish a United States | befo 


court in the Indian Territory and for other p had been referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, that so far as the judicial part of 
it went it was merely incidental; that it was a territorial govern- 
ment bill. I did not read the bill, as I said, but assumed that he was 
ee correct in his apprehension of his own bill, and I accord- 
ugly suggested the change of reference which was made. The bill 
that is reported by the Committee on Territories makes no reference 
whatever to the bill introduced by the Senator from Ilinois. It is 

not a substitute for it. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I will inform 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me I am answering 
his question; I will not take a minute. The bill reported by the 
Committee on Territories contains no provision that I can see on the 
subject of a territorial government at all. The bill introduced by the 
Senator from Illinois, that I have just sent for and read for the first 
time, does contain a provision for electing a Delegate and having a 
territorial representation, and providing for the qualifications of 
voters, and soon. So there was ground for what the Senator from 
Illinois said, a sound or an unsound ground; but certainly there was 
a color of propriety in having the Territorial Committee just as well 
as the Judiciary Committee or the Committee on Indian Affairs con- 
sider the bill, because one section in it did provide for a subject that 
was properly within the scope of the inquiries of the Committee on 
Territories. But the Committee on Territories has reported an inde- 
pendent bill, not as a substitute even for that, as it reads on the face 
of the report, and that bill thus reported leaves out entirely the pro- 
vision for territorial arrangements, organization, and Del and is 
simply in its first twenty-three sections a judicial bill, and ‘ite other 
fourteen section 3 in all, a bill for the ＋ 
ese Indians that confessedly now belong to 5 


of the lands of 


mittee on the Judieiary, and are to this da; 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well; I will hear. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. In the original the enabling acts, author- 
izing the people of a Territory of the United States to set up a ter- 
ritorial government, eee for courts are made, and the Com- 
mittee on Territories always done so. Subsequent bills relating 
to judicial administrations in those Territories, changes of the law as 
to the judiciary in those Territories, have always, when attention has 
been called to the point, and, in ninety-eight cases out of a hundred 
without attention being called to it, been considered by the Com- 


Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Vermont yields the whole 
point by his statement just made, that the ori l inception of the 
court and its organization has always come the hands of the 
Territorial Committee, and after that the subsequent work of amend- 
ing, of pulling down or patching up, has been taken charge of by the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, he has not cor- 
rectly stated what I said. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I did not mean to state what the Senator said; 
I only stated the substance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is mistaken in thesubstance. Isaid 
that where the organization of a court was incident to the formation 


of a territorial government for the people of a Terri with a view 
to their becoming a State, it had been considered Committee 
on Territories in connection with the territorial bill; but I did not 
state that where the i initiation of a judi establishment 


was the object of a bill instead of the incident of it, the Committee 
on Territories had it. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I think we are understood on the question. I 
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wish to make a further statement as an objection to referring this 
memorial to the Judiciary Committee. I have been longing with an 
aching heart to get some matters ont of the Judiciary Committee 
that are there resting, and perhaps if not sleeping at least neglected 
for the want of time and opportunity on the part of that committee 
to attend to them. I remember a few days ago seeing the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] get after that committee on the sub- 
ject of the Geneva award, and after much difficulty we were enabled 
to hear from that committee upon that most important subject. We 
heard of it spasmodically for a little while, and now it slumbers—a 
t question involving national honor beyond the value of money, 
the quéstion whether we obtained from a friendly government money 
that we have no use for and do not know where to put it? There are 
other questions that I might mention, which it would not be proper for 
me to do, that I have longed to see brought before this body, involving 
the highest public and private rights. Why the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, in its great capacity, with its wealth of learning, its omnis- 
cience of legal questions, should want anything more to do, is a mys- 
tery to me. 
think we had better take this question as it came from this able 
Committee = 3 and raped 3 Pa pars the Senate, let 
us dispose of it, for it may no re n in an ordinary 
life-time if we do not take hold & it now. j 

I have not intended to reflect upon anybody or even upon the Ju- 
diciary Committee, but I must say that it strikes me as a strange 
spectacle in public or private life for one man to say, “ Let me attend 
to that subject, for I can do it better than he can;” or, “It belongs 
to me to doit.” After a committee that has charge of the duty by a 
vote of the Senate has done the best it can, for another committee 
to come forward and say now, “ That has not been done properly,” or, 
“You had no right to attend to it, and we will take it and attend to 
it,” is a course of procedure that will never be sanctioned by my 
vote. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the honorable and gifted Senator 
from Indiana has seen fit to decorate certain members of the Judi- 
ciary Committee with his censure. He rebukes the members of that 
committee for being immodest, for being presuming and rash. As 
the humblest member of the committee, I cannot complain. That 
honorable Senator has been so diffident, so reticent, so decorous him- 
self in respect to this measure that nobody can challenge the * 

iety of the admonition he has given to the honorable Senator from 

hio, and in lesser degree to the less important members of the Judi- 
ciary Committee. 

I venture, however, to put in a disclaimer, a denial, as far as I can 
venture to deny any proposition coming from so distinguished a 
source. I deny all purpose, I deny all tendency, in this motion, to 

ect upon the Committee on Territories, or upon any member of it. 
strenuously dispute the propriety of the argument of the Senator 
from Indiana when he says that the implication isof some superior 
faculty, of some greater ability, of some larger possession by one 
committee than another. 

To illustrate: If a bill were introduced proposing to refund the 

ublic debt, proposing to negotiate loans, I should be in favor of re- 

ing, as the rules of the te would require to be , that 
bill to. the Committee on Finance, and it would not be wholly because 
of the demonstrated and superior individual genius of the honorable 
Senator from Indiana as a financier, nor would it be because of im- 
puting to the other members of the committee personal span 

ut it would be because the inscrutable mysteries of Providence and 
of politics having put the honorable Senator from Indiana and his asso- 
ciates in a majority in this body, and it having been n to 
com a Committee on Finance, the honorable Senator from Indiana 
and his associates have become members of that committee. There- 
fore, I should vote to refer financial measures to them, and I should 
not intend to imply that either of the members of the committee was 
of higher character, more integrity, superior ability, than other mem- 
bers of the Senate who might have been selected in that behalf. But 
the necessity of dividing and apportioning labor establishes the usage 
of iamentary committees. 

e honorable Senator from Indiana asserted, (although I believe 
he admitted at last that he had never read this bill, which is the 
mantle of explanation to cover a many thin that he stated 
that the bill was intended to establish a territori vernment an 
organize a territory. I have read it, and I make this statement in 
regard to it, subject to correction: The first twenty-three sections of 
the bill are purely judicial; they allude to nothing else; they devise, 
institute, and invest with very variegated KONEN a judicial court, 
and there is nothing else in it. From section 24 to the end of the bill, 
the last section being 37, commencing with the institution of & local 
land office, the bill confines itself wholly to a parceling out, distribu- 
tion, and disposition of the Indian lands. If there is another pro- 
vision in the bill, I will thank any Senator to mention it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, there is a provision in the bill to enable In- 
dians to become citizens of the United States. 

Mr. CONKLING. But itis a part of one of the sections which I 
have thus classified. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me to say a word in that 
8 state that the bill also makes provision for the distri- 
tution of the tribal funds to individuals who pes ere citizens of 
the United States. That provision involves a judicial question. 


Mr. CONKLING. Iam aware of it; and still both Senators who 
have made ions will confirm me when I say that this bill has 
two, and only two, branches: one is to set up this judicial court, 
the other is to dispose of the lands of the Indians with the incidental 


questions entering in. 

The honorable Rassias from Missouri Sas Vest] thought that too 
large a statement was made touchin ds. I the Senate to 
hear one of the sections of this bill. in mind that ii bapa treaty 
these lands belong to the Cherokee Indians. Now hear this section: 

All missionaries who have labored continuously among the five nations before 
mentioned for ten shall be entitled, with their children the same rightsas 


to selecting homesteads under the provisions of this act as if'members of arid na- 
. and any missionary having labored among said nations the term before men- 


Observe this— 

And now a non-resident, may, within one the 
return to the Indian Terri vend claim taere Vettel That he ohall be. 
come a bona fide resident of said Territory. 

I do not think anybody has alleged against this bill more scope in 
disposing of the Indian lands than this section implies, 

So, Mr. President, it turns out that instead of be: ng a bill to set up 
a territorial 58 about which the honorable Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] has been arguing, it is a bill wholly judicial 
in its character, except so far as it intends to dispose of these lands 
and to make the incidental provisions referred to by the Senator 
from Ohio and the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to say a word with refer- 
ence to this memorial. I have glanced over it and it seems to be per- 
fectly res l in its terms. It relates to a question that ought to 
be decided by some committee of this pody, and it seems to me not 
the Committee on Territories. I think ly and legitimately the 
memorial would properly go to the Committee on Indian Affairs ; but 
as one member of that committee I shall vote, and vote chi 2 
to send it to the Judiciary Committee, because it involves, not o 
with reference to the bill now under consideration but with refer- 
ence to almost every bill relating to Indian Affairs that will be con- 
sidered at this session, questions which must be decided one way or 
the other by the Judici Committee. 

In the first place, the bill under consideration provides for establish- 
ing courts. e Indians in this memorial say that under the treaty 
the courts proposed cannot be established. It provides also for the 
allotment of lands. The treaty provides that these lands shall be 
held under the control and direction of these Indian tribes. They have 
an absolute fee-simple title to the lands, and yet it is proposed to dis- 
pose of them here to homestead settlers and to others. Surely that is 
a judicial question. It is a question that ought to be decided by the 

nsible law committee of this body. 

other provision which has disturbed the Indian Committee a 
great many times, and which is now being considered by that com- 
mittee, is whether or not we can allot homesteads to individual In- 
dians and at the same time withdraw from the tribe their proportion 
of the tribal funds. One section of the bill provides with reference 
to these five tribes that when their members have become citizens of 
the United States and shall have taken their property in severalty, 
the stocks and bonds now held in trust for the tribes shall be also 
distributed to the individual Indians who may beceme citizens of the 
United States. 

Mr. VEST. That has been the law ever since 1875. 

Mr. ALLISON. But it is a question whether we can do that with 
reference to these five tribes, and it is an important question which 
I think the Judiciary Committee ought to decide. 

Mr. MAXEY. Why not print the memorial and let it lie on the 
table and be considered with Senate bill No. 1418, and let the whole 
matter come before the Senate? The bill is on the Calendar. We 
have the bill on the Calendar, subject to be called up at any time. 
And why piaco the memorial in the possession of the J 1 Com- 
mittee? t the memorial be printed, and let us consider it here. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall vote for the reference because I believe it 
will facilitate the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. We shall never get it out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour, as extended, has ex- 
pired. The Chair takes this occasion to lay before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War. 

Mr. THURMAN. This matter, then, goes over till to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a communication 
from the Commissary-General of Subsistence, representing the neces- 
sity in the interest of economy of purchasing subsistence supplies 
required for remote posts in the early ee months; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the forty-seventh standing rule of the Senate be amended as fol- 


In the part of eaid forty-seventh role which reads as follows: „A Committee on 
to consist of three Senators, strike out three and insert “five,” so that 


the read: 
“A Committee on Rules, to consist of five Senators. 


1880. 
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FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of the United States volunteers and colonel of the 
Army, the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. RAN- 

LPH, 


DO: . 

Mr. MCDONALD resumed the floor and concluded the speech begun 
yesterday. [His remarks will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr, President, I do not desire to discuss this question 
at any length; but I desire, if Iam able to do it, to correct one or 
two impressions that I think have been attempted to be made which 
I understand, according to my theory and view of the case, to be in- 
correct. 

Mr. President, I will merely in very short and brief terms review 
the points of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. MCDONALD] and call 
his attention to certain propositions. I desire first to show that this 
board had no legal existence. On 67, volume 2, y will find 
their authority as stated by the MRI mselves, and I wish to put 
itin right here. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I have never argued that point. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know; but I desire to set the question at rest in 
reference to the legality of the board. The president of the board, 
General Schofield, says this: 

The president of the board said: The board will be glad to have counsel present 
the whole case, jie Bee record, with comments upon it if they so desire. We 
will regard all the offi papera Tolna e oseas of the record. 

There is one other matter in regard to which the would like to hear what 
counsel have to say: that is in respect to receiving testimony in a case like this, 
this being a board having no organization under the law, no power to summon wit- 
nesses or administer oaths. 

That is the language of the board themselves. They admit that 
they are not legally constituted, that they are not a military board 
under the law, that they are not a mili board under the regula- 
tions, that they are not a board under any law that exists either stat- 
utory or otherwise. That is all I have to say in reference to that 

oint. 

1 Mr. EDMUNDS. Does anybody contend that they were? 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from Delaware did. 

The next point is this, and I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana to it: An objection was made that there was no 
battle on the 29th. I believe that objection has been done away with 
by the reports of the officers on both sides and therefore I do not wish 
to discuss that. 

The next excuse made by the Senator from Indiana for Porter’s not 
obeying the 6.30 order of the 27th of A 1862, was in reference 
to the roads. I have but a word to say in reference to that; and it 
is that at the time the order was received Colonel Meyers swears that 
he parked the trains, and the trains were parked that night and did 
not enter the road again until daylight the next morning, showing 
that the road was open. Colonel Clary swears that the railroad cars 
had been run behind Cedar Run by two o'clock, leaving the roads 
both open and the railroad also. Hence that excuse falls to the 


und, 

er I desire to call the attention of the Senate to a suggestion 
that was made by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. RANDOLPH] that 
Mr. Lincoln himself bs Pape having approved the judgment of the 
court-martial and would probably have done earrings, on the sub- 
ject but for his death. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from New Jersey who made this statement to pages 853, 854, and 855, 
velume 2, of the board report. 

Robert T. Lincoln, the son of President Lincoln, was called and 
sworn before this board. He was asked this question: 

Q. You may state what that was— 

Speaking of a conversation— 
What statement he made bearing on that point. 

Referring to his father this is his answer: 


ter, as I recollect, to General Mc. ell. I never saw the note until this mornin 

ao 5 give my reco ection of it. My recollection is better than else, My 
tion of the contents of the note is thatit was in substance t General 

Porter wrote to General McDowell that he judged by the sound of firing that 


3 were beaten, and that he sho: 
eid. 

That is the very note you have in discussion now, that was never 
known before, you say, although it was before the court-martial, and 
I will produce it before this case is finished. 

That is my recollection of the contents of the note as given me then. My father 
was exceedingly urgent or strong in his condemnation. 

By the RECORDER: 

Q. As to the spirit of this note what did he say? 

A. I recollect one distinct remark that he made, but at what period in the con- 
versation I do not now recollect. He said that the case would have justified, in his 
opinion, a sentence of death. 

That was the language of President Lincoln before his own son, 
sworn to before this board called for the purpose of examining into 
all the facts. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The Senator from Illinois has twice, I think, 
made a statement; I scarcely know how to characterize i. 

Mr. LOGAN. What statement do you mean? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I will let you know, sir. 


therefore withdraw his corps from the 


Mr. LOGAN. Well, sir, I should like to know by what author- 


ty— 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I say this, sir: whether the Senator intended 
or not to do so, he inly did make a statement that I apprehend 
left the impression upon the minds of some persons thai my state- 
ment with referénce to the proposed action of President Lincoln was 
an incorrect one. 

Mr. LOGAN. Why, Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. I intended no such reflection. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Then he 

Mr. LOGAN., Allow me to finish the sentence. So far as the Sen- 
ator himself is concerned I meant no such reflection. I was speak- 
ing of the statement of the Senator that he made in his speech; and 
I understood him to base that upon the statement of some person—I 
afterward ascertained whom by reading the testimony—a gentle- 
man in New Jersey ; it is not necessary to mention his name. I only 
now read the eviderce of Mr. Lincoln’s son, not in refutation of the 
statement of the Senator himself, but in refutation of the statement 
that has been made in this particular instance. That is all. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Now, sir, in order to clear this whole matter 
up, the Senator from Illinois having disavowed—and I am very glad 
he has—any personal imputation upon myself 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no desire to cast any reflection upon the Sen- 
ator. I only speak of the statement he made based upon what he 
understood to be testimony. That is all. Now, if the Senator will 
allow me 

Mr. RANDOLPH. One moment. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. On page 318, part 2, will be found conclusive 
testimony that my statement as to what Mr. Lincoln before his death 
did say to Governor Newell, of New Jersey, was a correct one, and 
this is the testimony—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Iknow. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. That he proposed to reopen this case; and the 
testimony, which should be read here and now, is to this effect : 

WILLIAM A. NEWELL was then called on behalf of the petitioner, and, being duly 
Sworn, was examined, and testified as follows: 

Direct examination by Mr. CHOATE: 


Question. Where do you reside ? 
Answer. Allentown. 
i 5 Bet vernor of New Jersey at what period? 
Q. == Were acquainted with the late President Lincoln. What were your rela- 
lons 


ti ith him 
A. I knew him in in 1846 to 1850; I knew him subsequently during his 
administration as President, and had also, I may say, intimate —— relations 


Q. Did you make any application to him in respect to the case of General Por- 
ter? If so, ae ere and when?! 
A. At the su; tion of Governor Randolph, who, I think, at that time was gov- 
ernor of our 8 
That is a mistake. I was not governor at that time—but subse- 
quently— 
and probably other gentlemen whose names I do not now recollect. I am not 
positive as to the date; I think it was in 1864, the latter part of the year. 
Where was this application and interview ? 
. In his office at the ite House. 
35 vou and him 
e8, 


À. % 
Qi Will you state what he said? 
he RECORDER said: I would like to know the purpose of this i — 

Mr. Cnoaxx. It is to show a statement of President Linco that, in approving 
the action of the court-martial, he did it without an prairie Hey of the evidence, 
relying upon the statement that had been prepared for him for the purpose by the 
J nee’ vocate-General. 

RECORDER. I submit to the board that that is not proper under the circum- 
stances. We have the official record of President Lincoln's action over his own 
signature. That is the best evidence in the premises. 

A discussion hereupon occurred between the recorder and Mr. Choate 
ing the matter, which at this late hour I omit. I proceed with 
the evidence of Governor Newell 
Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow me, there is no controversy 
between him and me as to the statement of Mr. Newell. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. One moment. I shall omit, as I have said, the 
discussion between counsel and the decision of the board admitting 
the evidence, occupying a page or two, in order to come to the very 
pith and marrow of this whole business: 

: Governor Newell, being examined by Mr. Choate, testified as fol- 
ows: 


. Please state the conversation that you had with President Lincoln upon the 
subject of your 9 

. I stated to the President that I had called at the solicitation of friends of 
General Porter in our State to say that in their ju 


was very severe; and that in view of new evidence 
Porter we desired to have the case 


introduced he would be very glad to give him an opportunity to have it presented: 
that he had had a high Bre i for General 5 and as a — and 
hoped that he would be able to vindicate himself ee Thad at 


least two conversations with the President on that su of which I 

have given you. I do not recollect the precise lan ; but it made a special im- 

W my mind at the time, and my recellesien has ‘ortified by a 

— whi I wrote to Governor Randolph, and which reminds me of this par- 
ularly. f 
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2 Did you hold any official position at that time? 


I k I was a member of Con elect at the time of that conversation. 
Your al and political rela’ 


with the President were what? 
. Very intimate and friendly. 


Had you any relation with General Porter“ 
. I have never seen the general but twice. I would not have known him ten 
days ago if I had met him in the street. 


Then on the cross-examination—— 

Mr. LOGAN. Now does the Senator desire to read all that? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. A word or two more, sir, and I shall have finished 
this controversy : 


Cross-examination by the RECORDER: a 
Q. Did the President at that time say that he had not read any of the evidence? 
A. No, sir; he said he had not been able to give it that icular attention 
which the matter required. He accepted the opinion of the War Department and 
the Judge-Advocate-General. 
You don't know whether he had read the case himself? 
I do not. Lam under the impression, from tho manner of his conversation, 
that he had not investigated it as a lawyer. 
2 When did you hold these conversations with him! 
. It must have been in 1864, the latter part of the year. 


Each of them! 
They were close to each other, I saw him twice, if not oftener. I was fre- 


9 in Washington at that time as member of Congress and private citizen. 
Q. Did he at that time state what kind of newly discovered evidence or explana- 

evidence he desired! 

. No, sir; he made no eg Beanie that. I didn’t know an: g about that 
myself. I recollect his saying distinctly, and his manner of putting it at the 
that if there was . that General Porter could bring to change the as 
of the case he would be glad to have it done. I recollect perfectly particular 
expression at that time—I recollect more than an; else—that if there 
was anything that could be brought out, he hoped it would be done. 

The — — of the witness was here closed. 


Mr. LOGAN. Now is the Senator through? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Yes, as to this particular matter. 7 
Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will at least acco 
to me great consideration for him, for on two or three occasions when 
I have given way to him I have myself come to the conclusion that 
he was going to read the whole volume, but he has desisted now and 

has not it all. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. If I could only see in print the Senator’s speech, 
now a week or 

Mr. LOGAN. I will certainly sit down until the Senator is through, 
and when he is through I will proceed. I have seen gentlemen be- 
fore who became very neryous. I do not usually get nervous myself, 
and I have not been very much so in this case; and I think I have 
taken it very coolly and very calmly; but I will say this, I presented 
the evidence of President Lincoln’s only son, a lawyer in ig 
and a very eminent lawyer, too, for his age, to show that Mr. Lin- 
coln believed this man ought to have been 3 by a sentence of 
death, thereby showing that he conld not have said what this wit- 
ness says he und him to have said. 

Mr. LPH. No, sir; what he, President Lincoln, did say. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is not now a witness. He will allow 
me to give my conclusions, if he pleases. 

That is all that I presented that for, not that it cuts any figure in 
the world in this case. We are the judges. Mr. Lincoln is dead and 
gone. It is not for him to act, nor would his views, perhaps, have 
any considerable influence on this case with the evidence that is now 

‘ore the Senate. But the point I desire to direct the attention of 
the Senate to in the remarks of the Senator from Indiana yesterday is 
this: He undertook to explain from a map that by Fitz-John Porter’s 
feeling over to the right, as we would it in military parlance, at 
the time he was at wkins Branch, when McDowell left him, he 
would afterward have connected with the troops by a direct line to 
his right. I desire to correct that, because I am sure the Senator did 
not understand the position of the troops, and took the map of the 

itions at six o’clock, as I understand, and undertook to show that 
tz-John Porter could not have made the march in the direction 
that he was expected to go under the order. 

Now, I have a map here, and I have not only the map of the War 
Peparnas but one made by this board, showing the exact position 
of the troops at two o’clock. The position of the troops, according 
to General Jackson’s report and the report of all the officers, was this: 
General Jackson formed his men over here [indicating] behind the 
new-cut railroad, as any one will see; he says so himself in his re- 
port. Our line was formed here in his front, [indicating.] Our line 
passed Groveton and up this pike road to the left of four divisions, 
so that the line of Jackson was from Sudley Springs in the direction 
of Gainesville, his right resting not on the Gainesville pike but on a 
road running to and connecting with it and on the railroad. Long- 
street coming in to the left on the Warrenton pike from Gainesville 
and forming there on Jackson’s left made the line extend over to the 

Gap Railroad. That would be the line, [indicating.] 

Fitz-John Porter in moving off to the right would not have closed 
on our left at all, but his right would have extended to our center. 
To have moved and struck our left and formed that line [indicating] 
he would have had to go at least two miles beyond Dawkins Branch 
and thrown his right here, Lindicating, I and that would have formed 
a line across in this direction, Cindicating, showing that our right 
rested up by Sudley Springs, opposite Jackson’s right, and our left 
down toward Gainesville, in open to the left of Longstreet. 
That would have been the position. Any military man, I care not 
who he is, who will examine these maps will understand me in a mo- 


ment. I do not say that my friend from Indiana is not a good mili- 
tary man, but I do say that he misunderstood the ition of the 
troops, and he did not explain it so as to make it sfactory to any 
one who was listening to him and who understands the position the 
troops occupied at that time. 

At the very time that the Senator from Indiana was speaking about 
it being an impossibility for Porter to obey that order I asserted, as 
I do now, (and the evidence shows it,) that there was not one soli- 
tary infantry soldier in his front—nothing but Robertson’s and a 
poreo of Stuart’s cavalry; and the expectation of Pope was that 

o should move on this indicating, ] throw his right in there, 
[indicating,] and connect with our left. The maps that have been 
used all the time for the purpose of showing that Porter could not 
comply with the order are maps showing the positions at six o’clock. 
Schenck occupied these w right up here [indicating] at two 
o’clock—he so swore and so do other witnesses; right up here where 
our left rested; then two of our batteries were there, [indicating,] 
and two of Longstreet’s batteries were here, ponosne] At six 
o'clock and afterward, when Reynolds and Schenck had withdrawn 
back to this line, [indicating,] our forces formed a line in this direc- 
tion, [indicating.] So you can see that from the time the battle 
commenced early in the morning until our troops crossed they first 
drove a poron of Jackson’s army back and pressed them farther in 
here, [indicating ;] afterward, later, Jackson’s forces, aided by Long- 
street’s three divisions on Jackson’s right, drove our left back, threw 
it back into this position Codon: J So it threw a ion of 
these troops up here, [indicating. ] t is exactly the state of the 
case and exactly the evidence. 

Ihave no diosan to deceive anybody. I want to state the case 
just as it is. tz-John Porter, to have complied with that order, 
even at twelve o’clock or at two o'clock at the time he was moving 
from Gainesville or forming his line, would have had to move two 
miles beyond Dawkins Branch. 

I wanted to explain that, so that we should all understand the 
facts in reference to the position of the troops. Now I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate, for one moment only, to another matter. 
I am not going to repeat one scintilla of the evidence I have used 
heretofore ; and there is a great deal more testimony that I have not 
had time to cite, but I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Indiana, for he failed to read it, to the evidence of Mr. Bond. 

Mr, RANDOLPH. The Senator will observe that the Senator from 
Indiana is not in his seat, 

Mr. LOGAN. I observe that. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. And he is not coming back to the Chamber to- 


day. 
Mr. LOGAN. I call the attention of the Senate. I am not cer- 
tainly compelled to stop. 
Mr. OLPH. I can only remind the gentleman that the Sen- 
ator to whom he 2 to address himself in reply is not here. 
Mr. LOGAN. I will say to the Senator that he is here himself, and 
I will direct it to the Senate and not to the Senator from Indiana. 
This is for the Senate. Now, I will read a portion of the testimony 
of Mr. John Bond. He says this, speaking of Fitz-John Porter about 
one or two o'clock : 
What did you then do! 
I then rei to Junction. 
Where did you come to a stop! 
I first met a lot of troops, and I met a group of officers; one of them said, 
Where from, sergeant!" 


Mr. EATON. What day? 
Mr. LOGAN. The29th. This witness in speaking of his retirement 
and the retirement of others—I will give substantially what he says— 
ks of retiring from that place to Manassas Junction. I have not 
time to read the evidence and will not detain the Senate, but they 
will find by reading through this testimony that the witness says 
that Porter said that he did not care a damn whether his troops got 
there or not. Now, following that up, I take the evidence of General 
Mosby who was on the other side, and General Mosby sustains—— 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Will the Senator allow me? I state before the 
Senate to-day from my knowledge of General Porter that he never 
uttered that profane word. 
Mr. LOG. Oh, well; the Senator need not get excited. I am 
reading the testimony. 
Mr. LPH. Iam not at all excited; but, sir 
Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will allow me to read the testimony, I 
suppose. Why, Mr. President, every witness that swears here against 
Mr. Porter, according to the Senator’s ideas, must be a liar. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Not at all; I make no such assertion 
Mr. LOGAN. General Mosby, who was then in the confederate 
service, (and I have his evidence right here, and the Senator will find 
it on page 842,) sustains every position that I have taken in reference 
to these troops from ri seo. He end. I have the names of some 
seven or eight other witnesses whom I did not call the attention of the 
e to, but I intend to do so if necessary. I do not think it will be, 
owever. 
I do not intend to discuss this question more extensively than I 
have done, except to meet certain points as they come up, if I ma; 
be permitted to do it. Now, I say that the evidence does show, an 


I have it here sworn to in this volume by five witnesses ; by General 
Morell, by Porter’s own adjutant-general, by two captains, and by a 
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witness who stands here to-day an honorable man, that this order 
was received. These witnesses saw Porter receive it. It was sent to 
General Morell. General Morell swears that the sun was up at the 
tops of the trees at the time he received the order to attack, showing 
that thestatement that Porter did not receive the 4.30 order of Pope is 
not borne out by the testimony of his own witnesses. These are facts 
that cannot be controverted. 

Further, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
it is Fitz-John Porter who is on trial here, not General Pope, not Gen- 
eral McDowell, and not the court-martial that tried him. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana spoke of two of the members of that court-martial, 
Generals King and Ricketts. I know both of those men well. A 
braver man does not live to-day than General King. General Rick- 
etts is a man who was shot all to pieces and who is upon the retired 
list on account of his wounds. These men must be denounced here 
in order to sustain Porter. Why, sir, I did not suppose it was neces- 
sary to denounce any honorable man in order to sustain him. I de- 
sire to say in answer to that accusation that Fitz-John Porter was 
tried by a court of which General Hunter was president, one of his 
own personal and intimate friends. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I declare now, with a full knowledge of the 
facts, that General Hunter was not. I say it with respect as to the 
assertion, but he was not the intimate personal friend of General 
Porter. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; the Senator can say that. Then I say 
if the Senator disputes that, Ihave been told so. I have no knowledge 
of the fact ; but General Hunter is as honorable, as high-minded, and 
as dignified a soldier as is the Senator an honorable Senator from New 
Jersey ; he is a man of as much reputation to-day as any Senator on 
this ie. and as a man. 

Mr, EATON. That is out of order. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘Very well, sir, if I am, call me to order. More than 
that; General Hitchcock was on this court-martial. Will the Sen- 
ator deny that he was a personal friend of General Porter ? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, I say as to the gentlemen who 
were members of the court-martial that eral Porter made his pro- 
test before them, After 2 entered his protest upon certain points 
concerning the composition of the court, trial ed, and I 
say now that he y is probably 2 from criticising that 
court in the ts that the Senator mentioned. The Senator 
has spoken of Generals Ricketts and King. I have reason also for 
desiring to of those gentlemen with A and when I spoke 
of Generals Ricketts and King, or rather of two officers—for I did 
not name them E Pig aR 

Mr. LOGAN. e Senator from Indiana was the one who named 
them. I was referring to his remarks. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I was constrained to refer to them, though not 
by name, in order to show that the court-martial was a body that 
could not, even with the best and most honest pu: sit fairly 
upon the General Porter case, because two of oa Bee emen compos- 
ing it had themselves been incidentally concerned in the matters in 
controversy, and one of the two, General King, had been constrained 
to, go from the bench to the witness-stand and then return to the 
bench. Thatis what I said. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. I only say that a case which has to be 
sustained by denunciation of other parties is a very bad case. 

Now, I desire to answer right here the statement that the Senator 
from Indiana made yesterday, that General King was one of the 
actors on the 29th. The Senator said yesterday he would show that 
he was. The dispatches of General Porter were directed to McDowell 
and King, because he did not know who commanded King’s division ; 
that was the only reason. King on the 29th was not in command of 
the troops and General Hatch was, and the evidence shows it. So 
there is an error there. 

e that court-martial that has been assailed here in 
the te Cham from the time this case commenced, take them 
all, each and every one, and they are honorable men. Mr. GARFIELD, 
who has recently been elected to the United States Senate to take his 
seat by the side of the Senator from New Jersey, was a member of 
that court, as able a man as either of the 3 who have advo- 
cated Fitz-John Porter, and I think equally as honorable. Certainly 
he was a soldier, and neither of these Senators was. Sir, it will not 
do to assail every man in connection with this case in order to bol- 
ster up the reputation of the officer who was tried and sentenced. 

Following up the assault on the court-martial, the attack is con- 
tinued upon General Pope and upon General McDowell, and all the 
blame is to be laid upon them in order that this man shall escape 
from the punishment inflicted on him by the plement of the court- 
martial. Sir, that is ing the question. The questions to be de- 
cided are, first, on the law, whether Congress has the right to do 
this ; next, if it has the right, does the testimony justify the doingof 
it? On these propositions and principles should this case be decided, 
and on none other. But the very moment that you assail every man 
connected with the case, that moment you admit you have no chance 
unless you can break down parties that are not before you and are 
not passing under aon judgment. 

is much, sir, I desired. to say, no more, for I have occupied the 
time of the Senate longer than I should have done, but merely to cor- 
rect the statement in reference to this map and in reference to the 
position of these troops. With that statement and reply to what has 


been said in reference to the attacks or assaults that have been 
made upon these men, I have accomplished all that I desire to do. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Before the Senator from Illinois takes his seat 
may I ask one question ? 

r. LOGAN. Certainly; a dozen if you desire. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I presume he its that General Schofield, 
General Terry, and General Getty are at least the equals of any other 
three gentlemen in the military service in honesty, loyalty, and in 
intelligence ; and these three generals declare in substance in their 
finding in this case that General Lon t and his force was in front 
of General Porter from twelve o’clock on the 29th of August ali 
through that afternoon. Now, the Senator from Illinois has Said 

Mr. LOGAN. You rose to ask me a question. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I rose to put a question, and I pro to state 
it in my own way. The Senator from Illinois has stated repeatedly, 
I think quite erroneously, that during the whole of the afternoon ot 
the 29th, that debated afternoon, General Longstreet was not in front 
of General Porter. Now, Mr. President, we all see that this is a very, 
very important point, because if General Longstreet was not there 
then Porter’s duty under the joint order was of an entirely different 
character from that perform: Now, sir, I ask the Senator from Illi- 
nois once more whether he in the face of the assertions and 
finding of Generals Schofield, Terry, and Getty that Longstreet was 
there, that he was not? 

Mr. LOGAN. Now I will answer the question. I assert that Long- 
street was not on the road leading from Manassas to Gainesville, and 
no part of his command was there except his cavalry up to six o’clock 
in the evening. Not only that, but I assert that though you may find 
fragments from some witness to sustain that view, taking the whole 
testimony together, it proves exactly what I sy ao exactly what I 
have shown by the map before me. Not only that, I now, since the 
Senator has asked me the question, will answer him in this way: I 
say taking into consideration the high character of that board which 
the Senator gives to them, if they are honorable men, if they are 
learned men, if they are just men, may God give me the power to 
understand this case as they do, if they are honest men. I say no 
honest man, unless he is deceived, can report as this board has re- 
pored that these twenty-five thousand men were in front of Fitze 

ohn Porter or that any portion of them were. I say that the board 
in making that report make a report not based upon the testimony, 
not b upon the facts, but they make a report in accordance with 
the argument of counsel and not in accordance with the testimony. 
I assert that, sir. v 

More than that, when you call my attention to these gentlemen, I 
know them as well as you do. Of course, thoy are honorable men; but 
no more honorable than other men who stand high; no more honora- 
ble than was President Lincoln; no more honorable than the nine 
men, sworn judges, who convicted Fitz-John Porter on sworn testi- 


mony. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Partial testimony. 

Mr. LOGAN. Testimony of the same character as that brought be- 
fore this board, a board of unauthorized men, unsworn officers as they 
say themelves, and they trample under their feet the judgment. pf 
nine men, and you try to set them ap as more honorab n any- 
body else! Why, sir, let me say to the Senator that I claim nothin; 
because I am a Senator; I claim nothing because I have been a sol- 
dier; but when you undertake to put the judgment of these men over 
and above the judgment of other men that are equally as honorable, 
it is not justified. I speak not of myself, but there are men here who 
agree with me that were just as good soldiers as those men were; 
and when you undertake by a board of three unsworn men to ride 
down the judgment of lawyers and military men as honest as they 
are, I say it is far-fetched to talk about their honor. Honor, sir! 
We are all supposed to have honor until 3 ap’ But 
if I were to hunt for honor, and for honorable p ngs based upon 
testimony and law, I would not search in that report to find it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida obtained the floor. 

Mr. GARLAND. Will the Senator from Florida yield to me for a 


moment to offer a resolution in connection with this matter? I rec- 
ognize the fact that he has the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. GARLAND. I offer the following: 

The bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter involving many intricate questions as 
to the jurisdiction and power of courts un Constitation and ws of the 
bes vey That the bil 8 m and the whole subject- 

e Ə w] a 
matter, be referred to the Committee on the Julie for examination, to report 


by bill or otherwise, 


I yield the floor, of course, to the Senator from Florida, and shall 
give my reasons for that resolution at the proper time. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. May I be allowed to say a word? I do trust 
that this subject which has proceeded so far and is now so fully be- 
fore the Senate may not have a reference to any committee whatever. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr, President—— 

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator from Florida yielding the floor to 
mer move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


The motion was a; to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-nine minutes s 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
fifty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 10, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


INTEROCEANIC CANAL, 


Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent to introduce now a joint 
resolution which I propose, if the opportunity is offered to me, to 
persen as EEEE for the resolution of the Committee on the 

0 ^ 

Mr. PAGE. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and that is 
whether under Rule XXIV anything is in order after the reading of 
the Journal except the regular order ? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent these matters may be pre- 


sented. 
Mr. BURROWS. Does not unanimous consent suspend the rules? 
The SPEAKER. It is equivalent to a suspension of the rules; but 
anything can be done by unanimous consent. 
8 BURROWS. The third clause of that rule provides, however, 
the regular order shall not be dispensed with except by a two-thirds 


vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine that point and determine 
it whenitcomes up. He is obliged to the gentleman for having called 
his attention to it. 

Mr. REAGAN, All I ask is this may be printed in the RECORD. 
It will not hurt any ne to read it. It takes a different view and I 
want, if I can get the opportunity, to offer it as an amendment. Ido 
not wish to do so without giving members an opportunity, in the first 
place, of knowing what it is. 

Mr. PAGE. Ihave no ES to having it read for information. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is all I ask. 

Mr. PAGE. But not that it shall be considered as pending asa sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. REAGAN, No, sir; I do not pro that. 

The SPEAKER. The subject is not before the House. 

Mr.REAGAN. Ionly ask to have it read and printed in the RECORD 
so that it may be known what it is when it comes up hereafter to be 
offered as a substitute. 

Mr. PAGE. Then I withdraw my objection to its being read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That while we ize the general interest of the whole commercial 
world in the use of a or the isthmus North 


across 
and South America, and while we will t that interest if such a line of inter- 
oceanic communication shall be established, we declare that as the establishment 
of such a line of communication would practically connect and make continuous 
the Atlantic and Mexican Gulf and Pacific coast lines of the United States, and 
as the United States would have a great local, as well as a general, interest in this 
work in common with the other commercial powers of the earth, and as the polit- 
ical control of such a line of communication would be vitally necessary to her com- 
mercial interests and to the preservation of her territorial Integrity and 
independence, we will insist, whenever and by whomsoever such a project shall be 
commenced, on such political control of it as will give security to our commercial 
and political interests. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. No. 474) for 
the relief of William McGovern ; when the Speaker signed the same. 

WEAVER BILL. 

Mr. WEAVER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I hold in my hand the petition of John Miller and 
88 others, of Iowa County, State of Iowa, praying this House to take 
a yea-and-nay vote on the “resolutions introduced by Mr. WEAVER 
and printed in the RECORD of the 27th of February.” To what com- 
mittee does this belong ? 

The SPEAKER. It belongs to the committee to which the propo- 
sition went. 

Mr. WEAVER. The proposition has not gone to any committee. 
I have been seeking recognition for a long time for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can select the proper committee 
and have it referred through the petition-box. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will refer it to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, if there be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The petition is not before the House for that 
reference. The rules provide for the reference of petitions and pre- 
scribe the manner in which they shall be referred. This, of course, 
must conform to the rules. : 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McLANE. I move to dispense with the moming 
in order, if possible, to dispose of the pending bill in t 

Mr. GOODE. I call for the order. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Maryland to dispense with the morning hour. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 93, noes 54. 

Mr. MCLANE demanded tellers. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to have the House under- 
stand the object of this motion. 

$ 


hour to-day 
e House. 


Mr. MCLANE. The object of it is to giye one more hour for debate 
on a 
The SP The Chair sup 


the object of the gentleman 
ma to give an Raa hour to oo 
r. rise to a parli tary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 1. = 


Mr. WARNER. I desire to know whether under Rule XXXVIII 
the rules can be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. rules provide that the morning hour can be 
dispensed with by a two-thirds vote. 

. MCLANE. I renew the demand for tellers. 

Zaller were ordered ; and Mr. MCLANE and Mr. BURROWS were ap- 

inted. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 108, noes 55. 

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion to dispense 
with the morning hour was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAYES. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the morn- 
ing hour was not dispensed with; and also that that motion be laid 
upon the table. 


Mr. HOOKER. It is not necessary to make that motion. I call for 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not usual to move a reconsideration of a vote 
requiring two-thirds. 

Mr. W. N. Can I be allowed unanimous consent to introduce 
a bill for reference ? 

Mr. HAYES. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at thirty-five minutes past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. LTON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
ask in reference to this point: On the 28th of February, when the 
House had under consideration Rule XXIV, the question came up 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I will come to the parliamentary inquiry directly. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will su t that the gentleman re- 
serve it until after the morning hour. The Chair does not want the 
morning hour destroyed in this way. 
j Mr. HAZELTON, I will ask to be recognized after the morning 
our. 

JOHN B. SLACK. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back, with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 875) forthe 
relief of John B. Slack; and the same was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JESSE DURNELL. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with an adverse recommendation, the petition of Jesse Durnell, sec- 
ond-class puos of the United States Mississippi squadron; and the 
same was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

J. H. MERRILL. è 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1356) for the re- 
lief of J. H. Merrill; and the same was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


COLLISIONS ON THE WATER. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to report back the bill (H. R. No. 4430) to provide a 
commission for the examination of existing and proposed rules for 
preventing collisions on the water, and for framing such rules as 
shall be in consonance with and in furtherance of the interests of 
international law, accompanied by a report in writing and a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy. I move that the bill and report and 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy be printed and recommitted to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3 ae CONGER. Does that bill relate to the merchant-marine serv- 
ice 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. If the gentleman from Michigan will allow 
me I will state that the bill has reference to the framing of a code of 
rules for the government of United States vessels on the high seas 
as well as of the marine or coast service. The object of the bill is 
to harmonize the rules for both. I ask that the bill be recommitted, 
and the accompanying report and executive document printed, so 
that the Committee on Commerce and the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs may consider the matter together. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. CONGER. The point is whether the bill should be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs or the Committee on Commerce, which 
has c of all subjects connected with the merchant marine. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Naval Affairs already have 
this subject-matter before them, and all they ask is that the bill and 
report be printed and recommitted. A 

. CONGER. This is the first opportunity we have of telling 
whether this matter is properly in the hands of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs or not. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will state to the gentleman from Michigan 
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between the chairman of the Committee on 

in this matter. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well. 

The bill and e ee ee and executive document were 
mmi 


that there is harmon 
Commerce and myse 


recommitted to the 
printed. 


on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 


MRS. AGNES E. FRY. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
495) for the relief of Mrs. Agnes E. Fry, widow of Joseph Fry ; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


DOUBLE-TURRETED MONITORS. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to report a joint resolution in response to so much of 
the President’s menago and accompanying documents as refers to 
the condition of the double-turreted monitors now in course of con- 
struction. If it be in order, I ask for the present consideration of 
the joint resolution. It directs the 5 the Navy to o - 
ize a board, and that board to report back this information to Con- 
gress, the information being deemed material in the consideration of 
bills pending before the committee and the House. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in ed assembled, That 3 the Mary be, and he is hereby, 
directed ee to consist of not less than five nor more than seven 
officers of the United States Navy, selected at his discretion from the active and 
retired list, none of whom shall be of a lower grade than captain, which board 
shall athe cage ee immediately after the è of this resolution, and shall be 
charged with the duty of thoroughly e in person the double-turreted mon- 
itors, with a view of determining, first, 9 — — N is to the interest of the Gov- 
ernment to complete said vessels, to wit, the Puritan, the Monadnock, the Amphi- 
trite, and the Terror; second, if so, whether it is to the interest of the Govern- 
ment to complete them according to the existing p models, and agreements ; 
third, if any change is demanded in order to make said vessels more efficient as 
war vessels; to inquire into the extent and character as well as cost of such modi- 
fications, and also inquire into any other fact material to each of these questions ; 
and of all which they will make rt to the Secretary of the Navy, who shallat 
once transmit the same, with his opinions thereon, to 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee, by instruction 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, asks unanimous consent that the 
joint resolution which has just been read be considered at this time. 
Is there objection ? 

There was no objection, and the joint resolution (H. R. No. 237) 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to organize a board to inquire 
into the present condition of the double-turreted monitors and the 
propriety and cost of completing said vessels, &c., was read three 
times and passed. 

SOLICITOR AND JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL. 

Mr. GOODE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2788) to author- 
ize the President to detail an officer of the Navy or the Marine Corps 
to perform the duties of solicitor and judge-advocate-general, &c., 
and to fix the rank and pay of such officer; and the same was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

DOCKAGE OF PRIVATE VESSELS AT NAVY-YARDS. 

Mr. GOODE. I am instructed also by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to report back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 4787) to provide for excepting from the provisions of section 
3617 of the Revised Statutes of the United States the proceeds from 
dockage of private vessels at the several navy-yards of the United 
States. I move that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and that the accompanying report be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that this bill has the right to 
be placed on the House Calendar. 

Mr. GOODE. It involves indirectly an appropriation of money, as 
it may take money from 5 made under existing law. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CAPTORS OF THE RAM ALBEMARLE. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, from the same committee, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 3489, for the relief of the captors of 
the ram Albemarle, a bill (H. R. No. 5045) to refer the claims of the 
captors of the ram Albemarle to the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time, with the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

MOVABLE TORPEDOES, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 5046) to provide for experiments in movable 
torpedoes; which was read a first and second time, with the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PROFESSORS OF LANGUAGES AND DRAWING IN NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. BREWER, from the same committee, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. No. 231) to establish upon a permanent 
footing the professorships of modern Janguages and of drawing at the 
States Naval Academy. 


Unit 


The SPEAKER. To which Calendar does the gentleman desire to 
have this bill referred ? 

Mr. BREWER. To the House Calendar. 

Mr. GARFIELD. When the Calendar shall be reached, suppose it 
is found that a point of order would lie against this bill? 

The SPEAKER. Any time before the actual consideration of a bill 
a point of order would lie against it under the very terms and lan- 


guage of the new rule. 
WHITTHO 


Mr. BREWER. I have no objection to that reference. 

The bill, with amendments, was accordingly referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

PROFESSORS OF MATHEMATICS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. BREWER, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 672, a bill (H. R. No. 5047) telang to the appoint- 
ment of professors of mathematics in the Navy; which was read a 
first and second time, with the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 


SUFFERING POOR IN IRELAND. 


Mr. COX, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom had 
been referred a joint resolution (H. R. No. 140) expressing sympathy 
for the sufferings of the Irish people and for their attempt to secure 
the blessings of self-government; a joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) 
Expro nE Sar mat for the Irish, and asking the President to urge 
upon the English government measures for their relief from landlord 
rule; a joint resolution (H. R. No. 193) provi national aid for the 
relief of the suffering poor in Ireland, and making an eee 
therefor; and the memorial of the Saint Paul Chamber of Commerce 
in behalf of an fae are for the people of Ireland, reported the 
same back, together with a joint resolution as a substitute therefor 
(H. R. No. 238) providing national aid for the relief of the suffering 
poor of Ireland, and aking an appropriation therefor; which was 
read a first and second time, with the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. COX. I ask that the minority of the committee, if they shall 
see proper to do so, be given leave to submit at any time the views 
— raa minority in writing, to be printed with the report of the ma- 
j o 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR OFFICERS. 


Mr. KING, from the same committee, reported back, with amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. No. 4675) to provide for the payment of diplo- 
matic and consular officers while in the United States under orders 
from the State De ent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a written report accompanying this bill ? 

Mr. KING. There is not. 

The SPEAKER. The new rule requires that there should be one. 

Mr. COX. I ask that the gentleman have leave to file a report 
during to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent can be given to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. KING] to file a report on this bill to-day. 
The newrule, which the gentleman probably has overlooked, requires 
that there shall be a written report to accompany each bill reported 
from a committee. 

There was no objection. 

The bill and amendments were referred to the House Calendar, and 
the report when filed ordered to be printed. 


TONNAGE DUTIES. 


Mr. RICE. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
report back with amendments the joint resolution (H. R. No. 96) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to make final adjustment of 
the claims of certain foreign steamship companies arising from the 
illegal exaction of tonnage duties, with a report, accompanied by the 
views of the minority of the committee. I move that the joint reso- 
lution be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and that the report of the majority, together with the views of 
the minority, be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill relates to public laws or to public treati 
and should be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state o 
the Union. 

Mr. RICE. I have no preference as to which Calendar it shall go 
to, but the claim grows out of acts in contravention of public treaties. 

. CONGER. Although it may be for the benefit of these partic- 
ular steamship companies, it modifies the general law. 

Mr. COX. It is not a public bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill seems to be for the benefit of private 
individuals. The Chair does not think it changes any treaty stipu- 
lation; in fact it could not do that. i 

Mr. COX. It proposes to refund certain moneys to steamship com- 
panies. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that a similar bill in the 
last Congress was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that it is to relieve certain vessels 
from the operation of certain provisions of law through the interven- 
tion of treaty stipulation. 

Mr. RICE. Not at all. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I am mistaken. 

Mr. COX. It is to pay certain claims of steamship companies for 
i tonnage duties exacted of them. 

oint resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee of 

the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the Seer report, 
with the views of the minority, ordered to be printed. 
RAILROAD BONDS OF YANKTON, DAKOTA. 


Mr. MULDROW, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back a bill of the following title ; when the committee was disc 
from the further consideration of the same, and it was refi to 
the Committee on the Judiciary : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3513) legalizing the election held in the city of 
Yankton, Territory of Dakota, at which the proposition to issue the 
bonds of said city in aid of the construction of a certain railroad was 
submitted, and authorizing and directing the issuance of said bonds 
pursuant to said election. 

TERRITORIAL PRISON, IDAHO TERRITORY. 


Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, from the same committee, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3717) re- 
lating to convicts in the territorial prison of Idaho Territory; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

SESSIONS OF TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURES. 


Mr. HUMPHREY, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1760) amending sec- 
tion 1852 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF MONTANA. 

Mr. BOUCK, from the same committee, + ea back, with a favor- 
able recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1319) to reorganize the ju- 
dicial system of the Territory of Montana; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

CARE OF CRIMINALS IN THE TERRITORIES, 

Mr. BOUCK, from the same committee, . pe back, with a favor- 
able recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3932) to authorize the Legis- 
lative Assemblies of the Territories to provide for the care and custod 
of criminals; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, wit 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL JUSTICES OF THE PEACE. 


Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, from the same committee, repented back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R, No. 2157) amending 
sections 1926 and 1927 of the Revised Statutes so as to extend the 
limits of the jurisdiction of justices of the peace in the Territories of 
Washington, Idaho, and Montana ; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 3004, a bill (H. R. No. 5048) relating to jus- 
tices of the peace in the Territories; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be rinted, to- 
gether with the accompanying report and the original bill. 

REMOVAL OF INDIANS TO INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. CRAVENS, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2674) to prohibit the 
removal of Indians from the States or other territory of the United 
States to the Indian Territory; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL PRISON, YUMA, ARIZONA. 

Mr. CRAVENS also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3474) making appro- 
aaron for the completion of the territorial prison at Yuma, in the 

eee of Arizona; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL COMPENSATION—DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

Mr. CRAVENS also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 3224, a bill (H. R. No. 5049) providing addi- 
tional compensation to the judge of the first judicial district of the 
Territory of Dakota, to be paid by the counties composing said dis- 
trict; which was read a first and second time. 

A T Lask thas this bill er to the House Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying re rin 

The SPEAKER. aie ditaa. compensation is to be paid out 


of the Treasury the bill must go to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CRAVENS. The bill does not provide for any payment by the 
Government of the United States, but 
ing the judicial district. 


only by the counties compos- 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report printed. 

WIDOWS OF SOLDIERS OF WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. WHITEAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, (Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions under the former rules,) reported back 
adversely the joint resolution (H. R. No. 39) construing act of Con- 
gress approved March 9, 1878, so as to entitle widows of the soldiers 
of the war of 1812 to a pension notwithstanding a second marriage, 
provided they were widows at the date of said act or at the time of 
application; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed, 

Subsequently, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, asked unanimous consent that the joint 
resolution be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly, 

ANN ATKINSON. 

Mr. BLAND, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3406) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann Atkinson, of Washington, District of Columbia ; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

MORRIS L, FARRINGTON. 

Mr. BLAND, from the same committee, reported back adversely the 
petition of Morris L. Farrington for his father’s back pay as an invalid 
pensioner of the war of 1812; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. ~ 

PENSIONERS UNDER ACT OF MARCH 9, 1878, 

Mr. DIBRELL. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions to 
report back, with an amendment, a bill (H. R. No. 703) to prevent the 

sigan fo pensions from pensioners under the act of March 9, 
1878. This bill was reported at the extra session, and upon the point 
being made that it was a public bill it went over. This is the first 
op’ ity we have had since to report it. It is for the benefit of 
soldiers who were dropped from the pension-roll on the charge of dis- 
loyalty under the act of 1871. There are only a few of them; and I 
— 85 there will be no objection to the present consideration of the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be considered at the present time. 

Mr. CONGER- Does this bill restore Jeff. Davis to the right to a 

msion ; 
5 — DIBRELL. Jefferson Davis is not a pensioner. 

Mr. CONGER. Does it restore his right to a pensior f 

Mr. DIBRELL. It applies to soldiers of the war of 1812. He was 
not in that war, I believe. If the report is read I think there will be 
no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I guess the bill had better be considered in the 


W way. : 

. DIBRELL. If the 8 wants to show his malice to- 
ward the southern people, he should not make it apply to the sol- 
diers of the war of 1812. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has just made a remark which, if 
the reporters took it down, I desire to characterize as unworthy of 
him or the occasion. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Iam responsible for all I say, here or elsewhere. 

Mr. CONGER. “Elsewhere” is good. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
MRS. LIZZIE M. MITCHELL. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 4220) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Lizzie M. Mitchell; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM GURLEY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 5050) granting an increase of pension to William Gur- 
ley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittes of the Whole Honse, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

FAVORABLE REPORTS. 

Mr. MASON, from the same committee, reported back favorably the 
following bills; which were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4284) granting a pension to William Downs; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4285) granting a pension to Catharine Henry; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 285) providing for the increase of the pension of 
General Ward B. Burnett. 

MARY E. S, FUREY. 

Mr. MASON also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 5051) granting a pension to Mary E. S. Furey; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET BRUSTER. 
Mr. MASON also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 5052) granting a pension to Margaret Bruster; which was read 


1880. 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ANNA HULSER. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, from the same committee, that commit- 
tee was di from the further consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 
162) granting an increase of pension to Anna Hulser; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETER M. HALWICX. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, from the same committee, that commit- 
tee was disch. from the further consideration of the application 
of Peter M. wick for a pension as second lieutenant Company E, 
One hundred and fifty-sixth New York Volunteers; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Wur Claims. 


PAYMENT OF ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. HATCH, from the same committee, reported back favorably a 
bill (H. R. No. $949) to provide for the payment of arrears of pensions 
to the widows and minor heirs of ns who died in the United States 
service during the late war of the rebellion, or who have since died 
from wounds or injuries received or contracted in said service. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HATCH. That is a public bill and should go to the House 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Does it not appropriate money or require an ap- 

tion to be made? 
. HATCH., It requires it to be made, of course, under the = 
eral appropriation bill, but this is merely declaratory of existing law. 
The bill, as presented, only construes existing law and does not ap- 


propriate any money. 
The SPEAKER. It will go, then, to the House Calendar. 
The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 
INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. HATCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with an amendment, a bill Mar R. No. 4023) to amend an act ap- 
proved June 18, A. D. 1874, entitled “An act to increase ions in 
certain cases,” to further increase and te pensions for the loss 
of a leg or an arm; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. HATCH. Lask by unanimous consent, Mr. § er, that the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, (Mr. Corrrorts,] 
who has been confined to his house by indisposition since last Mon- 
day, shall be permitted to file the 156615 in this and the next two 
cases, and that when filed they shall be ordered to be printed, to 
iS IC 

The SPE R. The Chair hears no objection to that request, and 
it is so ordered. 

DECEASED PENSIONERS. 


Mr. HATCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3074) to regulate the pa t of 
arrears and accrued pensions of deceased pensioners; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES, 


Mr. HATCH also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 3075) amending the act in relation to the pay- 
ment of bounties, 8 April 22, 1872; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL CLERKS, INTERIOR AND WAR DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. HATCH. I now ask, Mr. § er, by unanimous consent that 
the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior and Secretary of War to employ additional 
clerks for the balance of this fiscal year to expedite the settlement 
of pension 9 eS and for other porpores) be taken from the 
Speaker's table; and I have been directed by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions to recommend they be concurred in. 

Mr. DUNNELL objected, but afterward withdrew his objection. 

The first amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


eighty additional clerks from or after the pacer January to the 30th day of 
J 4 , for service in the Pension De- 
partment, and that he be, and he is hereby, authorized to rent available room and 
a furniture for the use of said additional clerks, at a cost not exceeding 


Seite lien then „ of in the T. 
a ere be, an s a out of any moni reasury 
not otherwise 3 to be ie dais the 8 fiscal ear, the sum 
of $48,000 for the employment of additional clerks in the Pension Office, but the 
salaries of said clerks shall not exceed the sum of $100 month ; also, for rent of 
additional office room for the Pension Office, the sum of $4,900, and for contingent 
expenses of the office, $9,000, making in all, $61,900.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The second amendment was read, as follows: 

On 9, line 


after the word By momen $ 
M the sum of $32,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
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F Treasury not otherwise for the 
use of the War ent for said purposes, and shall be cable immediately 
for the purposes of the current fiscal year.” + 

Mr. HATCH. The committeerecommend concurrence in thatamend- 
ment. 

The amendment was a: to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after line 18 on page 1 down to and including line 2 on page 2, and 

That there and is hereby, a) riated, out of any money in KE 

han riai N 200 for the emp md of twalve ad - 


not otherwise ropriated, the sum of 
tional clerks in the office of the Second Auditor of the 


amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote 
amendments were concurred in; and also mov 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM TURMAN. 
bill (H. R. No, 3055) granting a pension to Wiliam Tarman, guardian 
i $ 0. ing a ion to Wi rman. i 
of Wiliam W. Brewer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 

panying report, ordered to be printed. 
MARY A. COUKEN. 

Mr. TAYLOR also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 3392) granting a pension to Mary A. Couken ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL C. VAN HOUTEN. 

Mr. TAYLOR also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
say the bill (H. R. No. 3810) for the relief of Samuel C. Van Houten; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANK W. HARNEY. 

Mr. TAYLOR also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 2843) for the relief of W. Harney ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, wi 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FAVORABLE REPORTS, 

Mr. CALDWELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the following bills; which were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 


. N geen 


by which the several 
that the motion to 


) granting a pension to Pius A. Coomes ; 
1 bill (H. R. No. 3203) granting a pension to Sarah A. M. Chamber- 

n; an 
A bill (H. R. No. 2917) for the relief of Thomas McKinster. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. No. 3540) for the relief of Edward Howard; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. * 

Mr. UPDEG „of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4156) to extend the 
provisions of the act of Congress entitled“ An act for the relief of 
certain pensioners,” approved March 3, 1879, to certain other pen- 
sioners; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAW. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4496) to amend the pension law ; 
which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed, and 

to the House Calendar. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also, from the same sich ery 
back adversely the following petitions; which were orde to lie 
on the table, and the Dag YR Pw reports printed : 

The petition of Nancy A. West, for a pension ; and 

The petition of D. W. Rose, of Dunkirk, Hancock County, Ohio, 
accompanied by the petition of 87 other soldiers, asking for pension. 

LOUIS GROVERMAN. 

Mr, UPDEGRAFY, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4499) granting a pension to Louis 
Groverman; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

JULIA FOLLANSBEE. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 4324) granting a pension to Julia 
Follansbee; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

JAMES W. M’BRIDE, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, re 

back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4501) granting a pension to James 
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W. McBride; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 
FRANK RICKEY. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4329) granting a pension to Frank 
Rickey; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

GEORGE W. PARRIS. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back ent ee thea bill (H. R. No. 4497) granting a pension to 
W. Parris; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to 
printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 
JOHN A. MORRIS. 


Mr. UPDE GRAEFF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4500) granting a pension to John A. 
Morris; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be 


printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 
HENRY MEINKEN. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 5050) granting a pension to Henry Meinken; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
MARY BLOWERS. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill (H. R. No, 5054) granting a pension to Mary Blowers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
ANTHONY HALPIN. 
Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 5055) granting a pension to Anthony Halpin; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
BELINDA CURTIS. 
Mr. HAZELTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2407) 
anting a pension to Belinda Curtis, widow of Major-General S. R. 
rtis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be- 


printed. 
WIDOW OF CAPTAIN CHRISTOPHER M. HAILE. 

Mr. HAZELTON also, from the same committee, re back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 496) for the 
relief of the widow of Captain Christopher M. Haile, United States 
Army; which was peared. to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Sree Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
3 ; JOHN W. DAVIS. 


Mr. HAZELTON also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1724) increasing 
the pension of John W. Davis; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. BALDWIN. 


Mr. HAZELTON also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No, 1087) ting 
a pension to Charles W. Baldwin; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ARTHUR CONETY. 


Mr. HAZELTON also, from the same commi re 
with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. ) 
a pension to Arthur Conety, of Milwaukee, county of Milwaukee, 
State of Wisconsin; which was laid on the table, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH UPRIGHT. 


Mr. HAZELTON also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a fayorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1107) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Upright; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

i THOMAS U. ROTHROCK, 


Mr. HAZELTON also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 5056) granting a pension to Thomas U. Rothrock; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH GRAVES. 


Mr. HAZELTON also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 


R. No. 5057) granting a on to Mrs. Elizabeth Graves; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
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EDUCATION OF COLORED PEOPLE. 

Mr. GOODE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, reported 
back, with adverse recommendations, the bill (H. R. No. 2571) to 
encourage and aid the education of the colored people in the several 
States and Territories by the appropriation of the unclaimed bounties 
and pay of the colored soldiers, and the bill (H. R. No. 4342) designed 
to aid the colored youth of the several States and Territories by the 
appropriation of certain unclaimed pay and bounty moneys now in the 

ury of the United States; and the same were laid on the table, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. WILLIS. The Committee on Education and Labor have had 
under consideration various bills with regard to Chinese immigration 
and have instructed me to report, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 
No. 335, a bill (H. R. No. 5058) to restrict the immigration of Chinese 
to the United States. I am further instructed by the committee to 
ask that some day be set apart for the consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky desires that this 
bill be made a special order. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask that the bill go to the House Calendar. 
The bill was read a first and second time, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


ENFORCEMENT OF EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. VAN AERNAM, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
reported a joint resolution (H. R. No. 239) to provide for the enforce- 
ment of the eight-hour law ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

UNIVERSITIES IN THE SOUTH. 


Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Education and Labor, re- 
pon back, with an adverse recommendation, the resolution of the 
eral Assembly of North Carolina in favor of the establishment of 
two universities in thé South ; and the same was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


FREE KINDERGARTEN, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. TILLMAN also, from the same committee, reported back the 
memorial of Mrs. Lonise Pollock, Praying for the establishment of a 
free kindergarten in the city of Washington, and moved that the 
committee be dise ed from the further consideration of the same, 
and that it be refe to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ASSAY OFFICE IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on Coinage, Weighis, and 
Measures, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill 
(H. R. No. 3003) to establish an assay office in the Territory of Ari- 
zona; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. STEPHENS, from the same committee, also reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1306) to establish an 
assay office at Deadwood, in the Territory of Dakota; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOSTETLER. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HOSTETLER, Then I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CLYMER. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move to reconsider the various votes by which 
bills reported adversely during the morning hour have been laid 955 
ni pot he and I also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope that will not be done. There are some re- 
ports which members may desire to examine, and after examination 
may desire to have referred to the calendars. 

Mr. CLYMER. It is a privileged motion, and I hope it will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Before that is done I demand that the bills which 
were laid upon the table be referred to their appropriate calendars. 


That is the privilege of a member. 


The SPE R. It is rather late to demand that now. 

Mr. CONGER. It can be done at any time before any action is 
taken on the bills. ? 
zhe SPEAKER. There has been action; they were laid upon the 
table. ; 

Mr. CONGER. That was by unanimous consent. 

pire SPEAKER. It was upon the motion of the gentlemen report- 
ing them. 

. CONGER. There was no action of the House upon that. 

The SPEAKER. There was assent by the House, and the Chair 
announced that they would be laid on the table and the accompany- 
ing reports ordered to be printed. 

. CONGER. There was no inquiry as to whether or not there 
was objection. 


The SPEAKER. That is not the fault of the Chair, nor does it 
affect the order of the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. The 1 tion is upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] to 
reconsider the various votes by which bills reported adversely during 
the morning hour of to-day were laid upon the table, and that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr.CONGER. That would prevent any bill being taken from the 
table hereafter? s 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does the motion apply to all bills laid on the table 
this ees 

Mr. CLYMER. It applies to all bills reported adversely this morn- 


ing. 

Fir. HOOKER. Then I hope the motion will not be to. 

The question was taken on laying on the table the motion to recon- 
sider; and upon a division there were—ayes 43, noes 81. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. CLYMER called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the table. 

Mr. McMAHON. What becomes of the motion to reconsider? Is 
it still mae? 

Mr. CLYMER. I withdraw the motion. 

AGREEMENT WITH THE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


Ihave the honor to transmit herewith a report from the Secre! of the Inte- 
rior, containing an agreement ry cre by the chiefs and head-men of the Ute In- 
dians now present at the seat of ent. ‘The sti tions of this agreement 
a to me so reasonable and just, and the object to be accomplished by its exe- 
cution so eminently desirable to both the white 596 — of the United States and 
the W img becari 5 ee ey: ee approval, an x e pernesan it to Con- 
gress for favorable consideration and a; Se as 

cating RUTHERFO 


RD B, HAYES. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 9, 1880. 


Mr. HOOKER. I move that the m just read, with the accom- 
panying 8 be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
an 


The motion was agreed to, 
SUPPLIES FOR ARMY POSTS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 


tary of War, relative to the purchase of subsistence supplies for Army 
posts; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
3 ISAAC P. BALDWIN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the com- 
missioners of claims, recommending the reappropriation of $24.60 to 
settle the aecount of Isaac P. Baldwin; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

WAGON-ROAD IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to a wagon-road from White Bluff Landing, 
Upper Columbia River, to Camp Chelain, Washington Territory, and 
recommending an appropriation for the same; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

SAINT JOSEPH AND DENVER CITY RAILROAD, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, 8 to a resolution of the House concern- 
ing the Saint Joseph and Denver City Railroad Company; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

REPORT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting the report of the Mississippi river com- 


mission. 
Mr. CONGER. I think that should go to the Committee on Com- 
merce. It is a report from a board authorized to examine and report 
the subject of the improvement of the Mississippi River from 


ə Falls of t Anthony to the Gulf. 
The SP. It isa report made in pursuance of the provisions 
of an act June 28, 1879. 


Mr. CONGER. Since that time the rules of the House have been 
so changed that the subject of the improvement of the navigation 
of the issippi River and its tributaries is referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. I therefore move that the communication, with 
accompanying documents, be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and printed. s 

The motion was agreed to. 

TENTH GENERAL REPORT OF CLAIMS COMMISSION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the com- 


missioners of e their tenth general report; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


F, LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, BEALE, 
for five days, on account of important business. 


UTC TE ae ar ea ea 
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POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS, 


Mr. HOSTETLER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The re order being demanded, the House 
resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2266) to prohibit Fed- 
eral officers, claimants, and contractors from making contributions 
for political Lar Ape The gentleman from New York [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. YOUNG. ] 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I certainly did not intend to 
make any remarks on the bill now pending before this body in rela- 
tion to civil-service reform, as so called, but after listening to the 
elaborate and carefully prepared speech of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. HOUSE, ] a speech remarkable in many respects, but 
cially so in that while it took the distinguished gentleman about two 
hours to deliver it, one hour and forty-five minutes by the dlock was 
devoted to an introduction of the remarks he had to make on the bill 
before the House. 

This bill is intended to make it an offense against the law for any 
public officer to contribute any part of his means for political pur- 
pe I listened very carefully to the learned gentleman, and when 

e had finished I had failed, probably from a want of intelligent ap- 
eee, to discover a single cogent reason why the bill should 

ome a law; and I failed to catch in any expression he made use of 
how he himself intended to vote on the bill. In the course of his some- 
times humorous and always bitter phiippio inst the Administra- 
tion’s policy of civil-service reform, so called, tleman took oc- 
casion, not unadvisedly, he read his speech from manuscript. 
to insinuate a charge of collusion to perpetrate a fraud to my frien 
and constituent, Hon. E. F. Noyes, the present minister of the United 
States to France. This he did by quoting from the testimony of Mc- 
Lin, Cocke, and others, given before the Potter investigating com- 
mittee, a committee that was organized by a democratic Congress to 
undertake the stupendous task of covering up the frauds and rascal- 
ities of the leaders of the democratic party in their defeated effort to 
steal or purchase the electoral vote of several States. If I understood 
the gentleman aright, and I sat very close to him, he asserted chat 
McLin -had testified before that committee that Governor Noyes, 
while in Florida, had represented that he was sent thither by Gov- 
ernor Hayes; that he spoke for Governor Hayes; and that any prom- 
ises he might choose to make would be honorably fulfilled as soon 
as Governor Hayes was inaugurated President. And farther, he stated 
that Governor Noyes did make a promise to McLin and others, and 
that in pursuance of that promise the President in due time had ap- 
pointed the said MeLin to the office of justice of one of the Territo- 
ries. This declaration on the part of the gentleman not only pained 
me but amazed me, because the official record of McLin’s testimony 
must be greatly distorted indeed to make it capable of such a con- 
struction. I will go farther, and say it must be falsified to arrive at 
any such conclusion. 

Now, let us look at the record. On page 124 of volume 2 of the tes- 
timony relating to Florida, this question was asked McLin by Mr. 
SPRINGER, of the committee: 

Question. What, if Gre Sgr did Governor Noyes say in that conversation, or 
9 tlc regard to the carrying out by Governor Hayes of any 
promise © 

Answer. As I stated on Saturday, I do not remember that Governor N oyes di- 
rectly made promises of anything further than that the republicans of Florida were 
deserving of all credit for the manner in which they had conducted the campaign, 
and that the members of the canvassing board would be provided for. Som 
of that kind, but it was rather in a general way. 

Now, in looking over all the testimony of McLin I find that this is 
the only declaration made by him which would give color to the charge 
made by the gentleman as to Governor Noyes's agency in the matter 
of promises. In this connection it must be remembered, as the rec- 
ord will show, that in all the subsequent interrogations put to McLin, 
as to the presence of a third party when that supposed or implied 
promise was made to McLin, there was no evidence to show that any 
one was present. Indeed, McLin himself denied that there was. 

Now, turning to the testimony taken by the same committee, we 
find that on page 495, of volume 1, Edw: F. Noyes was sworn and 
examined, and testified as follows, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., June 28, 1878. 
EDWARD F. Noxks sworn and examined. 


By Mr. Hiscock: 
y grease What hak paa aai Norge r 
My offi on is that of United States minister to France. 
What civil and m 


5 have you held! 
I entered the Army in 1861 as m 
onel of that regiment in the summer of 1862. Iserved with it until the 4thof July, 


3 was 
therefore accepted in order that I might enter on the duties of that Before 
the wy aceon gs of the term, which was two years, I was gov hoofs one of the 
State Coun: on e bench 
for three years. 1871 I was elected or of Ohio, and served for two years. 
I was renominated and failed of elec: rnor being elected at that 
election. T hate DATA DS DiBa AACO AUT ENOS appebaied miinietec ta Pranes. 
Q on rare been always identified with the republican party 
. Yes, sir. 
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Q. In the fall of 1876, during the last canvass in Florida, were you at Tallahas- 
see, and in attendance on the canvassing board of that State? 


A. I was. 
Q: Previous to your going there did Loi have any communication with Mr. 
Hayes in regard to your going there, or did you go there at his request at all? 
. Lhad no communication with him; I went without his request, and, so far 
as I know, without his knowledge, 
Q. Then 2 went simply as a republican, and as a representative man of the 
party to look after the interests of the party? 
A. If you will t me, I will state precisely how I came to go. 
Mr. K. Please to do so. 4 
The Wrrxess. There was a meeting of prominent republicans at the office of Mr. 
Bateman, United States district attorney for the southern district of Ohio. At that 
meeting Mr. Richard Smith, of the Cincinnati Gazette, was present and told us that 
he had received 8 announcing the fact that democratic politicians from the 
North were assembling at New Orleans; and he, with other republicans t. 
thought that it was with the purpose of taking from Mr. Hayes a State w. they 
believed fairly belonged to It was thought that some republicans from the 
North, of some prominence, should go there to look after it. Various names were sug- 
gested, my own among the rest. And finally Mr. Job E. Stevenson, aformer member 
of Con, from that State, said that he would go if I would. And after that meet- 
ing, and that very night, without re communication with Mr. Hayes or any batt 
else, Mr. Job E. Stevenson and myself started for New Orleans. I do not reco! ect 0 
have tried to recall it, but cannot do so) whether Mr. S Matthows went with 
us or met us there; but he was there at the same time. A remaining two or 
three days, during which nothing was done except to arrange preliminaries with the 
democratic visitors, (no testimony having been and no g done with refer- 
ence to the canvass at all, and regarding which I have no knowl: 9 
orth, repu 
g them were Senator Sherman, Mr. GAR- 
FIELD, Mr. Van Allen of New York, Mr. Kasson of Iowa, General Wallace of In- 
diana, and Ex-Governor Will Cumback of Indiana. Findin, 


presume that the dispatch ‘ore ) that there was great dan Fi 

would be stolen away from us, and saying, Send strong commi to Tallahas- 
see.” It was t to get anybody to go. . and a circuit- 
ous one, and for some time yw consent to go. Atlast Kasson and 


I would go along with them, where- 
started with those two 

tlemen for T: 55 While 
there T did not receive one line or word from Mr, Hayes, by telegraph, letter, or 
post OAE e ee with him in any way by letter or by tele- 


graph. 

2 When did you arrive there! 
A. I cannot fix the date, but I presume the date fixed by Mr. Chandler is the 
correct one. 

Commence now and in own way and in own state to the 

3 Tias what suteri yon el ith the cae 

vass; what communication, if vou with any mem of the canvassing 
and hat rs there were. 


de. On the other side, as la 1 en 
named by Mr. . Mr. Saltonstall, of Massachusetts; Mr. Biddle 
Bron, of Georgia, Mr. Wolf of Cincinnati; Air: Perry Shith, of Chicago: MI 
rown, o. 3 r. Wolf, o. z Perry 00 $ . 
Manton Marble, of New York, and others; and I observed that 
were many able la We had very few er ae ee 
and none of the ability of those gentlemen. Being portoned, E foally eostaarted 
to take part, to receive the eviden: TTC 
8 if it was requisite, the courts. Iwas not 
uired to kin court, and didnot, Mr. „of New York, having been 
2 e position of leading counsel before I arrived there, conducted the 
arguments before the court. It has already been stated, I think, 


that the charges 
against one 1 or the other by one ary oo the other were set out in what may 
be denominated pleadings, if you please, a statement of the objections made to 


each county by one Vor thò other. My im is that that included one-third 
777 TARE BOTGA TOES ARIEN fonts bee Umit ons ats 

t it was a vi number. vi wore assi tome, i 
to do (excopt in the way of consultation) with 1 other than Alachua, 
which includes this Archer precinct No, 2. I undertook to find out what were the 
facts about that. I was informed that two of the inspectors had made affidavit that 
there was frand there involving about 219 votes. 

‘The CHAIRMAN Mention their names. 

The Wrrxrss. I get them confused a little, but I think their names were Dukes 
and Moore, Dukes and Moore, I think, were the two. They subsequently made 
other affidavits denying the truthfulness of the first. 

- The CHAIRMAN, of them ? 

The WrrXkSSs. I think both of them. They finally came on the stand and said 
that the first affidavits were true, and that the second ones were false. In other 
words, they swore in so many ways that 9 no confidence whatever in what 
they s! and so I argued to the board of canvassers. On the other hand, those 
other two election officers, one the clerk and one ctor, had consistently sworn 
that the return was true and correct as made ; and in its favor was the fact of its 


de ord sin pro hp 5 1 ao 7 7 — 
undred and fifty; and when I inquired w could n them 
they said that the electors had scattered in various — and thet in the lim- 


i V But we came so near to it as to make 
o ory absolute! ge smeg orarit kA a uodega nineteen repub- 
lican had been ad x DR, ee e pouting 

evidence o 


That 
isfy the canvassing board. From the inconsistent and contradictory 
two of those lection officers, and from the consistent testimony of the other two 


on our side, and from the affidavits of these three hundred and 
dred and voters who swore that they voted the republican ticket in that pre- 
vassing board to be satisfied. 


m 
anythin; dulent about that return, except what was sworn to before the can- 
— — t I mean is, I had no possible in- 
formation of an alent derived from any source w. ver—none. 

Mr. Hiscock. Did at that time, and in that matter, honestly and conscien- 
tiously believe that the theory which you advanced and which you argued for, in 
favor of the return from that county, was right? 

The Wirxxss. I believed it th hly, I now say that we made a case that 
would satisfy any unprejudiced in Christendom. w 

= Hiscock. At the time you were there did you press Mr. Dennis to be a wit- 
ness 


The Wirness. I asked Mr. Dennis to bea witness and be sworn, and for this rea- 
son: Mr. Dennis, from beginning to end, had insisted on the truthfulness of that 
return and had undertaken to prove it, and had proven it to my satisfaction. He 
was thoroughly acquainted with the county. He knew the people who lived there. 


He could as to the persons whosenames ap on the return, and I there- 
fore desired that he should appear as a witness. He says that on several occasions 
Tintimated to him that I would like to have him asa witness. That is entirely 


probable ; Ido not know. He says that he never made any an do it but once, 
and that then, in some of words which he does not undertake to give, he meant 
to convey to me the impression that if I put him on the stand he should injure my 
case. I donot doubt his word whenhe says that he meant to convey that impres- 
sion. I solemnly swear that he did not convey that impression to me, and it was 
. , who is now in the room and will 


CCF 

The WrrX ESS. T this only: 1 already learned that his life had been 
threatened, and that consid: himself in very r. One instance 
had been threat- 
or somewhere, all the colored le of 
raise their hands 


h 

was the only impression I had. 
Mr. Hiscock. While in Florida, did you have any conversation with mem- 

board with reference to their duty or with reference Aar 


1 
e WITNESS. Oh, Thad. I said to Dr. Cowgill and to Mr. McLin that all 
that I wanted of them was to do their duty honestly and fairly. I said to them 
that if the State had 5 its vote for Tilden it was their duty so to de- 
onestly cast its vote for Governor Hayes we wanted 
of them except what honest men could do. That 


it; but that we no 
is what I said to 

Mr. Hiscock. Did you ever say an; else other than that to them 

The Wrrsess. I never did. I never FTF 
a promise, nor held out any inducement whatever to have them declare that State 


for Governor Hayes rather than for Governor Tilden. 
Mr. Hiscock. Either before or after the canvass ? 
— 85 Wirxxss. Not before the final decision had been rendered. 


greatly depressed, 
of himself or his family; that he had so excited the hostility of the democrats 
there that he could no longer live in Florida in peace; that he was poor and sick, 
and was almost in despair. I said to 8 
honestly and fairly, as I think. I shall take great 1 in saying so to Gov- 
ernor es if he shall be declared President of United States; and I will 
take pleasure also in recomm you for some position where you can take care 


excited canvass, I said, If ever I can be of any use to in any manner state 
it frankly and command me freely.” In addition to that I will sx I did more 
than some politicians do. I my word, and I did reco: those gen- 
tlemen, to the extreme of my ability, to the President of the United States, and I 
am very sorry that my advice was not taken, and that 3 to 
good places. If I had had influence enough with the Adi tion to have them 
e eee  Exoept as eee ever ‘ha ti 
8 K. as you have s you ever have any conversation 
with them at all? 
The Witxess. None. I never saw Mr. McLin one minute alone in my life to 
talk with him on any subject until the final vote of Florida had been cast—never. 
Mr. Hiscock. Did you on any occasion previous to the canvass being finished, 
to either of those gentlemen represent yourself as the special friend of President 
Hayes, and did you, in any form of words, (as General Butler says,) convey the 
impression, or seek to convey the ion, that they would be taken care of, or 
beer) 25 would have positions in the event of Mr. Hayes being returned Presi- 
en 
The Wrrxxss. Never. 
* * * > * -> 


Mr. Hiscock. Have you anything else that you desire to state? 
The Wirxrss. No. I answer any qui that may be asked me regarding 
the whole of it. I want the of the examination to be very broad, including 


fo make ita of my testimony. 

The witness here read the following letter, which was marked “Exhibit C N,” 
and which differs in a few unimportant respects from the copy as published on 
page 101 of the report of the sub-committee in Florida: 

“ TALLAHASSER, FLA., January 27, 1877. 


of December last. Then we were hopeful and happy. in the pleasant assurance 

miliated with the near roach of defi 3 t defeat, but a defeat that 
feat. ot an honest defea u 

0 a — wardice, As to Florida, 


even Mr. Fleming, the smart witness, 


voted at Archer ot No. 2. republicans who were proven to be dead were 


The w 
roduced in th d testified that voted at said precinct. But, my dear 
— A A doce ail tiie 8 we have suck men as ———— 
our great leaders, and when Senators craven) Gueko a ae ye edly eon they hear 
the rebel yell. Tf Tilden is inaugurated it will and 


through the sheer cowardice 


Maron 10,- 
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5 there does not seem to be Y . of hope. 
mic 
y 

3 never be removed. I feel sick at heart for the loyal men, black and 
ho an 7 a If my health would permit I would gladly seek 


est. Iwould be pleased to hayo saya 
ray you be not think "that 
claim on account o recent canvass. I only performed my du 
3 and if it proves unavailing I will never cease to 5 95 it as long 
as I livo. My reasons for seeking the appointment are urgent. My contest for a 
livelihood with a proscriptive Will be a very unequal one, and my health 
will not permit me to live in a colder te. You can eee appreciate m 
situation and the — of the triumph should I be ho with the appoin 
ment. ‘The office wi 2 be filled at an early date, and Iam necessitated to 
SOY ayos C A kind word spoken by you 
t of great ce. 
to o ing that a gleam of light may break through the thick folds of surround- 
ing darkness, and 7 Governor Hayes may be inaugurated in accordance with 
the will of the people, 
“I remain yours, very truly. 


“Hon. E. F. NOYES, 
“ Qincinnati, 


“SAM. B. McLIN. 
Ohio.” 


roturnin 7 
“The n . written two months after the whole thing had closed. 
Mr. Morenon Aaa before the inauguration of President Hayes! 
me Moear. ‘And while Mr. MoLin was an applicant for office under the 
Gnas coe Lee t 
ITNESS. Yes. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Was a application made to the Grant administration! 
. Certainly. 
— . Mr. Me lun did not expect Hayes to come in, and therefore he was 


Mr. 
hurrying up his 

The WITNESS. ve another letter from him which brings it up to the inaugu- 
ration of Mr. Hayes. Te was written on the 3d of March, the day the inau- 


guration. 
(The witness thereupon read the following letter, which was put in evidence and 


Exhibit C O:“ 

. ? “TALLAHASSEE, March 3, 1877. 

“Dean Sm: Supposing that you are in Washington rejoicing with the nation 
over the inauguration of Dorer Hayes, I embrace the —*— of thanking 
vou for T kind response to my letter, and at the same to you 
my Seal act gratification over the ultimate triumph of Governor Hayes. 

“The party may expect much in the way of purification and elevation from our 
noble President and the nation will experience four years of unexampled pros- 


perity. 

“Tet reign supreme at the inau; ion. I very much regret that I cannot 
89388 in a flood-tide of happiness. As it is I am happy now, sur- 
rounded by the meanest democrats the world has ever seen. 


oe “SAWL B. MOLIN. 

Hon. E. F. Noyes, Washington.” 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. In view of this testimony given under oath 
by Governor Noyes ; in view of the fact that there is not a particle 
ob testimony to corroborate the assertion that he made soy f pienine 
to any person while in Louisiana or Florida on behalf o vernor 
Hayes; in view of the fact confessed that the letters of McLin to 
Governor Noyes—which are a part of the bee aig arian no 
allusion to any promise nor any demand for the fulfillment of any 
promise, it seems to me a willful distortion, to put it mildly, to assume 
even by innuendo that Governor Noyes misrepresented hi or was 
in any dishonorable collusion with any person to effect a fraud. 

Sir, when I remember the career of Governor Noyes from his humble 
boyhood up to his present exalted position, it makes me sad to think 
that on floor partisan acrimony will lead a distinguished gentle- 
man to assail for purposes such an honorable record. 

An orphan boy at the of thirteen, entering a printer’s office to 
obtain his b and by his industry securing the confidence of his 
employer so soon that he was enabled to lay up a little money, look- 
ing forward to the time when he could use that money to obtain an 
education ; 3 hard, burning the 55 in his pre 
tion for college, with scarce any assistance in studies; w g 
by day and py aia general sati ion to his employer, at last he was 
enabled to enter the preparatory school of Dartmouth 8 
which institution he graduated in due time in an honored position in 
his class. 


c 

Striking ont to seek his fortune in the then comparatively Far West, 
he entered a law office in Cincinnati, Ohio, and, giving his services as a 
clerk, he was enabled to live until he ne heres a habe ving his 
profession. He had but entered upon a brilliant career in that pro- 
fession when the bloody malcontents, who had been for years sap] 
an opportunity to dissever this Union, fired upon Fort Sumter and 
tore the flag of our Nation from the flag-staff bf that fortress and 
trampled it in the dust. 

It is not my purpose now to pursue the history of the war that fol- 
lowed that traitorous beginning. It is written in blood in nearly 
every State of this Union. Its terrible effects are felt throughout 


our land to-day as a great blot on the nation’s prosperity, and I only 
allude to it in ing to say that among the frst of the young pa- 
ots who buc on the sword and g to the defense of our Éb- 


ties and our nationality was the heroic and brilliant young lawyer, 
Edward F. Noyes. His career as a soldier adds to the luster of the 
achievements of the patriotic sons of his adopted State, a State which 


furnished a Grant, a Sherman, a Sheridan, a McPherson, and scores 
of other great captains, but among them all I will not concede that 
there is a 8 halo of patriotic glory than that which encircles 
the head of General Edward F. * 8 his opportunity. 
His career as a soldier ended with the loss of a leg in a gallant charge 
made on the anniversary of the nation’s independence on the mem- 
orable Atlanta campaign. 

His civil career is no less distinguished than his military career. 
He has held by the choice of the people many important offices of 
trust, and it is not recorded tru y that he ever betrayed the con- 
fidence of the people who trusted him, but it is recorded that he never 
ree ha office the duties of which he did not discharge with signal 
ability. 

Mr. Speaker, I had the honor to serve with him in the field. I knew 
him more intimately as a citizen than I did as a soldier. I am proud 
indeed to call him my friend, and I am still more proud to believe 
that he is mine. Living closely Dede in the same city for more 
than twenty y meeting him almost daily either in businéss re- 
lations or socially, hearing the expressed opinions of his fellow-men 
as to his integrity and worth, as a generous, high-toned gen- 
tleman of brilliant attainments, a man whose veracity I never heard 
8 until I heard the insinuation in that regard of the gen- 

an from Tennessee yesterday, does it surprise you that I should 
in my place resent the insinuation on behalf of my distinguished 
constituent, holding one of the highest offices in the gift of the Gov- 
ernment, who is absent and cannot answer for himself? No, Mr. 
22 when I reflect that this insinuation which seeks to besmirch 

e character of my friend comes from a gentleman who, when Gov- 
ernor Noyes was in the forefront of battle fighting for the preser- 
vation of our country, was at that time either in tlfe legislative coun- 
cils of the rebel confederacy or was in command of a rebel battalion 
doing his best to overthrow this Union, I cannot be silent. 

The gentlemen on this floor from the Southern States exhibited in 
their speeches of last summer, and have commenced by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee in this present session, a bitter feeling of dislike 
and distrust of northern men, all the time professing the hypocritical 
desire to let sectional and partisan animosity die the death, and they 
deplore the continuance of acrimonious debate on national questions 
when indulged in by gentlemen on this side of the House. ey ask 
us to forget the past. We have already forgiven them. They are 
continually deploring the want of liberality on our part if we should 


by chance allude to the late rebellion, but no urpera is lost by 
these ve bor, Wma gentlemen to stir up the fires of dissension 
and hate by attacking the motives of gallant men who are their peers 
in all that makes up true manhood and their superiors in all that 
makes up true pai 

Now, 


Speaker, with the indulgence of the House, I should = 
here, as I have given no particular thought to the subject of civil- 
service reform as it may be affected by the bill under discussion, and 
I have not the advantage of —— ee speech delivered yesterday 
by the gentleman from Tennessee before me, as it appears from the 
RECORD that it is withheld for revision. But from my remembrance 
of its general tenor, outside of its political nastiness, I think I can to 
some extent raeo him as to the futility of the attempt on the 
pa of this inistration under our present system of government 
making the system as laid out, buť not carried out, a success. That 
the President is earnestly honest in his ideas of civil-service reform 
Ido not doubt. I disagree with him, however, in believing that his 
election was an indorsement of his policy on that subject as wed 
forth in his letter of a tance, for I believe that without any such 
a declaration he would have been as triumphantly and as fairly 
elected as he was, I firmly believe that, under our system Sot til 
ernment, subject to the mutations incident to our popular e ns, 
such a scheme is totally impracticable. I 3 eve in the ol 
Jacksonian doctrine, that “ to the victors belong the spoils,” and un- 
less the system of civil-service reform could be incorporated into the 
fundamental law of the land, which would make its observance bind- 
ing on all parties, that it must result in a failure. I believe with the 
President that the elevation and purification of the civil service of 
the Government would be hailed with approva by the people of the 
United States, but I hold, as an article of political faith, that this re- 


form depends wholly on the character of the Administration for the 
time being in power and within the party to which that Administra- 
tion belongs, 


nder a monarchical form of 13 or an empire, 
the system blocked out in 1870 by what was known as the civil-service 
commission is ible, because under such governments the emperor 
or king never ies, and the tenure of office of public servants is not 
affected, except, perhaps, in a change of ministry; but in our coun 
and under our institutions, as the President well says in his annu; 
message: 


Every citizen has an right to the honor and profit of entering the public 
service ot his country. 0 ak just ground of discrimination is the measure of 
character and capacity he has to make Ex- 


D 

cases where, just an es, as u o theo: pen- 
sions, offices and 8 for a "thei be- 
stowal upon any which di personal merit is an act of injustice to 
the citizen as well asa breach of that trust subject to which the appointing power 


is held. 

In the light of these princi it becomes of great importance to do just 
= feke e AAAA. za for ev: 8 and large administrative 
office where 


ery 
al discrimination on the of its head is not practicable, for 
zi part 
reference. To fail 
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ascertaining the facts upon which the most righteous claim to office se bane 
of necessity, to discourage all worthy — by the i over appointments 


323% ĩͤ v 

o m the a ent, an 16 0 e w 

parkad -pinda clear 3 and just e po we oneal 3 
for office must be an important and ent function of covery Juss and wise gov- 
ernment. It has long since become impossible, in the great offices, for those baing 
the duty of nomination and appointment to ly examine into the individ: 
qualifications of more than a small proportion of those seeking office; and, with the 

enlargement of the civil service, that proportion must continue to become less. 

Sir, I believe in these sentiments to this extent, that the examin- 
ations for fitness, as suggested by the President, should be confined 
solely to persons peeking office whose political principles and sym- 
pathies are in full accord with the Administration in power. I think 
there is no gentleman on this side of the House but who will agree 
with me that between an enemy of the Administration and a friend 
of the Administration, all else being equal as to qualification or fit- 
ness, the preference should be given to men in accord with the 
principles of the party in power. The gentleman from Tennessee, 
in his 8 h of yesterday, and I beg him to correct me if I misquote 
him, not in words, but in sentiment, ridicules the idea of the i- 
dent’s profession to civil-service reform in the matter of the dispen- 
sation of his official patronage, naming quite a number of persons 
who had been rewarded for political services to the republican party 
and to the present Administration previous to his inauguration, For 
my part, if there is anything that I can commend in the President 
more than another it is the fact that he took care to provide for his 
political friends of the South for the sacrifices they made in standing 
up for the right and resisting the attempted democratic frauds that 
sought to cheat the people of the nation out of their legitimate choice 
for the office of Chief Magistrate. If the President had acted on this 
policy more generally to his friends in the North who had made sac- 
rifices of time and money, he would have been commended on all 
sides, even by his enemies, for such action. As it is, the ority of 
the people of this nation hold him in high esteem for what little he 
did by rewarding the brave men who were socially ostracized because 
of their honesty by a people whose political rancor leads too often to 
the use of the init e of the assassin or the bullet of the bulldozer. 
He could do no less than he did for the men mentioned by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee and retain the respect of a justice-loving people, 
because 
: We hate ingratitude more in a man 

Than 9 babbling, drunkenness, 

Or an of vice whose strong corruption 

Inhabits our frail blood. 


Now, Mr. S. er, the President is charged with insincerity in not 
carrying out his pet principles of civil-service reform when his atten- 
tion is called to cases of violation of his civil-service order of June, 
1877, but the por who carp at him for this forget that since our 
country has had the misfortune to have had-a democratic majority in 
Con they have religiously withheld any appropriation always 
asked for to putin motion in good faith the machinery of civil-service 
reform. In 1871, 1872, and 1 appropriations were made, attempt- 
ing to carry out the gigs inau by the commission appointed 
under the act of 1870, but since 1874 no appropriations have been made, 
and the President, alluding to this fact in his last annual message, 
calls attention to his recommendation contained in his message of 
December, 1877, and repeats it for the p se of resuming the work 
of the commission. But it is not likely that this Congress will a 
propriate the money asked for to make the iment. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee dwelt particularly on the construction of the 
civil-service order, and succeeded, to his own satisfaction at least, in 
torturing that order into political disfranchisement of every man and 
woman holding an appointive office. If I remember rightly, he as- 
sumed that that order prohibited any office-holder from expressing a 
political oprim; from belonging to any political club, from m. g 
a speech, from attending a convention, not only as a delegate, but as 
a spectator, from writing a political article, and from rece setae 
any money for political purposes. In short, that an office-holder woul: 
not be prosecuted if he were known to have voted, but in all else that 

rtains to the liberty of a citizen, the fact of his holding an office 

ualified him. Iam not surprised at the gentleman’s anxiety to 
put a construction on this order to suit himself, for it has been con- 
strued by a thousand people in as many different ways, to suit the 
exigency of each construction. 

It is very much like the suit of clothes, as the story goes, which a 
man bought at auction, and which, being of different measures, con- 
strained him to eat either much or little, as the case might be, to 
make them fit. I confess that the order strikes me as being some- 
what ambiguous, and I worried with the problem of its meaning for 
some time, but took an occasion to ask the President the un- 
derstanding and page of the order, and he was pleased to define it 
to me, and I think I can state this authoritatively, that it meant 
simply this, and nothing more:“ that it intended to take the ma- 
chinery of party politics out of the hands of civil officers of the Gov- 
ernment; that under that order an appointee of the Government 
would not be permitted to be a delegate to any party convention ; 
that he should not be an officer of an election, and that he should 


not be compelled to pay an assessment rated by a percentage on his 


for party p but that an officer of the Government who 
po make a R or write an article in favor of his 2 sade h was at 


liberty to do so, always provided that it would not interfere with the 
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harge of his public duties, and that an officer or employé of the 
Government, although not assessed for political purposes, was at lib- 
erty to give his own money, in any quantity he pleased, in aid of his 
opinions or his party, and that he should be also as free as any other 
citizen to refuse to make such gifts, without fear of weakening his 
tenure on that account. 

The gentleman from Tennessee dwelt at considerable length on 
the hardship of the officers who had subscribed money for political 
purposes, and stated that over $100,000 had been subscribed by this 
class of people to help the republican 3 Of course there is not 
a man or woman in the public service but who knows better than to 
believe such twaddle. What they gave they gave freely, because 
they loved the cause it was given to support, Ai presume they felt 
itn to be liberal, because they had Sammy Tilden’s “ bar’l” 
to fight. But it isan undeniable fact, which I can substantiate with 
indubitable proof if I had the time, that there were hundreds of 
clerks in all the Executive Departments in this city and in many of 
the Federal offices throughout the country who refused to subscribe 
one penny, and yet they were not dismissed the service, and I want 
to assure the gentlemen on the other side who are so anxious to pass 
this bill making it a crime to subscribe money for political purposes, 
that if it should become a luw the subscriptions by the good people 
who hold office, to sustain tho pa and the principles which it rep- 
resents, would be just as liberal and perbaps more so, than if no such 
act was in existence on our statute-books. 

If this law could be made 8 to the democratic city gov- 
ernments as well as to the Federal offices, and it were practicable 
to enforce pe enat a grand relief it would be to the poor democratic 
policemen, firemen, and street-cleaners of New York and other dem- 
ocratic cities where a regular assessment is made and collected from 
their poor pittance of pay to run the democratic party machine. 

Considerable stress was laid upon the fact that the gentleman from 
Tennessee saw a subscription book circulated in the Treasury De- 

ent to raise means for the republican p a year or two ago, and 
that the first name at the head of the list Was that of John Sherman, a 
Cabinet officer, who was supposed to be another civil-service-reformer 
pretender. I am not surprised at this revelation, because Mr. Sher- 
man would give every dollar he has in the world if it were necessary 
to secure and perpetuate the ascendency of the republican party. His 
whole life has been devoted to its principles, and for this reason par- 
ticularly was his name paraded ina spirit of obloquy, because he hap- 
pens to be mentioned at this time as a prominent candidate of his 
party for the Presidency. If there is any one man more than another 
in this nation whom the democracy fear, it is John Sherman. 

For more than thirty years he has been identified with the politics 
of Ohio and the nation. Elected in 1855 to represent his district 
(then the thirteenth) in the Thirty-fourth Con , he was made 
chairman of the committee to investigate the Kansas troubles and 
in his report placed himself and the free-soil party on the side of 
right and justice, and by his acts arraigned the pro-slavery party 
against him—a very unpopular thing to do, but showing him to be 
on the side of the oppressed without regard to race or color. In 1861 
we find Mr. Sherman elected to the United States Senate, taking the 
seat of Salmon P. Chase, who resigned to accept the appointment of 
Secretary of the United States In those dark days stood 
John Sherman the colleague of Ben Wade. In a debate three days 
before the battle of Bull Run, Mr. Sherman said: 

It_is not the 


Of course such utterances did not please the democracy. Mr. Sher- 
man also voted for all measures to uphold the national supremacy 
and furnish men and munitions of war to put down the rebellion, 
which of course was distasteful to the democrats. The shock of war 
was ended; then came the counting of the cost financially. The man- 
ner of paying the national debt was the then all-absorbing topic of 
the nation’s thought. Many strange fallacies were put forth by the 
democrats, who seemed as bent on retarding the honest payment of 
our dues as they were on resisting the payment of oops and the 
prosecution of the war. Mr. Sherman, as chairman of the Committee 
on Finance in the Senate, said in a speech before that body: 

The honor of the country, the good faith of the nation, the interest of the laborer, 
e 9 . all the Slg ans of ae j upon 

as 
PPAT of Zold and silyer 2 

Mr. Sherman has persisted in this belief and has accomplished re- 
sumption fully and completely, standing a Gibraltar of financial 
ee cero which the waves of rebellion and unsound currency 
have ed with almost resistless fury. 

This is the man you have reason to fear because he is pure and 
brave in the discharge of his duties, and cannot be intimi by 
democratic bombast or rebel yells. 

The gentleman from Tennessee took occasion to extol the 3 
and glory and grandeur of the office of President of the United States, 
in all of which T heartily agree with him. To be born a 
peror or czar is of itself a mere accident, but to be se 


or em- 
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e to fill the high office of President of this great Nation, to be 
clothed for a time with power as great as that wielded by any poten- 
tate on earth, is an honor which must challenge the respect and ad- 
miration of mankind. When we confer on a citizen this great honor 


it must not be forgotten that with it we clothe him with t and 
ve ibilities. To rule over forty millions of people, to ad- 
minister the laws for the protection of all men in their rights, is at 
all times no easy task. But it strikes me that to have a representa- 
tive of the people speak from his place on this floor, attacking and 
maligning the present incumbent of that great and dignified office 
and characterizing him as “a fraud,” and characterizing the instru- 
mentalities by which he was declared elected as corrupt, is, to say the 
least, in very bad taste, and not calculated to add much res or 
dignity to legislative discussions. However, when we look behind 
these declarations we must remember that this is election year for 
members of Con end that such declarations were intended to 
make an impression of fealty to the prevailing sentiment of the peo- 
le behind the man who utteredthem. This people, I conscientiously 
believe, (I refer to the mass of the gentleman’s constituency, ) do not 
know that the electoral commission which considered all the facte 
in dispnte in relation to the election, and declared Governor Hayes 
the legally elected President, was a measure of democratic origin and 
democratic hope until the declaration of 8 to 7 (=15) became a polit- 
ical puzzle which has wrung the democratic soul ever since. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I claim to be a liberal man, with charity toward 
all, and I cannot, therefore, wholly condemn the gentleman’s speech, 
considering his stand-point. He could have had but two objects in its 
utterance at this time while considering such an insignificant measure 
as the bill before us. The first to make himself stout by pandering 
to the political bitterness of his constituency to the republican 
party, and, second, to inaugurate a Tilden boom by trying to revive 
the idea at this late day that Tilden was legally elected once and 
must be again. I have the kindest personal feelings toward the 

ntleman, bnt I take this occasion to assure him that while I do not 
oubt his return to this House “ by a large majority,” he will never 

live to see the day when such an effete specimen of moral depravity 
as Sam. J. Tilden will be elected President of this great nation. 
[Applause and laughter on republican side.] 

One word more. As to his abuse of the Administration, so carefully 
prepared by weeks of study I have no doubt, I have only to say that 
from the President down to the lowest member of his Cabinet, if 
there be any gradation in rank, they will be remembered when Sam. 
Tilden is forgotten, except for his perfidious rascalities. The Presi- 
dent and every member of his Cabinet are courteous gentlemen and 
manifest that to every man who approaches them without regard to 
their knowledge of their political antecedents. They are dignified, 
they go to church on Sundays and do other good things that some of 
their democratic predecessors did not do. Hayes’s administration has 
been cautious and conservative, and if not very brilliant, it will be 
conceded it has been highly respectable. It has been wellrepresented 
abroad, the pledged faith of the Government to its creditors has been 
maintained, and the national debt has been largely reduced. Under 
the financial management of John Sherman refunding operations have 
been successful, resumption of specie payments has been achieved not 
only without disturbing values, but, following in its train, has brought 
about a prosperity which the nation never knew before. 

I thank the gentleman from New York, General RICHARDSON, for 
iving me so much of the short time allowed him in this debate, and 
thank the House for its indulgence in listening to me so attentively. 

[Applause] den i ; 

uring tho delivery of the 8 when ten minutes had 
expired, Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, yielded five minutes more, 
at the termination of which, 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, said: Will the gentleman indulge me a few 
minutes longer? x 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. Icannot. My time is all promised. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. Inasmuch as the gentleman to whom I am 

trying to reply was allowed to speak for two hours and more, I think 
this side should have full 8 to respond. 

Mr. KEIFER. How much more time does my colleague want ? 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. About ten minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to finish his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois.) The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFFER] asks unanimous consent that his 
colleague be allowed to finish his remarks, the additional time not to 
come out of the hour of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, resumed and concluded his remarks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I had believed that 
this bill which so long vexed the extra session would not again be 
pressed upon the attention of the country and the House; for I thought 
that wisdom had surely been learned by the last spring’s experience, 
and prudence by the last fall’s defeat. I donot stand in my place to 
resist either by voice or vote any efforts that may be made to render 
it impossible to extort unwilling money from officers or employés of 
the Government for political or other purposes; but I do stand here 
to resist any and all efforts to deprive Aber of their inalienable right 
to use their own as they will, which is denied to them by the provis- 
ions of this bill. 
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It is a truism that in a government by the people the largest lib- 
erty should be granted the citizen toe his views on every sub- 
. and thus we find in the Constitution of the United States and 

e constitution of every State in the Union the provision guaran- 
teeing the freedom of om and freedom of the press; and itis de- 
aac in many of these instruments that the citizen may speak, write, 
and publish his views on every subject. So fully has this right been 
recognized, so sacredly has it been observed, that criminals, morgi 
as aay of the right to hold office, of the right of suffrage, of 
right to sit on juries and to testify in the courts of justice, have never 
yet been denied the right to discuss political questions or to pay their 
money in furtherance of such discussion, or, indeed, in the further- 
ance of any political object, in the same manner and to the same 
extent as other men. 

But this bill makes it unlawful for the officers and employés of 
this Government to Pay for political information ; makes it unlawful 
for them to pay for publishing their sentiments on any political sub- 
ject. and debars them from engaging in political discussions or in po- 

itical work, however innocent it may be, that require for their prose- 
cution the expenditure of money. It seems to me that a measure 
could not be proposed or conceived more despotic in its character, 
more subversive of popular rights, more destructive to personal lib- 
erty, and less in harmony with the spirit of our institutions and the 
practice and traditions of our people. 

It has been supposed that freemen owned what they earned (per- 
haps this is the distinction between them and slaves) and that they 
could not be deprived of their property or their right to enjoy it un- 
less by due process of law ; that their property could not be taken or 
destroyed even for a public purpose without compensation. But the 
value of 8 is in its use. Let its use be arbitrarily restricted, 
much or little, and to that extent is the property destroyed and the 
owner deprived of its enjoyment, without process and without com- 
pensation. 

The money paid from the public funds to the individual who labored 
to earn it is no less his propiriy than if paid to him for interest on 
United States bonds; and if the right resides in Congress to restrict 
the expenditure of money because it has lain in the vaults of the 
Treasury, ought it to be exercised in the one case and not in the 
other? To be sure, the employé of the Government is compelled to , 
toil for his daily bread, and the bondholder may dress “in scarlet and 
fine linen and fare sumptuonsly every day,” yet before the law they 
are equal; and if discrimination is to be made ought it to be in favor 
of capital, that can always take care of itself? 

United States Senators and Representatives, as well as the officers 
of the Government, are the servants of the people. Their time and 
services belong to the people, and they are paid their salaries from the 
money of the people; and by parity of reasoning, if there is any rea- 
son or anys es in this thing, they onght to be included within the 
provisions of this bill, and yet is there any gentleman on this floor 
who will claim that they are? It would be an interesting and in- 
structive Jos ee to behold a country postmaster, because he had 
contributed a few dimes toward the expense of a political guthering 
held in his iy ger driven from his office under and by virtue 
of a law made by men who may, with impunity, spend all they own, 
and all they can borrow, to be returned to Congress! Do despots make 
laws for themselves or for other men? Pass this bill, let it become 
a law, and the ex-confederate may still use his money and his shot- 

, if reports are true, in behalf of the democratic party. And where 
is the democrat who will find fault with him? But two handred 
thousand Union soldiers whose claims are now pending before the 
Commissioner of Pensions violate the law if they spend one cent for 
political p Should they pay for a conveyance to carry adis- 
abled comrade to the polls, they forfeit, in the terms of this bill, the 

ittance due them for wounds received and disease contracted in 

ghting a rebel crew, or starving in prison-pens. [Applause on the 
republican side.] And yet these are they who on a hundred battle- 
fields testified their devotion to country, and but for whose efforts 
these halls would be silent to legislation; and they are now to be 
branded as malefactors by the laws of the very Government they pre- 
served for exercising rights so freely enjoyed by traitors who by all 
the machinery of war attempted to destroy it. [Applause on the re- 
publican side. ] 

In this Congress, during this session, political disabilities under 
which our democratic friends labored, for indiscretions committed 
some time since, were removed, and not a voice was raised against it 
except on two occasions, and you all know that was against the form 
and not the substance of the application. And is it now proposed to 
impose disabilities and restrictions upon the officers and employés of 
this Government because they are republicans? Is that democratic 
reciprocity? [Laughter on the republican side.] Is that retrench- 
ment? Isitreform? Or is the word not yet coined that fitly ex- 
presses this infamy? f : 

This bill destroys rights of property, smothers free discussion, 
and makes it a crime for one class, who are neither convicted nor 
guilty of a wrong, to do that which is permissible and legitimate in 
every other citizen. Caucus may decree and Congress may enact 
this iniquity, but that which is more powerful than caucus or Con- 
gress, public opinion, will condemn it; for the intolerance which 
robs and crucifies the citizen because he holds a political faith not in 
harmony with that of the majority of this House will, and ought to 
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be, execrated by good men everywhere. And the effort to enact this 
intolerance into law is a greater outrage than “bulldozing” or the 
attempted larceny of a State government. It will be received and 
accepted as another evidence that the democratic party will leave 
untried no means, however infamous, to inaugurate the rule of the 
minority. 

Gentlemen, if you can afford to pass this bill, you have the power; 
the constitutional and moral right to do it I deny; but rest assured 
that upon an appeal to the sovereigns, to the people, they will dem- 
onstrate that they know how to reverse and revoke arbi decrees ; 
that they know how, not by democratic methods—fraud and vio- 
lence—bnut legitimately, to preserve their rights when they are thus 
wantonly assailed. [Applause on the republican side.] 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. My colleague [Mr. ERRETT] desires to 
submit some remarks on the pending bill; but as he is not well and 
his voice is weak, he desires they may be printed in the RECORD as 
part of the debates. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is ordered accordingly. 

Mr. ERRETT. This bill proposes two enactments: first, to pre- 
vent assessments upon office-holders for political purposes; and, sec- 
ond, to prevent contributions for similar purposes. The first point 
has already been attained by executive order, prohibiting any assess- 
ment upon any one holding office under the General Government, 
and the provisions of this bi P pas ae such assessments are there- 
fore unnecessary and uncalledfor. Thesecond point, as I undertake 
to show, is entirely beyond the Jopinlativo f POER of Congress, and is 
an invasion of private rights which no legislative body has the power 
to make while acting under a constitutional form of government. 

An assessment upon an office-holder for political purposes is one 
thing, while a contribution from such office-holder for such purposes 
is an entirely different thing. One is an enforced levy, the other isa 
voluntary gift. Con has a perfect right to say that office-holders 
under the laws of the United States shall not be levied upon or forced 
to pay sums for any purpose except that of taxation for the support 
of government; and if it were not that such levies are already pro- 
hibited there would be no objection to that part of this bill; but 
Congress has no right to say to any one, be he office-holder or other- 
wise, that he shall not do with his own money whatever seems best 
to his own judgment. 

An office-holder is simply an employé of the Government. He is 
employed to do certain work for a certain compensation; and when he 
has done that work and received that compensation, the money he has 
received is his own, and in no way subject to the order or control of 
the Government. It is as much and as absolutely his own as a piece 
of land which he has bought or any piece of property he has acquired. 
Government can tax it for itsown support; but it cannot say to him 
what he shall or shall not spend it for. It cannot say to him that he 
shall spend it for flour, or meat, or clothing; nor can it say to him 
that he shall not spend it for cigars, tobacco, snuff, liquor, or any 
other object of governmental dislike. He may lay out his weekly or 
monthly earnings all in buying cabbages, if he chooses. If he has 
ek ig preferences, lie may give liberally to his church or to char- 
itable funds; and if he has also political preferences, he has as good 
a right of his own free will to contribute of his means to help his 

sy as he has to contribute to his church, his lodge, or his char- 
itable society. The money being ane his only, Congress cannot 
prescribe to him how he shall or shall not spend it. When the Gov- 
ernment has paid him for his work its control over the money it has 
paid him is gone. He can keep it, or give it away, or spend it, as 
nore best to him, without regard to lamentations here or else- 
where. 

The recognition of any other rule would be both ridiculous and 
tyrannical. When the Government goes into the market and buys 
food or clothing for the Army or for the Indians, or stone or bnild- 
ing materials for its public buildings, it is supposed to get value for 
value when it has received what it has paid for. When the 8 
is complete, the buyer and seller stand on equal ground. The buyer 
can do as he pleases with what he has bought, and the seller has the 
same liberty with the proceeds of what has been sold. It would be 
ridiculous for any government to turn round to the seller and say: 
“You shall not use this moner Which is paid you for such and such 
a purpose.” No government that I know of has ever attempted that 
style of folly; and certainly any free government that would try it 
would di ce itself in so doing. 

And if Government cannot do this with its customers from whom it 
buys materials, it cannot do it with those from whom it buys official 
labor. A clerk employed at $1,200 a year is supposed to render twelve 
hundred dollars’ worth of service therefor; and when he has rendered 
it and been paid for it, he and the Government are equal. He has 
rendered service which the Government can use as it chooses; and 
he has been paid for it in money which he can use as he chooses, To 
assume any other d is to assume the right of the Government to 
follow the money it pays, in every case, into every hand that receives 
r and to say what it shall be spent for, and how, and when, and 
w. as well as what it shall not be spent for; and when that right 
is recognized, we have recognized a despotism as unlimited as the 
Russian autocracy. 

Under theexercise of such a right Con may, as it chooses, say 
to all the subordinates of Government that as the use of spirituous 
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liquors is njarions to the body, debasing to the soul, and destructive 
of social order, no one of them shall, under heavy penalties, contrib- 
ute his money to the purchase or use of spirituous liquors. It may 
also direct that as tobacco, in all its forms, is filthy and unhealthy, 
no Government employé shall use his means in buying or using it, 
And it is not beyond the bounds of probability that a Congress may 
hereafter be found willing to say to all office-holders that as some par- 
ticular religious society is obnoxious in its doctrines or forms of wor- 
ship, it s be unlawful for any such office-holder to contribute any- 
thing to the support of that society. Certainly Congress has as much 
right to issue such prohibitions as it has to prohibit voluntary con- 
tributions to political parties. | 

Contributions for political purposes are not in themselves corrupt. | 
A very large part of the expense of political parties is for perfectly 
legitimate purposes. A voluntary gift to party funds by an office- 
holder is not, therefore, necessarily to be regarded as corrupt or cor- 
2 uses have undoubtedly been made of money in élec- 
tions; but the contributions of office-holders, asa general rule, are used 
only for the 1 expenses of political campaigns. There is no 
good reason why the office-holder, whose sympathies are enlisted in 
the success of his party, should not contribute, if he chooses, as freely 
to the triumph of his political principles as to the triumph of any 
good cause, provided he does not so contribute with a corrupt motive 
or for a bad purpose. If in so doing, and in so exercising his un- 
doubted right, he commits any crime, he is fully answerable therefor, 
and it n no such Jaw as this to punish him. 

The right of an office-holder to do as he pleases with his own is 
one hitherto unquestioned, and is to my mind unquestionable. His 
salary, when it is paid him, is his own, and Congress has no right to tell 
him what uses he shall or shall not make of it. The right of a man 
to be undisturbed in his house, his property, his person, and his papers 
is not more clearly apparent than his right to do as he likes with his 
own when it has come into his possession. Congress isright enough in 
saying to him: “ You shall not be taxed for political purposes, nor shall 
yon be forced to pay anything yon do not want to for such purposes,” 

ause it is his right to be free from all such taxes and forced levies; 
but when he has been paid his hire for his labor his right to spend it 
in his own way is too clear for question. For these reasons I shall 
vote against this bill as an unwarranted and dangerous exercise of 
legislative power. 

his bill is pressed by one party in pie eae simply to cripple an- 
ot her party in its modes of action, and is, in fact, an attempt to secure a 
political advantage by act of Congress. The party seeking the pas- 
sage of this bill has for many years resorted to both political assess- 
ments and political contributions; andif it should succeed in getting 
into power would be prompt, if may well be supposed, in repealing 
the bill, as it is contrary throughout to both its theory and practice. 
It is at best a mere political expedient, and, regarding it as such, I 
put my voice on record against it. 

As an evidence of the prevalence of levying political contribations 
under a democratic administration, I append the following from the 
testimony of Cornelius Wendell, esq., before a congressional commit- 
tee, March 22,1860. Mr. Wendell was, under Buchanan’s adminis ra- 
tion, the Public Printer, und he testified as follows: 

estion. Have you been en in doin, ri j 
gana 1 yon no Saa g pardon g printing for the Government 

Q Have you been called npon to contribute largely for political p 7 

. have been asked to contribute, and have voluntarily contributed whenever, 
in my Ane it would be beneficial to the [democratic] ores 

Q. Have you any knowledge of what amount you have contributed, annually, or 
ae time sun have sai engaged 9 Government work! aioe one iiai 

During ears ve, perhaps, contributed over ? 0 4%. 
might be considered party purposes. i $e 

Q. Can yon teli what amount you expended in the first districtof Pennsylvania, 
Colonel Florence's district? 

A. I could not tell exactly. My judgment is that it was rising $3,000. 

Q. In whose hands was that money put for the first district! Was it all put in 
the hands of one person? 

A. No, sir; if my memory serves me, I gave Mr. Horwitz 

Q. What is his first name? 

A. I do not know; he was the editor of a German paper. I made a little ar- 
rangement with him to bring out onr German citizens. I think he is now the edi- 
tor of the Pennsylvanian. I also put some money into the hands of Mr. Mezargee. 

. Which Megargee? 
Sylvester J. Megargee; and, I think, some to Mr. Severns. 

g What is his first name! 

„Joseph. My impression is that I put some in his hands. 

Q. Did you farnish any directly to the member from that district? 

A. I cannot say positively thatI did furnish any to Colonel Florence; I may 
have 12 him some, but it does not occur to me now; I was paying him as the 
friend or agent of the Argus. a certain stipend ont of the printing; but whether I 
gave to him directly for election expenses, or whether it was to him as the agent 
of Mr. Severus of the Argus, in whom he took a warm interest, I cannot say. 

Q fe you think of any other person in that district to whom you furnished 
money 

A. I do not know. 


2 In what year was the most of that furnished ? 
The great bulk of it was furnished in 1°58, at the last eon, onal election. 
Q. Do your books show the amount you farnisbed in 1858in that district ? 


A. No, sir; the charges are gei y Mr. Severns of the Argus; he was 
to have a certain percen on certain Government printing to sustain his paper; 
in the amount I mentioned I inclnde what I have paid tosustain rs to promal- 
gate the word; what I have given individually for expenditures in different dis- 
tricts for printing, bringing up voters, bands of music and election expenses, 
I could not tell where the money went to. I could say for instance, I put $500 in 
such a district; I could not follow it further. : 

Q. Did you not pay more than that amount to the Argus alone! 

A. Ob, I paid the Argus some seven thousand and odd dollars, including what 
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penses; how much that was I could not tell 
exactly; my idea is that about $2,000 of the money was expended in the district, 


might have been used for election ex: 


and the balance for the paper; but I could not say positively about that. 

Q. Was this in 1858? 

A. Yes, sir; about $7,000 during that summer; the acgregate given to Mr. Sev- 
erns was over $7,000 if my memory serves me. I have the figures. 

2 Who was it that made the arrangement by which he was to get that money r 

„ Well, sir, my kn has been that it was through the President. Iwas doing 
all the printing here, and Mr. Rice, of the Pennsylvanian, claimed a portion of it, 
and then Mr. Severns did, and through friends, Mr. Bigler, Colonel Florence, and 
other friends, it was arranged that they should have such a percentage of the 
work, that I should pay them so much. The reason given was that the patronage 
of the ey was lost owing to the triumph of the opposition, and the papers must 
be sustained in some way, and therefore they must have æ portion of this work. I 
paid during the year, I think, to Mr. Rice between $11,000 and $12,000, and to Mr. 
Severus, including what I suppose was used for electioneering purposes, about 
$7,000. 

From this it will be seen exactly how dewocratic administrations 
did when in power, and it is fair to infer that if we are ever to have 
another we shall have one that will direct political assessments to 
be levied and spent under arrangements made with a democratic Presi- 
dent in proper person. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. 
to my collcayne, | Mr. CROWLEY. | 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to mark my en- 
trance into congressional life by speaking on a so-called civil-service 
bill, and were it not for certain provisions of the measure now under 
consideration I certainly should not ovcupy the attention of this 
House for one moment. I have not any set, prepared speech to de- 
liver, but I have to say that the provisions of this bill are ernde, ill- 
digested, impracticable of execution in many respects and unconsti- 
tutional in others. The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 
instead of confining itself in this bill to the civil service, extends its 
operations to the military and naval services. Instead of bringing 
in a measure which would look to restraining assessments and invol- 
untary contributions of money from those in the civil service, it has 
reported a proposition which includes every officer, every clerk, every 
employé of the Government of the United States in all its branches 
and ramifications, 

And what is this bill? It contains fonr sections, only three of 
which need to be commented upon. The first section provides that 
if any officer, clerk, or employé in the Government of the United 
States does, first, contribute or pay any money for political purposes ; 
or, secondly, if he pays any assessment or percentage on the income 
or emolument of his salary ; or, thirdly, if he gives, lends, or advances 
uny money, property, or valuable thing with the intent, assent, per- 
mission, knowledge, or understanding that the same may be applied 
to political purposes, he shall be immediately dismissed from the 
office, clerkship, or employment he holds, 

Mr. Speaker, under the Constitution and laws of the United States, 
the President is an officer of the Government of the United States; 
and if he makes a contribution for political pu s, who is going 
to dismiss him from his office? You might as well say that the offi- 
cers, the clerks, and the employés of the Government shall not be per- 
mitted to make contributions to religious or charitable or literary 
societies as to say that they have not the constitutional right tomake 
voluntary contributions of their own property and earnings to polit- 
ical or for political purposes. 

Further, the third section of this act requires and says that if the 
head of a Department (which includes the heads of all the Executive 
Departments of the Government) shall come in possession of the 
knowledge that any officer, clerk, or employé of his Department has 
contributed money for political purposes, it shall be his duty to dis- 
miss that clerk, that officer, or that employé; and if he fails to doit 
he shall be subject to indictment, to imprisonwent, and to fine. What 
a provision! If the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service can- 
not batch or engender any greater evidence of statesmanship than 
that they bad better immediately abdicate their positions. 

Why, take the officers of the Treasury Department as an illustra- 
tion. There are two Assistant Secretaries ; there are Compirollers and 
Auditors; there is the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and there 
are other officers therein, all appointed upon the nomination of the 
President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. Is there 
any power on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury to dismiss any 
one of these officers if such officer contributes money for political 
purposes? Suppose that one of his assistants should contribute 
money for political purposes and it should come to the knowledge of 
the Secretary of the Treasury and he should not dismiss him. You go 
before the grand jury of the District of Colambia under this bill, and 
if you can find a district attorney of any experience who would say, 
upon his honor and legal experience, to the grand jury that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was liable to indictment, and the Secretary 
should be indicted and brought in, what would be his plea to that 
indictment? He is asked, Are you the Secretary of the Treasury? 
Yes. Was your assistant an assistant in office? Yes. Did he con- 
tribute money for political purposes 3 Yes. Did it come to your 
knowledge? Yes. Then what have yon to say why you should not 
be convicted because he has not been dismissed? Why, his plea would 
be there is no law of Congress that authorizes anybody but the Pres- 
ident of the United States to remove an assistant secre of the 
Treasury, and you cannot convict me for not doing that which I have 
not the right or the power under the law todo. Well, what more 
than thatf Congress heretofore, in legislating upon the question of 


I now yield for twenty minutes 


the tenure of office in 1867, by section 1767 of the Revised Statutes, 
provided that— 


And then, by section 1772, Congress in its wisdom has further pro- 
vided that every removal, appointment, or employment made, had, or 
exercised contrary to sections 1767 and others thereafter following 
shall be treated as follows: 

Sec. 1772. Every removal, appointment, or employment, made, had, or exercised, 
contrary to sections 1767 to 1770, inclusive, and the making, signing, sealing, coun- 
tersi g. or issuing of any commission or letter of authority for or in respect to 
any such appointment or np peg shall be deemed a high misdemeanor, and 
every person guilty thereof 1 be imprisoned not more than five years, or fined 
not more than $10,000, or both. i 

The person who attempts to remove such an officer so appointed 
shall upon conviction be subject to fine and imprisonment, And yet 
yon make it the duty under this bill of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and all the beads of the various Execntive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment to do an act which the law does not allow them to do, and 
you propose to punish them if they do not do it, with an act upon 
our statute-books punishing them if they do remove certain officers 
so appointed. 

I say this third section of this proposed bill is an absurdity and a 
contradiction. Now come to section 4. That section provides that 
if any person having a contract with the United States or any officer 
shall make any contributions for political purposes all his rights shall 
be forfeited. Why I appeal to lawyers on the other side of the House 
that you are running right in the teeth of the Constitution of the 
United States—that clause which says Congress shall not pass any 
bill in 1 to attainder or ex post facto law. His rights have be- 
come fixed before he makes his contribution. They are his property 
and you cannot deprive him of them by any congressional enactment 
or law, but because he subsequently makes a political contribution 
you propose to deprive him of all his rights. Farther than that, any 
person who has a contract three months before his contribution or 
three months after shall forfeit all his rights. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say he shall forfeit “all his rights,” because 
the section is so bunglingly drawn that it will bear this construction. 
It may beso argued with much propriety under the terms of this sec- 
tion, because the language is that any poreon who does these thin 
“for any political purpose shall be deemed to have forfeited 
rights,” not limiting or circumscribing the forfeiture under such con- 
tract, but absolutely. 

Mr. HORR. They might hang him. 

Mr. CROWLEY. Then it goes further, and there is where comes 
in the * of my colleague who represents in part the State of 
New York—it provides that every claimant against the United States 
who makes contributions shall in like manner forfeit his claim, and 
shall not have the right to recover or receive anything on the same. 

If the House will pardon me for a moment, by way of illustration 
take the case of a person who applied for a pension. The applica- 
tion has not been nted. The claim is pending; and while it is 
pending if the claimant makes any contribution for political pur- 

he will forfeit his right to that pension. 

Then your bill makes no provision as to how these forfeitures shall 
be determined, as to whether a man’s property shall be taken by 
judicial proceedings or otherwise. There is no provision whatever 
made as to that. 

Mr. Speaker, I have heard the argument advanced upon this floor 
by different gentlemen that Congress is usurping the rights of States; 
that we of the National Government are consolidating the powers of 
the Government and taking away rights which the States should 
possess and ought to possess under the Constitution. Let me say to 
my patinen friends on the other side of the House, if this is not one 

f the most gigantic strides ın that direction, I fail to know what 
could be considered as such. Take the State of New York. Let us 
suppose that some eminent citizen, some eminent democrat if you 
please, say Mr. Seymour, is running for the office of governor at a 
time we elect no presidential electors, when we elect no Representa- 
tives in Congress, when we elect no members of the Legislature who 
shall take part in the election of a Senator to represent the State of 
New York in the Senate of the United States? He makes a con- 
tribution for political purposes, which under the laws of the State of 
New York he may do, because the laws of the State of New York 
make it legitimate to make contributions to bring the halt avd the 
blind and the sick to the polls, or to make contributions for the print- 
155 tickets, for the circulation of documents, and for holding of 
public meetings. Mr. Seymour has a contract while thus running, 
and makes a contribution for political purposes, to be used wholly in 
the State of New York, and legitimately. You say by this bill that 
in such a case where the Government of the United States is not in- 
terested at all he shall forfeit all his rights under that contract. 
say that such legislation as this is unworthy the wisdom of an Ameri- 
can Congress, I do not put it on republican or democratic grounds. 
But I say your bill is crude; it is ill-digested ; it is impossible to ex- 
ecute, and it is unconstitutional. 

If you pass the bill I do not believe it will ever besigned. Gentle- 
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men here know very well that I have no authority whatever to speak 
for the Executive in any respect; but I do not believe if this law 
were it would ever receive the Executive signature. Andif it 
did, it would go upon the statute-book like many o high-sounding 
laws which have upon the statute-books of the National Gov- 
ernment and of the respective State governments and there remain 
a dead letter. 

If the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service want to do some- 
thing in the interest of civil-service reform let them report a bill to 
this House which will open admissions into and promotions in the 
civil service to competition, so that it may be open to all political 
3 and persons. Let the bill appoint a commission which shall 

independent of party so far as yon can make it under our Consti- 
tution and form of government, who shall have the supervision and 
arrangement of the rules in to the civil service of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Then say that no officer or employé of 
the Government shall be compelled to pay political assessments or 
involuntary contributions; and I will go as far as any member on 
the floor to support a bill of that kind. But I should consider I was 
not representing the will of my constituents, I should consider that I 
was not acting in obedience to public policy, I should consider that I 
was not acting in accordance with the Constitution of the United 
States, if I were to give my assent to a law of this character. 

I respectfully ask the gentleman having charge of this bill on the 
other side of the House to consider some of these legal propositions 
in connection with the first, second, and third sections to see whether 
this bill is constitutional if you pass it. [Applause.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. How much time nave I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Eight minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I give one minute to tho gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. CLAFLIN.] 

Mr. CLAFLIN. I offer the amendment which I send to tve desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the first section by striking out in the third line the word. employé ™ 
and inserting “ any member of Co: or oth i a from.” 

the words mem - 


ngress er person recei 
In the tw line strike out the word em: loyés ” and insert 
bers of Con es.” And add to the section after the 


gress or persons receiving 
word hold the words “and shall be ineligible to any office of honor or cmolu- 
ment for two years thereafter under the United States Government.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts offers that amendment simply for the 
information of the House. 

Mr. CLAFLIN, I offer it that it may be considered pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order now. It can only 
be offered for information at present. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There is no previous question pending now to 
prevent the amendment being offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood that the amend- 
ment was read at the present time simply for information. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Itis offered in good faith. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. I offered it to be voted on at the proper time. 

Mr. WHITE. If that is the case, then I offer an amendment to 
come in at the end of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentlemen from 
New York [Mr. RICHARDSON] yield ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. HAYES. ] 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, the bill now before the House contains 
so much that is palpably absurd and nonsensical that it ought not to 
receive a moment’s attention by the members of this body, but should 
be promptly condemned without a hearing. The fact that a bill is 
reported favorably by the able Committee on Civil Service Reform 
ought, under ordinary cirenmstances, to give it some claim to our at- 
tention, but so glaring are the defects of this bill that even the indorse- 
ment of a majority of this committee cannot give it sufficient character 
or respectability to entitle it to any consideration at our hands. Ye 
as certain gentlemen on the other side seem to think the bill a 
one and are determined to press it to a vote, l desire to trespass upon 
the time of the House for a few moments while I point out some of 
the defects of the bill and state some reasons why it should not pass. 

THE OBJECT OF THE BILL. 

The main object of the bill, which is clearly set forth in the first 
section, is to prevent the various officers of the United States Gov- 
ernment and the clerks and employés in the various departments of 
that Government from making any contributions of money or any 
other valuable thing to assist in carrying on a political campaign. 
Now, sir, a moment’s consideration will show not only how ridiculous 
such a proposition is, butthat Congress has no right tointerfere in such 
a matter. Here it is proposed that the United States shall by legal 
enactment determine how the individual citizen may and how he may 
not dispose of what he has earned by his labor and what belongs to 
him as his individual property. The proposition is for the American 
Congress to constitute itself the guardian of the individual citizen 
and thedirector in the use and disposition of his be . Amoment’s 
thought will show that this is reversing the whole theory and prac- 
tice of our Government during all the years of the past. Thus far in 

the history of this Government we as a people have believed in the 
doctrine that the individual citizen should have the utmost liberty in 

ing his own private affairs. We have maintained the “rights 
of property” as among our dearest rights. We have supposed that 
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when a person honestly earned a dollar he had the Bi, ade dispose of 

it as he thought best. But it appears that in all we have been 

laboring under a mistake. This new democratic doctrine informs us 

that the individual citizen has not the right to dis of his own 

property, but must depend upon Congress to direct him in the matter. 
A HIGH-HANDED OUTRAGE. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have heard much during the past few years 
about the republican party disregarding the rights of the people, but, 
sir, I defy any democrat to point to a single instance where that party 
has ever even hinted at such a high-handed outrage as this—such a 
gross infringement upon the rights of citizenship. I venture the 
ascertion that never before in our history as a government was 
such an outrageous proposition as this seriously made by any man of 
ave common sense. Why, sir, has it come to this, that what a 
citizen of this Government honestly earns by hard labor is not his to 
use as he sees fit? Has it come to this, that when an officer of this 
Government or a clerk in any of the governmental Departments walks 
up and draws his money at the end of each month as pay for services 
rendered the Government, he is to be told that he has not the control 
of that money, but must look to a democratic Congress to tell him 
what disposition he must make of it? Such an idea is abhorrent to 
the sense of personal right which is possessed by every American cit- 
izen, and yet this is just what is proposed by the bill now under con- 
sideration. If Congress has a right to say that an officer of this 
Government shall not spend a portion of his money for 1 pur- 
poses, it has the same right to say that he shall not spend it for house- 
rent, for a new coat, for a dress for his wife, for provisions for his 
family. or for helping forward any benevolent enterprise. There is 
the same eee involved in the one case as in the other cases. But 
will this democratic Congress dare to bring forward a bill prohibit- 
ing the officers and employés of the Government from spending their 
money for house-rent, clothing, provisions, and benevolent purposes ? 
They will scarcely do this, and yet they not only bring forward this 
bill, but urge its passage, knowing that it has no more right back of 
it than such a bill as I have suggested would have. 

A TRUE INTERPRETATION OF THE BILL. 


But, sir, I wish to call the attention of the House to section 2 of 
this bill. This section is certainly a master-stroke of legislative abil- 
ity. In this section this democratic Congress, in clear and decided 
tones, announces to the head of each Department of this Government 
that he mpd ab where and have posted up in each room and upon 
each door of his Department an order, telling the employés of that 
Department that they are absolutely forbidden to contribute any 
money or other valuable thing for campaign purposes under penalty 
of being turned out of their Rma in case they do so contribute. 
Xow, what is the meaning of all this? Simply that this democratic 
Congress is assuming powers which it does not ede It is striking 
a death-blow at some of the dearest rights of American citizenship. 
Correctly interpreted this order would read thus: 

“To the officers and employés of the United States Government: 
Gentlemen, as you are not endowed with sufficient ability to man 
your own affairs and control your own property, we, the democratic 
majority of the Forty-sixth Congress, have constituted ourselves 
your guardians. For years our hearts have yearned over you, long- 
ing to do you good, but never have we been able to make a practical 
manifestation of our good-will toward you until now. Being in full 

ion of each House of Congress, we have taken this method to 
demonstrate to you that we are deeply interested in your welfare. 
We have felt for some time that you were incompetent to manage 
your own affairs, and so we have kindly stepped in to manage them 
for you. As you read this order which we have caused to be posted 
up in a conspicuous place in your room, bear in mind that hereafter 
you are to spend your money only as we shall direct. This may seem 
to you to be an infringement of your personal rights, but it is not. 
We believe that your highest demands this course, and we trust 
you will readily and willingly submit to our control. We do not 
like to threaten, (for we always aim to govern through love rather 
than fear,) yet if you do not see fit to obey us in all these respects 
and allow us to determine how you shall and how you shall not 
spend your money, we shall take occasion to dismiss you from the 
position you now hold and,if possible, put some good democrat in 
your place.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit to any sensible manif this is not a fair 
interpretation of this bill, brought in here with such a great flourish 
of trumpets by the gentleman from Indiana, chairman of the Com- 
mittée on Reform in the Civil Service? 

The idea sought to be enacted into law by the passage of this bill 
is monstrous—abhorrent to every American citizen who has a true 
conception of his personal rights. Why should the man who happens 
to hold a Government office be alone singled out and forbidden to 
contribute of his money to campaign purposes? Fas not he as much 
interest in good government as any other citizen? If he hold 

litical views in harmony With those of a certain political party, is 

not just as much interested as any other citizen in seeing those 
views disseminated and the party which advocates them placed in 
power? Why, sir, if this democratic Congress has the right to say 
that a Government officer or employé shall not contribute money for 


campai ur it has the right to say that any and every citizen 
shall not. Would it not be well, then, for the able Committee on 


1880. 
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Civil-Service Reform to ren ina po prohibiting all 5 
of money or other valuable g for campaign purposes uch a 
bill would strike at the root of the matter and would affect all classes 
of citizens alike. 

A LITTLE CHEAP POLITICAL CAPITAL, 


But, sir, what is the object which the friends of this bill have in 
view in ing its There can be but one object, and that 
is to manufacture a little cheap capital. Eversince the demo- 
crats obtained control of the lower House of Congress six years ago, 
they have kept up a continuous howl about civil-service reform. Dur- 
ing the campaign of 1874 they proclaimed in every democratic news- 
paper in the land, from every stump, and at every corner Tarand 
that the republican party was most outrageously corrupt, that the 
Government at Washington in all its Departments was run in 
the interest of all sorts of rings and jobbers and rascals, and that the 
people of the country were being robbed of millions of dollars ever 
year by republican officials. They said to the people, “If you 
again intrust us with power we will put an end to this robbery and 
rascality and will give you an honest administration.” Well, the 
people listened to them and gave them control of this House. They 
came to Washington determined to expose republican rascality and 
to institute a thorough reform in all Departments of the Government. 
Have they done this? They certainly have worked hard in that di- 
rection. For five years they have labored day and night through their 
committees, which have ransacked every nook and corner of every 
Department and bureau of the Government to detect some republican 
crookedness and rascality, something that they could hold up to the 
people as proof of their many and oft-repeated assertions that the 
republican party was corrupt. But thus far that ‘something ” has 
not been discovered. Their numerous, persistent, and basely i 
investigations have only served to show the people that the repub- 
lican party is to-day what it always has been, a party characterized 
by the strictest honesty and the bitterest hatred of every species of 
rascality. 

Tees investigations haye shown that the republican party has 
managed our governmental affairs so ably, economically, and honestly 
that hare was nothing left for the democrats to reform. This, of 
course, leaves the democrats in asad predicament. They started out 
to prove two things—first, that the republican party was corrupt; 
and second, that the democracy were reformers of the most pro- 
nounced and genuine kind. As yet they have proven neither, and 
this fact worries them exceedingly. In the first direction they have 
met with so little success that they have about given it up; but they 
are terribly anxious, in view of their loud professions and for the 
sake of their party in the coming presidential campaign, to do some- 
thing to convince the people that they are practical reformers. For 
months they have been studying over the question how best to accom- 
plish this end; and at last this bill is bronght forward, and the gen- 
tlemen on the other side fondly imagine that it is just the thing they 
want to help them out of their difficulty. “Is it not proof sufficient 
that we are in earnest in our professions of reform,” they innocently 
ask, “ when we favor such a bill as this? We can show up the evil 
of political contributions, and, although we “may not be able to get 
sufficient out of the matter to prove the republican party corrupt, 
we can denounce the practice, endeavor to put a stop to it, and thus 
demonstrate to the people our honesty in making such loud profes- 
sions.” This is one great reason why this bill is brought in here and 
its passage urged with such persistency and vigor. 


A WEAK ATTEMPT TO CRIPPLE THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 


But, sir, there is another reason why this bill is brought forward 
just at this time. We are approaching an important presidential 
election, and the gentlemen on the other side are urging the 3 

of this bill, hoping that, if they can get it enacted into law, it wi 
eatly damage the republican prospects of success at that election. 
Fo measure, in fact, is only one of their many weak attempts to 
cripple the republican party. It is a notorious fact, that ever since 
the ben obtained control of this House in the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress they have spent the ter portion of their time in scheming 
and plotting to break down the republican party. For this they have 
labored by day and planned by night. For this they have caucused 
and counseled both in season and ont of season. For this they have 
charged us with corruption and rascality, and to bolster up their 
charges have invented all sorts of stories which they themselves knew 
had no foundation in fact. They have orgsnized investigation after 
investigation and have gone into every bureau and department of the 
Government, fondly hoping to find something rascally and dishonest 
in our management of tr business which they could hold up to 
the people in proof of the many false and infamous charges they had 
brought against us. They created the Potter committee and sent it 
forth with the earnest expectation that it would bring to light some 
outrageous frauds that we had committed during the campaign of 
1876 which they could use against us in 1880. They sought to tear 
from the statute-books the election laws that we had enacted to pre- 
vent fraud at the ballot-box so that by illegal voting, repeating, and 
stuffing ballot-boxes, they might be enabled to secure a President in 
1880. And now, having failed most ingloriously in all these vile and 
infamous schemes, they bring forward this bill, hoping to pass it and 
thus cut off a portion of our supplies for carrying on the coming cam- 
paign. 


— . INT) er a pa A arte eH SMES Er eh oY tS 


A BILL BEFITTING THE DEMOCRACY. 

They say that the President, some of his Secretaries, and some of 
the clerks in the De ents have ventured to pay a few dollars 
each into the republican campaign fund on various occasions, and 
this they declare must be stopped at once and forever. None of these 
men shall hereafter be allowed to make a voluntary contribution of 
this kind under any circumstances. According to this modern demo- 
cratic doctrine the money that a man earns by the labor of his hands 
or the sweat of his brow is not his. He has no right to put his hand 
into his pocket and pay it out as he sees fit, but must rely upon a 
democratic Congress to tel] him how he may spend it. Such a prop- 
osition is infamous. This bill which contains it is a fitting finale to 
the many detestable schemes that have been concocted by democratic 
brains during the last few years. It is such a bill as we might ex- 
pect a life-long democrat to get up and the democratic part 
champion. Its is such as betits a democrat, and it is * 
acterized by a spirit highly becoming the degenerate democrac 
these latter days. What better can we expect from a party that 
always been most bitterly opposed to free speech, a free press, and a free 
ballot? A party that will stamp out free discussion wherever it has 
the power; that will shoot down in cold blood any man who dares to 
step out and oppose democracy; that will drive men from the polls, 
or murder them, unless they will vote the democratic ticket, is a fit 

y to champion such a measure as this. Yes, gentlemen, this bill 
is thoroughly democratic in both letter and spirit. Go on and make 
it a law if you will; but bear in mind that all the infamy which at- 
taches to such unjust legislation will rest upon your shoulders. Bear 
in mind that if this measure gets upon our statute-books at all it 
will get there by means of democratic votes alone, and, like many 
other democratic laws, will stand there only to proclaim the consum- 
mate folly and shame of the democratic party. 

WHY DID NOT THE DEMOCRACY PRACTICE REFORM WHEN IN POWER? 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question naturally arises why it is that the 
democracy have become so thoroughly alarmed in regard to this mat- 
ter of political contributions just at thistime? Why have they never 
manifested — 4 interest in the matter before? If it is such a great 
evil for a clerk in one of the Departments to pay a few dollars into 
a campaign fund, why have not these gentlemen discovered it lon 
ere this? If political contributions on the part ef Government oft: 
cers and employés have such a demoralizing and corrupting influence 
upon the civil service of the country as democrats now declare they 
have, why did not the democracy wake up to the fact when they were 
in full control of all departments of the Government, and go to work 
and enact a law to prevent them? Why, sir, the great democratic 
party held full sway in this country for many long years, but did 
any one ever hear of a democrat ever even hinting that there was 
anything wrong in political contributions or bringing forward a bill 
to put a stop to them? It is a notorious fact that the democracy 
always have acted upon the principle that to the victors belong the 
spoils, and that those of their party who were fortunate enough to 
get the offices should foot the bills for campaign purposes. “Phere 
was no deviation from this principle during all the thirty years that 
the democracy were in power. To show more clearly what was the 
democratic practice in regard to porto contributions, or rather 
assessments, for such they were under democratic rule, I quote from 
the report of the Covode committee in regard to the campaigns of 
1856 and 1858. The first testimony that I shall refer to is that of 
Isaac West, who was inspector in the custom-house at Philadelphia 
in 1856. His testimony will be found on page 23 of the report, from 
which I take the following: 

Testimony from Covode report. 

Question. Were you there (in custom-house at Philadelphia) at the time of the 
election of 1856, when Mr, Buchanan was elected ? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 


Q. What do you know about moneys being raised off the employés of the cus- 
tom-house on that on! 
a A. There was a certain tax levied upon the persons connected with the castom- 
ouse. 
Q. What amount on each person! 
A. A certain percentage. Ona person receiving $1,095 a year, I think the tax 
for the presidential election was from $30 to $33. 
* * * * * * * 
. What about the other election? 
The amount was not so great for the State election. 
Q. How mnch was that! 
e ee Ido not recollect. It strikes me that it was from $5 to $7; something 
e t 
Q. The two, then, would amount to in the neighborhood of $40? 
A. Yes, sir; in that neighborhood. 
* * * 


to 
of 


. * * < 
. Did all the employés ? 

I never knew 8 . 3 
Q. What was the impression—that it was rather obligatory upon them to pay ? 
A. That seemed to be the impression. 
The testimony of George Plitt on the same page is to the same effect: 


Question. Did you know anything about a portion of this money being raised 
= 5 of the Government in Philadelphia in the custom - house and else - 
Ti 
75 W Weil, I think there was at that time, but I am not certain; that is our 
general custom. 
On page 556, Ko., will be found the testimony of B. F. Slocumb, 
from which I take the following: 


otn. Are you a clerk in the General Land Office? 
newer. I am, sir. 


Q. Do you know of any assessment of money upon the clerks and other em- 
ployeés of ie ener) SADE OTOS Se ee ee 

2. Well. sir, I remember myself to have contributed money on one or two occa- 
sions— small amount. : * 

Q. Do you or not know that all the clerks were assessed for political purposes ? 

A. I do not know whether you would call it an assessment or not. was a 
sort of subscription made by the clerks in the Land Office, for political purposes, 


Isu 
Q. How andin what manner were these assessments made—in proportion te their 
salaries or otherwise! 
A. I do not know whether it was with regard to salaries or not, 
. — 5 a * 


2 Well, what amount of percen was the contribution ? 
I do not know exactly. I I was receiving at the time a fourteen-hun- 
dred-dollar salary, and the amount I paid was $2.50. 

Further on Mr. Slocumb states that he was in the same office in 
1856, and contributed money that year for political p 

From the testimony of J. L. Cramer, which appears on page 560 
and onward, I take the following: 

8 Are you a clerk in the General Land Office! 

swer. Yes, sir. 


= 


. Do you ice of any assessments made upon the clerks or employés there for 


Sica! purposes 
ee 8 I ove asked the gentlemen—a portion of them—to contribute for that 


- . — * 


* * > * * 
2 Do you recollect what per cent. it was that was levied that year? 
from my own proportion. My recollection is that I paid $3.20 


* * * * * > * 
2 Did von collect in 1858 
1 collected on two occasions ; it strikes me that one was in 1856 and the other 
was in 1553. 
. Do you know for what State or for what purpose that money was collected 
either in 1856 or in 1858! 8 ~ sf 
A. I think the money in 1856 was collected to be appropriated to pay some bal- 
ance to be supplied in Pennsylvania. 
* * * * 


. . * - 
i 5 Who was it that requested or directed you 


Q 
to 2 this duty 
I took the paper around at the request of the Commissioner of the General 
Office. * * * * * * 
Q: Did all the clerks pay their assessments? 
Nearly all that I called upon. I believe there were but one or two exceptions. 


Following the testimony already given is the testimony of Mr. 
edder Sad Mr. Lucas, clerks in the Land Office, to the same effect. 
On page 572, and following, I find the testimony of Stephen G. 

Dodge, as follows: 


Question. Can you give any information as to the manner of raising money in 
that (the Pension) Department for political purposes! 

Answer. I know that a contribution was raised in the Pension Office, I think it 
was in 1856, to aid the administration party in the State of Maryland. 
* * * * * * * 

Q. Cor nme did your contributions or assessments on you for that year (1858) 
amount 

A. It amounted to $30 on the Lecompton business. 

Q. Anything for elections! 

A. For the election in Maryland—I think it was the Baltimore City election—it 


was $5. 
Q And how much for the subscription to the Constitution? 
That was $ô. 

That James Buchanan, democratic President of the United States, 
knew all about these assessments, and approved of this method of 
raising money for campaign purposes, appears from the following 
testimony of Cornelius Wendell, page 576: 

CORNELIUS WENDELL. 

Question. I wish to ask vou a few further questions concerning the elections in 
Pennsylvania. When you bad interviews with Mr. Buc revious to the elec- 
tion in Pennsylvania in 1588, did you not freely talk with him in regard to the use 
of money to carry certain districts? ` 

Answer. I talked to him freely as to the use of money in elections; I do not re- 
member as to any specific districts; I talked about the expenses of elections gen- 
erally. the large amounts used; yes, sir. 

Q. Did you not tell him that you were compelled to use large amounts of money ? 

A. I cannot say that I was compelled. 

Q. That you were using large amounts of money? 

A. He was cognizant of the fact that I contributed largely for elections. 

F e . * . . + 

Q. What was the character of the several letters from Pennsylvania that he 
read you ions of during one of the interviews yon had with carry- 
ing certain districts? How was it to be done! 

I think most of them wanted material aid; they made suggestions as to aid 
required in different districts generally, and the political affairs of their several 
districts. - > 

Q. Did Mr. Buchanan object to carrying elections or helping to carry them in 
that way? 

A. Never to me. 

Now, sir, this testimony shows what the democratic practice was 
in regard to political assessments when the democracy were in power 
in this country, and have we any evidence that they would not re- 
peat this practice if they were given power agaih? Have they given 
us any proof that they have changed in any particular for the better 
since 1856? I think not. They are no more of a reform party to-day 
than they were then. They cry “reform” with the utmost 1 57 
but they are careful never to practice it. Why, sir, since this ili 


was reported to this House the democratic employés both of this 
House and the Senate have been called upon to contribute, and have 
contributed, to the campaign funds of the democratic party. That 
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the important campaign in Ohio, and these men were 


was during 
called upon to help that campaign along after the regular old demo- 
cratic style. 


PREACH ONE THING AND PRACTICE ANOTHER. 

How is this, I ask, for a that makes such loud assertions in 
condemnation of political contributions? We find gentlemen on the 
other side rallying to the support of this bill, indorsing its principles 
and urging its passage with all the vigor and eloquence they can 
command, and yet they turn right around while doing these things 
and violate every principle of the bill. On this floor they advocate 
one thing, while outside they greedily rush to the practice of the op- 
posite. ey stand up here and condemn what we republicans do, 
and yet turn right around and do the same thing. Oh, democracy, 
thy other name is koming t 

ut, sir, no one who is familiar with the history of the democratic 
party, is surprised at their action in this matter. It is only what 
might be expected. In fact, we should all be disappointed if that 
party did not act in this matter with its usual inconsistency. It is 
to-day, and has been for years, the habit of the democracy to preach 
one t g and practice another. There never was a party in the 
country that is such a model as to precept or such a failure as to ex- 
ample. There is not a virtue in the whole catalogue that it has not 
claimed as its own, while there is not a vice that it has not unhesi- 
tatingly practiced. For fear some of the gentlemen on the other side 
may ve short memories, I invite their attention to the following 

They have cried reform, while they have been practicing all sorts 
of rascality. Tey have declared in favor of economy, while they 
have indulged in the most inexcusable extravagance. ey have an- 
nounced themselves in favor of liberty, while they have upheld the 
vilest and most degrading system of slavery that ever cursed the 
earth. They have prated about the necessity of educating the indi- 
vidnal citizen, while by law they have made it a high crime to teach 
a human being to read. They have advocated free s h and a free 
press, while they have crushed out both without the least hesitation. 

hey have talked loudly about the rights of the individual citizen, 
and yet they have never hesitated to violate those rights whenever 
it suited their convenience. They have waxed eloquent over the 
poor laboring-man, while they have oppressed labor and degraded 
the laboring-man. They have always proclaimed themselves as the 
special defenders and guardians of the Constitution, and yet the 
have not hesitated to violate the Constitution whenever it suited th 
Pp They have paraded their honesty before the country, while 
their actions have shown them to be destitute of every honest prin- 
ciple. They have talked long and loud about the necessity of a free 
and honest ballot, and yet they have forged thousands upon thou- 
sands of fraudulent nataralization papers, voted thousands upon thou- 
sands of illegal voters, reduced republican majorities to minorities by 
bulldozing, repeat te tissue ballots, and false counts; driven legal 
voters by hun s from the polls; shot down men like dogs because 
they refused to vote the democratic ticket; stolen scores of republi- 
can congressional districts by force and fraud, and robbed repnblican 
majorities of representation on this floor by turning their legally- 
elected Representatives out of their seats and giving those seats to 
democrats who had no shadow of aright to them. In fact, there is 
not one single sound political principle that they have not advocated 
in word while they have violated it in practice. And this is democ- 
Fiend no only as it was, but as it is. Gentlemen on the other side 
declare it wrong for Government officers and employés to make con- 
tributions to campaign funds, and even urge the passage of a bill for- 
bidding such contributions, and yet while doing this they call upon 
the Government employés in this building to come forward with their 
money and assist in helping forward the democratic campaign in 
Ohio. Such gross inconsistency no oue would expect to see mani- 
fested in the actions of any party but the democratic party. : 

STOP ALL POLITICAL ASSESSMENTS, . 

But, Mr. Speaker, if the officers and employés of the National Gov- 
ernment should be prohibited from making contributions te campai 
funds, why should not the same prohibition be made in regard to the 
officers and employés of a State government? If the principle is right 
in one case, it is certainly right in the other. And yet I will venture 
to assert that not a single democrat on this floor was ever known to 
advocate the application of this principle to State officers and em- 
ployés. It is,as every one knows, a universal custom with both dem- 
ocrats and republicans to call upon not only their State, but their 
county and municipal officers, to assist in defraying the expenses of 
their political campaigns. If democrats are opposed to this custom, 
why have they not made their opposition manifest in the States, coun- 
ties, and cities where they have resided? Many of the gentlemon on 
the other side who favor this bill have been members of legislative 
bodies in States where the democrats had full control, not only of the 
Legislature but of all the State offices, and yet I venture to say that 
not one of them in his capacity as a State legislator ever brought 
forward a measure forbidding political contributions on the part of 
State and county officers, or even hinted by word or act that he was 
in favor of such a measure. If there is one, let him indicate it now 
or forever after hold his peace. No, sir, there is none. Even the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maryland (Mr. McLANE] who made such 
a forcible speech in favor of this bill near the close of the extra ses- 
sion last summer is silent. What, then, are we to conclude? 
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Not that the gentlemen on this floor, who support this measure, 
support it because at heart they believe in it, but because they im- 
e that if they can make it a law they will be enabled thereby 
to enipe the republican Party in the presidential campaign of this 
5 ey imagine that, if they can stop the political contributions 
on the part of Government officers and employés, the republican 
will be greatly embarrassed for want of funds, and that Tilden, or 
some other man, with his barrel, will thus be enabled to win in the 
presidential race. But I would advise these gentlemen not to lay 
any such flattering unction to their souls. You may pass this bill 
and as many more similar ones as you like, but you will scarcely be 
able to make a free track over which your candidate may ride into 
the presidential office. The republican party will put its candidate 
in the field, will have all the money necessary to fight his battles, 
will rally with enthusiasm and determination to his support, and will 
elect him, notwithstanding all your efforts to cut off our supplies, to 
make free frand upon the ballot-box lawful by repealing the election 
laws, and to prevent the use of the Army to keep bulldozers, rifle- 
clubs, red-shirts, white-liners, and other armed and lawless demo- 
cratic organizations from interfering with the right of American citi- 
zens to vote. 
NO PROOF OF REPUBLICAN CORRUPTION. 

Having said this much, sir, I now wish to say a few words in reply 
to what the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HoUsE] said in his speech 
of yesterday. That gentleman seems to proceed upon the idea that 
the republican party is utterly corrupt and dishonest, while the dem- 
ocratic party is a party whose honesty is beyond question and whose 
virtue is as bright as the new-fallen snow. But, sir, if the repub- 
lican party is so fearfully corrupt as the gentleman asserts, why is it 
that the democrats have never been able to lay their hands upon that 
corruption and expose it? I am aware, sir, that for the last dozen 
years there has been a perfect horde of democrats dogging the ste 
of the republican party and howling, as loudly and fiercely as possible, 
about republican corruption and rascality, but I am also aware that 
not in any one single instance have they proven that the republican 
party was corrupt or dishonest. Every gentleman on this floor will 
remember that the democracy have come before us every campaign 
since the war, crying ont against republican extravagance, dishon- 
esty, and unwarranted expenditure of the people’s money, To listen 
to their cry, one wonld think that all the bummers, dead-beats, and 
thieves in the country had fled from the democratic fold and were 
safely housed with the republicans, controlling the policy of our party 
and running it for their particular benefit. I admit that there have 
been corrupt men in our party. Every party which is in power any 
length of time attracts to itself a class of men who are without prin- 
ciple and who sometimes manage to crowd themselves into the t 
rank. But if such men have appeared in our party, these three things 
can be said of them: First, they have come to us from the democratic 
party; second, their rascalities havo always been exposed by us as 
‘soon as they were discovered; and, third, as soon as their rascalities 
were made known, they have gone back to the democracy and begun 
to prate about republican corruption and dishonesty. 

ow, what I want to say is, that the republican party is not re- 
sponsible for the rascality of any one of its members unless it indorses 
that rascality, and I defy any one to point to a single instance where 
it has indorsed sueh rascality. The fact is, our party has been the 
only party that this country ever had which has dared to take hoid 
of rascality in its own ranks and weed it out. In this particular it 
-differs widely from the democracy, who instead of exposing and pun- 
ishing corruption in their own ranks always attempt to cover it up. 
In all the many years of their power in this country, who ever heard 
of their punishing a single one of the many thieves and rascals who 
served them in an official capacity. Their policy has always been to 
-conceal the misdemeanors of democratic officials for fear exposure 
would injure their party. The republican party, on the contrary, 
while laboring to give the people an honest and efficient Government, 
has always been willing that the acts of its officials should be known 
and read of all men. During the campaign of 1872 there were some 
very grave charges made against republican officials, and as soon as 
the Congress that was elected that year assembled the republican 
majority went to work to erie these charges. They looked 
into the Credit Mobilier matter and found that Mr. Ames, republican, 
and Mr. Brooks, democrat, both leading members of the House, were 
mixed up in that huge swindle, and these two men were severely cen- 
sured. They also investigated the War and Navy Departments where 
everything was found satisfactory. A committee, having on it two 
democrats, looked into the Treasury Department and after a thorough 
investigation brought in a nnanimeus report that they could not find 

even a “minor irregularity” where. 

INVESTIGATIONS OF THE FORTY-FOURTH CONGRESS, 

But notwithstanding this clear record of our party, the democrats 
came into the Forty-fourth Congress crying “ Economy and reform,” 
and determined to do all they possibly could to detect some irregu- 
larity among republican officials. Starting out with the assumption 
that everything connected with our administration was corrupt, they 
began a system of investigations, with a view of disparaging repub- 
lican rule and republican officials, which was so basely partisan and 
unjust that no party but the democratic party would ever have un- 
dertaken it. The confederate majority in the House were anxious to 

#lect a President in 1876, and to help them in this great work they 


needed a little party capital. Hence, as soon as they had organized 
the House in December, 1875, they set their committees to work in- 
Vane tog republican officials. In their wild hunt for republican 
rascality important legislation for the good of the country was 
neglected. The question of funding the national debt, the cheap- 
transportation question, thecnrrency question, the tariff question, and 
many other questions vital to the industries and prosperity of the 
country were all passed by as of no consequence in comparison with 
the t question of manufacturing alittle capital that would assist 
the democracy in electing a President. To make their work thorough 
no less than eighty-three resolations of investigation were adopted, 
besides a Jegion of resolutions making inquires of the various Depart- 
ments. Twenty-five standing committees and eight select commit- 
tees organized themselves into scandal-making machines and raked 
all the highways and byways ever trod by a republican official, to find, 
if 1 — 95 some bit of crookedness that could be used against our 

arty. Every man we had kicked out of office for incompetency or 
s every cashiered officer of the Army, and every nameless 
vagabond they could reach was invited, solicited, and urged to come 
forward and testify as to what he knew about republican corruption. 

“ Partly for i poy for witness fees, and partly for cheap 
notoriety, these birds of evil omen flocked to the Capitol, A 
the corridors, took possession of the committee-rooms and the com- 
mittees, prompted questions, invented answers, retailed old scandals 
picked up second-hand as the dead refuse of the street, to be eagerl 
swallowed by the many democratic mouths that stood agape for suc 
carrion food. The common rights of individual citizens were grossly 
violated, the sanctity of private correspondence outraged, telegraphic 
messages unlawfully forced from their proper keepers, citizens im- 
prisoned by order of the democratic House for no valid reason, and 
all the rights of private individuals secured by the Constitution 
trampled down by these democratic hunters after republican rascal- 
ities. Secret sessions of the committees wero held, parties charged 
with wrong-doing kept in ignorance, and the poor privilege granted 
to all criminals of an open investigation and of meeting witnesses 
face to face was denied.” And after eight months spent in 5 
for republican rascality and republican knaves, what did they find 
Our party had been everywhere arraigned before the great tribunal 
of the people by these self-styled “ reformers,” and now subjected to 
such an investigation as only partisan hatred could inspire, what was 
the result? Not a single dollar of the people's money stolen and not 
a single republican official shown to be a defaulter. 

INVESTIGATIONS OF THE FORTY-FIFTH CONGRESS. 

But notwithstanding all this fruitless effort, this neglect of public 
business, and this useless expenditure of money, the House of the 
Forty-fitth Congress, as soon as it was organized in the fall of 1877, 

angea into the investigating business as recklessly as its predecessor 

ad done. Under a sweeping resolution introduced by Mr. Glover, of 
Missouri, and passed, a horde of investigators was turned loose upon 
the various Departments, to interfere with public business, insult their 

eads and scandalize the nation by an assumption of frauds that had 
noexistenceexcept in the brain of somedemocratic partisan. It is well- 
known that in the House of Representatives there are regular stand- 
ing committees on expenditures in the State, Treasury, War, Navy, 
Post-Office, and Interior Departments, on Public Buildings, and in the 
Department of Justice, besides a Committee on Public Expenditures. 
Each one of these committees is charged by law with the duty of in- 
specting affairs in its own Department, and this ought to be sufficient. 
But this Glover resolution, starting out with the assumption that all 
these Departments were perfect cess-pools of corruption, instructed 
these committees to proceed at once to investigate them to ascertain 
if some crookedness could not be discovered. When this resolution 
came up in the House, it was thought best by the republicans to have 
it amended, and accordingly Mr. Hale offered an amendment_to the 
effect that before the committee proceed to investigate any Depart- 
ment “the charges upon which such investigation is based shall be 
presented to the House in writing, with the names of such officers as 
are charged with improper or unlawful proceedings and a particular 
statement of the charges against them,” said charges to be signed by 
one or more members of the House, stating that he or they believe 
the charges to be true. But this amendment was promptly voted 
down. The democrats could not present specific charges against any 
3 officer in any of the Departments. They had heard some 

ellow, who had been kicked out of some Department for incompe- 
tency or rascality, say that he believed there was something wrong 
in that Department, and upon such an unreliable statement they set 
their committees to work to see whether or not the statement was 
true. 

Having gotten their machinery in full operation, the house awaited 
the result with some anxiety. Now and then some story was set 
afloat to the effect that this or that committee had struck a trail and 
expected in a few days to discover something startling. But day 
after day rolled away, and the something startling never came. 
Glover and his commiitees went into all the Departments, examined 
hundreds of witnesses from the chief down to the lowest clerk, and 
after continuing this sort of work with the utmost vigor during the 
entire session of eight months, what was the result? Absolutely 
nothing that shows the least rascality or dishonesty on the part of 
any republican official. The whole scheme resulted in such a com- 


plete failure that the Glover report has never yet been printed. 
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GLOVER DISCOVERS DEMOCRATIC CROOKEDNESS. 

Even the democrats themselves were disgusted with it. The most 
that was discovered in the way of crookedness was to the detriment 
of the democracy. Instead of 3 republican rascality, Glover 
was always stumbling upon some rascality on the part of his reformed 
democratic brethren. me members of his committee, who hap- 

ned to look into the Doorkeeper’s office, thought they discovered a 
Tittle official crookedness, and when the matter was investigated, it 
was found that the “reformed” democratic Doorkeeper had over- 
stepped the law and had appointed to office a dozen or two more hun- 
gy emocrats than the law authorized, being absolutely bulldozed 

to this irregularity by democratic 8 who had special 
friends that must be supported at the public expense. These com- 
mittees also discovered that a noted democratic reformer who was 
elected to Congress in 1876 by the most shameful frauds ever perpe- 
trated, and whose majority, or thirteen of them at least, were arrested 
and sent to the penitentiary for illegal voting—that this great “re- 
former” had drawn pay for an imaginary clerk and put the money 
quietly away in his own pocket. They discovered, moreover, that a cer- 
tain high-toned committee, which was made up of the choicest spirits 
in the democratic congressional camp, and which was sent down to 
Louisiana to bring to light and expose republican frauds in that 
State, prepared itself for the great work before it by laying in a lot 
of choice wine, brandy; and cigars, which cost nearly and for 
which the “dear people” had to pay. Glover was always runnin 
across some democratic crookedness where he least expected it an 

st where he did not want to find it. He went into one of the 
partments one day and happened to discover a little something 
wrong. “What is this?” inquired he, feeling sure that he was now 
in a fair way to capture the scalp of some rascally republican. The 
matter was promptly and fully explained to him. “But what has 
become of the man who perpetrated this wrong?” “Oh! he was 
turned out of office about a year ago for stealing,” was the reply. 
“But where is he now?” inquired the determined Glover. “He is 
now employed by one of your sub-committees as an expert to hunt up 
republican frauds,” was the answer. 

And so it was. The men who had been turned out of office for 
crookedness flocked to these committees and were employed by them 
to hunt down republican officials who would not tolerate or overlook 
their rascalities. Mr. Glover found it utterly im ible to detect 
anything wrong in the Departments. His investigations not only 
vindicated republican officials of all charges made against them, but 
they disappointed and annoyed democrats. The Washington Post, 
the national democratic paper, in speaking of what was accomplished 
by Mr. Glover, uses these words : 

The fact remains that Mr. Glover has caused a large outcry and produced very 
little wool by his shearing processes. Having annoyed his own party friends to 
the extent of his capacity, it is to be hoped that he will now give the 2 yone 
thing for its money and show up some of the corruption and rascality of the gen 
tlemen who ran the Government into the ground and tried to break it off. 

NOT PAID THE TAXPAYERS, BUT HAS PAID THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

And now, in view of the exceeding meager results reached, I askif 
these democratic investigations have paid? The investigations of the 
Forty-fourth Congress cost the tax-payers of the country no iess than 
half a million of dollars, and those of the Forty-fifth Congress doubt- 
less cost five hundred thousand more. Besides this, much valuable time 
has been wasted on this miserable business which 1. to have been 
devoted to legislation for the good of the country. The whole course 
pursued in these investigations shows that the democracy are willing 
to squander any amount of the peepee money if by so doing they can 
secure a littlo party capital. Theircry of economy and reform means 
nothing more than getting the republican party out of power and the 
democratic party in power. The true meaning of this cry is well set 
forth in a speech of Representative WHITTHORNE, of Tennessee, which 
he made in the House of the Forty-fifth Congress a few days before 
adjournment, when he said: ‘ What is civil-service reform? Iam 
in favor of it, if it means putting republicans out of office and putting 
democrats in.” This sentiment is indorsed by every democrat in Con- 

s, and it was to effect this change to secure the offices of the Gov- 
ernment for these leading democrats, that, while crying economy and 
reform, they undertook these investigations which have cost the people 
at least a million of dollars. And I ask, has this reckless and unwar- 
rantedexpenditure of money paid? It has not paid the tax-payers who 
have had to foot the bill, and I do not think it has paid the democracy 
who have utterly failed to accomplish what they set out to accomplish. 
But it has paid the republican party, for it has shown that party to 
be thoroughly and reliably honest. No party in this country ever 
went through such a fearful ordeal and came out so completely vindi- 
cated. For five long years the democratic majority in Con, have 
labored night and day to blacken the character of that party, but they 
have labored in vain. All that party malice and hatred and venom 
and greed for office could do to discover something wrong in our ad- 
ministration of the national finances has been done, but nothing was 
discovered. The record of our party was found to beclean. Nota 
pany of the people’s money had we stolen and not one of our officials 

been unfaithful to his trust. In view of these democratic investi- 
gations, I feel 1 of the republican party to-day than ever. I 
accept the result of these investigations with e E, for they 
show that there has never been a period in our history when the rev- 
enues of the Government have been so wisely managed as since the 
the republican party has been in power. 
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THE DEMOCRATIC RECORD. 

But, sir, the gentleman would have us believe in the purity and 
guilelessness of the democratic y. Ihave already shown what- 
the record of that party was before the war in regard To potoa] as- 
sessments, and I now make the assertion that the record of that p 
in every respect, both before and since the war, is a record blot 
and stained all over with corruption and rascality. The democracy 
had control of this Government for thirty years, and yet so badly did 
they manage our governmental affairs that the people would tolerate 
them no longer, and in 1860 arose and hurled them from power. Such 
a determined and widespread uprising on the part of a great people 
is not without cause, and such a wholesale condemnation of a party 
is not expressed unless itis merited. The reason for this radical rev- 
olution every intelligent American citizen understands., The demo- 
cratic ad been tried and found wanting. It had had a grand 
opportunity to distinguish itself in managing governmental affairs, 
but had most signally and ingloriously failed. In the course of a 
thirty years’ lease of power it had shown itself to be entirely desti- 
tute of those qualities which are necessary for any y to possess. 
in order to make its administration a success, Its whole career was 
marked with inability, dishonesty, and the basest kind of partisan- 
rg 55 Look at its history and tell me what it ever did when in power 
to indicate that it would be safe to intrustit with poweragain. Tell 
me what grand scheme it ever devised, what laws enac or what 
principles advocated which would convince any intelligent, honest, 
and unpartisan man that it any fitness for the position to 
which it asks to be elevated. Its history tells not only what the party 
was, but what it is to-day. It shows that, instead of being a party 
of honesty and ability, it is a party of dishonesty and weakness. 
During all its long public career its motto was always party success. 
To build up party it was always . to sacrifice everything that 
stood in its way. To perpetuate its rule it was willing to lay aside 
both its honesty and loveof country. Party successis the god which 
the democracy have always worshiped with more than jesuitical de- 
votion, and upon whose altar they have sacrificed all that entitled 
them either to the confidence or the respect of the American people. 


SAME OLD PARTY. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, this old party, which the people of this nation 
hurled from power in 1860 on account of its incompetency, is now 
before us asking to be intrusted with power again; and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee has fired the first gun in its behalf—ard the 

nestion which I ask is: Has this party changed for the better since 
the people declared it so utterly unfit to manage the affairs of this 
Government? Has it become possessed of any more honesty than it 
then had? Is its partisanship any less violent and base? Has it 
changed either in its spirit or its leadership? I make the assertion 
that the democratic party, in every objectionable particular, is the 
same to-day that it was in 1860. 

Who were the leaders of the democracy in 1860 and during the war? 
In the North they were 8. J. Tilden, Horatio Seymour, FERNANDO. 
Woop, A. G. THURMAN, GEORGE H. PENDLETON, Thomas A. Hendricks, 
and D. W. VOORHEES, and in the South Jefferson Davis, A. H. STE- 
PHENS, Robert Toombs, Ben. HILL, L. Q. C. Lamar, J. B. GORDON, 
ISHAM G. Harris, WADE HAMPTON, and ZEB. B. VANCE. To-day these 
men are not only leaders in the democratic party, but leaders whom 
the party has singled out to load with special honors. They are men 
whom the party has put forward as its most prominent and trusted 
representatives. This one fact has a wonderful significance, It speaks. 
volumes in regard to the attitude of the democratic party to-day as 
compared with its attitude in 1860. 

If the party has changed for the better, if it has acquired any par- 
ticular fitness to govern the nation which it did not possess in 1860, 
it would be the most natural thingin the world for it to remove from 
its leadership the men through whose advice and management the 

y was brought into such disgrace and the country so nearly ruined. 

ut the party absolutely refuses to remove these men. On the con- 
trary, it clings to them with more tenacity and devotion than it man- 
ifested before and during the war. It is a remarkable fact, and one 
that should not be forgotten by any man who stood by the Govern- 
ment during the rebellion, that when the democratic party to-day 
has an especially important and honorable office to bestow, it bestows 
it, if in the South, upon the men who were the most radical advo- 
cates of secession, who were especially conspicuous in helping on the 
rebellion and who have been the most unwilling to accept the results 
of the war, and if in the North, upon the men who were the most 
open and pronounced in their sympathy with the rebel cause, and 
9 5 did the most to embarrass and cripple the Government in its ef- 
forts to crush treason and save its own life. 


men: 

The leader of the democrats in the United States Senate, and a prom- 
inent candidate for President, is A. G. THURMAN, of Ohio, a man who 
was a Vallandigham democrat during the war,and who, in the State 
democratic convention in Columbus in January, 1861, offered the fol- 
lowing resolution : 


Look at a few of these 


9 to the titution and to the South, imos 
and not till then, will they take into consideration the question of the right 
propriety of coercion. 

A couple of years ago the democratic Legislature of Ohio was called 
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upon to elect another Senator to serve with Mr. THURMAN, and from 
the large number ‘of candidates selected GEORGE H. PENDLETON. 
This Legislature had an admirable W nT throw this old leader 
overboard, but it refused to do it. ong the candidates were Gen- 
éral EWINd, General Ward, and General n, all of whom did gal- 
Jant service in the Union Army during the war, but this democratic 
Legislature passed these Union soldiers by as unworthy to represent 
the Ohio democracy in the United States Senate and selected as their 
representative the man who stood up in Congress in 1862 and declared 
that he would not vote a man or a dollar to assist the Government in 

rosecuting the war, and who was a candidate for Vice-President in 
Ted upon the democratic platform declaring the war on the part of 
the Government a failure. 

The most prominent of the two men who represent the Indiana 
democracy in the United States Senate to-day is D. W. VOORHEES, a 
man who was in 3 with the worst element of Indiana democ- 
racy during the war, an element which was active in o ing Sons 
of Li and Knights of the Golden Circle. In 1808 the national 
democratic convention nominated as its candidate for President Ho- 
ratio Seymour, a man who encouraged the New York riots of 1863. 
In the last presidential campaign the democratic standard-bearers 
were two of the worst copperheads in the country. Mr. Tilden was 
outspoken in condemnation of the war on the part of the Government, 
and in February, 1861, declared to the Tweedle Hall convention that 
he would resist under any and all circumstances the use of force to 
coerce the South into the Union; while Mr. Hendricks stood opposed 
to the Government from the beginning to the end of our mighty 
struggle to save the Union. 

But who are the leaders in the South to-day? They are the men 
who did the most to plunge the country into war and who were the 
last to lay down their arms when the confederacy went to pieces, 
That bitter and uncompromising rebel, WADE HAMPTON, is honored 
by the South Carolina democracy i peng elected governor of his 
State, and is then transferred to the United States Senate. ZEB. 
VANCE, who declared that he would fight the Yankees until he filled 
hell so full that their feet would stick out of the windows, is made 
governor of North Carolina, and then promoted to aseat in the Senate 
of the United States. BEN. HILL is put into the United States Senate 
by the democracy of Georgia because he fought gallantly for the rebel 
canse and then stood up in the lower House of Congress and urged the 
Government to grant amnesty to Jeff. Davis, when the latter scorned 
to ask for it himself. Other leading representatives of the southern 
democracy in the Senate are GORDON, AR, HARRIS, and BUTLER, 
all of whom distinguished themselves in aid of the rebellion. In the 
House, the leading man from the South is ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS, 
who was vice-president of the southern confederacy and who is to- 
day the chief of the seventy ex-rebels who represent the southern 
democracy in this body. But towering above all these, facile princeps 
in the eyes of the southern people, is Jeff. Davis, the ex-president of 
the defunct confederacy. ese are the leaders in the democratic 
party to-day—the men who dictate its policy and shape its course 
and does any one think that the party is a safe party as long as it 
retains such men as leaders? 

DEMOCRACY NEVER REFORMED ANYTHING FOR TUE BETTER. 

Bat, sir, I make the further assertion that the democracy have 
never reformed anything for the better, and as their party is an- 
ized to-day never can so reform anything. The party is not a pa jo 
party in any sense of the word. How is that party organized? Who 
constitute its rank and file? Who control it and dictate its policy? 
The great State of New York has run the national democratic party 
for the past dozen years. It has dictated the nomination of the last 
three democratic 8 tickets. And yet the great State of 
New York is run by the rascals and dead-beats in New York City. 
Do the gentlemen on the other side desire to know who these men 
are? If they will listen, I will inform them. I send to the Clerk’s 
desk the following, which I desire to be read. It is written by Brick 
Pomeroy, and being a good democrat, he should be regarded as the 
very best of authority. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The republican politicians of Washington are t thieves and somewhat per- 
fect in the art of scoundrelism ; but there are here in the city of New York men 
high in democratic authority—men who, by the use of money liberally e ded, 
expect to control the next national democratic convention—who can, blindfold and 
with one hand tied behind them, steal more in one hour from the people than all 
the republicans in the city of Washington could steal in twenty-four, provided 
they had the chance, 


Mr. HAYES. In another article, speaking of the efforts of the New 
York City democrats to get control of the national democratic con- 
vention in 1872, Mr. Pomeroy talks as follows: 


If the head sachems of Tammany can manage to secure the nomination of 
“their man for President, and then see him elected, there will be inaugurated 
the grandest administration of theft, corruption, profligacy, extravagance, and 
crime this country ever witnessed. 

Tho ring of swindlers now holding treacherous power in New York City, under 
the name of democracy, are doing more to weaken the cause of democracy in the 
country at large than the entiro vote of the city can atone for. 

Pi is Tammany! This is the so-called democratic authority governing New 
or 

This is the devil's combination of thieves now ruling New York City, not for the 
good of the many but for the enrichment of the few. 

This is the monopoly of the corruptionists now proposing to buy the nomination 
of the next democratic candidate for the Presidency, that Washington may be in- 
el that some of the leading thieves of our New York officials may be trans- 
planted to newer fields, but under the same management. 


It is for the of the to look to to send to the national con- 
senting oh inte ae eb E ples, or there 
will be such a defeat and such a disruption and scattering of the as no 


power on earth will ever rally. 

Honest men will not always indorse corruption. 

New York, the pig-peu of Tammany, may submit to what its have not 
cornet to help, but the democracy of the country will not submit to such. 


Look to New York! 5 

One hundred and one million dollars in debt. 

And what have the people to show for it? 

A steam-yacht! 

An American club-house ! 

A race-track ! 

A 8 court owned by the Erie Railway, with Hon. George Barnard for toll- 


eeper 
A palace for lying, slippery Dick Connelly, the comptroller, who went into office 
— — ualify in $1,000—who is now a millionaire ! 

fortune of $10,000,000 for Peter Bismarck Sweeney, who was a poor man when 


made $25,000,000 out of the city, by hon 

A fortune of $7,000,000 for A. Sake 1, the popinjay ma; squawks 
when his masters pull the strings, and pockets his percentage of the plunder while 
angia for the nomination for governor. 

5 — harlots and one thousand nine hundred dens of infamy supported 

directly from the city stealings. 

These are a few of the exhibits for this enormous debt, which must be paid or 
repudiated. 


But, sir, this is not all. I have here a description of the democratic 
party by Horace Greeley, who headed the democratic presidential 
ticket only eight years ago. Speaking of the denidersitie party Mr. 
Greeley says: 


Every one who chooses to live by pugilism or bling or harlotry, with neari, 
every keeper of a tippling-house, 8 palttieally a 5 ay N 
If there were not a newspaper nor common school in the country, the democratic 
party would be far stronger 
The essential articles of the democratic creed (ave) love rum and hate 
The less one learns and knows the more certain he is to vote the rogular t 
Wi ae k frankly whether the pugil: 
© theren ask our contemporary to state yw ists, 
blacklegs, thioves, burglars, keepers of dens of prostitution, etc., etc., are not 
almost unanimously democrats! ‘i 
To smoke is a democratic virtue; to chew is that virtue intensified; to drink 
3000 the lewd, ruffianly, criminal, and dan 
pu nterest a © lewd, ru 7 a 
classes to the democratic party. <A ene 
This would amount to six in a bed, exclusive of any other vermin, for every 
8 couch in the State of New Vork, including thoes 


and we 7 * no one has any serious doubt that the fathers of at least nine- 
tenths of them are white democrats. And we hold that those democrats, if they 
will have yellow children, — cn better than otherwise have the mothers — — 
9 os ves, after the laudable pattern of that eminent Vice-Presi- 
dent Richard M. Johnson. 

The brain, the heart, the soul of the democratic party is the rebel element at the 
South, with its northern allies and sympathizers. It is revel at the core to-day. It 
would come into power with the hate, the n, the wrath, the mortification of 
ten bitter years to impel and guide its steps. batever chastisement may be de- 
served for our national sins, we must hope that this disgrace and humiliation be 


spared us. 
For the last thi 
accounted himself 


you please to an ict which you will pronounce morally 

rotten given up in great part to debauchery and vice, whose voters ù y by 
policy-offices, gambling. i „ rker dens amy, 

that district it be found at nearly or quite e: election givi rile 8 or that 

F Take all the haunts of uch theland 

and you will nine-tenths of their master-spirits active of same de- 


TILDEN AND REFORM. 


But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to go a step further in showing up the 
rascalities of the democratic oye AO I claim that we have never had 
a party in this country that has n so utterly unscrupulous in the 
means employed to gain and retain power. Its history shows that 
there has been no scheme too vile, no policy too corrupt, and no course 
of preceeding too rascally and base for the party to adopt, if by so. 
doing it could make votes and bolster up its fortunes. Its record dur- 
ing and since the last presidential election shows it to be the same 
old party that it was before the war, actuated by the same narrow 
and selfish motives and seeking the same partisan ends by the same 
unprincipled and dishonest means. To prove what I say to be true, 
I invite your attention not only to the course pursued by the democ- 
racy during the last presidential campaign, but to the action of the 
democratic majority in the lower House of Congress during the last 
session of that body. 

Every one remembers how the great campaign for “ Tilden and re- 
form“ was carried on. Beginning with the Saint Louis convention, 
where Mr. Tilden was nominated, down to the day of the election, the 
democracy did not hesitate to resort to all kinds of trickery, rascal- 
ity, fraud, bulldozing, and murder in order to make certain the elec- 
tion of their candidate. Tilden’s nomination was 3 by dis- 
honest means. He was nominated with money and because be had 
money. At the convention a noted democrat appeared as Mr. Tilden’s 
most prominent friend and absolutely went about with rolls of bills 
in his hands buying up delegates to vote for his chief. In prosecut- 
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ing the campaign the great cry of “Tilden and reform” was raised 
and taken up by every democrat in the country and shouted with the 
utmost vigor—and yet the party trusted for success more in Tilden’s 
barrel than in the humbug cry of reform. Mr. Tilden surrounded 
himself with a set of political tricksters such as would disgrace any 
man or any party, and these men, loaded down with money, were 
sent out all over the country to work up his interests and make suc- 
cess at the polls a certainty. The States of Indiana and Wisconsin 
were flooded with money which democratic reformers freely used iu 
manufacturing voters for their great leader. The attempt to secure 
a presidential elector from Oregon for Tilden by the use of money is 
a matter of history, which no man of ordinary intelligence and honor 
will deny. In South Carolina also the democracy tried to get a Til- 
den elector and offered as high as $40,000 for one. But these cases 
sink into insignificance when compared with the case in Louisiana. 
Here is acase wherea republican elector, after the election was over, 
was approached by Mr. Tilden’s friends and offered $100,000 if he 
would turn traitor to his party and cast his vote for “Tilden and 
reform.” Iaffirm that never in the history of our country was a polit- 
ical campaign conducted in such ashameful and grossly corrupt man- 
ner as was the campaign of 1576 on the part of the democracy; and 
it is to the credit of the American people that such a corrupt party 
was defeated at the polls. 
ISTIMIDATION AND MURDER IN THE SOUTH. 


But not only was money used, but every other base means which 
„democratic ingenuity could invent was resorted to in order to make 
success certain. The history of the democratic campaign of 1876 in 

the South is but the history of one of the most gigantic schemes of 
intimidation, fraud, and murder that was ever undertaken by any 
party. There is not a single Southern State in which there was any- 
thing like a free or fair election. The white-liners and rifle clubs 
were in full force in every locality and did most efficient service in 
aid of the democratic cause. At the tap of the court-house bell in 
Vicksburgh, Mississippi, at any hour during that Canpa two thou- 
sand fully armed, equipped, and organized ex-rebel soldiers would 
muster on the streets in ten minutes, under their democratic com- 
manders, ready for any sort of work that the interest of the demo- 
cratic cause uired. In every other city and town in the State 
there was a similar force always prepared for work at any hour. The 
white-liners took matters in their own hands, and the result was 
that Mississippi, which on a fair vote has a republican or pag of 
from thirty sad to fifty thousand, was carried for “ Tilden and 
reform” by a majority of fifty thousand. And what is true of Mis- 
sissippi is true of every other Southern State. The armed democratic 
organizations held full sway, and by terrorism, and coercion, and bal- 
lot-box stuffing, and murder managed to carry all but three of the 
Southern States for Tilden. Some of the congressional districts, 
which are republican by from six thousand to ten thousand majority, 
were handed over to the democracy by these organizations with the 
-democratic vote largely ahead. 

THE SHOT-GUN POLICY STILL IN FORCE. 


The shot-gun policy, which worked so well in 1876 and secured 
such grand results for the democracy, has been continued up to the 
t time. To-day, under its operation, we see every Southern 
Btate in the hands of the democratic party, while the republican 
party is virtually wiped out. Now, it is à well-known fact that many 
of the Southern States are thoroughly republican on anything like a 
fair vote. Give us a free and honest election, and our party would 
-carry Arkansas, Louisiana, Alabama, Mississippi, both the Carolinas, 
and Florida. Why, sir, it has always been our boast in this land that 
the majority should rule, But in the South to-day this doctrine is 
reversed. In almost every Southern State the minority, having by 
murder, house-burning, and robbing brought the majority into sub- 
jection, alone bear rule and have everything their own way. Is this 
right? Is it according to the principles upon which our Government 
is founded? Are we to tolerate such injustice? 
REPUBLICAN DOCTRINE. 

The doctrine of the republican party has been and is, that every 
„citizen should be the equal of every other citizen in the enjoyment 
of all the rights of citizenship. We have demanded that all our 
,eitizens should stand upon the same platform of equality before 
-the law. To establish this principle in the records, in the practice, 
and in the life of the nation, has been the 8 ambition of our 
K We have labored diligently and faithfully to so perfect our 

onstitution and our laws that none should be rendered so powerful 
“by wealth or so exalted by position as to be above the law, and none 
s humble and poor that the law should not reach down its strong 

hand to defend and protect them. We have always held to the idea 
That wherever our flag floats in this land, there the protecting arms 
of the Government should be stretched out, guarding the interests of 
the poor as well as the rich, the weak as well as the strong, and 
securing to every citizen his right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
sappan, By these broad and humane doctrines we stand to-day, 
and demand, as we have often done before, that the 8 mu- 
jorities in the Southern States shall not be disfranchised. 

I believe that the republican party is as true in its adherence to these 
doctrines to-day as itever has been. We want the question settled at 
once and forever that every citizen, no matter if he be weak and 

Poor, shall be protected in all his rights. While we are anxious for 


peson and quiet, we cannot forget that there are some things more 
esirable than peace and quiet. Agitation and bitter discussion may 
often be unpleasant, but if they are directed st some shocking 
injustice, they are far better than the quiet and calm of indifference. 
“When the public conscience of a nation becomes so seared that it 
will tolerate goray and quietly some wrong against any 
class of its ci s, that nation is on the high road to degradation 
and ruin. There is always hope for a nation when the people are 
carefal to note and quick to rebuke any infringement upon the rights 
of the individual citizen. It is the best sign that the national heart 
is right and the nation safe, when that heart flames out in indignation 
at the perpetration of any great wrong and demands its correction.” 
Let the people of this nation once adopt the democratic idea that 
the majority in the South, simply because it is made up of men who 
are poor, and weak, and defenseless, has no rights whick the wealthy 
and aristocratic and powerfal minority are bound to respect, and that 
moment we abandon all that is best and most desirable in our free 
institutions. 
DEMOCRATIC POLICY IN CONGRESS. 

Let us now turn our attention to the democrats in Congress and 
see the base means to which they have resorted in order to strengthen 
themselves in power. When the Forty-fifth Congress assembled in 
October, 1877, the democrats found they had a majority in the House 
of only twelve, the vote showing 152 democrats and 140 republicans. 
This majority was too small to suit the leaders, considering that in 
the preceding Congress they had had a majority of over seventy, and 
so they set mselves to work to increase it. Believing that the 
democratic majority would favor their cause, many democrats who 
had been fairly beaten at the polls came to Washington at the be- 
ginning of the session to contest the seats of their successful repub- 

ican competitors. These cases were taken up and considered, and in 
every case where any excuse could possibly be framed, the democratic 
contestant was e the seat. One of these cases was that of Mr. 
PACHECO, of California. This gentleman had been elected at the No- 
vember election in 1876 as a republican, and when Congress met pre- 
sented himself, with his certificate of election daly signed by the 
governor of his State, and was admitted to a seat. His case had been 
considered by the several courts of his State, from the lowest up to 
the supreme court, and all had decided that he was duly elected. The 
evidence also was such as would convince any unpartisan man that 
he was rightfully and lawfully entitled to his seat. And yet, upon 
astrict party vote, or nearly so, he was turned ont and his democratic 
competitor put in his place. 

DEAN VS. FIELD. t 

Another case was that of Mr. FIELD, of Boston. Mr. FIELD, like Mr. 
PACHECO, had been duly elected, and upon the certificate of the gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts, was admitted to a seat. Yet after holding 
his place about four months, he was obliged to vacate it to make 
room for his democratic competitor, Mr. Dean. The excuse given for 
turning Mr. FEI out was as follows: According to the law of Mas- 
sachusetts there may be two counts of the ballots cast at any elec- 
tion. In this there was a count by the ward officers at the several 
polling places, and also a count by a committee appointed by the 
board of aldermen of the city. By the count of the ward officers, 
which is always made in a hurry and in the midst of more or less con- 
fusion, Mr. Dean, the democratic nominee, had a small majority, but 
when the ballots, which the ward officers sealed up and sent to the 
city clerk, were counted by the committee of aldermen, it was dis- 
covered that the ward officers had made a mistake, and that Mr. 
FIELD, the republican nominee, was fairly elected. This committee 
which made the recount was com of two democrats and one re- 
pan and hence would not be apt to count Mr. Freip in unless 

e had been fairly entitled to a majority of the votes. upon the basis 
of this recount the governor of the State issued a certificate of elec- 
tion to Mr. FIELD and he was accordingly given a seat in Congress. 
But when Mr. Dean came forward and contested his seat the demo- 
cratic majority, upon recommendation of their Committee on Elec- 
tions, voted Mr. FIELD out and Mr. Dean in. Now, the great injustice 
of this act is seen when we remember that the second count of a vote 
is the official count, and is the one that always decides a contested 
election in Massachusetts, It is always considered more correct and 
reliable than the first count, which has in many instances been found 
to be wrong. 

ACKLEN VS. DARRALL. a 

Another of these contested cases that came up was from the third 
district of Louisiana. This district had been represented in the Forty- 
first, Forty-second, Forty-third, and Forty-fourth Congresses by Ches- 
ter B. Darrall, a republican. At the election in November, 1876, Mr. 
Darrall was again elected, and on the 28th of December followi 
received from Governor W.P. KELLOGG a certificate of election, whi 
stated that according to the official count Mr. Darrall had received 
15,626 votes, and his opponent, Mr. ACKLEN, 13,523, giving Darrall a 
majority of 2,103. In the month of February, 1877, after the demo- 
cratic administration had been duly inaugurated in Louisiana, under 
Governor Nicholls, a democratic returning board was convened, which 
proceeded to recount the votes cast for member of Congress in Mr. 
Darrall’s district. Upon the recount of this democratic board Gov- 
ernor Nicholls issued to Mr. Darrall a second certificate, which recited 
that Darrall had received 15,786 votes and ACKLEN 14,692, giving Dar- 
rall 1,094 majority. Armed with these two certificates, one from a 
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republican and the other from a democratic administration, Mr. Dar- 

was admitted to a seat in Congress. But when ACKLEN appeared 

to contest his seat the democratic committee took the case under con- 

sideration, and soon reported against Mr. Darrall, and he was accord- 
ingly voted out by another strict party vote. 
PATTERSON V5, BELFORD. 

Bat the case which more fully than any other sets forth the injus- 


tice and partisan spirit of the democratic jority in the present 
Honse is the case from the State of Colorado. The Territory of Colo- 
rado was admitted into the Union as a State on the Ist day of August, 
1876. The enabling act of Con authorizing the Territory to 
elect a convention to frame a constitution, had given that convention 
the power to fix the day for holding the elections of the new State 
from the time of its admission up to 1880. That act provides: 


Sec. 6. Until the next 
sentative in the House o 


In accordance with the power given in this section, the constitu- 
tional convention provided in the new constitution that “the general 
election shall be held on the first Tuesday of October, in the years of 
our Lord 1876, 1877, and 1878, and annually thereafter on such day as 
may be prescribed by law.” The Territory being admitted into the 
Union as a State on the Ist of August, 1876, there would of course be 
two members of Congress to be elected at the first election, to be held 
in October of that year, one to fill out the unexpired term of the 
Forty-fourth Congress, and one for the Forty-fifth Congress. J udge 
BELFORD was the republican candidate for both Con , and T. 
M. Patterson the democratic candidate for the same. There was some 
little ee, about the legality of holding the election for member 
of the Forty-fifth Congress in October, but finally the two candidates 
and their friends a that the whole matter as to both Con 
should be settled at one election. Accordingly the two candidates 
went into the field, canvassed the State, and on the 3d day of October 
the election came off. The official count showed that BELFORD had 
received for the Forty-fourth Congress 13,328 votes, and Patterson 
12,410, giving BELFORD a majority of 918 votes. For the Forty-fifth 
Congress BELFORD received 13,483 votes, and Patterson 12,611, giving 
BELFORD a majority of 872 votes. As I said, both parties went into 
the campaign expecting that the whole question was to be settled at 
this election. But after the election was over and Patterson saw he 
was defeated, he and his friends got together and determined to hold 
another election in November upon the day fixed by the laws of the 
United States for holding elections in all the States, except where 
some other day is fixed by special enactment. This was accordingly 
done; but the republicans paid no attention to it whatever, and only 
a few of the democrats turned out, so that the entire vote cast was 
only 3,580 as against 26,094 in October, and all of these were cast for 
Mr. Patterson. Now, no one questioned that Mr. BELFORD was elected 
as a member of the Forty-fourth Congress, and when the last session 
of that body convened in December, 1876, he was admitted to a seat. 
But when the Forty-fifth Congress assembled in 1877, Mr. Patterson 
came up to contest his seat in that body, and the democratic majority 
awarded the seat to Mr. Patterson. Now, | affirm that no party ever 
perpetrated an act of grosser injustice than this. There were cast in 
October for member of the Forty-fifth Congress over 26,000 votes, of 
which Mr. BELFORD received almost 900 more than half, showin that 
he was the choice of a majority of the people, but this fact the demo- 
«rats in the House entirely ignored and gave the seat to Mr. Patter- 
son, who was not only not the choice of a majority of the people, but 
received at his November election oy. 580 votes. Now, Thad that 
Mr. BELFORD was legally elected to the Forty-fifth Congress; but if 
there was any doubt in regard to it, the proper and just way to settle 
the matter was not to give Mr. Patterson the seat, but to declare that 
there was no election, and refer the question back to the people, and 
let them decide it by a new election. But the democrats of the House 
-did not dare to do this. Such an election would have resulted, as the 
other had done, in favor of Mr. BELFORD ; and, fearing this, they gave 
the seat to Mr. Patterson, who was no more entitled to it than any 
citizen of Colorado who never thought of ranning for Congress. 

FINLEY VS. BISBEE. 

But, sir, I wish to call attention to one more case, that of Finley 
vs. Bisbee. Mr. Bisbee, republican, had been fairly elected from the 
first district in Florida, and his credentials being all right he was ad- 
mitted to a seat at the 1 9 of the Forty-fifth Con Mr, 
Finley, democrat, contested his seat, but so firmly convinced were the 
«democratic majority that Mr, Bisbee was legally elected and was en- 
titled to the seat that they did not dare to turn him out until about 
a week before the Forty-fifth Congress expired. Then a resolution 
declaring Finley legally elected was 5 in and passed, and that 
gentleman was given the seat. Such another act of gross injustice 
cannot be found in the entire history of this country. That Bisbee 
Was entitled to the seat was acknowledged by the democrats theni- 
selves, who allowed him to occupy it foralmost two years. The seat- 
ing of Finley was not only an act of the basest partisanship, but, like 
all the other cases I have mentioned, was a violation of the very fun- 
damental principle upon which onr free institutions rest, the principle 
that the person who is the choice of a majority of voters shall be enti- 
tled to and made secure in the office to which that majority elevated 


him. Bisbee had done the work for two years. He had been faithful 
in his attendance upon the sittings of the House and in all his other_ 
duties as a Representative. Finley had done no work, and yet just 
at the close of the Congress he was voted into the seat, drew his pay 
for the full two 8 during which Bisbee had done the work an 
received the usual amount for mileage and stationery, making in all 
abont $12,500 that he received from the Government, for which he 
returned no equivalent whatever. Finley was in no sense entitled 
to a single penny of this money, and the giving it to him was nothing 
less than robbery on the part of the democratic majority in this House 
that didit. It was stealing $12,500 out of the Treasury of the people 
and giving it toa democrat who had never earned it and who, on the 
score of right, was not entitled to a single penny of it. 

And this, Mr. Speaker, is your “reform” democracy! This is the 
way the t democratic party of this country reform things when 
they are in power. This is one of their many unprincipled and ras- 
cally methods to get democrats into office, and thus build up and 
strengthen an unreliable and small majority. These cases show that 
they do not hesitate to override the will of the majority in any con- 
gressional district, if by so doing they can favor a democrat and add 
to their own strength. In their national platform of 1876 they de- 
clare their “absolute acquiescence in the will of the majority as the 
vital principle of the Republic,” and yet in each of the cases to which I 
have referred they have refused toacquiesce in the will of the majority 
and have declared that the will of the minority should rule. 


ATTEMPT TO MAKE TILDEN PRESIDENT. 


I have already said, Mr. Speaker, that the democratic party was 
controlled by the same spirit to-day that controlled it in 1860. It 
cares more for party to-day than it does for country, and is still de- 
termined either to ruleorruin. In proof of this assertion Ihave but 
to refer to the action of that party since the presidential election of 
1876, As you all know, the democracy went into the campaign of 
1876 not only determined but expecting to win. As I said before, 
they reso: to all manner of dishonorable means to achieve success— 
the shameful and dishonest use of money, bulldozing, intimidation, 
Fraud, and murder. Never did a party get down so low in rascality 
and corruption to secure any office. But all their trickery and ras- 
cality failed to give them success. Hayes was elected, and no sooner 
was this fact known than the leaders of the democratic host, who 
had hoped to get office in case Tilden became President, set up a cry 
of fraud, which has. been echoed and re-echoed by the democracy 
throughout the length and breadth of the land from that time to 
this. These men, most of whom held seats in Congress, at once be- 

to consult together how they might prevent the counting in and 
inauguration of Hayes and secure the same for Tilden. Their first 
efforts were direc toward buying up one or more of the Hayes 
electors, and as high as $100,000 were offered for one elector in Lou- 
isiana. But these efforts proved fruitless, and then a mighty effort 
was made to bulldoze Congress into counting Tilden in, and thus 
8 the wishes of the people as expressed through the ballot- 

xX. 

Some of the most violent called upon their friends throughout the 
country to rise and resist the attempt to put Hayes in the presiden- 
tial chair, while others pledged themselves to lead one hundred thou- 


sand armed men to Washington to inaugurate Tilden. Some of Til- , 


den’s chief advisers issued manifestoes, urging the calling of public 
meetings all over the country for the sole p of intimidating 
Con and thus force it to count Tilden in. Hundreds of demo- 
cratic bummers and dead-beats actually came to Washington expect- 
ing that their services would be needed and ready to do all they 
could toward placing in the presidential chair the man whose barrel 
had been so freely opened to supply the wants of the whisky-loving 
voters. This sort of thing actually frightened some republicans. 
They really thought we were on the verge of another war, and had 
it not been for the silent man who then occupied the presidential 
chair, the leaders of the democratic host might have plunged the 
country into another war. As it was they saw nothing to be gained 
by such a course, and so they resorted to another plan. They hit 
upon the idea of a joint commission, Doping toak they might so make 
up this commission and so manipulate it a it was made up as to 
secure the counting in of Tilden. Butin this they were again dis- 
appointed. The commission gave all the contested States to Hayes, 
and he was accordingly declared elected to the office of President. 


DEMOCRATS FAVORED THE COMMISSION. 


Being beaten at every game they had attempted to play, one would 
suppose that they would have submitted Sipser to the decision of 
this commission. It was certainly expegted that they would. The 
commission was their own creature. It Was pro by them, and 
when the resolution providing for it was brought up in the House it 
was supported in speeches by such leading democrats as Payne, 
TUCKER, HILL, Hewitt, HUNTON, GOODE, LAMAR, SINGLETON, SPRING- 
ER, and Walker. The most interesting feature of the debate on the 
part of the democrats was the fact that the decision of the commis- 
sion was to be peg nee by them as final. 

Mr. HUNTON, of Virginia, one of the framers of the plan of settle- 
ment, said: 

With such a tribunal to decide this question absolute fairness in the decision 
must be expected. Napoleon said: Providence was on the side of the heaviest 


artillery.” In this case victory will be on the side of the stronger case. 
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Mr. GOODE, of Virginia, said that— 
eee bee ge of settlement consists in the fact that it affords a 
teo of a safe and 


Government. The successfal M willbe . 
ful forms of law, and without violence to our republican system of government. 

Mr. SPRINGER, of Illinois, said: 

There can be little difference between a 
a ae ge etn 

no can go before the coun 
the finding of this tribunal. It will be effectual and final. reel 

Mr. FELTON, of Georgia, declared that— 

The commission would sree the incoming Administration of all taint of irregu- 
larity or fraud. 

Mr. Lamar thought that— 

To have solved so dangerons a question so simply, so calmly, and so justly was 
the tribute that could be paid to those principles of constitutional liberty 
which have trained the American people to such a possibility. 

Mr. Harrison, of Ilinois, said: 

What may be the result of its [the commission's] working upon the aspirations 
of the two distinguished candidates for the Presidency I cannot tell, and that, to 
my mind, is its very best feature. It is in the interest of neither party. The 
tribunal will be fair and honest. 

Mr. O'BRIEN, of Maryland, said: 

Peace can only be secured by a decision of the late presidential election which 
will guarantee to the oce tof the presidential office that he is not regarded as 
a usurper by a majority of the people. In this view I shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. Walker, of Virginia, said: 

Whatever the result may be the American people will bow before it in respect- 
ful obedience. 

Mr. David Dudley Field, of New York, said: 

While I have thought it [the subject under discussion] beyond question within 
the com nee of Congress I was sure that it [the pro plan) was a just and 
honorable settlement and the best method of escape from impending calamity. 

The tone of the discussion in the Senate was the same, no one ques- 
tioning in any way the final effect of the commission’s decision. Mr. 
Bayanrp, of Delaware, defending the proposed commission, said: 

Ihave failed to discover wherein anything is Srp abana what power that 
both Houses should 3 is withheld? Ido not know where the compromise 
can be, what principle is surrendered; the bill intends to provide an honest ad- 
judication for the rights of all. 

Mr. THURMAN said: 

This is the act of the two Houses, and this bill contemp!ates nothing else; and 
it is just as much in a constitutional sense the act of the two Houses and the de- 
cision of the two Houses as if both Houses were of the same political complexion. 

Mr. Wuyrte, of Maryland, said: 


I shall hail the decision [of the commission] as a heavenly message, giving us 
in the land and quietude, until we shall provide by some constitutional 
amendment to prevent the recurrence of this unfortunate trouble. 

Snch was the spirit in which the democratic representatives of the 
people in Congress aecepted the plan of settling the electoral con- 
troversy. 

When the resolution was put to a vote it was carried by 191 yeas 
and 86 nays, the majority being composed of 158 democrats and 33 
republicans, while the minority was composed of 68 republicans and 
18 democrats. I say under these circumstances it was to be expected 
that the decision of this commission would be considered by the dem- 
ocrats as settling the presidential question at once and forever. 

’ POTTER RESOLUTION. . 

But such was not the case. eee Seg question had been 
decided against them by their own tribunal, they refused to give up 
the idea of making their candidate President. Hence it was that, 
after much deliberation and a vast amount of consultation among the 
leaders, they brought forward a resolution in the House through Mr. 
Potter, providing for an investigation into what they were pleased to 
callrepublican frauds in Louisiana and Florida, by which they claimed 
the electoral votes of these States had been secured for Hayes when 
of right they belonged to Tilden. The object of this resolution was 
apparent von its face, and the purpose of those who favored it was 
shown in their emphatic refusal to allow it to be amended so as to 
include the investigation of democratic frauds as well as republican 
frauds. When the resolution was first brought forward, Mr. Hale, in 
behalf of the republicans, offered an amendment to the effect that this 


this decision to be final unless 
en concurred in by both Houses, 
rejecting 


roposed investigation should include all the frauds alleged to have 
Tenn rpetrated by either party, not only in Louisiana and Florida, 
but in Oregon, South Carolina, and Mississippi. But Mr. Potter 


and his friends did not want such a full and free investigation as this. 
They knew that such an investigation would ruin all their schemes 
and crush all the fond hopes they entertained of getting Tilden into 
the presidential chair. ey knew that a full, thorough, and search- 
. tion would bring to light all the frauds and rascality 
and intimidation and murder which their party had been guilty of 
in the campaign of 1876, and hence they refused to accept the amend- 
ment pro by the republicans. By limiting the investigation to 
certain localities they expected to fix up a good case for Mr. Tilden, 
and this done, if was their intention to put Mr. Hayes out of office 
and put Mr. Tilden in. Just how this was to be accomplished does 
not appear, but that such was their intention is abundantly clear. 
As proof of this I call your attention to the following facts: 
DEMOCRATS DETERMINED TO PUT HAYES OUT OF OFFICE. 
A day or two after Mr. Potter introduced his resolution the dem- 
ocrats of the House held a caucus, at which Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, 
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offered a motion stating that it was not the p of the proposed 
investigation to bring about the im hment of Mr. Hayes or to dis- 
turb him in the on of his office. This motion was opposed on 
all sides, and when put to a vote was voted down almost unani- 
mously. Now, I ask why was this proposition of Mr. YOUNG voted 
down if there was no intention on the part of the democrats to dis- 
turb Mr. Hayes in the peue of his ofice? Its adoption could 
certainly have done no harm, but would have quieted the apprehen- 
sions of a great many of our people and would have placed Mr. Potter 
and his friends in a much better light before the country than the 
standin to-day. But the adoption of this proposition was not accord- 
ing to the programme of the leaders, and so it was rejected. These 
men wanted to be left free to work up Mr. Tilden’s case as they saw 
fit and to make him President if they could. ALEXANDER H. STE- 
PHENS, who is good authority, and who opposed the investigation, is 
reported to have said: “I know it was the intention of the leadin men 
to vote Mr. Hayes out and Mr. Tilden in. I talked with them, and know 
it.“ Other democrats who favored Mr. Tilden’s cause were outspoken 
in regard to the purpose of the investigation. I have here an extract 
from the Washington correspondence to the Philadelphia Press, from 
which I read: 

Careful comparison of the views expressed by the democratic leaders u 
objects and purposes of their 8 in’ the Honse leads to the aa 
that the country is rapidly drifting into a revolution ; and it would be well for the 
law-abiding in every part of the country to shake off the apathy which en- 
5 and anticipate the calamitous state of things which now appears in- 
e 

A prominent democrat in the House said to-night: * Woe will bave Hayes ont 
of the White House within six months, or there will be another rebellion.’ 

Another one remarked: “Some night you will hear of Hayes aid his family 
landed at the depot and shipped for Fremont.” 

Another remarked: The public mind needs to be educated up to this thin 


When Montgomery Blair submitted his memorial and resolution to the Marylan i 


Legislature it was ridiculed by everybody. Now the movement has takeu definite 
shape and is a subject of comment among the le. The object of the Potter 
investigation is to educate the public mind. he testimony is 8 onl in 
that direction. Our purpose is fixed. The democratic party will 

naar of the Fed: Government to elect the next President.” 

Another said: “At the proper time, if necessary, we can concentrate at the 
Capitol, without attracting attention, enough men to carry out any purpose which 
the democratic party may have to accomplish.” 

Another, fixing the time for the initial stene, said: B December this investi- 

jon will have proven the frauds practiced in order to place Hayes in the presi- 

ential chair, and we will refuse to receive his annual message. We can control 

the Senate on that, but, if it cannot be done in December, we will have both Houses. 
after March 4.” 

Many of the prominent democratic papers in the country believed 
that the pu of the investigation was to remove Mr. Hayes from 
office. The Raleigh (North Carolina) News contained the following: 

The object of this investigation is not simply to collect into durable form the 
evidence of frands in the stolen States, It is said that the complicity of President 
Hayes and Secretary Sherman will be clearly established. If such shall be the case, 
the impeachment of both these high officials is among the possibilities of the im- 
mediate future. Indeed, that would be a logical sequence of the investigation. 

SAME SPIRIT AS IN 1260. 

These facts prove conclusively that Mr. Potter and his friends meant 
mischief and that they undertook this investigation for the sole pur- 
pose of putting Mr. Tilden in the presidential chair. They prove also 
that these democratic leaders are as ready to-day as they were in 1860 
to sacrifice the peace and business interests of the country to the in- 
terests of their party. In 1860 they were mad because they did not 
elect their candidate for President, and they have been mad ever 
since it was shown that they did not elect their candidate in 1876. In 
1860 they plotted revolution and in 1878 and 1579 they plotted rev- 
olution again. In 1860 they made war upon our Army and weakened 
it in every possible way, so that it could not be relied upon to prevent 
them from carrying out their revolutionary schemes, and for the past 
five years they have been making alike war upon the Army, crippling 
it here, cutting it down there, and seeking to make it weak and in- 
efficient, everywhere, so that when they attempted to revolutionize 
the Government the Army could not be used as a power against them. 
Such being the spirit of democracy to-day, is it at all probable that 
the democratic party would institute any reform measures of any con- 
sequence if we should again intrust it with power? 

OTHER REVOLUTIONARY SCHEMES. 

But, Mr. Speaker, after witnessing the utter failure of the Potter 
committee, and after receiving convincing evidence that public sen- 
timent would not uphold them in their revolutionary scheme to put 
Hayes ont of the presidential chair and to put Tilden in, the demo- 
crats at once abandoned that scheme and turned their attention to the 
perfection of plans to carry the presidential election in 1880. During 
the last session of the Forty-fifth Congress and the extra session of 
the present Congress the democrats of each House had but one thought 
in their minds, and that was how they might shape things so as to 
make certain a democratic victory at the coming election. For this 
they labored, for this they caucused, for this they planned, for this 
they threatened, and for this they attempted to strike from the stat- 
ute-books the election laws which were enacted for the sole purpose: 
of preventing fraud upon the ballot-box. You gentlemen on the other 
side knew that if you could repeal the election laws you would be 
enabled to e the State of New York by an overwhelming majority. 
If yon could take from the President the power to use troops at the 

ls to preserve peace, you could carry a solid South by your tissue- 
allots, bulldozing, and murder, You had determined upon success. 


use the ma- 


at the next presidential election, and you had resolved to strike down 


1880. 
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any and every thing that impeded your way. You proposed to repeat 
upon a broader scale the dishonest trickery eoa + ee frauds that 
you had practiced in 1868, 1872, and 1876. You said to yourselves that 
in order to carry New York and Ohio for the democracy, the bummers, 
dead-beats, and plug-uglies of New York City and Cincinnati must 
be alore to vote half a dozen times each instead of only once as 
they can now do under republican law. You also said that the white- 
liners, red-shirts, and bulldozers must be permitted to intimidate re- 
publican voters, drive honest and peaceable citizens from the polls, 
shoot down all who dared to oppose the democratic party, and vote 
tissue-ballots to their hearts’ content, in order to make the South solid 
for the great “reform” democracy. 

There was method in all yonr actions, You had studied the vote 
in the electoral college. You felt certain that with a solid South, with 
New York, and with Ohio you could elect your presidential candidate ; 
and to secure these States and make democratic success certain you 
went deliberately to work and did your utmost to strike down every 
safeguard about the ballot-box and to open the floodgates of iniquity, 
ballot-box stuffing, intimidation, and fraud. It was to secure suc- 
cess in 1880 that the democratic majority in this House attempted to 
bulldoze a republican Senate into passing the appropriation bills with 
your political riders. It was for this ose that you threatened to 
starve the Government if republicans in this House and in the Senate 
refused to let you have your own way. It was for this perpos that 
von sought to force the President to sign your bills, political riders 
and all, which he had announced that he could not conscientiously 
do. It was for this purpose that you refused to pass the appropria- 
tion bills in the Forty-fifth Congress and thus forced an extra session 
of the Forty-sixth Congress, hoping thus to get these bills through 
with your political riders attached to them. It was for this purpose 
that you protracted the extra session for three long months at such 
an enormous cost to the tax-payers of the country. 


THIS ACTION IN KEEPING WITH DEMOCRATIC HISTORY. 


To one unacquainted with democratic tactics and methods your 
action last winter and spring would seem wonderfully strange, but 
to those who have studied your iea] nothing could be more char- 
acteristic, In taking the course you did in attempting to bulldoze 
the President and the republicans in Congress by threatening to 
starve the Government unless you could have your own way, you 
only manifested tho same spirit that has characterized democratic 
action and democratic legislation for the past quarter of a century. 
It is a notorious fact that the great democratic party has had but 
one leading principle of action for the past twenty-five years, and 
that is to gain power and hold it after they had gained it. For this 
they have been il, ag sacrifice everything that ennobles and dig- 
nifies a party. For this they have viola the Constitution, torn 
down solemn compromises, attempted to force slavery upon a free 
Territory at the point of the bayonet, and plunged the nation into a 
cruel and bloody war. They have shown themselves ready and will- 
ing to tear down any and everything that stood between them and 
power, no matter how sacred it was or how necessary to the safety 
and welfare of the people. And to-day we find them actuated by 
the same motives and controlled by the same spirit. We see them 
to-day at their old tricks again, and we cannot but feel that they are 
as hostile to the common good as ever. In demanding the repeal of 
the election laws they showed that eed f were as ready as ever to 
resort to met means, however questionable, to achieve success. But 
thanks to the republicans in this and the other House and to a re- 
publican President, they were unable to repeal these laws. To-day 
these laws stand upon our statute-book, and there is but little pros- 
post that the democrats in this Congress will be able to strike them 

own. Realizing this fact, these gentlemen have turned their atten- 
tion to other methods for securing a President. The first of these 
was developed in Maine, where the democracy, by the most dishon- 
est, rascally, and damnable trickeries and frauds endeavored to over- 
ride the will of the majority, place the minority in power, and thus 
steal the electoral vote of that State. 

Other methods are ually developing in this House, and will be 
3 to our attention in due time. What these methods are eve 
gentleman on this floor understands. The plan is to turn republi- 
cans from certain States out of their seats on this floor and put dem- 
ocrats in, thus securing the vote of those States for the democratic 
party in case the election of a President should be thrown into this 

ouse. This is the plan that has been studied up during the past 
summer and that is proposed to be carried out by the leaders on the 
other side. The only reason why it has not been brought forward 
before is the fear on the part of the democratic managers that they 
might commit another blunder by 8 it up for action. These 

ntlemen stand ready to rob the republicans of a Representative 
rom Indiana and one also from Minnesota, and they will attempt to 
do it just as soon as they become convinced that it will not injure 
their party. 
THE REPUBLICAN PARTY THE PARTY OF SAFETY. 

And this, Mr. Speaker, is the party that claims to be the only gen- 
uine “reform” party in the country. After having practiced, with 
unblushing effrontery and boastfulness, the many fi h-handed and 
damnable outrages and crimes which I have refe to, they now 
come forward with a great flourish of trumpets and call up this in- 
significant measure to prevent a few Government officials and em- 


ployés from contributing 33 for 8 purposes, hoping, by 


bla yore urging its passage and by loudly about “reform, 
to lead the La to t their past black and kaa record and 
to believe that they are all they profess to be in this regard. But, 
sir, the people are not to be humbugged in this way. They have 
been deceived too often by the democracy to trust them now. They 
understand the spirit and methods of the democratic party far too 
well to believe in any professions of reform that that party may 
make at the present time, on the eve of an important presidential 
campaign. No, sir; the democratic is not a “reform” party in any 
sense of the word, and I ask gentlemen on this floor to look at it as it 
stands before us to-day, and tell me if there is anything either in its 
organization, its principles, or its leadership that gives any individ- 
democrat the right to speak of it as a “reform” party? Is there 
anything in all its e history Which gives ay indication that it 
would inaugurate a single reformatory measure if it were again to be 
intrusted with power? Isay not. The party, as it stands before us 
to-day, is the same in all essential particulars as it was in 1860, and it 
would be as unwise and dangerous in every particular to put it in 
power now asit would have been to have continued itin power then. I 
say this, sir, because I believe it to be true; and I believe it to be true 
both from what I have noted in this Honse and from what I know of 
the present organization 72 75 and leadership of the party. I say it 
because I believe, as I did in 1860 and 1864, that the only genuine 
reform party, the only safe party in the nation is the republican 
party. It was. the republican party that we tied to during all the 
years of the war, and that brought us through in safety, and I believe 
that party is as necessary to the highest and best good of this great 
Republic to-day as it was in the darkest days of that mighty struggle. 
In fact, there has been no time since we achieved our first national 
victory under our trusted leader, Abraham Lincoln, when it would 
have been wise or safe to exchange that party for the democratic 
arty. There has been no time since then when the rule of the repub- 
ican party was not demanded by every interest of the individual 
citizen and by every principle of government and national 
honor. To-day, after having tried the democratic party in the lower 
House of Congress for five years, we come back to the republican 
party as our only hope. We feel, as we have not felt at any time 
since the war, that the democratic party is not a party of safety. We 
realize more fally than ever that the democracy have learned nothin 
from the great lessons of the war, and that they are no better fitted, 
either in ability, honesty, a psonn to manage the affairs of this 
nation than they were in 1860, when the people arose in their might 
5 bade them vacate the high places which they had filled only to 
dishonor. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I now yield to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ] = 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I claim the floor in my own right. 

Mr. MCLANE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER ate tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCLANE. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] in 
charge of this bill gave notice 8 that he intended to call the 

revious bees at four o’clock to-day. Of course the hour to which 

e is entitled to close the debate can be taken by him prior to or after 
four o’clock. In explanation to a gentleman on the other side whom 
I now have in my eye, I will say that it was understood that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana would take his hour after fouro’clock. I desire 
to ask if my understanding is correct. If so, then the floor is still 
open = the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] until four 
o'clock, ' 

I rise now for the purpose of having the Chair make the explana- 
tion to the House that the gentleman m Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] 
has the right at four o’clock to take the floor and call the previous 
question, or he has the right to take the floor now for remarks, and 
at four o'clock to call the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. The Speaker has that under advisement. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Anevent has occurred since then which changes 
the matter somewhat. 

Mr. MCLANE. . What is it? 

Mr. GARFIELD. One gentleman yesterday took nearly two hours 
of the time of the House. His time was extended by general con- 
sent, by the courtesy of the House. If a similar courtesy cannot be 
extended to this side it would certainly be very unfair. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the same courtesy will be extended. 

Mr. W tad It will be hardly fair to call the previous ques- 
tion to-day. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. In response to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, J I will say that, rain epee that was an act of the 
House for which I was not responsible at all, the extension of time 
was outside of the agreement, yet I want to do full justice to the 
other side of the House, and I have yielded the next hour to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ] 

Mr. WHITE. There was no agreement at all. 

Mr. HAYES. During the extra session the other side consumed an 
hour on this bill; and yesterday they consumed two hours and a quar- 


ter. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The House can judge what understanding 
existed from what was said yesterday. gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McManon] said that he would call the previous question at four 
o’clock, as he was desirous of haying a vote taken on the bill to-day. 
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Mr. MCMAHON. I had no right to demand the previous question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I beg on, the gentleman said that he 
would insist upon its being called at four o’clock. 

Mr.M ON. I said that I would insist upon the agreement be- 
ing carried out, provided the extension of time would carry the mat- 
ter over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman said he would not object 
to the debate extending after four o'clock to-day, but he wanted the 
vote taken to-day. 

ı Mr. CONGER. There was no agreement yesterday abont the time 
soh as that to which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McManHon] 
‘ers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana 
pe. HOSTETLER] yield the floor to the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 

UTTERWORTH 7] 

Mr. WHITE. That is not the way to put it; the gentleman from 
Ohio is entitled to the floor in his own right. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Who has the floor 

The SPEAKER pre tempore, Does the gentleman yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I want an understanding before there is any 
yielding inthe case. The understanding which was agreed to yester- 
day by the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] and 
other gentlemen was that the previous question should be called to- 
day at four „lock. 

Mr. CONGER. It was distinctly stated that there was no such 

ment. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. The RECORD will show. 

Mr. CONGER. I made that statement myself, and the RECORD 
will show it. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. If the Recorp does not bear me out, then of 
course I have no more to say. In accordance with that understand- 
ing I yielded the floor yesterday to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. HOUSE, j who addressed the House 
for one hour. At the expiration of that hour his time was extended, 
not by me individually, but by unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Waita moment. After the time of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee was extended by unanimous consent it was asked 
if additional time would be allowed for debate beyond four o’clock 
to-day. Now, if there was no understanding, no agreement that the 
provious question should be called at four o'clock to-day, how could 
additional time beyond four o’clock be asked for ? 

I will say this: I am willing to concede to the other side the next 
hour, provided, if the understanding has to be changed from what it 
was yesterday, we shall be allowed to have a vote this evening at 
some time, as near four o’clock as possible. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] to the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The only question now before the 
Honse is to whom the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] 

ields. 

4 Mr. CONGER. I know; but I desire to refer to what was said 
about the agreement. I read from the RECORD of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings : 

The Speaker. The bill will go over as unfinished business—not only as unfin- 
ished business but by ent. 

Mr. Concer. I do not desire to be misunderstood — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not misunderstand the gentleman. 

Mr. Conorn. There has been no agreement except the declaration of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill that he will call the previous question. There has been 
no agreement on this side of the House so far as I know. 

The SPEAKER. The rule of course will control everything in connection with the 
legislative matters before the House. 

Mr. Concer. I do not wish anything to go by agreement—only by the rules. 

And that is the last upon this subject. There never was any agree- 
ment as understood by this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That question is not now before the 
House. At four o'clock it will be proper to consider that question. 
The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. BUTTER- 


WORTH. 

Mr. MeMAHON. I wish to ask gentlemen on the other side one 
question. If this debate is allowed to run into to-morrow will they 
give us a vote then at three or four o’clock? 

Mr. CONGER. Let the debate go on; and we will give a vote just 
as soon as we get through with our remarks. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I thought the gentleman was anxious to take up 
the med os ost bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Ah! the gentleman, I am informed, was instructed 
some days ago by his committee to report an appropriation bill forth- 
with, but has declined to do it, 

Mr. MoMAHON. I want to 
chance to put themselves on 
ment bill. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has disobeyed the instructions of 
his committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We want to go on the record. 
Mr. HAWK. But we want to go on the record intelligently. 
Mr. MCMAHON, Now, I want to say to gentlemen that if they 


ive gentlemen on the other side a 
e record upon this political-assess- 


will give us a vote to-morrow—— 


Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has not charge of this bill ; why is 
he interfering with it? 

Mr. MCMAHON. Simply because I have an ma gent bill in 
charge; and I may have something to say in regard to the time that 
this debate may run. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that the gentleman’s committee in- 
structed him some days ago to report an appropriation bill; and he 
declines to do it. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The gentleman is not the repository of the secrets 
of thé Committee on Appropriations; and this matter, like a great 
many other things, is one he knows nothing about. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This discussion is coming out of the 
time of the gentleman from Ohio. 

155 CONGER. I Mian pay ihat on 8720 mgo or the House we are 
willing to tpone this subject to e up the appropriation bill. 
[Cries of “ Regular order!“ ! z KER A 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order isdemanded. The 
gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that I have the floor in my 
own right, and not by virtue of its being yielded to me by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CONGER. But I presume my friend from Ohio would postpone 
his remarks until the appropriation bill can be passed, if it be taken 
up now. [Laughter.]} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair desires to announce that at 
fifteen minutes after three o’clock he recognized the gentleman from 
Ohio; and this debate is coming out of his time. 

Mr. CONGER. My proposition is to postpone this bill until the 
appropriation bill can be passed. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I was always taught to dispose of the matter in 
hand before proceeding with anything else. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McLANE. Before the gentleman proceeds I want my parlia- 
mentary inquiry responded to. I asked the Chair whether the gen- 
tleman from Ohio had been recognized in his own right, or whether 
the gentleman from Indiana had yielded to him. The answer is very 
material; because if the gentleman from Ohio has been recognized 
in his own right, of course his time will extend till twenty minutes 
after four o’clock; and the gentleman from Indiana has given notice 
of his intention to call the previous question at four o'clock, 

A MEMBER. As soon as he gets the floor. 

Mr. McLANE. I want to understand whether the gentleman from 
Ohio proceeds in his own right, or in time yielded to him by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. [Cries of “ Regular order!“ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that I have the floor in my 
own right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is prepared to answer the 
ags of the gentleman from land, but it would consume time 
belonging to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, no; the time spent upon a question of order 
ought not to be charged against the member holding the floor. 

. BUTTERWORTH addressed the House. [His remarks will be 
found in the Appendix.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcn, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a bill (S. No. 1256) to authorize the construction of the 
Mullan wagon-road between Forts Missoula and Cœur d'Alene; in 
which concurrence was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOSTETLER rose. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the House take a recess until half past 
seven o’clock. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I gave notice that at the hour which has now 
arrived I would call the previous question. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCMAHON. It is whether a session has been ordered for this 
rene: and, if so, for what purpose? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. An evening session has been ordered 
for the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. WHITE. I have moved that the House take a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order while the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOSTETLER] has the floor. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam informed the chairman of the Committee: 
on Invalid Pensions is ill and not able to be here to-night. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana. 
take the floor? 

Mr. CONGER. It is in the power of the Chair to recognize some- 


body else. 
Mr. ae Is it not in order to move that the House do now 
ourn 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. Not while the gentleman from Indi- 
sna has the floor. That gentleman will state for what purpose be 
risen. 
Mr. HOSTETLER. In accordance with the notice I gave yester- 
day I now move the previous question. 
. HAWLEY. Oh! do not do that. 
Mr. HOSTETLER. That was the understanding come to yester- 


1880. 
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day, and in accordance with that understanding I now move the pre- 
vious question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the demand for the previous 
uestion the motion for a recess is in order; pending which the gen- 
Neman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFFER] moves that the House do now ad- 


ourn. 

Mr. KEIFER. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I renew it. 

The question being put on the motion to adjourn, there were—ayes 
72, noes 125. 

So the motion was not agreed to, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] that the House take 


a recess. 

Mr. WHITE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BROWNE. I renew it. 

The question being put on the motion to take a recess, there were— 
ayes 82, noes 78. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 29 members voting therefor; not one-fifth 
of a quorum. 

Mr. WARNER. I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. Whether the session of this evening is devoted to 
pension cases exclusively, or whether it is for the continuation of the 
debate on the pending bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is for the consideration of pension 
cases exclusively. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion for a 


J 


The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 24 members voting there- 
for; not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the motion for a recess was agreed to. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: 

To Mr. Cox, for to-night; and 
_ To Mr. ONEIIL, till Monday next, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

The result of the vote was then announced; and accordingly (at 
four o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 
seven o'clock and thirty minutes p. m. slice 


EVENING SESSION. 
At seven o’clock and thirty minutes p. m. the House resumed its 


session. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution of the House 
under which the session this evening is held. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday evening, at seven o'clock and thirty minutes p. m., March 
4, and Wednesday evening at seven o'clock and thirty minutes 5 m., March 10, 
be set apart to receiving reports from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and to 
consideration and action on sion bills in their order ding in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, no other to be transacted. 


PENSION BILLS REPORTED. 


Mr. HATCH. I desire on behalf of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Corrrotu,] the chairman of thé Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, who is detained at his room by sickness, torepott from that 
committee the bills which I send to the desk, that they may be placed 
on the Calendar and printed. 

The SPEAKER. at is in order under the first clause of the reso- 
lution of the House under which this evening session is held. 

Mr. HATCH (for Mr. CorrrotH) reported back, with favorable 
recommendations, bills of the following titles; which were severall 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

The bill (H. R. No, 4780) granting arrears of pension to Mrs. Annie 


A. Hays; 
The bill (H. R. No. 3102) granting a pension to Susan R. Johnson ; 


an 
The bill (H. R. No. 2007) granting a pension to Mary P. Thompson 
widow of James B. Thompson, late captain of Company F, One kee 
dred and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. $. 

Mr. HATCH also (for Mr. COFFROTH) reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions bills of the following titles; which were severally 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered 
to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 8901 granting a pension to James MeMullen; 

A bill G. R. No. 5001) granting a pension to Anderson Langford; 

A bill (H. R. No. 5062) granting a pension to Theodore Artz; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 5063) granting a pension to Aaron Snyder. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for the purpose of con- 


siderin eee bills on the Calendar. 
Mr. Di NELL. I understood the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Hatcu] to say that the chairman of the committee desired that cases 


which he had reported might be passed to-night. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri did not make that 
statement; he reported sundry bills on behalf of the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. HATCH. I will state to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
DUNNELL] that members of the House who presented the bills that 
are now on the Calendar desire that the Calendar shall bo called in 
its regular order. 

The motion of Mr. CALDWELL was a to; and the House ac- 
cordiogly resolved itself into Committee of tlie Whole on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. CALKINS in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
10x the purpose of considering the pension bills on the Private Cal- 
endar. - 

The first bill in order on the Calendar was stated to be the bill (H. - 
R. No. 3261) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dougherty. 

Mr. BAYNE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Are not bills on the Calendar preceding the one just 
referred to first entitled to consideration ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has taken the first bill on the Cal-- 
endar from tle point where the Committee of the Whole left off at. 
its last session. 

ELIZABETH DOUGHERTY. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author» 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Dougherty; 
widow of Charles Dougherty, deceased, a soldier in the late war of the rebellion, 
and pay her a pension at the rate allowed by existing laws to the widows of de- 
ceased privates killed in the service of the United States and in the line of duty 
in the said war, from and after the 18th day of April, 1864, the date when the 
said soldier was killed while in the said service and in the line of duty as aforesaid. 


The report was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 219) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Dougherty, widow of Charles Dougherty, 
0 


y, late 
urth sergeant of Company C, Sixty-ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to submit the following 


report: 

The record shows that Charles Dougherty, on the 234 day of August, 1861, was 
enrolled in the United States service as fourth sergeant of Company C, Sixty- 
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and that he was honmably discharged 
on the 31st day of January, 1864, by reason of re-enlistment as a veteran volunteer. 

The testimony of Michael Brady and Patrick Desmond, 8 of the said 
company. shows that said Dongherty was on veteran furlough in Philadelphia in 
April, 1864, and had returned to barracks at Chester, Pennsylvania, where the 

iment was to be reorganizcd preparatory to being sent to the front; that while 
80 stationed. there the said Dougherty, in company with the above deponent, Des- 
mond, was ordered to proceed to Philadelphia to collect the stragglers. On April 
18, 1864, while on board of the cars at Chester, Pennsylvania, in pursuance of the 
said order, Dougherty was rudely pulled off by one of the provost officers 


the said 
while the train was in motion, and thrown beneath the cars, sustaining injuries 


that resulted in death on the 20th day of April, 1864. 

Edward Thom and James O'Reilly, of the said company, testify to the gal- 
lantry and faithfulness of herty while in the service. It is clearly proven 
that at the time the fatal injuries occurred Dougherty was in the service of the 
United States engaged in arresting stragglers. He had previously served three 
years in the Army and re-enlisted. 

The marriage of said Dougherty with the petitioner is duly established. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon laying the bill aside to be 
reported favorably to the Honse. 

r. STEVENSON. I would inquire if the testimony shows what 
was cone with the provost-marshal who treated this soldier in this 
way 

Mr. WARD. I will answer the gentleman by saying that there is 
no evidence, I believe, before the committee on that point. It is very 
clear, as the report states, that the soldier was in the line of his duty 
and under military orders at the time the injury was sustained by 


him. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I am satisfied the soldier was in the line of his 
duty and should have a pension. But I want to know, as a matterof 
fact, what was done with the provost-marshal. 

Mr. WARD. The evidence does not show. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Has this claim ever been presented to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions? 

Mr. WARD. It has been. 

Mr. BUCKNER. And refused on what grounds? 

Mr. WARD. On the ground that the Commissioner could not, 
under the technical rules of law as they now exist, allow a pension 
to this widow and her orphan children. 

Mr. CONGER. I am not ay aware of the rule which the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions has adopted in regard to the time when 
the pensions granted shall commence. I would thank some member 
of the committee to state whether any rule has been adopted by the 
committee in regard to dating back pensions granted to widows ef 
soldiers who never have received pensions; whether to the time of 
disability or death of the soldier. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I will state for the information of the House 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions has adopted this rule in 
reference to all these bills: that they will report bills granting pen- 
sions from the date of the discharge of the soldier, where the disabil- 
ity occarred before his discharge, and from the date of the disability 
where it occurred subsequent to the discharge. In the case of a 
widow whose husband has been on the pension-roll the committee 
will report a bill granting a pension from the date of the death of the- 
husband. In the case to which the gentleman refers I think there 
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mittee. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the —— state whether the practice of 
the House has been to date the pensions of widows back to the time 
of the disability or death of the soldier? 

Mr. CALDWELL. So far as my own personal experience is con- 
cerned, my recollection is that it was the purpose of the Forty-fifth 
Congress to date all pensions from the passage of the bills, without 
grantin any arrears at all. 

Mr. CON I had supposed that was the rule. The rule should 
be uniform one way or the other. Of course I have no choice about 
the matter. 

Mr. CALDWELL. In order that the views of the committee may 


be clearly understood, I will say that while I had nothing in the 
world to do with the passage of the bill granting arrears of pensions, 
yet I hold that since that bill has become the law of the land any 


this House should give arrears of pensions 
e Commissioner of Pensions grants arrears to the 
persons applying to him for pensions. That is my belief, and so far 
as I am concerned that will be the action of the committee. 
A eg ATKINS. Has this case been before the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions 

Mr. CALDWELL. It has been, and was rejected. 

Mr. ATKINS. Rejected because there was no law authorizing it? 

Mr. CALDWELL. So I understand. 

Mr. ATKINS. And it is now proposed to enact a law in this case 
giving arrears of on? 

Mr. CALDWE It is the purpose of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to carry out in good faith, and in the letter and spirit, the 
pension laws of the country. There has been a t deal said here 
as to the policg of entertaining ap from the Commissioner of 
Pensions. I want to be clearly and emphatically understood that I 
will never vote one dollar for 3 if there can be no ap from 
the Pension Bureau; and I believe that is the determination of a num- 
ber of the members of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Of the appeals which have been brought to the House from the 
Commissioner of Pensions I have found that not only the law in let- 
ter and spirit but every . we of equity known to the law has 
been violated by the rejection of those cases. In regard to the poney 
which has been adopted by some here of objecting to these bills be- 
cause they are appeals from the Commissioner of Pensions, I want to 
say that I cannot myself conceive of any greater hardship that can 
be inflicted upon the soldiers of the country than to have one man 
clothed with the absolute power of disposing of $30,000,000 without 
any ap from his decision. If that is the policy to be pursued 
here, then I am for one ready now to quit this pension business alto- 
gether. But I want the responsibility to rest upon those gentlemen 
whoo these bills. ? 

Mr. NEAL. For the purpose of testing the sense of the committee, 
I move to strike out after the word “ war,” in the ninth line, to 
the end of the bill, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the words proposed to be 
strack out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

From and after the 18th day of April, 1864, the date when the soldier was killed, 
while in the said service and in the tine of duty as aforesaid. 

Mr, RANDALL, (the Speaker.) We would like to know the effect 
of this amen mt. 

Mr. NEAL. The effect will be that the pension will commence from 
the date of the of the act. 

Mr RANDALL, (the | Speaker.) Not from the date of the applica- 
tion k 

Mr. NEAL. No, sir, Mr, Chairman, I believe that all these soldiers 
and their widows who are placed upon the pension-roll by special 
acts of Con ought to have arrears of pension to the same extent 
and with like effect as those whose claims have been allowed at the 
Pension Office. At the extra session of this Congress this House 
passed a joint resolution, which I had the honor to introduce, con- 
struing the arrears of pension law so as to give all persons placed 
upon the pension-roll arrears of pension in the same way as if their 
claims had been adjudicated in the Pension Office. I believe that to 
be right. The resolution has not yet been acted upon by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions in the Senate; for I inquired only a day or two 

o of one of the members of that committee, and was informed that 

ey had not yet taken it up for consideration. It seems to me that 
we ought to pass these bills in the same shape in which they have 
been heretofore enacted. In the Forty-fifth Congress no bill was 
passed dating the pension back beyond the date of the passage of 
the act. This amendment, if adopted, will place this pensioner in 
precisely the same situation with pensioners who were put upon the 
rolls by the action of preceding Congresses. If the joint resolu- 
tion which passed the House without a single dissenting voice shall 
be passed in the Senate, as I trust it will be by a like vote, then all 
persons pensioned by ial acts will enjoy the arrears of pension to 
the same extent as if their pension claims had been allowed by the 
‘Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman will allow me to make a sug- 
gestion: I did not distinctly hear his amendment read; but as I 
understood it the effect of it will be that this particular pensioner 
and others receiving pensions under pension bills similar in language 


usion bill that 
Fast the same as 
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MarcH 10, 


must run the risk of the p of an act hereafter placing them 
upon the same footing as those who received the arrearages of pen- 
sion. 

Mr. NEAL. The effect of this amendment, if adopted, will be that 
persons put upor the rolls by the action of the Forty-sixth Congress 
will be in precisely the same position as those who have been put upon 
the rolls by the action of the Forty-fifth, the Forty-fourth, and pre- 
ceding Con In other words, they will not get any arrears 
unless Congress should pass the joint resolution now pending in the 
Senate or some other act giving them arrears. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let me suggest to the gentleman that no pos- 
sible harm can come from the p. of this bill in the form reported 
by the committee, because if the resolution to which he has referred 
should pass, this pensioner and others pensioned under bills of a sim- 
ilar character will get no more than if an amendment of this kind 
should prevail. On the other hand, in the event of the failure of that 
resolution, they will be placed on the same footing with those who 
get the benefit of the arrearages. 

Mr. NEAL. If this bill passes in the form reported by the com- 
mittee, then this woman obtains a pension which dates from the death 
of her husband, while a woman who may have been placed upon the 
pension-rolls under precisely similar circumstances by the last Con- 
gress will draw her pension only from the date of the passage of the 
act. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. If the action of a former Congress was wrong, 
let us make our own action right. 

Mr. WILSON. Let us correct the error now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Honse will vote 
down this amendment. Ido not know what reason there is in the 
gentleman’s argument when he advocates the amendment and at the 
same time states that he himself presented a joint resolution providing 
for just what the committee recommend in this bill. Nor do I see by 
what right or reason we should be judged by the action of the Forty- 
fifth Con; It is our duty to act equitably and justly upon these 
claims. this bill is correct to-day, it is our duty to pass it. It 
proposes to give this pensioner all the rights that are given under 
the general law—nothing more. If the Forty-fifth Congress failed 
to do this in similar cases, let the joint resolution which passed the 
Honse be adopted by the Senate, and then all these pensioners will be 
on an equality. 

I do not wish to occupy the time of the House this evening. Iho 
that we came here for action; that each bill will be discussed on its 
merits. I trust the general pension laws and the duty of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions will not be discussed. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman will allow me to remind him, as he 
was a wember of the sub-committee which acted on the subject, that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to-day reported favorably a bill 
introduced by the gentleman from the first district of Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY] giving to the widow the same arrears of pension to which 
the husband would have been entitled had he made his application 
and obtaingfl a pension during his life. That bill, which the gentle- 
man no doubt remembers, went upon the Calendar to-day. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. NEAL, it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I understood a question to be asked by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee which I have not yet heard answered by any 
member of the Pension Committee. That question was whether or 
not these special acts grant pensions under circumstances and in 
cases not provided for by the genetal pension law. I understand a 
gentleman over the way from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
say perhaps that the Commissioner refuses to grant this individnal 
case because it did not come within the general rule. Then, Mr. 
Speaker, we are passing special acts which are not provided for by 
the general law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Under his interpretation, 

Mr. WARD. The claim was rejec not upon the ground that 
this man did not come within the pension laws which entitled the 
widow of a soldier killed in the service to a pension, but that this 
widow was not able with the evidence she had at hand to bring her 
case within the technical rules of evidence required by the Depart- 
ment in order to establish her claim. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Then I ask the gentleman whether she has brought 
more evidence before the committee than before the Commissioner of 
Pensions? g 

Mr. WARD. I do not know that she did. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I would ask the gentleman a further question, 
whether the Invalid Pensions Committee requires less testimony than 
the Commissioner ? z 

Mr. WARD. Not at all; but the Invalid Pensions Committee is 
able to take this inquiry beyond the strict letter of the technical rule. 
It has been found in this case that this widow and her orphan chil- 
dren were the widow and children of a man who had served three or 
four years faithfully in the Army; that he had been detailed by mil- 
any, orders upon special duty, still being in the Army, and that the 
kind of duty ie was thus detailed on under those orders was not the 
species of duty the Commissioner of Pensions taonga? he could grant 
a pension for, and when they considered the case they found he was 
engaged in a kind of service which eminently entitled his widow and 
* 5 children to have the pension the Government gave. E 

. BUCKNER. I do not suppose there is any gentleman on this 
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floor who would not be wi and anxious that every man who under 
the law of the land is enti to a pension, either as a soldier or de- 
3 relative, should have it. The action of this Congress hereto- 

ore and its every-day action has shown that we are not disposed to 
be stinted in that direction, but on the contrary to be liberal. The 
question is not whether we want to kry a pension or not, but the 
question is this: to decide who is entitled to a pension. 

But as my friend from Kentucky says we are to supervise the action 
of a tribunal vested by law specially for the purpose of deciding these 
questions; but whenever he has given a judgment which on the one 
hand concludes the Government but does not preclude the claimant, 
if that is the ground, as I understand, on which the Invalid Pensions 
Committee has acted, I say it is about time we should call a halt in 
this business. 

Why, sir, what precedent have you that will justify this course 
toward any other branch of this Government? Do you say the same 
thing in reference to the Patent Office? Here is a tribunal where are 
six or seven hundred officials presumably skilled in this business, with 
various officers to help them, with the Attorney-General and his 
assistants to decide the law, a tribunal invested by law with the 
decision as to the facts; and the party who presents his claim is, in 
point of fact, impliedly bound by that jurisdiction, and it is only a 
matter of grace dnd favor on the part of Congress when it es 
urisdiction of any matter which has already been decided by the 
ommissioner. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. We so understand it, and put it 
on the ground of grace. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I wish to say, if that is the ground upon which 
these claims are to be paid; if, as the gentleman says, the Commis- 
sioner has technical objections; if it is upon the ground he does not 

ive the same construction to the evidence the Committee on Invalid 

ensions chooses to give, then I say there will be no end to it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. In many cases, as many of the members of the 
House know who have been written to by parties in reference to pen- 
sions, the applications have been rejected on technicalities, and some- 
times on very small technicalities, by the Commissioner of Pensions; 
and the only remedy the applicant bas and the only remedy he can 
have, is to appeal to Congress. The gentleman from Missouri does 
not mean to take the position that when the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions rejects an application upon some supposed technicality then the 
applicant has noremedy at all. His only remedy is to come to Con- 
gress. 

Mr. BUCKNER. My idea is this: where it is a question of the 
weight of testimony, where the Commissioner has decided on the 
weight of the testimony that the applicant is not entitled to a pension, 
I say he ought not to have the right to se ha to Congress and Con- 
83 ought not to give it, otherwise we should abolish the Pension 

fce. If, on the other hand, he can show equitable cireumstan 
or can show circumstances which appeal to the sense of equity an 
conscience of Congress, then it is a proper subject for investigation 
here. But for us to come here and give our version as to the weight 
of testimony when the Commissioner of Pensions after examination 
has decided, I say if we adopt such a course then there will be no end 
to this matter. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. State it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. My point of order is that there is a bill before 
the committee and I have not heard a word said abont it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point ef order is not well taken. The 
gentleman from Missouri still has the floor. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to ask my colleague a question. He has 
spent many years upon the bench. I desire to ask if he has never 
known a case presented to him as judge where the party had no 
remedy at law, and yet he, as chancellor, could find a remedy that 
would relieve him ? 

Mr. BUCKNER. That is the very case which I have made an ex- 
ception of; and if the gentleman will come in here and say this case 
is not a eee depending upon the weight or strength of the testi- 
mony before the Commissioner, as this appears to be, but there are 
equitable considerations—there are facts outside, and I conld men- 
tion a great many—then I hold this is a case where Congress ought 
to interfere, and either the law ought to be amended so as to give 

urisdiction to the Commissioner of Pensions, or we should 8 
in some other way. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I hope that in the discussion of 
the theories of the pension laws the merits of this case will not be 
overlooked. Idonot know of astronger claim in behalf of any widow 
than this case presents. Here is a man who enlisted, served honor- 
ably for three 2 who was honorably discha and re-enlisted 
as a veteran soldier, and who, while on veteran furlongh, being de- 
tailed to do a certain duty by proper authority, was killed in the line 
of duty. Now his widow comes and seeks for a pension. I cannot 
imagine a better claim than the one presented here, where a widow’s 
husband was killed in line of duty. I do not know what are the tech- 
nical objections, but I do know that somebody ought to t this 
widow a pension; and if the Pension Department does not do it, then 
Congress should immediately apply the relief. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to ask the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania a question, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Certainly. 
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Mr. ATKINS. I wish to ask if he does not think it would be a much 
better practice, and especially as he is Speaker of this House, for this 
Congress to address itself to the making of a law that would cover 
these meritorious cases, and not bring them here before Congress for 

sonra to vote on in order to popularize themselves in their own 
istricts 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I have a right to speak in this case, 
for nearly all the men who enlisted in this regiment came from the 
city I in part represent; and I want to say here that that regiment 
somehow or other was very often placed in the position where David 

ut Uriah. They were in the front of the battle nearly all the time. 

b was an Irish regiment, and hence I feel some interest in it. But 
to the point. Ido believe if Congress could rid itself of these cases 
it would be desirable to establish a court to pass upon pension cases; 
but I never will agree, as the gentleman from Kentucky has so forci- 
bly said, that one man with no judicial authority, asit were, thrown 
around him shall have absolute power to reject pensioners’ claims. 

Mr. SPARKS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
whether all the cases reported thus far for pension claims are not 
from the gentleman’s district or State? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It does not matter where they come 
from; 5 the merit of the case prompts its passage, then it should be 

romptly pamon, 
* Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. SPARKS. I think it does matter in this 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maryland has the floor. 

Mr. SPARKS. I want to make a rejoinder to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. It does seem to me 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Mari, but will recognize the gentleman from Illinois after he 
concludes. , 

Mr. TALBOTT. I merely desire to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WARD] a question. He has stated there are technical 
objections to this and that is the reason the Commissioner of 
Pensions did not grant it. Now I would like him to state what these 
technical objections are. 

Mr. WA I will state to the gentleman the husband of the a 
plicant in this case was killed while on a furlough and not, strictly 
srg) while in the line of duty. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HATCH. I rise to a privileged question. I desire to move 
that the committee now rise with a view to offering a motion in the 
House to limit debate. 

Mr. SPARKS. That is not a privileged question, and the Chair 
promised to recognize me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair the right of any member 
of the committee to move at any time that the committee rise, and 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illinois if that is voted 


down. 

Mr, ATKINS. Can you take the gentleman off the floor to offer a 
motion that the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois was not on the floor 
at the time when the motion to rise was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr, HUMPHREY. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SPARKS. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, No business will be done until the committee is 
in order. Gentlemen will suspend conversation. The gentleman from 
Illinois will state his point of order. ; 

Mr. SPARKS. My point of order is that a gentleman cannot rise 
to a privileged question with the view of making that privileged 
question simply give him the floor for the purpose of making a mo- 
tion that the committee rise, as the gentleman from Missouri has 


done. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SPARKS. If the gentleman from Wisconsin should withdraw 
himself from the House I do not know that it would do anybody any 
harm. I think I was on the floor, and the Chair stated he would 
recognize me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Sparks] is not well taken. The Chair stated he would 
recognize the gentleman from Illinois after the gentleman from Mey: 
land had finished his remarks. But before the gentleman from Illi- 
nois rose and was recognized, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] rose to a 3 question, and being recognized, the gen- 
tleman made a privileged motion, which the Chair thinks is in order. 

Mr. HATCH. I withdraw the motion for the present, until the 
gentleman from Illinois is heard; and I hope that after he has been 
heard we shall then have a vote. 

Mr. SPARKS. I am certainly desirous that the committee should 
come to a vote on this and every other case that comes before it. 
Bat I wanted to answer the argument of the distinguished Speaker 
of the House. These cases, sir, so far as I have seen, have all come 
from the State of Pennsylvania. I know that Pennsylvania did not 
furnish all the soldiers, and you know it. But a Committee on Pen- 
sions may be so organized—not intentionally, of course, but so organ- 
ized—timt a locality can be represented and all those from that 
locality that claim pensions can get through, while the other parts 
of the country may be neglected. Is it fair to T district, sir, that 
this House should act upon pension claims coming from one locality 
alone? There may be influences at work, by which parties can get 
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before the Pension Committee, while others may not be in condition 
to get before ft. 

. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. SPARKS. I will allow the gentleman, of course. 

Mr. HATCH. In justice to the chairman of the committee, who is 
detained at his room by sickness, I desire to restate to the Committee 
of the Whole that the chairman of this committee, who reported 
these bills, remained here during the entire Christmas holidays and 

we his time with a clerk that he employed outside of the House 
es to assist him, in considering the bills that had been referred to 
him as a sub-committee ; and that is the reason why so many more 
of his bills have been reported to the House at this date than have 
been reported by any other member of the committee. 

Mr. SPARKS. Precisely. I was not here during that time. My 
constituents and those of F gy es are making their applica- 
tions for pensions—where? To the Pension Office, an office organ- 
ized by law to examine and pass upon these matters. Now, when 
you attempt to make this House the tribunal for granting pensions 
you might as well dismiss the other tribunal, the Pension Office. If 
7 part of these claims will go to the Pension Office and the others 
will seek this House. 

I think I have demonstrated—since I have been a member of this 
House, and if I have not I have demonstrated nothing—that I am as 
much in favor of pensioning meritorions claimants as any man in 
this Congress, but only meritorious ones should be allowed, as all fair- 
minded men must agree. The Commissioner of Pensions (and I pre-, 
sume he is an honorable man) wonld tell you, I think, to-day that 
there are perhaps from 10 to 15 per cent. of the existing pensions 
that are unjust. Is that not unfair and prejudicial to those pen- 
sioners who are really meritorious and entitled to pensions? Sir, a 

vernment that will not protect and properly care for those who at 
fhe risk of life defend it, ought not to exist. Ours attempts to do 
this and will do it. Now, sir, if the law is not sufficient, if the law 
is such that the Commissioner of Pensions can take advantage of 
technicalities, let us amend it and make it so plain and broad that 
he cannot do it, so that all who are entitled to pensions can come in 
on equal terms, and be treated equally and alike 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. ill the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. SP. . After I have completed this sentence. 

Or if the Commissioner of Pensions does not discharge his duty 
efficiently and with impartiality let us make the Administration 
that apponi him and keeps him in office responsible for his derelic- 
tion of duty. Is he failing to 3 duties properly, efficiently, 
honestly, fairly, and according to the law Then it is the duty of this 
Administration to turn him out and get a man in the office who will 
do what is right. But I must presume that he is doing his duty. 
Is your law deficient? Then it is the duty of Congress to enact alaw 
that will cover all fair and honest claims that may be presented. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Introduce such a law and we will put it through 
under a suspension of the rules. 

A S, of Massachusetts. I wish toask the gentleman from 
Illinois ie question: Did the gentleman hear the testimony in this 
case read 

Mr, SPARKS. I am speaking, Mr. Chairman, to no particular case. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then you are not in order. 

Mr. SPARKS. Iams ing to this point, that if the law is defi- 
cient it ought to be e so plain as to cover this case, if it be a mer- 

one, and all others of the same class. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 88 will state it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. There is a particular case before the com- 
mittee. The gentleman is speaking to no particular case, and there- 
fore he is out of order. 

Mr. of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman answer the 
question which I have put to him? 

Mr. SPARKS, I am speaking in favor of an amendment of the gen- 
eral law, which will cover all these cases. 

Mr. of Massachusetts. I asked 3 a fair ques- 
tion and I want a fair answer. Do the facts losed by the report 
in this case rpg Boy Honse in granting this pension ? 

Mr. SPARKS. ell, I really do not know. I have not had leisure 
to examine it fully, and am speaking to a general principle and not a 
particular case. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Then I want to ask the gentleman 
this question: how does he make his speech, just 1 
ble to this case? I cannot see. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand this claim has been before the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and that he has rejected it. It is urged that 
he rejected it upon technicalities. Now, if the Commissioner rejected 
this claim upon some technicality of the law, or because the c t 
failed to m his case by evidence substantiall but tech- 
nically deficient, then it shows that the law is insufho ent. Hence I 
insist that we should so amend the law that the Commissioner of 
Pensions, as an honest and efficient officer, which we musẹ presume 
him to be, cannot reject a fair claim. 

With respect to this particular claim, I did not hear the report 
in the case read. I will take it for ted, however, that it is a fair 
claim, and that the pension should allowed; but it should be al- 


nee in the proper manner and at the proper place—at the Pension 
ce. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Let me inquire of the gentleman if he is in favor 
of ry a passing any pension bill for an individual claimant. 
0 7 CHAIRMAN Ihe gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. FINLEY] is enti- 
e floor. 


Mr. FINLEY. I will answer the question of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [ Mr. Harris. ) I say that this is a meritorious case. 
I say that the facts disel in this case show clearly that it isa 
meritorious case, and for one I am going to vote for it. 

But while I say that, I want to put in another word, to stick a pin 
right here, and say something which occurs to me to be apropos. The 
democratic party stands responsible for the action of this Cor ress. 
In the Forty-fifth Congress we passed a bill granting arrears of pen- 
sions, involving an kr Ona of about $26,000,000. We passed also 
an annual pension bill appropriating about $31,000,000; making a 
total of $57,000,000. Yet we got no credit for it. [Laughter.] The 
re . State de Ohio held up the democratic to the 
soldiers an the people as an extravagant party. ey pointed 
to the appropriations made by the last Congress of 190,000,000, and 
said, “There is your democratic administration; there is your dem- 
ocratic party which has had control of both branches of Congress 
for years, and it has swelled the expenditures of the Government to 
$190,000,000.” And for that very reason they appealed to the soldiers 
to vote the republican ticket. 

Mr. BROWNE. And they voted it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FINLEY. I say that the democratic party in the Forty-fifth 
and Forty-sixth Congresses has done more for the soldiers of the coun- 
try than was done in the three preceding Congresses in which the 
republican party had control. Yet why do we get no credit for that? 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House will stand up here and en- 
deavor to make capital against the democratic “confederate briga- 
dier” House of Representatives, and tell the people and the soldiers 
that we are not to be trusted, that we are unsafe, that we were dis- 
loyal during the war. Yet they are very willing that we shall vote 
millions of dollars for the soldiers, as we have done cheerfully here- 
tofore. These men here from the South who were in arms against 
the Government, who cannot under eee expect to ob- 
tain one dollar of the money so appropriated, as members of the dem- 
ocratic party are found here daily voting liberally for the soldiers ; 
and I want to say here and now, and I want the country and the sol- 
diers and the soldiers’ widows to know it, that the confederate brig- 
adiers have done more for the soldiers and their widows during the 
time they have been here than has been done for them by the repub- 
F 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee now rise for the purpose 
of closing debate on the pending bill. ' 

Mr. TAYLOR. Iclaim the floor to speak on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
moves that the committee now rise for the purpose of obtaining an 
order from the House to limit debate on the pending bill. 

The motion was agreed to upon a division—ayes 71, noes 17. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
had had under consideration the Private Calendar and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of further considering the pen- 
sion bills on the Private Calendar; and pending that motion I move 
that when the House shall again in Committee of the Whole resume 
consideration of the Private Calendar all debate upon the pending 
bill shall close in one-half minute. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was also agreed to. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
and Mr. CALKINS resumed the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon the 
percing biii has been limited to one-half minute. If no further de- 

te is desired, the question is npon ordering the bill to be laid aside, 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

The question was taken; and the bill was ordered to be laid aside, 
to be reported favorably to the House. 

SAMUEL B. HUTCHINSON. 
The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill H. R. 


No. 3100, introduced by Mr. KLOTZ and reported by Mr. COFFROTH, 
The bill was read, as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Samuel 
5 and next friend of Ann Shurlock, sister of the late 
Shurlock, Company D, Righty-first Regiment ‘lvania Vol- 

unteers, have had the same un consideration, and beg leave to submit the fol- 


Volunteers, and who was killed in action at or near Fair s Virginia, on the 
15th day of June, 1862, was placed on the pension-roll at therate of $10 per month, 
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and made ble to Samnel B. Hutchinson, “ committee,” or her guardian, a resi- 
dent of Mauch Chunk, Pennsylvania, 


certificate is numbered 153434, and bears date tember 8, 
tioner, the said Samuel B. Hutchinson, received the on 
Novela, Fanden, 8 Oot hey 22, 1876. 
City, Ne an not return un y 
A had died; that he provided for his said 
ended the sum of $650 for her maintenance, Ko., which 
ames 


when his said ward, 
ward all this time, and ex 
amount he advanced to 


by law, three years, pa; 
and he, the titioner, info that in view of his ward's de- 
1876, (and the dropping of pensioner from the rolls, no claim for 
made for three years,) there was no law under which her 
pension-roll. 


being the fi r commi with a view to at least in part reimburse 
— 25 8 FFC — of 


your tioner, Sumue 
Ann Shurlock, , for the support of whom it is shown, under oath, that he 
expended the sum of out of his own private funds, report and recommend the 


Acco! bill, which ides for th toration of the name of 
Pid MaryAnn Sharlock on the penslow roll from September 4, 1871, üs February 5, 
1876, which, if allowed, would only amount to 4 
Mr. KLOTZ. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported fa- 
vorably to the House. 


The motion was agreed te. 
JAMES p. SAYER. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
No. 1460) granting an increase of pension to James P. Sayer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed, from and after the passage of this act, to carry 
sion-rolis the name of James P. Sayer, late of 8 C, One and for- 
tieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1460) 
ting an increase of pension to James P. Sayer, late a private Compay G. 
ne hundred and fortieth Regiment P. Volunteers, having the 


same under consideration, following report : 

It is in evidence that the claimant received four distinct wounds at the battle of 
Gettysburgh, Pennsylvania: ove a gunshot wound in left leg, which subsequenti 
necessitated the amputation of leg below the knee; a gunshot wound in eac! 
shoulder, and a shell wound on right forearm. That he now draws a pension at 
the rate of $18 per month, the same as is allowed by law to those who have lost a 
leg below the knee and have full use of both arms for clerical work. It also appears 
in evidence that claimant made application to the Pension Office for increase in 
1877, offering medical and other testimony as to the condition of these several 
wounds and the disability resulting therefrom, which application was rejected on 
T 2 : e Be wen Gath: 

ed under existing law, tanding and increasing disabili: 
from three several wounds other than the one which of itself entitled him to — 
pension be was . Dr. A. Dougherty, United States examini 
surgeon, September 19, 1873, says these wounds: cicatrix on left 
shoulder, deep-seated ; frequently has nambness in middle and ring fingers, some- 
rm; cicatrix of right shoulder from a flesh wound; cicatrix on right 

on pressure and adherent to tendons; at times painful.“ Dr. T. 
nited States * surgeon, r 22, 1877, says of shoulder 
wounds: Nervous sensibility 4 y destroyed, numbness of whole hand, and 
cramping when much used.” Dr. A. S. McElree, a reputable physician, in atlida- 
wit March 21. 1879, says of wound of shoulder and right arm, that they ren- 
der him unfit to perform manual labor, and that he light office work 
with great inconvenience and physical ; t arms very often become 
void of feeling and to some extent when used in writing, &c. Dr. 
R. ä family Let ere of claimant, who amputated limb, in his 
affidavit „ 1879, says of these wounds that at the time they were received 
they were also attacked with — ; they are now the seat of unsightly scars, 
a source of constant suffering, and have permanently impaired the use of the arms, 
so that writing or other emp t becomes tiresome and painful. 

It also rsin evidence that this soldier enlisted when very young and was 
exceptionally heroic and temperate in habits, himself wi the amputation 
of his leg without a tremor, positively refusing either chloroform or ether. 

The law provides a pension of month for total disability, and $18 per 
month for loss of leg below the knee. The claimant in this bill asks an increase 
from $18 to $30 per month. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to amend by adding to the bill the follow- 
ing: 

Subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, inclading the 
visions of the act approved June 25, 1879, and all subsequent acts. s Te 


Mr. Chairman, I do not question the justice of this claim; I will 
concede that an increase is merited in this case. But while that may 
be true, I do know that there are others who ought to have the ben- 
efit of any increase given to this man. They have had their pensions 
rated in the Pension Office by a board of surgeons who rate disabili- 
ties upon principles they have established, and which they apply to 
all cases. In this case, however, we have a n in some district 
in Pennsylvania giving his opinion of the rate of disability. Now, I 
think it must be apparent to every gentleman here that by such a 
method of rating disability we may have one man drawing a pension 
for a certain disability and another man somewhere else drawing a 
lower rate of pension for a like or even a worse disability. A system 
of this kind is obviously so unjust that I think we ought not to go on 
1 in this way. 


RRIS, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question ? 


Mr. WARNER. Most cheerfully. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. If, according to the contempla- 


y submit 


tion of the law, it is worth $18 a month to have lost a leg below the 
knee—which I understand to be the provision of the law—is it not 
worth something more to have gun-shot wounds in both shoulders 
and in the right hand? 

Mr. W. R. Iwas not raising any question of that kind. I 
have constitnents who are drawing $18 a month for the loss of one 
limb and several other wounds. I say that if this claimant should 
percha ra increased other similar claimants ought to have theirs 
ine 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. If there are other similar claim- 


ants. 

Mr. WARNER. This committce should put them together—should 
bring in a general bill covering such cases and rating the disability 
in such a way that all who are similarly disabled may receive like 

usions. 
aes HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I want my friend to say whether 
in his judgment the case here presented is not an equitable one for 
increase of pension. If it is, then it seems to me the gentleman’s 
speech is all out of order. 

Mr. WARNER. Well, that may be the gentleman’s opinion ; but I 
hope tbis House is becoming convinced t this is not the place to 
rate disability—that this House is not competent to decide upon such 
a question. 

. RYON, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman explain to ths 
House what will be the effect of his amendment upon the bill ? 

Mr. WARNER. I will endeavor to answer. tion 4720 of the 
Revised Statutes—— 

Mr. DE LA MATYR. This House has already at the last evening 
session decided four times against this very proposition, after listen- 
ing to four different hes from the same gentleman. 

WARNER. I do not yield to the gentleman from Indiana. I 
call the attention of the committee to this section of the law: 


Src, 4720. When the commencement, and duration of » pension allowed b 
VVV “4 


act, 

Now, the amendment I have offered allows this man to havean in- 
crease of pension; it removes all technical difficulties ; but it sends 
him where the one hundred and fifty thousand other pensioners have 
to go for a determination of the rate of pension they are entitled to 
receive. I say that it is not right to select one man here and there, 
and 8 ion at a special rate which is not granted to others 
eq i 5 

Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
another question ? 

Mr. WARNER. I will. 

Mr. RYON, ef Pennsylvania. Would not this amendment be equiv- 
alent to a defeat of the bill so far as the bill pro any increase f 

Mr. WARNER. Not at all. If there is any technical difficulty in 
the way of this man’s receiving his pension, it will be removed b 
this act. Then for the amount of his pension he will go where ait 
other pensioners go. This is all I claim. This principle is nee I 
do not see how any gentleman can really take ground against it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to have the man point out any 
2 in the pension laws (a copy of which he seems to hold in 

is hand) under which this man can receive more than $18 a month 
if his cas is referred back to the Commissioner of Pensions. I want 
to hear that provision of law for my own information. 

Mr. WARNER. The bill itself grants an increase. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. The rate of increase will be determined in the 
Pension Office. 

Mr. BAILEY, Has the Commissioner of Pensions any authority to 
give this man more than $18 per month, if the case is referred back 
to the Pension Office ? 

Mr, WARNER. There is authority given in this very bill as I un- 
derstand. This man is ted an increase by the bill itself. 

Mr. BAILEY. My question relates to the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. My amendment refers only to the rating, that is all. 

Mr. BAILEY. By the provision of law has the Com: oner the 
right to increase it at all? 

r. WARNER. None; except what is given in this special act. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. This does not ens 8 

Mr. WARNER. I understand it f it does not, then, Mr. 
Chairman, if that be the case, the reasons I have urged are all the more 

tent. If there are five hundred men—and it is in their behalf 

appeal—if there are five hundred men who have lost limbs and have 
wounds as severe as this, is it not right for them to have their 


ions 
increased as well as this single one, whether they come here*and ask 
2 for it or not? Itis our duty to make laws for all to treat 
all alike as nearly as we can. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask why, with that intense desire in behalf of 


the soldiers of whom he speaks, the gentleman has not introduced a 
bill for an increase of ion? 


3 WARNER. I have already introduced two or three bills into 
e 


ouse, 
Mr. CONGER. Why not introduce the remainder and let us go on 
* these bills in order to reach them ? 


I will answer the gentleman why. We can go. 
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over one or two hundred claims of this kind, as I have before shown, 
and leave ten thousand untouched. I think this House is becoming 
convinced that it is incumbent upon it to provide some better way 
by which justice can be meted out to meritorious claimants on the one 
hand and false claimants kept away from the Treasury on the other. 
Tepora te is a roll of honor, pensions are dues, and I am in favor 
of itting every man who is disabled and entitled to it to a place 
there, but I am not willing—and I believe in this that I reflect the 
opinion of soldiers generally—that others shall be permitted to do so. 
Iam not saying that the case before us is not a meritorious case. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. You do not reflect the sentiments of the 
soldiers by any such remarks. ; 

Mr. HUMP Y. Tell us how a pensioner can ever get a pen- 
sion while he remains upon the floor. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not understand the gentleman’s remarks. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. How can any pensioner ever get a pension if 
the time is all taken up by talking while we have a long Private 
Calendar before us. 

Mr.WARNER. If we will take time enough, if it be a week, to dis- 
cuss and to enact a law providing a way, we will have done a great 
deal towards expediting the giving rightful claimants their dues. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is the gentleman a member of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions? 

Mr. WARNER. I am not. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I did not think it was likely. [Cries of Vote!“ 

The GHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania who intro- 
duced the bill desires to be heard upon it. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. | I desire to know how much time the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has remaining. 

The OHAIRMAN. Debate is unlimited. Each gentleman recog- 
nized has an hour. 

Mr. WARNER. I yield to the gentleman from West Lie erer 

Mr. SWALLENBERG ER. I stood by the side of this soldier at the 
ere of Gettysburgh, and I should like to say a word in favor of the 


Mr. WARNER. I will say to my friend from Pennsylvania I do 
not understand and am not discussing the merit of this particular bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has surrendered the 
floor, and the 0 ae from West Virginia has been recognized. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I have only one word to say. I 
have no desire to prevent the passa; 
8 “nee in reference to 
io 


of any just claim, but there is 
law. I take it my friend from 
rs under a misapprehension. Eighteen dollars a month 
under the law is al this party can be granted at the Pension Office. 
If he receives a pension, it is by virtue of an act of Congress. 
Therefore I take it, if his amendment be adopted, it Meoludes this 
party receiving any more, and puts him back. 

Mr. WARNER. If that will be the effect of the amendment, I 
withdraw it. 

Mr. WILSON. . While I have the floor I desire to say a word in 
reply to the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Mis- 
souri as to,these bills coming here; and what I desire to reply to is 
this: Under the law we have passed the Commissioner of Pensions 
has a certain restraint thrown around him and rules prescribed which 
he cannot di There are many meritorious claims he cannot 
allow. He is hampered by the action of 3 and the rules pre- 
scribed by this House. I therefore suggest, where he cannot grant a 
pension, the party comes to Congress, not with an appeal 

Mr. BUCKNER. I wish to ask the gentleman a ragen Is this 
a case as to the strength of testimony or what bie t it shall have ? 

Mr. WILSON. Iam glad the gentleman has ed the question. 
Now, there are cases where the Commissioner cannot allow a pension 
for the only reason that the proof is not of the kind and character 
that he is required to A party takes no appeal here; he is re- 
jected there and he makes his original application before this Honse. 

can better explain my ition by an illustration. Take two men 
who fought on the same day, who were wounded in the same battle 
and fell on the same day. One of these men had it in his power to 
prove by certificate from some officer that he was wounded, and is 
pensioned by the Pension Department. The other unfortunately can- 
not furnish an official certificate, he cannot get the official proofs re- 
quiredeby the Department, and consequently he cannot get his pen- 
sion. Both of these men fought on the same day, both fought 9 
well under the same flag. e is fortunate enough to get evidence 
enough tb sustain his claim before the Department, while the other 
is 8 not to have that evidence. 

Mr. HATCH. Why not change the law in that respect ? 


Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir; ma ought to change the law; and when 
I was on the Pension Committee four years ago I tried and so did the 
Pensién Committee to get the law changed. But the fact that the law 


has not been changed does not lie at the door of the man who applies 
for a pension. The fault is with Congress. Ten years ago we should 
have amended that law. To-day we should doit. Because Con 

has not amended it pon should not prevent these men from applying 
here. They should have that privilege when their cases cannot come 
technically within the requirements of the law as administered by 
the Pension Bureau. They have been denied by the Pension Depart- 
ment; it is not their fault. Nor are they denied by the fault of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, but they are denied because there is an 
omission on the part of Congress. Therefore, as long as the law has 


not been bp let us adhere to the practice heretofore prevailin 
in e have authority as wide and unlimited as the win 
to on whomsoever we believe nts a meritorious case. 

trast, therefore, that in the consideration of various claims on the 
Calendar we are not any longer to hear “this is an appeal from the 
decision of the Commissioner of Pensions.” 

The Commissioner of Pensions I believe has performed his duty hon- 
estly, faithfully, and well, but there are claims where he cannot allow 
apension, and those claims, many of them, are full of merit. There 
are claims which he has not been able to allow, where the Committee 
on Pensions are unanimoys, as they always are, where they report in 
favor of a claim, and such cases should be allowed. You remit these 
claims to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Eleven gentlemen 
constitute that committee. There are more or less of lawyers among 
them. Every gentleman, I take it, on that committee is equally 
8 thoroughly as competent and honest as the Commissioner of 

ensions. When you have the combined judgment of eleven of these 
gentlemen, and they recommend a claim as meritorions, I for one am 
willing to follow the report of the committee, as I generally do the 
report of other committees, 

his is a meritorious claim. This gallant young man is certainly 
entitled to what is asked. He was wounded four times at the battle 


of Gettysburgh. 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. I do 
not know whether he is a member of the Pension Committee or not, 
but I would like to ask him if there is not now pending before that 
committee a bill of the character to which he refers ? 

Mr. WILSON. I have not been a member of the Pension Commit- 
tee for four years. I cannot answer the gentleman’s question, 

Mr. GODSHALK. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN: The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GODSHALK. My point is this: that the amendment having 
been withdrawn debate is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will pa te: being consideration 
day, as long as gentlemen desire to speak the Chair has no discretion 
but to 5 them. The committee alone can limit debate by 


rising for . 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a single 


word on this bill. I will not detain the committee but amoment. I 
happen to know this soldier, and I introduced the bill for his relief. 
Istood beside him at the battle of Gettysburgh. I know he received 
four distinct wounds in that battle. Ido not think any gentleman 
on this floor after reading this report can doubt the justice and equity 
of giving this soldier an increased pension. 

e garenon presenting itself to this Honse and this committee is 
this: Why should this claimant come to Congress? I want to tell you 
why. Hecomes to Congress spy because under general laws he can 
only obtain a pension for loss of leg below the knee. In common with 
all other soldiers who have lost a leg below the knee, and yet who 
3 suffer from no other wounds or disability, he has obtained $18 
amonth. He has, in addition to that, been wounded in both shoulders 
and in the right arm. He is, to my certain knowled 8 
unable to do clerical work. He is suffering continually with pain, 
and unable to do professional work. He wasan industrious and gal- 
lant soldier, willing to earn his livelihood when he can, anywhere and 
at any time. A soldier is entitled to 818 a month who simply has lost 
a leg below the knee. I hope the law may be amended so as to pro- 
vide forthese several wounds, but until the law is amended this poor, 
wounded, crippled, heroic soldier should have the benefit of the equi- 
table consideration of Congress. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I have the floor and do not yield. Is not 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. WARNER, Ja soldier himself, drawing 
a large pension, willing to allow this private soldier, who suffered as 
he never did, to draw the pension which he is justly entitled to draw 
under every rule of justice andequity? I say it does not become that 
gentleman to stand upon this floor and impede the progress of this 
just claim. 

I am willing to amend the law. 
sion of Congress to give just such soldiers as this #24a month. Iwas 
sustained in that by the sentiment of this country. The Legislature 
of Ohio unanimously passed resolutions instructing the gentleman to 
vote for that bill. 

Mr. WARNER. Bring your bill in here. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. That being so, the Legislature of his 
own State having instructed him to vote a pension of $24 to a man 
who had simply lost his leg below the knee, that gentleman nowstands 
to bar this t Union private soldier from getting what is his due. 

Mr. WARNER. Oh! the gentleman knows that is not so, 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. This man received four distinct wounds, 
which disqualified him for manual labor and have caused him con- 
tinuous suffering. And am I to be told, Mr. Chairman, to-night that 
a gallant Union soldier, as I admit the gentleman from Ohio was, for 
I Enc it—am I to be told that it is right for him to stand here to- 
night consuming the time, the valuable time, of this committee, and 
thereby barring claims like this, which the general law cannot grant— 
exceptional claims because these are exceptional wounds; grop 
tional because the sufferings of this man are exceptional ? Gan it 
that we are to sit here hour after hour placing barriers in the way of 
these gallant men? I trast this bill will be passed promptly. 


I introduced a bill at the last ses- . 


1880. 


Mr. WARNER rose. [Cries of “Vote! Vote!”] 
Mr. WARNER. I will not be put down by cries of Vote! vote!” 
It is my right to be heard. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
closing dobate. 

Mr. PAGE. It is not the gentleman's right to talk more than once 
upon ae Pere 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri, that the committee rise. 

Mr. WARNER. If the gag is to be applied Ishall demand a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is out of order. 

Mr. ATKINS. I shall demand a quorum if the gag is to be applied 
to the gentleman from Ohio, 

Mr. KLOTZ. He has done nothing but talk while he has been here. 

The motion that the committee rise was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had had under consideration the Private Calendar, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar; and pending that I move that 
all debate on the pending bill and amendments be limited to—how 
much time does the gentleman from Ohio want? 

Mr. WARNER. I want five minutes. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, No, sir. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The question being put on the motion to adjourn, it was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House, pending which he moves that all debate on the 
pending bill and amendments thereto be closed in five minutes. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I move to amend by making it one 
minute. 

The amendment was not to. 

The motion to limit debate on the pending bill and amendments 
théreto to five minutes was a to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 3. 

Mr. BUCKNER. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the gentleman did 
not rise in bis seat to make the point that a quorum had not voted, 

Mr. BUCKNER. I do not insist on it, 

So the motion was to; and the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr, CALKINS in 
the chair. 

Mr, CONGER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is 
recognized. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Michigan will not 
insist on that point. 

Mr. PAGE. I insist if the gentleman from Michigan does not. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hopes the gentleman will not insist. 
The gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. WARNER. I regret ex gly, Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. PAGE. I object to the gentleman speaking again upon this 


bill. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair appeals to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia to withdraw his objection and let the gentleman from Ohio 


: Mr. PAGE, I think that the debate ought to be divided among the 
members of this House, and I do object to its being monopolized by 
any one member of the House. 

. FINLEY. The gentleman from Ohio has not spoken on the bill 


as yet. 
Mr. WARNER. Idid not speak on the bill. I spoke to my amend- 


ment. 
Mr. PAGE. On the appeal of several members and not wishing to, 


do the gentleman from Ohio injustice I yield at this time, but I do 
protest against any one gentleman monopolizing the debate. 

Tey MAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized and will 
pro S 

Mr. WARNER. Iregret that my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SHALLENBERGER] has seen fit to vane Dorana matters into ques- 
tions of this kind. I thought we had had enough of that thing. I 
surely gave no occasion for it either to my friend from Pennsylvania 
or to any one else. 

I did not oppose an increase of pension to this claimant, and cer- 
tainly should not do so after the explanation made by the gentleman. 
But I wish to say in reply to his remark, that the Legislature of the 
State of Ohio has not instructed or requested the Representatives 
from that State on this floor to give one man a pension of $30 for a 
given disability when there are five hundred o equally deserv- 
ing who get but half that or less, Y 

r. VAN VOORHIS. Give it to all of them. 

Mr. WARNER. That is the only ground upon which I raised any 
question in regard to this icular bill; and I say that it was not 
only unfair but it was in the nature of demagogism for the gentle- 
man to direct any personal remarks to me on account of what I said 
in the debate upon this bill. . 
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I do stand here, however, and hoe mes to stand he: 
this ki 


in advocacy 
of the removal of all questions o nd from this House. This 
House is not a proper court of appeal from the decision of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. I know we do not and cannot, acting in this 
way, deal equitably with claimants and give them their just dues as 
they should have them, and at the same time keep out claims that 
are not meritorious, Iam not now proposing a general bill, but I 
have insisted and do insist on this one point, that in the matter of 
rating disability we should be governed by some principle and deal 
out justice even-handedly and alike to all—not give to one an increase 
and deny it to others equally deserving. 

Mr. CONGER. You have said that or four times. 8 

Mr. WARNER. And I repeat it now in reply to what was said by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SHALLENBERGER.] And 
repeat furthermore that the pension-roll is a roll of honor. Iam in 
favor of the increase of pension in this case and in all like bat 
I want it done in a proper way and before a tribunal that will give the 
same benefits to all. 

Mr. HAWK. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAWK. I desire to ask if we have not a rule, lately adopted 
by this House, that no member shall be allowed to speak more than 
once npon any question, until every other member desiring to speak 
has had an o tunity to do so? 

The CHA MAN. The Chair understands the gentleman to state 
the substance of the rule correctly. 

Mr. HAWK. Then I do not know how it is that one or two mem- 
bers on this occasion are allowed to take up all of the time of this 
committee, 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. SHALLEN- 
BERGER] occupied more time than I did. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
eee again on this question was withdrawn. 

Mr. HAWK. I was not in when that was done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon ordering this bill to be 
laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 

b 2 question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 85, 
noes 9. 

Mr. BUCKNER. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being raised that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers, and appoint Mr. BUCKNER, of 
Missouri, and Mr. Davis, of Illinois, to act as tellers. And the Chair 
hopes that all members present will vote on one side or the other, so 
the committee will not find itself without Pa enna 

The Committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 91, no 1. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will not insist upon the point that no quorum 
has voted. 

So the bill was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. McLANE. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) What for? 

Mr. MCLANE. So that we can adjourn; it is evident that not 
much business will be done. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the § er.) hope the committee will not now 
rise; we can pass sev: other pension bills. 

The question was taken upon the motion that the committee rise; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 23, noes 64. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I will not insist upon the point that no qnorum 
has voted. But I desire to say that while I am perfectly willing to 
take my share of responsibility in passing these pension bills, I give 
notice that if we are to continue the consideration of these pension 
bills I shall insist upon a call ef the House if the point is raised that 
no quorum was present. 

Mr. PAGE. All right. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I will do so for the reason that I think members 
who vote to have a night session should be obliged to attend. I want 
the responsibility to rest upon the majority of the House, and not 
upon a few members who may come here. 

No further count being called for, the motion that the committee 
rise was not agreed to, 


JAMES M. BORELAND. 


The next pension billon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
ane RaO ANE an increase of pension to James M. Boreland; intro- 
du by Mr. BAYNE and reported by Mr. COFFROTH. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Te nee Onde ta Ee Le of the United States of 

Congress assemb That the retary of tho Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to increase the pension of James M. Boreland, late 
a private in Company C, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, so that he 
shall be entitled to receive the rate allowed by existing laws to those wholly disa- 
bled while in the service of the United States. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
av seating an increase of pension to James M. Boreland, after consideration of 
the facts, ully report: 


James M. was mustered into the United States military service as a 
vate in Company C, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve on the 24th 
of July, 1861; was wounded in the thigh at the battle of Bull Ran—se 
battle of Bull Run—August 29, 1662, and for this wound he receives a pension of 
$4 per month. In July, 1863, while on a march from Gettysburgh, having recov- 
ered sufficiently from his wound to resume active duty with his company, he fell 
across a foot-log, while crossing a stream, and injured himself in the stomach. 
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This necessitated his transfer to a less arduous line of duty, and he was con- 
sequently put in Company E, First Veteran Reserve Corps, in which he continued 
until that organization was mustered out. 

The 1 incurably insane, and has been confined in the Western Penn - 
sylvania Hospital for the Insane since June 25, 1872. 

If his present unfortunate condition is the result of the injury to which it is at- 
tributed, he is undoubtedly entitled to the relief sought for by this bill. 

He made application for an increase of pension before he became insane, on the 
ground that the injury he received at Gettysburgh produced frequent and violent 
convulsions. After his complete insanity his guardian prosecuted the claim. It 
was N not on the ground, however, that he had not received the in- 
jury, for that was made abundantly clear by the testimony of eye-witnesses ; nor 
was it upon the ground that he was not entitled to an increase and ultimately to 
the amount allowed to those who are totally disabled, if his insanity certainly re- 
sulted ffom that injury, but it was rejected on the ground that insanity had 
not been clearly traced to the injury to be its cause. 

This soldier was a blacksmith by occupation, and was eee and physically 
vigorous when he entered the service. Though his first wound was severe, he 


Dixmon: sy 
under my care since the 25th June, 1#72, and he was decidedly insane when ad 
mitted, and entirely unfit to work or support himself ever since. He is a victim 
of epilepsy, and at times is fearfully dangerous to those who have the care of him. 
I can see nothing for him in the future rks a continued p of enfeeble- 
ment of mind, terminating in dementia, and finally in death.“ Reed says, in 
ther affidavit, that“ the form of his (the applicant's) disease is that of epileptic 
2 and was, I believe, induced by some injuries received at some time w 
in the service of the Army.” 
The absence of any othercause and the close relation of the hurt to his stomach 
at the battle of Gettysburgh, with his transfer to the hospital and the Invalid 
the convulsions and epilepsy and su uent hopeless insanity, are obvi- 
ously all of one event in this applicant's life. 
ee 2 is respectfully reported back to the House with the recommendation 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying this bill aside, to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr.DUNNELL. I am unwilling to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee, but I desire to call the attention of members to this case as 
presenting a most remarkable illustratien of the power of the Pen- 
sion Bureau and the action of Congress. This person could not ob- 
tain his pension from the bureau under the law, use, as is alleged, 
it could not be shown that his insanity was the reenlt of an injury 
received while he was in the service; yet when the case is presented 
to the House there is abundance of evidence to show that his insan- 
ity did result from an injury received by him while in the service. 

e Pension Bureau could not allow the claim; we here do allow it. 
It is very gratifying to me that we have here a case which so ad- 
mirably illustrates not only the inability of the Department but the 
justice and equity which we ought to and do exercise here. 

Mr. WARNER. If all cases presented here were cases of this char- 
acter there would not be the slightest opposition to them. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 


JAMES AARON, 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
No. 2041) granting a pension to James Aaron. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of James Aaron, Company 
F, Ninetg-first Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, at the rate of $9 per month, 
commencing on the 29th of June, 1865, that being date of his discharge from the 
Army of the United States on account of injuries received and disease contracted 
while in said military service and in lino of duty. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Gommittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
2041) granting a pension to James Aaron, late private in Company F, Ninety-first 
bas nthe of Pennsylvania Volunteers, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to submit the 3 report: 

James Aaron, the claimant, enlisted on the 21st day of September, 1864, in Com- 
= F, Ninety-first Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was honorably 
ine ed on the th of June, 1865. He filed an application for pension, allegin 
that while in the Army of the United States he was disabled in consequence o: 
severe exposure and hardship of the service, by eee hig fever and vari- 
cose ulceration of the right leg. His claim was 9 on the 17th of February, 

1879, on the supposition that the varicose veins existed prior to enlistment. 

‘The committee have carefully reviewed all the sworn testimony filed in support 
of this claim, and they are of the opinion that the rejection is erroneons ; that there 
is not a syllable of evidence to show that the claimantsuffered from varicose ulcera- 
tion of the right leg before he enlisted in the Army. 

John G. Leasure and Joseph Bennett, members of Company F, Ninety-first Reg- 
iment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and comrades of the claimant, swear that at 
the time of his enlistment they were well uainted with him, and that he was an 
able-bodied man, and was examined by a physician appoin for that purpose ; 


that on or about the 26th of November, 1864, at or near Hatcher's Run, Virginia, 


James Aaron was disabled in the line of his duty by reason of an aggravated 
disease (by camp life) of the right leg, as reported by the hospital steward of that 
lace, and was sent away from the regiment, unty for duty, and never returned, he 
ing unfit for excessive fatigue or duty.” 
Zachariah Shaffer, a private in the same company, swears that the claimant “was 
an able-bodied man at the time of his enlistment, and that at or near Petersburgh 
he was attacked by some slow fever, which a to create a severe sore or 
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running ulcer on his right leg, ripen min em 8, 1878) remains a running ulcer.” 
This witness also says he was "acq ted with the claimant, James Aaron, at 
the time of his enlistment, while in the Army, and, since his return, to the pres- 
ent.” Other witnesses sustain this testimony. 


On the 22d day of February, 1877, Dr. John G. Hughes swears that he graduated 
at Jefferson Medical College, in March, 1853, and that he has been well acquainted 
with James Aaron for eighteen years, and had been his eee 
to his enlistment, and says: I never knew him (prior to his enlistment) to suffer 
from any 3 disease, or give any evidence or indication eee 
weakness. I saw him at his home soon after his return from the service. I was 
called upon to visit him, professionally and give him treatment. I found him at 
that time vi much debilitated and broken down in general health, but suffering 
woken eed m diseased lungs" He further swears that he was then the “ un- 

‘ortunate bearer of varicose ulcers of the lower limb, from which he suffers greatly 
most of the time, Indeed, they never heal up entirely, but are open and —s 
ing, more or less, all the time. As they seem to be the result of the enlarged 
varicose condition of the veins of the legs, they render N about often almost 
an impossibility. In closing my statement of this case, I would add that I do con- 
sider the applicant, James Aaron, a most worthy claimant; that he is a confirmed 
sufferer from ailment contracted in the service.” 

On the 16th of August, 1878, O. P. G. Olark, acting Commissioner of Pensions, 


Mr. Knee answered as follows : 
“ CHANEYSYILLE, BEDFORD County, PA., 
> “ August 28, 1878. 

„Sin: I have known James Aaron for twelve years, and have seen him more or 
less every day during this time. He has had a bad leg ever since he has been dis- 
751 out of the Army; know that his physical condition was good before he 
went in the Arey, one that he ought to be entitled to pension above others that 
are getting pensions, 
“ Respectfully, 


Hon. COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS.” 


The examining surgeon, Jacob A, Baird, in 1878, fixes the disability at one-half 
loss of foot, or $1 per month, and says: “J . his (the applicant's) present 
condition, and from the evidence before him, the disability did originate 
in the service in the line of — 

In the opinion of the committee this is a meritorious claim, and report the bill 
back to the House and recommend its passage, 


The bill was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House. 
CAPTAIN SAMUEL C. SCHOYER, 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
No. 253) to increase the pension of Captain Samuel C. Schoyer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett ens On ee the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to increase the ion of Captain Samuel C. Schoyer, late 
captain of Company G, One hun and thirty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers, to 880 per month. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the TLAN R. No, 
253) to increase the pension of Captain Samuel C. Schoyer, having the samo 
under consideration, respectfully report: j 
That Samuel C. Schoyer was captain of Company G, One hundred and thirty- 
ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, and participated with his ent 
in the war of 1861-65. That on the 2d day of June, 1864, he was wounded at the 
battle of Cold Harbor, by a gunshot in the left ankle joint, which completely de- 
stroyed it and produced permanent anchylosis ; that he now receives a pension of 
$20 per month on certificate No. 46970; that he is permanently disabled by the 
wound, and is oy growing worse. 
Dr. Andrew Fleming. of Pittsburgh, apne Se certifies that Captain 
Schoyer is ey disabled by paralysis, undoubtedly the result of his wound. 
Dr. L. H. Willard, of the same city, certifies that he has been Captain Schoyer's 
hysician for the past six years, and that Captain Schoyer is totally unable to per- 
‘orm manual labor, and that in consequence of his wound he suffers from ysis 
of the legs, which may soon result in his inability to walk; that in fact his system 
has become so greatly enfeebled that he may be properly termed a complete wreck. 
25 E and standing of these surgeons and physicians are satisfactorily 
vouched for. 
Japtain Schoyer isa lawyer by profession. He states that his injury has resulted 
1 23 . affects the lower part of his 
spine; that at times he is unable to walk, and the greater part of the time unable 
to write, and that since the date of his wound he has been under constant medical 
and surgical attention. 
The committee believe this application to be most meritorious, and recommend 
the passage of the bill herewith returned. í 


Mr. BUCKNER. Will some gentleman explain on what groun 
this claim is brought here, and whether the facts as stated in the 
report were before the Commissioner? 

r. TAYLOR. I will say to the gentleman that no case, unless it 
is a very exceptional one, is decided by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions unless it has passed through the Pension Office. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Then this case has been acted on by the Pension 
Office, and the Commissioner has refused to allow the claim? 

Mr. BAYNE. No. I can explain the bill, as it was introduced by 
me. Captain Schoyer is a member of the Pittsburgh bar, and, as 
stated in the report, was wounded at the battle of Cold Harbor, in 
1864. The wound was at the ankle joint, and a very serious one. The 
doctors declared it necessary that the leg should be amputated. oep: 
tain Schoyer refused to have amputation performed. Subsequen 
his whole system became penetrated with the poison from the wound. 
He is now in a state of absolute enfeeblement, and in the course of 
three or four years will die. He is paralyzed in both legs and both 
arms. He is utterly disabled for duty in his profession. He is unfit 
for any kind of labor. He has a wife and an interesting family. He 
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has no means of 8 He has that spirit, that pride, that patri- 
otism which woul bid him to come and ask this bounty on 
the part of the Gevernment were it not absolutely necessary. Ican 
refer the gentleman to many here who know this man—among others 
to the Speaker of this House, who is acquainted with him and his fam- 
ily, and who, with many other persons, will corroborate the statement 
I make, 

Mr. BUCKNER. I do not doubt the gentleman’s statement at all. 
I only wished to know whether application for this increase of pen- 
sion had been made to the Commissioner. 

Mr. BAYNE. Les, sir. This man now gets the full amount allowed 
by law to one who has both feet and both arms; but he is in an infi- 
nitely worse condition than many a man who has lost one leg and 
one arm. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The case, then, is one which the law does not pro- 
vide for ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; the law does not provide for it. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported favorably to the House, 


JESSE MICKEN. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
No. 3259) granting a pension to Jesse Hicken. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it do., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Gtk end disse to place on the pension-roll the name of Jesse Hicken, of 
Chester, Delaware County, Pennsylvania, for payment of a pension at the rate 
allowed by law to private soldiers disabled by wounds received in the war of the 
rebellion while in the service of the United States and in the line of duty, the said 

msion to commence on the 26th day of apa 1852, the date of discharge of said 
Hicken, who was discharged by reason of isability incurred while in said service 
and in the line of his duty in the war of the re 

The report was read, as follows: 


Tho Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No, 3259) 
granting a pension to Jesse Hicken, of Chester, Pennsylvania, a soldier of the late 
war, having had the same under consideration, respectfully submit the following 


It is in evidence that the claimant, on the 15th day of October, 1861, was enrolled 
as a private in Company E, Eighty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and that on 
. |, 1802, ho was discharged from the service on account of dis- 


ability. 

It fs alsoin evidence from the affidavit of William H. Shearman, first lieutenant 
of the said com „that the claimant sustained permanent injury in the right 
hand while engaged in the line of duty, on or about the 5th day of . 1862, 

It is also in evidence from the same affidavit that he was further injured, while 
in — 7 1 duty, at or near Alexandria, Virginia, on or about the 10th day of 
April, 18 
‘ Tt is further shown by the evidence of Jolm L, Kite, popin steward of the said 

regiment, that the sickness from which ee = arti while lying in said 


hospital was the result of exposure during 
It is also in evidence by the testimony of Dr. J. L. Forword, of Chester, Penn- 
military service of the 


1 that prior to the enlistment of the claimant in the 
n 


ited States he was in good health. 
Tt is also in evidence that the claimant is in very destitute circumstances. 


It is the opinion of the committee, from the evidence submitted, (although the 
claimant is unable to furnish the strict medical testimony required.) that the ie 
ries from which he now suffers wero received while in the mili service of 
Government during the late war and while in the line of oe. hey, therefore, 
return the bill to the House, and recommend the passage of same. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know who reported or who introduced 
this bill—— 

Mr. WARD. I introduced the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to know upon what this bill is 
grounded if there is no sufficient medical evidence that the disability 
occurred in the line of duty. 

Mr. WARD. I will state the facts of the case as I understand them. 
This man is now very old, and, as the report states, is in very desti- 
tute circumstances. Although he was advanced in age at the time 
of the war, he entered the military service of the country and did 
duty faithfully as a soldier. For some time after the close of tho 
war he never expected to claim a pension. Years rolled on, and mean- 
while the evidence which would have supported his claim by bring- 
ing it strictly within the requirements of the Pension Office was lost. 
His circumstances © reduced by reason of the death of a son, 
who had been his sole dependence. He is now left destitute in his 
old age, and by reason of disability is incapacitated for making such 
exertion on his own behalf as would feet fy him. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Was the case acted on in the Pension Office !? 

. WARD. It was. . 
Mr. MoMILLIN. And rejected? 

Mr. WARD. And rejected. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Upon the evidence that is here? 

. WARD. Because the applicant could not produce the evidence. 
. MCMILLIN. Was it rejected upon the evidence that is here? 

Mr. WARD. I think there was additional evidence produced be- 
fore the committee, 

_Mr. 3 Why was it not produced before the Commis- 
sioner 

Mr. WARD. Because it was not the kind of evidence which would 
have been received. As time went on the military officers who were 
personally cognizant of this man’s injuries died; the physician who 
attended him, I think, died; and nobody able to testify to the facts 
was left but the hospital steward, whose evidence was submitted to 
the committee, and is referred to in the report. This is the case of 
an old man, who, never expecting to claim a pension, allowed the 
years to go by within which he could have collected such evidence 
as would have satisfled the Commissioner. 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Does the applicant himself testify to the 
wounds? 3 

Mr. WARD. He does. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It seems to me there is no sufficient evidence 
here of disability occurring in the line of duty. It appears that this 
man remained inactive for years, not expecting to demand a pension, 
and I presume he did not conceive himself entitled to it. 

Mr. WARD. Yes, he did. The gentleman will see this difference. 
Chan have occurred in this man’s circumstances. As has been 
sta a son upon whose support he depended, and who had also 
served in the Army, was removed by death, and what he contributed 
to the old man’s support was then withdrawn. Now, in his old age, 
in his sick condition, as shown by the testimony in the report, he is 
left to his own resources and is incapacitated for labor. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, this is ene of a 
numerous class of cases where this body is required to act as a su 
vising board over cases coming from the Pension Department. If 
department is worth anything, when the facts are before it and it 
has decided upon them, its action should haye some weight with this 
House; but if we are to raise the foon aatos and letin every pariy 
whose claim is rejected by the Pension Office, then we had better quit 
legislation on everything else, discharge 47115 other committee, and 
g to work on pension cases alone, for it will take more than three 

undred and sixty-five days to act upon them. If a man has a meri- 
torious case, or if he is unable to bring the evidence because of cir- 
cumstances that oan convince us he originally had it, we ought to 
grant him a pension. But that is not the case here. We have no 
2 it ever existed, and I do not think the claim ought to be 
allowed. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ELIZA M’CONNEL. 

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
No. 3260) granting a pension to Eliza McConnel. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Eliza McConnel, 
widow of William McConnel, late captain of Company E, Ninety- 
seventh Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, in the late war of t 
rebellion, and pay the said widow a pension from and after the 25th 
day of April, 1565, the date of the honorable discharge of said McCon- 
nel from said service, at the rate of pensions eeir Se existing laws 
to the widows of deceased captains who were killed while in the 
service of the United States, and in the line of duty in the said war 
of the rebellion. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The record shows that William McComnel on the 2d day of October, 186 rng 
enrolled in the United States service in Company E, Nincty-soventh ent of 
8 Volunteers, and that he was honorably discharged April 25, 1865, for 


The afidavit of Dr. Eberhart, the surgeon of the said regiment, shows that said 
MecConnel was attacked with jaundice while in said service, from which he never 
reco and with which he was affected at the time of his discharge; that he 
was free from any affection of the liver at the time of bis enlistment. Other tes- 
timony shows that he was a sound and healthy man at the time of his enlistment. 
The testimony of General Pennypacker shows that he contracted disease from ex- 
ure to malaria in the southern swamps in the line of his duty. The affidavit of 
r. Hartman shows that in 1806 he was called upon to treat said McConnel pro- 
feasionally, and found him affected with chronic liver complaint, which terminated 
in enlargement of that organ, followed by abdominal dropsy, from which he finally 
died. The marriage of said MeConnel with the petitioner is duly established. 
The committee are satisfied from the evidence submitted that the said William 
McConnel died from the effects of a disease contracted in the United States mili- 
tary service in the late war and in the line of his duty. They therefore 
the passage of the accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


ABNER HOOPES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was a bill (H. R. No. 
3264) . pension to Abner Hoopes. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place on the 5 VEE the name of Abner Hoopes, 
late a private in Company A, First Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves, 
who is hereby granted a pension to date from the date of his dis- 
charge, at the rate now allowed by law to disabled private soldiers, 
wounded in the late war of the rebellion, for disability incurred while 
in the service of the United States and in the line of duty in the late 
war of the rebellion. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The testimony on file in the Pension Bureau shows that the claimant served 
faithfully in the late war in Company A, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
from December 10, 1861, for three years, less a few days. 

It appears that on the march from the Wilderness to Petersburgh, Virginia, he 
contracted a spinal disease. 

The affidavit of the adjutant of the regiment is positive as to the place and time 
when the disease was contracted. His otticer has had personal knowledge of the 
claimant from that date until the present time, and testified that the disease ren- 
dered claimant entirely helpless, requiring the constant attention of a nurse. 

The difficulty in supplying the precise testimony, according to the regulation, 
arises from the fact that the two physicians who attended Hoopes imm 
after he left the service are now dead. There is abundant evidence from 
neighbors and friends tending to prove conclusively that the disease was contracted 
in the service, and that he has been a helpless sufferer from it ever since. 
1 the case meritorious the committee recommend the passage of the 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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Mr. CALDWELL. I move the committee do now rise. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 24. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker kei bates ances 
the chair, Mr. CALKINS reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had, according to order, had under consideration the Private 
Calendar and had directed him to report sundry bills to the House, 
some with and some without amendment, including the bills laid aside 
to be reported to the House at a previous sitting of the committee 
and not then reported because, a 8 not appearing, the commit- 
tee, under the rules, had risen, when an adjournment took place. 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House were severally ordered to be en and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and 
A bill 5 R. No. 2290) granting a pension to William Bowman; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2469) granting a pension to Arthur I. McConnell; 
A bill (H. R. No. 238) granting an increase of pension to J. J. Pur- 
an ; : 

bill ( 


A H. R. No. 3261) granting a pension to Elizabeth Asbo e 
A bill (H. R. No. 3100) granting relief to Samuel B. Hutchinson, 
guardian of Mary Ann Shurlock; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1460) granting an increase of pension to James P. 


Sayer; 

Bå bill (EH. R. No. 254) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
reland ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2041) granting a pension to James Aaron; 

. bill (H. R. No. 253) to increase the pension of Captain Samuel C. 

oyer ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3259) granting a pension to Jesse Hicken; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2364 granting a pension to Eliza MeConnel; aud 

A bill (II. R. No. 3264) granting a pension to Abner Hoopes. 


EDMUND EASTMAN. 


The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. No. 1464 graning a pension to 
paoui Eastman is reported with an amendment, which the Clerk 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Pla i cides all after the word “volunteers,” in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof 
lowing: 

1 1 , and wounds contracted in the line of duty in the 
9 of the ited Beaten In the won of the rebellion, anid pension to 
date from the discharge of said soldier.” 

Mr. HATCH. That amendment was not carried in committee. 

Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania. I think it was. 

The SPEAKER. It comes from the Committee of the Whole in- 
dorsed with that amendment. ; 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, if was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MELISSA WAGNER. 


The next bill reported from the committee with amendments was 
the bill (H. R. No, 225) granting a pean to Melissa Wagner. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Add as follows: ‘‘ Who died from the effect of wounds received in action and in 
ei tinei Sn A Said pension to take effect from the date of the death of her late 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en and read athird 
ame; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


THOMAS LOWRY. 

The next bill reported from the committee with amendments was 
the bill (H. R. No. 229) granting a pension to Thomas Lowry. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add as follows: Who contracted permanent disability in the service of his 
country in the line of duty during the war of the rebellion." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en, and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


And then, on motion of Mr. HATCH, (at nine o’clock and fifty-five 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other Pe were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as allow viz: 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of Vaughan & Miller, Jack’s Creek, 
Tennessee, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprie medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. B. U: The petition of importers, refiners, and dealers 
in sugars, for the retention of the present nated scale of duties, 
and obliging all below No. 10 in color testing 92° to pay the 
— as if between Nos. 10 and 13, Dutch standard—to the same com- 

ttee. 


By Mr. BAYNE: The petitions of William H. Jones and 118 others; 
of George W. Burns and 11 others; of Jacob Young and 69 others, of 
Allegheny County; of William Holmes and 29 others, of Braddocks ; 


of John O. Morgan and 25 others, of Elizabeth, and of George W. 
McGraw and 70 others, of Tarentum, Pennsylvania, for the passage of 
the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of S. Barron, for the removal of his 
political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

zi Mr. BELTZHOOVER : The peron of J. C. Lango, Pittsburgh ; 
of J. M. Allis, Wan and of McClelland & Reed and others, of 
Freeport, Pennsylvania, druggists, for the removal of the stamp-tax 
on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BENNETT: The petition of H. W. Coe, publisher of the 
Times, Valley City, Dakota Territory, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the same committee. 

Mr. BERRY: The petition of W. W. Theobalds, publisher of the 
B California, of similar import —to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of California, that the patent laws be 
so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented arti- 
cles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the pennon of citizens of California, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the 8 imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petitions of D, C. Thomas and 10 others; 
of George W. Bowers and 14 others, and of F. N. Berkey and 16 others, 
citizens of Indiana, for the adjustment and payment of the Morgan 
raid claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of the Western Wholesale Druggists“ Association, 
for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and pro- 
nag medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of W. T. Harris, G. T. Russell, 
and about 100 others, citizens of Allen County, Kentucky, that Con- 

enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 

e people by the transportation monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMP: The petition of members of the International In- 
stitute for preserving weights and measures, and others, against the 
introduction of the French metric system of weights and measures— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ALVAH A. CLARK: The petition of Abiel Abbott and John 
L. Merrill, for pay for loss of steamer Bergen while in the United States 
service—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. COLERICK: The petition of J. C.Christman and 86 others. 
citizens of Wells County, Indiana, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Àlso, the petition of Robert L. McFadden and 84 others, citizens of 
Wells County, Indiana, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate 
the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation monop- 
olies that now contro] the interstate commerce of the eountry—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petitions of Gerard C. Tobey and others, for 
a survey of Wareham Harbor, and an estimate of cost for its im- 
provement—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Gerard C. Tobey and others, for the erection 
of a permanent beacon at the entrance of Wareham River—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: Resolutions of the Board of Trade 
of apr e asking for a commission composed of representa- 
tives of different interests to prepare a form of a national bankrupt 
act for the consideration of Congress—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of Theodore Coleman, pub- 
lisher of the Journal, Santa Clara, California, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on a Tee the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petitions of druggists at Vail, Greeley, 
Delaware, and Winthrop, Iowa, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petitions of the State officers and mem- 
bers of the General Assembly of Wisconsin; of Alexander Mitchell 
and 304 business firms, of Milwaukee, and of Moore & Galloway and 
103 other business firms, of Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, for an appro- 
priation for the improvement of tne harbor of Grand Haven, Michi- 
gan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petitions of Robert Morris and 19 others, of 
Benjamin Barnes and 38 others, of J. H. Whetsel and 22 others, of 
Edward Fillinger and 15 others, of William T. McClain and 30 others, 
of William Ebert and 11 others, of George M. Evans and 22 ethers, 
of William Watkins and 28 others, of Edward Gray and 7 others, of 
R. MeP. Dalzelle and 6 others, of R. H. Johnson and 10 others, and 
of John H. Salisbury and others. of Pittsburgh; of William N. Tay- 
lor and 130 others, of John McMundig and 16 others, of William 
Wright and 30 others, of Warren J. Mellvaine and 23 others, of Fet- 
terman; of Thomas Beadling and 60 others, of Banksville, and of 
Charles Houser and 11 others, of Berner Station, Pennsylvania, for 
8 of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. FARR: The petition of E. D. Morgan & Co. and others, 
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against any change in the tariff on sugar—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. . - 

By Mr. FORT: The petitions of William Lion and others, of Ur- 
bana, and of Thomas G. Frost, of Sigel, Illinois, for the removal of the 
stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to 
the same committee. =a 

By Mr. GUNTER: The petition of Levi T. Fulton and other citi- 
zens, of Arkansas, late soldiers in the United States Army, for back 
pay and bounty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of A.M. Wright & Co. and 45 
others, druggists of Philadelphia, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 

umery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 12 : 

By Mr. JOHN T. HARRIS: The petition of Messrs. Tinsley & Mor- 
ton, publishers, Staunton, Virginia, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. n 

y Mr. HAZELTON : The petition of M. Heath and 16 others, cit- 
izens of Wanpun, Wisconsin, for gi em of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the Committee on Mili ‘airs. j 

Also, the petition of soldiers at Milwaukee Soldiers’ Home, for in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of J. V. Roberts and 50others, citizens of Greene 
County, Wisconsin, that the patent laws be so amended as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 

of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Hon. John Dement and 25 
other individuals and firms, citizens of Dixon, Illinois, for the pe 
sage of the bill for the improvement of the headwaters of the Mis- 
sissippi River, Saint Croix River, park 1 and Wisconsin Rivers, 
and That Rock River be included in said bill—to thesame committee. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of Anne Downey, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of citizens of Pike County, Mis- 
sissippi, that Congress enact such Jaws as will alleviate the oppres- 
sions er upon the people by the transportation monopolies that 
now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 7 

Also, the memorial of the Indian delegates from the Indian coun- 
try, protesting against the p of the bill providing for the estab- 
lishment of a United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other p to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, the petition of E. Delinz and others, for the removal of the 
stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, the petition of W. Lee Patton, publisher of the Summit 
(Mississippi) Times, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petitions of J. H. Cook, of Unity; of 
R. S. White and others, of Fort Atkinson, and of W. P. Clark, of 
Milton, Wisconsin, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, 
cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUN N: Papers relating to the claim of Anthony Ihms 
for pay for property taken by the United States Army during the 
late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOYCE : The petition of Mary Martin and others, that she 
be granted arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the petition of A. M. Cate and others, relating to the sup- 
pression of cattle diseases, &c.—to the Committee on culture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petitions of D. R. Hill and other druggists, 
of Kellogg; of Miller & Packard and other druggists, of Webster 
City, Iowa, and of Thomas Gibbs, of Lake City, nesota, for the 
removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LORING: The petitions of the officers and members of the 
Marine Society of Newburyport, and of John J. Currier, mayor, 
and of citizens of Newburyport, Massachusetts, for the improvement 
of Scituate Harbor—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Bridgman Gay & Co., publishers of the Morn- 
ing Gazette and Evening Telephone, Haverhill, Massachusetts, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and fora 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of L. Cleaves & Co., publishers of the Rockport 
Gleaner, Rockport, Massachusetts, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 

y Mr. MAGINNIS: Two petitions of citizens of Montana Terri- 
tory, protesting against the proposed change in the public land laws— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. $ 

Also, the petition of J. H. Soulé, publisher of the United States 
Record and Gazette, Washington, District of Columbia, that mate- 
rials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduc- 
u of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of 
George H. Plant for pay for the partial destraction of the steamer 


Lady of the Lake by the United States steamer Gettysburgh, in 1874— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MCMAHON : The petition of Charles Huelle, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORTON: The petition of Lowe Harriman & Co., Lemis 

Brothers & Co., and 40 other mercantile firms, of New York, for the 
passage of a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 
By Mr. MULLER: The petition of ship-ewmers of New York City, 
for the passage of an act to amend the law relative to the seizure and 
forfeiture of vessels for breach of the revenue laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of savings-banks of Michigan, 
Illinois, Wisconsin, and Missouri to be relieved from taxes not im- 
posed on savings-banks in other States—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of C. F. Severance, R. B. Robert- 
son, and other citizens of Leyden, Massachusetts, that Congress enact 
such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people 
by the transportation monopolies that now control the interstate com- 
merce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petitions of J. H. Etters and other ists, 
of Auburn; of Elam G. Smith and other druggists, of Kentland ; and 
of J. F. Brandon and others, of Anderson, Indiana, for the removal of 
the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of F. M. Castle and 94 other 
soldiers of Lawrence and Carter Counties, Kentucky, for the passage 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of Lewis L. Loggins, publisher of 
the Saxon, San Augustine, Texas, for the abolition of the duty on 
ty to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

y Mr. RICE: The petition of Ezra H. Heywood, of Princeton, 
Massachusetts, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of E. H. Heywood, for legislation to promote the 
inviolability of the mails—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of merchants of New York, for the abo- 
lition of compulsory pilotage through Hell Gate—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the ee epee of New Jersey, asking for in- 
creased facilities for the li e-saving service, and for an increase of 
bee compensation of the men employed therein—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. SIMONTON: The petition of N. Everett, of Troy, Tennes- 
see, and other druggists, for the removal of the stamp-tax on per- 
fumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, the petition of Elizabeth P. Hicks, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of J. C. C. Blackburn and others, cit- 
izens of Morgan County, Georgia, that materials used in making paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of G. C. Green, of Heyworth, 
Illinois, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of Uriah Bailey, William 
Shotwell, and 40 others, citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, that Con- 
gress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 
the people by the transportation monopolies that now control the in- 
terstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petition of B. Z. McKee and 57 others, 
citizens of Geneva, Nebraska, for the p of the bill equalizing 
bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petition of John Miller and 87 others, of 
Iowa County, Iowa, that the House vote by and nays on the reso- 
lutions offered by Mr. WRA and printed in the RECORD February 
27, 1880—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of James Vincent, of Tabor, Iowa, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Charles D. Boom and 102 others, soldiers of 
Meeker County, Minnesota, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: The petitions of the publishers of the Dem- 
ocrat, Oregon City ; of the Independent, Pendleton, and of the Dem- 
ocrat, Baker City, Oregon, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. C. G. WILLIAMS: The petition of A. L. Chapin and 33 
others, citizens of Beloit, Wisconsin, that Rock River be included in 
the reservoir system for supplying water to the Mississippi River—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of Allen & Hicks, publishers of the Northwestern, 
Oshkosh, and of P. R. Proctor, publisher of the News and Herald, 
De Pere, Wisconsin, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. s 

Also, the petitions of Edwin Hurlburt, publisher of the Wisconsin 

Press, Oconomowoc; of P. H. & H. S. Swift, publishers of the 
Independent, Clinton; and of Phelps & Zeigans, publishers of the 
Reporter, Sharon, Wisconsin, that materials used in making paper be» 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee, 
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Also, the petitions of L. S. Barnes & Co. and others, of J. H. Cam 
and others, of Delavan; of D. G. Morris and others, of Sharon, an 
of John D. Jones, of Wisconsin, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the same com- 
mittee. : 

By Mr. WISE: The petitions of Samuel Beare and 24 others; of 
William McKincaid and 57 others; of Smith Lippincott and 38 others ; 
of Samuel Patterson and 17 others; of Melvin Hill and 30 others, 
and of John S. Hughes and 56 others, for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of E. T. Mudge and 
others, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 
proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

‘Also, the petition of merchants in New York, fora bankrupt law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: Three petitions of publishersof New 
York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WRIGHT : The petition of H. C. A. Smith, of Burlington, 
Vermont, and T. J. Tillotson, of Winooski, and 165 others, citizens 
of Vermont, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 269) known as the 
Wright Ps ea to the homestead act—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. YOCUM: The petition of J. E. Tibbens and others, for the 
creation of a Department of Agriculture equal in rank with any other 
department having a Cabinet officer at its head—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of J. E. Tibbens and others, of Clinton, Pennsyl- 
vania, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions 

upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now 
control the interstaté commerce of the country—to the Committee on 
Commerce, : 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 11, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Buttock, D. D. 
NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Secretary (Jonn C. BURCH, esq.) called the Senate to order, 
and said: I have this morning received the following note from the 
Vice-President: 

Vier- Puxsmxxr's Cu 
Washington, D. C., March 11, 1880. 


Sm: As I shall be absent at the g of tho session of the Senate this morn- 
ing, under the provisions of Rule 4, I name Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Vermont, to perform the duties of the Chair unt? the adjourn- 


ment to-day. 
WILLIAM A. WHEELER, 
Vice-President. 

To the SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 

The Senator from Vermont will take the chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS thereupon took the chair as presiding officer of the 
Senate for to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a letter from 
Professor Spencer F. Baird, e hes the Smithsonian Institution, 
Lola dee, the annual report of operations, expenditures, and 
condition of that institution for the year 1879; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief 
of Engineers and an e e Ferre from Major W. E. Merrill, 
Corps of Engineers, of a survey made in accordance with the require- 
ments of the river and harbor act of March 3, 1879, of Green River 
and its tributaries, Muddy and Barren Rivers, Kentucky; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a memorial ef several citi- 
zens of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) 
providing for the examination and adjudication of pension claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a letter from the secretary of the Board 
of Trade of the city of Dubuque, Iowa, commending a petition sent 
him by the New England Shoe and Leather Association committee, 
the Boston Merchants’ Association committee, the Boston Grocers’ 
Association committee, &c., praying the of a bankrupt law. 
I move that the letter and the accompanying petitions be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the proceedings of a meeting of the post 


of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Dubuque, Iowa, signed by 
George G. Moser, commander of the Dubuque Veteran Corps, pra; 

for the passage of the bill known as the equalization bounty bill; 
which was to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHARON. Mr. President, I t the petition of two citizens 
of Nevada, praying for the reduction of duty on certain kinds of 
per and chemicals used in printing and in the preparation of pulp, 
&c. The petitioners are the editors of a journal published at Eureka. 
As to their circulation it probably does not reach more than one- 
tenth—not more than one-hundredth part of the population of the 
State that I have the honor in part to represent. i wish to make, 
however, one remark in regard to the petition. I am inclined to 
think that since the war a t many beneficial modifications of the 
tariff might have been made. The effect of the dnty on the articles 
named in the petition, with labor and capital combined, has advanced 
the price of paper beyond a reasonable and fair profit, and also the 
price of many other things. The desire must be general for cheap 
production, as all are more or less consumers. 

It is said that there is a war between capital and labor. That can- 
not be the case in any just sense, because it cannot be wisely said 
that labor is at war with that which it most needs, and capital is 
very certain to fly from danger. 

The truth is simply this, capital and labor united are at war with 
roduction to enhance prices for the purpose of fleecing the masses. 
abor unwittingly assumes a war on capital and cunningly hides its 

purpose, namely, war 5 production—having the same result, in- 
crease of prices, which in the end comes from the consumer. 

Our sympathies must necessarily be with the masses, as that con- 
stitutes the great whole, and all correet and just legislation must 
look to the greatest benefit to the greatest number. lect that 
those powerful interests which are protected by tariff are ever pres- 
ent here; they are sometimes aggressive, and not always scrupulous. 
zee pepe are long-suffering, patient, and enduring, and never moved 
until aroused by some great wrong. They have by frequent petition 
of similar 3 appealed to our sense of fairness and justice. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHARON. Mr. President, before I take my seat, I wish to allude 
briefly to another matter, simply 2 to myself and to the Senate. 
When I was elected to a seat in this body I supposed that all around 
me was financially smooth and clear. Just after my election I found 
that an associate and friend had involved myself in the community in 
millions. It was aquestion with me whether I should then continue 
in the Senate or resign. I confidently expected to arrange my affairs 
immediately and be continuously present. This pleasure and duty 
was denied me. I would have been proud to have participated more 
in your deliberations. 

know that there has been private and public comment upon my 
absence. Nothing but the vital necessities of the occasion and the 
large complications in which I was involved could have kept me 
away. I know as well as any Senator in this body my duty, and its 
privilege. I know my duty to my State and my country and noth- 
ing but those great culties could keep me from performing that 
uty. 

I wish to > word more, These complications may n call 
me away for three or four weeks, and I ask the kind indu ce of 
the Senate on account of my absence. I have said all the time that 
should my constituents demand my resignation: it is in their hands. 

Mr. SAUNDERS presented the petition of B. A. McKee, late 85 
United States Army, and 57 other citizens, of Geneva, Nebraska, Who 
protest against the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) ponang for the 
examination and adjudication of pension claims; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Wisconsin, in favor of an appropriation of 
$25,000 to be used in constructing a harbor at Kewaunee, Kewaunee 
County, Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a memorial of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the city of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, representin; 
that, in view of the early completion of the lock and canal at t 
Ste. Marie, whereby a depth of seventeen feet of water on the mitre- 
sill of the said canal will be secured, it is necessary and important 
for the general commerce of the t northwestern lakes to at once 
improve and deepen the channels of Saint Mary’s River and the 
Lime-Kiln Crossing on the Detroit River so as to secure a depth ef six- 
teen feet between Lake Erie and the upper lakes, and praying that 
a sufficient appropriation may be made to complete the work. I 
move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BALDWIN. I hold in my hand and desire to present a peti- 
tion which, with the permission of the Chair, I will read, as it is but 
one of forty or more petitions of like character which I have before 
me, praying for the construction of a bridge across the Detroit River, 
containing the names of fourteen or fifteen thonsand people. The 
petition which I read is from citizens of Chicago: 
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traffic with each other, and all this through business has to be forwarded across 
the Detroit River by boats—a very antiquated, slow, dangerous, and expensive 


ion. 
There should be no reasonable ara toa bridge constructed the plan 
the Board of United States Engineers, who 


were ed by a 
t resolution of Con in June last to whether this bridge could be 
Pint without material injury or undue podem bore ction to navigation ;"" ami their re- 
port in favor of such a crossing is hereby respectfully referred to. 
The vessel interests, no doubt, are very import: 


ant; and it is not proposed to re- 
strict or interfere with the fullest and freest navigation of the river. that can 


be will be fı accorded to the vessel interest. 


uninterrup’ 77 75 of way; but when navigation closes on the u lakes the 
trafiic by rail will then have the full use of crossing by bridge for at least five 


months, when vessels are laid up. By the nt system of ferriage all this im- 
mense traffic in passengers, live stock, and freight has to be forced in boats through 
from two tho thonsand feet. 


V. titioners humbly pray that your honorable body will favorably consider 
the res — —— trafic when that can be cared for without inter- 
fering with the 


The petition which I have read is signed by 68 citizens of Chi 
I present also a like petition from 80 citizens of Milwaukee; a like 
petition from 313 citizens of Quincy, Ilinois ; alike petition from 203 
citizens of Burlington, Iowa; alike petition from 109 citizens of Peoria, 
Illinois. I also present thirty-three similar petitions from citizens of 
Michigan, being the petition of 469 citizens of Berrien County ; the 
petition of 63 citizens of Barry County; the petition of 21 citizens 
of Bay County; the petition of 47 citizens of Branch County; the 

tition of 97 citizens of Cass County; the petition of 30 citizens of 
Clare County; the petition of 169 citizens of Clinton County; the 
petition of 564 citizens of Calhoun County; the petition of 100 citi- 
zensof Eaton County ; the petition of 461 citizens of Genesee County ; 
the petition of 95 citizens of Hillsdale County; the petition of 580 
citizens of Ionia County; the petition of 60 citizens of Isabella County; 
the petition of 365 citizens of Ingham County; the petition 299 citi- 
zens of Jackson County; the petition of 180 citizens of Kalamazoo 
County; the petition of 99 citizens of Kent County; the petition of 
86 citizens of Lenawee County; the petition of 225 citizens of Liv- 
ingston County; the petition of 37 citizens of Lake County ; the pe- 
tition of 27 citizens of Midland County ; the petition of 155 citizens 
of Montcalm County; the petition of 546 citizens of Oakland County ; 
the petition of 116 citizens of Ottawa County; the petition of 139 
citizens of Osceola County; the petition of 23 citizens of Otsego 
County; the petition of 116 citizens of Saginaw County; the petition 
of 58 citizens of Shiawassee County; the petition of 195 citizens of 
Saint Joseph County; the petition of 160 citizens of Tuscola County ; 
the petition of 177 citizens of Van Buren County; the petition of get 
citizens of Washtenaw County; and the petition of 7,818 citizens of 
Wayne County, all praying for the construction of a bridge across the 
Detroit River. I move that these petitions be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WITHERS. prani the joint resolution of the senate and 
house of delegates of the State of Virginia, in favor of the appoint- 
ment of a national commission to investigate diseases among domestic 
animals. I believe it is customary to have memorials of State Legis- 
latures read from the Clerk’s desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Virginia will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution for the appointment of a national commission to investigate dis- 
eases among domestic animals. (Approved March 6, 1880.) 

‘Whereas, in view of the magnitude of the interests and the important and rapid 
growth of the live-stock export trade of this and other States, now imperiled on 
account of the dangers apprehended by our foreign customers from the importation 
and dissemination of con diseases of domestic animals; and 

Whereas, in the opinion of this body, the same may be averted by the creation of 
a commission, under national authority, to have charge of the investigation of the 
nature and treatment of said contagious diseases, and, with the concurrence and 
sanction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to adopt and enforce such reasonable 
rules and regulations as may be necessary to prevent the importation and dissemi- 
nation of these as well as to eradicate such as may exist: Therefore, 

1. Resolved, (the senate concurring.) That our Senators be instructed and our 

| apr ea in Con nested to use their endeavors to secure such legis- 

lation as shall provide for the appointment by the President, with the advice and 

3 of the Senate, of such a commission, with an adequate appropriation for 
aw 

2. Resol That the governor be requested to furnish a copy of these resolu- 

tions to our tors and Representatives in Congress, 


Sd oh aaa apa OFFICER. What reference does the Senator 


Mr. WITHERS. I presume the memorial should be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Virginia whether 

the memorial does not contemplate questions affecting the importa- 
tion of cattle and, therefore, the customs duties of the country, and 
if it should not go to the Committee on Commerce? 
. Mr. WITHERS. The proposition is embraced within the purview 
of the memorial to prohibit the importation, as well as to take such 
steps as may be n to eradicate the disease. The memorial 
aske for the creation of a commission which shall be charged with 
the duty of investigating the whole subject of contagious diseases 
among domestic animals, and providing under national auspices for 
such legislation as may be necessary to prevent the importation, and 
to eradicate the disease where it already exists, 

Mr. McMILLAN, I merely suggest to the Senator from Virginia 
whether the memorial should not go to the Committee on Commerce. 


he vessels always will have an 


Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state, for the information of the Sen- 


ator from Minnesota, that the Committee on Agriculture has now 
under consideration the whole sub; of the contagious diseases of 
domestic animals with a view of determining what may be best to 
be done in regard to the whole subject. I think there is a bill pend- 
ing, there is one in the House certainly, which has been referred to 
our committee on this subject. This is an incident only of that sub- 


ject. G 
Mr. WITHERS. I could not hear distinctly what was said by the 
Senator from Nebraska; but I know the fact that this whole subject 
is already in the hands of the Committee on Agriculture, and it seems 
to me that that would be the appropriate reference for this memorial: 
Provided they shall approve the objects of the memorial and shall 
introduce any bill looking to any chan in our commercial la 
that ought to be referred to the Commi on Commerce; but the 
memorial, it seems to me, ought to go to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is exactly whatIsaid. Two or three memo- 
rials on the same subject have already been referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture, and they are considering the whole subject. 

Mr. WITHERS. I concurin the view of the Senator from Nebraska, 
me move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. WITHERS. I also present a memorial of similar import, nu- 
merously signed by citizens of Virginia, and move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia, presented a petition of citizens of Decatur 
County, a, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctu- 
ations in freights and unjust discriminations in charges for transpor- 
tation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Ron alao presentad the petition ¥e 5 and puniha ares 
of Fors aunty, praying for t en o a bill placi 
wood and straw pulp, soda-ash, tac chemicals used in the ae 
ufacture of on the free list, and reducing the 95 on printing- 
paper, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of J. L. Rees and 14 others, citi- 
zens of Rockwell County, Texas, praying for such an amendment of 
the patent laws as will protect innocent users of patented articles 
from prosecution as infringers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of R. E. Yeager and 14 others, citi- 
zens of Rockwell County, Texas, praying for such legislation as will 
prevent fluctuations in freights, and unjust discriminations in charges 
for transportation; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. BLAINE. I present resolves of the Maine Legislature relating 
to pilot laws and the removal of the obstractions to navigation over 
East River, New York. Iask that the same be read and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: 


STATE OF MAINE. 
Resolves relating to pilot laws and the removal of the obstruction to navigation 
over East River, New York. 

Whereas the State of Maine, by its hical having a long line of 
sea-coast with 0 great commercial liebe. ea our 
aroma largely enga in navigation, and are therefore interested in any legis- 
ation that affects this industry; and 

Whereas the pilot laws of several of the States are unjust, and im; wae ship- 
8 I 785 hard to be borne, and are contrary to the spirit of the Constitu- 

on; an 

Whereas there is now being erected a bridge across East River, in the State of 
New York, which will be another tax u shipping, by compelling them to lower 
their topmasts, thereby causing delay: refore, 

Be it resolved, That we hereby earnestly call the attention of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to the unjust pilot laws in force in several of the 
States, and we ony ered them to use their best efforts to have s general pilot law 
enacted that shall be just and equitable to the people of all the States, and also to 
compel the builders of the suspension bridge across East River, in the State of 
New York, to place the roadway at such a height as shall not obstract or impede 
the navigation of said East River. 

Resolved, That a copy of the above preamble and resolution, when approved, be 
forwarded to our delegation in Congress b; 5 secretary of state. 


In the house of representatives, March 
Tread and passed go 


GEO. E. WEEKS, Speaker. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of citizens of Barry 
County, Missouri, calling the earnest attention of Congress to the 
ser ats os re power of railroad corporations, which is greatly in- 
tensified by their policy of consolidation and their unjust discrimina- 
tion, and asking favorable consideration by Congress of what is 
commonly called the interstate-commerce bill. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a resolution of the Grand Army of the Re- 

ublie of Illinois, in favor of certain amendments to the pension 
aws; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Oneida, Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of such laws as will prevent the manufacture of 
oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Peoria, Illinois; the 
petition of citizens of Perry, Illinois; the petition of citizens of 
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Crawfordsville, Indiana; the petition of citizens of Dresden and 
Sharon, Tennessee; the petition of citizens of Chenoa, Illinois; and 
the pe ition of citizens of Michigan, all of whom were soldiers in 
the late war, praying for the passage of what is known as 220 aoai 
rene bounty bill; which were referred to the Committee on tary 


‘airs. 

He also presented a resolution of the Dubuque Iowa Veteran Club, 
in favor of the passage of the bill known as the equalization bounty 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of the soldiers’ reunion committee, 
praying for the passage of a bill anthorizing the Secretary of War to 
issue arms and equipments to said soldiers’ reunion committee at a 
meeting to be held in the State of Illinois during the year 1830; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the yas of citizens of Illinois, soldiers in the 
late war and survivors of rebel prisons, praying for the passage of a 
law which will enable eve h 

risons to draw a full iny 


ommittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Louis N. De Diemar, of Kenosha, 
Wisconsin, praying for the p of a bill to increase the pension 
of soldiers who have lost their right arm above the elbow; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Grand Army of the Republic 
Post at Centralia, Illinois, remonstrating against the pango of the 
bill (S. No. 496) providing for the examination and adjudication 
155 pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

He also presented the memorial of citizens of Michigan who were 
soldiers in the late war, remonstrating against the passage of the 
bill (S. No. 496) providing for the examination and adjudication 
of pension claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Rockford County, Illi- 
nois, praying for the p of a bill for the improvement of the 
headwaters of the Mississippi, Saint Croix, Chippewa, and Wiscon- 
sin Rivers by erecting reservoir dams on the same, and for the im- 

rovement of the Rock River by the erection of a dam at the foot of 

‘oricon Lake, Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the board of supervisors 
of Lee County, Illinois, in favor of the improvement of Lake Hori- 
con and Rock River by the construction of reservoir dams; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Joseph W. Branch, president of 
the Illinois and Saint Louis Railroad Company, representing fifteen 
miles of railroad, remonstrating Bs a reduction of the duty on 
steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of George N. Black, general man- 
ager of the eg and Northwéstern Railway Company, La 5 
sen forty-five miles of railroad, remonstrating against a reduc- 
tion of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 822) to re te the pay of night inspectors 
of customs at the port of San cisco, reported it with amend- 
ments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 849) to authorize the Saint Paul and Chicago Short Line Rail- 
way Company to construct a bridge across Lake Saint Croix, and to 
establish it as a post-road, repo: it with amendments. 

Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1103) for the relief of Manly B. 
MeNilt, reported it with amendments and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. - 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1315) making an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a light-house and fog-bell on old Gay Rock, at the entrance 
of Wickford Harbor, Narragansett Bay, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 695) to amend section 2562 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to the boundary-lines of the collection district 
of Saint Mark’s, in the State of Florida, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FARLEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1457) for the relief of the State University of 
California; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
peoyng 8 rs, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask leave to introduce a bill ac- 
companied by sundry communications from the Treasury Department 
addressed to myself, in regard to certain unavailable balances on the 
Treasury books which now confuse the books to a considerable ex- 
tent and sometimes lead to errors, I ask that the bill and accom- 


soldier who suffered in the southern 
id pension; which was referred to the 


panying papers be printed and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations so that they may further consider the subject. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1458) empowering the proper officers of the Treasury Department 
to credit officers of the United States with the amount of unavailable 
funds standing to their debit on the books of the Treasury, and to 
transfer the amount to the debit of persons and States indebted for 
the same; which was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1459) for the relief of Charles D. Gilmore; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1460) for the relief of John Wagner; which 
rae twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Two bills have been transmitted to me by the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] as coming from supposed constitu- 
ents of mine. I know nothing in the world about the merits of the 
bills. I introduce them and ask their reference to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, not thereby committing myself either to favor or 


op them. 

By nnanimons consent, leave was nted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1461) for the relief of Isaac Howell; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill 18 
No. 1462) for the relief of Sarah Collier; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 1463) for the relief of Starr & Howe; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1464) granting a pension to George W. Staplin ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1465) granting a pension to William H. H. 
Anderson; which was read twice by its title , and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (8. R. No. 92) to provide for the en- 
forcement of the eight-hour law ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Jane E. Slamm and the accom 1 bo 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the „ 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 


Ordered, That A. C. Crawford, of Galveston, Texas, have leave to withdraw 
from the files of the Senate the papers in his case, previded copies of the same 
shall be left on file with the Secretary of the Senate. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I submit the following resolution: 


by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 10,500. 
copies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution for the year 1879 be prin 
1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the use 
pet House of Representatives, and 6,500 copies for the use of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution. 

I wish to say that this is the precise distribution which was made- 
of that report the last year, and I think the year preceding that. 
I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Print- 


Pin 
e motion was agreed to. 
PONCA INDIANS. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior bo directed to communicate all in. 
formation in the Department coneerning the alleged killing by soldiers, in the office 
of thé agent of the Poncas, in the Indian Territory, of Big Snake, a chief man of 
the Poncas, and what has been the action of the Department, if any, in respect to 


the same, 
LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of, the Interior be, and hereby is, directed to farnish 
to the Senate exemplifications or copies of each and all patents ever issued by the 
authority of the United States of America to each and all the nations or tribes of 
Indians in the Indian Territory for lands situate in said Indian Territory and of 
each and all applications filed in said Department by any and all compa- 
nies or corporations claiming lands in said Indian Territory under acta of Con- 

or other authority, with the full action and proceedings of his Departament 
ereon. 

Mr. THURMAN. That seems to be a very proper resolution. There 
is only one suggestion which I should like to make to my friend, and 
I do not know whether it ought to prevail or not. Several of the most 
important of the patents that have been granted for these lands are. 
already in print; but it might be more convenient to have them all 


together. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I think it would be better for us to have them 
all together; some of them are in print and some are not. 
The resolution was to. 


CALVIN BRONSON. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed 

to the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2524) in relation to the im- 

rtation of classical antiquities, which is a very short bill, reported 
m the Committee on Finance. 

. KIRKWOOD. I must object to the present consideration of 
the bill. I desire to offer an amendment to it, which I am not pre- 
pared to offer now, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) Objec- 
tion is made to the present consideration of the bill. The Secretary 
will report the first bill upon the Calendar. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2269) for the relief of Calvin Bronson was an- 
nounced as being the first in order upon the Calendar. : 

Mr. THURMAN, The pending question I believe is on the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont . MORRILL] to refer the bill to the 

ere on Finance. He indicated a purpose to move to refer the 

Mr. MORRILL. I did; and I make the motion now. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope that reference will not be made. This is 
not a case where a petitioner asks to be exempted from the payment 
ofa tax. It is a case in which he has paid the tax ae ee and 
under cireumstances of extreme coercion, where his man tory was 
seized and he was compelled to pay the tax or have his business en- 
tirely broken up. Under these circumstances he paid the tax under 

rotest. Then the Government, finding it had no reason whatever 

or seizing the manufactory, instrac the district attorney to dis- 
miss the eee which was done accordingly. 

There is no question and never has been any question, either in the 
Department or here, that this tax was illegal. They collected from 
this man, I think, about ten cents a pound more spon his tobacco 
than thestatute warranted. The Department do not deny that; they 
never did deny that. They undertook, however, after seizing his 
manufactory, to e taas they would come to some kind of a 3 
mise, and would offset one thing against the other thing; but there 
never was any such compromise. 

The seizure was found to be wholly without foundation and the 
5 were dismissed by order of the Government itself. That 
eft the case a plain case in which a man had been compelled to pa; 
ten cents more per pound tax on his tobacco than the law warranted. 
That then was a simple claim to go to the Committee on Claims, I 
venture to say that all such cases have gone to the Committee on 
Claims. I think the gentlemen on that committee can tell us of 
numerous cases of this kind. The distinction that has existed here- 
tofore is that where a petitioner asked to be exempted from a tax 
which he had not paid his case has gone to the Committee on Finance, 
but where he has actually paid the tax and simply has a claim to have 
it refunded his petition and the subject-matter of it have gone to the 
Committee on Claims. Here is a complete and full report, and no- 
body can read it, I am sure, without being satisfied of the justice of 

this claim. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The difficulty in this case arises out of another 
question that was involved in the case before the Treasury Depart- 
ment. Ido not understand that the Treasury Depariment concede 
the illegality of this tax. The report of the committee represents 
the Department as having determined that if was invalid. There 
was a question arising in regard to this matter in charge of the De- 
partment, affecting the bona fide character of a sale of the tobacco by 
the claimant, Mr. Bronson. A suit was pending for this tax. The 
alleged fraud was examined by a special agent of the Treasury De- 
partment. The report of that special agent was favoralje to the 
claimant; but pending the question as to the illegality of the tax 
and the question of fraud, the action was dismissed. This dismissal 
of the action, the Treasury officers claim, was in effect a compromise, 
because there was a question of fraud pending and the question of 
the illegality of the tax also. The question before the committee 
then was not presented by an admission of the Department that the 
tax was invalid, but they claim never to have passed on that question, 
as I understand their position, although their special agent has de- 
termined that there was no fraud in the sale which was at one time 
alleged to exist. 

The case is reported by the Committee on Claims upon the ground 
that the tax was invalid. This party had an opportunity of appeal- 
ing from the determination of the eee ee dene ena haine his 
rights determined in an action by the proper courts of the country. 
He did not avail himself of that opportunity, and for that reason a 
portion of the Committee on Claims are of opinion that we should 
not be called upon as a matter of principle to determine the invat 
lidity of the tax, the party having had his opportunity before the 
judicial tribunals of the country; and, therefore, a portion of the 
committee, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] and myself, 
declined to determine that question and believed that the claimant 
was not entitled to the relief asked for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire simply to say a word in regard to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to have this 
bill committed to the Committee on Finance. I confess I am aston- 
ished at the motion in view of what has been the uniform practice of 


the Senate and what was the result of a contested case at the last or 
called session of the Senate. 

Ever since 1875, since I have been a member of the Committee on 
Claims, it has been the unbroken, uniform rule to refer all cases of 
this character to the Committee on Claims, and that committee has 
been acting upon and considering them, and there are twenty cases 
of this precise character that that committee has acted on. Yester- 
day I reported one from the committee, from Illinois, and a few weeks 
ago one from Iowa. 

Where a tax bas been paid and it is claimed to have been twice 
paid, unlawfully paid, erroneously paid, improperly paid, or improp- 
erly assessed, and the money has gone into the Treasury, and the 
question involved is a pure simple eink inst the Government, the 
Finance Committee has nothing more to do with that than the Com- 
mittee on Commerce would have to do with it. It involves no ques- 
tion in the world of raising revenue; it is simply a claim against the 
Government; and it belongs to the Committee on Claims. 

Where a party has had a tax assessed against him and has not paid 
the money, where he claims that he is entitled to a rebatement of it, 
that is a question affecting the revenue and finances, and goes prop- 
erly and legitimately to the Committee on Finance. 

do not say this because I desire the Committee on Claims to retain 
possession of this class of claims—by no means. I do not think that 
the Senate can justly say that that committee is anxious for having 
committed to it any more cases than it yn has. It has a great 
deal more business than it can attend to, and it is not seeking to ab- 
sorb the business of the Senate, and would be exceedingly gratified if 
it could be relieved of a large number of classes of cases that neces- 
sarily go to it and that have gone to it for years. But if there is 
anything before the Senate that properly belongs to the Committee 
on Claims it is this particular case and all kindred claims. 

The Senate will remember that only last sammer a question some- 
what similar to this, and growing out of the internal-revenue laws, 
was reported from the Committee on Finance by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, [Mr. BAYARD, ] and upon the motion of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. CONKLING] it was committed to the Committee on Claims, 
because it wàs properly a claim that belonged to the Committee on 
Claims. I do notremember the name of the case, but I can very soon 
refer to it. There, after the Committee on Finanee had acted upon a 
case favorably and reported it for action to the Senate, the Senate sent 
it to the Committee on Claims because it did not properly belong to the 
Committee on Finance, and because the Committee on Claims in the 
Forty-fourth Congress had acted on it and made a report to the Senate 
and that report had been approved. 

Mr. MORRILL. I certainly do not desire to augment the business 
of the Committee on Finance; and on every occasion I believe when 
a vote has been called in committee to send claims to the Committee 
on Claims that had been referred to the Committee on Finance I 
have always voted in favor of it. But I do desire to have some uni- 
formity about these questions as to what committee they shall be 
referred to. * 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is proper. 

Mr. MORRILL. I may say to the Senator from Missouri that he 
is mistaken if he supposes that they have uniformly been referred to 
the Committee on Claims. We have several now on our docket in the 
Finance Committee that have been referred to us, that have under- 
gone long and patient consideration. If this motion of mine should 
not prevail, I shall certainly at the next meeting of the committee 
move to have all the claims we now have in our charge referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

There was one claim reported by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
VOORHEES, II believe almost a unanimous report, and yet it was re- 
jected by the Senate. Then we have one large claim for $25,000 or 
$30,000 now pending in the Committee on Finance. 

I had supposed there was a general disposition to refer all claims 
involving the due administration or execution of the laws in rela- 
tion to the tariff and internal revenue to the Committee on Finance; 
but if there shall be a disposition not to refer this bill to that com- 
mittee, as there appears to be, I shall withdraw that motion, and I 
enter an objection because I desire to examine the case before I vote 
upon it. 1 had supposed it would be referred to the Committee on 
Finance; but not having had time to examine the case to sati 
myself whether it is a rightful claim or not, I desire time to loo 
into it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope theSenator from Vermont will withdraw 
the motion until I can say a word. 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course Ido not interpose the objection to pre- 
vent the Senator being heard. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to make a point of order that the objec- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont comes too late. 

Mr. MORRILL. Under the rule we can object at any time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. As an original proposition this looks like a case 
that ought to go to the Finance Committee, jadging from my experi- 
ence as a member of that committee, but as it has already been be- 
fore the Committee on Claims and there examined and reported upon, 
and I have no doubt its work has been well done, I differ from my 
distinguished and most respected friend from Vermont in regard to 
the propriety of his motion. 

I would not rise now to detain the Senate for a moment extept to 
call attention to the fact that this case illustrates what we were talk- 
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ing about yesterday very signally and strongly. There are just such 
cases as this before the Finance Committee at this time. There are 
doubtless other such cases as this before the Committee on Claims. 
In either instance I presume the examination will be well conducted. 
Yesterday we had presented a question as to the proper jurisdiction 
of certain committees ; and perhaps I indulged in some expressions 

esterday toward the Judiciary Committee that it was not in my 

eart to say, if they may be construed as unkind, which I did not 
mean, Consequently I will couple what I said yesterday with a few 
remarks on that point to-day. 

When I look at the report in this case it appears to me that if there 
is any committee here which should desire to take this business out 
of the hands of the committee which has already examined the case 
and reported upon it, it ought to be the Judiciary Committee. Here 
is the report of the Committee on Claims, and they state what prop- 
ositions they considered in this case. On the third page of the report 
it is stated: 

To reach the N of this case three questions must be determined: 
gat” Was additional tax of ten cents per pound, amounting to $11,211, 

I do not know how that can be determined unless it be referred to 
the law committee. 

Second. Were there just grounds of seizure and forfeiture of the property of 
claimant ? 

That refers to legal grounds, of course, 

roe Was this $11,211 paid as a legal and just compromise of the seizure 
case 

I suggest to the Senatorfrom Vermont to change his motion, if we 
are to take this case away from the present committee, to one to re- 
fer it to the Judiciary Committee, so that these legal questions may 
be properly investigated. I do not say this in any spirit of criticism 
upon any committee, but to illustrate and to call the attention of the 
Senate to the effect of what I stated yesterday, that committees here 
have mixed duties to perform, and it is not possible for any one com- 
mittee charged with a sisi branch of business to claim charge of 
all business which may involve something relative to that branch in 
any degree. It is an impossibility. Take the Judiciary Committee: 
there are great and broad questions for it to consider; but it is im- 
possible for that committee to absorb the investigation of all the legal 
questions that arise before this body. Take the Committee on Fi- 
nance: it is shown by this case that it is impossible for it to absorb 
all the questions that grow out of the levying of taxes, the assess- 
ment and collection of revenue, for here is a claim referred by a vote 
of the Senate for relief to the Committee on Claims; and it has been 
fairly, Ihave no doubt, and justly and accurately examined and re- 
po upon; and any claim, I will say, which the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL] declares ought to be paid, I think I can vote 


for. 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw the motion to refer to the Committee 
on Finance; but, as Ihave said, I enter an objection to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The bill 
moe over under the objection. The Secretary will report the next 

i 


Mr. THURMAN. I wish to make an inquiry in relation to the bill 
just objected to by the Senator from Vermont. Does that objection 
carry it over for the day, or carry it to the foot of the Calendar, or 
will it be the first bill called to-morrow when we reach the Calendar? 
. OFFICER. It goes practically to the foot of the 

ndar. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2269) for the relief of Calvin Bronson, 

Mr. FERRY. We are acting under the Anthony rule. That being 
arule of the Senate cannot be superseded by a motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule requires objected cases to 
be passed over; but that is subject to the order of the Senate. The 
motion of the Senator from Ohio is in order. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senate will proceed with the bill. 
Here is not one single word said by a human being to gainsay the 
proposition that this tax was a hiang collected. The only objection 
su by the Senator from Minnesota is that the man not 
bring suit against the collector within a year. Had he done so, he 
must have recovered, and then the Government would have had to 
indemnify the collector. 

Mr. President, in a case like this where it is admitted on all hands 
that the tax was 8 collected, Where the man has lain out of 
the money for more than eleven years 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Senator 
from Ohio that it is not in order to discuss the merits of the bill on a 
motion to take it up. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senate will take it up. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I merely wish to state that this waiver of a legal 
right, so far as the Committee on Claims are concerned, is regarded 
as a fact which will authorize the committee to reject the claim. 
Where a party has a remedy by law and neglects to avail himself of 
it, it is a sufficient auswer to his claim, unless there are reasons which 
amply justify the neglect to avail himself of that opportunity. 

8 IS. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to call 
his attention to the fact that under the statute this claimant could 
not bring suit against the collector until he had made an application 


to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for the relief that he thought 


himself entitled to? The statute provides, however, that if the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall not render a decision upon the 
application within six months from the time the application is made 
he may then tty nia suit against the collector. lle did make his 
application to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, as he was bound 
to do under the statute before he could bring suit against the col- 
lector; and while that application was pending before the Commis- 
sioner the collector became a defaulter in the amount of some thirty 
thousand dollars and absconded from the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will remind the Senator 
from Tennessee, as he did the Senator from Ohio, that debate on the 
merits of the bill is not in order on a motion to take it up. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am simply correcting what I conceive to be a mis- 
take of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not seem to me that this motion ought to 
prevail. Ido not desire to antagonize the bill, but we are proceed- 
ing under a rule according to which one objection carries over a bill 
that comes up, We have sent over a great many other cases equally 
meritorious with this and equally deserving the consideration of the. 
Senate because some Senator has objected. We never shall get to 
the end of the Calendar if everybody who wants a bill p and 
thinks it meritorious insists on its passage at the particular time it 
is called, though objection may be made. The idea of the rule is 
that we go through with the unobjected cases, and that then the 
cases which are likely to occasion controversy and discussion shall 
be taken up. 

It seems to me that the friends of this bill, and I do not eount my- 
self among its enemies, ought to allow it to pass with the others, 
and when we get through the Calendar take up the contested cases. 
It is apperent tbat this bill will lead to discussion; it cannot be 
passed in the morning hour; it will go over any way, and I think 
the friends of the bill ought to allow it to take its place with other 
bills of like character. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have the rule read under which we are pro- 
ceeding, my idea being that a single objection carries over any bill, 
because three or four meritorious cases that I thought ought to be 

were put over by objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “Unless otherwise ordered by the 
Senate.” The rule will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That at the conclusion of the mornin: 
DE pena to the consideration of the Chisndatianncontions tom AES 
until half. past one o clock; and bills that are not objected to shall be taken up in 
their o , and each Senator shall be entitled to speak once and for five minutes 
327 ĩ² ei any stage of T 
9i 
commence immediately after tho yall ee concurrent 4 other e and 
shall take precedence of the unfinished business and other special orders. 

Mr. BECK. Then I understand the effect of this motion, if carried 
now, to be this, that each Senator who has a bill that he thinks ought 
to be passed will, the moment an ne Sep is entered, proceed to ask 
the Senate to take it up, and we shall never get on with the Calendar 
at all. It blocks the Calendar, in other Ah 75 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not suppose that any one understood my 
objection as applying beyond ay. I want merely to have time to 
examine the bill on its merits. Of course the Senator from Ohio, 
this being a bill from Toledo, has 1 examined it, but I have 
not, and I did not suppose there would the slightest objection to 
giving me at least one day to examine the bill on its me Iam 


not committed nst it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Isu to the Senator from Vermont that he mod- 
ify his objection so that the bill be over without prejudice. 
Then it will not lose its A es on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair should be ashamed to say 
that he misapprehended the order, thinking it was the same that 
was at the last session of the Senate. On examining it the 
Chair thinks the motion of the Senator from Ohio is not in order. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I ask unanimous consent that this bill re- 
tain its place on the Calendar, and be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the Secre- 
tary will read the next bill on the Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GBORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the followi 
bills and joint resolutions ; in which it requested the concurrence o 
ST (. R. No. 225) t i Mel W. 

i R. No. granting a pension to Melissa Wagner ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 229) granting a pension to Thomas Lowry; 


A bill (H. R. No. 238) granting an increase of pension to J. J. Pur- 


man ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 253) to increase the pension of Captain Samuel C. 


oyer ; 
2 — bill (H. R. No. 254) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
reland ; 
A bill (E. R. No. 1460) granting an increase of pension to James P. 


Bayer; 
bill (H. R. No. 30417 granting a pension to Edmund Eastman ; 
A bill (E R. No, 2041) granting a pension to James Aaron ; 


bill (H. 
b 


R. No. 2486 granting a pension to William Bowman; 
R. No. 2469) granting a re to Arthur I. McConnell; 
R. ief to Samuel B. Hutchinson; 
R. No. 3259) granting a pension to Jesse Hicken; 


the same. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of War to employ 
additional clerks for the balance of this fiscal year to expedite the 
settlement of pension applications, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No.474) for the relief of William McGovern. 


PRIZE-MONEY TO FLEET-OFFICERS. 


The bill (S. No. 522) to extend the provisions of section 4631 of 
Title LVI, “ Prize,” of the Revised Statutes, and of the act of June 8, 
1874, in relation to prize-money to all fleet-officers, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation of that 
bill and to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs; which was to strike out all after the enacting clause 
of the bill and in lien thereof to insert the following: 


That in the distribution of prize-money 3 the ca the third sub- 
q 8 1 
jeet-surgeons, fleet · paymasters, and fleet- engineers, an shall be en 
to the same share and upon the same conditions as provided in said subsection 
in relation to fleet-cap ; and that the act au made in 


„1874, shall apply to all fleet-officers, including 
and fleet-engineers, for the time they served in the 
war. j 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is a very familiar case; it has been here 
before, and I should like to have the report spread on the record. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
Joxrs, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs February 11, 
1880, but was interrupted by 

Mr. TELLER. I believe 1 will object to that bill. It will evi- 
dently take some time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 


SINKING OF ARTESIAN WELLS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 768) for the rec- 
lamation of arid and waste lands; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


The bill was read. 
Mr. PLATT. Is there a report? 
The PRESIDING OFFIC There is, 


Mr. PLATT. Let it be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the folowing ropot submitted by Mr. HILL, 
of Colorado, from the Committee on Public Lands February 11, 1880: 


Eight hundred millions of acres of land are embraced in the arid region of the 
United Sta 


tes. 
Within this vast tractare the Territories of Arizona, Idaho, Montana, New Mex- 
ico, Utah, Wyoming, and the States of Colorado, and Nevada. Portions of other 
States and Territories are also included. 

Not 1 per cent. of this territory has been sold by the United States, and it must 
dieer unsold for years to come unless some means are found to supply it with 

er. 
From surveys made by the Government of portions of this territory, and esti- 
re th termined 


mates made of the remaining portions, it has been de that about two hun- 
dred millions of acres are broken and mountainous lands, where, even with an 
abundance of water, culture cannot be carried on ly. There are 
about two hundred millions of acres more, made up ot 


First. Lava-lands which are covered with cinder, scoria, &c. 

Second. Bad-lands, without soil and vegetation. 

Third. Desert plains of barren and driftin sand. 

This leaves us of the landa of tho great plains and valleys five hundred millions 
shied fo F uable crops could be raised if water were sup- 

or on. 

Many thousand acres have — deen reclaimed by utilizing the waters of 
rivers and streams, and spreading them over the land during the period of the 
growth of the crops. But owing to the limited yof water which can be 
made available from these sources under the most favorable conditions, prob- 
ably not more than 3 per cent. of these 500,000,000 acres can be reclaimed. What 
use can be made of the remaining 495,000,000 acres! They are not, it is true, en- 
tirely valueless; they are now, and will be hereafter, more for pastur- 
age lands; but they can never, to.any great extent, be sold for this purpose. 

The growth of 5 is so scanty that it requires from fifteen to twenty-five acres 
for the support of each head of neat cattle ; and many thousand acres are situated 
from fifty to one hundred miles from living water, and are thus unavailable even 
for pasturage. But little will ever be ed by the Government from the sale 
of these lands, until it is demonstrated that water can be supplied by artesian 


wells. 
In the State of Colorado alone, on the great 23 east of the Rocky Mountains, 
aro ns of acres of land. Much of it will produce, if irrigated, twenty- 


that Con is asked to 

priate $50,000 for boring artesian wells. vate en Swill . 
work, which is of an mental character, as the land is all owned by the Gov- 
ernment; but let it be demonstrated that water can be supplied in this way, and 


terprise will not undertake the 


done there would have been no occasion for an appropriation for the purpose of 
boring artesian wells. Thus aided, the States Territories of the arid region 
would themselves have made thorough explorations for water. 
The cost of boring wells is, of course, somewhat dependent on the character of 
the work and — to materials and supplies. Estimates have been made 
persons in the business, showing artesian wells can be sunk one 
ousand feet for $3,000, exclusive of tubing; two thousand feet for $10,000, 
and in an increasing ratio for depths, 
Some of the ablest geologists in the country have expressed an opinion that flow- 
ing wells can be obtained in many localities on the plains east and west of the 


pi by this bill is insignificant, com with the 
meguitude of the E. eee experiment — with Sete acts of 
acres of land, which now lie waste and unproductive, and which will continue in 
Ie A wlth villages V0 
jorned an omes of a 

has been advised by the Beoretary of the Interior, in his report sub- 
mii ovember 1, 1877, that the pre-emption and homestead laws are no longer 
a to what is known as the desert lands of the United States. 

Ə Commissioner of ture, in his last report, has specially recommended 
the sinking of artesian w: by the Government with a view to the reclamation 
of these deserts. The bill under consideration simply looks to giving effect to these 
recommendations. It is an experiment in the t direction, and should receive 
the early sanction of Congress. 

The committee therefore report in favor of the passage of the measure, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands, with 
amendments: in line 4, after the word “lying,” to strike out “ west 
of the one hundreth meridian of west longitude” and insert“ in cer- 
tain Western States and Territories ;” and in line 7, after the word 
“sunk,” to strike out “in the State of Colorado ;” so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, do., That witha view to the reclamation of the arid and waste lands 
lying in certain western States and Territories, the of the Interior is 


places as the Secretary of the Interior may designate. An party making a con- 
xt at the end o m> Searg ehg 


work shall have been „ file with the Secretary of the Interior a report contain- 

ing a statement of the character of the ground or rock through which the well is 

sunk, er the thickness of the strata of each formation, and he shall furnish 
0 


here 
7 — rules and 


The amendments were to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I move, in line 7, to strike out the word 
“five,” before the word “ artesian,” and insert “two;” and then to 
strike out in the same line “two of said wells to be sunk;” so that it 
will read: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to contract for the sinking of 
two artesian wells, on the plains east of the Rocky Mountains. 

And then to strike out the whole of line 9, in these words: “and 
three of them to be sunk west of the Rocky Mountains.” 

That will leave but two wells provided for. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that two wells are sufficient to experi- 
ment with, and I hope there will be no objection to the amendment 
that I bb ot o 

Mr. HILE, of Colorado. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
Po pre is satisfactory to the committee, and I hope it will be 
ado . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

` Mr. COCKRELL. Now I move after the words “said wells are to 


th and to deciare 
square miles, with the said site as nearly as possible in the center thereof; and the 
shall not be subject to salo or disposal under any law of the United 
States until said reservation has released., 
That simply provides that when a site for one of these artesian 
wells has been selected the Secretary of the Interior shall make a 
reservation of four sections. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is proper that the Government should 
have the benefit of the well and of the lands immediately around it, 
and I hope there will be no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. Mr. COCKRELL. Now, Mr. President, to make the bill consistent, 
in line 20 I move to strike out “ fifty ” and insert twenty;” soas to 

The sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated, &. 

That will give $10,000 for each well. 

The t was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Imove to strike out the word “ four” where it occurs 
in ing of the reservation, aud insert one.“ I am op to 


large reservations of publiclands. They have always been a delusion 
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and asnare. They have never been of value to the Government. 
They have always been in the way of public settlement. The effect 


would be to a very large extent to deprive—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be in order when the bill isin the Senate; the amendment 
to which he moves it having been already agreed to in Committee of 
the Whole, is not now amendable. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Do I understand the last amendment offered by 
the Senator from Missouri to have been adopted, striking out “ fifty” 
and inserting “twenty,” so as to make the appropriation $20,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That makes $10,000 for each of the wells. That 
is the estimate made by the committee; and the word “fifty” was 

ut in there when the bill provided for five wells; and now, to make 

t correspond to the amendment made, “ twenty ” is inserted. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It strikes me it would be better to place the 
amount at $25,000, because it is very doubtful whether any wells can 
be sunk on the plains, where it is proposed to sink these, for $10,000. 
We might get to a point where it would require additional legisla- 
tion which would involve t delay, and inasmuch as the whole mat- 
ter is under the control of the Secretary of the Interior, and in his 
discretion, it seems to meit would be better to raise the limit to $25,000. 
I move that it be “$25,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion will be in order when 
the bill is in the Senate. The amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri has been adopted in committee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Very well, I will offer the amendment in the 
Senate, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now [move where the words “twenty thousand 
dollars” occur to strike them out, and to insert “ twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be first on concur- 
ring in the amendments as made in Committee of the Whole reserv- 
ing the amendments suggested by the Senator from Nebraska and the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The unexcepted amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Now I move where the word “ twenty” occurs to 
insert thereafter “ five,” and after “dollars” to insert “or so much 


thereof as may be n x 

116 MoMILLAN. What amount was contemplated in the original 
b P 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ten thousand dollars for each well. The com- 
mittee in their report say that— 


persons ia — A e t artesian 

© 8 D; 0 
— feet for $3,000, exclusive of tubing; two thousand feet for $10,000, 
and in an ratio for greater depths. 

Now, we appropriate 810,000. for each of these wells, which will 
take them prota y to the depth of two thousand feet. That depth 
will not be reached until another Congress is in session; and then, if 
there is not sufficient to complete them, Congress can make an addi- 
tional appropriation. But $10,000 is certainly e to appropriate 
at one time tor one well. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not 
insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. 9 7 well, I will withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as to the amount of 
appropriation. 

e amendment was concurred in. $ 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move toamend the other reserved amendment 
by striking out “four” and inserting “one.” I do this because I do 
not care to have the Government go into this business as a specula- 
tion. I do not believe in withholding four square miles of land for 
the purpose of a rise in value on account of the sinking of these 
three wells. I think if the Government shall discover water out 
there, which will make valuable for homestead p that section 
of country which is now valuable for nothing except for grazing, the 
Government can amply afford to give the land, as it is now givin 
much more valuable lands to ple who want to make homes 
settlements on them. I am therefore opposed to setting so much 
land aside with the idea that this is to be a speculation on the part 
of the Government, whereby it is to reimburse itself for any portion 
of the money expended in the sinking of these wells out of the res- 
ervations around the places where the wells are sunk. It will sim- 

ly produce an occasion for legislation, which in itself will be a great 
beat more expensive than it would be to sink a well on every one of 
the sections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of half past one havin 
arrived it becomes the duty of the Chair to call up the unfinish 
business. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I ask unanimons consent to dispose of this 
bill which is ae 

0 


Mr. PADDOCK. the Senator from Florida will yield for a 


moment until we finish this bill that is pending. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
JONES,] who is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business, 


yield? f 
Mr. ALLISON. Iask the Senator from Florida to yield to me for 


a moment. Ido not wish to disturb him in the remarks he proposes 
to make on the unfinished business; but I desire to give notice that 
as soon as his remarks are concluded, Ishall ask the Senate to take 
up ee fortification appropriation bill to the exclusion of all other 
matters. 

Mr. BLAINE. If that motion should prevail, how would it leave 
the Fitz-John Porter bill, Mr. President? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. In the control of the Senate, of 


course. 

Mr. BLAINE. It would have no place unless the Senate should 
again order it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be tponed ; it would 
have no place; but it would be subject to be called up of course. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understand the Senator from Florida to yield 
so that we may conclude the bill which has been discussed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to add a word to what the 
Senator from Iowa has said in connection with the appropriation 
bills. Three days the Committee on Appropriations have given way 
to different Senators for the purpose of going on with the pending 
discussion. I hope it will be generally understood that at the expi- 
ration of the speech of the Senator from Florida the floor will be 
given to the Senator from Iowa to call up the fortification appropria- 

ion bill. If we are to have an adjournment at all this session, it is 

time that we get at the appropriation bills. The committee have 

ne for three days trying to get the floor for the purpose of getting 
em up. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I have no disposition whatever to ask the Senate 
to make any delay in their action on the ne pak tg bills; but I 
do ask that I may have an opportunity either on Friday or some day 
early next week to say something on the Fitz-John Porter case. 

Mr. LOGAN. You can speak right after the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Bat the Senator from Iowa 1 notice that after 
2 15 of the Senator from Florida he will call up an appropria- 

ion bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator from 
Rhode Island. Ionly propose to lay aside the pending bill informally. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I can speak the day after to-morrow just as wall; 
= in fact I would rather speak the day after to-morrow or on Mon- 

y: 
Mr. LOGAN. Iwill say in the hearing of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, so that he may understand it, that after the Senator from 
Florida is through I understand the Senator from Iowa will move to 
take up an appropriation bill. Of course that can be done; but I 
shall insist on finishing this case, and I shall object to the proposi- 
tion, so the Senator from Rhode Island had better be ready to take 
the floor. I will take the e of 5 

Mr. FERRY. Do I understand the tor from Iowa to move to 
lay aside the present bill, or simply to ask unanimous consent that 
the appropriation bill be taken 1 

Mr. Jo S, of Florida. Who has the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida has the 
floor, but has ance it for this discussion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isimply gave notice that at the close of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Florida I should ask the Senate to inform- 
ally lay aside the pending business in order that one of the regular 
sppro riation bills may be considered and acted on. 

r. BLAINE. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I shall object. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then when the proper time arrives the next step 
necessary will be taker, whatever it may be. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I want to give notice that if the 
debate on the Fitz-John Porter bill is to extend for a month, as it 
threatens to do, I shall feel it my duty at a much shorter period than 
a month from now to antagonize with it the Geneva award bill and 
move to lay aside all previous orders and proceed to the consideration 
of that bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say in response to that, if I may be per- 
mitted, that those who have spoken on this side—and they are not 
very numerous—are not responsible for the Fitz-John Porter case 
being before the Senate. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, let me say that while I am very 
glad that the Fitz-John Porter bill is before the Senate, it is here, as 
all Senators know or should know, by the action of the President of 
the United States. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now, I say this in onse, that the President of 
the United States has introduced no billin this Senate. The Senator 
himself introduced the bill, and by his action this matter is before 
the Senate, and he cannot get out of it that way. 

Mr. THURMAN. The bill is very properly before the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I am not saying it is not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very properly indeed; but it cannot be allowea 
to take precedence over business even more jmportant than it, much 
longer, unless the Senate see fit to vote down my proposition. 

Mr. LOGAN. It will bea very easy matter for us to vote on the bill 
and settle it before the Geneva award bill comes up. I am ready to 
vote at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This discussion is out of order. Does 
the Senator from Florida yield the floor to consider the bill which has 
been pending? Ifso, the question ison the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas. 


1880. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I will, in deference to the Senator who reported the 
bill, bein, — Senne my own judgment as to what is proper, withdraw 


en 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the remaining amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole will be consid as concurred 


in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 237) directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to organize a to inquire into the present condition of the 
double-turreted monitors and the propriety and cost of completing 
the same was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
en Naval Affairs. 

The following bills from the House 
5 read twice by their titles, and re 
Pensions: 

A bill + R. No. 85 


of Representatives were sev- 
ferred to the Committee on 


granting a pension to Melissa Wagner ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 229 granting a pension to Thomas Lowry; 
A bill (H. R. No. 238) granting an increase of pension to J. J. Pur- 


man ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 253) to increase the pension of Captain Samuel C. 
over 
A ill (H. R. No. 254) granting an increase of pension to James M. 


reland; ~- . x 
E bill (K. R. No. 1460) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
yeri 


ion to William Bowman ; 

k gran nsion to Arthur I. McConnell; 
R. No. 3100) granting relief to Samuel B. Hutchinson; 
R. No. 3259) granting a pension to Jesse Hicken ; 
R. No. 3260) granting a pension to Eliza McConnel; 
R. No. 3261 granting a pension to Elizabeth Dougherty; 


and 
A bill (H. R. No. 3264) granting a pension to Abner Hoopes. 
FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 1139) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, late 
major-general of the United States volunteers and colonel of the Army, 
the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. RANDOLPH. 

The PRESIDING OFFI The Senator from Florida Mr. JONES] 
is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator from Florida will allow me I desire 
to say in the presence of the Senate that I have certainly in this case 
tried to state the facts as reported in the testimony as correctly as it 
was possible for me to do. Desiring to not be placed improperly en 
the record, I desire to make a correction of a portion of the testimony 
that I referred to yesterday evening; and as this is the first oppor- 
tunity I wish now to do it. 

Yesterday h speaking of the testimony of one witness who 
said that he heard Fitz-John Porter make a certain remark, I called 
the name of the witness “Bond.” I made that mistake by turnin 
the wrong leaf and having the evidence ectly in my mind I look 
and saw the name of Bond, “John Bond,” and spoke of John Bond's 
testimony. It was not the testimony of John Bond that I intended 
to refer to, but the ey of William L. Faxon, a m in one 
of the brigades of General Morell’s division. Now, g to that, 
I will ask the Secretary to read that testimony so that 8 
the RECORD and correct the statement I made yesterday, and then I 
have naught further to say at this time. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Wirra L. Faxon, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 


goua, State your oco! on. 
er. Superintendent National Sailors’ terre p mea Massachnsetts. 
e% Were 8 service of the Uni tates on the 29th of August, 
; what Ca) 
A. I was assistant care A of the Thirty-second Massachusetts from the 2d of 
June, 1862, until along in August, 1863. 
2 — — did you leave the service, and with what rank? 


en I was mustered out I was surgeon of the — — Regiment; 
for the last year of the war I was in = oe ae -hospitals of the 
Fifth at Fredericksburgh and White House and City Point. 


Q Where 4 % on the night of the 27th? 
In camp at Warrentoz Junction. 
2 m 8 e beet division, Fifth Corps, Morell din, 
I was in secon e, visi comman: 
division, and General Griffin commanding the brigade. : 
a han did you leave Warrenton Junction, and what direction did your 
en 0 
-The bugle sounded for an early start, and it was quite dark. We got out 
Just before daylight, and 8 lay outside of the wood in which we camped 


until the sun was p ig 
y hing tion did you take from there ? 
et ee of the Wick snd crossed a ile ram, sid 
went u s, and from there to Bristoe; 
p 8 ol general direction of 


the exan 
At what time did you arrive at Bristoe Station with your regiment 
g Ijudge about the middle of the afternoon. t 
that time did you see General Porter : 
Porter only as I crossed the run at Bristoe. 


X—93 


. I saw 


Where was he at that time! 


there.” Iam very 
argh, pee them. 
Q the next morning where igi eg 
I marched with the regiment, and I think we went up about as far as Ma- 
nassas Junction, where we halted a short time; then an turned off to 
the left, I believe, and crossed the road and came off on a a a ee, 
bas carving off and tollowing the general dircotien of tht Manassas Gap 5 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Is that the entire testimony ? 

Mr. LOGAN. Of whom? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Of Dr. Faxon. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all. I only have had read that portion which 


I referred to last night. If the Senator desires it all read I have no 
objection, or I will let it all go in the Recorp without reading, if 
the Senator desires. 


Mr. RANDOLPH. I do not care to detain the Senate with a long 
reading of the statements of Dr. Faxon. I have already stated per- 


haps all that I care to state in to what he said, and im regard 
s that examination, but the en matter may go into the RECORD, 
sup 


pose. 
Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection. Iam very much obliged to the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, in discussing the important 
question involved in this case, I shall not feel it any 2 of my duty 
to refer to the facts which have been so elaborately ussed by the 
Senators from New Jersey [Mr. RANDOLPH] and Indiana, [Mr. McDon- 
ALD.] The question of power involved in the of this billI do 
intend to debate with all the fullness that my pe ability will enable 
me todo; and I shall endeavor in the course of my argument to reply 
to some of the arguments of the Senator from Wisconsin, who is before 
me, [Mr. CARPENTER,] who has presented a very clear and concise 
statement of his views. I will say here, Mr. President, that I sym- 

athize somewhat with him in that very commendable feeling which 

e exhibited the other day when he spoke of the gradual and con- 
stant departures which were going on through the processes of in- 
sidious legislation from the landmarks of the Constitution. I appre- 
ciated much that he said in reference to the creation of extraneous 
establishments, agricultural bureaus, boards of health, and man: 
establishments of that kind; and I must confess that I share wi 
him in much of the doubt that he manifested touching the powers of 
the General Government to create them; but I think he stopped very 
far short of the period of legislative de from the principles of 
the Constitution. I think that he did not state when that departure 

If he had, he would have shown that it went beyond the 

penon designated in his argument and beyond the bureaus which he 
nam 


Mr. President, while on that point it may be proper and logical for 
me to say that Congress has exercised in its wisdom most extraordi- 
nary powers; and in speaking, as I propose to do, to the philosoph 
of this question, I propose to behin d the letter of the law, an 
shall not confine myself simply to that line of ent which is 
usually addressed to a court when its inquiry merely is, what is the 
law? In a body of this kind we ought to go a little further, and we 
ought to ascertain not only what the law is, but why it is as we find 
1t. Speaking of legislative departures from the Constitution and! 
strides toward central W 0 it is very proper in connection wi 
this subject that I should cite the provisions of the act of Con 
known as the reconstruction law, under which vast and comprehen- 
sive nipones were vested by Congress in officers of the Army—powers 
of life and death over the citizen in a large portion of the country. 
I make no t now respecting the constitutional power of Con- 

to do this thing; Iam only speaking of the fact with the fur- 
object of illustrating the necessity of our following that up, if 
need be, by the exercise of the very power which is attempted to be 


enfo: in the of this bill, which is entirely free from all 
constitutional objections 

Now, Mr. President, nobody can deny the vastness of that power 
which was given to the military officers of the United States under 
that act of 1867. There was something more in that than the crea- 
tion of an agricultural bureau or a board of health, because under it 
the military officers of the Union had absolute authority over the 

roperty and the life of the citizen; and here I would ask a question, 

8 it is not in the regular line of my argument,) whether or 
not it was intended that when Co: gave that power, thus abso- 
lute and unlimited, it meant to retain no supervisery authority over 
those officers intrusted with it? Did it mean, when the power tc 
create courts-martial and to try citizens for any offense whatever 
and amounting in many cases to the penalty of death, that this 
body in the exercise of its wisdom, for the purpose of governing tho 
States at that time, did not retain any residuary control over thoe 
extraordinary tribunals and officers in whom this power was investel? 

If a great grievance had occurred, if an officer had exceeded ais 
power, if a court-martial had taken life where it ought not to ave 
taken it, and the proceedings had been approved ‘by the co er 
under that law, would anybody say after the exercise of that pwer 
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that Congress would not have had authority to review that proceed- 
and give the victim relief? 

. President, the exercise of that power was not altogether dis- 
similar to that which has been repeatedly exercised by the British 
Tarliament over her distant possessions; and one of the most notable 
instances in her history was a case that arose out of a trial by a court- 
martial, a case that aroused the whole British public and nearly the 
whole civilized world to an indignation and a feeling that was never 
felt before. What was the action of the people of Great Britain when 
the tidings reached there of not the execution but the sentence of a 
poor missionary who had eee DEORAN tiA goti 1 
among British slaves? He had been taken from the sanctity of his 
home and arraigned before a military court-martial, presided over by 
a British officer, and after listening to false testimony and the making 
up of a false record that tribunal condemned that innocent man to 
die. What was the result of it? Was it an Sopon to the King’s 
Bench? Was it a review by the king in council? Was it in trying 
any tedious process iei which the equity of the thing would have 
been lost sight off No, Mr. President, it was an ap to the repre- 
sentatives of the British people in the House of Commons, and Mr. 
Brougham was the leader of that sentiment; he went there and with 
a series of resolutions denounced that court and its infamous judg- 
ment as a violation of the British constitution, and involving the 
trampling under foot of the sacred rights of the subject. It was 
that proceeding that sounded the doom of slavery in the British do- 
minions, although the people were in no way responsible for the 
crime, and every man that voted against the resolutions to condemn 
that court was marked by a liberty-loving people as an object of their 
condemnation, 

If a great o had happened under a military court-martial in 
any of our distant Territories, if an officer wearing the uniform of the 
United States was to oppress by means of this -mili power any 
of the poor savages on the frontier, would this great y of Con- 

sit quietly by and have no opinion to express upon the sub- 
fect? But this, Mr. President, is a mere outside statement not at all 
ng upon the argument which I intend to submit. 

I have no objection to the divisions of power set forth in the - 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin. I agree with him that this 
Government is divided into three ere departments : the legislative, 
the executive, and the judicial. I do not, however, agree with him 
that this is a contest between the States and the General Govern- 
ment, as he would seem to indicate, but it is a contest between two 

ents of the same Government, between the executive and the 
legislative. The power here claimed by Congress under the Consti- 
tution, I insist is an absolute, unqualified, unlimited power. I intend 
to show that this power with respect to the Army was not like many 
of the other powers in the Constitution entirely new at the time that 
our Constitution was adopted, for the very provision which we find 
in the Constitution which gives Congress power to make rules for the 
vernment and re tion af the Army was in the Articles of Con- 
ederation in peeved the same terms that it is to be found in the 
Constitution of to-day. There was no change made whatever with 
respect to this power. The framers of this great instrument of free- 
dom well understood the great conflicts for liberty that had taken 
place in the old world. No set of men that ever lived on this conti- 
nent were more familiar with the contests of freedom which took 
pago in the mother country. Far better were they understood by 
em than they are understood now, At least it would seem so from 
the indications of the hour. 

It was well known that the executive power was the oe lion that 
was to be the power of the executive was the thing that was 
dreaded; and the debates in the convention show most conclusively 
that in all attempts to organize the Army it was the determination of 
every Congress and every convention and every body that assembled 
on this continent never to give the control of a standing armed force 
to the executive er of this country. They were apprized of what 
had keppenda a england, in France, in Spain, in all the Continental 
countries. They saw that after a contest of two hundred years every 
free system on the continent had been crushed by the power of the 
sword. They remembered the exertions which had been made by the 
poor populace under the reign of Charles V to rescue the libe: of 
the people, and how they failed inst the odds of his battalions. 
They remembered the gradual extinction of liberty in all the coun- 
tries of the middle ages, and they came down to that country which 
gave them an example, the only one that they had, by which to form 
a free constitution. 

Near the beginning of the eighteenth century there was not a free 
constitution left on the Continent of 17 75 Every one had been 
swept away; Louis XIV, who styled himself the state, had permitted 
his parliament to sleep for sixty years almost the sleep of death. 
The States-General of ce, as Macauley tells us, was remembered 
only by the learned lawyers as a part of the history-of the past. In 
Spain all representation of the people had gone; and so throughout 

Continental Europe until we come down to that little isle, that 
‘ea-girt isle, to whose institutions and whose traditions we trace 
hese fundamental principles of freedom which were so well referred 
t by the Senator from Wisconsin the other day, when he referred to 

sources of our constitutional system. 
"he straggle commenced there, but it ended on the side of the peo- 
ple. Charles I seeking to carry out the absolute notions of Henry 


VIII, and of the absolute 8 of the house to which he belonged, 
sought to get control of the army, He failed. He failed by the re- 
sistance of his parliament, which, after civil war, had brought him 
to the block and made him pay the terrible penalty of his life for his 
effort to subvert the liberties of his country. 

_ These examples, I say, were before the framers of the Constitu- 
tion. They were not simply cases involving the trial of title to a 
mule or a cart under the judicial power, as referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, in the District of Columbia. No, Mr. President, 
they were great questions of governmental power; and it will be 
seen that every effort of the men who framed this noble charter of 
liberty was to take away wherever they could power and authority 
from the Executive and to keep it within the clutches of the repre- 
sentatives of the people. 

They formed a provisional 5 that controlled the army. 
The States quarreled among themselves about everything else ; they 
were jealous of the Federal power; they were indisposell to give up 
anything, but they were compelled from necessity to center the com- 
mand of the Army in some federal head. Whom did they give it to? 
They gave it to Congress in the Articles of Confederation : 


The United States in Con; 


ting pers 
passing through the same as may be requisite to defray the expenses of said 
office ;—appointing all officers of the Hi pases in the service of the United st 

an 


regimental officers ; ting all the officers of the nayal fi 
fng all officers whatever in the service of the United Beate vena 
rules for the government and regulation of the said land and naval forces, and di 
ing operations. 


The -precie language that is to be found here in the Articles of 
Confederation was afterward incorporated in the Constitution under 
which we live without change. Now, I ask what authority did the 
Con of the Confederation exercise under that power? They 
made laws for the government of the Army. The first military code 
ever established here was created in 1776. It is nearly a transcript 
of the British articles of war, so that when the word “rules” is em- 
ployed or used it means something. The word “rules” here in the 
Articles of Confederation and in the Constitution means something 
more than an ordinary word. It meant to give to Congress the 
power to adopt rules and regulations for the government of the Army 
according to the settled principles and usages of war. There is a 
great implied in the language, because a constitution being an 
1 Ms ent of definition and not of enumeration it cannot go into 
tails. 

A code was created under this power; the Army was managed 
under it. From 1776 until 1806, so far as I remember, there was no 
change in the military code created for the government of the Army. 
How was that power exercised? It was a mere transcript, as I sai 
of the British act, showing that they had before them the system of 
ri ae engi and the rules of government that prevailed in the Eng- 

ish forces at that day. There can be no doubt about that. Congress 
provided in those rules that in all cases where an officer was cashiered 
or sentenced to death the proceedings of the court-martial should not 
be effective or operative until passed upo by them. There is the 
article of war under the code of 1776 which regulated the govern- 
ment of the Army all through the Revolntion, and which remained 
unchanged until 1806, by which it was distinctly provided that in 
all cases where a court-martial sentenced an officer to dismissal from 
the service or to the punishment of death the ings, before 
they could be made effectual, should be submi to the decision of 
this sovereign body. That law stood, I say, until after the present 
Constitution went into operation, and then the Conga, tor — 
pose of convenience, chauged the law and invested President 
with tbe power of approval instead of itself. 

What do I argue from this? I argue the complete power of Con- 
gross over the subject. If the Congress of the Confederation had au- 

ority to bring before it, as it did, every proceeding in court-martial 
cases and pass upon it, the Congress of to-day under our new Consti- 
tution possesses the same power. It is no reply to say that the Com- 
mander-in-Chief is now the President, because that does not meet the 
question. There was no power given to him over this subject. He 
was invested only with the authority to command, but the authority 
to make rules for the government of the Army is to-day where it was 
in 1776, in 1778, in 1784, and all through the period of the revolu- 
tionary war, in the Con of the United States. 

We are met with the ier of the pardoning power. We have 
been told that the existence of this power is an insuperable obstacle 
to the relief which is sought in this case. Let me put a case. In 
1806 Congress had full plenary power over proceedings by courts- 
martial under the articles of war. I assert it. They are here; I will 
not take up the time of the Senate to read them. Before a proceed- 
ing by a court-martial could be effectual it had to come here. I ask 
if a conviction had taken place, if a military officer had been arraigned 
for an attempt upon the liberties of his country, if he had prostituted 
his high office so as to involve in any way the security of the poopie 
or the high trust with which he was invested, and he had been tried 
by a court-martial in 1806 and the e proceeding was sent here for con- 
firmation, and if Con exercising that sovereign and watchful 

wer over the interests and liberties of the people which the organic 

w intended that it should do, declared that that officer should suffer 
the penalty of death, (Congress had the power of approval, and it has 
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1880. 


it if it is disposed to exercise it,) I ask any constitutional lawyer 
shor in. Scat thea Kind eee Dis oort inti bs Sele 


rupted by the on of the President ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion to him ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. At that time there was no President. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. There was in 1806. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ithought the Senator spoke of 1776. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Isaid from 1776 to 1806. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator spoke of the Confederation, when 
there was no division of powers. Congress was the Government ; it 


did ie bein 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is true. 
Mr. CARPENTER. That does not happen to be our condition to- 


day. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I admit that there was no constitution ; 
I said so; but this very power was delegated to the Confederation in 
the exact language that we find it embodied in the Constitution to- 


r. CARPENTER. All the powers of government were in Con- 


gress. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly; and in committees of Con; 

ME CARPENTER. Te is not ao now. = 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. But this very law of which I speak ex- 
isted down to 1806. Down to that period Congress had retained the 
pomar nt correction or approval in respect to findings by courts- 
marti 

The following is the article to which I refer: 


No sentence of a ral court-martial shall be put in execution till after a 
shall be made of the whole proceedings to Con or to the General or 
mander-in-Chief of the forces of the United States, and their or his directions be 


FFC 
an order or sentence of a ; 
tag Wy me oriee Ea oboe mar te ar oa aaa private soldiers. 

Mr. CARPENTER. What act is that? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is the first act, the act of 1776. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Under the confederation. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, that was the act under the confedera- 
tion. I say this act continued in foree until 1806, after the adoption 
of the present Constitution, and then it was changed in some very 
unimportant particulars; but this power was given to the President 
in 1806 for the first time. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to understand the Senator’s point. Do 
I understand him to say that from 1789 down to 1806 the i 
of court-martial were reported to Congress and approved or disap- 
proved noe in fact ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I say that this article of war continued 
in operation from 1776, and was not changed until 1806. 

Mr. HOAR. The point of my question, which is a very 23 
one if the question be answered in one way, is not whether a law o 
the old confederation or a regulation for the government of the Army 
remained down to 1806, but whether in point of historical fact, after 
aslo pws He pelegre vde ge y toma map ac AEE n 

epended upon the appro or their v: 
whether that power was in fact exercised re pi 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Iam not prepared to say that it was exer- 
cised, but I belieye that the authority existed. ther there was 
occasion for its exercise or not, I am not prepared to say. 

BOT aoe There must have been courts-martial between 1789 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have not looked into but I am 
satisfied that the authority existed for its exercise, and t it was 
not until 1806 that it was changed, and then for the first time the 
power of i ithe was given by Congress to the President by simply 
poa ing A Saree article, striking out “Congress” and inserting 

nt. : 

Mr. CARPENTER. In what do you find that? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. In this book, O’Brien on courts-martial. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The ori article ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, ogi Y atgan Irora Inla yg! all through 
our history, beginning wit e reyolutionary period and eomin 
down to 1806, and I might say even yet, the authority of 4 
over this subject was complete. The language of the Constitution 
meant precisely what it imported, that Co: should have power 
to govern the Army according to the rules articles of war. 
does the President get the power of approval which he to- 
day with respect to the sentence of courts-martial? Does he get it 
by virtue of his authority as C der-in-Chief? No one would 
pretend to say that. He gets it from the articles of war, which Con- 
gress may annul to-morrow. It is under a distinct article of war that 

e approved the sentence in this case, and he acted as the represent- 
ative of the sovereign power of Congress when he did it. 
could take away that power to-morrow and restore it to themselves, 
and it is all-important to the interests and to the liberties of this 
pene that that power in Congress should be recognized and en- 


Will anybody pretend to say that this article of war could not be 


ee by both Houses of Congress to-morrow, that they could not 
take to themselves the approval of all sentences of military’ tribunals? 
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Suppose they exercised that power, and g case came up here for ap- 
probation and we approved the sentencé, I ask the question again 
whether in that case the President could interpose his pardoning 
power and prevent its execution? Isay he could not; and the reason 
bet ao could not is that so far as the Army is concerned the power 
of Con is supreme and unlimited. The oning power never 
was intended, in my opinion, to apply to cases arising in the land or 
naval forces. 

It is said that the President has the absolute power of pardon for 
all offenses committed against the United States. I admit he has; 
but I say that that e is not any broader than the 1 to 
be found in the Constitution which requires that all crimes shall be 
tried by a jury. That was the language of the original Constitation 
before the fifth amendment was interposed, which was not ratified 
until 1794. I willsay to the Senator from Wisconsin that that amend- 
ment was not incorporated into the Constitution for the purpose of 
making more explicit any of the doubtful provisions that were in the 
old Constitution, but to more effectively the rights and the 
liberties of the people outside of the Army. 

No person— 

It says— 
shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on afpre- 
sentment or indictment of a grand jury. 

Then it adds: 

Except in cases arising in the land or naval forces. P} 

But in the old part of the Constitution there is nothing said about 
land or naval forces; and it was well understood before the amend- 
ment was adopted that the language “ crimes” did not include crimes 
committed within the Army or the Navy. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The term“ high crimes” occurred only in con- 
8 with the power of impeachment, and that applied only to civil 
officers. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator misapprehends my quotation. 
I will show him what I mean by that. 

The last clause of section 2, article 3, reads: 

The trial of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be by jury. 

Can you conceive of language any broader than that? That was 
the original text of the Constitution, and it wasinsisted by some law- 
yers that it was so broad that it included offenses committed within 
the Army and the Navy, but the reason of the thing was against it. 

Mr. C. ENTER. If the Senator orn tire. the suggestion, if 
he will e the eee, 8 he will find that = e 

t e original Constitution and applies to 
— toe E the sixth amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That was afterward adopted. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It was adopted at the same time the fifth was; 
they were adopted together. 


over it. 3 in all 
y 


countries is the same. It had authority to do preci what the 
mutiny act gave the King of Great Britain power to do. The lan- 
of the Constitution in that respect is ost identical with the 


Executive for the destruction of our noble fabric of government, and 
if he were convicted of that offense, Congress, under its plenary 
power over the Army, could condemn him to punishment notwith- 
standing the decision of the Executive. I mean, of course, under the 
articles of war and according to the principles of the military code. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. ' 

Mr. CARPENTER. Do I understand the Senator to maintain that 
it is not in the power of the President to pardon any offense com- 
eg against the laws of the United States by any officer of the 
Army 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Just hear me through. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I want to get at the Senator's point in order 
to appreciate his argument. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Just wait. 

Mr. President, the power of pardon, with respect to offenses in the 
Army and Navy, was inconsistent with the nature of the subject. 
Every officer who has authority to call a court-martial under the 
military code has the authority to pardon the offender. That is a 
fixed principle of military law, recognized at the time our Constitu- 
tion was adopted, recognized in Great Britain, recognized now, except 
in two particular instances where Congress has made the rule other- 
wise, and they are the cases of dismissal from the service and where 
the penalty of death has been interposed, in which cases, under the 
distinct authority of Congress, the 1 certified to 
the President through the Secretary of War approval. 
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Mr. CARPENTER. Th 
to interrupt him, but I want to understand his 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am not so skillful a debater as the Sen- 


ator. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The gentleman is doing himself great injus- 
tice. What I want to get at is this: The law authorizes the com- 
manding officer who, assembles a court-martial to set aside the pro- 


nator will pardon me. I do not wish 
position. 


ceedings—to disapprove of them—just as a judge in a civil court is 
authorized to grant a new trial, and does the Senator confound that 
with pardon ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Let me read what a military cog 
says on that subject. I do not profess to be a military lawyer, and 
do not know anything about those laws, but I find it so recorded by 
learned authorities that have written on the subject. This authority 
says: 

The revision of their sentence is the last act of a court-martial. But the sen- 
tence cannot be executed till confirmed by the proper authority. And every officer 
authorized to order a general court- has power to pardon or mitigate any 
punishment ordered by said court, except the sentence of death or of cashierin, 
an officer; which, in the cases where he authority (as enacted in the sixty fifth 
article of war) to 8 them into execution, he may suspend until the pleasure of 
the President of the United States be known, which s nsion, to, er with the 


copies of the proceedings of the court-martial, the said officer immediately 


transmit to the President for his determination. 
Mr. CONKLING. What book does the Senator read that from? 
Mr7JONES, of Florida. O’Brien on Courts-martial, page 280. 
Mr. CARPENTER. That is O’Brien’s language, not the Articles of 


War. 
Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator from Florida understand the 
word “pardon,” as there used, to signify an act of executive clem- 


ency ? 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think he intended to use it in that sense. 
Mr. CARPENTER. The article of war says “disapproval,” not 


“pardon.” 

Nr. JONES, of Florida. When you come to look at it there is very 
little difference between the power to set aside a sentence after the 
officer puts his name to it, and the power to doit before. He may 
disapprove it. He may — the punishment. I understand that 
is clearly settled. If a man is sentenced to fifty ry I am told the 
officer who calls the court may mitigate it to twenty-five. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin may know more about it than he, but that is 
what this author states. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator will pardon me. He is aware 
that we are talking about a constitutional question, and that ques- 
tion is, whether the Senator means to maintain that the act of an 
officer, instead of approving, disapproving the finding of a court-mar- 
tial, ib the exercise of the pardoning power mentioned in the Consti- 
tation of the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Oh, it is not the exercise of the pardoning 
power mentioned in the Constitution of the United States; of course 
not. But I am arguing to show that from the nature of this subject 
it is a question of great doubt whether the pardoning power gon 
in the Constitution can be exercised by the President over the Army 
against the authority of Congress. 

As I said awhile ago, the authority of the President in all cases of 
this kind is derived from Congress, and Congress can revoke his 
authority to-morrow, can take away from him the power of appro 
ing sentences in court-martial cases. Who will deny that? It can 

e it to itself. It can take the question of the approval of the sen- 
tence of a court-martial to itself. I affirm that. I affirm that the 
authority exists under the Constitution to-day for Con, to take 
from the President the power to approve the sentences of courts-mar- 
tial, and to declare that from this time henceforward that power shall 
be exercised by the two Houses of Congress; and in that case if it 
‘affirmed the sentence, the pardoning power in my judgment could not 
be tolerated to interfere with its power over the subject, because that 
‘would be incompatible with the object the framers had in view in 
giving to the representatives of the people absolute and unlimited 
ä e Army. 

Mr. AN. If it will not annoy the Senator, I should like to 
ask him a question on that particular line. He says Congress has 
authority to take away the approving z pawor of the President Ìn refer- 
ence to courts-martial. Iwill not uss that matter, though we 
might di ; but I will ask him this question: Taking it for 

ted that he is correct in that, suppose Congress was to take away 

t power to-day, what effect would taking away the power of the 

President to approve the sentence of a court-martial have on court- 


martial that had been approved prior to that? 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. That belongs to another branch of the 
subject. 


r. LOGAN. That is the point of this case, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 1 will give the Senator a candid answer. 
I have no doubt whatever in amy nd but that the authority of Con- 
pe is su 7 5 Fhe the subject, and bear Ab coula 
a it thought proper, to reverse and nullify and abrogate 
3 of a 8 Which. may have taken place. I do 
not consider such judgment to be any part of the exercise of the ju- 
dicial power. I look upon a court-martial as being only a Loerie | 

rere of the machinery provided by Congress for the government an 
e tion of the land forces, and that machinery is just like that 
provided by Congress to settle the disputed claims of claimants under 


the Geneya award. They sit there with all the solemnity of Judges, 
they write out, as my friend on my 8 15 well knows, the most elab- 
orate judicial opinions under an act of Con which brought them 
into life for a special purpose. Their authority over the subject I 
would not deny. 

1 LOGAN. I will say to the Senator, if it does not interrupt 

11— — 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Go on. 

Mr. LOGAN. If I understand the Senator correctly, he means that 
according to his theory Congress has absolute power over the Army, 
its courts, their findings, decisions, and approvals—absolute power ĩ 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is to say, it may to-day reverse any decision of 
a court-martial having been approved by the President; the time in- 
tervening does not interfere with the power; it runs with the life of 
Congress and they may at any time set aside the proceedings of a 
court-martial. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. Now, I will ask the Senator under that 
theory ere e could not set aside the proceedings of courts- 
martial that were held after the Constitution was adopted under 
President Washington, or set aside the proceedings of a court-martial 
that sat during our war of 1812 and so on down to the present time f 
Would not Congress have that power according to his theory? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Oh, well; I do not question the power at 


all. 
4 a LOGAN. That is what we are talking about, the power. Now, 
on 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not think the Senator is putting the 
case exactly fair. It is said, for instance, that a court of equity has 
jurisdiction over a certain class of cases without question. You might 
come up and say it may go back a hundred years and retry cases long 
since settled. I do not think that is a argument, 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will see that I am not unfair with him. 
If Con has the absolute power to set aside the findings of a court- 
martial to-day, having been approved by the President five years ago, 
there being no statute of limitations, tell me what limitation there is 
on the power of Congress to reach back to the days of bows f 
I cannot see it. If there is any distinction I cannot understand it, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. A very and respectable portion of 
this body voted that there was no limit with respect to the power of 
im ent, not very long . They held that a man out of the 
public service could be impeached for high crimes and misdemeanors 
in office. I should like to know whether the statute of limitations 
could come in there. These are peculiar cases, I did not think that 


way. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not hold that way myself. I happened to be 
on the other side of that question. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. There is the absolute power of impeach- 
ment given running against officers of the Uni States, and some 
thought that power extended to men that had left office; they thought 
it honestly, and maintained it with great force of argument. Itshows 
the difficulty of settling these points by absolute demonstration. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask leave to put a question to the Senator ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not regard this illustration about impeach- 
ments as very valuable, and my question does not relate to that; but 
the honorable Senator a moment ago introduced an illustration which 
I thought more instructive, and upon that I want to ask him a ques- 
tion. e honorable Senator referred to the tribunal to adjudge cer- 
tain specified cases neg Laer to be included in the Geneva award, and 
if I understood him he likened the adjudication of a court-martial 
to the adjudication of that court. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I did not draw the parallel; I only alluded 


to it. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator did not commit himself to saying 
the cases were exactly alike, but he suggested them as belon, to 
the same category. I thought that a valuable illustration, and I 
to make of the Senator inquiry: Congress having establish 
that tribunal, which the Senator tells us proceeded with learned 
opinions to adjudicate certain cases, I ask: when the Geneva award 
tribunal had udicated a case confessedly within its jurisdiction H 
had rendered its final judgment, that being not a constitutional but 
merely a statutory tribunal, does the honorable Senator hold that it 
would have been competent afterward by an act of Congress to say 
that a judgment in a particular case should be reversed, that a partic- 
ular award should not be paid to A, but should be paid to B orshould 
not be paid at all? Would that have been an exertion of legisla- 
tive power and competent within the theory of the honorable Senator! 

I am willing to say, if he will allow me, that I think manifestly it 
would, if the doctrine for which he is arguing be sound, because it 
was a mere statutory tribunal; it had pro ed to an exertion and 


exhaustion of- the power deposited in it by the statute; andit was not 
judicial power. the Senator is right, Co itane By an act 
rward say that a particular judgment which it rendered 


should be reversed and should be of non-effect; and if the Senator 
will indulge me only a moment cine} I will furnish him a more fa- 
miliar illustration of the same kind if he will give me his attention. 
This illustration doubtless exists in his own State, and in manifold 
instanees in my own. The Legislature, without the constitution 
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viding anything about it—the Legislature exercising the power of 
3 1 5 8 that commissioners, three, may be ap- 
pointed to appraise and condemn property to be used by a railway 
eompany in its right of way. commissioners adjudicate; an 
appeal is given to the courts j the appeal is exhausted. The Sena- 
tor's a 


rgument must be that that being a mere statutory tribunal, 
the Legislature with more ey wer than Congress possesses 
because Con has only delega power, and the State Legisla- 


tures have the entire residuum of power, would have the competency 
to step in after this board of assessment had declared that a certain 
sum should be paid for my house and my close and that the railroad 
might pass over it, and by law enact that some other sum should be 
paid or some other act should take place. 

Now I put that case and the Geneva award case to the honorable 
Senator that I may understand him, and I beg him to state whether 
he means that the 1 in the one case and Congress in the 
other may come in under the Constitution and overthrow particular 
judgments of these statutory courts. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I did allude to the case that 
arose under the Geneva award where a tribunal was o; i for 
the purpose of administering a fund between private parties. My 
views on this subject are not new. I had occasion, I think, to state 
to the Senate a little over a year ago what I conceive to be the true 
distinction in matters of this description. Where private rights are 
involved entirely in such judgments, the legislative power cannot 
interfere—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to ask him a 

uestion ? 
5 Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not wish to be interrupted all day. 
If I am, I do not know when I shall get through. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to interrupt in the line of what the Senator 
was saying, to ask whether the admission that he is now making that 
it cannot 5 done in such a case ght not to be qualified by saying 
that the legislative power might do it on the application of 

arties, and whether a Py car of this kind may not be reopened 
by the consent of the Government on one side, represanted by Con- 
gress, and the defendant on the other. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think that would relieve it of the whole 
difficulty that might be involved in the case. 

CONKLING. The Senator thinks consent would confer juris- 
diction. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is not a question of jurisdiction. 

Mr. CARPENTER, The Senator thinks the power would depend 
on who applied for its exercise. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. A few years ago there was a case before 
the Senate, which was debated here with great ingenuity and power, 
where a judgment of the Supreme Court came up, the case of a party 
seeking relief from the Government against a judgment of the Su- 

reme Court rendered against him on an appeal from the Court of 
laims. There it stood. He came before Congress for relief. Isaid 
then and I say now that it was perfectly competent for this body to 
relieve him from that judgment and to give him the relief that he 
sought, in the exercise of its constitutional power; but if the jndg- 
ment had been one between two individuals, where the rights of pri- 
vate parties were involved and the interests of the State were not 
concerned, then the power of Congress toreach that judgment could 
not be claimed. I refer to the case of Warren Mitche , which my 
friend from Kentucky is well acquainted with, where a judgment was 
rendered in favor of the Government. Mitchell came to Congress 
for relief, claiming that the decision rested upon a technical inter- 
tation of the statute. The court administered the law, severe and 
8 as it was, but he said “ this judgment is in your favor, and I 
appeal to the equity, to the ty, to the justice of the Govern- 
ment not to take advan of this judgment and to afford me relief.” 
Could there be any question as to the power of Con to do that, 
whatever might be said with respect to its 47 855 7 None. 

So in the case of relief to sureties on offici boots, is it not the every- 
day practice of the Government, exercising its sovereign authority, 
to give relief to men who have been amerced in sums of money under 
judgments in behalf of the Government, because there is no private 
terest involved? I do not pretend to say that the cases are analo- 


ous. I argue in this case from the absolute power of Congress over 
e Army and that it possesses precisely the authority which the King 
of Great Britain possesses over the army of that land. And what can 


he do? The monarch there at the present day, although he com- 
mands the army, has no inherent authority to make rules for its gov- 
ernment, He has a very great range of powers, no doubt, prero; 
tive powers, but when it comes to the government of the army he 
must ; get his authority from Parliament, and annually, in the mutiny 
act, that authority is given to him. Let me read from the great 
English commentator: 


tioned are equally at all times punishable with death itself, if a court-martial s 
think proper. This discretionary Vachs the court-martial is indeed to be guided 
the directions of theCrown; which, with to mili offi has almost 


not extending to 
1; chapter 13, page 315 [415]. 


This power has been claimed here as judicial pow: 
ou, is judicial power? A power that never involved, let me tell the 
ator from Wisconsin, the element of this question in a military 
sense. With regard to crime, the judicial power seeks to administer 
the existing laws; the sentence is usually the sentence of the law; 
but in the case of military tribunals the power is different from that. 
It invests the tribunal most generally with the authority to inflict dis- 
5 punishment. A judge is never invested with authority to 


0 80. í 

Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly, he is under our law. He is allowed 

to fine and imprison or to merely fine or imprison at the court’s dis- 
cretion. : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. But imprisonment is there. That is no 
answer to the ent. “Such other punishment as the discretion 
of the tribunal may prescribe” is the usual phrase of military law. 
Is that ever found in an ordinary law as to the exercise of judicial 

wer? What is judicial judgment? It is the administration of ex- 
isting law. This court-martial code is despotic authority as the mu- 
tiny act and as Blackstone say it is. It gives them a vast discre- 
tionary power, he says, in all cases not reaching the lives of persons. 

Let me read one of the articles of war to sliow the character and 
the nature of the power which has been set up here as a judicial 

wer. 
it — 3. Every non-commissioned officer and soldier shall retire to his quarters 
or tent at the beating of the retreat, in default of which he shall be punished ac- 
cording to the measure of his offense by the commanding officer. 


That power runs through the whole military code. In some cases 
the punishment is prescribed, in others it is not. It is an absolute, 
uncontrollable discretion vested in the tribunal in all cases lower 
soe He penalty of death. That is never found in any judicial tri- 

un 


Mr. President, I left off a while ago speaking of the nature of the 
power of pardon under the Constitution. [recognize that great power 
as all-important and essential to the administration of our Govern- 
ment, and I would be the last to interfere with it in any way; butin 
the case of approvals of sentences is it possible that that power is 
open to the party as it is to the party who is convicted by the judg- 
ment of an ordinary court? Here is the article of war which de- 
clares that the sentence shall be sent to the President. The author- 
ity which he gets to sign that death penalty is derived from Congress. 
He is made a part of the court, so to speak, just as the general officer 
who orders the court-martial in other cases is a part ef it when he is 
called upon to approve its action. But in cases of cashiering and of 
death the President must act under the articles of war. He approves 
the sentence by the authority of Congress as an act of law, as a judi- 

e is 


er. What, I ask 


cial act, if it be one. Think of it! uired to sign the sen- 
tence as part of the court to give it effect., He goes over the law, he 
inquires into the facts, he thinks that justice requires that he shall 


approve the sentence or that his duty requires it to be done. Now, 
let me ask in reason, in law, in any view that can be taken of the 
subject, is it possible that that is the authority to which an appeal 
for pardon can be addressed? Is he not committed to his own judi- 
cial act? These gentlemen say that this is a judicial proceeding, that 
this is an act as solemn, as binding, as authoritative as the judgment 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. It would not be worth 
the paper it was written on without the approval of the President ; 
therefore his approval is part of the sentence. Where, then, do you 
find authority to combine and unite in ene and the same party the 
judicial and the executive or pardoning power? 

We are upbraided here, who advocate the authority of Congress, 
with an attempt to trench upon the prerogative of the President with 
respect to his power of pardoning. But I ask you, after he affixes 
his seal to the judgment of a court-martial by authority of an act of 
Congress and as a necessary part of the tribunal and thus gives it 
effect, how is it possible that he can be appealed to as President to 
undo that which he has done in his military capacity as ordered by 
the Con of the United States? 

Mr. C ENTER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? The Senator has stated the case correctly, as I understand it, 
that in the court-martial proceedings the President is part of the 
court. When his act is performed and the court is done with and it 
is generally dissolved on the promulgation of his action, he is still 
President of the United States. What he did before he did under the 
delegated authority of Congress. What he may do afterward he does 
under the Constitution. Now, the Constitution expressly declares that 
the President shall have powér to pardon “all offenses,” and that 
that means military as well as civil offenses is clear from the other 
8 of the Constitution in regard to impeachment, which con- 

nes it to civil officers. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. With all due deference to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I do not think that that power of impeachment which is 
confined in one view of that power to civil officers applies here, al- 
though there is a respectable class of judicial thinkers in this country 
who say that it extends to all officers of the Army and Navy; I do 
not think so. It expressly says “ civil officers,” but I know it is said 
that that does not limit the jurisdiction. However that may 5 
think that the omission of military officers from that section of the 
Constitution clearly indicated that they were not included in any of 
these provisions which were intended to operate upon officers of the 
civil service, that they belong to a distinct organization to be gov- 
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erned by a distinct and despotic code under the authority of Con- 

, the same as the army in Great Britain was and is y; and, 
Crane anxious the framers of the Constitution were to protect and 
conserve the liberties of the people, with respect to the Army itself 
they never intended that it should be governed in any other way 
than it was governed in the rankest despotisms of the earth. The 
military code of England was put over it. 

Now, I ask, where are you going to draw the line of limitation? 
Did anybody ever question the authority of Louis XVIII, who framed 
an ordinance under which Marshal Ney was tried, to save his life, 
even after the findings of the court-martial, and restore him to com- 
mand in the army? Some of the best officers of France, as you remem- 
ber, were selected as victims after the downfall of Napoleon. Louis 
re to Paris and issued his order for the trial of Ney, that gallant 
and noble soul who had fought five hundred battles for France, as it 
was said, and never one against her. He was arraigned before that 
court-martial ordered by the king according to their articles of war, 
which are just like ours, tried, condemned to be shot, to the shame 
of all civilization; but appeal after appeal was sent up, addressed to 
them by the noble spirits who still survived the great dynasty, but 
they were sent in vain. Wellington was appealed to to interfere, 
but he would not. And no one questioned the power; and it was the 
very power that directed the creation of the court and the tribunal 
which sent that man todeath. This power from necessity must exist 
in Con under our s; ~ 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator at that point allow me, not to in- 
terrupt him, but to make a suggestion to him, because I should like 
to hear the ent in reference to the finality of a judgment of a 
court-martial? I should like to ask him what is his construction of 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States delivered on 
the 19th of November last, in the case of Alvin R. Reed, where they 
say that the decision of a court-martial is a finality, and when a 

roved by the President it has the same conclusiveness (that is the 
8 of the court) with the apponi of the lowest or highest 
court in this country. I should like to hear the Senator as to what 
the Supreme Court mean by “conclusiveness the same as the judg- 
ment of any other court” if it does not have the same dignity as a 
decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have never read that decision of the Su- 

reme Court. The Senator from Illinois has the advantage of me. 
Fdo not think it has been 1 et. 
Mr. LOGAN. I will hand it to the Senator. Ihad it here the other 


day. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have not time now to read it, and you 
can very well understand how hard it would be for a lawyer who 
never read a particular opinion of a brother lawyer or of a court to 
give his own opinion upon it. I had occasion to examine that 
opinion, I think I could understand its meaning. I can imagine a 
certain class of cases in which that judgment would be held good; 
but when the case presented is one between the Government of the 
United States as represented in Congress and an individual bearing 
the sentence of a court-martial and appealing for relief, I never can 
be brought to recognize any doctrine of conclusiveness in a case of 
this kind, no matter what the Supreme Court may say. 

Mr. CARP. Will the Senator allow me one moment? The 
argument of the Senator, as I understand it, is that a court-martial 
is exercising power delegated by Co Now take the case of 
courts in the District of Columbia which are confessedly doing the 
same thing ; suppose a man is indicted, convicted, and sentenced to 
be han in Supreme Court of the District of Columbia for 
murder, can Con, save him? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No, I am free to admit it, and I will give 
the reason why. On that subject I read the argument of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, and I listened to it with t pleasure, as I always 
do, because it is a great pleasure to hear him in his concise and log- 
ical statements; but when it comes to that power I say to him wit! 
all frankness that that is judicial power, that a person tried accord- 
ing to the course of the commen law for any offense against the laws 
of Congress—for I am told the common law runs here adapted from 
the law of Maryland—a party tried according to the course of the 
common law in a regular judicial proceeding is beyond the power of 
— The reason is that the Constitution in its wisdom dele- 
ga the judicial powerto judicial courts. Its duty with respect to 

e distribution of that power is a very different one from that im- 

by the Constitution upon Con over the Army. When it 
came to judicial power the Constitution addressing itself to Congress 
says: Lou s vest this power elsewhere.” It says: Tou shall 
delegate it.” It does not leave it optional with Congress at all, be- 
cause the Supreme Court has decided in a number of cases that it is 
the constitutional duty of Congress to vest the judicial power in 
courts created and established for that purpose. When it came to 
the regulation of its Army, when it came to the government of the 
land and naval forces, it was not called upon to divest itself of any- 
thing at all. It was required to keep up a continuing power within 
its own hands, subject to its own jurisdiction and control at all times 
and under all circumstances. In the one case the mandate of the Con- 
stitution is, “shall be vested ;” in the other case “ shall have power.” 
There is the distinction between the two. TheConstitution commands 
Con to vest the judicial power in courts; it prescribes the tenure 
of the offices of the judges, but it goes even further than that, and it 
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tells us in the most explicit language what this power is. It does not 
say that Congress doit, butit says it shall be vested, meaning of 
course that it shall be done by authority of the body that has author- 
ity to legislate over the subject— shall be vested ;” but the author- 
ity of the Constitution with respect to the Army is that Congress 
shall have power to make rules and regulations for its government. 
„Government“ is a very broad and expansive word. It means every- 
thing that can be implied in the control, in the management, in the 
discipline and efficiency of the land and naval forces, and the doing 
of anything and everything essential to the endin view. Chief-Jus- 
tice Marshall told us in the groat case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, let the 
end be legitimate; let the object be clear as given by the Constitu- 
tion, and the choice of means is within the legislative power, and is 
not a question for the courts. It was upon that ground that author- 
ity was inferred to create a bank of the United States and to do a 
thousand other things for which express authority cannot be found 
in the Constitution. Where can you go in the Constitution and put 
your fin on that prs which says that a bank may be created? 
It cannot be found there by any sey Oe delegation of power. It is 
an sow authority resulting from the grant of an express one. Now 
what follows from the power to govern the Army? Sup the Con- 
stitution had said, without any limitation whatever, that Congress 
should govern the country in such manner as it thought proper, that 
it should prescribe rules and regulations for the government of the 
United States, where could be found the lawyer with the authority 
to step in and say what are the limits of that power in any case in 
which the public good might be remotely affected? If a case of in- 
justice occurred from the sentence of a court-martial and Congress 
gong the discipline of the force impaired, its efficiency in any 
way affected, who can question its authority to interfere and to do 
anything that may be necessary to conserve it? 

e Senator from Wisconsin also said that the power to appoint 
officers of the United States included the power to appoint officers 
of the Army. With all due respect for his opinion, I differ with him. 
I say that the power to raise and rep armies includes the poms 
to create commissioned officers as well as privates, and that it was 
not the intention of the Constitution, for the reasons stated a while 
ago, to give to the President the distinct 1 to commission any 
man with a commission in the Army outside of the authority of Con- 
gress. It was not like the case of a collector of customs or any other 
civil officer, for there the liberties of the le cannot be well affected 
by such appointment, but as I said they in mind the t exam- 
ple of the mother country and the terrible inflictions that had been 
5 on the people in consequence of the executive controlling the 

rce 


tary force. 
Judge Paschal, in his Annotated Constitution, speaking upon that 
point, says: 
“ To raise and in practice, means to educate, commission, enlist, draft, 


conscript, feed, e, transport, and pay officers and men. 

And so it does. That part of the Constitution which invests the 
President with power to appoint and nominate officers, with the con- 
sent of the Senate, does not relate to the officers of the Army, and 
never was intended to relate to them, in my judgment. 

The judicial power which is exercised by courts, like that created 
in this district, is very different from the power which is exercised by 
courts-martial. When a man is tried by the courts of the common 
law Congress cannot interfere, because Congress has no judicial power, 
but I say when a man is tried under the direction of Congress, or un- 
der rules created by it for the government of the Army and for the 
machinery of the Army, part of that despotic code which for wise and 
proper 3 a, ec has been given to it, Congress can interfere to do jus- 
tice. at wonld be the practical effect of the opposite doctrine? 
How dan us would it be to establish the opposite rule? Who can 
tell what lies before us in the future? The authority of courts-mar- 
tial has been extended far beyond members of the naval and military 
forces. In times past districts of country, including the inhabitants, 
unconnected with the Army, have been brought under and within 
the jurisdiction of military tribunals. The ha i doe act may be 
suspended in cases of danger, and the whole power of Government re- 
mitted to the authority of a military chief. This has been done in 
the past and it is possible that it may be done in the future, because 
there are times in the history of all countries, as Baron Montesquieu 
has said, when the statues of liberty will have to be veiled. 

What is the rule then? Is this grand body, representing the dig- 
nity, the sovereignty, the aspirations, and the eat of a great free 
people, to abdicate in aday like that? When a military commander 
can call a citizen before him and have him tried 8 to the 
articles of war, and a judgment is rendered against him that ma 
imperil his life, is Congress to have no superintending authority ? 
that judgment to beconclusive? Is he to be driven to the expedient 
of a pardon, through all the tedious processes that usually accom- 
pany such an application? Is there no authority here to relieve him? 
Are we so far behind the people on the other side of the Atlantic as 
to be unable to afford relief to the people when they are crashed by 
military power? These things have occurred; they may occur again 
I know eu distinction that can properly be made between the find- 
ing of a court-martial when directed against a citizen under a state 
of ion of civil authority and the sage pe against a soldier 
who may belong to the land or naval forces. the judgment is con- 


clusive in one case it is in the other. Although the greatest i 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1479 


and ow might be trated in any corner of the land, the peo- 
ple here could not be heard to complain, because they would trench 
upon the judicial power if they attempted to call to account the 
members of a court-martial who might invade the rights of the people. 

Mr. Tisy ia at = bea vaega no jurisdiction over the 
person, its ju ent is simply a nullity. 

Mr. J ones of Florida. Whether with jurisdiction or not, that 

uestion could not very well be raised when the man was in the grave. 
a man might go down to his grave under a judgment rendered ys 
court without any jurisdiction as well as by the sentence of one that 
had full jurisdiction. The question is, where is relief to come from. 
I say that this people ought not to abandon such a power on the 
part of their representatives. They cannot calculate upon the dan- 

r; no man can. I am not willing to see the doctrine with respect 

the divisions of authority, as applicable to the great civil branches 
of the Government, appli to us with respect to the military code. 
Governor Wall was taken from the coast of Africa after he put a sol- 
dier to death without jurisdiction, and tried at the Old Bailey and 
hung; but what good did his hanging do the man he murdered ? 
You want at times a preventive power 3 you want a power to stop the 
e from being consummated, not to afford a remedy after it is too 

te. 

No, Mr. President, this contest is the old one. If itis anything, it 
is the contest of the representatives of the le on the one side 
and the claims of executive government on the other. It is not 
a contest between the States and the General Government, because 
the States claim no authority over the Army whatever. The Senator 
from Wisconsin the other day in his a ent went on to deprecate 
the great inroads, as I said in the ope of my remarks, that were 
ae ee every day upon the rights of the State. There is no 
7 of that kind here. The States gave up all power over the 

yin the very inception of our Revolution, and have never 
any power over it since, but the question is as between the rights of 
the other branches of the Government and the legislative power as 
granted in the Constitution to the people’s representatives. I shall 
read here a short extract from the speech of a man who was ven- 
erated, and who will be venerated as long as exalted talents can find 


The contest, for ages, has been to rescue liberty from the of executive 
power. Whoever has en; tu hae anceed otaa, from the dupe ef ahie downfall 
. beeen and the 


„growing m 
tened and more and more e to age, has been bat- 
t the solid butments of the feudal system. To this end, 
from the weakness, or 
been carefully gathered w 
treasyres, the very jewels of Hierty. To 
ff.... Rage ty he WETTE AE Omir gonig 
e t some- 


oi 
ing, on the whole, and holding what it gained with a 
2 extinction could com 
relinquish. At length, the great conquest over executive prs in the leading 
western states of Europe, has been accomplished. The system, like other 
ec fabrics of past ages, is known only by the rubbish which it has left 


That embodies a correct view of the great contest that had been 
fought and won by a representative government inst executive 
Lap atl and government at the time that our Constitution was 


op 

I contend, therefore, that the Constitution of the United States 
which delegates to Congress absolute and uncontrollable power over 
the Army is the supreme law of the land, and that that power can- 
not be impaired in any way by either of the other co-ordinate de- 
paroro of the Government; that within its scope it is without 

imit—it is supreme; that it has the right to make rules and regula- 
tions such as it thinks proper for its government; that neither the 
Executive nor the judiciary have any authority over it whatever; 
and that this provision was necessary to carry out the great purposes 
of liberty, always to keep a standing army within the close control 
of the people’s representatives. 

You remember, sir, the contest that was made by the States when 
this part of the Constitution was before them for ratification. It 
wads said that it was proposed to authorize the continuance of an 
army for two years. y did they not limit it to one year, as in 
Great Britain? But the friends of liberty succeeded in securing 
amendments to the Constitution afterward which made their liberty 
safe. This great principle of representative government, to some ex- 
tent at least, is involved in this very question. 

I hold then, Mr. President, that there is no doubt whatever of the 
authority of Con to afford relief in any case where an officer 
conceives himself to have been aggrieved by the fs de sea of a mil- 
itary tribunal. Such tribunal is nothing more than the machin 
provided by Con to carry out the 8 of government. 1 
is no of the judicial system of the United States and never was 
intended to be. e ofiicers presiding over such courts do not decide 
judicially, becausethey are invested with a discretion, as I said awhile 
ago, that is absolutely incompatible with the idea of judicial judg- 


it to 


x i 
ment. They are invested with absolute discretion in many cases over 
the liberty of the person, but can that be called a judicial judgment 
which leaves to the judge the power to say what shall be the punish- 
mentin contravention of every principle of well-established law when 
courts proceed judicially ? 

With respect to one part of the sentence in this case I have no 
doubt in my mind whatever but that it is absolutely null and void. 
Ido not believe that it is even within the discretion of a military 
tribunal, empowered to sit and try according to the rules of war, to 
take away the civil privileges of any man who happens to be a mem- 
ber of the public forces. Isay that under our system while for many 
p e Army is distinct and separate from the great body of 
the ple, still it is a maxim well recognized in our system of juris- 
prudence that when a man becomes a soldier he does not cease to be 
acitizen. He has civil rights and capacities independent of military 
life. He can hold property; he can be an elector; he can en in 
civil contracts; he can en in the contract of marriage; may 
become subject to the jurisdiction of the civil courts; he may have a 
multitude of rights and privileges independent of his military life. 
I say that when authority is given by Co to amilitary tribunal 
to punish a delinquent for an offense impairing the efficiency and the 
discipline of the public forces it does not give them authority to take 
away a single right that belongs to that individual as a member of 
civil society outside of the Army. 

Weh it said here the other day that the taking of life is the 
highest exercise of power, and so itis. The infliction of death has 
ever been a military punishment, and without it no army could be 
made secure; but will any lawyer assert that because a drum-head 
court-martial for the purpose of preserving discipline on a march may 
order the shooting of an officer or a soldier that that court conld also 
take away his estate? Could it rob his children of their patrimony? 
Could it divest him of the title which he held to his property, or say 
that from thenceforward he should not exercise any right in civil life ? 
They might take his life on the spot in order that the example might 
go to prevent grea and greater injury, but they could not 
touch one iota of right that he had as a citizen outside of his con- 
nection with the army. If his life is taken it is a soldier's life, if his 
commission is taken it is soldiers commission, and there is the mili- 
ay limit; but when you say he shall be deprived of his estate, of his 
right to hold office, to sit on juries, to be an elector, you do that which 
the Constitution has never permitted to be done in such cases, and 
which cannot be tolerated or upheld. 

Mr. President, I said it would be a most dangerous thing for this 

t repository of human hope and of human freedom to abandon 
one particle of the great power which is confided to it over the Army 


ore | of the United States and the officers who are in it. Whatever may be 


done with respect to the civil branches of the Government, this is a 
branch that the people will see is always within their own care and 
keeping, and that wey shall not be placed in any less powerful posi- 
tion to protect themselves than the people of that country from which 
we have borrowed the example of our own institutions. When the 
case I referred to awhile ago of the trial of the missionary was heard 
of in Great Britain it brought forth from Lord Brougham a speech 
which will live as long as the English language lives, and it embodies 
the true idea of freedom. He said: 


Sir, it behooves this house to give a memorable lesson to the men who have 80 
demeaned themselves. 


He was speaking of the court-martial. 


Speeches in a debate will be of little avail. Arguments on either side neutral- 
ize each other. Plain 


ing it extremely doubtful whether those gs, which all 
— have actually been + origi ae apn’ oi 1 5 this — 
nently, a discussion is nothing ess follow: a vote ulgate 
authority what is admiteed to be universally felt. ‘Tust vote is called for, in ten- 
derness to the West Indians themselves—in fairness to those other colonies which 
have not shared Loe ge rong gio Out of a just to the interests of the 
West Indian body, w. from this question, as if 
desirous to escape the shame when they bore no part in the crime, lesson must 
now be — the voice of Parliament. — that the mother sears ed at length 
make her au respected; thatthe 5 of property are sacred, 
ice paramount and inviolable ; that the claims of the slave owner are admitted, 

t the dominion of Parliament indisputable; that we are sovereign alike over the 
white and the black; and though we may for a season, and out of regard for the 
interests of both, suffer men to hold property in their fellow-creatures, we never, 
for even an instant of time, forget that mare men, and the fellow-subjects of 
their masters; that, if those masters shall si hold the same perverse course—if, 
taught by no experience, warned by no auguries, scared by no menaces from Par- 
liament, or from the crown 1 those powers which Parliament invoked 
it to put forth but, blind alike to the duties, the interests, and the ils of their 

tuasion, they rush headlong through infamy to destruction; brea’ promise 
after promise made to delude us; leaving pledge after pledge unredeemed, extorted 
by the pressure of the passing occasion ; or only, by laws passed to be a dead letter, 
forever I AER erg an say performance as adds mockery to breach of faith; 
yet a little EP ele Inte NE STRI anO EIRE TA a OaS 
of the parent state, and sho stretch out her arm, in mercy, notin anger, to 
those deluded men themselves; exert at last her undeniable authority ; vindicate 
the just rights, and restore the tarnished honor of the English name. 


That was the case of a trial by a court-martial, whether right or 
not, in which the authority of the British mss yosi was invoked 
to condemn the officers who presided at it, and to hold them up to 


the public scorn of enlightened men throughout the world. No 
questioned the legislative authority of Parli 


ent to do that act. It 
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was necessary-in the interest of public justice. The army had gone 


beyond its powers. The officer in command had proclaimed 
law. He had brought a poor Methodist preacher to the bar of a mil- 
itary tribunal and sentenced him to the gallows for no offense what- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marom 11, 


Mr. LOGAN. The motion of the Senator from West Vi Ibe- 
Hove; lio postpone the pending bill and all prior orders. that the 
motion 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. In order to take up the fortification 


ever. Such was the state of excitement at the time that justice was | bill. 


impossible. That is the kind of judgment which we are told here is 
as sacred, as sanctified, and as binding as a Tupe of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. Ido not refer to this particular case but 
to the character of judgment. My soul, sir, abors the doctrine. I 
shall resist it as long as I shall live. Never while I have the honor 
to hold a place in a public assembly will I, with my consent, relin- 
quish a single safeguard which the Constitution has given for the lib- 
orty Sy the security of the people. [Applause in the galleries. ] 
. WHYTE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. EDMUNDS.) The Senator will 
suspend. The Chair directs the Sergeant-at-Arms, in case of any fur- 
ther disturbance in the galleries by applause or disapproval, to arrest 
the offender and bring him to the bar of the Senate for its disposition. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of what is known as the fortification appro- 
priation bill. 5 

»The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia moves 
that the present and all prior orders be med, and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the following bill—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend a moment. 
The title of the bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. “A bill (H. R. No. 2787) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and for other pur- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from West Virginia that the present and all prior orders be 
tponed, and that the Senate proceed to the tion of the 
$m the title of which has been read. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Ihad intended moving to postpone 
the pending bill to a day certain, say Monday next, but if it is more 
ble to the Senate to postpone the consideration of the bill in 
e agen? Ei it will be satisfactory to me. 
Mr. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope not until the appropriation 
bill is taken ig 
— WHYTE. I have no objection to taking up the appropriation 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. WHYTE. I presumed the appropriation bill had already been 
taken up when I rose. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not. 

Mr. WHYTE. Then I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that the proseed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope not. Let us take the bill 
up at least, so that we shall know what we are going to proceed with 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. My motion is not debatable. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I know a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business has precedence, but I hope the 
Senate will take up the appropriation bill before that is done, so that 
we shall know what we are to proceed with to-morrow. 

Mr. LOGAN. I object. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I have moved that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion 
of tho Senator from West Virginia to postpone the present and all 

rior orders and proceed to the consideration of the fortification bill. 
Ts the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I desire to state to the Senate, that I may be 
2 right on the record, that when the special order in General 
Porter’s case was had it was the express understanding distinctly 
stated to the Senate that whenever the Appropriations Committee 
brought forward bills affecting the Government I should, as is always 
customary, make no objection to laying aside informally the bill now 
under consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New Jersey that the motion of the Senator from West Virginia 
is to postpone the pending bill, and is not a request for unanimous 
consent to lay it aside informally. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I would conform to the wish of my 
friend frem New Jersey had not an objection already been filed against 
8 the bill informally, and I thought it was useless to ask 
that that be done, 


Mr. LOGAN. No matter about “in order to.” 
the motive with the motion. I ask just what the motien is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Senator of course is right in 
that; but I am right in stating my reason for making the motion. I 
assign that as the reason, and I will also say that the Post-Office de- 
ficiency bill, which is an appropriation bill, is ready to follow the 
fortification bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. What I desire to understand is the motion of the Sen- 
ator, not his reasons for making the motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi ia. Let the Chair state the motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Illinois that the motion of the Senator from West Virginia is to 

me the present order and to take up the fortification bill, the 
ereo of which is to put the present orderon the Calendar in its proper 
place. 

Mr. LOGAN. Exactly. I move an amendment to the motion of 
the Senator from West Virginia. I move to postpone the pending bill 
indefinitely, and I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 8 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Chair cannot entertain the mo- 
tion as a motion to amend, but the motion to postpone indefinitely 


[pausing }—— 
Mr. LOGAN. Has precedence ; it amounts to the same thing. 
Mr. INGALLS. It is the same thing. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will consider that a mo- 


ment. 
5 8 * What is it that is moved to be postponed indefi- 
nitely 

Mr. LOGAN. I will explain. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand as the Senator put 
the motion it would be to postpone the motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the appropriation bill. That he does not want to do. 

Mr. LOGAN. I e Senator's pardon, I put no such motion. I 
moved as an amendment to the Senators motion, which was to post- 

e the Fitz-John Porter bill, to postpone it indefinitely, that motion 
"The PRESIDI 

The ING OFFICER. The Chair thinks, under the forty- 
third rule, the motion of the Senator from West Virginia te, 
postpone the present and all prior orders, and the Senator from Dli- 
nois moving to postpone the bill indefinitely, according to the prac- 
tice of the Senate the motion of the Senator from West Virginia, 
which is a motion to proceed to some other business, if it were taken. 
together would be in order and would not be superseded by the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois. But as the motion of the Senator 
from West Virginia is really two motions, as has been often held in 
the Senate, and therefore not strictly entertainable at all, to post- 
pone one bill and to proceed to the consideration of something else, 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois is in order to postpone the 
bill indefinitely. Then the Senator from West Virginia, if he desires 
to take up the appropriation bill, can supersede that motion by a 
motion to lay the bill on the table, according to the forty-third rule, 
which would leave the bill on the table subject to be taken up on the 
motion of ag Senator by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It would be subject to a majority 
of the Senate at any time to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFCER. That is what the Chair thinks the 
parliamentary law and rule of the Senate is. = 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The motion to indefinitely postpone 
of course is debatable. he motion to lay on the table is not de- 
batable. Therefore I will move to lay the present order on the table 
with a view of taking up the appropriation bill. That motion, I be- 
lieve, is not debatable. 4 

Mr. LOGAN. By moving to lay the present order on the table I 
mae bag the Senator means to move to lay my motion on the table.) 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair understands the Senator 
from West Virginia to move to lay the bill now under consideration 
on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that that super- 
sedes the motion of the Senator from Illinois to postpone the bill in- 
definitely, under the forty-third rule. The question is on agresing 
to the motion of the Senator from West Virginia to lay the bill now 
under consideration on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now I move to take up House bill 
No. 2787, known as the fortification appropriation bill. 

The motion. was agreed to. : 

. WHYTE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

ef executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’dlock and 


You cannot unite 


thirty-eight minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 11, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D 5 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. S , I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD rose. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York desires to submit 
a motion. 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope the gentleman from New York will permit 
me to present a question of personal privilege touching my own char- 
acter and relating to the business of the House. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I yield to the gentleman for that pur- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania states that he 
rises to a question of privilege, and in view of this being the first in- 
stance of a member asking the floor for a personal privilege under 
the new rules, the Chair desires to have the new rule read that the 
House may know its provisions, 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Ruw IX. 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 1 
Questions of privil be, first, those the rights of the House col- 


rig 5 conduct of mem 
ca) an 
fix the day to 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated to 
the Chair that the case in point comes under both clauses of the rule 
just read, and the gentleman is therefore recognized. 
Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest on this question, as it is 
an important one in the future—— 
The SPEAKER. What question? 
Mr. BUCKNER. The question that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania presents. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet heard what it is. 
oan 3 cra I e = ares rote a seas 
of personal privilege. I suggest, t ore, that he s! riefly w. 
thop point 8 how far it affects either the dignity of the House or 
himself, and then the Speaker can determine. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has called the attention of the gentle- 
man to the rule and the gentleman stated to the Chair that it came 
under both clauses of the rule. 
Mr. BUCKNER. I suggest it is not a question for the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania but one for the Chair, and ultimately for the 
House, to determine whether it comes under the rule. i 
The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot rule till he hears what it is. 
Mr. GARFIELD. If after the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
stated his point, the gentleman from Missouri should think it is not 
a question of privilege, it will then be ooo meat for the gentleman 
to raise the point of order and have it decided. 
The SPEAKER. Any member can do so. 
Mr. KELLEY. My object is to show on the testimony of the man 
himself that he reso to improper measures to influence legisla- 


shall 
lectively, its safety, , and the ini of its í d, the 
CC 

ve 


tion. 
Mr. BUCKNER. I did not rise for tue p of at all antagoniz- 
ing the coos from Pennsylvania. But I wish to suggest to the 
ouse 


the matter is N gons to the practice in courts of law, 
where the judge would in the first place hear what the evidence is 
briefly, and then it is for the court to decide as in this case it is for 
the Speaker to decide. 

The SPEAKER, This relates to legislative proceedings, and the 
Chair cannot confine it to what might be the rules of law courts. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The effect of that ruling is to let in the state- 
ment first, and decide hereafter whether it involves a question of 


privil 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no ruling as yet, and cannot 
make any until he hears the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask the Clerk to read what I have marked in the 
Philadelphia Evening Bulletin, of Wednesday, March 10. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[Special dispatch to the Evening Bulletin. 
WASHINGTON, March 10, 1880. 


Nat. McKa: 

the subject of sugar. In that conversation the {idee resented an attempt to give 
the Ways and Means Committes, and 

said — yR = have been 2 eee a way eg voted Mg pene mine Mr. McKay 

soug press upon the judge that the passage ill would bring a 

‘large from Demerara; but thi no effect, and only 


most 
adelphia are readers of the Evening Bulletin, and when they saw the 1 
tion the jud taken it occurred to some of them that it was their duty to 
reason with and endeavor to show he was taking the wrong course, 


and that the merchants of Philadelphia are interested in bringing all the trade they 


can to Accordingly a number of several who have an 
idea that the judge is largely indebted to them for his elevation, wrote strong per- 

g him to use his efforts to get a new su, bill passed. Now the 
reception of these letters acted like a firebrand upon the fadgo, es as some 
of them referred to the dispatches in the Evening and w! he went to 
the meeting of the Ways and Means Committee he was exceedingly 
wrathy. It so that Mr. Nat McKay went to this room u business, 
and he was imm ly poun pon by the ive from the fourth dis- 


trict, and ch with ha a i, l he had received from his 
ict, an 2 ge win e letters con- 
stituents. “He made things li 


had 
Means Committee for over a dozen y. and knew more about the sugar question 
than all the s who were bothering him with letters.” 
Afterw beg Pas said if any more of his conversations were seme- 
body would get kicked, and he would have no more hesitation in g 


aman 
who undertook to influence his ey ogre than he would adog. In view of this 
critical condition of affairs, it might be judicious for those merchants who reed 
themselves as Judge KELLEY’s constituents, and who feel an interest in the 
ing of certain 1 tion by the Ways and Means Committee, to hold up on th 
letters for a while, as addi letters will „ anger. 
He says plainly that he don't intend to notice the letters already received, is 


indi t toward the writers, an their action as unn and 
very gnan! d regards ecessary 


Mr. KELLEY. I have been here quite too long to take note 

Mr. BUCKNER. I submit now to the Chair 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri rises to a point of 
order; which is his right. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not inter- 
ry i the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I think it is due him as the 
oldest member of the House that he be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to state to this House that at 
the end of nineteen years I have been corruptly 9 for the 
purpose of controlling my vote in the Committee on Ways and Means 
and the House. 

The SPEAKER. That clearly comes within the scope of the rule. 

Mr. KELLEY. If that does not relate to the dignity and honor of 
the House and the purity of legislation I do not know what does. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have been here too long to take 
note of criticisms apon my temper, my person, or my manners. But 
when one to whom I have given my confidence, to whom I am grate- 
ful for having rushed to my relief when struggling with a hemor- 
rhage, which I believed was to produce instant death, becomes the 
witness of his own infamy, I thus seek the defense of publicity. 

None of the sugar dealers of Philadelphia, whether it be S. & W. 
Welsh, the at importers; Field Brothers, the commission mer- 
chants; E. C. Knight & Co., Harrison & Havemeyer, B. H. Bartol 
& Son, or any of the respectable—and some of them very distin- 

ished—men engaged in any branch of the sugar business, complain 

t Ihave not answered their letters or given patient hearing to 
their r War A dispatch has just been handed me by my col- 
league, . WARD,] received since I came upon the floor, from the 
Messrs. Field, asking him to confer with me and urging us to stand 
firm in the position we have maintained. 

No such scene as is described in what has been read from the desk 
occurred in the committee-room in the presenca of any member of 
that committee. Colonel Jones (the clerk) and I being there, Mr. Mo- 
Kay entered and I to tell him that I would kick as I would 
a dog the man that approached me with corrupt influences such as he 
was stimulating. The trade and the sugar trade have been 
in the fullest and freest correspondence with me since we considered 
the tariff of 1870, when I was as now a member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. This man after furtively putting before me cor- 
rupt motives, not so plainly as to justify me in striking him, but dis- 
tinctly — for me to comprehend him, disclosed the fact that 
and profitable contracts with him for railroads and for public build- 
ings, all of which would go into Philadelphia and most of them into 
my district, depended upon the admission of high grade Demerara 
su at low rates of duty, my response to all of which was that I 
did not care about the trade of Demerara or those contracts. 

Thus repulsed, he proceeded to seek the officers of the convention 
that last renominated me, and induce them and other men of less 
note to write to me repeating his su tions. A small number of 
such letters came from men ea — can probably distinguish sugar from 
salt by sight, but who probably require to taste them if they be of 

ual grain and whiteness; men who are in no wise connected with 
the sugar trade except as their wives may buy at retail for the use of 
their ilies; nor were they men engaged in the iron trade; they 
were mere politicians; yet this man asked them to instruct me to 
vote on the sugar bill in a particular way under the penalty of polit- 
ical punishment. 

And beyond this, sir, another member of the audacious Demerara 
and Cuban lobby 5 seated at the table at which my col- 
leagues, Mr. O'NEIL, Mr. WARD, and I habitually dine, and while 
conversation on general topics went on between us, obtruded himself 
into it in order to tell me that I was acting in disre of the senti- 
ment of my people; and when I repulsed him properly, made it fitting 
that I should say to him that I had always found myself able to take 
care of myself, and if he 3 in any way to execute his intima- 
tion he would find that though more than sixty years had 


over my head I was still able to take care of myself. [Applause.] 
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Sir, 2 me to say in conclusion, that I have no fault to find 
with the paper that published that dispatch, nor with the reporter 
who sent it. I admit that my temper was raised to a tempestuous 
degree by the audacity of a man who knew that for years I had be- 
lieved that he had probably saved my life. Yet I would have kept 
his infamous secret had he not thus proclaimed it. I blame not the 
reporter or the paper for giving credence to a man who for so many 
years enjoyed my own confidence. 


SESSION ON SATURDAY. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I ask unanimous consent of the House 
that there be a session held on Saturday next for the purpose only of 
continuing the discussion on the funding bill in Committee of the 
Whole, no question to be taken on that bill and no other subject to 
be considered. 

Mr. KELLEY. For the presentI object. I the funding bill 
as the most important measure now before the House, and it should 
be discussed in a full House. It involves more millions than any 
other bill, and I do not think it ought to be remitted to the debating 
society of Saturda , when but few members are likely to be here. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. There is nothingin my rig niga that 
proposes to keep the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] or 
any other member of the House away from here Saturday. That gen- 
tleman is aware that it is indispensable for the House to take action 
on that bill at the earliest practicable moment. The bonds now ma- 
turing must be met, and they can only be met by the action of Con- 


I will say in addition that the Committee on de is now 
ready to report several of the general appropriation bills, and we 
must yield everything to enable the House to dispose of those bills. 
I hope, therefore, that in view of the fact that there are some fifteen 
or twenty gentlemen other than members of the Committee on Wa: 
and Means who have indicated their purpose to discuss the bill, the 
House will give us Saturday, which is not ordinarily a legislative 
day, for that purpose. I am surprised that a member of the commit- 
tee reporting this bill should interpose any objection. 

Mr. KELLEY. I must maintain my objection. That bill deserves 
the most deliberate consideration in a full House. If we shall meet 
on Saturday for general business, then I will welcome the discussion 
of that bill, for then members will attend. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I give notice that to-morrow I will test 
the sense of the House on the 8 of holding a session on 
Saturday to debate the funding bill. 


EVENING SESSIONS FOR THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to submit, for consideration 
at this time, the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
aa That on and after Monday, the 15th instant, the House of esent- 
atives shall hold evening sessions every bsp as at seven o'clock and 
minutes p. m., for the consideration of Private dar, and all bills 
dis) of in the order in which they stand upon the same. 


Mr. MILLS. I desire to state that there are a t many bills on 
the Private Calendar, and it is hopeless to attempt to dispose of them 
without holding evening sessions. 

Mr. CONGER. Let this resolution go over until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. That is required by the rule, if the gentleman 
oeu to its present consideration. 

ccordingly the resolution went over until to-morrow. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, 


Mr. WRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table, for consideration at this time, Senate joint resolution No. 89, 
touching the Hot Springs reservation in Arkansas. 

Mr. ITE. I object. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The time expires on Monday, and I hope my col- 
sic es will withdraw his objection. 

. WHITE. I insist upon my objection. 


PILOT LAWS, ETC. 


Mr. FRYE, by unanimous consent, presented the following; whith 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce: 


Resolves relating to pilot laws and the removal of the obstruction to navigation over 
East River, New York. 


Whereas the State of Maine, by its hical ition, having a long line of 
sea-coast with many fine harbors, is a Seal of „ — — our 
lo aro y =r f da 5 and are therefore interested in any leg- 
8 indus! ; ani 
Whereas the pilot laws of several of the States are hg and im upon 
— 1 burdens to be borne, and are contrary to spirit of the Consti- 
on; ani 
Whereas there is now being erected a brian across East River, in the State of 
New York, which will be another tax n shipping by compelling them to lower 
their topmasts, thereby delay: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That we hi earnestly call the attention of our Senators and 
1 Congress tothe unjust pilot laws in force in several of the S 
an F to have a pilot law enac 
that shall be just and equitable to the people of all the States, and also to compel 
the builders of the suspension bridge across East River, in the State of New York, 
to place ber goes such a hi 
East River. 


tas shall not obstruct or impede the naviga- bills? 
i 


Resolved, That a copy of the above preamble and resolntion, when roved, be 
forwarded to our delegation in Congress by the secretary of state. ra 


Ix THE HOUSE Ov REPRESENTATIVES, 
À March 5, 1830. 


Read and passed finally. 
GEO. E. WEEKS, Speaker. 
In SENATE, March 6, 1880. 
Read and passed finally. 
JOS. A. LOCKE, President. 
Manon 9, 1880. 
Approved. 


DANIEL F. DAVIS, Governor. 
J. O. SMITH, Deputy Secretary of State. 


` ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. ATKINS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour will begin at five minutes before one o'clock for reports of com- 
mittees. The call rests with the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 


PROTECTION OF COINS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, repo as a substitute for House bill No. 4308, a bill (H. R. No. 
5064) to punish certain crimes relating to the coins of the United 
States, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, with the accompanying report ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 


TRADE-DOLLARS. 


Mr. VANCE, from the same committee, to whom had been referred 
the following bills— 

A bill (H. R. No. 11) to provide for retiring the trade-dollar, for 
its recoinage into the stan silver dollar, and for the redemption 
of fractional silver coins ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 348) fixing the value of the trade and Mexican 
golar 7 ano providing that the legal-tender silver dollar shall be the 
unit of value; > 

A bill (H. R. No. 398) to make the trade-dollars a legal tender for 
all debts at their nominal value, and to require their recoinage into 
standard silver dollars; 

A bill (H. R. No. 664) to make the trade-dollar a legal tender; 

A bill (H. R. No. 681) making the trade-dollar and the Mexican 
dollar a 1 tender; 

A bill (H. R. No. 607) to make the trade and other silver dollars 
pub AL R public dues, &e.; 

A bill (H. R. No. 913) to provide for the exchange of the trade-dol- 
lars for -tender silver dollars ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1458) to provide for retiring the trade-dollar, and 
for its recoinage into the standard silver dollar; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3163) to authorize the recoinage of the trade-dol- 


lar— 
reported the same back with a substitute therefor, being a bill (H. 
R. No. 5065) to provide for the exchange of the llars for 
legal-tender dollars, and to stop the coinage of the trade-dollars, and 
for pap ; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. VANCE. Imove that the bill and accompanying report be 
printed and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. Judging from the titles of the bills for which this 
substitute is presented, I should suppose the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union would be the proper reference. 
Some of those bills evidently involve an nditure of money, 

Mr. GARFIELD. But if so, the point of order will lie when the 
bill is reached on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. If either of the bills or either of the substitutes 
involves an expenditure of money, it will have to go to the Commit- 


A true copy. Attest: 


-tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Fire GORGER; That applies to the original bills as well as the sub- 
8 

The SPEAKER. That is the view of the Chair. 

Mr. VANCE. I cannot hear what motion the gentleman from 
Michigan makes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is inquiring whether either the 
original bills or the substitutes would involve an expenditure of 
money; if so, the point that they must go to the Committee*of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union would be pee 

Mr. VANCE. I understand, however, that the bills now go to the 
House Calendar. : 

The SPEAKER. ‘They do; but when they are reached on that Cal- 
endar it will be competent for any member to raise the point of order 
upon them, and if it should be sustained the bills would be trans- 
ferred from the House Calendar to the Calendar of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. $ 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman knows, of course, whether the bill 
would be subject to a point of order. If it would have to go to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union whenever 
it is reached on the House Calendar, why not send it there at once 
and let it have an early place instead of being behind many other 


Mr. VANCE. The point of order does not apply. 
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The substitute was referred, ther with the original bills, to 
the House Calendar; and the substitute, with the accompanying re- 
port, was ordered to be printed. 

EXCHANGE OF SILVER BULLION. 


ta, reported back adversely tho bill (H. E. Ne 397) rogaisting the 
ures, re verse e ‘ 0. e 
exchange of silver bullion for the standard silver dollar, par ro- 
viding gold and silver, jointly and not otherwise, shall be a full 
legal tender; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ABRIDGMENT OF LETTERS-PATENT. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 4661, a bill (H. R. No. 5066) to provide for the 
reparation of classified Gor ON of all letters-patent of the 
nited States; which was a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
SMITH E. d. RAWSON. 

Mr. WARD, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute for 
House bill No. 2537, a bill (H. R. No. 5067) or the relief of Smith E. 
G. Rawson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

Mr. COOK. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Buildi 
and Grounds to report back two bills and ask their reference to 
Committee on Appropriations. 


The SPEAKE e title of the first bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

A bill (S. No. 11 the of the to addi- 
tonal lots of — 2 eng tie nen building for eu Boreas: of —.—.— and 


Mr. ATKINS. I desire to inquire whether the Committee on Pub- 
lic W and Grounds make any recommendation with regard to 
this bi 

Mr. COOK. It contains an appropriation. 

Mr. ATKINS. But do the committee make any recommendation ? 

Mr. COOK, No, sir. 

Mr. ATKINS. It seems to me that the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds should take the responsibility of making a recom- 
mendation on the subject. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Geor- 
gia to state that the committee make no recommendation. 

Mr. ATKINS. I understand that; but I think they ought to have 
done so. I think that committee oven to take the nsibility of 
making a recommendation, and not w the responsibility upon the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKE he bill will be referred to the Committee on 
A propriations, The title of the other bill will be read. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. No. 820) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
adjacent — the — tonne in the city of ce, Rhode Island. ot 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman the same order in regard 
to this bill? 

Mr. COOK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAGE. It seems to me rather a singular proceeding that these 
bills should be referred to the Committee on pe i pap? without 
any recommendation. What is the object of referring such bills to 
the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds at all? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to do with the purpose or 
* of the House in its reference of these bills. 

. PAGE. But the House has something to do with it. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is there a written report accompanying these bills? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair that should not be 
required where bills are reported for reference to other committees 
for investigation. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have not examined into the subject and make no report; they merely 
ask to be discharged, so that another committee may consider. 

Mr. CALKINS. My reason for askin, 
understand, when the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
recommend the erection of a public building, they must fix the max- 
imum amount to be spent in its erection. 

The SPEAKER, e gentleman is quite right. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to recommit these bills to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, I do not see why that committee 
should evade its duty. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the object is to procure 
2 a for these purposes in the sundry civil appropriation 


Mr. PAGE. But they are sent without recommendation at all, and 
the Committee on Appropriations cannot go into an examination of 

those bills. They have eee too much to do. 

The SP Nevertheless they do go into an examination of 
all the items in the sundry civil appropriation bill, which usually 
contains appropriations for the construction of public buildings 
throughout the country. 

Mr. PAGE. Whatis the ohiges of referring these questions, then, to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ? 


re te a As I) 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised of the object. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to recommit the bills to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds with instructions to report their rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I desire to say to the gentleman from California 
that the House took away from the Committee on Public Buildings 
= Grounds, under the new rules, the power to recommend appro- 

tions. 
r Mr. PAGE. They did not take away the power to make appropri- 
ations. 

Mr. COOK. I will state, Mr. Speaker, to the tleman from Cal- 
ifornia, that where the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have recommended the amount to be y/o aa that recommenda- 
tion has been utterly di arded by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. They are not bound by the amount we recommend at all, but 
have cut it down one-half or increased it double. Take, for instance, 
the public building at Hartford, Connecticut, In 1872 the construc- 
tion of that er was authorized, and the appropriation limited 
to $300,000. In 1874 that limitation was extended and increased to 
$400,000. From that day to this, without any other action whatever 
except upon a 1 bills coming from the Committee on Ap- 
propriat ions, $275,000 additional have been expended, and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in his Book of Estimates, now asks for $75,000 
more to complete it, making in all $800,000 for the construction of 
that building at Hartford, Connecticu when at the ontset the amount 
was limited to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to 
$300,000. The Committee on Appropriations are not bound by any 
limitation we put upon the construction of public buildi and we 
therefore deem it useless to make any recommendation on the subject. 

Mr. PAGE. What is there to prevent the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds rting its bills and their Ring, as other 
bills ao referred, to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union 


Mr. COOK. That is what we proposed to do, but here are bills 
coming from the Senate recommending the purchase of ground, and 
I have been directed to move that they be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to say one word. In no instance that I am 
aware of has the Committee on 8 formally changed the 
limit which the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
placed on any public building. It has been done simply by annual 
appropriations, which have been made in accordance with estimates 
by the Supervising Architect. The 3 Architect has sub- 
mitted his estimates for the construction of a building, and appro- 
priations are made in accordance with his estimates. e committee 

nerally cut down the annual appropriations as far as possible. Ad- 

itional estimates are made for the subsequent year, and so on from 
ge to year. In that way the limitations placed on these publio 
uildings by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
Meee ia no dis ti the part of the C ittee on A i 
re is no on on the part of the Commi on ropria- 
tions to exceed the limite which the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds have placed on different public buildings, and, so far as 
I am aware of, I do not know of any sentiment entertained by any 
member of the Committee on Appropriations or any desire on the 
part of any one of them to increase expenditures in the construction 
of public buildings and grounds further than may be recommended 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds on that subject. 

e are anxious that committee should take the responsibility; and 
when they recommend a new building to be constructed, they shall take 
the responsibility of saying how much it shall cost. As one of the 
members of the Committee on Appropriations, I intend, so far as I am 
concerned, to conform to that recommendation and not to exceed it. 

Mr. COOK. I state again, as I stated before, that no limitation 
pacen by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds for the 

t ten years has been adhered to except in two or three instances; 
but, on the contrary, they have been doubled, going from $300,000 to 
$800,000, and from $4,000,000 to $9,000,000. 

Mr. ATKINS. That has not been our fault. P 

Mr. COOK. It has not been the fault of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is the fault of the Supervising Architect. 

Mr. COOK. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have considered the true intent of the action of the House in pre- 
venting or 3 recommendation as to appropriation—that 
the action of the House was intended and designed to leave that 
whole question with the Committee on Appropriations, as they had 
charge of the Treasury and knew what amount could be fay gate 
for public buildings as well as for other governmental purposes. 
They sent the whole matter of cost to that committee and very prop- 
erly, I think. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 
A memg in writing was received from the President of the United 
tates, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The message further announced the approval of bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

An act 59 75 R. No. 3462) to amend section 3020 of the Revised Stat- 
utes; an 

An act (H. R. No. 4432) additional 9 for the 
support of certain Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1880. 
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PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to the 
point which we now make on these bills, and I do not think we can 
take any other position than we now take. These are Senate bills. 
They appropriate money. They come to our committee. If they are 
repo back by our committee they must be considered now, or they 
must go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union ; 
but they contain an appropriation of money which the House by a 
very decided vote said we should not have jurisdiction of. How can 
we report them back? We cannot emasculate the bills. They arein 
themselves appropriation bills. They contain subjects relating to 
appropriations of money, and the House has said our committee s 
have no jurisdiction over al OF PERE The House has changed 
the old rule in that respect. Under the old rule we could do it; but 
under the new rule we cannot. That rule says other than appro- 
priations” shall be considered by our committee. 

Now, we simply want these bills to be referred where the House 
has said by a decided vote they should go, namely, to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and then we may discuss the further question as 
to whether bills originating in this House shall or shall not make 
recommendations as to alimitation. I claim that Senate bills appro- 
priating money cannot, by any possible construction of that rule that 
the Speaker may give to it, go to our committee. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania assert in 
his opinion the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has not 
1 fos eu to put a limitation as to the entire cost of a public 

Mr. S LENBERGER. If the Speaker will bear with me I did 
not make that assertion. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the * allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SHALLEN BERGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ATKINS. Is it the purpose of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to take the responsibility of lending their influence 
to the passage of this act and throw the responsibility upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations? It is our duty to make appropriations in 
accordance with law—not to make laws. We have been accused of 
making laws and of an itching to make laws on almost every ques- 
tion. Now, we do not desire to do that. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Iwill say in response to the question of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that the Committee 
on Public Buildi and Grounds, g for myself on that com- 
mittee—and I doubt not that I speak the sentiments of the majority 
of the commi t to bow to the judgment of this House. We 
yield willingly and cheerfully to the direction of the House. We de- 
sire to report back our bills in just such shape as the House desires 
to have them. We have no fight with the Committee on Appropri- 
ations after having settled decisively in the House this question 
which was before us. I do accept all nsibility that the House 
chooses to impose upon me, but when the House says by a deliberate 
vote that one committee shall not have jurisdiction of subjects re- 
la to — ike’ and when a bill ag Es tomy be aegis = 
con anythi ike an appropriation for any specific purpose, 
say I must come to the Boas an ask to be eee froma its con- 
siterstion and have it referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
which, ccording to the judgment of the House, alone has jurisdic- 
tion of the matter. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say but a word about the 
construction of the and what I conceive to be the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

In the first place I shall not consent as a member to the establish- 
ment by law of a public building until the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds has first established it and fixed the maximum of 
its cost. When that is done, then, if a public building seems to be a 
necessity, no man on this floor will render it a more cheerfal sup- 

rt than myself. But the first thing to be done and inquired about 

t is as to the necessity for the establishment of the building, and then 
the fixing of the maximum cost, That is exclusively within the juris- 
diction of this committee. Thatisitsduty. It cannot escape from it. 
It must do it. 

In the next place, that having been done, the recommendation for 
the appropriation, under the rules of this House, must of necessity 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. They are charged with the 

uty of appropriating money for this and other subjects 3 to 
law. Then we have an harmonious whole the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds establishing by law the location of the public 
buildings and fixing their maximum cost, and the Committee on Ap- 
555 appropriating the necessary money for their erection. 

ntil they come before the House in that manner, I want it under- 
stood that I shall op every one of them. 

Mr. COOK. I wish to ask one question. The two bills I have 
offered for reference tothe Appropriations Committee, neither of them 
contemplates building anywhere. They are Senate bills recommend- 
200 a certain amount for the purchase of land by the Government 

dent to buildings already constructed, one in this city and one in 


ence. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to state I was under a misapprehension as to 
the nature of the bills when I first addressed the House. I find these 
are sana bills which were introduced into the Senate, passed 
the te, and have come to the House. Now, sir, in my judgment 


the Senate has no power to originate appropriation bills. I think 


the Constitution is perfectly plain upon subject; and for one I 
am not willing as a member of this House to consider these appro- 
priation bills at all until they have been subjected toa legal investi- 
gation. I think the bills should go to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and I make that motion. One of them is a bill “ authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to purchase additional lots of ground adjoining 
the new building for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing.” The 
other is a bill “ to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
land adjacent to the custom-house ın the city of Providence, Rhode 
Island.” It seems to me they are clearly appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOOKER. The report which has been made by the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, he says, refers to 
Senate bills; but, as I understand through other members of that 
committee, the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, with refer- 
ence to bills which originated in this House and which have been 
referred to that committee, propose to report those bills back to the 
House without fixing an amount. I beg to differ from my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SHALLENBERGER] as to the construction of the 
existing rules. Originally this committee unquestionably under the 
old rules possessed this power and constantly exercised it, and there 
never was a bill refe to the Committee on Public Buildi and 
Grounds in reference to which bef did not exercise the jurisdiction 
of determining what amount should be appropriated, either for the 
purchase of the necessary lands for a public building or for the erec- 
tion of the buildings themselves. The instances to which my friend 
from Georgia, [Mr. Coox, I the chairman of the committee, has alluded, 
where they have gone on and exceeded the amounts, have probabl 
arisen in this way: that primarily there was appropriated so muc 
for the erection of a building and it was known the money appro- 
priated was not sufficient, and hence other bills directing further 
5 have been introduced and referred. 

do not see very well why the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds are deprived under the new rule of the power they had under 
the old rule. Clause 19 of Rule XI defines what legislation shall be 
referred to that committee in the following terms: 

To the public buil and occupied and improved e 
States, ar than paenan rioa —— z N 

When their report is made to the House it must go on some calen- 
dar. Sup it on the House Calendar, then you have got to 
fix in the House the amount when the bill is considered without the 
action of a committee, although that is peculiarly a subject which a 
committee ought to consider, and certainly there is no committee 
more appropriate for its consideration than the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. Why? Because they receive the whole evi- 
dence, and because they receive the estimates of the architect. They 
receive the evidence, for instance, as to the income that is being de- 
rived from the revenue of the offices—from the Post-Office and from 
other offices into which revenue comes—and they are better prepared 
to pass upon the question as a committee acting for the House and 
preparing business for the House than the Appropriations Commit- 
tee fe any other committee, as the whole subject-matter is intrusted 
to them. 

I do not think this committee is shorn of the power to make this 
investigation and this recommendation. They ought to do it. And 
whether you refer a specific appropriation to the Committee of the 
Whole House or act upon the recommendation of a committee in the 
House you have the action of the House in fixing the amount, which 
it is almost impossible for a large body of men to do intelligently un- 
less every man the whole evidence. This is a function which 
belongs to some committee, and to none more properly than the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. In the Committee of the 
Whole by a very decisive vote the right was given to that commit- 
tee to recommend appropriations to the House. This action was re- 
versed in the House also by a decisive vote; but I do not think the 
House intended by the terms of its rule to say that the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds should be shorn of its power to 
make the investigation and the recommendation; and I think if it 
be true that all the bills referred to this committee are to be reported 
back without fixing the amount, we shall then have discussions in 
the House or in the Committee of the Whole, where yeywill have 
nothing to act upon but the recommendation that a building be 
erected withont specifying the amount. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. These bills are not the unanimous re- 
port of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. As I have 
notified my colleagues that I purposed to oppose the report in the 
House, I feel at liberty to do so. I do not think this is a practical 
character of legislation. I do not think those bills in their present 
condition can be acted upon at all by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. No appropriation can be made until authorized by law, and I 
do not think those bills in their present form authorize any appro- 
priation. I think it is eminently proper that the duty of fixing the 
cost of those buildings should be confided to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, that committee having already before 
them all the facts and data on which they base their opinion in rec- 
ommending the building at all. It seems to me the proper course to 

ursue with all these bills—and I suggest that course to my col- 

es—is that they be recommitted to the Committee on Public 

Buildings and Grounds, so that they may come back with a recom- 
mendation fixing the limit of the cost. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] 
raises the point as to the right of the Senate to originate bills mak- 
ing appropriations; and moves that these two bills be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, in order that that constitutional point 
may be determined, ] 

The motion was agreed to. 


STORER COLLEGE, WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. COOK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 4867) granting about ten acres of 
land to Storer College at Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia, and moved 
that the pact eine, To disc! from its further consideration, and 
that the same be referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LANDING OF IMMIGRANTS IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. COOK also, from the same committee, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 4644) to amend an act entitled “An act for the construction of a 
public building for the use by the United States Government in the 
city of New York ” approved June, 15, 1878; and moved that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN. Judging from the title of the bill, it occurs to me 
that it should not go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COOK. The bill has no reference whatever in the world to a 
public building; its whole purpose is to change the directions con- 
cerning the landing of passengers, whether they shall be landed in 
New York or New Jersey. It is no public building at all. 

The motion of Mr. Cook was agreed to. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL CUSTER. 


Mr. COOK also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 4841) for the erection of a 
monument in the city of Washington to the memory of General G 
A. Custer and the officers and men of the Seventh United States 
Cavalry who were killed in the battle of the Little Big Horn, and 
moved that the committee be disc from its further considera- 
tion, and that the same be referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLEVELAND, OHIO. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the same committee, reported back, 
with an amendment, the Live bt toe me to 3 Pap 3 
tary of the Treasury to re and extend the public building own 
by the United States at Cleveland, Ohio, and moved that 5 

ying report be printed, and the bill and report referred to the 
Hows alendar. 


The SPEAKER. If this bill calls directly or indirectly for an ap- 
propriation, then under the new rule it should go to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. If the point is made I will not object 
$ò that order. 

‘The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the same committee, also reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2850) to provide a build- 
ing for the use of the United States circuit_and district courts, cus- 
tom-house, and 3 at Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI. 


Mr. MURCH, from the same committee, reported back, with amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. No. pores to rovide for the construction of 
suitable rooms for the use of the United States circuit and district 
courts in the public building to be erected in the city of Kansas, in 
the State of Missouri ; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCHESTER, NEW YORK. 


Mr. MURCH, from the same committee, also reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2531) for a public building at Roches- 
ter, New York; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TOLEDO, OHIO. 

Mr. McKENZIE, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 2502, a bill (H. R. No. 5068) for the construction of 
a building for the use of the United States, at Toledo, Ohio; which 
was read a first and second time, with the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the ole on 
the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA. 
Mr. McKENZIE, from the same committee, also reported back, with 


amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 427) for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama; which, with 

panying report, was ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on-the state of the Union. 


Mr. McKENZIE. There was an a mt in the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds that these bills should be reported in 
the same order in which they stood upon the calendar of the commit- 
tee. I therefore yield to the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. MURCH. 

Mr. CONGER. If these bills require any appropriation to be 
they should be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER, All these bills have been referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, MISSISSIPPI. s 

Mr. MURCH, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute for 
House bill No. 437, a bill (H. R. No. 5069) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Jackson, Mississippi, for the use of the district 
and circuit courts of the United States, for a land office to preserve 
the records of entries of public lands, an office for the register and 
receiver of the land office, for the collector of internal revenue, for 
the post-office, and for other Government purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, 2 

Mr. McKENZIE. It was the desire of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds that these bills should go to the House Calen- 
dar, as they provide for no appropriation. 

The 8 cmt 3 5155 these bills reh 3 the 
scope of the rule in re to bills requiring appropriations, and un- 
less the House reverses that judgment the Chair WII passe set to 80 
rule, and will direct these bills to go upon the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAGE. Does this bill make an appropriation directly ? 

Mr. MURCH. It makes no appropriation. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Allow me to suggest that it will tly facili- 
tate reaching these bills if they go now upon the Calendar where 
they should go. Sup that they are put upon the House Calen- 
dar, and then two or t or four weeks hence when the bills on that 
calendar are reached the point of order is made, and after discussion 
and decision they are sent to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. They will then have to go to the foot of the Cal- 


endar, 

Mr. FRYE. The rule was drawn with great care so as to cover all 
bills requiring directly or indirectly an 9 sree of money. It 
is evident that these billsin relation to public buildings must require 
indirectly, if not directly, an expenditure of money. 

Mr. CH. The committee will not contest that point. 

The bill, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be prin 
and referred to the Committee of the Whol« on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AP LYNCHBURGH, VIRGINIA. @ 

Mr. MURCH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 323, a bill (H. R. No. 
5071) making an appropriation for a Government building to be used 
as a post-office, court-house, and bonded warehouse, at Li ehburgh, 
in the State of Virginia; which was read a first and secon time, with 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLESTON, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. McKENZIE, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 1244, a bill (H. R. No. 5070) to provide for a 
building suitable for a post-office, for the accommodation ef the rev- 
enue officers and the United States courts and their officers, in the 
city of Charleston, West Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the Ni e report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McKENZIE. This bill should go upon the House Calendar 
before the one Bre reported by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
Munch. ] It will thus conform to the order in which it appears upon 
the calendar of the committee. There was an agreement that these 
bills should be reported to the House in that order. 

Mr. KENNA. I do not understand the gentleman from Maine to 
ones to this course. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The bills will be 
arranged upon the Calendar as suggested. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, BROOKLYN, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the Committee on Public Buildin 
and Grounds, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 110, a b 
— R. No. 5072) to provide for the erection of a public building at 

rooklyn, New York, for use as a post-office and United States court, 
and for the accommodation of United States internal-revenue 2 
and for other Government purposes; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PADUCAH, KENTUCKY. z 

Mr. MURCH, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 607, a bill (H. R. No. 5073) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at the city of Paducah, State of Ken- 
tucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, QUINCY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. MURCH, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute for 

House bill No. 809, a bill (H. R. No. 5074) to provide for the erection 
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of a public 3 building in the city of Quincy, in the State of 
or 


Illinois, an other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, GREENSBOROUGH, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. McKENZIE, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 344, a bill (H. R. No. 5075) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building in the 
city of Greensborough, North Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time, refe to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state sor the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
7 PUBLIC BUILDING, MAYSVILLE, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. MURCH, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute for 
House bill No. 599, a bill (H. R. No. 5076) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building at the city of Mays- 
ville, in the State of Kentucky; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the same committee, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 1738, a bill (H. R. No. 5077) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a building suit- 
able for a post-office and other Government offices in the city of Min- 
neapolis, in the State of Minnesota; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
eee Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
5 PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER, COLORADO. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER also, from the same committee, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 1281, a bill (H. R. No. 5078) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a snitable site and the erection of a public 
building in the city of Denver; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, HOUSTON, TEXAS. 


Mr. MURCH, from the same committee, repo: as a substitute for 
House bill No. 1050, a bill (H. R. No. 5079) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a post-office in the city of Houston, Texas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CLARKSBURGH, WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the same committee, ried, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 3707, a bill (H. R. No. 5080) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable build- 

for the accommodation of the United States courts, the post-office, 
and other Government offices, in the city of Clarksburgh, in the State 
of West Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CESSION OF LAND IN MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, from the same committee, reported, as 
a substitute for House bill No. 1614, a bill (H. R. No. 5081) to cede to 
the first taxing district of the State of Tennessee a certain lot of 
land situated in said district; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PEORIA, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER, from the same committee, re , asa 
substitute for House bill No. 4245, a bill (H. R. No. 5082 to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Peoria, in the State 
of Illinois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. : 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER also, from the same committee, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 2089, a bill (H. R. No. 5083) appro- 
priating money for the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
office and other Government offices in the city of Portsmouth, State 
of Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, OWENSBOROUGH, KENTUCKY. ~ 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER also, from the same committee, re 5 a8 
a substitute for House bill No. 4697, a bill (H. R. No. ) for the 
purchase of suitable grounds in the city of Owensborongh, in the State 
of Kentucky, and the erection thereon of a public bui g for post- 
office, United States collector's office, United States commissioner’s 
office, and for the use of asare paiio officers in said city; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. = * 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LOUISVILLE. 

Mr. McKENZIE also, from the same committee, re „ as a 
substitute for House bill No. 3545, a bill (H. R. No. to provide 
for the erection of a public building in city of Lonisville, Ken- 
tucky ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL FORCE, HOUSE FOLDING-ROOM. 

Mr. MORSE. I am instructed by the Committee on Accounts to 

2 the following resolution, on which I desire to have present ac- 
ion. è 
The Clerk read as follows : 


in 
uties as may be there assigned to them: Th a 
tional terminate one month after the 3 tho present ses- 
sion of Congress unless otherwise ordered by the 
. the contingent fund at the rate of §720 per annum while 
y 


Mr. MORSE. There is just complaint by members of the House that 
there is not sufficient help in that de t. 
Mr. WITT “or boys” be in- 


HORNE. L suggest that the w 
serted after “ men.” 

Mr. CONGER. I reserve the point of order on this. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order will be reserved. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Lask to insert the words “or boys,” so it 
will read “ men or boys,” leaving the matter to the discretion of the 
officer having the appointment. 

Mr. MORSE. I have no objection to that amendment. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I must object. 

Mr. ATKINS. Has the gentleman from Massachusetts received any 
recommendation from the superintendent of the folding-room asking 
for this force? 

Mr. MORSE. We have, and the committee authorized me to make 


Mr MILLS 

Mr. . I know they are a very long sla behind. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I objected, not knowing exactly what the question 
was before the House. If we are to have this morning hour — 
ing to the new rules, we must not allow ourselves to do business in 
that hour. I am not against the proponitan, but we must save the 
ee Boor for reper from commi for reference. 

The SPEAKER. at is an objection, and the resolution will be 
5 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

on. 

Mr. MORSE. No; I do not wish that reference, but will withdraw 
the report for the present, objection having been made. 

ADDITIONAL CLERK, COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Ac- 
counts, to whom was referred a resolution on the 10th of December, 
1879, that the Committee on War Claims be authorized to employ an 
assistant clerk during the Forty-sixth Con to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per diem, have in- 
structed me to report the same back with the following substitute 
therefor to which they have agreed unanimously. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Committee on War Claims be, and they are hereby, author- 

ploy an assistant clerk during the Torty-sixth Congress, who shall be paid 

out of 1 the House at the rate of $F por Coe while actually 
paren ae however, That said assistant clerk not be paid during 

Mr. CALKINS. I object. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to state in reference to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, that under the new rules that committee has the 
right to report at any time on all matters of expenditures from the 
contingent fund of the House. There is, therefore,no occasion for 
the Committee on Accounts to take up any portion of the morning 
hour with rts coming in under that privilege. 

Mr. © S. It was on that ground I made the objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to say, in connection with this ruling of 
the Chair, that if we are to get these new rules into working order 
the best way is to enforce them strictly so we shall discover any in- 
accuracy existing in them, and where, in practice, they may be im- 

roved. 
1 The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the same opinion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. But if we are to override them constantly by 
unanimous consent we will get ourselves into difficulty. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I withdraw the report. 

Mr. ATKINS. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. In accordance with the suggestion of 
the Speaker, I now submit my report from the Committee on Ac- 
counts and ask that the resolution which I now report unanimously 
from that committee shall be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Committee on War Claims be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized to an assistant clerk during the Forty-sixth ho shall be 
paid out e contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per diem 
actually employed ided, however, That said assistant clerk shall not be 
a the of Congress, 
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Mr. REAGAN. I desire to an amendment. After the word 
“clerk,” where it first appears in the resolution, to insert “ for such 
time as the committee may think necessary,” during the 
second session of Congress it is not probable that the committee will 
want the services of a clerk. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I did not understand the amendment 
8 by the gentleman from Texas. yi 

. REAGAN. I suggest that the resolution be amended by fixing 
the limit for the employment of a clerk to such time as the commit- 
tee may deem peepee fi That would contemplate his retention dur- 
ing the session and while his services would be necessary; but during 
the latter of the Congress it is not at all probable that the sery- 
ices of a clerk will be needed, as no business requiring his services 
can by any possibility be 

Mr. MARTIN , Of Delaware. I will state to the gentleman from 
Texas that we considered this whole question very carefully in the 
committee. We had the chairman of the Committee on War Claims 
before us, and we tried in every way to so guard the resolution as to 
make the employment of this clerk as economical to the House as 
possible. Aah it was npon the representations of the chairman of 
the Committee on War Claims that this resolution was substituted 
for the original. The chairman of that committee seemed to be equally 
desirous with the Committee on Accounts not to make the employ- 
ment of this officer any more expensive to the arranger nun vk 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave no objection to the committee having a cl 
for such time as may be actually necessary, but I do object to pro- 
viding a place and paying for the services of a man when he is not 
needed. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. The gentleman will perceive that the 
resolution provides he is only to be paid while actually employed. 
It is not to be presumed the committee will employ a man when there 
is nothing to do. 

Mr. GAN. I know; and I know also that he is not to be paid 
du the recess. But what I wish isto have inserted after the word 
“clerk” the words “ during such time as his services 7 be needed 
by the committee.” I propone to offer an amendment of that char- 
acter, for we all know that during the latter of a Congress there 
can be no possible necessity for an additional clerk to that commit- 
tee 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I have no objection to the amendment 
being voted on. 
Mr. FORT. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill a 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Certainly. 

Mr. FORT. How many clerks has that committee now ? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. One. 

Mr. FORT. How many had they formerly or in other Congresses? 
Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Two; always two heretofore, as I 
understand it. 

Mr. FORT. The clerks of these different committees seem to be 


q 


- increasing so rapidly that I think it is time the House should inquire 


into the necessity for this additional service. We started out under 
the rule of economy, and I hope we will not so soon forget that we 
SORTIE Tenun ee I will not undertake to say that 


the gentleman is en; but I know that for a part of the tim 
at all events, in the past that committee did not have two clerks, bu 
one; and if it is true that war claims are now increasing so 
as to now require two clerks, it seems to me it would be well 
to e some i into that matter. 


Mr. BAYNE. 1 the allow me a question f 

Mr. FORT. Yes, sir. e 

Mr. BAYNE. As a member of the Committee on War Claims I 
would like to say to the gentleman that the work now before that 
committee is than it has ever been ps heretofore. 

Mr. FORT. That is just what I sup 

Mr. BAYNE. There is a great increase in claims of that nature. 
The office of the commissioners of war claims having ceased, all the 
claims that were heretofore adjudicated by that commission are now 
to be referred to the Committee on War ms, and the consequence 
is that the number of claims requiring consideration is increasing 
and is vastly in excess of any number before that committee at any 
previous time. Moreover, I want to say that the number of these 
claims has increased to such an extent in co uence of the war 
claims commission having ceased to exist, it be necessary to 
provide additional space or room to receive these claims, to enable 
them to be placed in proper order, and classified and arranged system- 
atically by the committee. 

Mr. FORT. I suppose the gentleman refers to the southern claims 
commission. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORT. The business of that commission is now, as I under- 
stand him, before the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, and that is the reason for this vast increase in 
ETE “My Tas eter origi . 

2 8 ask whe' origi claims are in i 

before that coniata 

Mr. BAYNE. There are a 
deal of labor upon the members of the committee as well as the 
clerk. Iknow that a flood of claims is coming in, in consequence 
of the expiration of the southern claims commission, 


Mr. WHITE. As a subject of interest I wanted to know if this 
class of claims was increasing or decreasing. Itmight be important 
as a matter of record. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania what labor the clerks of that committee have to 

orm. 

Mr. BAYNE. They sort these claims. The committee has now 
under consideration a resolution which will enable the clerks to sep- 
arate these claims into particular classes, in order that the members 
of the committee may not be of Se to take up and consider a vast 
number of claims which would be rejected on general principles and 
under the rules established by the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. How many claims are pending there ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not know. I know, however, that there are a 
great many, and that this additional service is required for the com- 
mittee. Iam the last man to seek the appointment of any person to 
any position on any committee unless it be absolutely required. 

Mr. WILSON. While that private conversation is going on which 
nobody can hear cannot I offer a resolution ? 

Re: The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 
the r. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I want to say in a ig Wat the gen- 
tleman from illinois (Mr. Fort] that the number of clerks of the 
Committee on War Claims when that committee was originally con- 
stituted in the Forty-third Congress was two; and after a in- 
vestigation by the Committee on Accounts we found the work had 
so increased that it was necessary to give the same number as when 
the committee was originally constituted, namely, two. That is all 
the Committee on Accounts have done, and they have done it after 
a very full and careful investigation. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to one question: why, after the entire 
vote of Con and ially of the democracy, fixed the 
of clerks as sufficient at $4.80 a day, when money was less valuable, 
the committee now recommend $6? The record of this House shows 
and the vote of the members of former Con; shows that, in the 
opinion of the economic democracy, was all that a clerk ought to 
have. They voted that amount for clerks under republican rule, and 
under democratic rule the pay of all these clerks is increased. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the gentleman from Michigan never get done 
W democracy? [Laughter.] 

Mr. of Delaware. I demand the previous question. 


Mr. REAGAN. Before the question is put on the demand for the 
previous question the gentleman from Delaware allows me to offer 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the gentleman’s amendment 
as offered s e wie penang; to be voted upon by the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; Ihave modifiedit. Lask the Clerk to read 
the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike ont the words Forty-sixth Congress and insert "present session of, Con- 


gress ;” making it read: 

“that the Committee on War Claims be, and they are hereby, authorized to em- 
ploy an assistant clerk during the present session of Congress, &. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I now demand the previous question 
on the resolution and amendment. 

The previons question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof Mr. REAGAN’s amen: twas agreed 
to. 


The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOSTETLER. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MoRsE] to make a privileged report. 


EMPLOYES IN FOLDING-ROOM. 


Resolved, That the superintendent of the House folding-room be, and he is 
hereby, authorized be employ an additional force of twelve men or boys to fold 
— kks and other z ocuments acoum in the po and to 
perform such uties as be to them: „That the 

one month after the ad- 


. — ae present session of Congress, unless otherwise ordered by the 
ttee on Accounts; and they shall be paid out of the contingent fund at the 
rate of $720 per annum while employed. 


Mr. CONGER. Is that subject to objection ? 
The SPEAKER. What character of objection ? 


ann CONGER. That it is not in order to report that resolution at 
2 

The SPEAKER. The committee have a right to report at any 
great many there, and there is a great | time. 
Mr. BREWER. I make the point of order that the resolution a; 
propriates money and should have its first consideration in Co: t- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. CONGER. I think it will be time enough to provide for the 
campaign a month or two later. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order made b 
the gentleman from Michigan, [ Mr. BREWER, ] and the resolution 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORSE. I withdraw the report for the present. 


QUARTERMASTER AND COMMISSARY CLAIMS, 


Mr. WILSON. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk for 
reference to the Committee on Hales and I ask that it be printed. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution, as follows: 

the 3 5 8 t 
01 oi an 
racemes 91 some other banal, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CONGER. Why should that resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know, for the Chair has no 
knowl of its contents. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the reference of the resolution and to 
its introduction. 

Mr, WILSON. Let me say to the gentleman from Michi that 
President Grant, President Hayes, the present Secretary of War, the 
last Secretary of War, the present Secretary of the Treasury, the last 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Quartermaster-General and Commis- 
sary-General, have all for several years past implored Congress to 
take these claims from the Departments. And this resolution meets 
their concurrence. - 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know but the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia may have been appointed special advocate for the distinguished 
gentlemen he has named, to represent their special interests; but if 
so, I had not heard of it. 

Mr. WILSON. I am not their special advocate. 

sate SPEAKER. Objection being made the resolution is not before 
the House. 

Mr. WILSON, (addressing Mr. CONGER.) I will pay you for that. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from West Virginia says in his 
place, “ I will pay Byte for that.” 

Mr. WILSON. I did, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to know in what coin, or in what manner? 

Mr. WILSON. I will tell the gentleman very frankly. 

Mr. CONGER. That is a remark which the gentleman has no busi- 
ness to make. 

Mr. WILSON. I have the right to make it, and I make it with full 
eri of exactly what I say. 

Mr. CONGER. It is a threat to a member for exercising a right. 

Mr. WILSON. I will explain, if I be allowed, what I mean by it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia is not entitled 
to the floor, objection having been made. 


POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS, 


Mr. HOSTETLER. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order bang demanded, the House 
resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2266) to prohibit Fed- 
eral officers, claimants, and contractors from making contributions for 
political purposes. The gentleman from Indiana TMr. HOSTETLER] 
is on the floor to demand the previous question. 

Mr. WILSON. Wil the gentleman from Indiana allow me to offer 
two amendments to the first section of the bill ? 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
ierat he offer an amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Has the previous question been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. It been demanded. The Chair 
is advised there is an amendment pending to the original text offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. CLAFLIN.] There is then 
another amendment in the nature of a substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. BuTTERWORTH. J 

Mr. UPSON. I desire to offer my amendment as a substitute for 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. It might come in as an 
amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. CONGER. After the previous question has been demanded ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana vacates the demand 
for the previous question to let the amendment come in. 

Mr.CONGER. Then I sup it is now in order to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] 
has the floor for the purpose of calling the previous question. 

Mr.CONGER. But the first business after the morning hour to-day 
5 the motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. 

The SPEAKER. This bill comes over from yesterday as unfinished 
business, not only under the rules but the Chair thinks by consent. 

Mr. CON GER. 1 had not heard of the assent. 

The SPEAKER. It comes over under the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. I would ask by what rule business on the House 
Calendar on my day takes precedence of a motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the ole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOSTETLER] to call the Sh a cco question.on this bill, and 
= ogre from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] did not even seek to 
0 oor. 


Pee CARLISLE. And besides, this bill is a special order of the 
ouse, 

The SPEAKER. In addition, it is a special order and is correctly 
in its oe ° 
Mr. HOSTETLER. I now call the previous question on the bill 
and amendments. 

23 ͥᷣ So opal AOA air Ai aad T tone 
ouse who desire an op ty tos n thi an 
the previous question TiN be voted down. 5 i 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to offer a single suggestion. Members here 
have never had an opportunity to read in print the amendments 
which have been offered. I hope this matter will be allowed to go 
over to some other day, and then we can take up the deficiency appro- 
priation bill and pass it. 

The Debate is not in order pending the call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I ask leave to print some remarks. 

Mr. KEIFER. As there are many 8 here who desire to 
speak upon this bill, I think I must object to granting leave to any 
dene to print his remarks until an opportunity is given to mem- 

TS 5 

Mr. CARLISLE. Before the House is called upon to vote upon the 
previous question upon the bill and amendments, the amendment 
3 has not yet been read should be read for the information of 

e House. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. CLAFLIN] and the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] were read yesterday. e 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. UPSON ] to the 
substitute of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] will now 


be i 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to prohibit any person whomsoever from demanding, asking, soliciting, or 
in an bred com g e aen or employés 7 . 3 < 
con u or money for ical purposes, and to o same an 
otherwise to eiai KS DARS P 


1 p 
bea lied ch 5 — olate 
same ma a) to su 0 n or 
any of the eee of this Saati shall be deemed ty of a misdemeanor and 
punished of egg bat year for a term not exceedin months or by a fine not ex- 
ceeding $5,000. And any officer, clerk, or employé of the Government of the United 
States who shall violate any of the provisions of this section, in addition to the 
8 aforesaid, after trial and conviction for such violation, shall be imme- 
tely dismissed from the office, clerkship, or employment which he may hold. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of each of the of Departments of the Fed- 
eral Government to issue and keep Pp tg a standing order in their respective De- 
partments prohibiting the officers, clerks, empires 
officers, from violatin, 


e intent, assent, 


officer of the Federal permi 
to collect, or receive, from any officer, clerk, or bea eS in his Dep: 
his su; any assessment, percen ation, gift, loan, or advance 


of any money, property, or other valuable „ with the 
deretending, Gc permiasion aes the same shall or may be — for any political 


office or emplo: 
Bere age shall 
his knowledge, be deem: 


than $5,000. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon seconding the de- 


mand for the previous question. 
Mr. CARLISL int of order that under the new 


2 E. I make the 
rule no second is required to the demand for the previous question, 
but the question is mon ordering the main question to be now put. 

The SPEAKER. Chair construes the word “ ordered ” in the 
new rule to mean the same as the word “seconded ” in the old rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There are two things in the new rule : first, a 
motion which the individual makes, and then the order which is made 
by the House ; that applies to the previous uestion. The main ques- 
tion is another thing. The word “ ordered ” in re; to the previous 
question is used in the new rule instead of the word “seconded,” 
which was in the old rule. The main question may be voted on by 
yeas and na; 

The SPE The Chair thinks the word “ ordered” was em- 
poyon in the new rule in lieu of the word “seconded” in the old 


e. ; 
Mr. CARLISLE. Iam sure, when the subject of the new rules was 
under consideration in Committee of the ole, many members un- 
derstood that the new rule in regard to ordering the previous ques- 
tion dispensed with the vote on rene we demand for the pre- 
vious question; that any member in his p on the floor could move 
the previous question as he had the right to make any other motion, 
and that it was then for the House to determine by a vote whether 
the main question should be ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the word “seconded” in 
the old rule was replaced by the word “ordered” in the new rule 
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merely because it was thought to be a better word, and not for the 
8 of avoiding the two votes required on the “main question.“ 
. CARLISLE. Very well. 

The question was taken upon seconding the demand for the pre- 
vious question; and upon a division there were—ayes 71, noes 91. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr, HOSTETLER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HOSTETLER and Mr. GARFIELD were 


a 

r in divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 94, noes 4. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. GOODE. I desire to make a suggestion to my friends on the 
other side and to my friend from Indiana, [Mr. HOSTETLER.] It is 
that we allow two hours’ further debate on this question. 

Mr. KEIFER. Two hours on each side! 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is not enough. 

Mr. CONGER. I will make this proposition: lef the debate con- 
tinue until those gentlemen who have prepared remarks upon this 
subject and desire to speak have had an opportunity todo so. There 
is no desire to delay the consideration of business before the House, 
I say here that if there is any desire to go forward with the appro- 
priation bills, every man on this side of the House will consent to 

stpone this matter until the bills which are ready to be reported 
bavo been acted upon, 

Mr. BUCKNER. Is it in order now to move to refer this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The poni of order has been raised that no quo- 
rum voted. The Chair allowed discussion among members in 
order to ascertain if an understanding could be reached in regard to 
time for debate. It is apparent to the Chair that the only difficulty 
is in relation to the length of time to be allowed for debate. 

Mr. CONGER. The opposition on this side of the House is entirely 
in connection with the time for debate, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House have occupied more time in this debate than gentlemen on the 
democratic side. This filibustering movement can arise from no un- 
fairness in allotting the time for debate. 

Mr. REED. That is simply because we have more material. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Iam Aey Mng to give more time for 
debate, but I want some understanding as to when we shall have a 
vote on this question. I thought that matter had already been 
arranged. 

P 0 5 REED. Let the voting be arranged when we have got through 
ebate, 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly we ought not to be forced to a vote on 
this bill until the remarkable ch delivered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. House] is published. 

Mr. SPARKS. It is published this morning. ; 

Mr. BURROWS. It was not published until this morning. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, what is the next thing im order? 

The SPEAKER. There was not a quorum voting, and the point of 
order was made upon that. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I think gentlemen on the other side had better 
allow the debate to go on. 

Mr. SPARKS, How long? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ido not know; it is difficult to say. I do not 
ask any time for myself; but I know there are several gentlemen on 
this side who feel that they ought to be heard. I have no doubt that 
before the day is over we can come to some understanding. But let 
the debate & on now. 

Mr. REAGAN. We desire to come to an understanding if it can be 
reached now. 

Mr. WILSON. We ought not to be compelled to vote on this ques- 
tion before seeing the amendments in print. 

Mr. CLYMER. I object to debate, and call for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. WILSON. We do not desire to be called on to vote upon this 
proposition unless we can see the amendments in print. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to ascertain whether the gen- 
tleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Ohio have come to any 
understanding as to the length of the debate. 

Mr. CL R. I demand the order. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that he 
let the bill go over until some other day and let the amendments be 
err Then we can go on now with the deficiency appropriation 

ill. [Cries of ee order! “] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] that there be a call of the 

Mr. SPARKS. t us have it. 

Mr. CALKINS. Before that question is put I would like to make 
a suggestion. This bill is not of any immediate public importance, 
so it need not be pressed to a vote to-day. My colleague (Br. Hos- 
TETLER] will, I think, agree with me that a week from to-day would 
be just as good a time for bringing it to a vote as to-day. There- 
fore I suggest that the bill be allowed to stand just as it is and take 
its chances with the other business, if the House should want to take 


up anything else. 
The SP. The bill is being considered as a special order. 
Mr. CALKINS. Let the existing special order be vacated and the 
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bill be made a special order for a week from to-day, to be then brought 
to a final vote. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know that I can help toward the settle- 
ment of this matter. This bill wasin the morning hour many weeks 
during the extra session. A great deal was said by its friends about 
gentlemen on this side being unwilling to discuss it. We were just 
waiting for the proper occasion. The bill has now been before the 
House for a short time. The debate was led off on the other side by 
a gentleman who made a speech of two hours—a very able speech, 
suppose ; I did not listen to it, because I thought I was going to read 
it. Now, we are not only willing, butexceedingly anxious to discuss 
this bill. I want the privilege of stating why I would trample upon 
such a measure. I have been waiting for such an opportunity. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. You have had time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We have not had time enough. We have been 
Toa ehas & corrupt political motive was our only reason for opposing 
the bill 
Plo 1 How much time do gentlemen on the other side 

ire 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was just about to say that I know five or six or 
eight hours could be occupied on this side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I insist on my motion for a call of 


the House. 
The denies having been put, 
The SPEAKER said: A cient number having voted in the af- 


firmative, a call is ordered. 
The roll was called, when the following members failed to answer: 


Aldrich, N. W. Coffroth, Jo sen, Russell, Daniel L. 
Armfield, Converse, illinger, 2 J. W. 
Atherton. Davis, Joseph J. Lapham, th, William E. 
Bac’ > Dick, Le Fevre, Steele, 

Barlow, Dunn, Loring, Stephens, 

Beale, Elam, McCoid, ‘Taylor, 

Boyd, Ellis, McCook, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Bragg, Farr, McKinley, Townsend, 08 
Briggs, Frost, Money, Wilber, 

C Garfield, O'Brien, Wise. 

Caswe! Gillette, O'Neill, 

Chalmers, Hayes, Prescott, 

Clark, John B. Henkle, 


The SPEAKER. On this call two hundred and forty-three mem- 
bers have answered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 


The motion was a to. 
The SPEAKER. e question recurs on the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 


Mr. CONGER. On which a vote by tellers was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The count by tellers will be resumed. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] will please act in the ps of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] who is not now in his seat. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 92, noes 2. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move a call of the House. 

The 8 namg been put, 

The SPEAKER said: Only two gentlemen rising—not fifteen, as 
provided for by the rules, a call of the House is not ordered. The 

hair recognizes the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HOSTETLER. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I submit the gentleman from Indiana has lost con- 
trol of the bill, by all the rules of the House, to those who are opposed 
to it. 

The SPEAKER. No POER Nig go on when a quorum does not 
appear, this fact being questioned. The Chair supposed the gentle- 
man from Indiana © some su ion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask by unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. WILLITs ] be allowed to goon and make his speech. 

Mr. SPARKS. I understand the gentleman from Indiana is willing 
to hear a proposition. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Yes, Iam willing to hear any proposition which 
gentlemen may submit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio makes the proposition 
that the gentleman from Michigan be allowed an hour. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say it has been announced on this side 
of the House there are several gentlemen who are prepared to make 
remarks on this subject and who desire to do so. The object, and the 
only object in now refusing to second the demand for the previous 
question, is that opportunity may be given to those gentlemen to de- 
liver their speeches. If the gentleman from Indiana will withdraw 
the demand and let the debate go on, then we can hear all those who 
wish to speak. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. How long does the gentleman want? 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot tell how many there are who wish to 
speak; but we can go on at least for a time. 

Mr. GARFIELD. This side of the House will not be unreasonable, 
Iam sure, Itis quite impossible to tell now how many there are. 
I wish to say the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Vema Ae is 
now on the floor, to my knowledge has been preparing on sub- 

ect for several weeks. I think it would be injustice to refuse him. 

e has not got up a speech on the spur of the moment because we 
Have got into this flurry, but he has been preparing it for several 
weeks. And I know of one other gentleman who perhaps will not 
take more than half an hour. Beyond that I do not know. I am 
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not speaking for myself, and I say the gentlemen who knew the bill 
was pending and expected ie $0 ie taken Gp, aA NADAL TA 

faith to discuss it, should not be denied the opportunity to be heard. 
I do not think it is right to cut them off from a reasonable chance to 
debate. I do not think the time heretofore given to this bill is a 
oe time for debate, and therefore I nk Te had tec? ae 

e gentlemen who are prepared to speak go on; for the quicker t 
get eis speeches made the sooner there will be no excuse for delay 
on side. 

Mr. KENNA. In connection with what the gentleman from Ohio 
has just said, I desire to say one word. I agree that this bill is of 
such a character as to make it right and proper that there should be 
a reasonable amount of discussion of it on both sides. I desire to 
say further that as an individual member of the House and of the 
committee which reported this measure, I desire that there should be 
an opportunity to submit and obtain the action of this House upon 
amendments to the bill, witb a view to its perfection, in such shape 
as will ibly secure its Beat I desire to reach the result in- 
tended to be achieved without reaching any other result, and some 
amendment may be nec in order to do that. 

I am not prepared to sa t I am ready to vote for this bill in the 
form in which it stands. What I rose to say, however, was this, par- 
ticularly, that while I would be willing to see such discussion as is 
necessary and proper of the merits of this bill, I would like, at the 
same time, to see that discussion so proceeded with as not to inter- 
fere with the = of the gegen bills. 

Mr. GARFI LD. So do I. Isay we ought to drop this bill any 
moment the Committee on Appropriations is ready to go on. If the 
have a bill to go on with now, I will, and I think all on this side will, 

| vote to take it up. 

Mr. REED. Let us take up any appropriation bill which is ready 
at this time. 

Mr. KENNA. I do not mean what I understand the 2 from 
Ohio to indicate. I am not willing to drop this bill, for I regard the 
subject one of great importance, but I would vote to take up the 
regolat rye Saws bills whenever they are ready. 

. GARFIELD. I do not mean to drop it altogether, but merely 
to lay it aside to dispose of M apprepriation bill which is ie 

Mr. KENNA. But I am ing to let the 7 mise bill be 
taken zp ee considered and not delayed by this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. And that is just what we wish. 

Mr, REED. That is what we on this side voted for yesterday, and 
are ready to do it again. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is what we are ready to do now, and it 
will save time. I hope the the gentleman from Michigan will be 
recognized. The year of good feeling has arrived. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. The day before yesterday, when this bill was 
up, the nnderstanding was at that time we should come to a vote; 

t at a certain hour the previous question should be called. Iun- 
derstood most emphatically from the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD] that he acceded to my proposition to call the previous question 
at four o’clock yesterday evening. The gentlemau from Tennessee 
[Mr. House] took the floor under that understanding, so far as I was 
concerned. He made his speech for one hour, when his time would 
have expired under the rules; but, by unanimous consent, that time 
was extended to two hours. 

Mr. CONGER. Then extended again. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. For a few minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. That closed that day. Yesterday the question 
came up for conideration again. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. RICHARDSON] took the floor 
for one hour and gave ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
YounG,] and then his time was extended until he got throngh with 
his remarks, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Extended twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Then the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH ] took the floor and spoke for one hour. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Twohours and twenty-five minutes. 

Mr, HOSTETLER. Making in all two hours and twenty-five min- 
utes on that side of the House. Now, then, at the close of his speech 
I called the previous question, as I understood, and as this side of the 
House understood that to be the agreement, and yet I now understand 
that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. e d ua not give his 
consent and it was so stated by him. Therefore he now refuses to 
recognize the right of this side of the House to call the previous ques- 


tion. : 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman will remember that I read yesterday 
from the RECORD of the day before that that was not the understand- 
ing of the House. It is in both RECORDS, yesterday and the day be- 
fore, that that was not fhe understanding of this side of the House, 
and that certainly was warrant enough to the gentleman that no such 

ent was made on this side of the House. 

. HOSTETLER. The gentleman will remember another thing 
when the 1 I speak of was made. The gentleman from 
Michi rose and made a parliamentary inquiry as to the effect of 
the rules, whether I would be entitled to the hour after calling the 
previous question. But after reading the RECORD I find he objected at 
the close. Now, the question resolves itself simply into this: whether 
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or not the arrangement, as understood by this side of the House, and, 
as I believe, Pi es peers of the other side of the House— 
whether the gentleman from Michigan shall rule and control that 
side of the House or not. 

Mr, GARFIELD. Will the gentleman allow me to say—and cer- 
tainly he is speaking without sufficient warrant if he represents me 
as having made any agreement for this side of the House notwith- 
standing what the gentleman. from Michigan has said—the gentle- 
man from Indiana gave notice of his intention to call the previous 
question at three o’clock, and I su, ted to him to postpone the no- 
tice, not to say he would call it at three o’clock, but to give the no- 
tice for four o'clock; and after a little talk about it he apparently 
acceded to my 9 and gave notice he would call the previous 
question at four o’clock 

Mr. HOSTETLER. At your suggestion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, Acting on my suggestion, it is true, to postpone 
the notice to that time; but he did not ask nor was any consent asked 
that an agreement should be made that the previous question would 
be considered as pending at four o'clock. Nobody said that. And 
what is more, in order to forefend against such understanding, the 
gentleman from Michigan rose in his place and distinctly disclaimed 
any such understanding should be had, and furthermore the language 
here in the RECORD — 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I ask for the reading of that. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I have it in my hand. I will send it to the desk 
and let the Clerk read what I have marked. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. No; the whole colloquy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HOSTETLER. Very well; I will give notice that at four o'clock to-morrow 1 
will call the previous pb ral on this bill. * 


Mr. HOSTETLER. I want the Clerk to commence back of that, 
where the conversation took place in regard to the previous question. 

Mr. HOOKER. Read what the gentleman from Ohio said. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Read all of it. 

The Clerk then read as follows: 


Mr. HOSTETLER. This bill has been so long before the House, has been so fre- 
quently reprinted, and the desire on the part of members is so strong to get it out 
of the way so that other business may be considered, I will say thatin order to 
give gentlemen on the other side an opportunity to discuss this bill I will not call 
the previous question until four o'clock this afternoon, if that shall be satisfactory 
to gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have myself no wish about this matter, and I do not 
know that I shall say a word upon the bill. But I know of two members who are 
prepared to speak upon it; one is not now in his seat, but is in the city and may 
not be able to here in time to speak upon the bill to-day. If the gentleman 
from Indiana Mr. HOSTETLER) knows of any tleman on his side of the House 
who is ready to 8 now I hope he will let che debate go on without indicating 
at this time any limit. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I do not p 
this time, but will reserve my right to 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then I think the gen 
when the vote will be taken. 

The SPEAKER. At what hour to-morrow f 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not care. All that I desire is that members may have an 
opportunity to speak. I would say three o'clock to-morrow. 

HOSTETLER., Very well. 


Several MEMBERS. Make it four o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks as at present advised if the previous quos- 
tion shall be called at three o'clock and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOSTET- 
LER] shall claim his right to speak an hour after the previous question shall have 
been ordered, the vote then will not be taken at four o'clock. This was the old 
practice, 

Mr. ConcEx. Under the new rules has fhe member reporting a question the right 
tos an hour after the e question has been called ¥ 

The SPEAKER. He has 
debate. 

Mr. Coycrr. Is there anything in the rule which authorizes him to occupy an 
hour after the previous question been ordered 
Eee PERIERE The Chair will call the attention of the gentleman to clause 3 of 

ule a 

Mr. Burrows. That is where the debate has extended beyond one day. 

The SPEAKER. The debate on this bill has extended beyond one day. 

Mr. GARFIELD. In case we should now fix an hour of to-morrow for the vote on this 
bill, will not the morning hour of to-morrow have to come out of that time 

The SPEAKER. By the rule, the unfinished business comes up after the morning 
hour for reports of committees. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The morning hour would have to be used. 

The SPEAKER, It would, for reports of committees. 

Mr. GARFIELD, Then I would call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
Mr. HOSTETLER] to the fact that if he names three o'clock to-morrow as the hour, 
there would be the Journal to be read and the whole morning hoar for 1 5 of 
committees, and that would bring it to half past one o'clock before this bill would 
come up. 

The Sreaxer. The gentleman had better state at what hour to-morrow he will 
call the previous question. 

Mr. HOOKER. The moraing hour to-morrow might be dispensed with. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the debate on this bill is to be closed at three o'clock to-mor- 
row, that would leave but an hour and a half for discussion, The gentleman might 
say that he will call the previous question at the end of two hours the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow. 

to do that. 


Mr. HOSTETLER. I am willin 
Mr. GARFIELD. I would prefer myself that he should name four o'clock to-mor- 


myself to make any remarks upon this bill at 
k at the close of the debate. 
had better fix some time to-morrow 


è right to an hour to open and an hoar to close the 


row, 

Mr. HOSTETLER. Very well; I will give notice that at four o'clock to-morrow I 
will call the previous question on this 

Mr. Concer. It is intimated by the Chair that after the previous question shall 
have been ordered there would be an hour for debate. 

The SPEAKER. Does not the rule allow it? 

Mr. Coxczn. The rule says that the member repo a proposition may have 
an hour to close the debate. But another rule provides that there shall be no de- 
bate after the previous question shall have been ordered. It would seam, then, 
that eee must, under the new rule, take his hour before the previous ques- 
tion is ordered. 
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Will the tleman from direct the attention of the 
Chair to that portion of f.. oa bo BENEAD ta cement 
tion with the demand for the question 
Mr. Concer. Clause 3 of XIV says 
The g the measure tion a committee ma: 
AARON EEA Aeee MARDE ER and if it shall exten 
one day, he be entitled to one hour to he may 
have used an * 


ment : 

The SPEAKER. Rule XVII relates to the previous Tori 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. The language of that rule is: 4 

F question, which, being ordered by a 

1 a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all 
vote u 


del pon the immediate question or ques- 
tions on which it has been asked and ordered.” i { 

So wat although the member introducing the ition has the right to his 
hour to the debate, he must use it he s the previous question ; he 
must call the previous question at the end of his hour. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that Rule XVII,to which heed gore refers, 
must be construed to be in harmony with the previous rule as „which declares 
that there may be debate after the previous question is ordered, as the Chair at 
first supposed. 

Mr. McManon. That is in accordance with a familiar principle of law. 

Mr. Coxcrn. The member who introduced the proposition is entitled to an hour 
to close the debate, and being in possession of the floor he may then call the pre- 
vious question. 1 hope there will beno ruling that shall give so broad a construc- 
tion as the Speaker intimates to a positive rule, which does not in terms prevent 
the full enforcement of the other rule. 

Mr. McManon. Is not the other rule equally Pere t 

The SPRAKER. The Chair thought so; and the Chair's disposition was to con- 
strue them together. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The Chair will allow me to say that we have not yet reached a 

int where the question is really up to be ruled on. I hope the Speaker will hold 
it oj until the point is reall 

© SPEAKER. The Chair will hold it ap; 

Mr. GARFIELD. And we reserve our right to make the point at the Bhat time. 

Mn BARBER. I wish to make — A inquiry. Will the House neces- 
sarily return to this calendar to-morrow after the expiration of the morning hour, 
without a vote to that effect? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will go over as unfinished business—not only as unfin- 
ished business but by agreement. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not desire to be misunderstood —— 

The . The Chair does not misunderstand the gentleman. 

Mr. Concer. There has been no a ent except the declaration of the gèn- 
tleman in charge of the bill that he will call the previous question. There has been 
no agreement on this side of the House so far as I know. 

The SPEAKER. The rule of course will control everything in connection with the 
1 21 — N sao House. * 8 

r. Concer. I do not anything to go by agreement—only by the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 1 stated (and the Chair did su 
that it met the views of the minority of the House) that he would call the pre 
question at four o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. Concer. We may desire to resist calling the previous question. We do not 
want to be committed by any agreement. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter within the discretion of ear ansans 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. The House, on motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana, has proceeded to the consideration of the House Calendar. Now that 
we have under consideration the first bill on the Calendar, I object to the time 
being taken up by discussing how Jong it shall be debated. 

The SPRAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“A bill (H. R. No. 2266) to prohibit Federal officers, claimants, and contractors 
from making contributions for political purposes.” 


Mr. HOSTETLER. I now, for the purpose of showing that this 
was, the understanding not only on this side but upon the other side 
ef the House, ask the Clerk to read the report of the proceedings at 
the time when Mr. House, of Tennessee, asked an extension of his 
time. 

Mr. WHITE. I rise to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] 
is on the floor. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE. I want to know if the speech of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. House] is to be read again? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. The gentleman 
from, Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] has sent to the desk to be read as 
part of his remarks what the Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HOSTETLER. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. HOUSE. . 
Mr. House spoke on the pang bill. [He withholds his remarks for revision. | 

During the delivery of Mr. House's speech, when his hour had expired, 

Mr. McKenzie said: I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
see be itted to proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. Burrows. I would like to inquire of the gentleman whether, if his time 
be extended. he to k on this bill? [Langhter.} ' 
Te rnin es, sir; I will come up to it in the most natural order in the world. 
ughter. 
ed SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois.) The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. Kerrer. Before the gentleman proceeds I only want to say that we feel 
bound to object if other gentlemen who expect to within the time which it 
was understood would be allowed for discussion are likely to be cut off by this ex- 
tension of time; but we do not desire. so far as I know, that anybody [Cries of 
“ We will let you speak!“ We will be fair!] Á 

Mr. Keiren. I do not object, then, with that understandin, 

Mr. Burrows. I suppose the genth 


m Tennes- 


leman who has thia bill in charge will not in- 
sist on calling the previous question to-morrow. 


The SPEAKER Is there objection to the proposed extension of time? | 
ton McManow. I object to the time being extended beyond four o'clock 

morrow 

Mr. KEIFER. had better o to the continuation of this 


0 gentleman 5 
Mr. McManown. I only give this notice. er gentlemen must take the respon- 


See g tg Ph a ik a coc are 
league, . MCMAHON. 

T. HUMPHREY. Yes, sir; we have to object under the circumstances. 
e FFC Does 
eman o 
FCCCCCGGCCWCGVW eet DO SOROS OF 

from Ohio. 


pan paus 0 
. McManon. I desire to give notice to the House I have of an 
priation bill Snok K want io EEE te day otter D EN cad Bak e 
object to anything which runs the debate or voting over to-morrow evening. I 


give notice in order that gentlemen may govern t ives 3 

Mr. House. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word. I should like very much to go 
on and complete my remarks 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection 


Mr. Horse. But I do not wish to do so at the expense of the time of other gen- 
tleman on either side of the House who wish to discuss this bill. Ihave not 
consumed the time of this House, as gentlemen who knew me here can attest, 

I do not wish to do it now. 

Mr. KEIER. Go on and finish your remarks. 

Mr. House. If there is objection to extending the time fixed to-morrow for tak- 
ie ee eda ieg to suggest to my coll e this debate may be kept 
on after four o'clock to-morrow; so the subject omy Be disposed of to-morrow. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. There now. 

Mr. CONGER. That seems to settle it very clearly. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. House 
made the statement very positively that if his going on interfe: 
with the arrangement which had been come to he would not do so. 
The gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. KEIFER] understood it that way when 
he made his proposition; and under that arrangement we extended 
to that side of the House the entire time y y. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman has put his own interpretation on 
the language I used. I did say that the time which it was under- 
stood we were to be allowed for debate was likely to be cut off b; 
the extension of time to the gentleman from Tennessee. When 
said that I referred to the understanding that we had on the minority 
side that the gentlemen on the other side did not intend to let us 
have any more time than that; and I thought if they had the power 
to cut us off we ought at least to protest against another hour being 
taken forthe other side out of that very short time. But I did not 
say anything at that time which indicated, I think, that we had 
agreed the vote should be taken at a particular hour. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I refer to your remarks as they have been read 
from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. KEIFER. My remarks referred to the time which gentlemen 
on the other side proposi to allow for the discussion. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I desire now to say that I will not consent to 
any proposition for an extension of the time without a distinct un- 


derstanding being eome to. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. It is evident this debate may be con- 
tinued for a fortnight, unless there be some agreement. I ap to 
gentlemen on the other side to name some time when they let us 


vote. 

Mr. KEIFER. There are one or two gentlemen on this side of the 
House who desire to s They might probably have got their 
remarks in by this time, if gentlemen on the other side had been will- 
ing to listen to them. s 

. CONGER. We have already stated that what we want on this 
side is a reasonable time for discussion. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Name your time, 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know how many gentlemen want to speak; 
but we would have been well along now if gentlemen on the other 
side had not insisted on calling the previous question. I ask gentle- 
men on the other side to to our request, unless they prefer to 
go on taking up time in this manner, instead of taking up the ap 
priation bills, which we are so anxious to take up and pass. When 
they refase us the opportunity of debate, which they seem so very 
anxious to avoid, we must resist- them. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The position of the question is simply 
this: Gentlemen on the other side refuse to come to a vote, and pro- 
pose to go on indefinitely with thedebate. They thereby assume the 
ey of blocking the legislation of this House. 

Mr. CONGER. We are asking with pleading tones for appropria- 
tion bills that we may vote upon them. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I have heard a great deal about bringing up the 
appropriation bills 

. CONGER. And so have I. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Yes; and I desire to say to the House that the 

appropriation bills would have been ready to bring into the House 

ore now if the Public Printer had been willing to answer certain 
simple and plain questions which it is necessary the House should 
have answered before it can vote intelligently on whether it will give 
$400,000 or $300,000 to the Public Printer. Those questions are still 
before the Public Printer. They ought to be answered and need to 
be answered, and I think they will be answered by to-morrow. 

Mr, AIKEN, I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. AIKEN.. I desire to know if it would be in order to move to 
lay the bill with all the amendments on the table. 

The SPEAKER. It would; a quorum being present. 

Mr. AIKEN. I make that motion. This is obstracting the publio 


business, and I move to lay the bill with allthe amendments on the 
table. [Cries of Vote!“ „ Vote!”] s 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOSTETLER] 
demanded the previous question. Pending that demand no quorum 

peared. The Chair would have entertained the motion now made 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] if there had been 
a quorum. The Chair therefore entertains the motion of thé gentle- 
man from South Carolina, as there is now a quorum. 

Mr. CLYMER, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina to lay the bill and amendments on the table. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ATKINS. Would a motion to recommit take precedence of a 
motion to lay on the table? 

The SPE R. It would not. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Pending the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
If this bill is tabled does it take the substitute with it? 

The SPEAKER. It takes everything. The question is on ordering 
the yeas and nays, 

The pees and nays were ordered ; and the Clerk, proceeding to call 
the roll, called the first name thereon—— 

Mr. AIKEN. On what have the yeas and nays been ordered? 

The SPEAKER. On the motion made by the gentleman himself, 
to lay the billand amendments on the table. 

Mr.SAMFORD, What has become of the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. McManHon,] that the House do now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 


Ohio did not press that motion. f 
Mr. Mc ON. I gave the Chair no reason to suppose that I did 
not press it. 


e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McMaHon] states 
that he insists on his motion, which is one of higher privilege. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not too late. 

Mr. GARFIELD. But the roll-call was commenced. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman rose in his place and stated that 
he insisted upon his motion to adjourn. The Chair has uhiformly 
recognized a member, often the 8 from Ohio himself, [Mr. 
GARFIELD, ] when he rose in his place and stated on his word that he 
had made a motion in time. 

. GARFIELD. I do not wish to take any snap judgment on my 
colleague, [Mr. McManon.] I will ask the Chair if it be true or not 
that before the Chair recognized my colleague the first name on the 
roll was called ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair did hear the motion and did recognize 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McManon] to make it. But the Chair 
sup (which supposition the gentleman now states is not correct) 
that he did not press his motion. The gentleman now says that he 
did press his motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. All right. 

Mr. MCMAHON. And many gentlemen around me here heard me 


say 80. 
The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered on the motion 
to lay this bill and amendments on the table; pending which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio[Mr.McManon ] moves that the House now adjourn. 
The motion to adjourn was not agreed to; upon a division—ayes 


r 


65, noes 107, 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] to lay the bill and pending 
amendments on the table, upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 121, not 
voting 59; as follows: 


YEAS—1i2. 
en, eering, umphrey ice, 
D ring, H hre; Ri 
Aldrich, William Dunnell, James, Richardson, D. P. 
Anderson, Dwight, ` ‘C8, Robeson, 
Bailey, Einstein Kelley, Robinson, 
Baker, Farr, Ketcham, Russell, William A. 
Ballou, Felton, Lindsey, Rapp, 
Barber, Ferdon, g Shallenberger, 
Bayne, Field, ý Sherwin, 
8 Fisher, Martin, JosephJ. Smith, A. Herr 
Bingham, Ford, MoGo Starin, 
©, Forsythe, Miles, Stone, 
Bowman, Fort, T, Townsend, Amos 
Brewer, Frye, Mitchell, er, 
Browne, Garfiel onroe, J. T. 
Burrows, Gods Morse, Updegraff, Thomas 
Butterworth, Hall, Morton, Urner, 
- Calkins, Hammond, John veal, Valentine, 
Camp, er, Newberry, Van Aernam, 
Cannon, Harris, Benj W. Norcross, Voorhis, 
8 kell, Orth, 24 
Chittenden, Hawk, Osmer, Wai 
Claflin, Hawley, Overton, Washburn, 
«Conger, Hazelton, Pacheco, Wells, 
Cow; Heilman, Page, White, 
‘Crowley, Hiscock, Rieree, Williams, C. G. 
t Horr, Pound, illits, 
R. Houk, ice, Wood, Walter A. 
Davis, Horace Hubbell, Young, Thomas L. 


NAYS—11. 
Acklen, Finley Lowe, Singleton, O. R. 
Atkins, Forney Manning, Siemon,” 
Beltzhoover, Ged Martin, Edward L. Smith, Hezekiah B. 
erry, Gillette, McKenzie, Sparks, 
Bicknell, Goode, McLane, Speer, 
Blackburn, Gunter, Mahon, Springer, 
Bliss, Hammond, N. J. MeMillin, Stevenson, 
Blount, Harris, John T. Mills, Talbott, 
Bright, Hatch, Morrison, Thompson, P. B 
Buckner, Henry, Muldrow, Tillman, 
Cabell, Herbert, Muller, Townshend, R. W. 
Caldwell, Herndon, Myers, Tucker, 
Carlisle, Hill, New, Turner, Oscar 
Clardy, Hooker, Nicholls, Turner, Thomas 
Clark, Alvah A. Hostetler, O'Connor, Upson, 
Clymer, House, Persona, Vance, 
Cobb, ull, Phelps, Waddin 
Colerick, Hunton Philips, Warner, 
k, urd, Phister, Weaver, 
Covert, Hutchins, Poehler, Wellborn 
Cox, Johnston, Whiteaker, 
Cravens, Jones, Ric n, J. S. Whitthorne, 
Culberson, Kenna, Robertson, Williams, Thomas 
Davidson, Kimmel, Rothwell, Willis, 
Davis, Lowndes H. King, Ryon, John W. Wilson, 
De La Matyr, Kitchin, Samford, Wood, Fernando 
Deuster, Klotz, Sawyer, ocum, 
Dibrell, ott, Scales, Young, Casey. 
Dickey, Ladd, Shelley, 
Evins, Lewis, Simonton, 
Ewing, Lounsbery, Singleton, J. W. 
NOT VOTING—59. 
Aldrich, N. W. Coffroth, Keifer, Richmond, 
Armfield, onverse, Killinger, Ross, 
Atherton, rapo, pb i Russell. Daniel L. 
Davis, Joseph J. Le Fevre, Ryan, Thomas 
Barlow, ick, artin, Benj. F. Smith, William E. 
ê, Dunn, Maso Steele, 
Bland, Elam, McCoii Stephens, 
Bouck, Ellis, McCook, Taylor, 
Boyd, Errett, McKinley, ‘Thomas, 
B Frost, Money, Thompson, Wm. G 
Brig Gibson, urch, Van Voorhis, 
Brigham, Hayes, O'Brien, Wilber, 
aswe Henderson, O'Ne ise, 
Chalmers, Henkle, O'Reilly Wright. 
Clark, J ohn B. Jorgensen, Prescott, 


So the motion of Mr. AIKEN was not agreed to. 

poe the roll-call, while the Clerk was reading the names of those 
who had not voted on the first call, 

Mr. POUND said: [believe the Clerk has passed over my name with- 
out calling it. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have his name 
called the second time, if he failed to answer on the first call. If he 
does not answer on either call, he loses his right to vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman’s name not been called the 
second time. 

Mr. POUND. I desire to have my name called a second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair findsthe gentleman is recorded as hav- 
ing voted on the first call. 

Ir. POUND. I was not in my seat when my name was first called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name is recorded in the neg- 
ative. 

When the completed list is read over, it is the right of any member 
to correct or change his vote. 

Mr. POUND. I do not desire to change or correct my vote, because 
I have not yet voted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman did not vote on the first call; 
and his name has not been called a second time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have his name 


properly recorded, 
ö . TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. But he was not in the Hall when 


his name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in the Hall now. It seems that 
the gentleman is recorded upon the first call although he did not vote. 
Not having voted on the first call, and being now present, he has the 
right to have his name called the second time, which the Clerk omit- 

on second call because he was recorded on first call, as it now ap- 
erroneously, 

The name of Mr. Pounp was called, and he voted “ay.” 

When the call of the roll was concluded, 

Mr. HENDERSON said: I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. When a member has not responded upon either 
the first or the second call, the Chair cannot entertain a request to 
have his vote recorded. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I was called out of the Hall. 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain the request, 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, with Mr. HENDERSON. 

Mr. BEALE with Mr. JORGENSEN. 

Mr. Ryan, of with Mr. DUNN. 

Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, with Mr, THOMPSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. with Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. 


Mr. STEELE with Mr. BOYD. 
Mr. ATHERTON with Mr. McCorp. 
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Mr. Bouck with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. CHALMERS with Mr, VAN VOORHIS. 

Mr. KEIFER with Mr. HENKLE. 

Mr. TAYLOR with Mr. BRIGHAM. 

Mr. Money with Mr. Mason. 

Mr. BARLOW with Mr. BACHMAN, 

Mr. COFFROTH with Mr. THOMAS, 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, with Mr. OBRNN. 

Mr. Crapo with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. HAYES. 

Mr, BRIGGS with Mr. CONVERSE. 

Mr, Exam with Mr. DICK. 

Mr. RICHMOND with Mr. PRESCOTT. 

Mr. O'NEILL with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. CASWELL with Mr. BRAGG. 

Mr. PAET of North Carolina, with Mr. WISE. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Clerk has read an announcement that I am 
paired with some gentleman. Iwas not aware of the fact. I sup- 
pose some friend has paired me with a gentleman on the republican 
side. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CRAPO. I have declined to vote upon the understanding that 
I was paired with the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As both gentlemen are present, I object to the 

— 
P The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot object to a pair. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Crapo,] having failed to vote 
upon both calls, has no right to vote now. 

Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw my vote. 1 

The SPEAKER. That the gentleman has the right to do, and it is 
the correct way to do under the circumstances. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When tlemen are not excused from voting, 
we have the right to insist that they shall vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. FINLEY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 5 


REPORT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Mr. ROBERTSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON ] 
desires to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report of 
the Mississippi River commission, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that it is not in order now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman merely enters the motion under 
the rule. This document was referred yesterday; and under the rule 
the motion to reconsider must be made on the same or succeeding day. 
If the Chair refused to entertain the motion to-day, the gentleman 
would be deprived of his right. 

Mr. CONGER. Are not these reports presented with the under- 
e i that they are not to be brought back on a motion to recon- 
sider 

The SPEAKER. This was a departmental communication laid 
before the House by the Chair, who ordered that it be referred to 
the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River; 
but the gentleman from Michigan thought it belonged to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. The gentleman from Louisiana now desi 
under the rules, to enter a motion to reconsider, so that the House 
may ag rest determine to which committee the communication be- 
longs. If the Chair did not recognize the gentleman this evening 
the right to enter the motion would be lost. The Chair does not 
feel like taking that responsibility ; hence the recognition. 

Mr. CONGER. But under the rules the gentleman has no right to 
move to reconsider a matter thus referred. 
pba SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion to reconsider is in 

er. 

Mr. Jones, of Texas, asks unanimous consent to printremarks touch- 
ing the bill under consideration. 

. BUCKNER. I move the House do now adjourn. * 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 99. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the vote is announced I desire to give no- 
tice that on Tuesday next the Committee on Elections will up for 
consideration the case of Bradley against Slemons, and on Wednesday 
the case of Curtin against Yocum. 

Mr. PAGE. I objected to the gentleman from Texas having unani- 
mous consent to print remarks, e Speaker did not take notice of 
a A ean 


e SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. PAGE. I do. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to print some remarks, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make his objection general? 

Mr. PAGE. I do on the question before the Honse. 

Mr. McMAHON. I give notice that if the Committee on Elections 
calls up the cases referred to,on Tuesday and Wednesday next, I 
shall be compelled to bring up the appropriation bill to-morrow. I 
give notice of that. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn has been agreed to. 

Accordingly (at fonr o’clock and twenty-three minutes p. m.) the 
House urned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The follo memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s under the rule, and referred as ices viz: 
By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of citizens of Benton County, Ten- 


pete for relief from regie contracts—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of citizens of Ottomer, Missouri, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
vulid Pensions. . 

Also, the petition of F. Russell and others, of Crawford County, 
Maine, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of Roger A. Pryor, of New York, for the 
removalof 5 disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of G. W. Stickles, of Wrightstown, 
Wisconsin, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petitions of Johnson & Herriff, publishers 
of the Union, and of Charles Bessener, publisher of the Watchman, 
Walla Walla City, Washington Territory, for the abolition of the 


duty on to the same committee. 
By Mr. BREWER: The petition of J. R. Doughty and 40 others, 
citizens of Michigan, for a commission of inquiry concerning the aleo- 


holic liquor trafiic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CLARDY: The petition of 42 druggists and perfumers, of 
Saint Louis, Missouri, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, 
cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens and soldiers of the late 
war, of La Porte City, Iowa, for the cage wong the equalization 
bounty bill—to the Committee on Military Affai 

By Mr. DICK: The — ofthe publishers of the National Vindi- 
cator, Meadville, of the Progress, Greenville, and of the Crawford 
Journal, Meadville, Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. FIELD: A paper relating to the pension claim of Mohammed 
Kahn, otherwise John Ammahoe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of druggists of Freeport, New Windsor, 
and Morton, Illinois, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery 
cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of H. B. Tiffany, M. A. Pope, and 
other druggists, of Clyde, Ohio, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petitions of G. C. Fisher, of Patoka, Indiana, and of E.. 
B. Hibbard and other druggists, of Tiffin, Ohio, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. GODSHALK: The petition of citizens of Bucks County, 
5 that the patent laws be so amended as to make the 
manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for in- 
fringement—to the Committee on Patents. : 

so, the petition of citizens of Bucks County, Pennsylvania, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im 
upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now control 
the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of Annie M. Gonld, for a military 
bounty land warrant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN W. HARRIS: The petitions of Thomas §, Pratt, 
of Foxborough, Massachusetts, and Mansfield, Massachusetts, for the 
3 of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Also, the petitions of Thomas S. Pratt, of Mansfield and Foxborough, 
and of A. T. Jones & Co. and A. A. Fuller, of Brockton, Massachuse 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, an 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same com- 
mittee. ~ 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of J. W. Ash and 16 others, citizens 
of Osceola County, Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended as 
to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of Marsh & Co., publishers of the Democrat, Lud- 
ington, Michigan, for the abolition of the auty on type—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. - 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of James H. Miller and others, of 
Franklin County, New York, for the repeal of the national banking 
law, &c.—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of Milt C. Kerr, of Blairsville, Penn- 
sylvania, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: The petition of the Miner Publishing Company 
of Butte City, Montana, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. : 
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prne. McGOWAN : The petition of Lockwood Ward, Hiram Smith, 
N. A. Yates, and 100 other of Eaton County, Michigan, that 
-the patent laws be so amended as to make the man or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
i £ the parties, that Co t h 
Also, the on o same es, that Congress enact suc 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
rtation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 
By Mr. McKENZIE: Memorial of the Tobacco Board of Trade of 


Hopkinsville, Kentucky, in relation to contracts for the sale of 
tobacco—to the Committee on Foreign i 

Also, the petitions of W. A. e. of Waverly, Kentucky, and 
of Steritt & Duncan, of Hawesville, Kentucky, for the removal of 
the stamp-tax on mery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. MCMILLIN : e petition of R. B. McDaniel, Dr. J. M. 
Means, Dr. Andrews, and 42 others, citizens of Wilson County, Ten 
nessee, for relief against discriminations in the regie contract sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. * 

Also, the petition of Samuel T. Motley, S. T. Nix, and 45 others, 
citizens of Wilson County, Tennessee, of similar import —to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MILES: Papers relating to the claim of James Coler, of 
e ee rae pera for pay for work done by him under a contract 
with the United States in ging and excavating the bar at Ruth- 
erford Park, in the Passaic River, 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MONROE: The ponin of Messrs. Werner & Nelson, pub- 
lishers of the Gazette, Tribune, and Germania, Akron, Ohio, for the 
ee of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. NEW: The petition of J. B. Lathrop, of Greensburgh, In- 
diana, for the removal of prohibitory duties from chrome iron ore 
and bichromate of potash—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of Earl Love and 34 others, citi- 
zens of Dimock, Pennsylvania, that the Commissioner of Agriculture 
be made a Cabinet officer—to the Committee on culture. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Charles E. Sisson and 125 other 
sdldiers of Hartford and other towns of Connecticut, for the early 

of a law providing for the payment of the difference be- 
tween the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their 
servi and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of druggists of Iowa, for the removal 
of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medi- 
cines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Benjamin F. Pike, of Biddeford, 
Maine, formerly of Company F, Sixteenth Maine Volunteers, for pay 
due him while undergoing sentence of a court-martial—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
H. E. Vantrees—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. W. SINGLETON: The person of Turner Brothers, of 


ew Jersey—to the Committee on 


Clayton, Illinois, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. A. RR SMITH: The petition of Mrs. Maria Wenger, for 


a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of B. H. Warner, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of W. G. Baker and 12 other druggists, of Lan- 
caster, Pennsylvania, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, 
cosmetics, and propriet medicines—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of John B. Warfel, publisher of the New Era, 
and of G. G. Cameron, publisher of the Marietta Times, Lancaster, 
Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of Hon. Isaac S. Clements and others, 
citizens of Forsythe County, Georgia, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
ag hon, the same committee. ' 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of John M. Craton, of North Caro- 
lina, for the removal of thestamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and pro- 
prietary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WADDILL: The petition of G. W. Solomon and other sol- 
diers of the late war, for the passage of the equalization bounty bill 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: The petition of Williamson & McCall, pub- 
lishers of the Leader, Weston, Oregon, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of Heg and Nether- 
cut, publishers of the Lake Geneva Herald, Geneva, Wisconsin, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of the Bremaker-Moore Paper Com- 
pany, against the reduction of the duty on paper—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of M. Audier and 28 others, citi- 
zens of Port Washington, Wisconsin, and of W. H. Soles and 20 others, 
citizens of Turtle Creek, Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill 
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(H. R. No. 269) known as the wae supplement to the homestead 
act—to the Committee on the Public Lan 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Win- 
ters, for arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, the petition of Hannah C. Grandin, administratrix of John 
H. Piatt, deceased, for payment of the amount due decedent for rations 
furnished the United States Army in 1814 and 1815—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of the College of Pharmacy, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and pro- 
prietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Ohio State Association of Mexican Wee 
for the passage of the bill ting pensions to surviving soldiers 
the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 12, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 474) for 
the relief of William McGovern, which had previously received the 
signature of the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAMLIN, I present the petition of John O’Dee and others, 
citizens of Maine, praying that Luke Walker, ordnance-sergeant, 
United States Army, be placed upon the retired list, and the appli- 
cation of the sergeant himself for the same purpose; which I move 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented the petition of Nehemiah Ford, of 
Kenton Hundred, Kent County, Delaware, late private in Company 
G, First Regiment of Delaware Cavalry Volunteers, praying to be 
allowed s ponnion ; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a petition of citizens of Clarion County, 
Pennsylvania, and a petition of citizens of Susquehanna County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the establishment of a department of agri- 
culture ; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented a ‘petition of citizens of Clinton County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in 
freights and unjust discriminations in charges for transportation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of Edwards A. Park and others, 
officers and students of the Andover Theological Seminary, praying 
that justice be done to the Ute Indians in Colorado, that they be 
fully protected in their natural and their treaty rights, and that they 
be not in any way forced to sell or to leave their reservation in vio- 
lation of such rights. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition, praying that the Indians 
generally throughout the country may be maintained by the care of 
the Government in the rights to which they are entitled under trea- 
ties with the United States. This petition is signed by J. Nelson 
Trask and a large number of others, citizens of Andover, Massachu- 
setts. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the memorial of Flora A. Skinner, 
widow and administratrix of Gilbert A. Skinner, deceased, praying 
compensation for services rendered by her husband as physician at 
the Fort Peck agency, and also praying that her name, together with 
that of her child, may be piseet upon the pension-rolls; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Kentucky, requesting the Senators and Representatives from that 
State to urge the passage of a bill granting pensions to soldiers of 
the Mexican war; which was ref to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of Ken- 
tucky, instructing its Senators and requesting its Representatives to 
urge the passage of a bill reducing the salary of the ident of the 
United States to $25,000 a year; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of Ken- 
tucky, instructing its Senators and requesting its Representatives to 
urge the passage of a law for the payment of the claims of soldiers 
organized under the authority of the State of Kentucky who served 
in the United States Army daring the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Marie Louise Perrin and Traut- 
man Perrin, of Boston, Massachusetts, praying the passage of a law 
allowing them indemnity for goods lost in the burning of Greytown 
when bombarded and burnt by the United States sloop of war Cyane, 
Commander Hollins, on the 13th of July, 1854; which was re erred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of 


* 


1880. 
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Lonisville, Kentucky; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, 
asking Congress to pation a Federal court building at Frankfort, Ken- 
tucky, and requesting its Senators and Representatives to urge the 
passage of a bill for that purpose; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of 


Kentucky, uesting the Senators and Representatives from that 
State to urge Congress to grant an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane 


W. McKee, widow of Colonel William R. McKee, who was killed at 
Buena Vista, and mother of Lieutenant Hugh McKee, who was killed 
in battle in Corea, Asia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BECK. I also present a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of the State of Kentucky, relative to the improvement of the nav- 
igation of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. I ask that this 
resolution be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce; and 
is as follows: 


Resolutien approving the address of the Mississippi Valley commission. 

Resolved, That the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be con- 
sideration of the address of the 3 Valley States commission, appointed by 
the governors of said States, recognize the importance of the matters therein 

resented to the State of Kentucky, and intly to all the States of the Mississippi 

alley, and earnestly commend the same to the favorable consideration of the Con- 
gress of the United States, and to the latures of the several States of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley; and whereas, in view of the magnitude of the Mississippi Valley. 
— Y ma by far the largest extent of surface drained by one system of waters foun 
in the temperate zones of the earth, which now furnishes to 1 
tion of material for human subsistence than any equal extent of the earth's sur- 
face, furnishing also thegreat bulk of material that enters into the foreign and do- 
mestic commerce of this country; and in view of the fact that the vast resources 
of this great valley as in the past, so in the future, must continue chiefly dependent 
upon the facilities afforded to commerce by the Mississippi River and its tributa- 

es for their development; and in view of the great t to which those re- 
sources may be brought under development by extending the navigation of said 
river and its tributaries by a systematic improvement of the same, the enlargement 
of the commercial area, and the great increase of both the foreign and domestic 
commerce of this country thereby: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky 
deem it appropriate, in response to the ay of the Mississippi Valley States 
commission, to manifest hereby its cordial a of the samo, and to express to 
the Congress of tho United States its conviction that the great natural system of 
waters in the Mississippi Valley should be improved as a system, and this General 
Assembly earnestly recommend and desire that Congress shall appoint a suitable 
irean koa AE or enlarge the 3 River commission of engineers, for the — 
Pose of having all the waters of the Mississippi Valley susceptible of navigation, 
surveyed, examined, explored, or inquired into, and to have reports made showin, 
the benefits to be derived from such a systematic improvement of said waters, an 
that in due time all necessary appropriations and laws. for the purpose of improv- 
ing the navigation of said waters, whenever it shall be found useful and advanta- 
geous to the commerce of the country, shall be made. 

Resolved, That the Representatives in Congress from Kentucky are nested 
and the Senators from Kentucky are hereby instructed to present these resolutions 
totheir respective bodies, and endeavor to secure such action on the part of Con- 
gress as may secure the purpose of these resolutions. 

Resolved, That his excellency Governor Luke P. Blackburn be requested to for- 
ward copies of the samo to the governors of the several States of the Mississippi 
Valley, requesting that they be E to tho eae Legislatures of 
said States as an expression of the views of this General Assembly of Kentucky. 

ou J. A ARGOED 
peuter ouse of resentatives. 
CLINTON GRIFFIN 
Speaker of the Senate pro tempore. 


Approved March 5, 1880. 
LUKE P. BLACKBURN, 


By the governor. Governor. 
Attest: 
SAMUEL B. CHURCHILL, 
Secretary of State. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1143) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Allison, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1333) granting an increase of pension by way 
of arrears to Maria A. Rousseau, submitted an adverse report there- 
2 į de was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed in- 

efinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1361) granting an increase of pension to Elisha F. Rogers, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. WITHERS. At the reqnest of the Senator from Missouri let 
the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 
+ Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4568) for the protection of the 
Potomac fisheries in the District of Columbia, and for the preserva- 
‘tion 2 — 65 and herring in the Potomac River, reported it without 
amendment. 


Mr. JONAS, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 890) relating to the equitable and legal 
rights of ies in ion of certain lands and improvements 
thereon in California, and to 2 jurisdiction to determine those 
rights, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. No. 792) to en and aid the educa- 
tion of the colored race in the several States and Territories, and the 
bill 5 2 0 oe to provide for . investment = 8 5 
pa; unty moneys now in the Treasury o n ta 
rae § to facilitate and encourage the education of the colored pe 
the several States and Territories, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
oe ordered to be printed, and the bills were postponed in- 

efin . 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. The Committee on Pensions instruct me to re- 
port back the bill (S. No. 1234) amending an act entitled “An act 
8 a pension to William R. Browne,“ approved February 7, 
1879, adversely. I wish to say in making the report that I act as the 
organ of the committee, although my own opinion does not corre- 
spond with the action of the committee. The Senator from Indiana 
(Mr. n that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Rules, reported the follow- 
ing resolution : 

Resolved, That the forty-seventh standing rule of the Senate be so amended as 
that the Committee on Rules shall consist of five Senators, instead of three Sen- 
ators as is now provided by said rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that it only increases 
the membership of the Committee on Rules from three to five. 

Mr. MORGAN. From three to five. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hardly think that the resolution ought to be 
peg npon as soon as reported. Ishould prefer to have it lie over 
one day. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the unanimous report of the committee. They 
find it almost impossible to transact their business with but three 
members, 

Mr. MORRILL. In that case I shall not object. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1466) to amend section 43897 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to the renewal of applications for patents; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents, 

Mr. ROLLINS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1467) to provide for the ascer- 
tainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations by the French 
prior to the 31st day of July, 1801 ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1468) to enable the State of Colorado to select 
lands under the act of 2 of July 2, 1562, and the act of July 
23, 1866, making a grant of land to States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MORRILL. It should be referred te the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

ao TELLER. I defer to the judgment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1470) to confirm a certain private land claim 
in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. RANSOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1469) to refund to the North Carolina Railroad 
Company certain moneys i egally assessed against and unlawfully 
collected from it by the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. VANCE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of A. M. Powell be taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 


ARMY REGISTER. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the Army Register be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 
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CALVIN BRONSON. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to communicate to the 
Senate all the facts and testimony in the possession of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue relating to the claim for the relief of Calvin Bronson, of Toledo, Ohio, 
aa said claim is just and equitable, to state why it has not been adjusted and 


2 INDUSTRIAL EDUCATION. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was read : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to furnish to the Senate 
such information as is in the possession of the Bureau of Education in relation to 
the state of technical or industrial education in the schools and colleges endowed 
in whole or in by the Government of the United States, and also in other 
schools and colleges in the several States and Territories and the District of Co- 
lambia, and the extent to which provision has been made for the education of fe- 
males in technical and industrial branches of education and the number of females 
in attendance at said schools, 


Mr. MORGAN. I should like to say that a Senator on the other 
side of the Chamber, perhaps the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
seca bev called for information in regard to the subject of educa- 
tion. I do not know the L precon scope of it, but this morning I had 
a conversation with Mr, Eaton, who is tho Commissioner of Educa- 
tion. I mentioned this subject to him, and he agreed that this would 
be a very valuable addition to the report which he is required to 
make under that resolution and which he is preparing. I therefore 
ask the Senate to 7770 the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to the resolution. Two or three 
years ago the House of Representatives ordered an inquiry into this 
subject, and by one of its committees had a very thorough examina- 
tion of all these institutions, and institutions not endowed by the 
Government. The result of that examination was reported to the 
House and published I believe as one of the House documents. The 
Senator may like also to have that coupled with the information in 
the possession of the Bureau of Education. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the 1 of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is a valuable one. But I ask now for the passage of the res- 
olution as I have offered it. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. WALLACE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. GARLAND, I know that is not a debatable motion, but I ask 
the Senator to withdraw the motion, in order to give us a session to- 
morrow to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4244) for the establishment of 
titles in Hot Spr nge, and for other purposes. P 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that should be considered to-morrow. 

Mr. GARLAND. Linsist upon its consideration. That bill has been 
put off two or three times for the benefit of Senators. 

Mr. WALLACE. On the appeal of the Senator from Arkansas, I 
withdraw the motion I submitted. 


ELIZABETH B. CUSTER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar of General Orders, commencing at the point reached 
yesterday. 

The bill (S. No. 459) for the relief of Elizabeth B. Custer was an- 
nounced as being first in order upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was reported adversely from the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed, 
in accordance with the report of the committee. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


P. L. WARD, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1267) for the re- 
lief of P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, dece 5 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to P. L. Ward, executrix of William 
Ward, deceased, of Norfolk, Virginia, $2,075.13, in full satisfaction of 
all claim for beef and 5 0 furnished by William Ward to the 
United States Navy, and in full satisfaction for hay sold to the quar- 
termaster of the United States Army. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the report be read, 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Har- 
RIS February 11, 1880: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of P. L. Ward, 
widow and executrix of William Ward, deceased, of Norfolk, Virginia, asking for 
compensation for certain provisions furnished to the Navy of the United States, 
and certain quartermaster stores furnished the Army of the United States, under 
contract, haye had the same under consideration, and submit the following ered 

The petition states that petitioner is the widow and executrix of William Ward, 
d That in June, 1860, William Ward entered into a written contract with 
the United States for supplying fresh beef and vegetables to the Navy at the Nor- 
folk, Virginia, station, and that under said contract her late husband and t A 
on or about the 2ist January, 1861, 2 1 the United States ship Plymouth with 
the articles named to the amount of $275.13, for which no pa t was ever made, 
and she refers to the records of the Navy De ent for the proof. The commit- 
tee sent the petition to the Navy Department with a request for such information 


in to this claim as the records of that Department could furnish, and re- 
1 gmat the Secretary the following reply: 


“Navy DEPARTMENT, 
* Washington, February 5, 1880. 
oth Sa I r at to return ere the 9 of Mrs. 5 P. eee 
g for payment of $275.13, on account of fresh etables su 
late Bhatend, Willi: th prt nited 


her iam Ward, of Norfolk, Virginia, for the use of the U: 
States Navy, which petition was referred to this Department by the honorable 
Secret: War, in the 15th ultimo. 


ary compliance with pe request o 
The account of the late Mr. Ward 

Bureau of Provisions and Clothing in this De ent, with theexception that the 
fresh beef and vegetables refe to were delivered to the United States steamer 
Brooklyn, instead of the United States steamer Plymouth as stated in the petition. 


“Very respectfully, 
. iors “R 6 
„Hon. I. G. HARRIS, er 
“ United States Senate. 


From which the committee is satisfied that the articles were furnished under 
contract as stated in the petition, and have never been paid for, and that the 
amount, $275.13, is justly due the claimant and should be paid. 

The petitioner also states that in the month of August, 1863, her testator entered 
into a verbal contract with Captain Edwin Ludlow, of the C N Depart- 
ment of the United States Army, in the presence of Hon. L. H. Chandler, United 
States attorney for that district, and one other witness, for the purchase of si 
tons of hay, at $30 per ton, which was delivered by her said testator to the sai 
Ludlow and used by the Army of the United States. That shortly after the de- 
tvory said nie ae that locality without paying for the hay, though often hav- 

p so to do. 

52 the 12th December, 1866, her late husband and testator addressed a letter to 
the Quartermaster-General asking payment for this hay so furnished, reciting the 
facts of the contract aud delivery of the hay, and tho fact that no voucher was 
given, because Captain Ludlow said it was not nec: to give a voucher, as he 
would pay for the hay as soon as he received funds, which he was daily expect- 
ing; but he left there without paying, and without giving any voucher for the sixty 
tons of hay, and that sews N iligent inquiry he had never m able to ascertain 
the residence of Captain Ludlow since that time. 

This letter is indorsed on the back as follows: 


“I most unhesitatingly indorse the within statement. 


“ (Signed) “L. H. CHANDLER, 
United States District Atto for Virginia.” 
“ (Signed) “J. T. DANIELS.” 


On the 16th day of January, 1867, this account was made ont upon the regular 
printed form furnished by the De ent, apes which the sale, delivery, and 
value of the bay, amounting to $1,800, and the loyalty of the claimant are proved 
by the affidavits of the then claimants William Ward, L. H. Chandler, and J. R. 

unter; and the OTEA loyalty of the said Ward, Chandler, and Hun- 
ter are certified to by John E. Doyle, justice of os pesoni and the respectability 
and loyalty of William Ward is also certified to by William W. Wing, aster. 

The oath of alle, ce to the United States of William Ward is also exhibited, 
apd Henry M. Bowden, clerk of the co: on court, certifies to the citizenship, 
Spomeni; and loyalty of William Ward, and to the official character of John 
E. Doyle as 8 of the peace for said county. 

The letter ve referred to, addressed by William Ward to the Quartermaster- 
General, and the proof above referred to were sent to the committee by the War 

ent in answer to a letter from the committee asking for such information 
as the records of that Department could furnish as to the justice of this claim. 
The following is the letter from the Secretary of War: 


E “War DEPARTMENT, 
F “ Washington City, January 30, 1880. 
“SIR: 3 the ge te of your letter of the 15th instant, referring for 
information memorial of Mrs, P. L. Ward for for certain quartermaster stores 
and beef delivered by ber deceased husband, William Ward, in 1860 and 1863, to 
the Quartermaster’ Department of the Army and the naval station at Norfolk, 
Virginia, respectively, I have the honor in reply to inclose herewith a letter from 
Mr. Ward, dated December 12, 1866, submitting his claim to the Quarmaster-Gen- 
eral, which pa contains all the information on the subject the records of this 
artmen $ 
DPS action was taken upon the claim by the Quartermaster-General for the rea- 
8 kya it originated in V a State declared to be in insurrection during the 
re on. 
Four letter and the memorial have been referred as desired to the honorable 
overt of the Navy, for information from his Department. 


“Very respectfully, your obedient servan 
* da i “ALEX. RAMSEY, 
“ Secretary of War. 


„Hon. ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
“ Committees on Claims, United States Senate.” 


The eee takes no action upon this claim upon no other than 
the cold, technical ground that the claimant was a resident of a State declared to 
be in rebellion. 

The proof is clear and conclusive that Quartermaster Ludlow contracted for this 
hay, equally clear as to the contract price amounting to $1,800, equally clear as to 
the loyalty to the United States of liam Ward, who furnished the hay, and who 

e husband and is the testator of the petitioner, and equally clear that the hay 


has never d for. 

It does not clearly aj when William Ward died. Itis certain that it was 
subsequent to 1867 and before 1878 when this petition was presented by P. L, Ward, 
widow and executrix. She states that neither her late husband nor herself were 
ever informed nor did they know of the establishment of what is called the south- 
ern claims commission, nor the necessity of presenting this claim to that tribunal, 
until after the expiration of the time withiy which it could have been presented; 
nor did petitioner know of the status of the claim until a few months before the 
presentation of this petition. 

The committee are satisfied that the Wee eee and beef, amounting to 8275.13 
were delivered under contract to the United States Navy, and that r of 
hay was sold and delivered to Quartermaster Ludlow, at $30, amounting to $1,800, 
making an aggregato of $2,075.13; that the same were never paid for, and that the 
claimant was Joyal to the United States, and that this sum is justly due to the 
claimant and should be paid; and therefore the committee report the accompany- 
ing bill, and recommend that it pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL, , 
Mr. GORDON. Lask the Senate to proceed now to the consider- 
ation of the resolution providing for the appointment of a special 
committee on the interoceanic canal. 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1497 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Georgia 
is not in order daring the pendency of the morning hour under the 
special rule for the consideration of the Calendar. The Chair will 
recognize the Senator at the close of the consideration of the Calendar. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will say to my friend from Geor- 
gia, that at the close of the morning honr there is an appropriation 
bill pending and we cannot give way to his resolution. e Senator 
can move now to lay aside the pending order and proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That can only be done by unanimous 
consent 8 consideration of the Calendar, under what is 
known as the Anthony rule. 

Mr. MAXEY. There are so many bills on the Calendar reported 
from various committees, and we so much desire to get rid of every- 
thing on the Calendar, that I prefer that the Senator from Georgia 
should forego the consideration of his resolution this morning. I 
think it is due to the committees of the Senate that the Calendar 
should be proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there unanimous consent that the 
Senate now proceed to the consideration of the resolution indicated 
by the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. MAXEY. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas objects, and the 
next bill on the Calendar will be reported. 


JAMES AND WILLIAM VANCE, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1268) for the 
relief of James Vance and William Vance; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to James Vance and William Vance $5,500, in full payment 
for the use of buildings at San Antonio, Texas, between August 5, 
1865, and August 20, 1866. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HERE- 
FORD, from the Committee on Claims, February 11, 1880. 


The committee to whom was referred the petition of James Vance and William 
Vance, saking for payment for use of certain buildings at San Antonio, Texas, re- 
port as OWS: 

The same matter was before the Senate in the Forty-fifth Congress, and a favor- 
able report was made thereon by the Committee on C 8. 

This claim is for rent for the use and occupation of certain buildings in San An- 
tonio, Texas, from the Sth day of August, 1865, to the 2th day of en 1866, as 
— — as the rental of a certain dwelling-house from September 1, 1865, to April 30, 


The principal buildings, exclusive of the dwelling-house, were five in number, 
containing twenty-two rooms; two of these werestore-houses, each thirty feet wide 
by ove hundred and ten feet deep, with two barracks, each thirty feet wide and one 
hundred and sixty-seven feet deep. These buildings had been rented before the 
war the claimants, the Government paying rental therefor at the rate of $625 per 
month. 

At the time actual hostilities ceased, which was before the 5th of August, 1865, 
these buildings were in a damaged condition, and the claimants allege that at the 
request of Captain H. S. Clubb, assistant quartermaster, they repaired the build- 
ings at an expense of between seven and eight thousand dollars in gold; that such 
repairs were made for the e of inducing the Government to rent the build - 
ings. On the Sth day of August. 1865, the Government, by its assistant quarter- 
master, took possession of the buildings before mentioned as well as the dwelling- 
house of the claimants. 

The evidence is satisfactory on the question of possession having been given the 
Government by the claimants. 

It was in no sense a taking of possession by force, or without the consent of the 
owners. It is evident that the claimants and the assistant quartermaster under- 
stood that rent was to be paid for the use and occupation of the premises. The 
claimants allege that there was no positive ent as to the amount to be paid, 
but it was supposed that the amount allowed would be the same as had been paid 
before the war. The assistant quartermaster reported the use and occupation of 
the premises to the ent at Washington, with a diagram of the buildings, 
streets, &., and ander the head of “ Rate of hire or compensation,” entered! Rate 
not settled.“ This statement was made monthly during the time these buildings 
were so occupied, and the testimony shows that it was the intention of the quar- 
termaster and the claimants that rent was to be paid at such sum as should be red 
at Washington, and there is nothing in the case that will warrant the idea that it 
was taken possession of by force, or without the consent of the owners first ob- 
tained. It is evident that this was the belief of the claimants, (that rent was to be 
paid.) for, in the spring of 1266, the claimants presented the claim for rent of the 
penaa and were informed, May 9, 1866, tbat “under existing decision of the 

ar Department, rent in States heretofore in rebellion cannot be paid by the Quar- 
master’s Department." This, the ent claims, brings the case withinthe 
rule laid down by the Supreme Court in the case of Filor vs. United States, 9 Wal- 
lace, page 45, and this is undoubtedly correct. The case of Filor vs. United States 
only decided that there was not such a contract as would entitle the plaintiff to 
sus in the Court of Claims, and it must be admitted that in this case the claimants 
have no standing in the Court of Claims. If they had they would doubtless go 
into that court. 

Congress has uniformly allowed rent to claimants, where the premises occupied 
by the Army were occupied under contract. 

It is, under the por of law, the duty of the Quartermaster's Department to 
furnish quarters for officers, and the Quartermaster’s Department must provide 
store-rooms, warehonses, depots for its supplies, and it cannot be said that while 
the Quartermaster’s Department might contract for officers’ quarters it could not 
contract for a building in which to put the stores indispensable tothe existence of 
the Army rank and file. If Congress is justified in recognizing as valid the con- 
tract made for the convenience of the officers of the Army the clerical force 
necessary for the efliciency of the Army, it certainly will be justified in recogniz- 

22 Doyartenrint wonid KANY hare bem nile te discharge 
* 0 ter's ent ve al 0 
the duties im on it by law, the 1 z furnishin 
forg eee to d a large f in repairing the 

‘The mants were, in: to ex a amount of mone j 
buildings, putting them in SORAL AO: be occupied by the Govenunent and odes 
a contract with the assistant quartermaster the claimants surrendered to the Gov- 


east of which was the 


ernment the possession of the buildings at a time when war existed only in name- 
and not in fact. si A 


Such contract was made about two months after the Government of the United 
States had officially notified the governments of E that the war of the rebell- 
ion was at an end, that the authority of the United 8 was in all of the 
late rebellious States. No armed force a the Government in the 
State of Texas after Au; 1, 1865, and th 


a promise to pay rent, and, not having so surrendered the premises, 
tee think that it does not move op with the dignity of the 


$50 per month, making the total rent due the claimants the sum of $5,200 for the 
rental of the property, exclusive of the dwelling-house, and $300 for the use of the 
dwelling, or a total of $5,500. 


The committee therefore recommend that amount be allowed in full of all claims 


of claimants, and report the accompanying bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator who re-- 
ported the bill to the fact that I have it from the immediate repre- 
sentative of that district—the sixth congressional district, Judge 
Upson—that Mr. William Vance is dead; also, that James Vance has- 
been adjudged by the proper court a lunatic, and is in the hands of 
what is called in Texas a guardian of both his person and estate. I 
therefore move in view of these facts, in line 5, after the name 
James Vance,” to insert the words “ or his legal representatives.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. In lines 5 and 6, I move to strike out “ William 
Vance 2 and insert “ the legal representatives of William Vance, de- 
ceased. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. The title should be changed to correspond with these 
amendments. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill for the relief of James 
Vance or his legal representatives, and the legal representatives of 
William Vance, deceased.” 


COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 


Mr. GORDON. I wish to ask again unanimous consent to consider 
the resolution providing for the appointment of a select committee 
on the subject of an interoceanic canal. There are a number of papers 
on that subject necessary to be considered by some committee or other, 
and it is proper the matter should be disposed of. I hope there will 
be no 5 pasa to considering it. It will take but a few moments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Secretary will report the resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Gorpon on the 29th of January: 

Resolved, That a committee of nine be appointed to take into consideration the 
subject of the construction of a canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans; 
and t bese papers, documents, and information relating to said subject be referred 

committee. 

Be it further resolved, That said committee be authorized to confer and act con- 
currently with any similar committee of the House of Representatives; and that 
said committee be authorized to employ a clerk. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That I understand is the resolution now before 
the Senate. I do not believe we ought to raise a special committee- 
on this subject; and I only rise for the purpose of stating my reason 
for that opinion. We havea sufficient number of committees of this- 
body to consider that whole subject, and in my opinion it is a subject- 
more nearly related at the present stage of affairs to our Foreign Re- 
lations Committee than to any other committee of this body, and I 
believe it would be an act of gross injustice now to take a subject 
which legitimately and properly belongs to that committee in its 
present condition and place it in the hands of any other standing 
committee or of a special committee. The time may come hereafter, 
if we consider this subject, when the commercial aspect of the affair 
will come under review, and at that time it might be properly referred 
to the Committee on Commerce; but in the present aspect of the case 
the very first and primary questions to be inquired into are those in 
connection with our foreign relations, and it would be eminently 
proper, therefore, that this subject should go to that committee, and 
not to any special committee or any other standing committee of this 


I eee that if I were the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations I should feel that an indignity had been offered to my com- 
mitteo if a question of this kind were taken from my committee and 
referred to a special committee of this body. And because I am un- 
willing by my vote to do anything that would reflect directly or in- 
directly upon any committee of this body, I cannot consent to vote 
for a resolution raising a special committee to whom this matter shall 
be referred. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, early in the session, perhaps on the 
second day of the session or possibly the third—I have now forgotten. 
which it was—believing that this whole matter should be brought 
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-before the eee moved a resolution asking information from the 
President of the United States with to all matters connected 
with this interoceanic canal project and calling for everything that 
-has transpired in the last ten or twelve years. That report has been 
made, t report has been sent to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, where in my simplicity I supposed these questions belonged. 
‘But my friend from Georgia pro to raise a special committee to 
investigate the whole matter. dividually I should be very glad to 
-avoid or evade the labor that attaches to this matter; but as the 
organ of the Committee on Foreign Relations I cannot permit a reso- 
lution of this character to pass without saying a word or two. 

Mr. President, at the base, at the foundation of this whole matter, 
‘are questions connected with our foreign relations. Incidental to 
‘those I agree are questions with regard to international law; inci- 
dental are questions with regard to commerce. That is true; but 
some committee must have charge of this matter, and now I propose 
-to say a word with regard to the committee of which I have the honor 
‘to be the head. On that committee are who? The Senator from 
ean: EMS HAMLIN, ] if not the oldest, one of the oldest Senators in 
this ; a man with as much information with regard to our for- 
eign affairs as any other man in this broad land, no matter where 
the other man may be. There is the Senator from New York, [ Mr. 
SONKLING, ] a most distinguished member of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. There is the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. JonxsroN, I long at 
‘the head of the bench of his State. ere is the Senator from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. CARPENTER, I one of the brightest legal minds in America. 
There is the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HILL 4 is the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. PENDLETON ;] there is the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. 
Kirkwoop.] Where can you get a better committee, leaving out 
the chairman—where can you find a better committee in this Senate 
to investigate this whole question than the Committee on Forei 
Relations? It belongs there. We have in our hands now two months’ 
work which I have delayed because I did not propose to go 0 that 
work and then have the business taken from my hands. the Sen- 
ate in its wisdom chooses to ni EGON a special committee, it will give 
me great pleasure to report all these matters back, so that the special 
committee may have them. Some committee ought at once to under- 
take this labor. 

; ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My impression is that we ought not 
to have any more special committees. As to the question to what 
committee this subject ought to go, that can be decided after we de- 
cide the question whether or not we ought to have a special commit- 

tee. The Committee on Commerce already has this subject in charge 
in part; the Committee on Foreign Relations has it in part. We have 
now forty-five committees, thirty-four of which are standing. Cer- 
tainly one of those forty-five committees ought to be able to take 
charge of this question without adding a further committee, and of 
course carrying whatever expense, whether it be little or much, with it. 

It occurs to me, as the Senator from Connecticut has well said, that 
the subject belongs to his committee to a very considerable extent; 
<ertainly all that ee of it relating to foreign relations. Then the 
commercial part of it belongs very properly to the Committee on Com- 

merce. It appears to me that it will be better not to have another 
ial committee. There are many anus connected with a special 
committee that involve expense, sipe; and additional employés, room, 

Ke. That, however, one Senator has said, is a small question. It 
may be; yet it enters into the consideration of the matter. 

Again, this question has been pending before one or the other of 
these committees for two months; and why not let it stay there? 
Why add another committee? 

If this resolution is to pass, it ought to be amended, I submit to 
my friend from Georgia. It provides for a clerk, but no way of pay- 
ing him. The resolution provides for employing a clerk, but makes 
no provision as to his payment. That may come in hereafter, the 
Senator from Georgia may say. Very true, that and other things 
may come in hereafter; but if there is to be a special committee we 
ought to know now all that it involves. My own impression is, that 
instead of having a special committee, if we are to raise one for this 
particular purpose, it ought to be a permanent committee, because it 
will carry with it, in my humble judgment, a long service, perhaps 
as long as the question lasts, and it will not be gotten rid of within 
the next year or the next Congress. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I desire to state to my colleague that I was 
not in the Senate Chamber when the resolution was called up. I 
think it is proper, without taking part in the debate, that I should 
say that my neighbor who sits near me, the Senator from Maryland, 

(Mr. GROOME, ] offered a resolution of the same character previously 

to the one offered by my colleague. He isnot now in his seat, and I 
think he desires to be here when this matter is passed upon. I think 
it my 8 say that to the Senate. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I most respectfully submit to my 
e that priority in the introduction of resolutions has nothin, 
to do with their merits. It is pretty well known, I think, that I h 
introduced a resolution upon this subject on the first or second day 
of the session. But the question should be treated upon its merits, 
and personal considerations should not enter into the discussion at 
all, I have to regret that the phase now given to it forbids my de- 
bating the question any further. It is evident to my mind, and must 


-colleagu 


be to the Senate, that the Senator from Connecticut is impressed with 
5 55 e ove a 8 which he — poama is . to 

su ; and he ought proper to bri e personnel of that 
sikara mi before the Senate. Well, sir, wk ely have I nothing 
say in 8 of any member of that committee, but I most heart - 
ily join in the compliments he has just paid those Senators. It 
is very well known, sir, that I could have had no personal ambitions 
or ends to subserve in the introduction of the resolution, for I have 
declared, when the subject was before the Senate on a former occa- 
sion, that should the committee be appointed I should ask to be ex- 
cused from service upon it. And now, sir, in view of what my col- 
league has said, and of the fact that the names of the Senators com- 
posing the Committee on Foreign Relations and theirclaims to the con- 
sideration of the Senate have been presented by the chairman of 
that committee, it is not for me to further resist the wishes of that 
committee. If, therefore, it is the pleasure of the Senate that this 
subject shall be considered by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
it certainly is mine. 

Mr. W. IAMS. Mr. President, I do not rise to make a s; h; 
but upon the first presentation of this resolution it struck me that the 
subject properly belonged to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
On turn ng the subject a little farther around there seemed to be in- 
volved in it questions of law that appeared to require consideration 
at the hands of the Law Committee of the Senate; and then as there 
were treaty obligations involved in it, the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations seemed to be the proper committee. Buton turning the ques- 
tion entirely over, there are other considerations which seemed to re- 
fer it as well to the Committee on Naval Affairs and the Committee 
on Military Affairs, becauseif we intend to make our declarations good 
it may be nec to look into the condition of our Army and Navy. 

This, sir, is the greatest question that has been before the Senate 
during this session of Con, . It is one requiring all the ability, 
all the knowledge that all the committees of the Senate can bring to 
it and to the country. I hope that a special committee will be ap- 
pointed, and that the ablest and best men of all the committees of 
the Senate will be selected for the special committee. If ever there 
was a question before a deliberative body demanding the exercise of 
the highest ability and patriotism, it is certainly this question, for let 
me say to Senators that the American people have made up their 
minds upon this subject. There may be some differences of opinion 
here, but the country is of one mind in this 8 

The people of the United States do not intend that any foreign na- 
tion or all foreign nations shall erect a Chinese wall or dig a ditch 
across this continent that shall stand as a barrier against their aspi- 
rations to empire or commercial supremacy upon this continent. That 
is the fiat and that is the g Be the people of this whole country 
from the North to the South, from the East to the West, and that 
statesman or politician who puts himself up against this eurrent of 
popular opinion will be swept away as by a rushing freight train. 

I hope, sir, that this special committee will be raised, and that the 
ablest and most patriotic and the best informed men upon all the 
subjects pertaining to this question will be selected for that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I wish to say that this resolution 
was introduced by me for the reasons I gave when the subject was 
before the Senate some weeks ago. Those reasons I then thought 
and still think ought to induce the Senate to appoint a select com- 
mittee to consider this important and grave subject. Without, there- 
fore, abandoning one position I then assumed, without abating in 
any de my profound conviction that this subject merits, if any 
one which has ever come before the American Senate did, a select 
committee to consider it in all its varied phases and its grave com- 
mercial, national, and international importance; still adhering to the 
opinion and again venturing the prediction that no one of the stand- 
ing committees, with its interruptions by its regular, routine duties 
can ever give the subject the consecutive and undivided attention 
which its gravity demands; yet in view of the peculiar character 
which the debate this morning assumes, I rise to ask the privilege of 
withdrawing the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia asks leave to 
withdraw his resolution. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I wish to say to my colleague that I only 
referred to the resolution offered by the Senator from Maryland in 
connection with the question of priority. I merely mentioned it be- 
cause that Senator, who is my neighbor here, was not present, and I 
understood he desired to be here during the consideration of the reso- 
lution. The course my colleague has since thought proper to take, 
I have no objection to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution is withdrawn, 

Mr. GROOME. I should like the consent of the Senate to call up 
the resolution which I offered on the 17th of December last. I pro- 
pose to call it up for the purpose of moving its indefinite postpone- 


ment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read and objections 


asked. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas it is desirable to have all reports, communications, and other data con- 
cerning the proposed interoceanic canal carefully and fully considered and in- 
8 and s ly reported npon: Therefore, 

Be it resolced, That a special select committee of nine Senators (to be appointed 


3 
residing E it shall be to ex- 

OF foe — ont ot ecloction 4 a suitable route for —— ob an 
interoceanic across the American isthmus; and that all 
rials, resolutions, bills and other mode 
munication between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans be referred to this 
tee; that they have the services of a clerk to be paid out of the 
the Senate d the sessions, and that said committee have aui to report 
to the Senate at any time such resolution, bill, or report as may be best adapted to 
secure such communication between said oceans. 

Mr.GROOME. I move that the resolution be indefinitely postpoved: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator may withdraw it if he pleases. 
It has never been amended or the yeas and nays ordered. 

Mr. GROOME. Then I ask leave to withdraw the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
withdrawn. rife 

Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent to take up at this time the 
joint resolution introduced by me (S. R. No. 66) in relation to an inter- 
oceanic canal, for the purpose of reference. . 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply rise to give notice that I shall insist on the 
na order this morning hour after this matter is disposed of. 

r. PLATT. I only it up for reference. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. I move the reference of the joint resolution to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. THURMAN. I ask consent to offer a resolution for printing 
five hundred additional copies of the Senate bill in relation to the 
Geneva award and the proposed amendments. I have been informed 
by the officer in charge of our document-room that the supply is al- 
most exhausted. and it appears there will not be enough for Sena- 
tors before the discussion is at an end. 

The resolation was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That five hundred additional copies of the bill (S. No. 1194) in relation 


to the distribution of the una; riated moneys of the Geneva award, and the 
proposed amendments thereto, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection to that resolution and to 
other resolutions for printing ; but the Senate is probably aware that 
the appropriation for the public printing is nearly exhausted and 
will probably be entirely exhausted to-morrow, and on Monday we 
shall have no money to go on with the printing, as it is made a penal 
offense for the Public Printer to subject the Government to any obli- 
gation unless the money is appropriated. 

Mr. HOAR. How will that affect the RECORD? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think the RECORD will appear on Tues- 
day morning unless an appropriation bill is passed to supply the defi- 
ciency in the public puntor, 

Mr. THURMAN. That will be avery t calamity. Such as has 
never befallen the country in my time. [Laughter.] I do not know 
how we shall stand up under it. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand reports are now printed only up 
to No. 322, and we cannot get any reports later than that. 


WINNEBAGO INDIANS. 


Mr. HARRIS. Now I demand the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The call of the Calendar will be pro- 
<eeded with. 

The bill (S. No. 323) for the relief of the Winnebago Indians in 
‘Wisconsin, and to aid them to obtain subsistence by agricultural pur- 
suits, and to promote their civilization, was announced as in order. 

Mr. . The subject of that bill is not entirely a stranger 
to me. Some years ago the Winnebagoes of Wisconsin were removed 
west and settled in Nebraska, if I remember aright—— 

Mr. TELLER. It is impossible to hear the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is unable to hear the Senator 
from Ohio, owing to loud conversation carried on by Senators in their 


seats. 

Mr. THURMAN. Some years ago, I was saying, a treaty was made 
with the Winnebagoes of Wisconsin, by which they agreed to remove 
west of the Mississippi River, and most of them did so, but a portion 
of them refused to leave their homes in Wisconsin, and remained 
there. They ceased to have any connection whatever with the tribe, 
and the tribe, that was then settled west of the Mississippi River, 
and I think within the limits of Nebraska, refused to recognize them 
-as any longer members of the tribe, or to allow them to receive any 
portion of the annuities payable by the Government. 

It seemed to me upon the facts of the case as it was argued here 
several years ago on a bill introduced by the Senator from Wisconsin 
not now a member of this body [Mr. Howe] to removethose Indians 
remaining in Wisconsin west of the Mississippi, that in point of fact 
they had abandoned their tribal relations and had come under the 
jurisdiction of the United States, and were under the fourteenth 
amendment citizens of the United States, and I protested against 
their forcible removal from the State of Wisconsin; but that Senator's 
influence was so-great that he carried his bill, and in my judgment 
the United States forcibly removed so many citizens of the United 
States from their domicile in the State of Wisconsin and took them 
west of the Mississippi River. They did not like it, and they got 
back one after another, and now this bill is for their relief after they 
have come back from the forced exodus imposed by the Government 
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of the United States, and this bill undertakes to say that part of the 
annuities due to the Winnebagoes as a tribe shall. go to these men 
who have utterly abandoned their tribal relations. 

The subject, Mr. President, is too a oe ras be di d of 
under the Anthony rule, and therefore for the time I believe in 
my life, I will object to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. With the consent of the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. LoGan,] who reported this bill from the Commit: 
tee on Indian Affairs, I give notice that I will call it up at an early 
9 the Senate can consider it at length. z 

. THURMAN. I will help the Senator to doit. I do not know 
but that I may be for the bill when I come to study it. I never heard 
of it until this moment, but it is an old subject with me, and I will 
help the Senator to take it up at any convenient time—when it can 
be 8 discussed, I mean. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I introduced this bill during the 
Forty-fifth Con; It was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, was fally considered by that committee, was reported favor- 
ably from t committee by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Siuron] 
who at that time was chairman of the committee. It was not ac 
on by the Senate for want of time. It was reported late in the session! 
I again introduced the bill during the extra session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress, and again it was referred to the Committee on Indian Af: 
fairs, and during the 8 session it has been reported favorably. 
from that committee by the Senator from Illinois. A written report 
was submitted by the Senator from Iowa when he reported the bill 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, and a written report was also 
submitted by the Senator from Illinois who recently reported the 
same bill from that committee. This bill has the emphatic approval 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has gone over. The Secretary 
will report the next bill on the Calendar. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1269) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Denver, Colorado; which was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary 
of the Treasury to procure a perpar site and cause to be erected 
thereon a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults, in the city of Den- 
ver, Colorado, for the accommodation of the United States district 
and circuit courts, post-office, land- office, and other Government offices 
in that city, at a cost not exceeding $200,000, including cost of site; 
which site shall be such as will afford an open space between the 
building authorized and any other building of not less than forty 
feet; and the sum of $75,000 is e eee for the purpose herein 
mentioned. : 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill 
by striking out all of the bill after the word “States,” in the eight- 
eenth line. The effect of the provision in the bill which I move to 
strike out will be to prevent any action to carry out the object of 
the bill until the Legislature of the State of Colorado shall meet, and 
this is not necessary to protect the interest of the Government. The 
enabling act under which Colorado was admitted provided that the 
constitutional convention should provide, by an ordinance irrevocable 
without the consent of the United States, “that no taxes shall be 
8 by the State on lands or property therein belonging to or 
which may hereafter be purchased by the United States.” s 

The constitutional convention accordingly adopted an ordinance, 
as follows: 

That no tax shall be im b 0 i 
longing to or which may 8 ret Senin ro the United Stare, 8 7 

That this ordinance shall be irrevocable without the consent of the United States 
and the people of the State of Colorado. 

This clause is, therefore, unnecessary to protect the interest of the 
United States, and I hope the amendment I offer will be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Senator's colleague [Mr. TELLER] 
gave notice of an amendment which will be reported. 

Mr. TE I would rather hear the amendment proposed by 
9 e. 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senators amend- 
ment was to perfect matter which the other Senator proposes to strike 
out, and therefore it is first in order. f 

Mr. TELLER. My proposition was to strike out the word “nor,” 
in line 18, and insert in lieu thereof : ; 

And no e iture of money shall be made on the building proposed to be 
erected on site. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatcomes within the matter which the 
Senator’s pecan proposes to strike ont, and is entitled to priority? 

Mr. TELLER. the clause be so amended, and then the Senate 
should see fit to strike out the whole clause, I should be entirely sat- 
isfied with that, which I understand is what the amendment pro- 
posed by my colleague aims at. But if the Senate should conclude 
not to strike out the whole clause, then I should like to have it 
amended in this way. 

At the last session of the Forty-fifth Congress, on my motion, the 
Senate inserted in.an appropriation bill an appropriation of $50,000 
for the purchase of a site and the commencement of a building at 
Denver. Isuppose that if that money had been then expended it 
would have bought nearly if not quite double the land that the same 
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amonnt of money will buy to-day; and if this bill passes as it came 
from the committee, we shall be compelled to wait nearly a year 
longer before the Legislature will be in session before we can provide 
for the non-taxing of this property ; and in the mean time property is 
not gradually but very zapli y going up. As a matter of economy, 
it would be very much better to get the land now, and the Govern- 
ment will suffer nothing by buying the land speedil: , but on the con- 
trary will make great gain, and then it will not commence the con- 
struction of the building until after the State relinquishes the right 
to tax. I should like to have it so amended; but as near as I can 
understand from the noise and confusion here what it is, I hope that 
the motion of my coll e will prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair then understands the Senator 
temporarily to withdraw his own amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I will if I lose nothing by it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You can move it again, 

Mr. TELLER. Then I withdraw it until after my colleagne’s 
amendment is acted on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado, [ Mr. J which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike outall of the bill after 
the word “States,” in line 18, as follows: 

Nor until the State of Colorado shall duly release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax or in any way assess said site or uo oh cael of the United 
States that =r be thereon, and shall cede jurisdiction over the same during the 
time that the United States shall remain the owner thereof. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think I should have any objection to 
striking out the tax provision after what has been read in the enabling 
act and in the constitution and ordinance of the State of Colorado, 
but that only relates to the right to tax; the question of jurisdiction 
is still left open, and it is proposen by this amendment that the United 
States shall proceed to buy this property, and set up its courts and 
3 and so forth, on it without having jurisdiction ceded to it 

y the State. That I am entirely opposed to upon grounds which it 
is quite gp ee , to state, because it appears to me that they are 
obvious to everybody. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado, [Mr. HILL, ] 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was about to ask whether the question was 
divisible so as to take it on the tax part first, and then on the juris- 


diction next. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Coming as this bill does from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I take the liberty to say 
to the Senate that this subject has been considered in that commit- 
tee, and for my part I have no hesitation in saying that I see no prac- 
tical benefit that can 1 result from this jurisdiction clause in 
this or any similar bil It never has been, as I am told, customary 
in the past although I think there is a general statute on the subject, 
but the Constitution in itself is fall enough. 

I understand the organic law to be that if a piece of land is pur- 
chased within the limits of a State for any public pu „with the 
consent of the State, without any act of cession formally made, such 
purchase vests co instanti, as we lawyers term it, jurisdiction over 
the locus in quo in the United States. In some cases this cession of 
jurisdiction may not be obtainable at the time. It might be impor- 
tant to proceed to the construction of a building long in advance of 
the time fixed by the local law for the meeting of the Legislature 
which is to make the cession. In some States, as in mine, there is a 
general law on this subject authorizing the governor of the State to 
cede jurisdiction to the General Government over places and locali- 
ties required by the Federal Government for Federal purposes. 

The Constitution reads as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases 
whatsoever over such district (not exceeding ten miles square) as may, by cession of 
particular States, and the tance of Congress, become the seat of Govern- 
ment of the United States, and to exercise like authority over all places purchased 
by the consent of the Legislature of the State in which the same shall ps for the 
erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful buildings. 

In the case of arsenals and dock-yards I think it has been usual to 
cede jurisdiction ; but in the case of an ordinary building for post- 
office pore for a custom-house, or anything of that kind, it has 
never been thought necessary to exact a cession of jurisdiction. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair reminds the Senator that the 
morning hour has oer 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator from Florida will be allowed 
to proceed and finish his remarks. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Senator from Florida will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Florida is only to proceed and 
finish his remarks. That is always a courtesy extended to every 
Senator who is speaking. It is not to finish the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. To that I have no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. In the case of fortifications, navy-yards, 
and extensive pavun works, I think it is all-important that the jaris- 
diction should be ceded. I know that it was ceded in my State over 
the navy- near my home, and that within that locality the in- 
habitants to-day, according to one view taken of the Constitution, 
have no political rights whatever. They are within the sole and ex- 
elusive jurisdiction of the United States, just as much so as if they 
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resided within the District of Columbia. The jurisdiction contem- 
plated by the Constitution is exclusive jurisdiction within the body 
of the State and the erecting of a distinct 8 authority 
within the State, taking under its control the 9 85 5 and changing 
their civil and political status. Iwill give an illustration of it to the 
r from Vermont. There are residing within what is known as 
the naval reservation in my own county nearly two thousand people, 
The land upon which they live is known as the naval reserve. 
State of Florida, under a general law enacted for the pu , through 
its governor ceded exclusive jurisdiction to the United States for the 
purpose of a dock-yard. Those people live there to-day ; they have 
got their habitations and their homes and all the surroundings of 
civilization. They have no rules of pora, They are troubled at 
times in regard to the rule that shall govern the passing of estates, 
uestions of inheritance, of intestacy ; and since I have been here 

e Secretary of the Navy has been appealed to to act as a judge of 
probate to settle the estate of a citizen living upon thenava! reserve, 
and in another case he was asked to authorize the commanding oficer 
to-di by a sort of naval ejectment a person who held an ad- 
verse position against another. I donot quarrel with the jurisdiction 
at all, and a year or so ago I brought forth a bill here to confine that 
jurisdiction within the walls of the navy-yard and not extend it out- 
side, as it now extends. In cases of that kind there may be some 
necessity for such a jurisdiction, but I can see none in the case of a 
custom-house or a post-office, and I shall certainly vote against that 
provision. j 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not desire to discuss the question, but I ask 
the Senator who has the . bill in charge if ho will give 
us a few moments. I think we can pass this bill soon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to continuing the con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let it be subject to a call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis not necessary to dispute the proposition of 
the Senator from Florida as to the propriety of rectifying matters at 
Pensacola. That is one thing, and I leave that apart; I now propose 
to attend to this thing which provides for the purchase by the United 
States of a suitable site for a building at Denver, Colorado, which 
shall accommodate the United States district and circuit courts, the 

t-office, land office, and other Government offices in that city. It 

is not therefore an effort to obtain a territory in which ple are to 
reside and thereby to lose their political rights; but it is an effort to 
obtain a place for the strict governmental operations to go on; and 
the question is whether, according to the Constitution of the United 
States or the supremacy of the United States as a government, it is 
to proceed contrary to all precedent to erect a building of this char- 
acter and establish its courts in a place where the authority of the 
State, exercised through a county judge and a sheriff or a constable, 
ean invade that building at their free will and pleasure and take 
ion, on process that calls for it, of any public document of the 

nited States—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, if the Senator will pardon me a moment, 
I should like for once in my life to get a consecutive sentence. I left 
off speaking about taking a public document of the United States, I 
believe; and so I say, are we to allow a State to take a witness or the 
judge himself off the bench in response to some State process? 
for one will never vote for any such proposition at all. I hold that 
the United States is entitled to absolute politcal supremacy in the 
places where it carries on its political and governmental operations, 
and I believe the whole history of the Government has been that in 
all such cases the States have been called upon, before we proceed to 
the expense of establishing permanent quarters for courts, &c., to 
give ay ee jurisdiction over that building. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. JONES of Florida EEK AES the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vermont yield? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I will yield to any one who can get the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I agree with what the Senator from Ver- 
mont says to à great extent; but I wish to know if the courts of the 
United States have not within themselves inherent authority in the 
exercise of their jurisdiction to protect themselves against an inva- 
sion from any quarter. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe the floor was awarded to me; if so I will 
say a word. I rose to di with the Senator from Vermont. 

I have no doubt, Mr. President, that the absolute safety of all the 
processes of the United States freedom from all State jurisdiction or 
control, from being meddled with from any quarter, can be secured 
by proper provision; but lam opposed, if the matter can be helped, to 
creating in the principal cities of all the States of this country these 
little Alsatias into which no State process can penetrate—a post-office 
building or a court-house building, to which, of course, the public 
must have the right of free resort; into which if a criminal flees at 
night he is secure from police officers; in which if a fraudulent mar- 
riage ceremony is performed the State penalty, the State law, is with- 
out power. 

ts ee to me that the United States document, the United States 
judge, the United States witness, the United States process, the United 
States record are secure everywhere from State process, not because 


of the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States territorially in the 
court-house or the place where they are kept, but because of the char- 
acter of the witness or document or officer or record, which protects 
them from interference by any other authority whatever. The United 
States witness is just as secure on his way to the court-house as he is 
in the court-house, if he is needed. The record of the United States 


court is just as secure ont of the court-house in which the United 
States have exclusive jurisdiction as in it, in my judgment. 

It seems to me, therefore, that while the evil which the Senator 
from Vermont suggests can be avoided, and is avoided by the very 
character of the matter or officer which he supposes to be interfered 
with, on the other hand this policy which has gone on now for a 

at while, of building up these little places in the midst of popu- 
fons cities without (for all ordinary practical purposes of governing 
the city) any law whatever prevailing in them, ought to be discon- 
tinu 


Mr. BLAINE. Has it not always—— 
Mr, ALLISON. Bogalar order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa demands the reg- 


ular order. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator from Iowa will wait a minute. 
Mr. BLAINE. I know it has been the habit in the little city I re- 


side in, where there is a United States arsenal which embraces thirty 
or forty acres of ground round about, to serve State process there. 
The reservation was made so that the process of the State of Maine 
can be served on that ground just as freely as it can be elsewhere. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. he Senator from Iowa demands the 

ar order, which is the unfinished business. 
r. EDMUNDS. I appeal to the Senator from Iowa to let me have 
a minute for I had not finished; I was interrupted in what I wanted 
to say. I had stated only a certain portion of the objections I had on 
this ground, and then was interrupted by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont said he yielded the floor 
to whoever was entitled to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I did not say exactly that; but I will not 
waste the time of the Senator from Iowa in disputing with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. My coll eand others got up at the same time I did. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not waste time in uting with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts as to what extent I did yield. I did not rise 
to say that I had not yielded the floor to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to speak, but to say that I had not half concluded the points to 
which I wished to call the attention of the Senate when I was inter- 
rupted on half a dozen sides and I said I would yield. So I will not 
waste any time about that. 

Now the Senator from Massachusetts says that every court of the 
United States can protect itself. Well, when it is exerting its func- 
tions, it can; but it cannot very easily protect itself or its offices or 
officers against invasion when it is not sitting and when it is not 
there, by any process known outside of the State of Massachusetts. 
There may be some process there that I am not advised about. A 
postmaster of the United States cannot protect himself or his papers 
against an invasion of State process, and he ought not to in a great 
many cases; but tuke the city of Boston, for instance; suppose a 
search-warrant by some police magistrate was issued directing a con- 
stable or a policeman, whichever exercises the authority in Boston, 
to search the desks in the custom-house in Boston to see if he cannot 
find a stolen paper or whatever it is that is mentioned in the warrant; 
would that be exactly the sort of thing for the United States to sub- 
mit to? I think everybody would say no. I think everybody would 
agree that a custom-honse of the United States should be free from 
that species of invasion under color of State process; but it is ee 
fectly competent at the same time, as the Senator from Maine has 
said, and it exists in many of the States, in these cessions to reserve 
a limited authority to serve process against persons. It has been 
found, whether it has been reserved or has not been reserved, in every 
State in this Union that there is never any difficulty in serving State 
process. If a man goes into the custem-house, running away from a 
constable in the city of Baltimore to-day, and the police go in and 
carry him out, and the sovereign authority of the United States con- 
sents to it by its acquiescence, it does not undertake to defend against 
that act; it is perfectly giad to have it done; but it has the author- 
ity to guard against abuses and pretenses which enable sometimes a 
State under critical and difficult circumstances to undertake to take 

ion of the property of the United States, and to interfere with 
its operations. 

That is the point which the Constitution referred to when it pro- 
vided for exclusive dominion over places of this character. It did 
not intend to provide that the United States in any department of its 
government carrying it on might not acquiesce in the exertion of the 
power of the process of the State to get persons who had gone into 
what the Senator from Massachusetts calls an Alsatia. I did not know 
that these places had become such, but Sod eatin oe illustrates his idea. 
There has never been any practical difficulty in that t; but the 

uestion is whether the United States is to preserve to itself the au- 
ority to defend its own possession and its own officers, executive, 
8 ministrative, and of every kind, and its own papers and 
ts own possession of its public buildings. That is the point. There 
is not any practical difficulty in a time of good order and good feel- 


ing, even if you have an exclusive grant without any limitation or 
reservation at all, and there never has been and there never will be; 
but the question is whether as a principle and as a right we are to 
give it up and expose ourselves entirely in all respects to the exertion 
of the power of the State. That is the question. 

Thankin ne ae Senator from Iowa, I have now finished. 

Mr. HO Will the Senator from Iowa allow me half a minute? 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to 
me for one minute only to make a motion. 
Mr. ALLISON. In reference to the matter which will come up 

arly at the next meeting of the Senate? 
Ir. GARLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask the Senator from Iowa to allow me half a minute. 
Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas, and I will 
also yield half a minute to the Senator from Massachusetts. 


TITLES AT HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. GARLAND. This morning I made a request of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to withdraw his motion that when the Senate ad- 
oon to-day it adjourn to Monday. I did that in order to have the 

ot Springs bill considered to-morrow. Now I wish to make a change 
in my motion, at the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island and 
several others, and to move that the bill (H. R. No. 4244) for the es- 
tablishment of titles in Hot Springs, and for other purposes, be made 
the special order immediately after disposing of the appropriation 
bills in charge of the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from West 
Virginia, and I hope the Senate will grant me this request. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not like to interfere with the nest made by 
the Senator from Arkansas; but the Senator will recollect that next 
after these bills stands the Geneva award bill on which the Senator 
himself has the floor. . 

Mr. GARLAND. I will yield the floor to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts or anybody else on that; but this bill has been shoved off. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will allow me. I do not want to ob- 

ect to the Senator’s sa er because it refers to a matter of special 
ocal interest to him. I only call to the Senator’s mind the position 
of the bill upon which he has the floor, and I ask him not to crowd 
that bill any further than is absolutely necessary, because it would 
do the bill no good for the Senator from Arkansas to yield the floor 
tome on it if he had a special assi ent which would precedeit. The 
country would very much more desire to hear from the Senator from 
Arkansas 25 the genera 8 than son re 1 1 not for no 

urpose of hoping my: to do any good to the bill, but to urge the 
8 himself to get up the Geneva award and address the Senate 
on that PA 7 as he has the floor on it, that I made the suggestion. 

Mr. G. D. This bill takes up much more of my time than 
the Geneva award and all the other bills I have had any connection 
with. It is not merely a local matter, but the United States is inter- 
ested in the Hot Springs bill; and 1 do ask Senators, for heaven's 
sake, if not for mine, give me a chance to have this bill disposed of. 
I never made such a request before of the Senate, and I reckon it 
will be the last one of the kind I shall make. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isuggest to the Senator from Arkansas, inasmuch 
as I am opposed to special orders, that he give notice so that the Sen- 
ate may consider it meantime and look up the measure—notice that 
immediately after these appropriation bills are disposed of he will 
move the Hot Springs bill. He will then be recognized for that pur- 
pose, and the Senate can decide whether they will take it up or not. 

should vote with him to take it up. 

Mr. GARLAND. The gentlemen objecting to its consideration now 
will object to it then; but if the Senator from Vermont thinks any- 
thing will be accomplished by that, I will give that notice, at the 
same time not believing it is going to amount to anything if the Sen- 
ate is indis to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Arkansas indicate 
the particular a Sa Pe bill he wishes to follow? 

Š 1285 GARLAND. mean the fortification bill and the star-service 


ill. ‘ i 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And the bill relating to permanent 


so Mr ? 

. EDMUNDS. Oh, no, that is a general bill. I suggest to the 

Senator from Arkansas not to except the bill as to permanent appro: 

pratio which is not one of the kind of appropriation bills that 
within the practice of the Senate as entitled to precedence. That 

is a bill of an important general character. 

Mr. GARLAND. I suggest, then, that after the consideration of 
the two appropriation bills, one in charge of the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] and the other of the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
degre I will move that the Senate take up the Hot Springs bill 

or di ition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator at 
that time. 


re 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. ALLISON. Now I yield half a minute to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my application; I will not trespass upon 
the Senate. 

Mr. BLAINE. I want a whole minute. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask permission of the Senator from Iowa to re- 
new the motion i 
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„The VICE-PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from Iowa | I should feel bound to an 
eld? 8 and I say now that when the appropriation bills are 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not yield to any Senator at this time. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will not the honorable Senator allow me to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. ALLISON. In a moment, when I 


5 A t the bill up. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ed business is House bill 
No. 2787, the fortification appropriation bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Now I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
tt be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let it be understood that we are 
to finish these two appropriation bills 1 

Mr. ANTHONY. ave no objection to that understanding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE GENEVA AWARD, 


Mr. BLAINE. I desire to ask the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
with the permission of the Senator from Iowa, at what time he ex- 
pects to call the attention of the Senate to the Geneva award bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. do not know how many times I have been 
asked thatquestion. I am asked it all around ; it is not original with 
the Senator from Maine, I suppose I must say a word with re, 
to this Geneva award bill, as I am appealed to so often about it. 

The Senate is aware that the two Houses of Con, have never 
yet been able to agree as to the distribution of the balance of the 
Geneva award now in the Treasury, and therefore there has been no 
distribution of that money. This has certainly not been any fault of 
mine, and I do not say it is the fault of anybody. I certainly have 
thought, and have expressed myself perhaps more strongly than it 
was decorous in me to do, that the Government was guilty of 
injustice in not distributing this money; but I do not say it is the 
fault of anybody. It is the result of a difference of opinion among 
members of this body and of the other House of Con , opinions 
that we are bound to presume are honestly entertained and which so 
far have not been reconciled, 

Last winter the Judiciary Committee of the Senate undertook again 
to try and frame a bill that should meet the acceptance of both Houses 
of Con „and after a great deal of consideration reported a bill 
through its chairman to the Senate. He reported it, as it was his place 
to do, although personally he did not approve the bill. The shortness 
of the session and the debates which sprang up on the appropriation 
bills prevented that bill from being acted on. At the extra session 
the subject was not acted upon because there seemed to be a universal 
understanding in both Houses that no legislation of a general char- 
acter should be taken up at that session except appropriation bills, 
and therefore nothing was done. At the present session, the Judiciary 
Committee being composed in great part of new members, some of 
whom had never had occasion to look into this subject at all, the 
matter was taken up and underwent much study before we finally 
came to a vote upon it in that committee. Just as soon as the mem- 
bers had made up their opinions, we reported a bill. It was reported, 
if my recollection is right, on the second day of February. I gave 
notice that on the next Monday I would ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of that bill. It was necessary to give some time 
that Senators might see what the bill was, and it was also very proper 
that the bill should be printed and go abroad, that those who were 
interested in its provisions, either for or against what it proposed to 
enact, should also have an opportunity to study it and make known 
their views, and a week was a very short time. I gave notice, how- 
ever, that I would on that day week, which would be the 9th day of 
February, ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of that bill. 
Bat before that time, what was called the 5 per cent. bill was taken 
up by the Senate, and when Monday came that 5 per cent. bill was 
the unfinished business, and of course it was impossible for me to get 
up the Geneva award bill for the action of the Senate. I did, how- 
ever, succeed in getting the Senator who had the 5 per cent. bill in 
charge to lay it aside informally in order that the Senator from Illi- 
nois [ Mr. Davis] might address the Senate upon the Geneva award 
bill. Then afterward by a vote of the body the Senate saw fit to take 
up the Fitz-J ohn Porter bill, as it has been called, and that has occu- 
pied our time ever since, more or less. 

Yesterday, in view of what I confess was a surprising thing to me, 
that the debaie on that bill seemed to be taking somewhat of a party 
character, that it threatened to be prolonged to a most inconvenient 
length very contrary to what I think might have been reasonably 
expected—for I did suppose when it was taken up that a bill which 
simply was to inquire whether injustice had been done to one of the 
most gallant officers that ever was in the Army of the United States, 
and whose great services to his country before this accusation was 
made against him were recognized from one end of the land to the 
other—I did suppose that there would be no y in the discussion 
of a bill like that, but that everybody would anxious to consider 


it on its merits and to decide upon it as speedily as could be done 
with justice to the Government and justice to the officer accused. 
But I saw on yesterday what seemed to threaten a debate of indeti- 
nite duration upon that bill; and therefore I gave notice that if that 
was to be the case, if we were to have a month’s debate and of the 
character that had taken place in some respects upon that bill, then 


the Geneva award bill at a much 


over, all that are ready to be re it is my p to leave it to 
the Senate to decide whether or not it will p with the consid- 
eration of the Geneva award bill. I shall move the Senate to pro- 
e its consideration, and the Senate will decide the question for 
1 A 

One Ford more. If there is any Senator here who is of the opinion 
that a majority of this Senate are opposed to the bill reported 15 the 
Judiciary Committee, itis perfectly competent, and it not only is com- 
petent but it is proper for him to move to postpone all previous orders 
and take up that bill. I will not have that bill in my charge one 
moment after a majority of the Senate shall decide against its main 
features, I hope that will never be the case; but should that be the 
case, then the bill passes wholly out of my charge. And therefore I 
say now that if any Senator here thinks that a majority of the Sen- 
ate are opposed to the main features of that bill, I will thank him to 
try that question, and to move to postpone all prior orders and take 
up that bill, and if he can carry a substitute for the bill or put an 
amendment upon it that will defeat the main features of the bill, 
then I will surrender the c of the bill to him. 

Mr. BLAINE, The honorable Senator from Ohio knows better than 
I that the 9 of the Senate does not it, in the stage which 
the Geneva award bill now occupies, any Senator to come in and as- 
sume to take e of it. Therefore we must all wait on the motions 
of the honorable Senator from Ohio. 

I desire to say a single word in regard to his statement about the 
difference between the two Houses always defeating the disposition 
of the remainder of that fund. I think I am correct in stating that 
the Senate has never passed a bill on that question at all; it has sim- 
ply said “nay” to the House propositions; it has simply defeated the 

ouse propositions. It has never yet sent to the Honse a solitary 

roposition rama, the disposition of that fund. The honorable 
nator from Massachusetts on my right [Mr. Hoar] endeavored at 
the outset of this session to induce the Senate to move promptly and 
to take the initiative and to send to the House some proposition on 
which an ultimate ment might be reached. 

But the Senator from Ohio says that a good deal of delay occurred 
because of the youthful nature and the inexperience of some mem- 
bers of the Judiciary Committee. When we read the names of the 
members of that committee, of course the whole Senate will recog- 
nize that they are a juvenile, an immature, and an inexperienced 
body of men! Mr. THURMAN is chairman, and its other members are 
Mr. MCDONALD, Mr. BAYARD, Mr. GARLAND, Mr. LAMAR, Mr. Davis 
of Illinois, Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. ConKLING, Mr. CARPENTER. I do not 
know which one of these inexperienced Senators it was that the delay 
was occasioned by. 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not use the word “inexperienced” or any- 
thing like it, but sey ond the word “new.” Isaid there were some 
new members put on the committee who had not had occasion to ex- 
amine this question before, and I think that might be the case with 
an old and an experienced man as well as with one who was inex- 


perienced. , 
coe ALLISON. I cannot yield for a discussion of the Geneva 
award. 

Mr. BLAINE. We are not discussing the Geneva award, much less 
Fitz-John Porter, which case the honorable Senator from Ohio in- 
jected a speech about in the middle of what he was saying about the 
Geneva award; but I have got from him the assurance, which I ant 
sure my constituents will hear with great satisfaction, that he will 
urge the bill upon the attention of the Senate in some seasen to 
5 the Dope on at least that it will reach the House in time to 

considered by that body, and that the House will not be forced to 
do as the Senate has heretofore chosen to do, give a simple negative 
to a propaga from the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I insist on the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa calls for the un- 
finished business of yesterday. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R, No. 2787) making appropriations for fortifications and. 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ones June 30, 1881. and for other pu 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations be l and acted upon as they are reached in 
the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To which the Chair hears no objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 3, after the words“ one hundred“ and before “ thousand,” to in- 
sert “ and fifty ;” so as to make the paragraph read: 

That the sum of $150,000 be, and the same is hereby, pe age out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the protection, 


tion, and repair of fortifications and other works of defense, for the fiseal year 
wag June 30, 1881, the same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary. 
‘ar. 


The amendment was agreed to. k 
The next amendment was, in line 16, after the word “ rifles,” to 
strike out “two hundred and twenty-five” and insert “and the man- 


1880. 
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ufacture of four improved breech-loading twelve-inch rifled guns, 
four hundred ;” so 8 the clause read: 


For the armament of sea-coast fortifications, including hea: 
for flank — — er, and imp ere 


projectiles, fuses, powd: 
necessary expenses incident thereto, and for guns, in- 
nT the conversion of smooth-bore cannon into rifles, and the manufacture of 
four improved breech-loading twelve-inch rifled guns, $400,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of the 
necessity for the large increase proposed. 

Mr. SON. I will say in response to the inquiry made by the 
Senator from Missouri that this subject was very carefully examined 
by the Committee on Appropriations, and in making such examina- 
tion we found that at this moment we have but one of this large class 
of guns. The Ordnance Department seemed to be very anxious to have 
the appropriation increased, in order that they may convert, as they 
are now converting, eleven-inch smooth-bore into eight-inc 
rifled guns, and also convert fifteen-inch smooth-bore guns into eleven- 
inch rifled guns. The conversion of the eleven-inch smooth-bore into 
eight-inch rifles has been progressing for some years, and small appro- 

riations have been made from time to time for this 2 0 
Believe it is admitted on all hands that these eight-inch rifles are 
ineffectual as a means of defense of our sea-coast. Indeed it was 
stated by the Chief of Engineers and by the Chief of Ordnance that 
at this moment there is no armament at any of our fortifications suf- 
ficient to defend our sea-coast cities. 

After a full consideration of this subject the committee believed 
that it was wise to manufacture new guns as well as to convert the 
fifteen-inch smooth-bores into eleven-inch rifled guns. Therefore we 

se the amendment, which if adopted will authorize the manu- 
fac! ure of four new twelve-inch at acost of about $40,000 apiece, 
and still enable the Ordnance Department to go on making conver- 
sions as heretofore. That is the judgment of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations after a careful examination of this subject. 

I sup Ineed not say, what is ectly well known to every 
Senator here, that at this moment we have no guns that are sufficient 
to protect our sea-coast harbors; and it is only a question of public 
policy whether we shall enter upon the manufacture of guns neces- 
sary or these defenses. The estimate of the Department is that these 

will cost about $40,000 each, and therefore there can be manu- 
tured four of them with the additional appropriation proposed by 
the committee. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I have listened attentively to the 
explanation of this amendment. My information is that our seaboard 
harbors are in a very defenseless condition; an iron-clad could enter 
now either of them. If a war should occur, which I hope and believe 
will not occur, our cities on these harbors would be liable to great 
detriment. The harbor of New York, I am informed, is entirely de- 
fenseless against an ordinary modern iron-clad for the want of guns 
and other apparatus. 

Iam glad that the committee has increased this appropriation. In- 
deed, my information is that it should be made much larger. I think 
the estimate of the Ordnance Department is much larger, but the 
committee have increased it above the appropriation made by the 
House. I am in favor of the increase. 

I avail myself of this occasion to have read as part of my remarks 
a memorial from the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York, which was recently presented to the Senate and is before the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It is not long, and I ask that it be 
read, as it states the opinion of a body of men in whom I have great 
confidence, and also states the condition of the defenses of that im- 
portant harbor, cog attention of Congress to the subject in 
order that there may be action to properly guard us in the event that 
there should be a war with any naval 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. 
memorial will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Memorial for an increased appropriation for the fortifications in New York Harbor. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
the United States of America in Congress assembled : 

May it please your honorable bodies: 

It is respectfully represented by the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York, that New York Harbor is completely defenseless, in case of war, against 
iron-clad war ships of modern type, a single one of which might enter it with im- 
empl and do incalculable injury to public and private property, besides inflict- 

a well-nigh paralyzing blow to the resources of the nation. 

Gres five A six hundred rifled cannon are immediately required for existing 

fortifications in the harbor, mostly of larger caliber than any possessed by the 


and howitzers 


wer, 
OCKRELL in the chair.) The 


adequate for the purpose for which the a of Ordnance has asked $950, 


of need, to defend our thousands of miles of sea-coast metal-plated steam- 
1 5 3 with cannon throwing projectiles of over a ton weight, with a range 
e miles. 


At this rate of annual expenditure it would take half a century to de an 
effectual armament merely for the harbor of New York, should the whole of the 
funds appropriated be applied to that purpose. 

Great cannon are req such as have been produced by Great Britain and the 
continental powers ; and it would take years to provide all those needed 


for New York Harbor alone, if all the available gun-making of the coun- 


dra independent of local considerations, it is pre-eminently important that this- 


sc geass ß the Ordnance De- 


Great Britain, with the most fleet in existence, has expended upon the- 
defenses of nine of her harbors 000,000, and is still actively engaged inthe work. 


She 

ii expenditures for the like purpose ively called for on 
the part of the United for until sufficient wea 
the chief commercial ports of the nation are 
Free mag iw our Government thus deprived 
derived these sources; meanwhile our excessive weakness to resist attack is 
in itself sufficient to invite imposition and insult to the nation, and renders it 
3 to resent injuries or extend protection to our countrymen at home or 


For such reasons, and Sey Ds the protection of the immense amount of 
national p of various kinds collected in New York City, and of the com- 
merce and wealth from which so large an amount of the revenues are 


harbor put in an efficient state of defense, and ‘ore 
pray that an 8 be made from the national of sums adequate 
to enable the Federal Government to provide, with all practical expedition, such 
heavy rifled ordnance and other protecting weapons as are deemed necessary by 
the Bureau of Ordnance and And your memorialists will ever pray. 

New York, February 5, 1850. 

Mr. KERNAN. The memorial states, I believe, correctly the de- 
fenseless condition of all our harbors, and especially of New York 
Harbor, and the necessity of protection. I think it would be wise for 
us each year to appropriate fone sums than is here proposed to p- 
vide rifled cannon and other means of defending our harbors. Itis 
certainly wise to provide now against war with any country having: 
a naval force and armament, 

I am in favor of this amendment proposed by the committee, and 
I certainly would move to increase the sum to the amount asked by 
the Ordnance Department except that I am informed that the com- 
mittee are unwilling to favor a larger appropriation, as they do not: 
think we would be able to have it adopted by the other House. 

I wished to call attention to this subject and to azpien my opinion 
of what is necessary and proper, I vote forthe amendment; 
indeed, I would move to increase the amount proposed by the com- 
mittee, except that there is no probability that the increased amount 
would be voted. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
What has been said by the Senator frem New York and read at the 
desk with respect to the harbor of New York is true of the harbor of 
every commercial city in the Union. All these harbors are exposed 
now to not only the great powers of Europe but to the minor pow- 
ers. ird-rate powers in Europe are in possession of ships of war 
that can at a distance of seven miles from any of the commercial 
cities of this Union send shells weighing a ton into the midst of the 
population of any of these cities and lay them waste. Our fortifica- 
tions as they have been constructed in times past afford no protection’ 
against the war vessels of this character built by other nations. 

Great Britain is not only spending the millions of dollars indicated 
in the communication read at the desk for the defense of her owm 
harbors, but she is at the same time arming herself, and all the pow- 
ers of Europe that have any force upon the ocean are arming them- 
selves in a way to command our commercial cities all along the coast, 
Boston, as well as New York and Philadelphia. An armed vessel of 
no greater power than Italy is now upon the ocean can come within 
reach of the city of Philadelphia and out of reach of any fortifi- 
cations there existing,and shell that city to destruction in a few 
hours, and we have no protection against it. In company with the 
torpedoes that are being improved and perfected, this system of heavy 
guns at fortifications is absolutely necessary to protect the commer-- 
cial cities upon the coast. ‘ 

The that are contemplated by the amendment cannot be con- 
structed except at great expense, I am aware, and at great cost of 
time. There is no such thing as proper preparation for such an emer- 
pony after the emergency arises. e guns must be prepared before- 

nd or not prep at all. Any trouble with a foreign nation is, 
under the existing condition of thi a matter of sudden arising. 
It is not a matter which takes as much time as heretofore it has done. 
It begins and it ends in a few weeks, or at most in a few months; 
whereas the construction of these guns costs the time of six months 
or & year. Unless we begin their construction we had better never 
8 any more the expenditure of money for the defense of our. 

TS. 
I do not know particularly, because in no region of the country 
where I am are any of the manufacturing establishments where these 
are constructed, but I understand there are but two manufac- 
tories in existence in this country where they can be constructed. If 
they are permitted to go down and go out of existence those who use 
their skill in the construction of these guns will into other em- 
ployments, and it will be years before an establishment sufficient to 
construct them can be reared and men gathered together to perform 
the work the necessity for which may be upon us in an hour or a 
day. It would be quite useless to ever think of protecting our har- 
bors against any emergency if we wait until the emergency arises. / 


Therefore, it is in the interest of the commercial cities upon the 
coast especially, but of the whole country as well, that we should’ 
look at the question whether we will continue to protect our harbors 
by fortification, in conjunction with torpedoes and other modern meth- 

s of defense, or whether we will abandon them and trust to Provi- 
dence te protect them F oy emergency that may arise. I hope. 
ill prevail. 


that the amendment w 
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Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the wisdom and importance of pre- 
cautions touching the defenses of our harbors, is so manifest that no 
argument need be addressed toit. But every argument which might 
be made in that behalf, would, it seems to me, fail entirely to recom- 
mend this amendment. There are several ways, three perhaps, ac- 
knowledged of defending a harbor. One is by coast defenses, and it 
is to such defenses that this amendment applies; another is by floating 
batteries of some species; and a third, if that be a third, by torpedo 
boats or other appliances for the use of torpedoes. As I say, this 
amendment applies to the augmentation of coast fortifications, that 
is, of fortifications on the shore speaking to the harbor or the sea. 

It is pro that four breech-loading, twelve-inch rifled cannon 
be cast. ere are they to be put and how are they to be used? 
Are they to be put into the coast fortifications of the harbor of New 
York? No, sir, there is no coast fortification which will receive one 
-of these guns. The dimensions of the and the nature of the 
coast defenses are repugnant to each other. No use can be made of 
either of these guns in the harbor of New York except to plant it on 
the parapet, place it above the fortifications somewhere, to the end 
that it may speak as any gun may speak out of doors and uncovered. 
I am right about that, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator is right. I will say, if the 
Senator will allow me, that the Chief of Engineers who was before us 
upon this identical question did say that these twelve-inch guns could 
be used effectively en barbette or over parapets, and that they were 
important and essential to be used at four places, one of them at Fort 
Schuyler, another at Sandy Hook, these two being in the neighbor- 
hood of New York, another in the neighborhood of Fortress Monroe, 
and another to protect the harbor of San Francisco, at or near Mare 
Island, I believe, in California; so that these four guns were desig- 
nated not only with reference to their utility, but with reference to 
the exact places where they would be put in case they were manu- 
factured. 

Mr. CONKLING. Surely the Committee on Appropriations did not 
need the Chief of Engineers to tell them that room could be found 
for atwelve-inch gun out of doors, either at Fortress Monroe, at Gov- 
ernor’s Island, or anywhere under the sky above us. I once heard of 
a man who was so tall that he could not stand up out of doors, but 
I never heard of a gun so large that you could not find room for it 
out of doors. Isay, and I venture to express the confident belief that 
neither the Chief of Engineers nor anybody else will gainsay it, that 
there is no fortification in the harbor of New York which can receive 
one of these twelve-inch guns. Of course, using the phrase of the 
Senator, it may be plan en barbette, using the equivalent phrase 
that Ido you may put it on the parapet, as you may put it anywhere 
else uncovered out of doors; there is no doubt about it. 

The facts to which the chamber of commerce has called the atten- 

-tion of the Senate, and which in general terms are very familiar to 
the Senate, I submit demand a very different answer from this. I do 
not mean to deny that it may be very well to cast four twelve-inch 
guns, to be used as occasion may require; but to do that as a pro- 
vision professing to be adequate to arm the harbors of this country, 
to arm even the single harbor of New York, is, I submit, very illogi- 
cal and very insufficient. If the theory of harbor defense which util- 
izes coast fortifications is to be adopted, then two things are necessary 
in that harbor and every other; first, to adapt the coast fortifications 
to the reception, accommodation, and handling of large 8, or else 
to construct new ones so adapted, and then to arm those fortifications 
adequately. Everybody must see that that is the requirement if that 
theory of harbor defense is to be adopted. If, on the other hand, 
floating batteries, armed batteries carrying heavy guns, which al- 
though they are not sea-going vessels can live and move in harbors, 
be thought the better mode of defense, then of course that could be 
done. I have heard, and heard in the Senate, reference made to great 
British iron-clads as if they were sea-going vessels, and as if we were 

in great danger from them. Although I hope that everybody will 
feel the danger as far as it exists, I should be very sorry to have it 
supposed by the people of New York, or the ple anywhere else, 
that these 3 armored vessels or batteries are likely to cross 
the ocean, or to attempt to cross it, unless they have some vessels to 
lighter them as consorts. I do not understand at all that those ships 
are devised for any such purpose. 

But without exaggeration, there is no doubt abundant reason for 
giving attention to the condition of our harbors. Although I do not 
mean to criticise the committee for what it has done in this regard, it 
seems to me that the defect in this amendment is one which increas- 
ing its amount would not cure. Ifthey had said eight guns, or twelve 
guns, or twenty guns, still the fact would remain that the only pro- 
vision here suggested is for a few large guns which are to be put 
somewhere out of doors. 

I do not know that it is worth while to attempt or to hope to change 
the action of the committee upon this bill at this time, but I venture 
to say that it is so inadequate a provision that it ought hardly to be 

as dealing with the subject at all. 

. BECK. Mr. President, there is a good deal in what was said 
by the Senator from New York [ Mr. CONKLING] in his closing remarks, 
that so far as attempting to defend the harbors of the United States 
with the guns that we are providing for, it is hardly worth while to 

begin unless we expect to go farther. I will state the condition of 

things existing at present. We have no guns now that will protect 


our harbors against the iron-clads of Europe that are known to be 
able to cross the ocean. We havecontinued for the last ten or twelve 
years trusting to luck or to Providence, hoping that there would be 
no necessity for defense. C in the penetrative power of the 
great guns and in the resisting power of the fortifications have been 
going on so rapidly in the last ten or twelve years that any attempt 
to do anything would be demonstrated to be a failure almost before 
the gor or the fortification could be made or put in a shape to be 


The United States has been relying upon the fact that she was far 
removed from the great belligerent powers of the Old World and had 
no particular desire to fight anybody. We have believed also that in a 
war that closed fifteen years ago there was so much military prowess 
developed that nobody was very anxious to get into a fight with us. 
We have waited and watched and have seen the result of the ex- 
periments in other countries, saving our money while they have been 
wasting theirs. 

England alone, as we were informed, spent $12,000,000 on what are 
known as the Armstrong guns, and has abandoned them all after wast- 
ing that much money. She expended, year by year, vast amounts 
upon her fortifications. It was ascertained after a while that the pen- 
5 power of the great guns was such that the fortifications she 
had built were wholly inadequate to resist attack. 

_ Meanwhile we have been waiting and spending very little money 
indeed. We have been converting a few eleven-inch smooth-bores, of 
which we had a 2 number, into eight-inch rifles. Their penetrat- 
ing power is such as to be able to protect all the harbors of the United 


States where vessels with a dranght of 9 feet and under could 


possibly enter. None of the great iron-clads draw less than twenty- 
six feet óf water, while in very many of the ports of the United States 
eighteen feet or twenty feet is the maximum depth. Where the eight- 
inch rifles have been converted from eleven-inch smooth-bores they 
would render very efficient service and penetrate any ship armored 
light enough to enter those harbors. 

e have commenced changing our fifteen-inch smooth-bores into 
eleven - inch rifles. We have e the experiment with one. It had 
been fired over three hundred times three hundred and twenty I think, 
as reported to us. It was supposed that before the Ist of July they 
would fire it three hundred and fifty or perhaps four hundred times. 
After firing it over three hundred times it is now in as order as 
it was when it was first fired. The Department came to the conclusion 
that if it stood the strain of three hundred and fifty shots they could 
then pronounce to a certainty that it was a good gun. We have a 
largo number more that we ought to convert into eleven-ifch rifles. 

. KERNAN. As I understand, this appropriation of $400,000 is 
to be applied in attempts to convert these smooth-bores into rifled 
guns which are to be used. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator will observe that nothing else was con- 
8 by the action of the House in the $225, appropriated 
by them. We are still going to progress in that direction, convert- 
ing as many of those guns as we can, believing, though it is not yet 
entirely satisfactorily demonstrated, that that will be a first-rate 
gun. It was made equally apparent to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate that a twelve-inch gun Is a much more powerful 

than an eleven-inch gun, and we thought as the armor of the 
ships of the Old World is increasing in strength and in its power of 
resistance, as new material is being used, we ought to be making 
guns of that character and testing them. 

The Ordnance Department laid before us a diagram which I hold in 
my hand, showing the penetrating power of projectiles that have been 
tested thoroughly. It wasshown that the twelve-inch gun hasa much 
greater penetrating power than the eleven. uch gun. Theeleven-inch 
rifle, for are! weighs sixty thousand pounds, uses ninety-five 
pounds of powder, and throws a ball weighing five hundred and fifty 
pounds. The twelve-inch rifle weighs ninety thousand pounds, re- 
quires one hundred and twenty pounds of powder, and throws a pro- 
jectile wei 1 SNe hundred pounds. 

Mr. CONKL G. How much does the twelve-inch gun cost ? 

Mr. BECK. Forty thousand dollars. 

Mr. CONKLING. How much to rifle it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Forty thousand dollars is the cost of a new gun. 

Mr. BECK. The cost of anew gun. I can state the cost of the 
conversion to an eight-inch rifle. I made some memoranda in com- 
mittee, thinking some Senator might desire the information, at the 
time we had the Chief of Engineers and the Chief of Ordnance before 
us. My recollection is that it would cost about $7,500 to convert into 
a breech-loader an eight-inch smooth-bore, and about $15,000 to con- 
vert the fifteen-inch smooth-bore into an eleven-inch rifle. Theysaid 
the penetrating power of those guns at from a thousand to fifteen hun- 

yards would be such as to pierce any ship now afloat except two. 

Mr. KERNAN. The ships now 

Mr. BECK. The ships that are now used. 

Mr. KERNAN. A twelve-inch gun? 

Mr. BECK. A twelve-inch gun. Here is the diagram, the caliber 
of the gun laid down and its etrating power, and each grade of 
vessel up to the largest, of which there are only two. 

Mr. CONKLING. Which are the two ; the Dailioand what other? 

Mr. BECK. The Inflexible and the Duilio. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Duilio is an Italian ship. 

Mr. BECK. All the other iron-clad ships they assure us are pene- 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1505 


trable by a twelve-inch rifled gun. We thought that it was a wise 
mog not to attempt at present to spend enough to arm and protect 
all the ports, New York, Boston, Portland, and other places, because 
there is a number of our papori into which those shi 

enter. Itook the precaution to inquire of the Chief of 
how many of our ports would be in danger from those 
and on the 17th of January General Benét, the Chief of 
wrote me this note : 

In compliance with your verbal and as covering theinformation desired, 
T give on tha next wa lotter from the Chief of En 533 
tee on Mili It will be seen that many of our most important 
can be en by the most powerful iron-clads in the world. 

The list an rehends the se Be of che neat sin rg e 
Portsmouth, (New Hampshire,) Boston, Na: tt Bay, “a grea 
strategic position” is added, New London Harbor, New York Harbor, 
Phi elp ia Harbor, “excepting those drawing twenty-five feet and 
over,” pton Roads, the Tortugas, and San Francisco. Each of 
those harbors could be entered by any of these large armored ships. 
While they have not progressed far enough to make it sure that those 
twelve-inch guns would be a success, they are perfectly sure that there 
are very many harbors in the United States where they could be 
peon as against ships that had only twelve inches of armor; and 

we have to make larger guns it be to meet exigencies that 
may arise hereafter; but, for the time being, we thought it wise to 
increase the appropriation of the House from $225,000 up to $400,000 
in order to give a chance to make a ing, at least to have such 


guns as will i urpose. 
furthermore, that while we had a torped 


cannot 
rdnance 
ships, 
rdnance 


in all probability answer the p 
We were 3 


that is quite valuable, yet to oes without big to protect them 
are of very little value; that the great armo. ships of the world 
could come into our harbors, and if they were not driven back by 
land batteries, they could fish up the torpedoes, taking them up at 
theirleisure and pass on. The officers thought that it was necessary 
to have guns to protect those torpedoes, and to make it impossible 
for a ship to stay long enough to take them up in passing along. 
While the Senator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] is correct in say- 
ing that we have no fortification now large enough to place these 
guns in casemates, Fort Schuyler can be converted to thatuse. That 

sup is the most important fort at New York, because Fort La- 
fayette is perhaps not in a condition to be used for that p with- 
out a groas deal of cost. We could, by throwing two casemates into 
ons; p eleven or twelve inch guns in the casemates of Fort Schuy- 

er now. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. We have added $50,000 for that 


pu 

Mr. BECK. We have added $50,000 to what the House had appro- 
priated, in order that some test might be made by General Weight, 
the Chief of Engineers, in that direction. The aif culty that we 
and the difficulty the engineers have had is the want of absolute 
knowledge as to what will be necessary, but all agree that it is a step 
in the right direction. 

I confess for one that it seems to me we are exposing ourselves to 
very great risks by not having more guns and better fortifications 
than we have. I can see, and Senators can see, questions that may 
arise by the approach of great railroads along the Mexican frontier. 
Here is one road going now from San Antonio toward El Paso and 
thence across to Guyamas, and it will get there toa certainty. There 
is another going from Fort Worth in the same direction. There is 
another advancing from Fort Yuma coming in this direction. There 
is that great road, the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé, heading down 
there now, and they are obliged somehow or other, by some 
by some arrangement with Mexico to get to that great Gulf of South- 
ern California. Complications may arise growing out of those things 
that may require us to be in a condition where at least we ought to 
be prepared for defense. 

e were speaking this morning about a A gape interoceanic canal. 
The President sent a message to us within the last few days reassert- 
ing what is known as the Monroe doctrine, which most of us ap- 
prove; I do certainly. Complications may arise there. Bills have 

een introduced appropriating several hundred thousand dollars to 
5 two 2 of are eg eee , I do 27 pte what. Our 

ips t just as we carpenter shops as ships of war as agai 

the plon bee e ships of the world. e might be 8 
time anywhere, at Boston, New York, San Francisco, or at Hampton 
Roads certainly, leaving out Philadelphia and other places where for- 
eign ships of war would have some difficulty in entering. I hope we 
shall not be, but at the same time we ought surely to be going as far 
as this amendment proposes to goin making experiments in the direc- 
tion of putting ourselves in a condition to know how best to defend 
ourselves. 

If we had the guns and if we had to put them out of doors I have 
no doubt we should put them on the torpedo lines and drive the ships 
off, because the 83 power of a twelve-inch rifle is shown by 
the engineers to be sufficient to penetrate any ship that would be likely 
to cross the Atlantic. If not we shall have to make bigger ones. 

I am free to say, living as I do in an interior State, I would 
mene any amount of money, I do not care whether it is $50,000,000 or 
$100,000,000, to build up all the fortifications and construct all the 
that are riage | to protect the harbors of Boston, New York, Phila- 
delphia, or any of the great harbors of the country, against foreign 
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invasion anywhere. I would not see aniron-clad of Spain, or of France, 
or of England, lying in the harbor of New York or any other harbor 
demanding tribute, no matter what it might cost to defend against 
her coming. I woyld rather pay a million for defense than one cent 
for tribute. But I thought, and the committee thought, we had gone 
as far as the House would agree to perhaps, as far as the engineers 
had information sufficient to enable us now to go, and that we ought 
to pro still further as soon as we know that we are right. 

Mr. SicPHERSON. Mr, President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
antagonizing the amendment, but simply to express my gratification 
that the Committee on Appropriations have seen fit to report an ap- 
propriation for this purpose, and I believe it would have been far 
wiser if the committee had reported an additional appropriation to 
that which they have presented to us. 

I have been somewhat amused at some of the remarks that have 
been made here on the floor of the Senate respecting the danger which 
would naturally result in case we should be attacked by some of the 
foreign iron-clads, some of which have been named to-day by the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky. I have been investigating with 
a distinguished naval officer the amount of water necessary to float 
one of those batteries into any of the American ports, and as near as 
we can judge there is scarcely any of the American ports into which 
a vessel like the Duilio, or the Inflexible, or any vessel of that e 
ot the ordnance and resisting power that those vessels have, co 
possibly enter. It certainly wo be impossible for either of those 
8 any vessel of that class or character, to cross the bar at 
Sandy Hook. We have a fortification at Sandy Hook partially com- 
pleted which could very easily be put in a condition to receive a 
of the character that the committee propose to haye construc 
That is near the city of New York, although distant some eighteen 
or twenty miles from the city. We have three additional fortifica- 
tions which, perhaps, with a little alteration would enable each to 
receive a gun of like character. I submit that if each of the forti- 
fications spoken of were supplied with one or more guns—perha 
one would not be suflicient—by which an enfilading fire could 
brought to bear across the harbor and upon any object coming 
through the narrows, the result would be that a hostile vessel woul 
have a very stormy time in reaching the port of New York. 

In addition to that, in this connection, let me state what the opin- 
ion of that ed naval officer is respecting the character of 
a fortification or of an obstruction in the river which would abso- 
lutely prevent a vessel from reaching the city or getting to a point 
near enough to bombard it. He states that by takin g some of the 
old naval vessels which have been condemned as practically worth- 
less and placing them in the channel, then by an efficient torpedo 
service, which I am glad tosee that the committee here have reported 
an appropriation of money for the purpose of n com- 
pleting, and with the fortifications manned by heavy ordnance, the 
result would be that it would be almost im ble for a vessel of 
any class, certainly one having sufficient thickness of armor, to cross 
the bar at Sandy Hook, to reach the city of New York, or within a 
sufficient distance of the city to bombard it. 

The same condition of gs exists with t to Philadelphia. 
Certainly no vessel of that class could pass up the Delaware River to 
Philadelphia. There are some cities along the coast that I suppose 
are not situated so advantageously ; but in the past it has not been a 
difficult thing to secure appropriations of money from Congress for 
floating batteries. Large appropriasions of money have been made 
for the purpose of building what are called floating batteries or moni- 
tors. e have to-day four or five of those monitors under construc- 
tion; one of them at Cramp’s qaa at Philadelphia, one at the yard 
of Harlan & Hollingsworth, at Wilmington, one at John Roach’s yard 
at Chester, Pennsylvania, and one at the Mare Island navy-yard in 
California. There has been up to this time an amount of money, I 
think, exceeding $2,000,000, expended upon each of those vessels for 
the purpose of securing a ship fit and proper and sufficient in all its 

uirements for harbor defense. 

board of survey has recently been held upon one of those mon- 
itors where an Be gaat mirage I think of about $2,400,000 has been 
already expended. t board of survey examined into the merits 
of the whole case; they examined the vessel, which is already in 
uite a forward state of completion. The report of the board is that 
the vessel were comple’ in accordance with the original plans 
and specifications the deck of the vessel would be two feet and four 
inches under water when lying at the dock. And the board of sur- 
vey have made recommendations to the Secretary of the Navy. After 
deducting 37 per cent. of the resisting, power of the vessel, after de- 
ductin per cent. of the plating which was put upon her, they 
found then that if she were completed in accordance with the plan 

she would be about four inches and a half under water. 

I only state this to show that while we have been very profuse in 
the expenditure of money in the past for the 1 of making 
floating batteries, I think it is about time now that we should turn 
our attention to some other kind of armament, having been so exceed- 
ingly unfortunate as to get nothing as a result from the vast expend- 
iture that we have incurred. 

Mr. President, I am glad to know that the Committee on Appro- 

ations have taken hold of this matter in the right direction. I 

lieve that appropriations of money should be e for an efficient 
torpedo service and for placing heavy armaments upon land fortifi- 
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cations at all the forts, manning properly whatever number of guns 
may be needed, and defending them properly. 

With respect to the guns that the committee pro to construct, 
I haye one word to say. I believe it is the integtion to convert our 
smooth-bore cannon into rified guns. They are now fifteen-inch guns, 
I understand, and the purpose is to rifle them to eleven-inch guns. 
There is a variety of opinions existing among engineers in t to 
the policy of such a conversion. I understand, and reliably, that the 
experiments thus far made prove that they will be almost entirely 
worthless after they have gone through that transformation. 

Mr. BECK and others. No, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me to 
interrupt him ? 

The PRESIDING OKFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think one hundred and ten smooth-bore eleven- 
inch guns have been converted into eight-inch rifled guns, and after 
repeated tests and experiments they are found to be useful as rifled 
guns. But one fifteen-inch smooth-bore has been converted into an 
eleven-inch rifle, and, as was stated by the Senator from Kentucky, 
that is now und ing a test; there have been fired, I think, three 
hundred and twenty-five shots from this eleven-inch rifled gun. 

Mr. WITHERS. It is found to be an effective weapon ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very effective. The Chief of Ordnance, who cer- 
tainly is entitled to our respect and consideration for skill and knowl- 

of construction, states that in his judgment these guns will be 
ectual weapons in the future. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. My information is, that in the number of ex- 
periments which the honorable Senator states has been made, it has 

et been impossible to get the point of the shot to hit the target 
t, but in nine cases out of ten the tail end of the shot went fore- 
most. If that is to be the result; if after we have expended hundreds 
of thousands of dollars in rifling guns for the purpose of making an 
efficient and effective weapon it is impossible then to determine 
whether the point of the shot is to hit the target or the other end of 
the shot, I submit it would be very difficult to prove to me that it 
would be a very efficient weapon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will allow me, he certainly cannot 
state as a fact resulting from the conversion thatthe tail goes before 
the head? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I simply state that my information is, that 
instead of the shot going in a certain straight tion it will wabble 
over and over, and it is as liable to hit the target sidewise as on the 

int. I simply make this statement, and I make it upon the author- 
ey of an officer whose name, if I were to mention it to Senators, would 
lead them to think that an opinion from such a source would be wor- 
thy of a t deal of consideration. 

8 CONKLING. Will the Senator let me understand him before 
he goes further ? 

. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did the Senator state that the ball out of a 

rifled cannon will wind; that it turns over in this way? [Mustrat- 


ing. 

$i. MoPHERSON. Yes, sir, a ball from these rifled cannon; I am 
ORRE of these particular rifled cannon. 

Mr. CONKLING. Are they cut to wind, or cut straight? 

Mr.McPHERSON, They are cut to wind, I understand. 

Mr. CONKLING. They wind, and still they turn over. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iso understand. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator entirely for information ; I 
disclaim any kuowisage about it; but with some knowledge of small- 
arms in this respect, 1 know that a ball shot out of a smooth bore 
must naturally turn over in this way [illustrating ;] but I am sur- 

rised too to know that a ball, large or small, shot out of a rifled bore, 
KE the rifle winds, should turn over in this way. I do not mean to 
dispute the Senator's statement. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I repeat the statement as it was made to me 
by a gentleman whose authority I think would not be questioned if 
his name was mentioned. A further statement made to me is that 
the smooth-bore guns are a great deal more efficient weapons than 
after they have been converted into rifled guns. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the same officer make that statement? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The same officer makes that statement. With 
respect to the manufacture of improved breech-loading twelve-inch 
guns, I suppose the intention is simply to commence at the start and 
make a new gun, and I am certainly in favor of that. I am also in 
favor of smooth-bore cannon if they can be made efficient weapons. 
If further experiments are n , well and good. 

Mr. WITHERS. Mr. President, I rise simply to state, in justice to 
myself, that I dissented from the proposed increase of the appropri- 
ation made by the House for the purpose indicated, and I will briefly 
give my reason for this dissent. 

It is not that I am not actuated by as sincere a desire as my friend 
from Kentucky or any other Senator to secure, as far as ble, all 
our harbors against insults from any foreign power, but it is for the 
reason that ever since the war there has been an unsolved problem 
which has vexed the minds of the engineer officers of the Army and 
the Navy. This unsolved problem is the relative advancement made 
in the improvements in the construction of guns and of armor. The 
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2 which has influenced Con since the close of the war has 
n not to expend hundreds of thousands and millions of dollars in 
the A guava of these experiments in order to ascertain which will 
be the most effective method of securing safety to our harbors; but 
to await the results of experiments which were being instituted b 
other nations. For example, as has just been ci in 8 
thirty-five millions per annum are expended upon f. tions and 
ten or twelve millions per annum in experimenting in gunnery and 
armor plating. These experiments are still being prosecuted; they 
have never yet reached a successful solution. problem is yet 
unsolved, as it was in the beginning. 

That wise economy which has hitherto prompted the Congress of 
the United States in refraining from embarking upon this expensive 
experiment, it seems to me should still prevail at the present time, 
because it is by no means clear that if we shall go into the manufact- 
ure of these twelve-inch rifles we shall have added one iota to the 
security of our harbors. Certain it is that guns of much larger cali- 
ber, of much greater power, are possessed by all the European mari- 
time nations, before which these twelve-inch guns would not be able 
to live an hour. 

Why, then, should we abandon the policy which we have hereto- 
fore pursued ? Why should we embark in this system of experimental 
expenditure, involving millions of dollars, when probably every dol- 
lar of that expenditure will be found ultimately to have been useless f 
Ithink the same economy which has actuated us heretofore should still 
prevail, because it is not true economy to expend hundreds of thou- 
sands ọf dollars in the manufacture of guns which may ultimately 
prove of little value. 

I know that differences of opinion have existed among scientific 
men as to the relative advantages of heavy guns and of floating bat- 
teries, or torpedoes as a means of harbor defense, but we have been 
experimenting with torpedoes, and the experiments are reported to 
us to be of a very successful character. It is a much less expensive 
method of defense than that of providing immense fortifications with 
immense arms. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. WITHERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me suppose a case. We will suppose that 
one of the large vessels of which we have spoken was coming into 
the port of New York. Do I understand the Senator to say that if 
we had an eflicient torpedo service it would be possible for us to re- 
sist gp es of that vessel by torpedoes ? 

Mr. WITHERS. Certainly I do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Is it not always possible to take torpedoes out 
of the rey of the ships? 

Mr. WITHERS. It is possible; but torpedoes would be much more 
effective in fact than a twelve-inch rifle, 

Mr. McPHERSON. How could you reach the vessel at all by tor- 
3 if guards were put out about the ship, as they unay are, for 

urpose of keeping the torpedoes away from the vessel? How 
could you reach it with your resisting force at all? I should like to 
have the Senator answer the question. . 

Mr. WITHERS. I will state in reply to the Senator from New 
Jersey that the experience of other nations in torpedo service has 
demonstrated their capacity of usefulness. All the appliances which 
modern ingenuity has been able to bring to bear have been power- 
less to protect war vessels against the influence of torpedoes. One 
experimental vessel which was constructed here exhibited its power 
in our harbor last year, and its 8 are very sanguine of com- 
plete and ultimate success in that class of torpedoes, the course of 
which is directed from the shore. It is not dependent upon any 
other ney than that which it contains; it is automatic. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask another question? 

Mr. WITHERS. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is it not necessary for the torpedoes to come 
in contact with the vessel ? 

Mr. WITHERS. No, sir; not of necessity. If a torpedo is exploded 
under a vessel or in the neighborhood of one of these BARAN it 
sends destruction to the vessel. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If sufficient guards are put ont around a ves- 
sel to prevent a torpedo from either 3 in contact with the sides 
or pong underneath it, certainly the vessel would remain unharmed. 

. WITHERS. If such precautions could be adopted as would 
prevent the approach of any torpedo to the neighborhood of the ves- 
sel, it is manifest it would be removed from the vessel; but that sys- 
tem has never been devised. The explosion of torpedoes in the late 
Russo-Turco war has demonstrated the power of the torpedo against 
iron-clad vessels. 

Every argument which has been adduced in support of this in- 
creased expenditure was just as applicable fifteen years ago as it is 
to-day. Our harbors were just as defenseless, as much exposed to 
insult fifteen years ago, and have been every year from that time to 
the present, as they are to-day. The recommendations of the Chief 
of Ordnance have been year by year brought before Congress in favor 
of the rd ni oie of hun of thousands, nay, of millions of 
dollars to increase the efficacy of our guns and to promote the ef- 
ciency of our harbor defenses. What argument has been adduced to 
show that we should abandon the policy which we have heretofore 
pursued and under which we have rested quietly ? i s 

The atmosphere of the Chamber smelt sulphurous this morning, I 
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admit, at the indication of ee e in the near future growing 
out of the assertion of the Monroe doctrine. I feel no 5 
on that subject. I think my friend, the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, would indicate to the Senate that our pros- 
pects of with all the world and, as a celebrated historical quo- 
tation adds,“ and therest of mankind” are at this moment exceedingly 
fair. What cloud arises upon our horizon? There is no prospect 
whatever, so far as I know, of any breavh of our friendly relations 
with the European maritime powers ; and even if there were I assert 
that this proposed increase of the appropriation would not tend to 
secure by one iota the safety of our large commercial cities and their 
harbors. 

Mr. President, I could go on and re’ ey some of the itions 
taken by my friend from New Jerse 15 MoPHERSON, J but as I 
consider they are not germane partic y to the matter I will close, 
having expressed what I had in view in indicating the causes which 
prompted me to resist this increase of appropriation. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, I differ with the committee in the 
conclusion it has reached in increasing this appropriation. I could 
not see why we should now, after five years of economical adminis- 
tration, of cheap iron, of the ability of the Government to procure 
money at a low rate, just when iron gone to a high price and the 
price of labor had become nearer its just remuneration, just when 
everything that entered into ordnance had become nsive, enter 
upon a large expenditure of money for arming our fortifications? 

‘or what reason shall this be done now? Where is the war cloud? 
On what side of the horizon does the speck of war appear? The ar- 
gument that would arm our fortifications and create new ones, that 
would enter upon a poner such as this amendment indicates, would 
carry us logically and inevitably to the maintenance of a large stand- 
ing army and thoroughly armed fortifications. This amendment 
pen indicates we are to enter upon that policy which goes to the 

li extent of both equipping and changing our fortifications, The 
argument of the Senator from New York Fur. CoNKLING] who sits 
the farthest from me convinced the Senate that such must be the 
result. We must change the character of our fortifications as well as 
the mode of arming them. Are we ready to do that? Why shall we 
doit? What power is there now threatening us that the Govern- 
ment should prepare to resist and cause us to incur the enormous ex- 
penditure of public money consequént on a change of policy? Ican 
see no reason for it; I see no cause for it at all. On the contrary, I 
believe the ple want us (and I think it is good policy that we 
should do so) to continue in our attempt at an economical adminis- 
tration of the Government, to continue to retrench our expenditures, 
to go forward in the effort to reduce both the interest and the debt 
of the Federal Government, to reduce taxation, to save money, and 
to lessen at every point the burdens of the people. This has seemed 
to me to be the true policy. Why should we geitnow? Ican 
see no good reason forit. There is not in any section of the world 
any threat of war against our Government. There is no cause, it 
seems to me, for thus inereasing the mses of the Government at 
such a time as this, and our present policy should be continued. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, my residence is so far removed 
from the sea-coast on either side of our country that I do not know 
that I can state to the Senate that I have any other interest in this 
bill than that of other citizens of the nation; but I presume we all 
feel an interest in the defenses of our sea-coast, and I think the ap- 

ropriation now before the Senate isin the right direction. If we 
ve been, as has been stated by the Senator from Virginia, [ Mr. 
WITHERS, | entirely defenseless throughout all our harbors for 
years past, that, it seems to me, is no argument why we should re- 
ra ESNE defenseless for fifteen years to come, or for any other 
od. 

Experiments have been progressing for the defense of harbors by a 
system of torpedoes alluded to by the Senator from Virginia, and I 
am happy to concur with the Senator in the opinion that advances 
have been made in that direction; but those experiments have not 
determined that we have a sufficient defense. If we are to have for- 
tifications in our harbors, we must have guns, and we should have 
the most efficient that wecan procure. For years the government of 
Great Britain has been making experiments in the improvement of 
her vessels, iron-clads, to prepare against any assault that can be made 
upon them; she has been improving both her guns and her projectiles, 
so that she has arrived at a condition now far in advance of other 
countries so far as her vessels are concerned. We have been convert- 
ing our smooth-bore guns into eleven-inch rifles, and we are progress- 
ing in that direction; but every smooth-bore gun that we convert 
into a rifle is of smaller caliber, and it costs more to use our large 
smooth-bore guns converted into rifles than it would to manufacture 
those rifles themselves. We convert a fifteen-inch smooth-bore into 
an eleven-inch rifle and use up all our smooth-bore guns in that way, 
when we can manufacture twelve-inch rifles at a cost less than is put 
on the Government by the manufacture of the smooth-bore and its 
conversion into a rifle, losing and diminishing the capacity of the 
smooth-bore to that extent. 

Mr. WITHERS. Will the Senator permit me to correct him ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WITHERS. The statement is made to us by the Chief of Ord- 
nance that the cost of the conversion of fifteen-inch smooth-bores to 
eleven-inch rifles is about fifteen or sixteen thousand dollars each. 


The cost of the making of a new breech-loading twelve-inch rifle is 


$40,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The conversion of the smooth-bore into the rifle 
is one thing, but the cost of the smooth-bore, which the Government 
has already incurred, and the conversion of that into a rifle is a dif- 
ferent thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that point, with the exception of the distin- 

ished naval officer that the Senator from New Jersey speaks of, I 

now now of no officer in the Army or Navy who regards a smooth- 
bore gun as of any material value in naval or fortification warfare. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not dispute the statement of the Senator 

from Iowa so far as that is concerned ; but the smooth-bore s are 
for other purposes very efficient, and they may be used to great ad- 
vantage. 
The only point I desire to suggest here is that this is an economical 
measure ; that we can keep our present smooth-bores, use them for the 
purposes for which they can be used efficiently, andin this way resort to 
the manufacture of rifles and save the smooth-bores for the purposes 
for which they can be used. The experiment, so far as I am advised, 
with reference to this twelve-inch rifle-gun has been successful; it 
may be pronounced successful; I think it is so 1 ee by the offi- 
cers of the different departments of the Army. I think, therefore, 
that this is a measure of economy and that it is a measure of pru- 
dence in 2 for the defense of our harbors, Whatever advance 
may be made in the system of torpedoes. 

r. BECK. Mr. President, I do not propose to delay the Senate; 
but I desire to say in reply to what has been said by the Senator from 
Virginia in regard to the torpedoes, that the proof was made concla- 
sive before the committee ‘that a torpedo system without guns to 
defend it was absolutely worthless, and that the armored ships of the 
world that carry armor with them and about them make torpedoes 
absolutely useless as to them, if you give them time to pick them up 
and prepare for them. For example, an armed ship draws twenty- 
five feet of water, if you please; she throws her armor around her 
twenty-six feet from her guard and it sinks her down twenty-five feet 
in the water. If the torpedo is sent from the shore or is pat by any 
means under the surface at a greater depth than twenty-five feet, it 
does not touch her of course, If the guan that is thrown around 
twenty-five feet from her keel is struck by the torpedo and the tor- 
pedo explodes, and it is twenty-five feet from the point where it strikes 
to the top of the water and twenty-six feet to the ship, the explosion 

asses out on top of the water and never goes near the ship at all; 
it is as absolutely harmless as if I were to snap my finger at it pass- 
ing by. The explosive force always escapes at the weakest t, and 
the guard being further distant from the ship than the top of the water 
from the point where the torpedo strikes it, the torpedo does not do 
any harm at all. It goes off at the top of the water because that point 
is nearest, and if never reaches the ship. 

Mr. WITHERS. I wish to ask the Nuten from Kentucky if it is 
not equally true that whatever the ay. ey of water may be, if the tor- 
pedo is submerged sufficiently below the keel of the vessel to pass to 
the rigat and explode, it is dangerous to the iron-clad ? 

Mr. BECK. I am not sure that Iam advised about that; and I 
would rather not answer the question for fear I might not answer it 
correctly; but the general idea from the information given to us by 
the engineer officers and the ordnance officers is that if you have no 
land batteries to guard your torpedoes and allow the ships dc with 
their guards and take them opas their leisure, for they can them 
up as easily as they can soye ing else, the torpedoes are of no use at 
al and therefore we must have some guns. 

am as anxious as the Senator from Pennsylvania or the Senator 
from Vi ia to be economical in the expenditure of the public 
money; but I am not willing to say that in the present condition of 
the world’s armored ships and in the progress that the world is making 
in that direction we ought to stand absolutely still and do nothing, 
to allow ourselves to be, as we should be liable to be, insulted by any 
second or third class power, or have our harbors entered and our peo- 
ple paying tribute, without making some move in the direction of 
preventing that mischief from happening. I have no idea that any 
power is going to attack us to-day; but wars have occurred among 
all the nations of the world, We are a people who are asserting our- 
selves in divers places at present, at some 1 directly and at some 
indirectly, and the surest way to prevent any nation from attempting 
to attack us is to lef that nation understand that we are prepared for 
an attack. 

Take the interoceanic canal question, if you please ; take our rela- 
tions with Mexico. If the nations of the world understand that we 
have not the ships, that we have not the guns to prevent their ships 
sailing into the harbor of New York, they will be much more y 
to defy us, to insult us, and to drive us to a humiliating position than 
they will if they know that we are preparing guns to defend our- 
selves; and it is no gate, nots waste of public money for a nation 
to provide such things as will protect its great seaport cities from the 
insults of foreign nations. 

I am not looking to war on the land. No nation upon earth, and 
not all the world combined, in my Judgment, will ver attack this 
people upon the land; and I do not look to a standing army for our 
protection. I believe a well-organized militia may be at once 
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to repel all the attacks that can be made on us anywhere by land ; 
but all the militia we have got, all the men we have got could not 

revent an English or a French iron-clad sailing into the port of New 
York, unless we had some guns there to stop it. We cannot prepare 
for that in a day. We may try sand batteries; but of what avail 
will they be? We may have to expose our weakness more than we 
like by trying to save all the expense we can, but we must have the 
guns, we must begin to make them unless we expect to submit to 
whatever any other nation may im upon us. 

Why do we support an army? Why do we maintain a navy? Why 
do we haye that nucleus of defense? Simply because war may become 
necessary. You may dispense with all your army on the same moar 
that gențlemen say-we want no guns. y do we want guns? 0 
propose fo make a beginning to see if these are good, and if so build 
more of the same sort, or others if these be not good enough, so as to 

repare to defend ourselves on the sea as we are doing today on the 
8 The increase of the sum of $225,000 that the House gave to 
convert smooth-bores into rifles to $400,000, to include the building of 
four more first-class rifled is neither extrav t nor is it ap- 

roaching extravagance. e can cut off in many other places where 
ne are needless expenditures of public money double, quadruple, 
yes, ten times that, and to great advantage. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. WITHERS. All the argument of the Senator from Kentueky 
will resolve itself into this: that we should expend this money to 
secure protection for our harbors, not in the construction of twelve- 
inch rifles but in such guns as are used by European nations, such 

as Krupp manufactures, such guns as are now manufactured in 
England, of eighty or one hundred tons. Those are the guns really 
effective; and ev ent urged by the Senator from Kentucky 
would indicate to us that it is throwing away money to manufacture 
these little twelve-inch rifles, that we ought to devote it to the con- 
struction of guns of eighty or one hundred tons. : 

Mr, BECK. My only answer to that is that our eers say that 
the twelve-inch rifles will Eep off every iron-clad ship now floated 
except the Inflexible and the Duilio, and they can never come. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I have no apprehension of a war. 
I livé very near the coast, but I do not think we are in any danger 
from a foreign war within any short time, nor do I believe that the 
best protection against the ibility of a foreign war is the arming 
of forts along our coast. I believe that we have a stronger argument 
to address to the nations of the earth than simply mounting heavy 
cannon upon our forts, We ought to build up our Navy. That is 
where our protection arises. We should build up our Navy and teach 
the nations of the earth that if they venture upon a war with us we 
have the capacity to destroy their commerce, and thus appeal to their 
fear in reference to their 8 interests. Lou have an additional 
security in that against the quent of a foreign war. 

Now, in reference to whether it is advisable to have guns of a larger 
caliber, I have heard the Senator from New York say that there was 
no proper position in which of that capacity could be mounted 
about thé eras of New York, if I understood him aright. That may 
be the case in the other harbors of the country. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will garage me, I did not say there 
was nq place about the harbor of New York where such could 
be mounted. I only said that the existing coast fortifications about 
New York were not adequate to receive these guns. Of course they 
could be put out of doors or put on parapets, but they cannot be 
brought within the fortifications, and from there speak like fortifi- 
cation 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That was my understanding; but perhaps I 
was unfortunate in the expression I used in representing what the 
Senator had said. My understanding was that none of our forts are 
at present sufficiently constructed to mount these What is the 
consequence if that is true of all our harbors and forts? Then when 
you have the guns, you must go to work and erect fortifications to 
mount the so that they may be valuable for purposes of defense. 
In my opinion, it would be better to economize in reference to forti- 
fications, and make more liberal es mt pare to the Navy of the 
country. I believe that we have expended a very large amount upon 
the Navy of this country, much of which has been wasted; but nev- 
ertheless our true arm of protection aginst foreign invasion isin the 
Navy of this country. never we have a sufficient navy upon the 
-high seas, you may rest assured that the commercial nations of Europe 

are not going to risk the destruction of their commerce by en ng 
in a war with us. If, therefore, we would provide against. possibi — 
ity of collision with foreign powers, in my opinion we better 
12 5 care of our Navy; put that upon a footing to enable it to cope 
with the navies of England, France, Italy, and the other nations of 


E 

I think the condition of our Navy at present is a reproach to the 
nation. Notwithstanding we have spent within the last ten years 
more than $200,000,000 upon the Navy, to-day, according to the best 
information I can get—and some of that has been derived from inves- 
tigations where Admiral Porter and other naval officers testified—our 
Navy is not in a condition to meet a third-class European navy upon 


this bill is concerned, I believe the additional expendi- 
ture of $175,000 for the purpose of manufacturing four twelve-inch 
guns is unnecessary and will not avail anything. Perhaps, before 


they are ever used except for the p of showing what they can 
do, before there is any possibility of their being used in a foreign 
war, some other man invent another gun, and say that the ca- 
pay. of that gun is so much superior to these that he will come 

ere for an appropriation and ask us ‘to make an appropriation for 
the manufacture of his gun. So far as I am concerned, 1 shall vote 
against the additional appropriation. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from Dela- 
ware is as anxious as any one can be to see that the country is prop- 
erly defended from foreign powers; but he devotes his attention 
entirely to an increase of the Navy. He proposes that whatever be 
expended shall be expended upon an increase of the Navy. I quite 

with him as to the necessity of an increase of the Navy, and as 
to the advan’ to the country and the indispensable necessity of 
increasing the Navy; but I cannot quite understand that if we do 
that we have accomplished all that we can if we yet leave the har- 
bors of the nation unprotected and leave them open to any foreign 
enemy which may be able to cross the ocean, and without the slightest 
obstruction to enter our harbors and destroy our commercial towns, 
and destroy our Navy in harbor. I cannot quite understand the 
economy which oppresses my friend from Delaware as well as my 
friend from Pennsylvania so as to leave the harbors of the country 
unprotected. 
he Senator from Virginia says that the policy we have pursued for 
the last fifteen years is the policy we should continue. t is the 
polic of lettin 8 alone, and doing nothing toward protec- 
ing the coast of the United States, for the reason that for the last 
fifteen years no harm has come from it, and no harm having come 
from it for the last fifteen years, he is satisfied that the best way for 
us is to trust Providence for the next fifteen years. Now, sir, if we 
have escaped for the last fifteen years, it seems to me that that is no 
reason why we should expect to escape hereafter. I would put as 
much trust in that power which the Senator from Virginia seems to 
repose upon as any one; but I am inclined to think that Providence 


expects of us something on our part, and does not pro to enter 
into the business of our coast defense unless we are to defend 
ourselves, 

The Senator from V; ia says furthermore that it is not quite cer- 


tain yet that we know the best way to defend our harbors, and there- 
fore he does not propose to maké any effort toward it until by some 
revelation in which the nation qhall ave no part, some divine reve- 
lation from that power which has for the last 
of us, a light shall be shed upon this question that s leave noth- 
ing for us but to walk in the path opened for us by somebody else. 
He does not know yet that a twelve-inch will do that which a 


fifteen-inch gun may hereafter prove that it is n to accom- 
hep Well, I do not know it. Nobody can know it. Nobody can 
ow whether an eleven-inch gun will be sufficient to protect our 


harbors or not. But I am quite certain that they will not be pro- 
tected without some sort of a gun. As to the to o upon which my 
friend from Virginia is ing to rest and re mself with perfect 
security, I am not quite certain that he can tell us that it will always 
explode at the right moment and in the right place. I think ri- 
ments have demonstrated that the torpedo alone is quite harmless 
that without protection in connection with the to o it will be 
com tively little service in defending our harbors. 

e Senator from 55 desires to pursue that course of 
ecenomy which has so ill ted the administration of public affairs 
for the fifteen years 

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator misstates what I said. I said that 
I could not understand the policy that would be silent while mate- 
rial was cheap and labor was cheap for five years, and immediately 
when they became dear should undertake to expend large amounts 
of money in building fortifications or guns to put upon them. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood the Senator to say just that. The pol- 
icy which has been pursued for the last fifteen years is that which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania so admires that he desires to continue 
it. Itisa poney of doing nothing, so eulogized by the Senator from 

t is the policy, to do nothing toward the protection of 
our harbors. The reason that has so commended that policy to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is that now iron is bigh, labor is high, it 
will cost more to-day to do anything toward defending our harbors 
than it would have cost five years ago; and he cannot understand 
why, having escaped for fifteen years any harm, ee now—that 
was it I believe—especially now, when iron is high and labor is hi 
we should do anything toward defending our harbors, ~- I hope 
Senator from Pennsylvania does not iron to be lower for a 
good many years or labor to be lower. I hope my ‘friend from 

ennsylvania is not about to adopt any poin o approve any policy 
that will Dring iron down or labor down. the tor does not, 
then the Senator does not propose to do anything teward harbor 
defense for a long time to come. Ih other words, the proposition 
of the Senators from Pennsylvania and Virginia is to abandon the 
coast defenses altogether, because they do not see to-day any cloud 
of war in the horizon. Well, sir shall we wait fill the cloud a 
and is about to break, and then look aboit us to discover whi 
is the best method of coast defense thenf or had we better address 
ourselves to it now in time of peace and when no danger is pressing 
upon us? Had we better wait till the cloud does regs in the hori- 
zon. before we make a contract to construct a gun that it will take a 
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year and a half to complete, when the cloud will burst and have spent 
itself and gone before the gun can be constructed? 

I do not understand this ne I do not understand the economy 
of this policy. I have not n so tly charmed with the policy 
of the last fifteen years as the two Senators on the other side seem 
at this moment to I have been one of those who have believed 
that it has been anything but a policy of economy to 5 the Navy 
of this country to go to decay and to pass off from the ocean, or the 
harbors to go undefended, while all other nations have been embrac- 
ing every kind of possible improvement, have been devoting them- 
selves to the investigation of every new method, have been increas- 
ing their expenditures at home and putting upon the ocean new kinds 
of armament of every nature and we have been quietly waiting here 
to see the cloud arise. That is not true economy. That is not fol- 
lowing the precept of the Father of his Country “in time of $ 
prepare for war.” That is not the way to keep the peace. That is 
not the way to protect the flag. That is not the way to inspire re- 
spect for the flag upon the ocean. The true course isin this very time 
of peace, when we see no danger at hand, to take care at every point 
and in ey possible way that when danger does arise we shall be 

repared for it. 

z Mr. WITHERS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Massachusetts 

were permitted to state his adversary’s positions unchallenged he could 

certainly secure a great forensic triumph. As I never proposed in the 
ent which I addressed to the Senate to await for some special 

revelation from Heaven in order that we might be apprised of the 

existence of any danger, I think it unnecessary to reply to that fiction 

of the Senator’s fancy. 

I do not propose to repose myself quietly upon torpedoes as fur- 
nishing the sole defense for our harbors. I merely mentioned them 
as one of the elements of defense. 

But, sir, I want to go further, and I desire to call the attention 
especially of the Senator from Massachusetts to the fact that this do- 
nothing policy, this “ masterly inactivity” which he taunts me with 
observing or advocating, is the policy which was pursued by himself 
and his political associates upon this subject ever since the close of 
the war. What change has come over the spirit of hisdream? Why 
is it that this champion of economy on the subject of fortifications 
and gunnery during all these fifteen years now comes before the Sen- 
ate as the champion of reckless and indefinite expenditures in the 
same direction? Were not the war clouds just as far below the hori- 
zon apparently during these fifteen years as they are to-day? Why 
is it, then, I ask, that this champion of economy in former days comes 
now before us and advocates, with his associates, the most extrava- 
gant, in my judgment, and useless expenditure of the public money ? 

ere is an answer which will suggest itself to the mind, I have no 
doubt, of every Senator present. 

I think, Mr. President, that this proposed departure is one which 
should challenge our criticism and examination. It is not the mere 
increase which is now suggested that is objectionable ; it is that this 
is to be the entering wedge, if it amounts to anything at all, to an 
expenditure of millions upon millions of dollars of the public money, 
because it is manifest that the constraction of four guns will be abso- 
lutely worthless as a means of defense, and four times four, and ten 
times four, and fifty times four will be required before you can put 
your harbor defenses in such condition as will enable you to challenge 
the movement of any hostile force; and you must construct more 
than twelve-inch rifles, you will have to construct eighty to one hun- 
dred ton guns; you will have to construct a system of fortifications 
of which England furnishes the example in spending thirty-five mill- 
ions f annum in perfecting her fortifications. Is the Congress of 
the 2 States prepared to embark in such a system of public ex- 
pen 

Manifestly, however, there is no paralletism between the condition 
of England and this 3 and the argument that may well apply 
with force to the polog ot ngland in reference to fortifications and 
batteries would be entirely inapplicable to this country. England is 
in N separated by a narrow channel from other maritime powers 
equal almost, if not entirely so, to herself. It is neeessary, therefore, 
that she should protect her seaboard by the most elaborate and per- 
fect system of defense which her engineers are able to devise. Ve 
occupy a very different position. e do not t a collision with 
any European nation. ere is no earthly probability, so far as I 
know, that such a thing is in the near or in the remote future; and 
the ent of the Senator from Massachusetts would resolve itself 
into this, that because we may by possibility be thus involved in a 
foreign war, we should expend millions of dollars in arming for it now. 

The maxim “in repare for war” is a very good one within 
certain limitations; butthe Father of his Country never designed it 
for such an application as that which has been given it by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. By parity of reasoning, if some one should 
3 5 Senator, me I have no oe holds in horror 
everything like the carrying of any weapon on his person, that some 
grad fase or ruffian may 3 attack him before he gets to his 
boarding-house to-night, he ought to sling revolvers around his per- 
son and put a bowie-knife in his bosom—precisely the same argument 
in the one case would apply to the individual as applies in the other 
to nations. We propose that no foreign nation with impunity shall 
insult us. Wesuppose that no foreign nation proposes to invade our 


country, to enter our harbors, or insult our flag. And, sir, trusting 


that the Senate in voting upon this bill will heed less the appeals of 
the Senator from Massachusetts than they did his practice when he 
was in a position to control this very 9 and when these same 
recommendations came up year by year from the chief of the Ord- 
nance Department, to which he paid not the 8 attention, I 
hope the Enst of the United States will turn a deaf ear to the ap- 
peals which he makes to them to-day. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I rise to defend my honorable 
friends on the otherside of the Chamber from any such insinuation as 
has been hinted by the honorable Senator from Virginia. I do not 
believe those who are associated with us upon the other side have 
been troubled with any surplus of economy with t to this mat- 
ter. I expect in a very few days to be able to show, and as I think 
conclusively to the Senate, that they have made appropriations of 
money for the p of completing or perfecting the Navy, or mak- 
in ditions to the Navy, of something like seven or eight million 
do on three or four vessels of war without knowing whether 
they would sink or swim when they were completed. Events have 
shown that they will not float. 

Mr. WITHERS. Just one moment to call the Senator’s attention 
to the fact that my remarks were not addressed at all to the expend- 
itures for the Navy but to the fortification bills. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iexpect to show that an expenditure of about 
$8,000,000 has been made for the construction of four or five iron- 
clads for harbor defense without knowing when the appropriations 
were made whether they would sink orswim. Itis now determined, 
and I think determined by a board of competent officers, that if com- 
pleted they will sink while lying at the dock. I do not believe that 
it is exactly fair to charge the gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber with a very great amount of economy. 

Mr. ON. Do I understand the Senator from New Jersey to 
say that a board of officers of the Navy have condemned the four 
monitors of which he is speaking ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. I mean to say that the construction 
of the four monitors was commenced by a proposition made by cer- 
tain contractors with the Navy Department, and the proposition read 
in this wise: “I propose to build a certain vessel,” undescribed, “ in 
accordance with plans and specifications,” and the plans and specifi- 
cations incomplete, “for a certain sum of money.” The Navy De- 
partment said in reply, “Your proposition to do certain work is ac- 
cepted.” The vessels were commenced ; appropriations of money have 
been made to the amount of millions of dollars for the purpose of 
constructing those monitors. Five of them were commenced. In 
relation to one of the monitors a board of uny was appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy for determining whether the vessel when 
complete would be of any service to the Government. The first board 
reported that after deducting 37 per cent. of the weight of armament 

roposed by the plans and specifications furnished, not by the Navy 

partment, nor by any officer of that Department, but by a favorite 

contractor—that when 37 per cent. of the weight of armament was 
taken from that vessel she would sink at the dock. Not satisfied 
with that a second board of survey was appointed by the Secre 
of the Navy, which concurred in the first report. Not yet satisfi 
with that, the honorable chairman of the House Committee on Naval 
Affairs then decided that some further information was needed, and 
the Secretary of the Navy was requested to name two officers, and 
he selected two of the most capable naval officers of this or any other 
Government—one was Chief-Constructor Lenthall, and the other 
Chief-Engineer Isherwood, of the Navy—who for integrity of cher- 
acter and for capacity have no superior in this country or in any other 
in their respective stations; and these gentlemen declared, after 
they had made a survey of this particular vessel, that the vessel when 
8 the dock, if completed in accordance with the pan and 
specifications named in the second board’s report, she would then be 
four feet under water. 

But one of the five vessels has ever been in ted by any board 
of officers, much less a competent board. The Terror, which lies to- 
day at Cramp’s yard in Phi 00 the Monadnock, which lies at 
the Mare Island navy-yard, California, the Amphitrite, which lies at 
the yard of Harlan & Hollingsworth at Wilmington, and the Mian- 
tonomah—bnt I speak specially of the three first named—were com- 
menced in exactly the same way by plans and specifications fur- 
nished not by the Navy Department but by the contractors them- 
selves, The contractor proposed to build a vessel for a certain sum 
of money. The Government said to him, go on and build the vessel 
in accordance with your own plans and specifications, and at your own 
pao They dealt with $50,000 or $100,000 as though it was a simple 

agatelle, and the vessels were ordered to be constructed. Upon 
those three vessels, as 1 say and repeat, an appropriation of millions 
of dollars has been made, not directly, but indirectly. I say that it 
is not known to-day that any one of these vessels would float, if com- 
pleted, in any kind of a manner in which the military adaptation of 
the vessel would be considered of any value whatever. Let it be 
remembered that I speak of the Puritan, upon which three several 
boards of survey have been held, and it is shown that after deduct- 
ing 37 per cent. of her weight of armament, and that entirely at the 
mse of the military adaptation of the vessel, then she sink. 


t sort of economy is that which our honorable friends on the 
other side speak of that can appropriate millions of money out öf the 
Federal Treasury simply upon the recommendation of some con- 
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tractor who wanted work to perform for the Government, and that too 
at his own price ? The Government did not even go to the expense 
or the trouble of furnishing that contractor a plan or specification 
upon which his vessel should be built, but he agreed to build for 
a 877 number of hundreds of thousands of dollars an undescribed 
vesse 

Mr. President, talk of economy; talk of an appropriation of $175,000 
for the purpose of harbor defense, when our friends on the other side 
have e as has been stated, in the neighborhood of 

„000, 000 in the last ten years for naval purposes, and if it has all 

expended in the manner that I have described in reference to 

these four vessels, I think it is about time we began to investigate 
the subject. 

I wish now to give notice that within a Mast Cah days I 8 in 
answer to certain petitions which have been ded us, one I think 
from the State of California and others from other States respecting 
the condition of these monitors, to be able to present to the Senate 
a detailed report giving the history of the whole affair from begin- 
ning to end. Then I believe my honorable friend from Virginia will 
not be willing to say that there is any economy on the other side of 
the Chamber with respect to naval matters. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, modern naval science appears to be 
an attempt to solve the old problem of an irresistible force meeting 
an impenetrable body. The effort of the great naval powers for the 
last fifteen years in Europe has been to construct, in the first place, 
an armor that no projectile would penetrate, and then to make a gun 
that no armor could resist ; and thus far they have pretty well suc- 
ceeded. The little iron-clad monitor that destroyed the rebel fleet 
during the war would to-day be as useless as an empty cheese-box, 
and the gun that five years afterward would have destroyed it would 
to-day be as useless against the first-class iron-clads of the world as 
a pop-gun against the rock of Gibraltar. And in my judgment any 
money that is expended to-day in pursuance of this amendment offered 
by the Committee on Appropriations if it would to-day result in the 
construction of a gun at would destroy one of the iron-clads, will 
in twelve months from now be utterly useless. I believe the money 
might just exactly as well be thrown into the Atlantic Ocean; and 
on this account F shall very cordially for one vote against the amend- 
ment offered by the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, only a word or two. 
I have no wish to delay a vote, and I want the bill to pass. 

Something has been said about economy, and the Senator from Vir- 
ginia and the Senator from Massachusetts especially spoke of the 
expenditures for fortifications for the last few years. I have the fig- 
ures here. Let me say to the Senator from Massachusetts that for 
the last three years, 1878, 1879, and 1880, the expenditures for this 
p , the expenditures for three years covering the whole subject 
of this bill were $275,000 each year. This bill as it comes from the 
House appropriates $375,000. The Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions has amended it in two particulars, one for the preservation of 
forts and the other for guns, &c., amounting, the first to $50,000 and 
the second to $175,000, making $600,000 in all in this bill for the pur- 

of fortifications. This is more than double as much as any sim- 

lar bill for the last three years has contained, and I think the Sen- 

ator from Massachusetts and the Senator from New York ought to be 
satisfied with the present bill in view of that fact. 

Mr. DAWES. I am a good deal surprised at the statement of the 
Senator from West Me a that, though this Government expends 
nearly $300,000,000 in different ways every ee the whole amount 
expended upon coast defenses, upon fortifications in the time he speci- 
fies is such a pitiful sum as that which he mentions. I should have 
been willing to say that the Government should have ed four- 
fold that amount every year if it had propery regarded the impor- 
tance of the defense of the harbors of the Union. How much, I ask 
the Senator from West Virginia, has the Government expended every 
year for the improvement of harbors and rivers? How much did it 
expend last year? Wasit not near $7,000,000? Iam not criticising 
it. Iam comparing that expenditure with the pitiful sum of a few 
hundred thousand dollars in three or four years for defending the 
harbors, the importance of which as the outlets to his rivers, as the 
means of making them effective, cannot be overestimated. y 
this little sum for their protection against the world has been ex- 


ded. 
P°sir, I am ashamed of it, instead of commending it; but, whether it 
be worthy of commendation or condemnation, I said not a word about 
it. It was the Senator from Virginia who held up for admiration the 
course of the last fifteen years as the course to be pursued for fifteen 
years more. It was not I, sir. I said I did not approve of the policy 
of 3 the defenses of our harbors go to decay or our Navy to 
despoiled and rotted at our harbors or waste away without being built 
up or protected. It was not I, sir, who urged that course. Now, the 
Senator from West Virginia has presented to the country an argu- 
ment stronger than it is ible for any other want to present, to 
show the necessity of doing something, of beginning to repair and 
to turn from a policy like that which has been pursued for the last 
e eee b body to take the few good-for-nothing 
© are upon some e tew -Lor-ny 
ships of rene wa tate and KAE them in our harbors as a method for 
somebody has told us to- 


ense. The few ships of war we hav 
‘bor and into Charleston 


day, we had better take into New York 


be | oft 


Harbor and sink them there, and thus defend our harbors; but we 
had better not spend a dollar for preparation to manufacture a gun 
that will be of any worth to us in defending those harbors. 

The Senator from Virginia says that he hopes nobody will attack 
me on my way to my home to-night, but he does not think it neces- 
sary for me in order to take care of myself that I shall in advance 

ard myself with bowie-knives and pistols. Would the Senator 

m Virginia expect me when I am attacked to ask the assailant to 
wait a minute while I can run and buy a revolver to take care of 
myself? [Laughter.] The Senator from Virginia and myself would 
be in a pitiable position if going down the Avenue we should be 
assailed by some ruffian and we should beg him to hold on a minute 
until we go somewhere and find out where the best revolver is, and 
whose e is the best, and where we can get it the cheapest, and 
whether iron is bigh or not, and whether the laborers are entitled to 
more to-day than they were yesterday, and ask him to wait, beg him 
to wait! [Laughter. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
has attained the mature age of forty years at least, and I apprehend 
he has never ya had the necessity to equip himself with an arsenal 
either of revolversor bowie-knives. The same thing applies to us as 
a people. For sixty-five years we have had no necessity to prepare 
for a war with a foreign power; for sixty-five years we have pursued 
a policy that simply meant justice, moderation, fair-dealing with the 
nations of the earth, and to protect ourselves by protecting our just 
relations with every nation on the face of the earth. This was the 

slay sae 7 55 e the fatua pr Bis Republic, and it has 

n the policy for sixty-five years, as the icy of peace has been 
the policy of the Senator from . 7 
Now, sir, until there comes some reason for preparing for a war with 
foreign nations, Iam unwilling in the condition of progress in the 
art of war, in the condition of trial of the great im ee of war, 
to enter upon the expenditure of millions upon millions in arming 
our fortifications, in constructing our fortifications anew, in making 
for this people an expenditure of perhaps $100,000,000, or, if one 
course obtains, another sum; Iam unwilling in this condition of prog- 
ress in the world to enter upon a reversal of the policy that has been. 
I admit, a waing policy, but is a policy that cannot be laughed 
down. It is one that is founded deep and broad in the Constitution 
of this country and its relations with other nations. It means simply 
that fair dealing with other nations is the best protection of peace 
with other nations. We cannot, by equipping ourselves with large 
guns by making fortifications, insure peace. 
en the time comes that the experiments of nations whose trade 
is war, whose people are in a continual state of turmoil because of 
apprehensions of war, shall have brought to those le the deter- 
mination that the point has been reached at which the dest gun that 
ean be found has been found, then, sir, I shall go with you in equip- 
ping the fortifications of this country with that gun. But until that 
time does come, it is just and true economy to stand by the policy 
that we have stood upon during the past five years, that of appro- 
priating simply enough to keep our fortifications from rusting and 
going t decay. When that time shall have arrived, I shall be with 
© Senator from Massachusetts in giving, not bristling fortifications 
that shall make us the equal of Russia or England, but a just meas- 
ure of defense for our important harbors. 

The Senator says that I ought not to find fault with the increase 
of the price of iron or the compensation of laborers. I do not, sir; 
but, putting the Government in my own place, I assert that it would 
be most unwise for me to enter upon the construction of a piece of 
work that I had to construct after the prices that had entered into 
that construction had become threefold that which they were dur- 
ing the five years i Hence I say it is unwise and inexpe- 
dient, because of the reasons given by the Senator from Virginia and 
the reasons which I have just feebly attempted to give to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, I am unwilling as a Senator here to enter 
upon a policy that I know the Senator from Massachusetts will 
with me must entail upon the Government the expenditure of hun- 
dreds, if not thonsands, of millions in reconstructing our fortifica- 
tions, in placing new guns upon them, because the world is not to 
the point at which we ought to start, and because the necessities of 


this people demonstrate that it becomes us to take care of our money 
to pay our debts. . 
Mr. EATON. As a member of the Committee on Appropriations I 


desire to say that I am not myself in favor of a great expenditure of 
the public money at any time; and I do not propose at this time to 


call names our friends on the other side of the Chamber if 
T api iled in the last ten years to properly ane for defense 
e country. The question is, is it proper that this ill should pass 


now in the form proper, not whether the matter ought to have been 
done ten years or n years ago or five years ago. 

Now, sir, so far as the Committee on Appropriations can learn, it 
takes eighteen months to construct, to build a gun of the character 
four of which this committee have recommended that the United 
States should build, at an e eee $40,000 to the gun. If 
Iam wrong my friend from lowa correct me. 

Mr, N. The Senator is right. 

7225 MATOR It is shonn, that. 8 A 
wai r fifteen y. and my good frien: m Virginia places 
reliance not only upon P torpedoes; 
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fifteen years on the faith of Providence and on the faith of torpedoes, 
and now he 

Mr. WITHERS. And have we not 5 

Mr. EATON. You have been perfectly safe; but both may fail you, 
though I hope neither will. But here is an expenditure of $40,000 a 

or four guns. There is not an armored ship afloat anywhere 
fiat can cross the Atlantic Ocean that would not be destroyed by this 
gun—not one. 

They talk about those two Italian ships. The best engineers in 
France and Germany say that they cannot stand a storm in the Bay of 
Biscay, and England has not sent one out for the last four years that 
has not turned topsy-turvy and gone to the bottom. 

Hereis a gun at an expense of $40,000 that can destroy any ship 
that can cross the Atlantio Ocean at this time. Do not talk about 
your eighty-ton and your one-hundred-ton They are not nec- 
essary. Science has determined this matter; science has determined 
that it is impossible that you should sail an armored ship across the 
Atlantic of the character of the two Italian ships. There is not a 
scientific man, so far as I know, in the army or navy of any country 
in the world but what has determined that question. 

Now, I would build these four guns, and Iam sorry that my friend 
from Kansas and my friend from Massachusetts who are so anxious 
to build them now did not build them four or six or eight years ago. 

Mr. DAWES. So am I. 

Mr. EATON. So are you. I am happy to get the admission from 
you. I do not Propose myself to scold my republican friends because 
they failed to do this thing four ago. it is right to do it let 
us do it now—all of us, republicans and democrats—and not talk 
about whether it will cost $5 a ton more for iron or five cents an hour 
more for labor. If it is necessary let us do it. 3 

e ak See HIE wil paaa amended, and that we shall build 
these four nly four—as proposed. But, says my friend from 
Virginia—I think it was he, or perhaps it was the Senator from Kan- 
sas—in a very little while some new projectile will be discovered, 
some new armor will be invented that this gun will not penetrate. 
Very well, Mr. President; whatever we can make here to-da 
that we know will protect the harbors of Charleston and Norfo 
and Boston and New York let us make them; and if there shall turn 
out to be an armored ship hereafter that can cross the Atlantic that 
guns will not be effective against, then they can be placed at 
other points in our extended and we will have other guns 
to protect the great ports of entry of the country. I think there can 
be no loss here, no loss to the country in any sense, in constructing 
these four and I hope the Senate will do it. 

Mr. M. Mr. President, I only want to say one word in vin- 
dication of the truth of history as to congressional legislation upon 
this subject. The Senator from Connecticut has expressed his regret 
that this side of the Chamber did not four years ago inaugurate this 
policy which some of our friends are now contending for. I want to 
say to that Senator that the policy of doing nothing except appropri- 
ating merely enough money to prevent our fortifications from going 
to ruin was adopted just four years ago, when the other end of the 
Capitol announced the policy before the Sood of saving $40,000,000 
as they said they were going to save, when they went to work and 
cut down ev ing everywhere, without rhyme or reason, for the 
purpose of making a showing on peper of saving $40,000,000, and after- 
— 5 came in and made upa very large proportion of it by deficiency 

I know that for several years I haye, as a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, struggled to have some appropriations made for 
harbor defenses. I did not believe in the poog at merely prevent- 
ing them from rotting down. But I oyi the Senators on the other 
side that it has been utterly impossible to do it, because appropri- 
ations for this purpose would count in the appropriation bills, and 
they would fail at the other end of the Capitol to show a large savin 
upon former appropriations. And hence the policy has been adop 
and parand to leave our harbors utterly defenseless, as they have 
been left for the last few years. 

I am Very glad to see that a new Gre is taking possession of some 
of our friends on that subject, and I for one am ready to co-operate 
with them to the best of my ability in making the necessary appro- 
priations for arming these forts to some extent. I protested against 
this four years ago from this very place where I am now speaking. I 
attem to show then that it was bad economy; that in of 
suspending all these works at a time when the appeal made by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania could not be made that everything was 
high priced, but at a time when the labor of the country was pros- 
trate, when iron was almost worthless, when it would be not only a 
benefit to the country to make these appropriations but a benefit to 
the people to have the work to do, the true course was to go on with 
these works. But that was refused because it was believed it would 
swell the aggregate of appropriations, and consequently these de- 
fenses were left unprovided for. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President—— 

ne PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yie 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly. 

Mr. EATON. I hope my friend will not misunderstand me. Ithink 
I used the expression that I had no hard words to say with regard to 
my friends on the other side; no matter what caused this thing, 
whether it should have been done ten years ago or-five years ago or 


four years ago, if it is right let us do it now. That was my expres- 
sion. I certainly did not mean to say one word to give cause for 
expression from my friend from Minnesota of the character whi 
he has chosen to use with regard to me. 

Mr. WINDOM. My friend did use the expression ‘four years ago.” 
Mr. EATON. I think I said “ten years ago, or five years ago, or 


four zoen agoi 

Mr. W. OM. The expression “four years ago” was what struck 
my ear, and I remembered so well what took p four years ago, 
when the hue and cry was raised that forty millions must be saved, 
that I could not avoid making the remarks I have made in vindica- 
tion of the truth of history, not with any personal reference to the 
remarks of my friend from Connecticut, however, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations striking out “ two hundred and 
twenty-five” and inserting in lieu thereof “ and the manufacture of 
four improved breech-loading twelve-inch rifled guns, four hundred.” 

Mr. WITHERS. Icall for the oF feios and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ÄLLISON. I do not intend to occupy time; but inasmuch as 
the yeas and nays are to be called on this question, I desire to say a 
single word Deore the oe 4 barr ae 5 

very argument made by those who oppose this amendment is an 

ment against this Whole bill; and if these ee are to pre- 

vail and control Senators in their votes, then this bill ought to be 

laid on the table, because every part of it and every feature of it is 
of the same character as the pro; amendment. 

There are three things here. First, we propose to keep our forti- 
fications in substantial repair; we do not propose to enter upon a 
new method of constructing fortifications. Secondly, we propose to 
continue experiments with reference to torpedoes. i we pro- 
pose to build gradually and systematically rifle-guns. ‘All of then 
and each of them are essential to protect our harbors and our sea- 
coast defenses. All experiments which have been made with torpe- 
does show that they are ineffectual et methods and machines 
which have been invented to destroy them. The great English iron- 
clad ships have surrounding them which go along and lift up 
the torpedoes. There is no question about that. And the same prin- 
ciples of 5 will set a mine of torpedoes on fire from 
the shore can also be used for counter-mining purposes and set tor- 

oes on fire from on board ship; and repeated experiments have 

n made showing that this can be done. So you cannot rely for 
your defense wholly on any torpedo system. A fleet of iron-clads 
comes up and the first iron-clad destroys entirely the torpedoes in the 
channel, and the remaining vessels of the fleet pass on and shell New 
York City or any of our great cities on the east or on the west. 

I do not anticipate any trouble with any foreign nation more than 
any other Senators do, but if it is necessary to protect these fortifi- 
cations at all, let us Pea them with modern guns. Smooth-bore 
guns of course are of no effect against modern vessels, and we have 
only to-day one hundred and ten eight-inch rifled cannon in the 
United States. We have but one smela a ede igon rifle- 
and an eleyen-inch altered from a fifteen -inch smooth-bore. 
to-day constitutes the modern system of guns in our Army and Navy 
and upon our fortifications. 

Now, we simply propose here to add to this present armament four 
new twelve-inch rifle-guns, and we intend that these rifled guns shall 
be put at the places where they are most needed. The Senator from 
New York said in his remarks that he knew, and it did not need an 
engineer to tell him, that a twelve-inch rifled gun could be pat any- 
where en barbette or in parapet. I know of course that a twelve-inch 
rifled gan can be put out on the prairies in the State where I live; 
but I do not suppose the Chief of Engineers will order it there. i 
suppose he will order it in New York bor or at Hampton Roads 
or at some other we where the heavy iron-clads can enter a har- 
bor; and that to the extent of its ability it will resist that entrance; 
and we have oy four or five of those places. 

Mr. President, I submit that if we are to have any fortification bill 
at all, we should begin this process of manufacturing new . The 
Chief of Engineers told us that to properly protect the harbor of New 
York alone would require some four or five hundred of these guns, and 
with new fortifications added also. We simply make this beginning, 
it is an i proai with $175,000, and that is all. J should ill- 
ing myself to increase it to $500,000, or $900,000 as the Ordnance De- 
partment recommend. We have added simply a small sum here for 
the purpose of pope two guns instead of using the whole appro- 
priations for the transformation of smooth-bores into rifled guns. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I only desire to state in a very few 
words the reasons which induce me to support the amendment offered 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

We have not from Portland, Maine, to the mouth of the Rio Grande 
one single well-defended harbor. We have not in the entire Ameri- 
can Navy enough good sea-going vessels to make a respectable Pina- 
fore fleet. That is our condition, and we would find it a startling 
condition if we should get into a war with a foreign country. 

The py of the Government has been, whether wisely or un- 
wisely I will not say, to make appropriations simply to preserve and 
protest the existing harbor defenses and make the necessary 3 

he id of this amendment is to make four improved breech-load- 
ing twelve-inch rifled guns. It is claimed, and said to be so on the 
authority of scientific men, that these guns will pierce any iron-clad 
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vessel afloat and be capable of sinking it. While I have grave doubts 


of the realization of these expectations, they appear to be entertained 


nly. 

Mr. EATON. I think my friend alluded toa remark I made. Isaid 
that except the Italian iron-clad and one other there were no ships 
afloat that this projectile would not pierce, though I did not say, nor 
have I ever heard, that any scientific man has said that a projectile 
from this gun would pierce either of these ships; but they can no 
more come here than I can swim there. 

Mr. MAXEY. I was going to ask the Senator from Connecticut if 
he . that the iron-clad vessels to which he referred will ever 
cross the Atlantic Ocean ? 


Mr. EATON, No; they cannot get here. 

Mr. MAXEY. As a matter of course I am referring to the class of 
vessels which are.sea-going vessels—iron-clads—made for the purpose 
of attack and defense ; the vessels to which he refers are simply 
splendid floating batteries, designed for harbor defense—not attack. 
T had no reference to those two vessels of which the Senator makes 
mention, for of course I have no thought they will ever attempt to 
cross the Atlantic. I had in mind the class of vessels which might 
attack New York Harbor, Boston Harbor, or any other harbor in the 
United States, and I say I do not believe that these guns would sink 
the class of iron-clad sea-going vessels now made by the great na- 
tions of the world, and designed for both attack and defense. 

At the same time I do not care to put my individual opinion against 
what is classed as the scientific opinion, and entertained by members 
of the Appropriations Committee, who appear convinced of the fea- 
sibility of the plan by those who have made this subject a study. 
At all events it is well worth the experiment, and if this experiment 
shall prove the fact that twelve-inch rifled guns can protect our har- 
bors, then we can begin in due time, and I hope not very far off, to 

rotect our harbors from Portland to the mouth of the Rio Grande; 
From Sitka to San Diego. Then, in connection with the shore bat- 
teries of such guns and the torpedo system, which has been tried very 
recently in the Turco-Russian war and elsewhere, we may feel reas- 
onably secure. I do not believe that the torpedo system would be of 
any avail whatever unless PoS by shore batteries. If shore bat- 
teries can be made out of this kind of guns, all right, you will at 
least have some sort of protection to your harbors. 

This simply is in the nature of an experiment, and on an exceed- 
ingly small scale. If it be a wise sung to make these guns, as the 
committee tell us it is from the information they have, the amount is 
a mere trifle; and it is sound policy, it is sound economy on the part 
of the United States Government to make the appropriation, if the 
testimony before the committee was fairly satisfactory, as I have no 
doubt it was to them. For that reason I shall support the bill, and 
I do hope and trust that the time will come when the Naval Com- 
-mittee will courageously bring in here and present a bill for an Amer- 
ican Navy such as is worthy of the American people, and then I hope 
that such navigation laws will be enacted as will enable ships built 
anywhere to be bought by Americans and registered under the Amer- 
ican flag and let the American le go upon the markets of the 
world and get for their money the t ships they can for the least 
amount of money. Let the free flag of America protect American 
owned and registered ships wherever built. Thus we shall have, very 
soon, a marine to protect worthy the American people, a Navy to pro- 
teet it, and our great commercial cities on the seaboard protected by 
an efficient Navy and proper defenses of their harbors. All that can- 
not be done in a day, but this is a step in the right direction. Let 
us have well-defended harbors; a merchant marine worthy this great 
country, and a Navy capable of protecting it on every sea, in every 
clim 


0. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, if I do not say anything on this 
bch apap will the next thing to be done be to take the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is on 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered, and if the Senate is ready 
for the question those Senators favoring it will, as their names are 


called, answer “ yea,” and those op answer “nay.” 
Mr. MORRILL. Then I will not say anything. 
Ə 


— being taken by yeas and nays resulted—yeas 47, nays 
12; as follows: 


YEAS—47. 
Allison. Blair, Cok Gordon, 
Bailey. < Bru: Sa of W. va. Herea 
Baldwin, Burnside, Dawes. Hill of Colorado, 
Bayard, Call, Eaton, of 
Beck, Cameron of Pa. Farley, Hoar, 
Blaine, Cameron of Wis, Ferry, Johnston, 
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Kellogg, MePherson, Or, Vance, 
Kernan, Maxe: Eddy. Williams, 
Kirkwood, Mo 
Lamar, Paddoc Rollins, 

NAYS—12. 
, Harris, Saulsbury, Walker, 

Davis of III., Ingalls, Slater, Wallace, 

Pendleton, Voorhees, Withers. 

4 ABSENT—17. 

Butler, Hamlin, Morgan, Vi 
Carpenter, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Whyte. 
Edmunds, Jonesof Nevada, Saunders, 
Groome, 5 
Grover, M Thurman, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I desire to offer the following 
amendment, to come in on line 18, after the word“ dollars“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania that from line 18 to 27 has not been read. Let 


that be read, and then his amendment can be taken up. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Committee on ppropriations 
has 2o e amendment, but the reading of the bal should be 
completed. 

e reading of the bill was concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Now the amendment of the Senatar 
from P lvania [Mr. CAMERON] will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the pro amendment, which was, after 


the word “dollars,” in line 18, to insert: 

Provided, That th ufacture of said confined * 
3 Lory Posmay - said guns shall not be to guns ex. 

Mr. WITHERS. I su to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
whether that matter had not better be left to the Ordnance Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. WALLACE. The Senate has determined that these four guns 
shall be constructed. Pennsylvania thinks one of them ought to be 
built on a different system from that which the Ordnance Department 
has agreed upon, the Crispin system. As the bill now stands, there 


will be four built of one class. We think there are other guns 
quite as good as that. This is to permit the department to adopt one 
of those 8. 

Mr. C RON, of Pennsylvania. As I understand, there are two 


or three different kinds or systems of guns, and this money is to be 
expended in experimenting upon the different kinds of guns; but 
the Ordnance Department, as I am told, and I believe such to be the 
fact, have determined to expend it all upon one system, to make foar 
guus of one kind. If there are other guns of equal value with the 
one they have determined upon I want one of those guns tried. They 
have one system of rifling called the Crispin system. There. is an- 
other one called the Mann system. There is still another which has 
some other name. Each manufacturer claims that his gun is at least 
equally good with the others, and probably a little better. I want 
the riments made upon more than one kind. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. y I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania 
whether the inventor of this gun has a patent upon it—Mr. Crispin ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I do not know anything about 
that; whether there is a patent or not on the gun. There are prob- 
ably patents on all these but I do not know it to be so. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I know in the Post-Office Department there 

are sa Meco: that the Department shall pay nothing for royalty ; 
and I do not know but that it would be a very proper provision to 
put on this billthat no part of the money appropriated s used 
to pay royalty to an inventor. ; 
Mr. WALLACE. I think there is nothing of that kind in refer- 
ence to either of these systems or descriptions of I said 
when I was up before, the guns which the Ordnance Department has 
selected are known as the Crispin guns. I think they have been 
testing a number of guns of different character for the last six, eight, 
perhaps ten years. A known as the Mann gun has been con- 
structed in Pennsylvania and is believed to be qoae the equal of the 
Crispin gun. Our 5 is that if the bill stands as it is, the 
department will apply the money exclusively to the purchase of the 
four guns of the Crispin character. We want an opportunity to have 
one of the other guns built and tested. That is all there is of it. 
The department has seen the gun and I think there is no royalty on 
it whatever, no claim for patent whatever. I think I may safely say 
that in neither character of guns is there any ee es claim any 
patent or royalty whatever. The simple purpose of this amendment 
is to require the department to build one of another séries of guns 
than those four that they have as I understand it, agreed or under- 
taken to build. 

Mr. BECK. The matter was laid before the sub-committee and I 
believe before the whole committee as well, by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania as to requiring the department to make some of the 
four guns of a different character from the others; and the commit- 
tee believed it was not good policy for Con to dictate to the de- 
partment what character of sthey should use. We assumed that 
the Ordnance Office, after the experiments they have made and 


with all the information they haye obtained, were much better qual- 
ified to judge as to what was the best gun than either the Senate or 
the House of Representatives. This amendment will compel the đe- 
partment to take some other gun even if they are satisfied one is much 
the best. We were unwilling to say that. 
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You will observe the language “ and for machine guns, including the 
conversion of smooth-bore cannon into rifles.” me years ago it 
was “ for the purchase of the Gatling gun,” and as soon as that was 
inserted, although I believed the Gatling was the best, men came 
from all parts of the country and said “ we have guns equal to the Gat- 
ling gun; this gun, that gun, which is quite as good.” e committee 
then very properly, instead of limiting the Ordnance Department to 
any particular gun, even the Gatling as a “ machine gun,” as was once 
proposed, leaving it for the department to determine, thought it 
would not be proper for us to say they shall select a particular gun 
whether they like it or not. Let them get the best, and be responsi- 
ble to us and the country for what they do. That is the objection we 
had to the suggestion. 

Mr. Mo N. I did not hear the Senator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey will 
suspend his remarks until the Senate is in order. r 

Mr. McPHERSON. I rose simply to make an inquiry. I under- 
stand the Senator from Kentucky has already answered the inquiry, 
but not being able to hear him I wish to put a question, Would not 
the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania have the effect of 


compelling the Ordnance Department to accept guns which they did | j 


not approve of? \ 

Mr. BECK. Certainly; that is the very reason why I said we should 
not do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAMERON. ] 1 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MAIL TRANSPORTATION DEFICIENCY. i 

Mr. WALLACE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the 
appropriations for the ene of the mails on star routes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALLACE, ji move that the Senate do now adjourn. _ 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I rise to a personal explanation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be in order, 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the question! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana is rec- 


CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR KELLOGG. 
Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I ask that the Secretary read the 
extract that I have marked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana asks 
that an extract be read by the Secretary. The Secretary will read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR HILL—THE WOMAN RAYMOND BROUGHT TO WASHINGTON 
FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES. 

It is well understood in Washington that the woman Jessie Raymond was carried 
there by W. P. KELLOGG, the Frog totes gene ny from Lonisiana, and that he has 
been threatening for some time to have suit t unless Senator HILL would 
cease his efforts to have him (KELLOGG) unseated. o si of the seduction is 
not believed by those acquainted with the facts, and, even if it be true, resort to 
so dastardly a means to attain a political end can only recoil on the head of the 
concocter of the scheme, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, this article is published in the New 
Orleans Democrat, which reached me in my mail last night. The 
same matter in substance I find was recently sy e from this 
city to several points in the South. I have never heretofore noticed 
a newspaper article, however unjustly or falsely it may have reflected 
upon me. I do not know that I ought to notice this even now ; but 
possessed, as I am, of some information that I deem reliable, and 
which leads me to believe that there is a settled purpose in this arti- 
cle, and others of like import, to prejudice me re; ng a matter 
that may come before this 83 or to divert public attention from 
another quarter to myself, or in some manner prejudice me, I feel jus- 
tified in calling attention to this article. 

I desire to say that the article read by the 1 so far as it 
relates to me, is absolutely false in every respect; that I never at any 
time had any connection whatever with the matter alluded to in this 
article either directly or indirectly; nor had I any knowledge of the 
matter until it was generally known ; nor had any other person or 
persons, with my knowledge or consent, any connection, directly or 
indirectly, with this matter. I pronounce the authors or originators 
of this charge, whoever they may be, or wherever they may be, wan- 
ton and malicious calumniators, who characteristically strike in the 
dark and in the back, but are too cowardly to come to the front. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I offer a resolution 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas the following in the New Orleans Democrat, a new: b- 
lished in New Orleans, Sn the 9th day 15 March, 1880, purporting to * 


0 


from a 8 called the Charleston News: 
It 18 understood in Washington that the woman Jessie Raymond was car- 


ried there by W. P. KELLOGG, the and that he 
has been threatening for some time to have this suit t unless HII. 
would cease his effor'! oero ana porn sian ausat akyat beg petanton 
is not believed by those acquainted with the facts; and, even if it be true, resort 


to so ly a means to attain a political end can only recoil on the head of the 
concocter of the scheme:“ 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Chair who shall 
inquire and report concerning the truth of the charges and ns in said arti- 
cle and the facts and circumstances connected therewith. committee shall 
3 to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ a clerk 
and ographer, and to sit during the sessions of the Senate, 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, has the Senate come to this, that 
every article scandalizing a Senator that appears in any newspaper 
in the country, great or small, is to require a committee of the Senate 
to investigate it? It is time that we should stop this abuse of our- 
selves, for it is adegradation to the Senate to take notice in this way 
of such charges. I will not ask for a vote on this now, but I give 
notice that when the resolution shall come up on Monday I shall ask 
the Senate to lay it on the table and let it sleep the eternal sleep. 
The resolution goes over, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution goes over. 

Mr. WALLACE. I renew my motion that the Senate do now ad- 
ourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and fifty minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 12, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
INDIAN TRUST FUNDS. 


Mr. SCALES. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table a bill, Senate bill No. 1195, and to put it 


upon its passage. If gentlemen hear what the bill is and what it 
pro they will not object. It is important it should pass te-day. 
a e SPE The gentleman will briefly state the object of the 


bill, 

Mr. SCALES. The object is this: There has come into the hands 
of the Secretary of the Interior a very large amount of Indian trust 
funds. He asks permission by this bill, for he cannot do it without 
authority of law, to deposit them in the Treasury in order that hê 
may draw interest upon those funds. He cannot now invest them 
because the law requires he should get 5 per cent. He cannot, in 
bonds, get 5 per cent., and therefore the funds must remain in his 
hands without drawing interest, a barren fund to the Indians unless 
this bill is passed. It simply allows him to deposit the funds in the 

v 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection; but the bill does 
not seem to be upon the Speaker's table. 


HOMESTEAD SETTLERS, 


Mr. PAGE. I ask by unanimous consent to refer a bill while the 
Clerk is looking for the bill of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

The SP R. The Chair hears no objection. RLS 

On motion of Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, a bill (8. No. 316) 
for the relief of homestead settlers on the public lands was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred’ 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider. * 


MISSION OF SAINT JAMES, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


On motion of Mr. STEVENSON, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House was discharged from the further consid: 
eration of a bill (H. R. No. 3278) for the relief of the mission of Saint 
James, in Washington Territory, and the same was recommitted to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, not to be brought back by a 
motion to reconsider, 


PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP CONTRACT. 

Mr. MANNING. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to Pre’ 
sent for action at this time a preamble and resolution, to which I 
think there will be no objection, as a similar resolution was intro- 
duced a few days ago in the Senate and referred to the Judiciary 
Committee there, without objection from anybody. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it has been announcedin the public press that a contract has been en- 
tered into by and between the Central Pacific Railroad Com and the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company on the one and the Pacific ‘Gteamship Com- 

y on the other by the terms of which contract the Pacific Mail Steamship 
mpany, in consideration of receiving $1,320,000 annually for five from the 
railway companies, binds itself to accept and charge such rates freight and 
mgers as may be fixed by the railroad companies, and to collect the same from 

the commercial public ; and ` 

Whereas the effect of such a contract is ee ee to the public interest 
and contrary to the public policy that controlled 8 in chartering the Union 
Pacific Company, and in granting to both railway companies subsi- 
dies in money and lands: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire, 1 Bor 
San and peyern Sa AI vepert what TODEA In OATES to protons DA 

an s nece: 
Panie iat fine promina s ani ack e e i in aration and Eo 
port by bill or otherwise. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution! 

Mr. BREWER. Does that provide for a special committee? 

The SPEAKER. No; but refers the investigation to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I have just come in and do not know 


what it is, and must object. 

Mr. MANNING. Several days ago this matter was called up in the 
Senate and a resolution similar to the one I have offered was adopted 
unanimously, referring the question to the Judiciary Committee, as 
it involves the power of Congress to legislate on this subject. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I may be under a misapprehension, and 
I must ask for the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. MANNING. You will have no objection to it, I think, when 
you have heard it read. 

The resolution was again read, 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I have no objection to the consideration 


of that. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. I object. 

INDIAN TRUST FUNDS, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the bill which the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
asked and obtained permission to take from the Speaker’s table. The 
delay in finding it was caused by a mistake in the number. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. No. 605) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain fands 
` in the United States Treasury in lieu of investment. 


Be it enacted, £c. FORE SOT OE Oe 
ized to deposit in the Treasury of the nited States any and all sums held by him 


mrchased for at tir investment, whenever he is of the 
terests of the Indians will be promoted by such deposits, in 
and the United States shall pay interest thereon semi-annually, 


eu of investments; 
from the date of 


tof any and all such sums in the United States Treasury at the rate per cent. 
pulated by treaties or prescribed by law ; and such payments shall be made in the 
usual manner, as each may become due, without further appropriation by 
Passed the Senate February 9. 


Mr. HOOKER. Is that a Senate bill? 

Mr. SCALES. Itis. If the gentleman from Mississippi will per- 
mit me, the Secretary of the Interior at present cannot make any 
investment in United States bonds because they do not pay 5 per 
cent. The United States is bound by law to pay 5 per cent. The 
only remedy is to deposit the fund in the Treasury and allow it to 
draw interest, which can be obtained. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does that provide for the payment of the annual 
interest on these funds? 

Mr. SCALES. Yes. I will state that at present the Secre can- 
not make any investment in United States bonds, because they do not 


pay r cent. 
ill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and, 
being en d, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
0. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CHEROKEE AND ARKANSAS RIVER RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. CLAFLIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5086) to incorporate the Cherokee and Arkansas River Railroad Com- 
pany; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH J. HILLS, 

Mr. CLAFLIN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5087) for the relief of Sarah J. Hills; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH D. THOMAS. 

Mr. McGOWAN. Mr. Speaker, a pensioner in the State of Michi- 

gan, a widow with a dependent family, was allowed a pension by 

Department, and the arrears amounted to about $1,424. The 
voucher went to the pension agency at Detroit, and was allowed, and 
a check was drawn on the depository there for the payment, but was 
lost in transmission through the mails. In order to secure her pay- 
ment she made the necessary affidavit as to the loss—— 

Mr. MILLS. Is this in the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER, It is by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McGOWAN. When it was ascertained that the Department 
only paid or made duplicate checks where the loss was $1,000 or 
less. In order to get her payment she must wait now for three years 
or else a special act must be passed for her benefit to allow a dupli- 
cate check to issue. This matter was laid before the Pension Com- 
mittee this morning and they are unanimously of the opinion that a 
bill of that character ought to pass, and in obedience to their in- 
structions I now present a bill and ask unanimous consent that it be 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Beit enacted, £c., Whereas the United States pension agent at Detroit, Michi 
on the 29th day of ‘May, 1579, issued a check, numbered $0425, drawn on the Second 


National Bank of Detroit, a United States depository, in favor of Elizabeth D. 
Thomas, ee residing at Grass Lake, Michigan, for the sum of $1,424.70, in 
pa; tof pension then due said Elizabeth D. Thomas; an 
said check was lost while being transmitted by mail from Detroit to 
said pensioner at Grass Lake and has not since been found or paid: Therefo: 
That the pension agent at Detroit, Michigan, be, and he is hereby, instru to 
issue duplicate check numbered 59425 igh amet ee of Elizabeth D. Thomas, 
ided, t e 


The bill (H. R. No. 5089) was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HARLOW s. STREET. 

On motion of Mr. SPARKS, by unanimous consent, Senate bill No. 
747, for the relief of Harlow L. Street, was taken from the Speaker's 
table, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. There are several gentlemen who desire an o 
portunity of referring bills, and the Chair hopes the gentleman 
now give them a few moments before demanding the regular order. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I withdraw the demand. 

TRADE-MARKS. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred House resolution No. 125, “to amend the Con- 
stitution of the United States,” and a bill (H. R. No. 2573) “ to author- 
ize the registration and protection of trade-marks,” and several peti- 
tions on the same subject, by unanimous consent, reported, as a 
substitute, a bill (H. R. No. 5088) to authorize the registration of 
ee pr res ma 2: proton t the same; which was a first and 
second time, and, accompanying report, recommitted and 
ordered to be printed. semn 

The SP. „Under the new rule these subjects cannot be 
brought back under a motion to reconsider, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I ask unanimous consent to have a Senate bill 
taken from the Speaker’s table for reference to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Mr. BARBER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. My request is merely for the reference of a bill 
to a committee. sane 

Mr. BARBER. I have bills also which I desire to refer. I cannot 


eld. 

The SPEAKER. The 5 order is the morning hour; and this 
being Friday, the morning hour is devoted to the of committees 
for reports of a N ivate nature, under the new rule. 

Mr. McMAHON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCMAHON. My object being to have the House proceed with 
the consideration of an appropriation bill, I wish to know whether 
dispensing with the morning hour will give the entire day for that 

or if it will require two motions ? 

The SPEAKER. It will require two motions, under the new rules: 
first, S ee with the morning hour, which under clause 3 of 
Rule ay ies a two-thirds vote; and, secondly, to dis 
with the consideration of private business, which under Rule XX VI 

uires a two-thirds vote. The Clerk read the rules, 
e Clerk read clause 3 of Rule XXIV, as follows: 

The morning hour for the call of committees shall not be dispensed with excep’ 
by a vote of two-thirds of those present and voting thereon. g 

The Clerk also read Rule XXVI, as follows: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private business 
—.— otherwise determined by a two-thirds vote of the members present and 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the rules is itself a sufficient an- 
swer to the question of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr.McMAHON. For the purpose of enabling the House to proceed 
to the consideration of an appropriation bill, I now move 
morning hour be dispensed with. After that has been voted upon 
favorably I will then move to proceed to the consideration of the ap- 
9 bill as against the Private Calendar. 

. GARFIELD. I think the gentleman will find the House dis- 
poer to 2 with him as to taking up the e bill. But 
ask him before he insists on his motion to allow me to report a bill 
from the Committee on Ways and Means that it may be put upon the 
Calendar and printed. It is a unanimous report from the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The L from Illinois [Mr. BARBER] is the 
gentleman who demanded the regular order. If any matters are to 
come in by unanimous consent the Chair must recognize the gentle- 
man from Florida, [Mr. DAVIDSON. ] 

Mr. McMAHON. I insist on the regular order, and ask a vote on 
my motion to dispense with the morning hour. 

e question being put on Mr. McManon’s motion, there were— 
ayes 106: noes 47. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I call for tellers. 

Tonoa were ordered; and Mr. MoManon ard Mr. BRIGHT were 
a in 

he House again divided; and the tellers e 118, noes, 43. 

So the morning hour was dispensed with, (two- voting in 

favor thereof.) 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio now moves that the 

operation of Rule XXVI, soting apart Friday for the consideration 
22 business, be dispe with. 

. MCMAHON. For the purpose of proceeding to the considera- 


tion of an appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. That the gentleman states for the information of 
the House. The motion can only be agreed to by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I ask for tellers. 

eee were ordered; and Mr. McManon and Mr. BRIGHT were 
appointed. 

r he House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 122, noes 29. 
So the motion was agreed to, (two-thirds yoting in favor thereof.) 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MCMAHON. The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
recommitted the bill to 8 for certain deficiencies for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1880, have authorized me to report back the 
said bill, with an amendment and ashort accompanying report, which 
I ask may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4924) app 
the a riations for the service of 
June 30, 1880, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I wish to ask if this bill has been printed. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Yes, sir; all except an amendment, which is con- 
tained in about three lines. 

Mr. FORT. I do not know whether there is anything in this bill 
subject to points of order; but I reserve all points of order. 

r. Mc ON. Lask that the report of the committee be now 


read. : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The money appropriated by this bill amounts to $1,265,530.50, intended to supply 
r foe wt are su a 40 be the urgent needa st the Goverment for ths 
present fiscal year, no other moneys are app: . 

The chief items are for the public printing, 000 ;) $600,000 for the United 
States marshals and their general deputies, and for the completion of the public 
panting + Chicago, ($100, 


.) 
itional ce in the Post-Office. 
tension of that service, $42,500 i app 
For rtation of aay y millions of coin to Philadelphia and other 
places, for d into bullion, and the reshipment of same, the sum of $25,000 is 


riated. 
ihe. sum a riated for the public prone and binding, if added to sums 
already appropriated, wil make the tures for the fiscal year 1880 $1,882,162. 
The expenditure, if continued to end of fiscal year at same rate, would be $2,223,243 
perannum. This is nearly five hundred thousand dollars more than have been 
expended for any year since 1875. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I now ask that the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the clause at the end of the bill, stating the total sum to be appropri- 
a oin 5 aes 8 the ent of the fees and e; ses of United 
States macahale and thelr general apatis during the fiscal yun ending Tune 30, 
A. D. 1880, $600,000. 

The total sum recommended by this bill is $1,265,530.50. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to reserve all points of order. 
ae SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] has 

ne so. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Of course the bill must go to the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, That is one of the points. 

Mr. McMAHON. I desire to inquire of the gentlemen on the other 
side whether two hours of general debate upon this bill will be satis- 
factory to them. I will state in making that inquiry that there are 

rovisions in this bill which ought to be made the law at a very early 


Mr. CONGER. I understand that there are A sig tap peg or will be, 
by way of amendment to this bill, 5 e question of putting 
political riders on i Poa bills, If that be so, then two hours 
will not be enough for general debate. 

Mr. ATKINS. My pgs os on the committee [Mr. MCMAHON] 
means two hours on each side. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Four hours in all. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If this bill is simply and purely an appropri- 
ation bill, then we will want but little time for general debate. But 
if on the contrary there are provisions in the way of riders which 
will raise other questions, then we cannot tell how long a time will 
be needed for debate. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I know of no riders to the bill, except that I un- 
derstand the Committee on Printing proposes to offer an amendment 
in regard to the election of Printer. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then let it be understood that if such an amend- 
ment be offered debate can be had upon it beyond the debate allowed 
. B OWS. I desire ak li 

8 ire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BURROWS. Is it in order to limit debate upon the bill before 


ly certain deficiencies in 


sly prensa 
ent for the fiscal year ending 


Ə Governm: 


ent, made necessary by the ex- 


it has been considered at all in Committee of the ole? 
The SPEAKER. Itis not. 
Then I object to limiting debate. 


Mr. BURROWS. 
Mr. GARFIELD. 


Then let us go into Committee of the Whole and 
commence debate. 


Mr. MCMAHON. I move that the House now resolve itself into 


* 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 

considering the deficiency appropriation bill; and in order to test the 

sense of the House I move, pending that motion, that all general de- 

bate upon the bill be limited to four hours. 5 

„ I have made the point of order that that cannot 
ohe. 

The SPEAKER. The uniform practice of the House has been to 
commence the consideration of a bill in Committee of the Whole be- 
fore any limitation is put upon debate. 

Mr. McMAHON. Very well; then I move to go into Committee of 
the Whole. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION, ETC. 

8 motion to go into Committee of the Whole, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives : 


if not deemed incompatible with the public interest, copies of such dis) 


Shanghai VV 
u an 
of China which forbid Sxpatriation.” portoni OEE 
R. B. HAYES. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 11, 1880. 


Mr. DAVIS, of California. Imove that the message just read, with 
the accompanying papers, be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. M’KINNEY. . 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
of War, transmitting papers in the case of Mary A. McKinney; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


MILLER’S CARTRIDGE EXTRACTOR. 


5 also i before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, recommending an appropriation to pay damages awarded 
for the use of Miller's patent cartridge partons which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


DAMAGES BY FIRE AT CAMP SUPPLY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of War, transmitting the petition of Captain W. J. Lyster, Nine- 
teenth Infantry, and others, for relief on account of losses sustained 
by fire at Camp Supply, Indian Territory, July, 1877; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the House of the following title ; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing the Secre of the Interior 
and Secretary of War to employ additional clerks for the balance of 
this fiscal year to expedite the settlement of pension applications, 
and for other purposes. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To e for a few days, on account of important busi- 
ness; an 


To Mr. McCook, indefinitely, on account of important business, 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. OVERTON asked and obtained unanimous consent for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of 
Charles M. Warner; no adverse report. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS IN LOUISIANA. 


The SPEAKER. On behalf of the Committee on Commerce the 
Chair asks consent that the surveys and estimates for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors in Louisiana, lately sent to the House 
from the War Department, and referred to the Committee on Com: 
merce and ordered to be printed, be withdrawn from the Public 
Printing Office and referred in manuscript to the Committee on Con- 
merce, as they are needed by the committee in the consideration of, 
business before it. There is some difficulty in the printing-office in 
regard to printing these maps and estimates, and they are needed 
immediately by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. To be withdrawn only temporarily, I suppose. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, so that the committee may have immediate 
access to the manuscript. : 

Mr.CONGER. Let the order be made for the temporary withdrawal 
bc ar that they will be printed hereafter. 

. ACKLEN. There is no objection to that. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Obio [Mr. MMA] that the House now resolve i 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering a deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. want to give notice to the 
House that I am instructed by the Committee on Brin ‘ting to offer an 
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amendment to the deficiency Arig sear bill, proposing a change 
in the manner of electing the Public Printer. 

Mr. WILSON. Let that amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and the Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] gives notice of an amendment 
which he will offer to that bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. If there is no objection, I would 
like to have the amendment now read. 

The SPEAKER. That is not necessary. 

Mr. McMAHON. Let it be read in committee when offered. 

The motion of Mr. MCMAHON was then severe to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. CARLISLE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, which, unless the first reading be dispensed 
with, the Clerk will now read. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4924) makin, 3 to supply certain 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes, was 
read. 


Mr. McMAHON. Mr. Chairman, Members will have observed from 
the reading of the bill that the c it contains are for the 
current fiscal year only—that this bill is not the general bill which 
usually comes in at the close of a session to clear up all deficiencies 
for the past and present fiscal years. It isfor the purpose of providing 
the means of carrying on the Government in certain departments to 
the end of the present fiscal year. This ap to have been made 
n in most cases by the growing business of the country; in 
others probably by that inattention to the details of expenditure of 
which public officers are too frequently guilty; and in one instance, 
in my judgment, there has been a wanton of-the spirit of 
the law, if not its letter. I refer now to the appropriation for the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. 

I will not spend any time in discussing the question whether the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury ought to have more coal to 
steam up with during the present winter, or more ice to cool himself 
and subordinates before the 30th of next June. My impression is 
that he needs both in his Department. We have given him small 
appropriations for both purposes. Nor will it be worth while at pres- 
ent to allude to the minor appropriations contained in the bill. I will 
confine my remarks, in opening, to the two large items—the item of 

,000 for United States marshals and their general deputies, and 
000 for the Government 5 Office. 

The bill for the payment of United States deputy marshals was re- 
ported to this House on the 21st of January, 1880, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations. It has re- 
mained in that condition ever since. I say to the House (and I desire 
that the full extent of my words may be understood) that it has been 
withheld from report to the House up to this date by the unanimous 
vote of that committee. Pending the consideration of the new rules 
of the House, it was not deemed advisable by any member of that 
committee to report it back for consideration. The general deficienc 
bill upon which I am now speaking was finished (if it may be said 
to be finished yet) on the 5th of the 8 month, and reported to 
this House upon that day, ordered to rinted, and recommitted. 

I will say to the Committee of the ole that there are other 
matters which the Committee on Appro riations is now considering 
and which will probably go upon ill. I make this statement 
in order that the House and the country may understand why this 
bill comes in at so late a day. Some of these items were not sent in 
to the committee until a 5 period. The new rules went 
into operation last Monday, I believe, and were only finished yester- 
day one week ago. I have therefore availed myself of almost the 
earliest opportunity consistently with the demands of other public 
measures (and I refer more particularly to the funding bill) to bring 
this bill before the house in order that it may be p immediately. 

In this bill the appropriation for the is modified in its 
language, and differs slightly from the bill as originally presented to 
Ua Hones. The clause in the present bill reads as follows: 

For the vi ty te the fees and expenses of United States marshals and their 
general deputies earned during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, $600,000. 

Gentlemen will observe the language —“ general deputies.” The 
bill contains nowhere any appropriation for special deputy marshals, 
I call attention to this fact for the benefit of gentlemen on both sides 
of the House. The Committee on Appropriations thought it advisa- 
ble to appropriate.money for the genera purposes of the courts and 
the prosecution of crimes only. We do notin this bill appropriate 
any money for special . marshals; and I doubt whether the 
democratic party ever will appropriate any money for such special 
deputies so long as the law stands in its 2 shape. It Will be 
observed that the committee has confined itself to appropriation 
merely, and has a begin no legislation or words of exclusion. It 
has, however, failed or refused to appropriate any sum for special 


ties. 

' deputy marshals are appointed only for con ional elec- 
tions and only upon the occasion of such ions. ey are creat- 
ures unknown to the law except when appointed for an election for 
Representatives about to take plåce. e last Congress adjourned 


without making any Sir cr for special deputy marshals; in- 
0 


deed, it adjourned without making ä for any of the fees 
of marshals, because of a n between the different depart- 
ments of the Government. Of course the marshals and their general 
deputies attended to the business of the country without the appro- 
p tion, because the marshals of the United States and their general 

eputies do not derive their chief compensation out of the $600,000 
which we appropriate to them in this bill. They are paid out of fees 
in admiralty cases and the other civil suits in which the United States 
Government is not a 1 The United States marshals therefore 
continued to perform their duties, serving writs, warrants for private 
individuals and for the Government of the United States; looking to 
Congress to reimburse them for the expenses which they might incur 
in serving writs, &c., for the United States Government. This wasan 
ordinary, legitimate service, which was never in dispute. And every 
one is ready to make this amount ¢vailable for their use at as early a 
day as ible. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while it was proper for the marshals of the 
United States to attend to the general business of the country, being 
already in office and having many duties to perform, it was not proper 
for any officer of this Government to appoint special deputy mar- 
shals when no appropriation had been made for that specific purpose 
and when, on the contrary, all the appropriations for marshals had 
failed because Congress was unwilling to vote a dollar for special 
deputies, the President insisting upon the absence of certain restrict- 
ive clauses in the bill containing such appropriations. 

I desire to say to gentlemen on both sides of the House that I have 
now no letter and know of none to offer to Congress from any officer of 
the Government stating we owe special deputy marshals in California 
anything. Indeed I do not suppose the Attorney-General would take 
the responsibility of saying t we did owe United States special 
deputy marshals any particular sum of money in the absence of a 
propriations, because the law is very explicit on the statute-boo 
that no department of the Government has the power to incur an ob- 
ligation in the absence of an appropriation for that purpose. The 
law was laid down distinctly by Attorney-General Williams in re- 
gard to the printing of postal-cards when no appropriation had been 
made for that purpose. The President of the United States con- 
firmed the doctrine in a message which he sent to this House in the 
month of June, 1876; and the Secretary of the Treasury, in an ex- 
ecutive document which I have before me, says expressly there is no 
power to incur any obligation on the part of the Government unless 
money has been 5 for that special pe. Thereſo 
although we know by report, by telegraph, and possibly by officiat 
letters in response to inquiry to the Attorney-General, that we had 
seventy-six hundred dollars’ worth of special deputy marshals in the 
State of California at the late election in that State without know- 
ing how many; yet they are not in a shape to claim any relief at the 
hands of this Government, and, in my judgment, they have long since 
been paid by the republican central committee. Any proposition to 
amend this bill by inserting $7,600 would be simply a proposition for 
the relief of the republican central committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Has the gentleman any right to make that state- 
ment, or any information upon which he bases it? 

Mr. Mc ON. I base it upon the well-known character of the 
re 5 

. HAWLEY. For paying its debts. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Exactly. It pays its debts early; it never re- 
pudiates anything, not even the public debt. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is this a public debt? 

Mr. MCMAHON. Ob, no; it is the private debt of the republican 


party. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Is it a private debt in any sense of the word? 
Mr. MCMAHON. Yes, sir. Is it the debt of the Government? 
Mr. HAWLEY. That is to be argued; itis not a private debt. 
Mr. MCMAHON. Is it the debt of the Government? If so, who 
incurred it? 
Mr. HAWLEY. That is to be argued; it is not a private debt. That 
is What I am arguing. 
Mr. MCMAHON. It is a private debt when certain gentlemen are 
pat, as they have been, upon public duty for which no appropriation 
been made, and are told if the Government does not pay them the 
rivate purse would. I know no public officer who has a right to create 
debt on the partof the Government; the proposition is as plain 
as two and two make four, that if any debt exists it is the debt of 
the republican central committee, and cannot, in law, be the debt or 
obligation of the country. No department can incur an obligation in 
the absence of an appropriation, (except in the Army and Navy. ;) and 
no public officer will take the responsibility of saying that we owe (in 
its proper sense) any one in such a case. 
ow, special deputy marshals are entitled, if properly appointed 
and there is an 555 for them, to $5 a day, General depu- 
ties are entitled to the ordinary fees which are specified in the statute. 


A general deputy marshal is entitled to be present at elections under 
the election law, (if it be as constitutional,) but he is enti- 
tled to no compensation for being present. The compensation of $5 


a day is confined expressly to special deputy marshals. A general 
deputy marshal has no fees even for arresting a man withont process 
on election day, for there are no such fees allowed. The supposition 
is that there is always a warrant, an attachment, or process of some 


U 
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kind or other. Of course, if he seizes a man who violates the law in 
his presence, he may be entitled to the 9 fifty cents for the 
commitment of the prisoner. He may be entitled to ordinary fees 
for attending before a United States commissioner. But these are 
fees to which he would be entitled if he held a warrant, and are in- 
curred in the ordinary course of judicial proceedings. ; 

But the Committee on Appropnenon thought, so far as their duty 
extended, that all they could do and all they were willing to do, in 
view especially of the recent decision of the Supreme Court, was 
this: that the general deputies’ ordinary fees should be paid, but the 
extraordinary fees of the special 1 marshals should not, because 
no appropriation had ever been made for that purpose, and their em- 
ployment was not authorized and created no obligation. 

There cannot be two sides, Mr. Chairman, to the question of law 
that, whether a law is constitutional or not, we have the right to 
determine how much shall be appropriated under it, especially where 
no amount is fixed. For example, if a public building needs $500,000 
to complete it Congress may say that in the present state of the Treas- 
ury, or in the present state of other advanced work, we will give 
nothing ; yet the building ought to be completed; or we will give 
$50,000; yet that may not be enough; or we will give $100,000; and 
that may not be enough. By committing to the House power to 
appropriate, the right is absolutely left in the House to determine 
whether it will appropriate for a certain purpose and how much it 
will appropriate. 

Of course I understand, as a legislator, that upon us rests the bur- 
den of refusing to carry out a law or refusing to carry it out properly. 
That is a responsibility we must take. We always have taken it, and 
I hope we always will without fear. j 

And I desire to ret fina because the Supreme Court of the United 
States has decided that the election law is constitutional by a sort of 
eight-by-seven decision—and I mean by that a division bf ppc 
according to party lines, (withont impu si, Sea faith of any 
member of the Supreme Court, but to show how differently a legal 
question may appear to persons who have been educated in different 

litical schools)—that although that court has decided the consti- 

tionality of the law, that when we come, as legislators, to pi 7 Yel 
ate money it is our duty to say, is this law constitutional? or, if con- 
stitutional, is it a good law, and are we bound to appropriate mone 
for it? Beyond that, we have a right to determine whether the exi- 
gency for any appropriation exists, or whether any obligation exists 
on the part of the Government for past services, or whether in the 
next fiscal year the country really needs money for this purpose. 

Now, I think I have said enough on the question of the appropri- 
ations for marshals to make our pu ciently clear. 

I will proceed, Mr. Chairman, to the second branch, and that is to 
the appropriation of ,000 for the continuance of the Public Print- 
er’s office. We have had a sub-committee at work that has been dil- 
igent in search of reliable information as to how much will be needed 
to carry on this Government for the rest of this fiscal year. That 
committee did not feel that it was authorized or bound to resolve 
itself into an investigating committee for the purpose of discovering 
whether there had been any fraud, peculation, or extravagance in 
this office, but simply how much was absolutely necessary to con- 
tinue the service for the rest of the present fiscal year. We exam- 
ined no witnesses ; only made inquiries. In pursuit of that informa- 
tion, we have been to the First Auditor’s Office, to the Register’s 
Office, and have an official statement from each, which I will ask to 
have printed with others in an appendix to my remarks. We have 
also several statements from the Public Printer’s office, which I will 
also ask to have printed, and from all of these I have on bar made a 
table of the expense of the Government, as against each fiscal year 
from 1875 down to the present time. 

Before I call the attention of gentlemen to the table I will men- 
tion a remarkable fact as to the Public Printers official report. I 
defy any intelligent man to scan these reports and ascertain from 
them how much has been spent in any one fiscal year out of the a 

ropriation made for that year. The Public Printer considers the 
et as satisfied when he reports to this House how much he spends 
in the course of the fiscal year, whether it was on account of o liga 
tions which were chargeable to the fand put at his disposal for that 

ear or for one or two years before that time. I submit that is no 
Intelligent re to the House of Representatives. We want to know 
in his annual report, and we will at the proper time cause the law to 
be so amended, if it requires amendment, that the amount expended 
for each fiscal year shall be reported by itself and charged to its 
proper year; so that when we appropriate $1,500,000 to carry on the 
rinting department for any year, say 1879, he shall report to the 
Tronis ow much has been spent each year out of that fund. Thus 
the expenditures for the fiscal year ending 1878 are reported at 
81,638,701, whereas they were in fact $1,741,152; and the expenditures 
for the fiscal year ending 1879 are reported at $1,716,012, whereas 
3 in fact only 81,573,352. And I mean, in the abovegthat out 
of the appropriations for those fiscal years the true expenditures (leav- 
ing out salaries and contingent og eae were—1878, $1,741,152, and 
1879, $1,573,352. After two years the unexpended balances are trans- 
seaved th tha Untied Sintea Treasnry asa corpiua fand. 

Without reading the tables from which I constructed my own, I 
desire to show to the House what have been the expenditures in this 
office heretofore. The result of a comparison of the Register’s tables 


and of the tables furnished by the Public Printer, will show that for 
the year ending in 1875 we expended $1,651,530; for the year 1876, 
we expended during that year and for the two years e ait 


$1,637,712 ; for the year ending 1877 we 2 $1,634,803 ; for the year 
1878 we spent $1,741,152; for the year 1879 we spent $1,573,352, and 
for the year ending 1880 we have spent $1,482,162, to the 1st day of 

last, eight months, and if we give to the Public Printer $400,- 
000, which he asks, he will have received and expended during this 
year $1,882,000. 

If we allow him to sany on his office for the remaining four months 
at the same rate of expenditure as he has carried it on during the first 
eight months of the current year, the expenditure of the year 
1880 would be $2,223,243; $500,000 more than the amount that we 
ot ever expended in any one fiscal year in the period I have desig- 
na 


What is the matter with the public printing or the Public Printers 
office? I desire to make no charges against the gentleman who 
stands at the head of that department and has control of it. Iwould 
not like to undertake to say to this House how much of the business 
of that department he understands and how much he does not under- 
stand. pas what is the cause of this enormous increase of the public 

rintin 
1 A D The extra session. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Thestatesman who has extra session of Co 
on the brain says“ extra session.” I thank him for that word; for I 
was coming to that particular point. In the fiscal year 1879 Congress 
assembled in the month of December and the session ended about the 
28th day of June, In the fiscal year of 1878 we came to the city of 
Washington, if I remember rightly, on the 15th October, 1877, and we 
staid until the Ist day of July 1578. That was a more protracted 
ae of Con than the regular and extra sessions of 1879 put 
together. But let me go back further. Let me go to the Forty-fourth 
Congress. In the first session of that Con „when the democratic 
party first came into poyer in this House, the understanding was that 

nyestigations should behad. Every committee of this House, almost 
without exception, was ordered to investigate. The Committee on 
the Judiciary the investigation of a distinguished Representative 
from Maine at that time, now Senator. I believe the Ways and Means 
Committee had an investigation ; the Post-Office Committee, of which 
I was a member, had a very lengthy investigation on its hand. The 
Naval Committee had a very heavy 3 on its hand, and, 
by now published during that session a pile of volumes several feet 

he committees on expenditures in the various Departments had 
clerks and experts and were investigating and taking testimony. 
And the country was flooded with the literature of investigations. 
testimony and reports and all that, such as it has not been flooded 
with since. And urng the following short session, during the fis- 
cal year ending 1877, did we not 8 N three large committees, the 
Louisiana, Florida, and South Carolina committees? The Louisiana 
committee was divided into three sub-committees. The Florida com- 
mittee and the South Carolina committee were also divided into sub- 
committees. Then the Powers and Privileges Committee was at work. 
We had more investigation, more reports, more testimony during the 
Forty-fourth Congress than any Congress that has existed for a long 
time. Indeed it was said that this system of investigation was ex- 
ceedingly costly and expensive to the Government, and that was one 
of the ments used against it. 

But without going into details, I have got the facts and figures, as 
taken from the Public Printer’s reports, to show what the extra ses- 
sion cost this country, as compared with others. If you will take 
all the books, with their estimated cost, as I have the figures here 
reported by the Public Printer—all the reports, bills, resolutions, the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, everything that belonged to the extra ses- 
sion of Congress, whether it helped us to anticipate the business of 
the regularsession or not—you will find the total cost of printing dur- 
ing the extra session (including 15 per cent. additional cost of paper 
for the recent purchases up to the end of this year) will amount to 
$252,000 only. That includes all the printing that was ordered by 
Congress in its extra session; and of course we anticipated in that 
extra session much that we would have otherwise ordered at the reg- 
ular session, Let me tell him that a great portion of the money that 
was spent in the extra session was spent out of the N for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879. Nearly one-half of it was spent 
out of that appropriation. Nearly all the cost of the pänting of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RD, which amounted to $59,000, bound and un- 
bound, would have to come out of that, because the bound volumes of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECỌRD are made up about one week after the 
daily RECORD is printed. The same is true of the bills and reports 
of committees, and everything else we have printed. All this came 
out of the appropriation for the year ending June 30, 1879, leaving— 
I have the figures here and will probably present the table as part of 
my printed remarks—leaving only as the expenditure for printing 
for this fiscal year, ordered Con , to come out of the appro- 
priation for this year, $140,000 or $150,000. The extra session, say 
the gentlemen on the other side, was costly and expensive. I have 
goie to the trouble, for the information of the House, of taking the 

gures from the Public Printer’s report, to show amount and cost of 
pnting and binding ordered by various sessions of Congress from 
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I find that in the fiscal year endin 


June 30, 1876, the number of 
a ordered to be printed by authority of the two Houses was 
10500 and the cost for the session ending in 1876 was $530,000. That 
was the year when the session of Congress ran to the middle of Au- 
gut, For the next „with the short session of 1876-77, the num- 
of pages pa was 57,921, and the cost was $434,652. For the 
fiscal year ending June, 1878—that was the year when Congress met 
on the 15th of October, 1877, and sat until June 28, 1878—the num- 
ber of pages ordered to be printed was 114,110 ; the number of copies 
17,696,000, and the cost $494,000. For the fiscal year ending 1879, the 
number of ages was 110,749; the number of copies 5,248,000, and 
the cost „000. d 

Now I will give separately what was ordered by the extra session, 
containing bills, reports, books, documents; all amounting to only 
35,000 pages, 2,530, copies, and the cost, including the increased 
cost of paper for which we are not responsible, was 031. There- 
fore, when 1 say that this increased cost of the Government 
Printing Office is due to the extra session, they have invented a fraud- 
ulent excuse to cover up the extravagance or the want of attention 
to public business in the Public Fang Offce. We have notin the 

fiscal year ordered printing to the extravagant extent which gen- 
tlemen on the other side ask us to believe. 

It hag not been owing to that. Even if it was, if we had ordered 
printing to the same or a ter extent, the improvements in ma- 
chinery, and the fancy of the present head of the Public Printing 
Office for machinery, would have enabled us to do all these suey, to 
the same extent at a much less cost. Let me read from page 15 of 
the report of the Public Printer for 1878 in regard to his improved 
machinery for printing and binding: 

IMPROVED MACHINERY FOR PRINTING AND BINDING. 


Improvements in machinery for the more rapid and economical manufacture of 
newspapers and books are constantly being 6, and those who do not use them 
work to great disadvan 

Seeing no reason why the Government Printing Office should not avail itself of 
some of these improvements, two large presses, on which to t the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, and other work when not needed for that publication, have been 
put into it. More work can be done on these presses than can be done on twelve 
Adams and by the employment of one-third of the number of employés 
* by those presses. 

ine book-sewing machines have also been put in operation, by which books are 
sewed with wire instead of thread, and at greatly reduced cost. 

To ascertain the economy in their use a daily record is kept of the work done on 
each machine, and contrasted with the cost of d-sewing. i 


* 
Thus, in fifty-two weeks, there will be a saving of $21,632 over the old method, 
should the machines be constantly at work. 
The saving is still greater in sewing larger books, such as the CONGRESSIONAL 
Record and the Revised Statutes. 
The result on the last edition of the Revised Statutes, being 15,000 copies, is as 


follows: 

Sr Ad $2, 400 
Dy tie MaGhiNesi l isogo eee besveaces 300 
r 2. 100 


When that report was made the Public Printer had nine wire-sew- 
ing machines on hand. I am informed that he has since purchased 
four more. Yet what do we find? I have his monthly labor report 
here, what is called the pay-roll of the office. Notwithstanding the 

ditures made during the last three 8 for improved machinery 
he is compelled to admit, for the figures do not admit of anything else, 
that whereas the ay-roll used to be some $90,000 a month it is now, 
or was for December, January, and February, $115,000 to $116,000 a 
month, or nearly that much. 

Mr. FINLEY. Has the gentleman examined in order to ascertain 
if the number of 5 ve been increased or decreased ? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I have not examined that subject; but the pay- 
roll has increased so largely that I have no doubt the number of em- 
ployés has been increased. 

I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, not only in view of this bill, but in 
view of other deficiencies that may come before the House, that wher- 
ever discretion is vested in a public officer in regard to the ndi- 
ture of large sums of money, you may depend upon it that that dis- 
cretion will be abused. I do not ey rset a republican office-holder 
is made of different material from a democrat offlce-holder. All that 
I — pae claim would be that long continuance in office rendered him 
negligent of public matters, indifferent to measures of economy and 
— which new men with new reputations to make might inaugu- 


rate. 

What check have we now a the Public Printer? We give him 
millions of dollars for the public printing, with no checks as to ex- 
penditures. When the October election comes on, and the State of 
Ohio is supposed to be in danger, politicians endeavor to get some 
persons into positions. There is no limit to the number of employés 
in that Department. Very nearly every other Department of the Gov- 
ernment is limited as to the number of its employés. You can tell 
exactly how many clerks or laborers can be employed in the State 

ent, how many in the Interior Department, how many in the 
Post-Office Department. But you do not know how many employés 
there are in the Public Printing Office. The great bulk of this money 
which has been so lavishly spent has been squandered by the unnec- 
essary employment of too large a force,and probably I may add by 


the extrav t purchases of material and meremiil 
Mr. HA Y. The gentleman says that 8 e may add that 
statement. Has he any evidence of it at all? 


Mr. MCMAHON. Of material, yes. The gentleman himself will 
remember the ngage we put to the Public Printer himself, 
5 No, I do not remember anything; I wish you would 
5 i 
Mr. MCMAHON. It is convenient to have a memory of that kind; 
mine does not serve me so well. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Imagination sometimes takes the place of mem- 


ory. > 

i McMAHON. You will find in his report an expenditure of 
$42,000 for When the Public Printer was before the committee 
he was asked at what price he had ponghi this type—at the cata- 
logue price or at reduced rates. He said to the committee that he 
bought it at ora pe price. Now, I put it to the gentleman from 
Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, ] who runs a newspaper himself, whether 
he buys type at catalogue price or whether he does not get a deduc- 
tion of from 15 to 35 per cent. when the purchase ranges from $2,000 
to $50,000. I give this instance as an answer, in part, to the gentle- 
man. 

Then nine machines, costing $1,500 apiece, were bought upon the 
pretext that | were labor-saving machines; but when these ma- 
chines are in full blast we find the pay-roll er than it ever was 
before; therefore, I say that the Printing Office gets along worse 
with these labor-saving machines than without them; that 8500 apiece 
for them would have been an extravagant expenditure if they have 
not saved money to the Government on the pay-rolls. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman allow me a remark ? 

Mr. MCMAHON. Certain 1 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman says that the pay-roll is larger 
than it was before these stitching-machines were put in o tion. 
Now, I submit it is not quite candid to state the matter in that way. 
The question should be, is the pay-roll larger for women employed 


stitching books? 
Mr. MCMAHON. I do not see that distinction specified in the 
Public Printer’s report. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I do not either.. 

Mr. McMAHON. I call attention, moreover, to the fact that after 
getting two large presses for the Printing Office, the Public Printer 
says in his report for the fiscal year ending June 30,1878: ~ 

More work can be done on these presses than can be done on twelve Adams 
p , and by the employment of one-third of the number of employés required 

y those presses. 

Now, I say to you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that this is an 
awful showing of economy if his report be true as to the capacity of 
these machines. I have made a rough estimate from the Public 
Printer’s Report, of the cost of machines purchased by him in the last 
few years. I find that during the fi ear ending in 1878 there 
were purchased, cylinder presses, $2,000; four roller presses, $4,000 ; 
fixtures, $512; one Acme PRIDE PAORS $900; one shaving machine, 
$390; one leading machine, $175; making $7,977. For binding: one 
Acme cutting-machine, $742; six sewing-machines, $9,000; fixtures, 
$400, and other machinery, making an aggregate for bindingof $11,174, 
which, with the printing machinery, makes $19,151. I find that dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending 1879 there were purchased two printing- 
presses, $1,700; one prioun pre, $3,800; one, $2,000; three press- 
ing-machines, $3,000, and various other items, making the expenditure 
for printing machinery for that year, $18,280. Then there was ma- 
chinery for binding: three presses, three wire-sewing machines, 
double-numbering machines, &c., amounting to $9,597, making the 
expenditure for machinery during the year, $27,877. For the present 
fiscal year the expenditure for this purpose, as reported by the Public 
Printer, is $61,000, making the expenditure for printing and binding 
machinery during the last three years, $109,028. 

All this recat Bas been purchased within the last two or three 
years; all of it is claimed to be labor-saving machinery. It is claimed 
that this machinery has been purchased directly by the Government 
without the intervention of any middlemen; that nobody interested 
in these purchases is hanging around the printing office to make any- 
thing out of them; that the sole object of the purchase was to cut 
down the number of employés. Yet if this Government Printing 
Office were run for the next four months at the same rate it has been 
run for the last eight months, the expenditure would amount to 
$2,283,000—$500,000 more than it cost before all this machinery was 


Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman will allow me to make a single re- 
mark, As a member of the Committee on Printing, I had occasion 
to examine this matter; and I found that during the six years pre- 
ceding the years of which the gentleman speaks, the present Govern- 
ment Printer and his predecessor purchased one hun and thirty- 
six thousand seven hundred and fifty-seven dollars and ninety-s 
cents’ worth of machinery. 

Mr. McMAHON. Now, I do not dispute that this is an enormous 
establishment, which must constantly be renewing its type and pos- 
sibly its 1 but I submit that in the face of these recent 
purchases, justified in the report of the Public Printer upon the idea 


that they are to result in economy in the wages of employés, we ought 
to have some more intelligent ek, mt than we have had from 
this officer of his enormous pay- 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is it not a fact that the Government is also re- 


nired to pay more for settin 
than is p ain private 88 


in the Government Printing Office 
ents through the country. 
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Mr. McMAHON. The Government is not required to pay more. 


The law as it stands fixes only a um rate—not the actual rate. 
It says the rate shall not exceed a certain amount. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I mean to say, does not the Government actu- 


ally pay more ? 
Mr. MCMAHON. I do not find fault with the amounts paid to the 
in that estab- 


employe or laborers of either sex who are engaged 
ishment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But is there not a general statute requiring that 
the Government shall pay no more for services rendered by these em- 
ployés than is 1 1 in private establishments for similar services ? 

Mr. McMAHON. 


I think not. I believe the law only names a 
maximum amount. I do not find fault with the rate of 


rages, as I 
have said. It is the large number who are employed, out pro- | gen 


portion to the appropriation for the fiscal year. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. The Government is printing a Igo number 
of publications for public use, and I should like to ask the gentle- 
man whether this increase in the expense of the printing depart- 
ment does not come from an increase of publications for the general 
public. I should like to know whether the gentleman has any re- 

rt from the Public Printer as to the amount of money which has 
been covered into the Treasury from the proceeds of general publica- 

ons. 

Mr. McMAHON. From the proceeds of general publications! 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. Yes, sir; from the proceeds of general publica- 


tions. 

Mr. McMAHON. There is no special fund devoted to the publica- 
tion of any special work. The $1,500,000 we appropriated last year for 
the office of the Public Printer is used to-day on printing for the De- 

artments or Congress, whether it be in the nature of letters, letter- 
books, or any printing they have to do, except such as is done 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Prin ting. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. The specific point of my question is scarcely 
reached by the answer. Is the committee in ion of any report 
that now can be given to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union as to the amount of money received by the Public 
Printer from the sale of publications under the statute? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I can give the gentleman this information only 
approximately. The Public Printer’s account is kept as follows: first, 
the amount appropriated for a certain year; then moneys paid in to 
his credit are given, and they rarely exceed fifty, or seventy, or a hun- 
dred thousand dollars a year. I do not think that the gentleman 
fully comprehends the method of printing done there, in view of his 
question. I will say to him that the Public Printer has given usa 
schedule of unfinished work that is on hand ordered by all Congresses, 
whether at the extra session or otherwise, which I have looked into. 
When he made this report to us he said it would require $340,000, in 
round numbers, to print all the books, documents, &c., which are 
now on hand; that it would e about 859,000 to print all the re- 
ports of committees of the two Houses, and the bills and resolutions, 
&c., and that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD until the close of this ses- 
5 we ran to the 30th day of June, would make about 
890,000, Which would make his total estimated expenditures for the 
rest of the fiscal year $490,000. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. If the gentleman will permit me: this point 
does not seem to be reached. The statuteauthorizes the Public Printer 
to print for sale to the general public at the cost of printing and 10 
per cent. added. Among others the members of Congress make use 
of this statute, and therefore he receives from the general public and 
privately from members of Congress a fund. Is the Committee pre- 
pared to state to the Committee of the Whole House the figures of 
these receipts by the Public Printer for work done by him and the 
amount of money it reaches? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I can furnish the fi I understand the gen- 
tleman. In the table which will be printed to-morrow, which Í re- 
ferred to as my own, the gentleman will find, for example, for the 

ear 1875, that the total appropriation for that year was $1,645,507. 

è will then find a ific appropriation of $30,000 for engraving and 
lithographing, and he will find „545, which includes the sale of 
waste-paper, gold-leaf, the amount received from documents and 
speeches, and all the sums received by the Public Printer, carried to 
his credit in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. Please repeat that amount? 

Mr. MCMAHON. Thirty-five thousand dollars in 1875, $106,000 in 
1876, $117,000 in 1877, $81,000 in 1878, $48,000 in 1879, and up to the 
present 1 about 829,000. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. If the gentleman will now bear with me one 
moment, I wish to state that the purpose of my inquiry was to de- 
termine whether the excess of work put upon the Public Printin 
Office in furnishing this general public would account for the ee. 
expense for the last quarter. 

r. MCMAHON. I think the gentleman will find amount realized 
from the sale of books has been small, and of course the expense 
was small. I do not think that has any appreciable bearing upon the 


increased 

Of course . Chairman, the object of this argument to-day is to 
enable the House to inquire intelligently how much money will be 
voted; whether $400,000, $300,000, or $250,000. Ihave no hesitation in 
poke that the amount reported by te bill is too large by at least 
$100,000. Of course, the committee authorized and required me 


to report it at $400,000; but on this question the members of the 
committee are free to speak and act as they see proper. 

In the estimate placed before us by the Printer he wants $90,000 to 
complete the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Anybody has but to look 
over the fi of the Public Printer’s previous reports to find he 
will not need $90,000 for the rest of this year for that pore. 
I asked him to estimate to me and I have his response here. I wished 
to know how much paper it will take and how much printing it will 
take, how much can go properly into the next fiscal year and how 
much is chargeable to this present fiscal year, supposing we ran to 
the 30th day of June, 1880. He cannot answer those questions; he 
does not answer them; and all he gives us is this large, outside fig- 
ure of $90,000, which he makes large enough to cover every contin- 


oy. 

He has given an estimate of what it will take to finish a certain 
work. For example I will take the Agricultural Report for 1878, 
which most of us sup to be finished, until a few days we 
received the information it was not finished. We ordered printed 
last March 300,000 copies. The Public Printer says the estimated 
cost is $135,000, the estimated cost of engraving being $39,000, makin 
a total of 5 5 He says he has already done all of this wor! 
except $16,000, and he asks $16,000 more to complete it. Bear in mind 
the figures: $164,000 necessary to finish up 300,000 copies of the Agri- 
cultural Report. 

Indulge me in a few statistics here, taken from the Public Printer’s 
re and I do not choose to indulge in any criticism, for I am not 
an expert; but I wish to lay before the public, before members of 
Congress, and before the intelligent printers of the country all the 
facts and figures I have collected together, in order to enable them to 
see whether this Government is being plundered or is being economi- 
cally administered in its public printing. On the 14th of A 7 
1876, we ordered printed in one resolution 100,000 copies of the - 
cultural Report of 1874 and 200,000 copies of the report of 1875. The 
1874 report had four hundred and sixty-four pages and eighteen pages 
of cuts. The 1875 volume had five hundred and thirty-six pages and 


one hundred and hiap Py ages of cuts. The combined cost of 
these two, as found in the Public Printer's report for 1878, page 57, 
was $127,599. 


On the 3d of March, 1877, we ordered 300,000 copies of the Agricult- 
ural Report for 1876. It had four hundred and seventy-seven pages, 
fifteen ar es andsixty-three of engravings. We appropriated for 
it $130,000. The cost is found in the report of se pago 7, $87,456. 
In the year 1877 we appropriated $130,000 specifically to print the 
Agricultural Report, and in 1878 $130,000, and, as I recollect the fig- 
ures, and you may look in the Register’s report, you will find 
15977 after the lapse of two years a surplus was transferred to the 

nited States Treasury as the unexpended balance within the time 
limited by law. 

June 6, 1878, we ordered 300,000 copies of the report of 1877, and in 
the report of 1879, page 20, although this volume had five hundred 
and ninety-two pages, thirty-nine of plates, and seventeen of dia- 

, the total cost was $122,887. Yet to-day the Public Printer 
says that, with all his improved machinery, type, p: less hands 
and all, it will cost him $164,000 to print that number. t will be 
the tetal cost of printing 300,000 copies of a book which has but six 
hundred and eight pages, fifty-six of plates, and three pages of dia- 


grams. 

I did not examine into the Public Printer’s office so as to be able to 
say to this House and to the country there is something wrong in 
that department. I could not, upon my responsibility as a Repre- 
sentative, say that. But I will say this much, that, in the first pison 
if you trust an establishment as large as this under the managemen 
of one man, and it him to employ as man ple as he p 
and to run that department without accountability, and to make his 
reports as he does, that man must be an angel or something eee 
ing it if he runs it economically and properly. That is a fun ental 
proposition, and I wish to say that my friend who is at the head of 
that Printing Office may be an angel in disposition and in A 
but he does not possess the knowledge of what is going on in his 
office to even inform the Appropriation Committee of what the situ- 
ation is. Everybody knows that the head of a department cannot 
know everything that is going on under him; that it is impossible 
for him to understand the details. But, I wish to say, so far as my 
examination went—and I think I can speak for one or two members 
as well—we all know the committee had to go for all our informa- 
tion to the subordinate officers. And in a case like that—and I sa 
it not for the purpose of injuring the gentleman who is at the h 
of that department, but as a duty I owe to the House—that he does 
not look after the affairs of that department as a man should who 
has such an enormous amount of money at his di 

Another reason for this extrav: ce and excess beyond the 5 
priation is found, Mr. Chairman, in the fact that the printing office 
is the place, the elastic place in the Government, into which unserv- 
iceable or unnecessary men are crowded. You cannot crowd new 
men into the Department of State, or of the Interior, or the 5 
without pong cas somebody else. The process is constantly going 
on under all Administrations of crowding by political influence one 
man into a place 2 by another, but you have always in every 
other Department to displace one man to do it. 

But when you come to this establishment, under the present system, 
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it is elastic; it is like the street-car or the 9 is always 
room for one more. And every politician throughout the country 


Mr. McMAHON. 


Ihave not finished, Mr. Chairman 
sire to proceed. In the course of the debate I will call 


but do not de- 
attention to 


who wants to make an appointment—I do not e any distinction | other facts, ‘tnd atthe to the paper account, which will be worthy of 
as to his politics, whether republican or democratic—every politician | attention. And at the proper ias I will move to reduce this appropri- 
who wants a man in place, goes to that department, and gets his | ation to $300,000. 
nominee pushed in if he can. 
IGHT. There never has been anybody pushed in for me. Aru J. 

Mr. McMAHON. We know very well there are of course a great | Estimated amount of money needed for the Government Printing Ofice during the 
many skilled men in that department, and there are a great many Present fiscal year as a deficiency. 
laborers, who work by day and by night and really earn all the | Amount ne — complete work ordered by other Congresses than 
money that is paid them, and a groat many poor women who get only | monne n o sista — A a 85 = 
what the t to have. Yet we know place is unn Amount 5 for 3 . it Af makes as much as four ; 
crowded 1 with men who are exe Tit to draw their sale: months of the second ) sesion of the Forty-fifth Congress... 90, 000 00 
ries and nothi more, or who are unnecessary to the usual routine peer for the current work, a euch as bills, reports of com- ‘ 
work of the office—— u: ml ——ͥ(—t᷑.—ͥ————— ( . 59, 272 78 

[Here the hammer fell.] 490, 371 50 

APPENDIX II. 


Statement exhibiting the balances of a 


tures, and the amounts carried to the Meets fad the fiscal 


Specific objects of appropriations. 


June 30, 1874, 1875, 1876, 1877, 1878, and 1879, and of the appropriations, expendi- 
years ending June 30, 1875, 1876, 1877, 1878, 1879, and up to February 29, 1880, 
Printing Office. 


together with wnexpended e, Pe same fiscal years, on account of the Government 


8 8 2 a E 3. 

+ ee 

a | ee, 11 te | g 
2 8 

& | ei) E IE- 


Year ending June 30, 1875: 


Salaries — ge of Public Printer $15,117 00 | $11, 336 0 $3, 780 60 
Continge: „CF Gf tha Panlo Printer ons 4,195 47 1. 000 00 $1,195 47 2,000 00 
Public 8 and binding > $35, 545 93 | 2, 424, 621 GO | 1,694,511 78 165, 952 85 564, 156 97 
Lithographing and engravinggg . 91, 381 13| 30,000 00 121, 381 13 14, 649 34 57, 881 76 48, 850 03 
Potala T Sees A ULE AR A A ne 35, 545 93 2 565,315 20 | 1,721,497 52 | 225,030 08 | 618, 77 60 
Year ending June 30, 1876: : 
Salaries office of Pablic Printe 3,780 60| 15,117 60 }..............] 18,898 20 18,895 00h04. 00 
Contingent expenses office of Public Printer 2, 000 00 2 500 0 470 58 4. 970 58].............. 00 
Public printing and binding eens eee 3 
Lithographing and engraving. ggg. 18, 880 03 | 30, 000 0000 —— A 
Totals for 187 os socnc oe sav cwdcecesiucscsescocnewscscocs - 97 
Year ending June 30, 1877: 
. —.— — // · . ²·¹- mn 13, 174 17 n Sy A RE SO Reise 
Contin expenses office of Public Printer...........--..------« 428 67 6,928 67 3,114 97 
Publie pate and bin 4 — 8 117, 484 14 | 1, 925, 418 37 | 1,589, 193 80 
ar: phing and engraving .. . . . . 36,473 21 . 2222-2222 eee 36, 473 24 2, 685 05 
g reports Coelan of Agriculture 100 82| 130, 100 82| 107,954 1. 
S ee ea RA PE K oe On 118, 013 63 | 2,112, 095 27 | 1,716,119 49 
Year en 
Salaries office o 35 er o . E 
expenses office of Public Printer 281694] 2000 00 
Publio printing a mrp Binde 81, 726 75 2 052, 851 88 1.80 497 54 
phing ODQTBVING . 19, 3146-95 Jon.2s0 pone cecdoccscnncescacs 13, 31495 |......-.-.....] 13,314 98 
— — an engan E of Agriculture 22,146 41] 120, 000 00 —— 142, 146 41 104, 202 333. 
e ee 81,726 75 | 2, 226, 530 18 | 1, 660, 478 56 
Tear en June 30, 1879: 
Salaries office Public Printer. sz- 55 11 feng a Peasy sence’ 13,000 
expenses office CC — e e 
Publio printing a ee WERE sococ naar sean senacwundessGcansuase> 48,719 66 | 1,991, 352 
mene re, 37, 944 
ad a Government Prating les 3, 000 
ee n between Capitol 150 
/// Ar 
046 
To Feb 29, (inclusive,) 1880: 
. — of Publis P o aa] ae | "Som O a one 
ce ege A AA S a a =<: 
Public a and binding 090 
Printin; Commissioner of Agricultur 32543 577. 543 
Fire esch bl A © | 800-00 Li concancacesuslebewsaceessacs 756 
Telephonie connoetions „446464 „%ẽoö—rr R14) — 300 00 f-............, 302 
Fire extinguishers, Government Printing Oles . . eee 1,000 00 . 000 
Totals to February 29, 1880 LET 
REGISTER'S OFFICE, March 6, 1880. G. W. SCOFIELD, Register. 
APPENDIX III. Amount of oo and . certificates made Ta 
Appropriation account of Public Printer, furnished by him for years 1878, 1879, 1880. year ending June 9), 1879.----.... $138, 666 08 
Public printing and binding, 1878 1, 621, 167 52 
N sree Saa the ablic. TT Vnexpended balanse ee es 
fiscal PURI, Lele ETE p T ans —— 
Amount a riated to supply deficiency in the above appropria- — 692 18 
mount , ä = 85 ating sons a . 373, 950 00 Public printing and binding, 1 lakinta 
2 mgr HA to 3 — of the above appropriation during the Amount app for the * and binding for the 
22 77 eee aa aa "RO 6 
2 1 ä esol „ 11, 396 69 | Amount the credit of ti of the above appropriation during the 4 
I oa 15 | Amount pin SONE of the sbove mppeosciailen i since Juno y 
e 421 
Amount of requisitions 9 t the above 
appropriation during the year ending June 30, 1878 ......... 1, 482 501 44 1, 612, 525 27 
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— te daal year ending Jane 3 IB. s 3 Ses $865,571 3¹ 
Amount of eerie pee 5 
appropriation during the year ending Jans uno rad 
Unexpended balan oe 
Amount appropriated for the public 8 and binding for the fis- 
S fax printing Labor in ierope und plaoed bo the 
credit of the above 2 LE A VRE DENE EEE sasekunae 
Amount placed to the of the above appropriation from July 1 
1870, to January 31, 1880 „ „ „„ „„ „„ 
F 
Uneapentiod — — e e 


te oe for machinery out of the appropriation for the 


“pale and binding for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1880, 
From July 1, e Januar ae — Sees . PRA 29, 539 25 
Amount expen: or e same appropriation durin; 

same period.......... res TERP 5 5 8 . soa 12, 040 24 


APPENDIX EV; 
Disbursements of Public Printer for 1878, 1879, 1880, furnished by him. 
seth hag 3 were made out of the following appropriations: 


June 30, 1878: 

Salaries, por — of facal beg arn ter, hy Re eee eee Ba 400 00 
Pyare —— expenses, office of the Public Printer, 1877. 421 83 
office of the Public Printer, 18788 1,974 14 

Public . — ccc ae 41,500 43 
Public printing and ing, 1878 „„ 1, 477, 335 56 
Printing reports 3 1877.... 16, 613 14 
—— the Commissioner of Agriculture, 18788 87, 456 43 
1, 638, 701 53 


For the fiscal year en June 30, 1879: 
Contingent expenses, ofice cates Ue Fate 85 
t expenses, office 
Contingent expenses, office of fg Public Printer, 
Public intr and binding, 1878 
Public 3 Ont TAMA IBID Jo aca A E 
Telephonic connection between the Capitol and Government Printing 


office 0 Printer, $7,958 20 
Sontinwent expenses, office of the Public Printer, 1879 87 39 
Contin; Stab and binding, 1579 the Public Printer, 1880 850 55 
Public printing and a 42,466 45 
Completing Catalog tin. pen, 14 300 74 
G logue o 
8 — Teese the Capitol and dernen Pre an 
Fire extinguishers, J)) TTT 1, 000 00 
Fire escape ladders, 1870 360 55 
— 89 
APPENDIX V. 7 3 
Table made up from the statements of the of the and of the Public 
8 Ne : 
0 except and contingent expenses ; pums Fe , of sch; and sur- 
77S balance, from 1875 to 1, 1880. 


Result of above tables. 
propriatlons for sa for each fiscal have been as follows, exclusive of 
aos for 5 in Publio ter’s office and his his contingent fun 41800 


$400,000) 162 

For fiscal cing . (to June 30, if office is run at same rate as bie 
for previous nine Months) 4 2, 223, 243 
Total expenditures for years from 1875 to 1879, inclusive 8, 237, 549 

APPENDIX VIL 
Expendi for the sk ‘ 

tures same as eadi er pe 1879, 
ee e een, 
$1, 652, 205 
1, 507, 852 
1, 172, 060 
, §22, 906 
1, 700, 507 
7, 745, 530 


CCCP fiscal year of the Printer's 
office, only nine months are reported for 1877. the Register’s report seems to 
F he Public Printer includes all 

t ic ter im ents 
r Ve She eepropeteton ciation against which t fe charge. 


f — 


APPENDIX VIII. 
Cost of ee of Agricultural Reports. 


8 . N AK A „599 00 
March 3, 1877, ordered 300,000 copies report of 1876, (447 pages, 15 plates, 
63 en ‘cavings)—cost, (see report for 1 SS „456 00 
June 300,000 copies 9 if (592 pages, 39 plates, 
17 diagrams)—cost, (see report for 1879, page 20) 122, 887 00 
In the estimate of cost of uncompleted work on 1 1 
copies report for 1878, (608 pages, 56 plates, 3 164, 000 00 


keene 3 
Amount inting, binding, de., 1876 to 1879; 1880, amount 
ꝙͤVVVVV to Cis me one 


Number of | Number of 


copies. Cost. 


*Extra session only. 


APPENDIX X. 
Appropriations for public printing for the fiscal years 1875 to 1880, both inclusive. 


Acts. 


Act June 23, 1874, v. 
Act March 3, 1875, v. 
Act July 31, sh vel 
Act Fi 


E 
2185 


APPENDIX XIT. 


Moneys expended for machinery and fixtures for printing and binding. 
Part of 1878—Printinc—(page 38 :) 
Cylinder press 
Four-roller press 


Estimate for paper, 
Estimate 


8853838 8 888888888 
ssuseesi sl 388888888 


APPENDIX XII. 700 
Account of appropriation public printing and binding, 1880, March 10, 1880. — 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, FIRST AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 82 
March 10, 1880. 352 
Sm: Inclosed find a statement of the appropriation for public printing and bind- 050 
ing, 1880, as F shoeing an ate e balance 43 
. $125,675.61. This balance ma: . ion of 144 
the Public Printer not forwarded to the Department, would state that 3, 000 
a requisition passed office to-day for $50,634, which will lessen the amount in 1,500 
the Treasury a balance in the hands of the Public Printer. 7 — 
8 R. M. REYNOLDS, Auditor. 2.150 
Hon. Jons A. McManox, 425 
House of Representatives. 175 NE 
[From First Auditor's Office.) STP TER 
Amount of ERGOT) 10RD. < . 
Amounts adi sales waste paper, &·bOo 
Vouchers on hand in First Auditor's Office e 
Amounts warrants to private par- 
— 2 a tg . — ros 
Accounts on way to payment in Treasury... 


1, 407, 413 56 
125, 675 61 


125, 675 61 
APPENDIX XIV. 
Table showing amount and cost of printing, ꝙ o., ordered by first session Forty-siath Congress. 


Number | Number of 


Title, &. Date. By what authority. of pages. copies. Cost. 
Printing for Committee on Alleged Frauds, & 1,351 2,200 | $4,053 00 
Public act No. 58 6, 000 60 00 
Public act No. 988 10 5, 000 50 00 
unanan. densns seotncd can} nhs . 4 1, 000 20 00 
Printing for Committee on Treasury Accounts eee 232 1,925 696 00 
Printing for Oocamitéee Ä e p | Fame sR | LLORO one nconese sessqulemacsqeces 50 500 00 
Printing in case of Spofford and Kellogg 1, 2, 000 4,800 00 
ae ——— —— 200 100 00 
la 5, 000 12 00 
Report National Academ: en 750 12 00 
Report on Senate resolu’ 8 50 20 00 
fa pe irei ivory Salita 8 50 20 00 
ting for Committee on Freedman's Bank. 262 2, 000 786 00 
C RE ES 56 200 105 06 
Report on diseases of domestic animals. 300 100,000 | W. 000 00 
Binding Sailing Di 199 . F 208 00 
Fontaine's Hydraulic E ETER A A A NE AA E S sankbnds E A 50 100 50 00 
Final Reports of Ceni : 6, 000 5,000 | 30, 000 00 
Eulogies: J. E. Leonard............. 100 8, 000 1,000 00 
Volume 2, Powell's Geological Series. 500 5, 000 3,000 00 
Volume 4, Powell's Geological Series 350 2 000 2, 500 00: 
lar labor report 426 15,000 | 4,000 00 
aalsiekesenta 250 150 00 
161 10, 000 2,000 00 
EE ERT kanes 9€0 12, 000 6, 000 00 
99999 June 27 | Concurrent resolution 3, 000 500 00 
ates .nsaphewehoenes 2⁴ 500 35 00 
868 3, 220 3,000 00 
16 625 17 00 
28 4,200 60 00 
3, 624 849, 200 7,307 72 
and 3.050 184,00 6,894 46 
Bills and joint resolutions 8 3 ER 4,418 | 1,036, 675 8, 793 89 
House Journal 914 3, 160 3,500 00 
8, 121, 600 18, 170 56 
2 2 
26, 932 3, 691 12 
307 | 140,250 15 
RMI — .. 
2, 528,307 | 162,220 24 
* 
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x XV. 
No. 1.—Statement of work ordered by Congress, (other than first session Forty-siath Congress,) with an estimate of the amo-mt required to complete 


the same. 


N ord 
uo 0} 4800 J0 gems 


æ 


£88 :888£8 8888888 8 8 8888 88 8 8 888 38888 888 88 8888 88 888388888 
SRS 88888 8888887 5 8 8888 888 8 3 888 2322A AGS 83 GRAS AE SESASSES* 
Seger e eee GF wos S if SC tT wt off : oth gage Set ST g of 


. . 


“800 poyeurnso wor 


‘oy Jue 
"uo JO 4800 Jo OVS 


"4800 Jo ogeurps a 


“Bogdoo jo o nN 


*sodud Jo ] inf 


Name or title of publication. 


SSESSSSRS 8888888 


888888888 38 


Hesse at 


888828888 83333383388 8888 


8 83888 88 88252328 
SS Seeg es gef e os o o eñ cc Sof of of uy ag ot got a oof 9 Fe 


Aes Sele Se 


500 
400 
50 
312 
700 
199 
2, 500 


BRARSSRER 88 8888 88 388 88835 


8 S 8 8 88888 83382888S SSRBx=Sskss B 
532233333 8888885 8 2 BER 8888 $ 3 38375 382223293 82 SEES AA SRRASSECS F 
1 WPA udu oF eS af d f oss Ss of aftr e — oF Sra Sat Heid ow S of 
N ; i i agis agiis i fives E 
: 86 : : | S28 agg i iaga 1 5 
pani; ; bree COE ES: Fede 
8882328882 8888888 8 8 8888 8888 8 8 888328 8335883333 33 8888 83 388383323823 a 
888888888 8888888 8 8 883% 8888 F 3 22283 888828888 88 SEES 83 888433538 8 
11 eee fF GH ee Godt wW of eder — sy daS Sol toe sed F S š 


C 
0 & i 
fo e , faa A a 
eee e OE 2 o arag HERH TT THLE HE | 
il aali E T en 
a Cpt gb 
1 tal Bue | 
biti iga ief sae cg ais: even 5 $ 
ici i aled ga ged pA P, l 4 i <i 15 
e e E 
ues d F 1 e ULI 1 
| 11 78 HE HI a stil i Ae e FEE 
in ERLE ae a gil ETET m 
BEE 


* 


10 


From nature of this work, unable to make any estimate of amount that may be required. 
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APPENDIX XV—Continued. 
No. 2.— Table showing the cost of work ordered by the third session Forty-fifth, the first session rely J, 1878 and previous Congresses, which has been 
executed July 1, 1 


or is in course of preparation or publication since uly 
* g * 2 
7 8 4 3 
Name or title of publication. 2. z Name or title of publication. 9 
s| š : 1 NN 
G ° ‘ C G 
A A A A 
Octavo volumes : Senate and House documents, reports of committees, 
5 —— a A A] 808 10,000 | #6, 000 and laws and resolutions, first session Forty-sixth 
of Alaska 8 166 5, 000 e y 11, 310 275, 600 | 816, 730 
500 10, 500 5, 500 Bills and d first session Forty-sixth Con- 
600 300, 000 | 125, 000 77... ocanerencduacnunae ine caaeoue EE, 8, 042 | 1,885,875 | 16, 101 
232 500 500 
PPV 938 405 
398 2, 000 2, 500 — 9 — 
2 0 2,500 || Narrative of Hall's Second Arctic Expedition 
gress arrative 8 ic 600 6,000 | 12, 000 
Act to provide for Tenth Census 10 5, 000 50 en’s Survey, volume 12...... 500 3, 000 8885 
Act to pe for Tenth Census. 10 1, 000 10 Hayden's Geological Survey, volume 3. 500 3, 000 5, 000 
— C 1 1. 000 20 Hayden's Geological Survey, volume 8 500 3,000 5, 000 
ene C 2 5, 000 50 [ Hayden's y, volume 123 500 3, 000 5, 000 
Bonert ot tional Ape z 750 12 Powell’ Series, volume 2.......... .... 500 3, 000 5, 000 
lig! PO esa N Powell's Geological Series, volume 22 500 5,000 | 6,500 
S q 300 100,000 | 25, 000 's cal Series, volume 4.... 500 2, 000 4,500 
Binding calling directions A : 200 || Powell's Geology of the High 500 3, 000 5, 000 
Shree FF Batya shel rag oe dice Fe 500 5, 000 6, 000 
Fü x 000 5,000 | 45, 000 at Large, volume 20 . 956 3, 000 5, 000 
ness) report No. 14, metric coinage 161 10,000 2000 Pamphilo? Laws, third 471 26,662 | 15,000 
Paris Monetary Conference 960 12, 000 5, 000 aa Laws, first eee 106 2f, 962 3, 500 
Binding Internal-Revenue Manual 3, 000 500 cal and Surgical History of the War 869 10, 050 | 25, 000 
Report on C immigration, (by Senator Mor- iter, (2 vol 3 1. 300 2. 500 7, 000 
SOON ouc conmnan es A ESEE ETIA ATT TA 2⁴ 500 35, ern ent—The transit of Venus 500 250 1, 000 
27 Report on Panama Sh e RES ee ee 200 200 100 
„eee 14,900 | 30, 600 Fontaine’s Hydraulic Engineering 100 100 50 
2, 000 10, 000 6,000 || Summary Report 89 Claims. 250 50 1. 000 
1, 000 10, 000 6, 000 Coast Survey Report for 1577. 500 1,008 500 
5 455 55,000 | 15,000 Coast Survey Report for 1878 500 1, 500 750 
-| 1,000 7,500 8, 000 Coast Sarvey for 1879....... BOOP sewer, ics 
426 15,000 | 4. 000 Eulogies on the death of J. E. 12, 008 
1, 000 28,000 | 15,000 || Eulogies on the death of A. 8. 12, 000 
86 5, 000 1, 000 Eulogies on the death of Gusta’ 12, 000 
1, 066 5, 000 8,000 || Eulogies on the death of B. B. Douglas 450 12, 000 |. > 20, 000 
180 26, 008 3, 000 Eulogies on the death of Frank Welch. 12, 000 
868 3,220 | 3,000 || Eulogies on the death of Julian Hartridge. .... | 12, 000 
914 3,160 | 3,500 || Eulogies on the death of Terence J. Quinn........-. 112 000 
Ab: t ot 5 — 1.000 25,000 | 20,000 || Memorial exercises on death of Professor Henry ..-.|......-. 15, 000 8, 800 
Senate and House Committees on Private —— 
. dnalbatandesdeserceancsus 2. 500 1. 900 7. 500 PPTP 13. 252 207, 274 | 145,900 
*Estimates. 


$ ad 

: 11 Ly: 

Name or title of publication. 5 2 24 

13 $ 

A i 43 
eee esse 1,351 2,200 | $4,053 00 $1, 000 00 
Printing for Committee on Treasury Accounts r 444 232 1,925 696 00 100 00 
Erining tot Comenitise on Teilgis san HaoHan, Oped net Sage eee) DATA A 1, 600 2,000 | 4,800 00 300 00 
eo — an’s Ban) 262 2, 000 786 00 500 00 
No. 12 Agricultural a a ace ag Domestic Animals 300 | 100,000 | 25,000 00 6, 000 00 
al 3 Centennia ps FH BY (11 volumes) 6, 000 55,000 | 30,000 00 11, 500 00 
Powell's quarto, yoluma ipo cal series 500 5, 000 5, 000 00 5,000 00 
Ponens narto, volume cal series 350 3, 000 4,500 00 4,500 00 
Committee on att < 450 100 1,350 00 200 00 
Printing for National Board o CCC A VA N, jl r 5, 000 00 
Binding reserved work first session Forty-sixth Congress scene hbabineh yh S eee eee 9, 523 50 9,523 50 
95,708 50 | 23,843 05 | 119, 45, 623 50 


The following letter was addressed to the Public Printer. His an- 
swers will be found below : 
‘The Public Printer will please answer serene errr the following questions for 


the information of the Committee on phigh gs eros 
1. How much paper was on hand, of last year’s purchase, at date of purchases 


for the present year? 

. for the next year—on what terms, &c. How 
mu 

„5 F 

2 Whe parolei 3 1880, were unpaid March 1, 18801 

5. In your és' — — you say $90,000 
will be necessary ! 3 to that date! 
Give tich machinery has be ted. 

w 


paid for, how much un 
How frequently aro your general purchases of paper made in the course of a 


9. S What hiner isa cen office in full to March 1, 1880, including 
. Give us - o your 

63330701 Give date of payment of February roll, whether 
paid before or after March 1. = = 


ROBERT J. STEVENS, Olerk. 


OFFICE or Pune PRINTER, Washington, March 12, 1880. 
Sim: In reply to your fifth interrogatory, would say that the estimate for the CON- 
mar te db. kaconD was — on tho banis = Nees of 2 5 eee Rec- 
ORD for the same uring t ‘orty- gress. It is imposs to sa; 
how much is needed to print the daily Rxconb, as we cannot tell how — 

days Congress will be in session nor the length of each day's an 
again, the bound Recorp is run along at the same time; were it otherwise, that 
is, if the bound RECORD was not begun until after the daily Record was finished 
it e whale ss matter to be reset as we could not keep the type stand- 

y of time. 

— marked E” shows cost of machinery pure 


man of the sub-committee, Mr. MoManon, | has been farnished with the 
amounts earned for labor for the se the beginning 7 July 1, 1879. 


Very respectfully, 
A.F.C 
ROBERT J. W Olerk. 


STEVENS, 
Chard Commitee on Aspro ene, 


1880. 
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OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, March 12, 1880. 


Sim: In reply to the first inquiry contained in yours of the 10th instant, I sub- 
mit herewith a statement marked “A,” which shows the amount of paper on hand 
on the 1st day of February, 1880, that date being the 1st of the new contract year. 

In reply to the second inquiry I submit statement marked “B,” showing orders 
given on and since Feb: 1. In connection with this statement I also send a 

C 
28, 1881, t er with a paper s! g E e by the Joint - 
mittee on Pußlie Punting. re the amounts per pound and per sheet for each 


t. 

None of the paper ordered since Feb 1 has — been paid for, and all orders 
for paper made prior to July 1, 1820, are to be paid for out of the appropriation for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 


1880. 
inquiry is embodied in the above. 


The to the 
fourth | find answered in statement marked C.” 


The fourth inquiry you w 
Very respectfully, 


a A. F. CHILDS, 
ae 2 8 ; 8 
* e ‘ations, Chief 
ouse of Representatives. 
al OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, March 8, 1880. 


Statemen t showing amount paid as wages for 
tember, October, NO —— 2285 December, 1879, and January and February. 


892 673 01 
95, 982 19 
94, 768 99 
98, 933 32 
96, 708 39 
114, 918 73 
115, 122 87 
105, 478 20 
Total... i „„ desat sesamo sisian ians 814, 675 70 
APPENDIX XIX. 
List of machinery now on hand in Public Printer’s ofice. 
18 8 gine, 100 horse- 11 eee 
“| engine, Touter. 
power. 1 5 machine. 4 
1 Bullock reer Trem. 2 body molds and cores. 
3 two-revolution er 1 furniture mold and cores. 
25 double-mediom drum cylinder presses. | 1 lane, gd machine, 
7 su drum cylinder presses. 2 slug mo 
4 cap drum cylinder presses. 3 iron shoot boards and planes. 
12 double-medium Adams presses. 1 medium proof-press. 
4 medium Adams presses. 1 8 and shaving machine for 
1 envelope press. plates. 
1 ealendering machine. 1 mitering machine. 
185 machine. 1 steam and wax boiler. ; 
ranlic presses. 
2 cutting machines. In 1 room : 
2 standing presses, 1 Washington hand- printing press. 
hoisting machines—1,500 pounds ca- 1 Damer pewer-printing press. 
pacity each. 1 rule cutter. 
2 hoisting machines for forms. 1 lead cutter. 
2 small hoisting machines paper. 1 rule and lead cutter combined. 
2 mitering and shaving machines. 
At branch office, Treasury Depart- 
ment: In document rvom: 
1 stabbing machine. large proof. presses. 
1 pamphlet cutter. small proof-presses. 
3 ruling machines. hand pı 
2 ~ è lead and rule cutters. 
1 small press. mi es, 
2 double- medium Hoe presses. 
Tdouble- medium Cottrell & Babcock In bind 
press. standing presses. 
2 super-royal Hoe presses. 4 hand board cutters. 
1 medium Hoe press. 3 hand backing machines. 
1 cap Hoe ý 5 machine backers. 
1 cap Cottrell & Babcock press. 1 Acme cutting machine, 
1 cutting machine. 1 Sanborn cutting machine. 
3 Sheridan cutting machines. 
In machine shop: 4 Semple cutting machines. 
110 horsepower upright ogne: 2 ro! board cutters. 
1 10-foot engine e, 22-inch swing. 1 g machine. 
1 10-foot © lathe, 18-inch swing. 5 embossing presses, 
1 5-foot engine lathe, 133-inch swing. 1 sawing-machine. 


1 drill-press, with 
arm. - 
1 drill press with power gear, inch 


9 numbering machines. 
arm. 2 paging machines. 
1 26-inch grindstone. 1 8 
1 10 by 12 inch sha 2 hand perforato 


T. 
1 5-foot penen 23 — EA wide. 
110 by 20 Keystone forge with 9inch |16 myne 

ouble 


blewer. 1 ruling machine. 
1 anvil, 4-inch face. 1 size-boiler. 
1 color-grinder. 
Inelectrotype and stereotype foun- 
dery: In folding-room : 
2 Hockhausen dynamo-electrio batte-| 1 Sheridan cutting machine. 
4 er à 2 Semple Reape 5 
ydraulic electrotype press. g machine. 
2 toggle. joint presses. 2 stabbing machines. 
1 bles — 3 2 stitching machines. 
2 backing pans and stands. 4 paging machines. 
À srake haraa : sage cutters. 
stereotype molding presses, octavo hydraulic pressing machines. 
2 circular saws. 1 quarto hy — 
2 shaving machines. octavo folding machines. 
2 sha machines. 9 quarto foldin 
I. power be g machine. 1 revolving ga table. 


APPENDIX XX. 
Reply to sixth interrogatory. a 
Cost of machin: urchased during present fiscal ea 
Amonnt paid fora Aa of ——— for 1879 
Amount paid for out of appropriation for 1880 


Amount to be paid for out of appropriation for 1879 -...........-....... 6, 000 
Amount to be paid for out of appropriation for 18860 3,140 00 
= 9, 140 00 
APPENDIX XXI. 
Answer to second interrogatory of committee above, ing paper ordered since Feb- 


ruary 1, 1880, under new 
(Marked by Public Printer in answer to second inquiry in questions.) 


rey 


8888888888888888888888888 
rate | Weight. 


— 


eEsksssssksi 8888 


1 

4 

Ks 
10 
12 
14 
17 
20 
21 
26 
28 
28 
31 
34 
35 
37 
41 
43 
“4 
4 17 X28 |... 
57 
59 
65 
68 
69 


APPENDIX XXII. 
Answer to fourth interrogatory of committee. 


The rolls of the folding, s cation, and Record rooms and a portion 
of the Bindery, amounting to $50,633.90, were unpaid March 1, 1880, but were paid 


2 Arr NX XXIII. 
Statement ing the amount of writing and printi 
No. 2, at the Government Printing Office, 


paper on hand in wareroom 
2, 1880. 


281 reams 64¢ quires 5 cos white quarto, 10 ria 16, at 9.9 cents per pound. 
442 reams 10,4, quires 10-pound white quarto, 10 by 16, at 9.9 cents per pound. 
371 reams 17 qi 12-pound white quarto, 10 by 16, at 9.9 cents per pound. 


„ at 11.8 cents per poun 

6}, at 9.4 cents per pound. 

pound white cap, 13 7, 16}, at 9.4 cents per pound. 
7, at 11.8 cents per pound. 

204 reams 17 quires 16-pound white cap, 14 by 17, at 9.4 cents per pound. 

quires 14-pound blue cap, 13 by 16}, at 12.1 cents per pound. 

at 94 cents per pound. 
41 reams 115) quires 14-pound blue cap, 14 by 17, at 23 cents = pound. 


y, 16 by at 9.4 cents per pound. 
reams 18} 25-pound white demy, 16 by 20}, at 9.4 cents per pound. 
190 reams 15% quires 20-pound blue demy, 16 by 20}, at 9.5 cents per pound. 
699 reams 34-pound white double demy, by 32, at 9 4 cents per pound. 
189 reams 14? quires 40-pound white double demy, 204 by, 32, at 9.1 cents per pound. 
107 reams 16 quires 50-pound white double demy, ap} y 32, at 9.4 cents per pound. 
20 3 133} quires 40. pound (linen) white double demy, 204 by 32, at 19.2 cents 
per 


pound white double cap, 17 by 28, at 9 4 cents per pound. 
und und 


uires 30- 


= reams 7} oe 
reams uire 
110 8 


cents per pound. 
cents per pound. 


8 reams 13 quires . pound blue folio, 17 by 22, at 9.4 cents und 
i ream 315 ` 40-pound white double folio, 22 by 34, at 9. cents 
213 reams q 


r 
22 by 34, at 14 cents per 
107 reams 16 quires 20-pound white medium, edi 
at 


9.4 cents . 
313 reams 16}} quires 28- ound white medium, 18 t 9.4 cents per = 
180 reams 7 quires 26-pound blue medium, 18 by .5 cents per pound 
135 reams quires 28-pound white royal, 19 by 24, at 9.4 cents per pound. 
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3 „„ by 24, at 11.9 cents per pound, and APPENDIX XXIV. P 
reams at 9.4 cents per poun: Fi i i 
133 reams 16} quires 35-pound white super-royal, 20 by 28, at 9.4 cents per pound. (The foreguing tables and ety 
174 reams 5,4, quires 56-pound white 20 by 28, at 9.4 cents per pound. Paper on hand February 2, 1880. 
Tet eam 14yr quires pound white La] oy at, ac inp cons e O E oersrnoit 09525 
' -6 cen un &c., on hand, as per same statement Cae seseasepucessscons 
= 115 A a W ls 15 be at 1 Sheets, on hand, as per same statement 109, 525 
37 reams at 15.2 cents per pound. 
103 reams 23 quires . — 
269 reams uires 
44 reams 3 46-pound post-office white, 26 


31 reams 124 quires 55-pound tinted, 
sha tonne 104 TOpound tinted. 4 by Ordered since then, reams ..!.....--.-..-.0-c0sesssssseeseessecssecssceee 
12 quires royal 35-pound, 19 by 24. Reams 
= reams ih quires parame = blue coven, 5 8 Mat hd cents per f cence FFC e 
reams quires 35-pound blue cover, y 25, at 8.4 cents per pound. Amount on hand Feb 1, 1880, sheets 
18 reams 3 quire 35-pound green cover, 20 by 25, at 18.2 cents mand. on nary 1, 1800, 3: 
31 reams 149. uires 35. pound pink cover, 20 by 25, at 14 canta jie pound: Ordered since then, sheets 
8 reams 4,4 quires 35-pound straw cover, 20 by 25, at 18.2 cents per pound. Sheets 
= reams Hfi quir Le nene zow e E 75, ak Sa mene Lge aig ye Eee hemes | aS 2 ge e 1 179, 585 
PASE EE GOES EAE E EE O N O OT E ‘eo Total available from February 1, 1880, 
10} quires 35-pound lilac cover, 20 by S. reams...... eee 68, 032 
Fri. Rie 15 quires 36-pound te cover, 20 by 25, at 8.4 cents per pound. Total syailable from February: 1, 1880, sheets f zt 179, 585 
93 reams 13} quires 36-pound brown cover, 20 by 25, at 11.7 cents per d. Non The Public Printer says in letter above, (marked XVII.) dated March 
121 reams CV 12, 1880, that FFP. Fa LB rpa 
28 reams 7254 quires 36-pound lilac cover, 20 by 25, at 11.7 cents per pound. for, and all orders for apra epi July 1, 1880, are to be paid for out of 
49 reams 47 quires 36-pound granite cover, 20 by 25, at 8.4 cents per pound. ap) for year en June 30, 1880. 
Be sense If autaa pe Doane Geld „%ß ˙—6⅜. m ERE Te T AE 
3 $ cen und. 1 , . 
Fe lian meinen enka erase permea. | ca ily crass Sa Tons a pape recy at AES 
eets imitation ent, , at 0.8 cent per 8 „ r e 
2,875 sheets imitation ment, 21 by 24, at 1.3 cents i= sheet. poa for 1880, to the amountof $323,751. Should t the Printer s statement be true, 


994 sheets parchment deed, 223 by 31}, at 2.7 cents per sheet. 


paper bill for 1880 would be enormous. We annex a statement as to the con- 
943 sheets thin white bristol board, 22) by 28}, at 2.5 cents per sheet. sumption 


of paper and purchases in the years 1878 and 1879 : 


1,857 sheets thick white bristol board. by 23}, at 2.9 cents sheet. Public Printer’: ii (Re- 

e ee white bese besa, oa VCC |e ee at h ern of paper. 

17,856 sheets pearl gray bristol board, 203 b at 23 cents per sheet. rs 2 5 > 

45,535 sheets melon bristol board, 20} by 505. at A cents per ers Year 1878 — consumption, $350,969 ; purchase, $352,080. 

2,783 sheets bond paper, 11 by 31}, at 1.8 cents per sheet. Year 1879—consumption, $344,761; purchase, $328,992. 

15,421 sheets bond paper, 17 by 2, at 0.8 cent per sheet. Year 1880—balance on hand July 1, 1879, $34,009 ; purchased Leica this fiscal 

6,694 sheets bond paper, 17 by 28, at 1 cent per sheet. year (1880) out of for this year, as First Auditor’s statement, 

409 sheets bond per, 18 byas at 0.8 cent per sheet. (marked XII.) $323,751; total on hand or p to February 1, 1880, $357,760. 

1,740 sheets bond paper, 19 by 23, at 2.2 cents per sheet. These figures show either an ext: consumption of or a very large 

19 honta band pape 19 B7 3 ot conta Det ek halan omhand) pnd tthe poak of te d7 Oio reame and t, bod atents pepe 
p A b ce i enormous. 

1,623 sheets bond paper, by 32, at 1.4 cents per sheet. — 7 — is 

973 sheets bond , 21 by 21, at 2.3 cents per sheet. 


1,005 sheets bond paper, 21 by 31, at 3.2 cents per sheet. 
4.144 sheets bond paper, 22 by 314, at 1.5 cents per sheet. 
79 sheets yellow ivory-surface card board, 22} by 28}, at 27 centa per sheet. 
52 sheets red card , 224 by 284, at 6} cents per sheet. 

„surface card board, by 23}, at N cents per sheet. 
board, 224 by 283, at 4.8 cents per sheet. 
283 sheets green card board, 22) by 28). 54 cents per sheet. 
2 reams 35-pound brown cover, 20 by 25, —. 
62 sheets gold bristol, gh pi tod Sects per sheet. 1 Sah FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

„ar 9.45 cents per sheet. Here the committee ‘informally rose; and the Speaker ha ro- 

%%% ͤ tinted centennial, 25 by 38, at 14 cents per pound. | sumed the chair, a message in writing from the President of the 


16 reams 10 quires 56-pound ma , 264 by 33, at 9.7 cents * United States was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one 
a pound tinted centennial 23 by 31, at 14 cents per pound, of his secretaries. 4 


A 8 DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Statement showing the amount of printing paper in Warehouse No. 3, at Government | The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
74 reams 10 quires 45-pound white printing, 24 by 38, at 7,3, cents per pound. Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mo- 


798 reams 90- pound white printing, 38 by 48, at 7,3, cents per pound. Manon] has excused the non-presentation of this bill to the House; 
2 reams 12 quires 53-pound white printing, 24 by 35, at cents per pound. and if I understand him correctly, he has said it has been by common 
5 —— 1 Ea 8 white pantog oY yia 7. smt pa ponie a, | consent or unanimous consent on the part of the Committee on Appro- 
158 rolla, about 31,000 pounds, printing, at Trêz conts Ber pound,» Per und. priations. I will state as the reason for the delay the fact that until 
ed. WI. L. LAMB, this morning the bill was not prepared for presentation to the Honse. 

In charge. | Take the item in this bill appropriating for the Public Printer. Ibe- 

A. Ledger papers. lieve it was at a session which we bave had this week that the ques- 


tion of amount was finally disposed of, and the sum of $400,000 put 
into this bill to be appropriated for that purpose. 

This morning we have a session considering items which should 
go into this appropriation bill. It is not my purpose to c that 
sub-committees of the Appro riations Committee have been derelict 
in the discharge of their duties, and have not made their reports as 
soon as it was in their power to do it, but I do say that it is quite 
as likely that the fault rests with the sub-committees of the Appro- 

riations Committee as that it rests with any department of the 
ernment in getting its estimates before the committee. A word 
more on this subject of public printing, to which my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. McMaHon] has devoted so large a proportion of his time. 
Early in January the report of the Public Printer was before Congress, 
and the question of this deficiency was before the Appropriations 
Committee, and it was charged with the investigation of this subject; 
and we have had from then to the present time to investigate; while 
my friend from Ohio has in his place indirectly and by insinuation 
charged the Public Printer with malfeasance in office, he has had all 
that period of time to investigate the subject, and yet he has been 
unable to put his finger on a single item in the accounts, to point to 
a single fact which tends to prove that officer has been guilty of 
malfeasance, has squandered the public money, has not administered 
his department in the most economical manner possible. : 
* Sheets. At 84. The gentleman from Ohio says that we have been to the Public 
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submitted to us. One member of the sub-committee with 
this investigation is a member of and the chairman of the House Com- 
mittee on Printing. There has been no restriction Asa upon the 
examination. We exercised the power to examine all the accounts; 
and yet the gentleman from Ohio by insinuation charges that the 
officer who is at the head of that bureau in some way has been guilty 
of squandering the public funds, but Leeroy to no proof of the fact. 
He has said that he finds no fault with the prices paid to the men, 
the workmen. I thank him for that. The pay-rolls have been sub- 
ject to investigation. The men could have been called and examined 
upon the question whether duplicate pay-rolls had been presented. 
After my Fiend has had all the time he needed for investigation he 
is compelled 1 agree he finds no fault with the sum of money that 
has been paid Ə men. 

How, then, has any money been squandered? To whom has it gone? 
And who is charged with squandering it? I appeal to mo friend the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing. Every dollar of the appro- 
priation for public printing has been spent under his supervision ; 
every single contract for paper has been made under his supervision; 
and if there has been any squandering of funds in the printing depart- 
ment the Joint Committee on Public Printing is onsible for it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman will allow 
me a moment. He makes a mistake, 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the gentleman will hear me through he will 
discover I have made no mistake. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I want to explain before the 
gentleman leaves this point that when he says the money has been 
expended under my supervision he is entirely mistaken. I am chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing, but have no more to do with that 
Printing Office than any other tleman upon this floor. I ama 
member of the Committee on poropriations, and to that extent 
take my share of responsibility for the appropriations that have been 
made. So far as the purchase of paper is concerned that is done un- 
der the direction of the joint committee of the two Houses. We meet 
together; we receive bids for a particular kind of paper that is to be 
furnished, and we let the contract to the lowest responsible bidder. 
But, so far as the purchase of type, printing-presses, machines, and 
other property n for carrying on that Printing Office is con- 
cerned, we have nothing more to do with it than any other commit- 
tee of this House. Although chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing my duties relate simply to examining the resolutions that are re- 
ferred to us for report, and the Government Printing Office is not at 
all under our control, more than any other Department of the Gov- 
ernment, The gentleman from New York, therefore, is mistaken 
when he says we are nsible, 

Mr, OCK. “The gentleman from New York” is mistaken in 
nothing he has said, and, after the statement of my colleague on the 
Committee on Appropriations I reiterate my statement, and will 
before I close supplement it, as I intended to if I had not been inter- 
rupted, and make the only exception to the gentleman’s supervision 
of the purchases for the printing department. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON ] says he has no fault to find with the pay-roll ; 
that is his statement, in effect. 

Mr. MCMAHON, Allow me one moment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. He says he has no fault to find with the money 


paid to the employés. I took down his lan at the time. 

Mr. McMAHON. What I said was that no fault vo find with 
the rate of wages. 

Mr. HISC Very well. The gentleman has no fault to find 
with the amount of wages. 

ae McMAHON. I said the rate of wages. Has the gentleman no 
ears 

Mr. HISCOCK. He says the “rate” of wages. I hope I may be 


excused if my ears are not as long as his. The gentleman shall have 
all the opportunity for explanation that he wants before I get through. 
Now we will start out again, Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this 
point. My friend from Ohio says he has no fault to find with the 
rate of wages, the rate of pay, which has been given to the men. I 
will accept that as his expression; and I ask the gentleman, after all 
the investigation he has made, if he believes any man in the office of 
the Public Printer has been paid twice? And I turn to my friend, 
the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, ] who is chairman 
of the Committee on Printing, and ask him if he believes the pay- 
rolls have ever been duplicated ? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I have no evidence that that is 
the fact. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you believe it? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I do not think it can be so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘Then I havea right now to say the pay-rolls have 
not been duplicated. My friends upon the other side find no fault 
with the pay-rolls. If then there has been stealing in that depart- 
ment, wherein has it been? In the purchase of materials, and no- 
where else. I now come to the only purchases that are not made 
under the democratic supervision of the Joint Committee on Printing 
of the two Houses of Con And during the current fiscal year 
of 1880 what amount of the material has thus been purchased by the 
Public Printer on his own responsibility, and in which he could hase 
done this vast amount of stealing and squandering of the public funds, 
and thus create this great deticiency? My friend from Ohio has 
stated the amount, but I will state it again in this connection. The 
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amount disbursed for material, type, and machine 
side of the contracts—and I say in this connection t 


purchased out- 
it is the con- 
tracts that my friend from ee has charge of, as chairman of 


the Committee on Printing, to which I refer—onutside of the said con- 
tracts from July 1, 1879, to JOWONE 1880, is $81,460.15. Of this 
amount sixteen thousand three hundred and twenty-two dollars and 
some cents was paid for machinery out of the mg rh Gar re of 1879, 
and $35,970.43 only out of the appropriation for , and there has 
been paid for out of the appropriation for 1880 $9,844.20. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Does the gentleman insist upon 
it that the Committee on Printing has anything to do with the pur- 
chase of type and material ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If my friend had followed my argument he would 
not have thought I insisted on anything of that kind. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I merely wanted to have that 
point understood. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But what I am demonstrating, Mr. Chairman, is 
that there has not been stealing in the purchase of type and that if 
there has been any stealing in the printing department it could not 
have been in the supplies which were purchased by the Public Printer; 
those supplies were type, machinery, and material, and $64,000 is the 
full amount of money which has gone through his hands therefor out 
of the appropriasion for 1880, and the gentleman from Ohio in dis- 
cussing this question has alluded to the fact that type has been pur- 
ch according to the peim Take off from the $9,844.24 the 
whole amount expended for type in 1830, if you please 30 per cent., 
no one will claim that is not enough, deduct 50 por cent. even and 
say the Public Printer has pee 50 per cent. more for type than was 
necessary, that he has paid 50 per cent. more than was necessary, which 
noone 2 or believes, for the type and other materials which he 
purchased, the whole amount expended by him out of the appropria- 
tion of 1880 was $64,000, you will remember, and you have but $32,000 
of the deficiency to charge to him. 

Take that amount from this deficiency, and you will then have 
$450,000 at least that you cannot account for by or attribute to the 
fault of the Public Printer, if the pay-rolls have not been duplicated 
and if prices have not been paid than was proper and right 
to the men employed there. 

Will the gentleman from Ohio attempt, then, to acconnt for this 
large deficiency in this department by these picayune purchases of 
machinery and type? Have he and his colleague on the committee 
from Indiana [Mr. a 1 N been associated together on 
this matter for two weeks, and it escaped our attention that 
there has been stealing in the purchase of these materials? Will my 
friend take the floor and charge against the Public Printer that he 
has put one dollar of their purchase-money in his pocket? Does he 
believe any such thing? I say again, and I repeat it in this connec- 
tion, that he may have stolen the half of it, and then there will be 
a deficiency at the present time—— 

r. HAWLEY. He wants $450,000. 

Mr. MCMAHON. His figures are $490,000, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, $450,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK., There is a deficiency of $490,000. Will the gen- 
tleman attempt to explain that deficiency by saying that the money 
has been wasted in these petty purchases of een He has given 
an account of these purchases and I have pren it also, and we agea 
I think; and the amount is entirely ins nt to account for 
deficiency. He says that he finds no fault (I may be pardoned if I 
repeat myself somewhat) with the prices paid tothe men. My friend 
from Mississippi has given honest evidence on this question that he 
does not believe it possible that the payrola could be duplicated. 

What then is the reason and what the occasion of this deficiency 
in the Public Printing Office? There is a deficiency there; there is 
no question about that. The gentleman who is in charge of that 
office has explained the deficiency upon this theory, a theory which 
I say is abundantly justified by the evidence furnished your commit- 
tee; that if you take together the work ordered by the Forty-fourth, 
the Forty-fifth, and the first session of the Forty-sixth Congresses, it 
will be found that it has gone on increasing step by step until it now 
amounts to nearly $2,000,000 a year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; I would rather enjoy it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I will contribute toyourenjoyment. Idesire 
to ask the gentleman if it is not true that there is now being exe- 
cuted, and was last year and during preceding years, printing ordered 
in the Forty-second and Forty-third Congresses ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have seen no tables showing the division of the 
rinting; I have no knowledge that such is the case, but I have no 
oubt it is true to a limited extent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itis. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And it occurs in this way, as I will explain: A cer- 
tain work is ordered to be printed and bound. The printing is done, 
and then there are certain plates to be engraved, and the binding 
cannot be completed until all the printing and plate work is done. 
Therefore the work may extend through a series of years, and it is 
therefore likely that a work which was ordered as far back as the 
Forty-second or Forty-third Congress, for the expenditure of some 
minor amount, may still be in the hands of the printer, and the cost 
of the work will be paid for out of the appropriation for the year 
when it is done, but that cannot be a large amount. It is simply for 
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completing work. The engravings for the illustrations may have 
been delayed for two, three, or more asi for the want of an appro- 


poson, perhaps. And so in each suc g year, r work is or- 
ered by Tonaro, some part of it may be paid for, until it is finally 
completed. e expenditures upon some publications may be taken 
from the appropriations for a half a dozen current years. 
Now, Ido not undertake to say, and my friend from Mississippi 
5 85 SINGLETON] must not understand me as charging, that he 
n a party to any fraud in this department. I believe that the 


affairs of this Printing Office have been managed economically and 
honestly, but the purport of my argument has been to establish that 
if it has been otherwise it must have been in ing out the con- 


tracts which the Joint Committee on Printing of this House and of 
the Senate have in charge. I depend for proof of this upon the evi- 
dence which has been given by my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, I that there have been 
no duplicate payments made in that office for work, and also upon 
the evidence of my friend from Ohio [ Mr. MCMAHON] that the prices 
paid are not higher than they should be. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly I will yield. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. There seems to be an agreement that the rates 
of w r are proper, and that there has been no duplication of the 

-roll. 
. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. Then there still stands the charge, made by 
the gentleman from Ohio, | Mr. McManHov, ] that there is a large num- 
ber of useless persons employed who have nothing to do except to 
draw their pay: 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the gentleman from Ohio to have 
made that charge? 

Mr. MCMAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman to give me the name of a sin- 
gle employ e 

Mr. MCMAHON. I will give you the testimony taken before a com- 
mittee of the last House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I know nothing about testimony taken before a 
committee of the last House. 

Mr. MCMAHON. One moment. If you want my answer, I will re- 
fer you to 33 taken by a committee of the last House, the tes- 
timony of a man who is now employed in the office of the Republican 
3 in this city. I can read it to you if you want. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say again that I am speaking in reference to the 
expenditures of this year. And when the gentleman makes a delib- 
erate charge of that kind, I ask him to give to this House and to the 
country the name of one such person employed in that printing office. 

Mr. HAWLEY. For this fiscal year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Give me the name of a single useless employé in 
that office. And while Iam este, ed my friend to reply 

Mr. MCMAHON. Do J understand the gentleman to be waiting for 
a auran me? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say that while I am whiting for my friend 


to get ready to reply 

Mr. McMAHO . Iam ready now if you want an answer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Give me the name of a single individual upon the 
pay-roll who is holding a sinecure position. 

fat this point the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union rose informally; and a m from the Senate, as re- 
ported in a subsequent part of the ings, was received. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, while I am waiting for a reply from 
my coll e on the committee, [ Mr. McManon, j I will propound the 
same e to the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON. ] 
Does he know of any man in that office holding a sinecure position 
who is 11 5 7 Bere money which he does not honestly earn? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. If the gentleman wants an answer 
from me, I will give it to him in this way 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like a direct answer to a direct question. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I do not allow the gentleman to 
answer for me. I do not want to put a question to me and give 
an answer himself. I will say this: that I do not know of any person 
there who is not performing labor in accordance with law. But Ido 
believe that there are a great many persons there who possibly might 
be dispensed with; that perhaps there are more employed in the Gov- 
ernment 4 ee than ought to be. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Iam ready to answer my colleague on the com- 
mittee, [Mr. HISCOCK. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. The trouble about this isthat I am, perhaps, yield- 
an, Hae much of my time. 

r. MCMAHON. We will extend it. I am ready to answer. 

Mr. HISCOCK., I will yield to the gentleman if it does not come 
out of 21 5 6 5 { 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless there be unanimous consent, it must 
come out of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I think the gentleman ought not to ask me a 
question withont letting me answer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I stand here recognizing the fact that in regard 
to the administration of this Printing Office the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [ Mr. ee ee SPENS volumes where the gentleman from 
Ohio knows lines or words. 


Mr, SINGLETON, of Mississippi, That is altogether a mistake, I 


have probably no more familiarity with the affairs of the Printing 
Office than the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HISCOCK. While the tleman from Mississippi says that 
he knows of no man in that establishment who is not employed in 
accordance with law; that “possibly”—I believe I use his exact 
language—“ there are some men there who might be dispensed with.“ 
I am satisfied with that answer. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know whether the gentleman is 
waiting for an answer from the gentleman from Ohio ! 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Does he withdraw his question to me? I want 
him to withdraw it, unless he allows me to answer it. I am ready to 
answer it now. 

Mr. HISCOCK, If the gentleman knows of any employé in that 
office now holding a sinecure position—who is not rendering the serv- 
ice he is bein Ree for—he may give me the name. 

Mr. MoMAH N. But I will not answerin just that way. [Langh- 


ter. 
Mt. HISCOCK. That is precisely the question I asked the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Does my colleague on the committee yield to me? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have put to the gentleman no otherquestion. I 
decline to yield to him to answer any suppositious question which 
has not been asked by me. 

Mr. MCMAHON. All right; there will be plenty of time in the 
course of the debate to answer it. I do not want anything more now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, Mr. come aig i have spent about all the 
time I can afford to on the item for the Public Printer. I believe 
that a full investigation into the administration of the Printing Office 
will demonstrate that the affairs of that department have been man- 
aged with economy; that no money has been put into the hands of 
the Public Printer to be used at his discretion and squandered; that 
the Joint Committee on Public Printing under the law have dis- 
0 their duties honestly and fairly; that under their supervision 
this office has been administered as economically and as well as it could 
well be. In further justification of this belief I have this to say, that 
in view of the capacity of my friend from Ohio [Mr. McManon] for 
investigation and the time which he has given to this subject, he 
would have been able to put his hand upon the evidence, if there is 
ay such evidence, that the Publio Printer has been isin ppm the 
pu lio funds. The factis that this question has been held in abeyance 

m the Ist of January until the present time that my friend from Ohio 
might investigate it to his heart’s content. I have a right to allude 
to one other fact, because he has alluded to it. He said that certain 
questions which he has asked of the Public Printer have not been 
answered. 

Mr. McMAHON. I did not say they had not all been answered; 
I said they had not been satisfactorily answered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman says that they have not been sat- 
isfactorily answered. I think it was yesterday, or the day before, 
that he propounded to the Public Printer some nine questions, to 
which the Public Printer replied that he has not the clerical force to 
devote to the answering of those questions in a less period than a 
week or ten days. 

And I know of no other questions that are unanswered. I know of 
no information that has been withheld from us by the Public Printer 
on this subject. More than that, the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Printing is conversant with the machinery of this office, con- 
versant with the way in which it has been administered. He is here, 
and I appeal to him whether, so far as the answers of this department 
are concerned, they have not been full, frank, and explicit as to every 
question which has been asked. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I want to say that I do not know 
what interrogatory has been put to the Publie Printer by the gentle- 
man who has this bill in charge, and therefore I cannot say whether 
they are or not. 

. HISCOCK, The gentleman from Mississippi has been one of 
this sub-committee and I have appealed to him, Mr. Chairman, be- 
cause I believe that in the investigation which has transpired he has 
been animated in an eminent degree by a spirit of fairness; that he 
has felt the only purpose and object of our investigation should be 
to do justice to that department and the men managing it. I ap- 

ed to him because I have congratulated myself throughout this 
investigation that he and myself were in accord. I appealed to him 
believing he was willing tostand forth here and answer, and repel un- 
founded charges when they are made against a public officer when 
he knows well of their falsity. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, a little further on this question, and if allowed 
I shall pass from it to the other item of this appropriation bill which 
has been discussed by the gentleman from Ohio. ‘ 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. Do I understand the gentleman declines to 
answer a question? It wonld be a great satisfaction to me if the 

tleman would say in his belief there is no person ampioyen by the 
Public Printer needlessly and simply for the purpose of drawing his 


salary. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do say it. 
* Mr. LOUNSBERY. After investigating the subject? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir; after investigating it I do say so. I do 
believe there is not a man in his private business who has devoted 


MARCH 127 


1880. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


more time or care—knowing perhaps he would be investigated by a 
democratic Congress and by political adversaries—who has devoted 
more time and care te administering the affairs of his office eco- 
nomically than the prann: Public Printer. There may be some matters 
in which that gentleman may have erred in that large establishment. 
To erris human. I know of no case in which he has erred, however. 

The gentleman from Mississippi has said there might “possibly” 
be some servico which could be dispensed with; that gentleman has 
been unwilling to say he knows of any service which might be dis- 
pensed with. Inthe examination which I havemade I have discovered 
noman whose service could properly be dispensed with in the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of that office. I say again on this subject, I 
believe that the office has been administered with honesty, with 
fidelity, with economy. 

And it would have been well for the gentleman from Ohio when he 
was investigating this question, or rather speaking, on this point, to 
have told us when this stealing commenced, when this maladminis- 
tration began. Why, sir, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, the 
Public Printer had to his credit $1,755,692. It was this same Public 
Printer, it was this same man who, by insinuation, he seeks to 
blacken. And he expended of that money $1,621,167, and turned back 
into the Treasury $134,524. Here was a surplus passed by this man 
over into the Treasury. That was for the year ending June 30, 1878. 

Now, let us go to the next year. The whole amount to the credit 
of the Public Printer for porting aod pinding for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1879, was $1,612,525.27; the whole amount expended, 
$1,592,007.47—and, mark you, gentlemen of the committee and Mr. 
Chairman, this was the last fiscal year, ending Jane 30, 1879—the 
whole amount expended was $1,592,207.40; and the Public Printer 
covered back into the Treasury $20,517.80. í 

Why does not my friend tell me when this stealing commenced, 
when this maladministration commenced, when these peculations 
commenced, when these fraudulent contracts were first entered into? 
When was it that this old, gray-headed man at the head of this 
department first became dishonest or began to trust his affairs to 
younger men, seeming to know nothing about the administration of 
the office himself? 

Mr. Chairman, we have had time enough for the investigation of 
this subject, as I believe if we had devoted ourselves to it with that 
particularity and with that industry which might have characterized 
us, to have found out precisely the amount of work done during the 
eight months of the current year 1880 more than in the corresponding 
eight months of the preceding year. Has my friend made that inves- 
tigation? Has he attempted that investigation? By no manner of 
means. He has taken from the reports certain statements with a view 
to proving there has been no increase in the volume of printing to 
justify this deficiency. 

He has alluded to the number of reports which have been printed; 
he has alluded to the number of bills and other matter printed, an 
has attempted to deduce the fact that no such deficiency as this is 
justified by the increase in the work which has been done in that 
office, but he makes an incomplete case. 

In all the Departments of this Government the printing has been 
largely increased. He has taken the volumes ordered which he found 
referred to in the report of the Public Printer, and it appears there has 
been a large increase in the number ordered ; for the first session of 
the Forty-fourth Congress, excluding the regular number provided 
for by law, 389,525 volumes were ordered. During the second session 
of the Forty-fourth Congress there were ordered 435,425 volumes, 
making in the aggregate for the Forty-fourth Congress 824,950 vol- 
umes. 

Now, as to the character of these works. Have we investigated to 
find out what thoy were? Have we made or instituted a comparison 
between these volumes and those ordered at previous Con: ? 
They might have been of a different character of work aid doubly 
as expensive. The gentleman from Ohio has not investigated this 
question with a view to ascertaining that fact. 

The Forty-fifth Congress ordered 981,272 volumes, an increase of 
156,322 volumes on the preceding Congress. Has there been any evi- 
dence to preve, has there been any investigation even with a view to 
determining how these volumes as to cost of production correspond 
with those ordered by the preceding 8 

Here is a vast increase in the number of the volumes, and for 
aught we know a corresponding increase in the costs of the volumes. 
In the first session of the Forty-sixth Congress there were ordered 
329,660 volumes. The gentleman from Ohio has taken the length of 
the sessions, and the number of investigating committees, of some 
former Congress, and has interjected into his speech the assertion 
that its printing for its current years would require as large appro- 
priations respectively as is required for this fiscal year on account of 
the amount of work done for and ordered by the first session, the ex- 
tra session, for the Forty-sixth Congress. 

But, sir, the ag fecha Congress went out of existence March 4 and 
the extra session of the Forty-sixth Congress immediately convened 
and its work and orders come in advance of the first year’s work of 
the ee er the gentleman refers to. If no extra session had been 
rende necessary, its expense would have been avoided and its orders 
for work deferred until now and their cost gone largely into the fiscal 
year of 1881. I do not know how we can determine from the re 
and evidence before us that for the amount of work done there has 
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been any more money expended during eight months of the present 
fiscal year than during the same period for any other fiscal year. But 
I do say, in view of the facts to which I have called the attention of 
the committee, and especially in view of the fact that there has been 
no evidenceshowing corruption or overpayments, while we have shown 
a decided increase in the volnme of 2 ordered, that we are 
justified in believing that the money has been honestly expended and 
the deficiency honestly created. It has been said in reference to this 
matter by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] that at a proper 
time he shall move to reduce the amount in the pending bill for defi- 
ciency. And I willsay upon that point a word, and then conclude my 
remarks upon this feature of the bill. 

It appears, Mr. Chairman, that there was ap Lf a by the last 
Congress for the present fiscal year the sum oF 7 ,000, which it was 
intended should be devoted to departmental work. All the appropri- 
ation for congressional printing has been exhausted. Ont of this 
$743,000, $475,000 only has been expended for the Departments, leay- 
in ga balance to be expended for departmental work of $268,000. The 
Public Printer has now unexpended of the entire appropriation the 
sum of $74,411.61, which sum, if he apply it to the amount due to the 
Departments on account of . er made them, leaves still 
due them the sum of $193,588.39. 

No gentleman upon the Appropriations Committee has for a moment 
suggested that it would not be necessary that this amount of work 
should be done for the Departments. It is believed that during this 
year the volume of work in the Departments has rather increased 
than diminished. 

The Government Printer’s estimate for the printing of the Con- 


GRESSIONAL RECORD is $90,000. To do the printing of this session, of 


bills, reports of committees, testimony taken and proceedings had 
before committees and in Congress, he estimates the sum of $59,272.68 
should be appropriated, making in the aggregate $342,861.71. 

I have made a list of the documents which i 
be printed. Any gentleman upon this floor can examine the schedules 
which are in the hands of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] 
and determine the question for himself. I have gone through those 
schedules, and have selected from them such documents as I believe 
of necessity should be printed, and their cost aggregates $155,067.30 
to be added to the other items I have mention he aggregate is 
$497,928.47, which I say is absolutely necessary to be appropriated to 
the Government Printing Office, and this necessity is the result of 
democratic extravagance in ordering printing and democratic folly 
in rendering n the extra session and entailing its cost upon. 
* le, and not of republican mismanagement of the printing office. 

5 RPE how much time have I remaining ? 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirteen minutes, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will dismiss this feature of the bill, to which 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] addressed himself at such 
length, and in the brief time I have left will offer to the committee. 
some remarks upon the proposed appropriation of $600,000 for the 
pay of United States marshals. 

confess my surprise that the gentleman from Ohio, in his place 
on this floor, should announce to the committee and to the country 
that the democratic party do not propose to obey the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. That party has arrogated to 
itself the merit of being the great constitutional party; yet one of 


its representatives on the Appropriation Committee, a member of this. 


House, standing in his place, declares that party does not 8 to 
bow its head to the decree of the highest court in the land. 

And I am the more astonished in the light of the past. We have 
had an extra session of this Congress. The Forty-fifth Congress went 
out of existence with this same democratic party declaring that the 
nation should be starved before one single dollar should be appropri- 
ated for the execution of the Federal election laws; that the nation 
should be destroyed if those election laws were not repealed, 

We convened here in the first, the extra, session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress, and that was the issue tendered us by our democratic 
friends. It was substantially yielded by them in their finally making 
appropriations to support the Government ; but we went to the coun- 
try upon the issue, and the country was heard from in last fall’s elec- 
tions. I especially am surprised that a gentleman from Ohio, the 
State my friend, Mr. MCMAHON, in part represents, should have been 
chosen to declare this policy of the democratic party. Ohio, sir, has 
been very emphatic on this question. A citizen of that State in the 
Forty-fifth Congress was a leader on this side of the House. He and 
a colleague of his in that Congress, and a member of this Congress, 
a member of the democratic party, went before the people of that 
State for the highest office in their gift upon the issue, and Mr. Foster 
was elevated to the gubernatorial chair, and Mr. EWING suffered to 
serve out his term in Con . The gentleman makes his announce- 
ment in the face of the fact there are other distinguished statesmen 
of his State who are monumental evidence of the folly of the demo- 
cratic party upon this question. A member of this House from Ohio 
was the leading champion on our side of the question, the one who 
led our column in the contest, whose burning words for all time will 
inspire the young and receive the commendation of the old. Another 
Ohio statesman at the other end of the Capitol was the leading cham- 
pion of the starvation policy. Mr. GARFIELD has been approved and 


elevated to a higher position by Ohio, and Mr. THURMAN will soon. 


cease to be a leader of the democracy in Congress. $ 


tis indispensable should, 


I am surprised that, with all these sad experiences before him, with 
all these recollections, near and painful recollections of the past, the 
gentleman from Ohio conld be prevailed upon to announce that the 


democratic party will not obey the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 

Mr. McMATION. The gentleman has twice said that I have said 
the democracy would not obey ibe decision of the Supreme Court. 
I ask him first where the Supreme Court has decided that we must 
l any money for special deputy marshals; and secondly, I 

him when I said that I would not obey the decision of the Su- 
preme Court? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, when we find a law upon the stat- 
ute-book which requires for its enforcement the payment of money, 
there is only one justification that a political party can make for re- 
fusing to appropriate money for the exeoution of that law; that is, 
that it is unconstitutional, When a liability on the part of the Gov- 
ernment has been incurred, there is no other justification for a refusal 
to rag oir money to pay it than that the law is unconstitutional, 
This liability has been created against the Government. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Under what authority? How? By whom? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwillreadthe law. Ihaveithere, This liability 
has been incurred, not by the head of a Department, but by mar- 
shals—inferior officers—acting under a statute in the performance of 
a duty which, if they had declined it, they could have been compelled 
by mandamus to perform. Whatis the provision of the law? I read 
from section 2021 of the Revised Statutes: 

‘Whenever an election at which Representatives or Delegates in Congress are to 
be chosen is held in any city or town of twenty thousand inhabitants or upward, 
the marshal for the district in which the city or town is situated shall— 

“Shall” is the language—not “ may ”— 

Shall, on the application, in writing, of at least two citizens residing in such city 
or town, appoint special deputy marshals, whose duty it shall be, &c. 

Mr. McMAHON. Now, will the gentleman permit a question? The 
law says that no Department of the Government shall expend in any 
one year any sum in excess of appropriations previously made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is a marshal a department of the Government ? 

Mr. McMAHON. Let me put a question. Can a quartermaster 
under the War Department enter into a contract without money hay- 
ing been appropriated for the purpose? He is not the h of a 
Department. 

r. HISCOCK. There is no analogy in the cases, This is no con- 
tract, Here is an official duty laid upon an officer. When a certain 
condition precedent has been performed there is nothing for him to do 
but to goon and act. Heis not a department of the Government; 
he isnot making acontract forthe Government. He stands precisely 
like a marshal who receives into his hands a warrant to arrest a pris- 


-oner. It is his duty to execute it; and from that fact arises an obli- 


gation on the part of the Government to pay him his fees upon the 
execution. Does the gentleman say it is a contract? It is the exe- 
cution of an official duty from which beyond doubt arises an implied 
3 ease on the part of the Government to pay the officer his fees. 


Will my friend from Ohio say that he believes the provision of the 
statute to which he has referred has been violated ? 

Mr. MCMAHON. yes, sir; I do. N 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, sir, it is sad to believe that so good a lawyer 


will so hazard his reputation in so public a manner. [Laughter.] 0 

tleman puts a qorahon with reference to a quartermaster. In 
hat case a contract is made, and the quartermaster is acting under 
the direction of the head of a Department. The case I present is 


entirely unlike that. Here is a purely executive duty to be performed 


by a minor officer; aud he must go on and do it. No contract is 
made. It is the duty of the Government to pay him; and I say there 
is no justification for refusal to pay except that the law is unconsti- 
tutional. 

We understand, Mr. Chairman, that $150,000 of these fees for special 
deputy or election marshals remain unpaid. Perhaps all these serv- 
ices were not performed during the last fiscal year; but this is a 
test question in reference to that amount. Here is a liability which 
has been created, which the Supreme Court of the United States, the 
highest tribunal in the land having jurisdiction of the question, has 
. My friend from Ohio, for the democratic party, announces 
that it will not yield to the judgment of the Supreme Court; that not- 
withstanding the liability, the democratic majority in this House will 
refuse to make the re} e necessary to pay these officers. 
Upon this point a gentleman hands me an extract from the New York 
Herald, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: | 

The democratic party has contended for ten years that these laws are a flagrant 
violation of the Constitution, and as soon as it gained control of both Houses of 
Congress it refused to — 1 for their enforcement. The question of 
their constitutionality at length been adjudicated by the only authority com. 
petent to decide it. We bet <n therefore, that Congress, as the easiest 
way of getting out of its scrape, will pass a bill for compensating the supervisors 
and deputy marshals, and drop for the present the extremely foolish controversy 
which was carried to the verge of revolution in the extra session last year. The 
necessity which Ries stuns now recognize of making appropriations for the en- 
forcement of the eral election law does not, indeed, preclude them from at- 
tem to accomplish its repeal at some future time. So long as it stands in the 
statute-book as a constitutional law—a law declared to be constitutional by the 
one 3 competent to decide and foreclose questions of this class Con 
will be bound to make the requisite appropriations for carrying it into t. 
+ * * The democrats in Congress will not to withhold the pay of the super- 
visors and Federal marshals after the important decision rendered yesterday by the 
“Supreme Court. 


-eight was too many; that 


Mr. McMAHON. Is there not an article in that pees on the third 
term which might be read in the same connection Roe, ra 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I say to my friend from Ohio, Isay- 
to the House, and I = to the country, there was no violation of law 
in the appointment of these special deputy marshals. It was the 
duty of the marshals to supos them; and I believe the democratic 
party will in the end yield to the inevitable, and vote them the pay 
which they have earned. 

[Here the hammer fell, 

Mr. ATKINS obtained the floor, and yielded to Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with my remarks, 
I desire to give the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] an an- 
swer to the question that he seemed to be spoiling to hear. He asked 


as Fog e— 

x HISCOCK. I say to the gentleman on the other side, that 
nothing need be done for our preservation over here. There is not 
the least sign of anybody’s “spoiling ;” the scent of decay does not 
come from this side of the House. VE anghter.] 

Mr. FINLEY. Well, I judge by the frantic manner in which the 
gentleman put that question so repeatedly that he was in pain at all 
events to have an answer to his question; and I will give it. He 
asked the question whether a single person could be pointed out on 
the pay-rolls of the Public Printer who was not needed. When my 
colleague undertook to answer him he was shut out because the gen- 
tleman said he wanted an answer whether there was any on the roll 
now who was not needed. In the Forty-fifth Congress an investiga- 
tion of the management of the Government Printing Office was had, 
in which the ony of Mr. Henry T. Brian, thè former foreman 
of the Public Printing Office under Mr. Clapp, was examined, and his 
attention called to the number of employés in the establishment, 
which he said was in excess of the number employed during Clapp’s 
administration. It was shown to him by the report of the Pablic 
Printer that there were one hundred and twenty-six laborers there, 
of whom twenty were in the document room. He said six or seven 
were all that was found neecssary when he was there. Again, in the 
folding-room there were twenty-three, and he said five could do the 
work in that room unless the wagons were included. He was shown 
that twenty-eight were employed in the press-room. He said twenty- 
. Clapp had about twenty. Seven em- 
ployés were used in the job and specification rooms; he thought three 
sufiicient. Ten men were employed in the Recorp room; he thought 
three only were required there. $ it was shown him, em- 
ployed five carpenters and six laborers in the yard; he thought two 
carpenters and two laborers sufficient. 

r. GARFIELD. Is this Wendell’s report? 

Mr. FINLEY. It is not; it is the testimony of Mr. Brian, a 
republican, who was foreman of the Printing Office under Mr. Clapp. 
His attention was called to the fact that in the press-room there were 
ninety lady feeders ; he thought seventy-five a large number. Paper- 
wetters, &c., forty-three ; he said, I should think thirty ought to be 
enough. A witness before him testified there was an excess of em- 
Ploy in that establishment of 334 per cent. i 

ell, Mr. Chairman, that was more than a year ago. At that time 
rt of the Public Printer that the number of 
employés in his establishment averaged, I think, about seventeen hun- 
I can only make comparison with the present year. Ihave his 
report here ; and I haye footed up the number of employés during the 
last fiscal year at twenty-two hundred and sixty-six, If there were 33} 
per cent, too many when seventeen hundred was the average, gentle- 
men may fi for themselves whether there are too many now, 
when there are twenty-two hundred and sixty-six. There has been 
in the past seventeen years appropriated for and spent at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office about $27,000,000. If we make this appro- 
priation it will make nearly $1,900,000 this year, including proceeds 
of sales from waste-paper, &c., nearly $2,000,000 in round numbers, 
which is an expense of 85,200 a day, and $156,000 a month. 

I will not consent to vote for this appropriation without entering 

my protest against the declaration that has gone forth in the news- 
apers, emanating I have no doubt from the Government Printing 
Dfice, that this increase of expenditure is due to tho extra ses- 
sion of Congress. The gentleman from Ohio made the pertinent in- 
quiry, “ what is wrong at the Goyernment Printing Office” that so 
large a sum of money should be expended? I will say to the gentle- 
man that, after full and fair investigation by a committee of the 
Forty-fifth Congress of which I was a member, extending over a 
period of eight months, after hearing evidence on all sides, I have 
come to the conclusion that there is more money expended for the 
Government printing, with less safeguards thrown around its expend- 
iture, than in any other departmept of the Federal Government. I 
will say, furthermore, and I believe I can demonstrate it with almost 
conclusive certainty, that there are from $300,000 to $500,000 more 
expended for the Government prinbing than is actually necessary. 
he gentleman from New York said my friend from Mississippi 
knows volumes about the public Printing Office where my 8 
knew lines. In the investigation which the gentleman made in the 
Forty-fourth Congress he and his committee reported, as I remember 
it, that there was expended 8 not less than $500,000 more than 
was ne I will add to that that in an investigation which was 
made by the committee of which I was a member, following a 
his investigation, we found no change in the way of reform, but that 


J 


it was shown by the re 


1880. 
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whatever change was made was rather for the worse, which I will 
proceed to demonstrate before I 8 

This matter of cost can be cip down to a mathematical cer- 
tainty. Ihave here in writing the proposition of a gentleman who 
published the Globe for many years, Mr. Franklin Rives, a gentleman 
of large experience as a printer, who has had experience as a public 

rinter, for he published the Globe; aman of wealth—able to per- 
orm all he contracts to do. In a letter which I received from him a 
few days 8 Sna which I will print as part of my remarks, he 
makes the following propositions, (and I want my friend from New 
York to listen to them,) and will give bond for the faithful perform- 
ance of the contract to the satisfaction of Con He offers to 
furnish all the material except paper, to do all the printing of the 
Government for 90 per cent. of the present cost, and publish the 
RECORD for nothing, on which the Public Printer reports for the year 
1879 he disbursed the sum of $140,205.71. 

He will do all the other printing for 90 per cent. of the 
cost, printing the RECORD for nothing, and give bond for its 
execution. He told me that he would then e t to make $125,000 

rofit. He makes another proposition to take the Government Print- 

Office as it is now and restore it after a term, and do all the Gov- 

ernment printing for 90 per cent. of the present cost and pay the 

Government $100,000 rent for the use of the office and fixtures, and 

he then expects to make $125,000 profit. Now, then, this man is not 

speaking in the dark. He knows exactly what he is talking about ; 

he understands his business; he has made his computations with care, 
and he knows what he can do. His letter is as follows: 

Tur GLOBE PRINTING OFFICE, 
Nos. 339 AND 341 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., March 6, 1880. 
been of the opinion that correct 


resent 
ithful 


Sm: While I have lon, 
omy would require that 
done 


AD for the public printing and binding. Iwill then furnish all the labor re- 
quired, and al the except th 
ordered by Congress and the Executive 

which the 


i r. 
erment, will ba of such qualities as the Paintin g 
of course I should have no responsibility in that N 
state, to an 


therewith, 

the Government to pay me 90 per cent. of the present cost of like work, exclusive 

of hes except in the case of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. In reference to 

that publication I will furnish the necessary labor, and the materials except pa- 

rint and bind the two editions in the same manner and to the same extent 

as now, in consideration of the other work as aforesaid, and will make no charge 

against the Government therefor—this may be considered as being in lieu of rent 
for the public property. 

Or, I will execute all the work, including the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in the 
manner and after the conditions set forth above, for 90 per cent. of its present cost 
FCC Printing Office as it 
now stands. In either case I will give satisfac seourity that the work shall 
Meer ak OT A tone the work I th riated by Con 

of the work I mean the mon gress 
therefor and actually consumed in its execution. re T : 

The Public Printer's published annual Ae mp do not exhibit the entire cost of 

of my propositions the cost of the 
Government. 


te. 
Very respectfully, 
1 FRANELIN RIVES. 


P. 8.—Any damage to t. , or other mate: other 1 
and tear incident to the AAE — of such work iil be made er 8 
new. 

Hon. EBENEZER B. FINLEY, 

Chat man Committee on Public Expenditures, 
House of Representatives. 

Now, if it be true that a private individual can carry on the Gov- 
ernment printing at from $250,000 to $300,000 less than it now costs 
and yet make a clear profit of $125,000 for himself, is it not well for 
Co before appropriating money in gross to stop a moment and 
inguire why this is costing so much? 

Chairman, the Vance or Singleton committee in 1875-76 made 
a report after a full investigation, in which the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, whom my friend from New York takes so much stock in, 
joined, wherein they said that the Government Printer, Mr. Clapp, 
first lacked the proper qualifications and was totally incapacitated 
to fill the office of Congressional Printer; second, that 2 was 
and unpardonable malfeasance in the office, resulting in heavy 
oss to the Government; and third, that embezzlement of money was 
developed, and in a speech made by him May 16, 1876, he showed that 
the institution was absolutely rotten to the core. He showed that 
the Government Printer then had surrounded himself with subordi- 
nates who, as I construe his eerie were cheating and 5 
the Government by wholesale, colluding with persons who furnish 
online to the Government and putting the proceeds into their own 
pockets; and yet we found upon investigation that when Mr. De- 


cere came into office he retained in his employment 
m the 
men, trustworthy and honest, well qualified for the position, and who 


the very men of 
gentleman then complained so loudly, and he turned off two 


were men of probity and capacity. He gave these two men their 
walkin -papers, 3 notice upon them one month before he went 
into office that he would not want their services any more. 

This was the action of the man in whom the gentleman from New 
York takes so much stock. Not only that, but he imported into his 
employ a man who had been indicted for fraud in thé Government 
Printing Office under him (Defrees) in his former administration. 
We found him in his employment, and he is there yet for all I know. 
It will be remembered that Defrees was rnment Printer before 
Mr. Clapp came in, and during his administration as Government 
Printer there was a combination among paper dealers and 
furnishing him with supplies in which his chief clerk En PEE 
which the Government was defrauded out of about $250,000, as was 
testified to by the Government detective who investigated the trans- 
action. (See pago 208, Report No. 119, Forty-fifth Congress.) We in- 
vestigated it. e found that A B C, who had made contracts for the 
supply of , twine, &c., had colluded with Mr. Defrees’s chief 
el 2 and defrauded the Government out of this sum of $250,000. 
One of these men—they were all indicted, Mr. Defrees with them— 
(see page 198 of Report No. 119, Forty-fifth Con )—one of these 
men gave back to the Government $90,000, another $10,000, another 
$8,000. Defrees’s chief clerk gave back $7,500, including out 
of $14,000 which he admitted he got. 1 225, Report No. 119, 
third session Forty-fifth Congress.) the others compounded their 
crime, or rather settled the judgments rendered spamni them, pay- 
ing about one-half, and their indictments were nolled, and the chief 
conspirator, Mr. Thomas, in a letter which I will read, and which ap- 
pearsin this testimony on pago 227, stated that this short-weight paper 
was understood between him and the Superintendent of Printing at 
the time the contract was made. These deficiencies were c: in 

art by short-weight paper. For instance, an order would be given 

or so many reams of paper, and reams of half sheets would be - 
ered instead, and the chief clerk them as full reams, and the 
contractor drew the pay for the whole amount as if the contract had 
been literally complied with. In the letter to which I have referred, 
and from which I will give an extract, he says: 

This half-sheet story makes up the bulk of the deficiencies, aside from the mat- 
ter of short-weight . This short-weight paper was understood at the time 
of making the 8 I say understood; I mean by the parties who made 
the contract—myself and the Superintendent of Printing. 

Mr. Carlisle, the Government detective who ferreted out the trans- 
action, testified as follows: 

These frauds could not have been successfully carried on had Mr. Defrees super- 
vised the inspection and adjustment of the accounts, as was required by the law. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, What page is that? 

Mr. FINLEY. r 237. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illindis. What is the N reading from? 

Mr. FINLEY. From the report of the House Committee on Public 

ditures in relation to the public printing and binding. It is 
report No. 119 of the Forty-fifth ongress, third session. 3 
. 0. ON, of Illinois. A report made to this Hopse ! 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes; a report made to this House. Now, whem I 
was interrupted, I was saying that this chief spoliator, who gave 
back this 1 sum of money, left that letter behind him. h 

Mr. A’ What compelled him to give it back? 

Mr. FINLEY. He was indicted ; also ng a for $125,000 was 
rendered spaini him, and they settled it. 

Mr. ATKINS. In this District? 

Mr. FINLEY. He was indicted in Detroit. i 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Defrees had not been in his office but a 
short time until he reinstated in his employment this chief clerk, who 
admitted he took as a bribe $14,000 from this man Thomas, for pass- 
ing this short-weight paper, I have no doubt, although he claimed 
that it was for allowing Thomas a large allowance of waste, and he 
is in the Public Printing Office now for anything I know to the con- 


One of the men of whom the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SIN- 
Se eee one of Mr. Clapp’s subordinates, was Mr. Rob- 
erts. . Roberts, it was shown in the testimony, went down to 
Philp & Solomons, in this city, and bought a large number of bound 
blank-books. He had Messrs. Philp & Solomons make false bills, 
and bill them to the Public Printer as so much paper. The account 
was passed into the Treasury De ent and paid. The committee 
of the last Congress interrogated Mr. Roberts in regard to that. He 
admitted that it was wrong; that they made a false bill. I put the 
question to Mr. Roberts, “ Why did you do that?” and the excuse he 

ve to me was a most remarkable one. He said it was cheaper to 

uy these books already bound than it was for him to bind them. 
H What did you do with those books?” “I turned them over to the 
Treasury Department.” “Did you charge the Treasury Department 
for binding them?” I did.“ “Did you add anything to the actual 
cost for binding?” “I added 15 per cent.” (See report and testi- 
mony, Forty-fifth Congress, 469, 470.) He char, the Treas- 
ury Department for bindi ks that he bought, and added 15 per 


cent. to the actual cost for binding. That man the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] complained of; and I hope the gentle- 
issi bringing in his name so 


man from Mississippi will pardon me for 
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tleman from New 
from Mississippi in the attitudé of indors- 

he has said about the Government Printer, and I know he does 
My friend from Mississippi gave an acceunt of varions trans- 
actions of this man Roberts, of whom I have been speaking, which 


often, but I am com to do it because the 
York the gen 


not. 


I will not now take time to state. Roberts is still there in charge of 


the bindery. 

The gentleman from Mississippi spoke also about a man named 
Larcombe, to whom he gives in that speech this certificate of good 
character. 

As 


pertinent to a description of this transaction I will quote from 
p q 


the remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] 


made on that occasion, 
He says: 


Interesting as it may be to follow up the devious ways and malpractices of the 
Gongressional Printer and his confréres in the sales and purchases of materials for 
the ent Printing Office, I must close up this t. I think enough has 
been disclosed to carry conviction to every unbiased mind that there has been col- 
lusion between these parties to defraud the Government and enrich themselves at 
the expense of virtuous manhood and ovary J. 5. K. of honest and fair dealing. 
What wonder that the house of John Campbell & Co. has waxed fat, after feedin, 
80 cnay from the "panua crib,” baying $879.75 worth of imitation gold-leaf, 
and selling it at a profit of $570.25, not advancing one cent, but paying with tho 
money drawn from the Treasury upon a voucher furnished by them to A. M. Clapp. 
What wonder that this house should be able to double its capital in a few years, 
when on a sale of $4,452 of calf-skin to the Government it should be able torealize 
a profit of $1,264, and never wake a sleeping ponny that was resting in their pock- 
ets. What wonder that A. M.C. should be the possessor of houses and lots in 
Washington, the owner of bank k and bank deposits, aggregating many tens 
of thousands of dollars, when it is understood that he came to this city a bank- 


rupt. 
ask for a short time the attention of the House while I lay before it a gross 
violation of the criminal law of the land by imposing upon the Secretary of the 
a falso voucher in the settlement of his accounts. 
A. M. Clapp's testimony : 
s tion. Referring to the sinbs of your check-book, under the date of March 
= nap So Ags Sephora A POOOR was drawn in fayor of Philp & Solomons for $234! 
“ Answer. 0. 
ry Can you explain for what that check was drawn? 
uQ. Do the data you h show that fif of whi 
a e data you have show that reums of white paper were pur- 
chased from Philp 2 Solomons on Pobroany 24, 1872? pea F 
“A. Yes; and receipted for by my foreman of binding. 
as Q 2 Sp tie you purchased paper from Philp & Solomons ? 
“ ea, sir.” 
A. S. Solomons testifies to the fact that not one sheet of such paper was purchased 
from him by the Congressional Printer, but that a false voucher was made out for 
the benefit of Mr, Clapp, and used in his settlement with the Treasury. 


ieee Did you make an examination in regard to the tran of March 
13, 1 when the Congressional Printer drew a check in favor of Philp & Solo- 
mons for $234? 

„Answer. I did. 1 

‘£ 2 Please state the result of that examination. 

„A. We had a large number of blank-books which we desired to sell to the Treas- 
ury Department. ey needed the books but had no fund out of which they could 


for them, and ia poesis that we should see some one connected with the Public 
nter. I met Mr. Roberts, whom I believed to be the foreman of the bindery, 
and related to him the circumstances. He said bo ai see about it. Shortly 
thereafter he made inquiry as to the number of books in our possession, and sub- 
sequently saw and made a selection from them, footing up the amount we asked 
for such books. He then informed me that under the law they could not buy blank- 
books, but had to buy paper, and he asked me to make out the bill for the gross 
amount of the books, that was $234. The bill read, Fifty reams white cap paper, 
18 ds, at ente per pound, $4.68 per ream,’ making, in the 8, 81. 
a ently that amount was paid to us by a check from the Government Printer, 
My greed many books did yon sell them ? 
and 


the account was closed. 

Somewhere between one hundred and twenty-five and two hundred demy 
crown cloth-covered books, ruled faint only, and pa 
4 g Pia you include in this charge paper, books, binding, and all else connected ? 
be es. 


RA In this bill of $234 did you furnish any white cap paper ? 

“A. None whatever.” 

I next read from the testimony ef the financial clerk, John Larcombe, sharp, oily- 

a and unscrupulous. He needed but a few hours to improvise a cash-boo 

which would balance all accounts of money received and money disbursed, and 

itt leave ghey e A. M. Clapp, a g to his own testimony, the neat 
ttle sum of $58,000 as his perquisite. 

This man, Larcombe, continues to be chief bookkeeper and finan- 
cial manager under Mr. Defrees. The gentleman from Mississippi 
spoke also of Mr. Collinsand gave him a little certificate of character: 

The next witness I will introduce shall be W. H. Collins, clerk in ch: of 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD accounts. He is a novelty in 3 and exhibits 
rare talents in forcing balances when his cash received and disbursments do not 
agree. 


This man, Collins, is still under Mr. Defrees. And so I . et go 
on, if my time was not so limited, to the end of the string. „De- 
frees has under him all the objectionable characters to whom the 
gentleman from Mississippi referred, and has added more to them, 
and the only ones he turned off, as far as I am advised, were those whom 
I have named, gentlemen that were well qualified as I believe for 
the position they held. I refer especially to Mr. Brian and to Mr. 
Helm. I want now to call attention to them for one moment. 

Mr. Brian was foreman of printing under Mr. Defrees’s predecessor. 
He says he received a letter from Mr. Defrees a month before he took 
the office saying he did not want him. 

The letter and part of his testimony relative to it is as follows: 


By Mr. FINLEY: 
8 Do you know of his dismissing anybody else at the same time? 
. Yes, sir; he dismissed the chief clerk and two of my assistants, to the 
best of my recollection. I should like to file Mr. Defreee’s letter, and I herewith 
make it an exhibit in connection with the answers to this question. 


A.—June 10,1878. 
“BERKELEY SPRINGS, WEST Va., 
“ May 5, 1877. 
" DEAR SIR: I deem it proper to say to you that I wish to make a change in the 
foremanship of the Government e Office on the lat of June next. 
do not wish it understood as questioning 


your fitness for the position, but it is for other considerations sai to me. 
“Yours, &., 
“ JNO. D. DEFREES, 
“Captain Henry T. Brix, 
“Washington, D. C. a 


“P, S.—Major Davis, of Maine, will be your successor. 5 
What was the chief clerk’s name ? r 
H. H. Clapp. 
Who were your assistants that he dismissed ! 
Mr. Robinson and A. J. Donaldson. After that, he discharged another. of 


m; W M. D. Helm. 
g Mr. Robinson was one of your assistant foremen ? 


2. How did he compare with his successor 1 
g How was Mr. Donaldson; was he competent to fill the place? 


competen: 
How was his com cy in that regard as compared with his successor ? 
I don’t know; I didn’t know his successor. 
What reason did Mr. Defrees give for disc 
Mr. Defrees wanted my place; I have no doubt 
petent, but ho wanted my place for some one else. 


Mr. Helm, who was also notified by letter one month before Defrees 
came in that he would not be wanted, and who was discharged by 
Mr. Defrees, says that Defrees assured him that he had filled the 
place satisfactorily in every way, but he wanted his place for another 
man. 8 of Captain Brian, Helm says, “ He was better fitted 
for the place than any one else in the United States,” and that the 
man De put into his place, to the best of his 1 knew 
nothing about the business, having been promoted by Defrees from 
the position of copy-holder to that of foreman, the most responsible 
in the office. 

I quote from the testimony of Mr. Helm, pages 421-422: 


By Mr. FINLEY: 
Did you leave voluntarily, or were you discharged / 
> I was discharged. 
Q When did you receive your notification of disol el 
About one month before Mr. Defrees was Public 
2 Was it done by letter 
Ves, sir. 
. From whom was the letter? 
From Mr. Defrees. 
2 What reason did he give? 
. He said he had somebody else whom he wanted posi the place, 
Q No objection made to your 3 and ability 
On the contrary, he assured me that he believed I had filled the place satis- 
factorily in every way. g 5 
h ge DnE O O E O ee r e 


ou gentlemen ? 
y t he considered me com- 


ter. 


es, sir. 

Q. Well, what knowledge, if any, do you have as to how that spirit of reform was 
carried on by Mr. Defrees with regard to other persons in that establishment on 
his in-coming to office? 

A. To the best of the best men he had there. 


my knowledge, he aiee I 
2 tet instance Captain Brian, a man whom I think one of the best possible 
‘or the X 

Q Tho man we had on the witness-stand 88 ? 
be ‘isa Den I think he was better fitted for the place than anybody else in the 

n tes. 

Q. How does the man he putin his place compare with Captain Brian for ability, 
according to a judgment? 

A. To the best of my 8 hn aoa he knows nothing about the business. 

. Do you mean Mr, ! 


Fes, sir. 
Q . the Printing Office, was he not ! 
. Yea, sir. 

Q. What knowledge of the business did he have, and with what ability did he 
conduct that department while he had charge of it? Give the committee what 
you know on that subject. 

A. I know he was oor acquainted with the printing business. I think 
he has the best executive ty of any man I ever saw in such a position, and he 
devoted his whole time and energy to it, night and day, for about seven years, and 
run the office as it was never run re or since. 

Q. Tell us what you know about what executive ability and skilled knowledge 
in the art of printing his successor, Mr. Da has? 

A. I know very little about his executive ability, sir; I was there, I think, one 
month under him. I had known him ly, and I never thought much of his 


ability as a printer. 
hat knowledge and experience did he have? 

> hagn he published a country newspaper for two or three years, up in Maine, 

some $ 
2 Bo you know e whose influence he got that place? 

. I have always understood that it was through Senator Blaine; I have no 
positive knowledge. 

The position of foreman of 3 is a very responsible ono, is it not? 


The most so of any there; in fact, I consider it more so than that of the Public 
Printer, himself. 


Q What does a — have to do? 
4 cake atesi eA for the proot. 5 
. In other words he holds and compares the manuseript for the proof. reader? 


. He reads it, and the proof-reader compares it. 
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es eek ee, ees ee eee ae eee 


No, sir. 
Do I understand that Mr. Davis was ted from the position of copy- 
ote, at one time, tothe position of — the most responsible in the office ? 


A. He was, sir. 


5 

Mr. Briaa testified that Mr. Defrees intimated to him he was in 
every sense of the word well qualified for the position. Yet those 
men he disch. , retaining the others. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will my colleague allow me a question ? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Am I right in understanding that these extracts 
which the tleman is reading are from the report of Mr. Vance? 

Mr. FINLEY. No, sir; a part of them are. 

Mr. GARFIELD. A part of them are from Mr. Vance’s report and 
a part of them are from your own? 

Mr. FINLEY. I will explain to my colleague. Part of the ex- 
tracts I have read here are from the h of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. SINGLETON] made on the floor of this House. A portion 
are Fom the report of Mr. Vance’s committee, of which Mr. SINGLE- 
TON was a member; the remainder are from the report of the com- 
mittee of which I was a member—not my report but the committee’s. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman knows the House did not take 
any favorable action on the reports of those committees. 

. FINLEY. Iam glad the tleman has made that remark. I 
will answer it now. The co ttee which made that report in the 
Forty-fifth Congress was delayed in the presentation of the report in- 
asmuch as in the closing weeks of the Forty-fifth Congress, as every 
gentleman will remember, committees were not called, That commit- 
tee was not called for a month preceding the elose of Congress. The 
were ready and willing to make their report. But when it was offe 
on 8 occasions to make that report gentlemen on that side of 
the House objected. It could not be done without unanimous con- 
sent; and it was only in the closing hours of the session that permis- 
sion even to print was given because of gentlemen on that side of the 
Honse objecting to the report being made. 

The committee was never called after the report was prepared, and 
never had an opportunity to presentit. Yetitissigned by a majority 
of the committee, and by every democratic member of the committee. 

In this connection I propose to call especial attention to some of 
the abuses in that department, as ties be by the evidence before 
that committee. I say “abuses,” and I use that word with a full 
knowledge of all that it imports. Those abuses grow ont of a laxity 
in the law in some respects. I say the law is lame in many particu- 
lars. I will mention one. 

We put into the hands of the Public Printer a very large sum of 
money ; yet we permit him to go into the open market and make pur- 
chases of t and machinery amounting in the aggregate to many 
thousands of dollars, and we nowhere require him to report in detail 
respecting such purchases, nor does he report such purchases, except 
in a general way in his annual report, which, as my colleague [Mr. 
Mc ON] says, furnishes no index of the actual expenditures. 

Again, he has the right, and he exercises that right, to sell public 

roperty, to sell type, presses, and machinery, to sell any of the pub- 

ic property without its being condemned, without any number of 
persons, either the Committee on Public Printing or others, deciding 
that it is necessary to sell it. And in many instances, one that I now 
think of which was proved by testimony, the former Pablic Printer, 
Mr. Clapp, bought of one firm seven pease for $19,000, and on the 
very same day, the Public Printer sold to the same firm eight presses 
for $3,000. (See report, page 16, and testimony, page 258 

Mr. ATKINS. To the same firm? 

Mr. FINLEY. To the very same firm. And yet that amount of $3,000 
for those eight presses did not appear on the Public Printer’s books 
for nearly seven months afterward, the bouk-keeper admitting that 
he kept the transaction in his head during that time. Now, if weal- 
low the Public Printer to sell Government property as he pleases, 
whenever he may say that it is necessary, and if he keeps no account 
on his books—there is no property account kept in that institution— 
he may buy and sell thousands of dollars’ worth of property and you 
may go there and not be able to tell by his books whether it has been 
delivered or not, or whether all the proceeds have been accounted 
for or not. 

Mr. ATKINS. How long has that been going on? 

Mr. FINLEY. Ever since the establishment of the Government 
Printing Office. I asked a person in charge of a part of the establish- 
ment who ought to know how many pounds of type there were there, 
and he said that nomancouldtell; that there might be a million pounds 
for aught he knew. Mr. Davis, the foreman of printing, testified that 
no one knew unless by conjecture. Now, if no account of the public 
property is kept there, if you cannot trace any individual piece of 
property, and the Public Printer is allowed to sell whatever he pleases 
and to account for it or not as he pleases, a wide door for fraud is 
opened. 

In the matter of the purchases, let me call attention to one thing. 
Last year, as shown by the report of the Public Printer, he bought 
forty-two thousand dollars’ worth of . Now, thatisa t quan- 
tity of type; and let me say to you that prior to that time there had 
been purchased one hundred and five thousand seven hundred and 
thirty-one dollars’ worth of type. Now, how did the printer make 
that purchase of forty-two thousand dollars’ worth of type? Did he 


make it by open competition among type manufacturers? No. Did 
he advertise for proposals? No. at did ke do? He ordered forty- 
one thousand dollars’ worth of that type from one firm. We investi- 
2 what that type was worth. Let me call your attention to the 

act that he bought that type and made his other purchases in viola- 
tion of a law to which I will call your attention in a moment. 

We called witnesses before our committee to ascertain what that 
type was worth, and those witnesses brought with them the price- 
lists of four or five of the leading type manufactories in the United 
States. They testified with one accord that it is customary among 
manufacturers of e and other machinery, when any purchase is 
made of three hundred dollars’ worth and upward, to make a deduc- 
tion of from 10 to 30 per cent. from their catalogue prices. What 
were they? The catalogue prices of McKellar, Smiths & Jordan for 
nonpareil type was fifty-eight cents a pound, of G. B. Ricketts & Co. 
the same, and of R. S. Menamin the same. Yet the Public Printer 
paid sixty-six cents a pound and no discount, or eight cents a pound 
more than the catalogue price of these firms. Their catalogue price 
for brevier was forty-eight cents a pound, yet the Public Printer paid 
fifty-five cents a pound, and no deduction. Their catalogue price for 
long primer was forty-two cents a pound, yet the Public Printer paid 
fifty cents a pound, and no reduction. Their 3 price of small 
pica was thirty-eight cents a pound, yet this “old man,” that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] alludes to, paid forty-six 
cents a pound, and no deduction. He paid for these different kinds 
of type eight cents a pound more than the catalogue prices—more 
than he could have bought the same type from all these firms. He 
did that notwithstanding the fact that where there is competition 
allowed there is always a reduction made of from 10 to 30 per cent. 
on the catalogue of prices. 

Mr. Brady, in the Post-Office Department, testified that he owned 
a newspaper in Indiana; that his establishment had been burned 
down, and that he had bought only two thousand dollars’ worth of 
material, and upon that he said he had obtained a deduction of from 
35 to 43 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, ean there be any reason for this extraordinary 
purchase. Is it not fair to surmise there must have been some reason 
at the bottom of this, when the Public Printer buys forty-one thousand 
dollars’ worth of type of one firm at eight cents a pound more than cat- 
alogue prices and no deduction made? I can tell you how it could be 
done; Ido not say it was done. The Pablic Printer admitted before our 
committee that he could collude with dealers under the present m 
and defraud the Government if he was disposed to be dishonest. He 
might havean understanding with a dealer that he was to purchase ma- 
terial fora given price and have it billed ata larger price, then draw the 
money and divide the difference. Now, whether or not he may have 
done that in this case I am not here to say. I confine myself to the 
facts. Let me call attention to another purchase. 

The Public Printer bought of a well-known lobbyist twelve sew- 
ing-machines for $1,500 apiece, making $18,000 for the twelve, and 
put them into that establishment, the object being, as he claimed, to 
save money to the Goverament by the use of improved machinery 
which displaced the labor of a large number of women who were 
sewing by hand. I will say that these sewing-macbines, as was tes- 
tified, are somewhat larger than an ordinary sewing-machine, but 
very similar, sewing with wire instead of thread. When the commit- 
tee began to investigate the purchase of these sewing-machines at 
this enormous price, the gentleman who had negotiated their sale to 
Mr. Defrees was daily in the committee room, prompting gentlemen 
who were asking questions, as I thought, for the protection of Mr. 
Defrees ; and when the trial began to get hot one witness was brought 
upon the stand with an elaborate array of figures to show what these 
sewing-machines would save. 

This was what prompted the statement in the Public Printers an- 
nual report as to the saving effected by these sewing-machines. I 
have no doubt this witness came before the committee to say how 
much the saving would be in a year—how much on one machine, 
how much on two, how much on ten, and he went through a list to 
show the enormous saving. He had to admit before he got through 
that he knew but little about the figures himself, but that they had 
been made for him. (Testimony, page 513.) I think he made the 
saving of these machines $463,973.34, all told, during the life-time of 
the machines. Following a question of mine, he admitted that ac- 
cording to his statement, supposing one machine sayed $2,000, ten 
would save $20,000, fifteen would save $30,000, one hundred would 
save $200,000; and so he went on answering until all that was nec- 
essary, according to his theory, to have the public printing done for 
nothing was to have enough sewing-machines, so that the whole es- 
tablishment could be operated for nothing, except the cost of the 
grease necessary to run the machine. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would the gentleman like me to- give the words 
of that witness and also the fact ? 

Mr. FINLEY. I do not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would the gentleman like to have the truth put 
right into the middle of his speech ? 

. FINLEY. The what? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The trath. 

Mr. FINLEY. Not from the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis not from me, but from the Printing Office, and 
fromsworn testimony. Here isthe testimony, [exhibiting a document.] 
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Mr. FINLEY. Ihave the testimony here also. 
Mr. Chairman, the attention of the Public Printer was called to the 
fact that although the law plainly provides that he shall not purchase 
material in open market in excess of $50 in any term of six months, 
except by advertisement and proposal, he had been buying in open 
market 22 thousands of dollars’ worth of material in utter 


defiance of that law. The Public Printer, in 1876, bought twenty- 
five thousand dollars’ worth of material in open market; in 1877, 
thirty-four thousand dollars’ worth; and in 1878, fifty-nine thousand 
dollars’ worth. Gentlemen may inquire why he did that, and how 
he could do it in violation of a law which says that no material in 
excess of $50 at any one term of six months shall be purchased, ex- 
cept by advertisements and proposals. The Public Printer said in 
answer to this, that the word “ material,” as he construed it, covered 
only that which went into the work, which would be substantially 
paper and ink; that under his construction of the law he could buy ma- 
chinery, printing-presses, wire-sewing machines, tools, type, chases— 
in short, all kinds of tools and machinery and supplies not enterin 
into the work; and that these would not be covered by the va 
material, as used in the statute, and so there would be no violation 
of the law. When we asked him whether it was not true that he could 
buy his supplies (by whatever name he might call them) cheaper and 
more to the advantage of the Government by advertisement and pro- 
he did, in illustrating that he had reformed an abuse in that 
epartment, call our attention to the fact that he had complied with 
the law so far as ink was concerned, and then proceeded to show the 
committee wherein he had made a t saving to the Government 
in that regard, which I admit. He showed that by advertising for 
proposals e was enabled to buy Bullock press ink for nine and one- 
alf cents a pound which before had cost thirty-five cents under his 
N e ink for twelve cents a pound which before 

d cost sixty cents; Adams press ink at twelve cents a pound which 
before had cost thirty-five cents; and cut ink for thirty cents a pound 
which had cost from $1 to $5 a pound. 

We inquired as to how the ink had been bought before. We learned 
Mr. Defrees’s predecessor had done in regard toink just as Mr. Defrees 
is doing in regard to other supplies; that is, had bought them in opan 
market instead of advertising for proposame as the law provided. We 
found further, on examination, that his predecessor had bought his 
ink mainly from one firm—Johnson & Co., of Philadelphia. „De- 
frees called attention to the fact when he advertised for proposals for 
supplying the Printing Office with ink, he got this difference, which 
I have already mentioned, in favor of the Government. This firm of 
Johnson & Co., it appre, bad the contract for supplying pretty 
much the whole of the ink to the Printing Office. When the law was 
enacted providing that ink for the Government Printing Office should 
only be purch after advertising for proposals, Mr. Defrees’s pre- 
decessor evaded the letter of the law by advertising for so many bar- 
rels of Johnson’s ink, and the result was that, nobody else making 
Johnson’s ink, Johnson & Co. got the contract to supply the ink at 
from thirty-five cents to $5 a pound, as theretofore. / 

And right here, as I nappen to think of it, we found on investi 
tion in reference to the sale of presses, among the sales made by 
were to Johnson & Co., nine presses and one engine for the sum of 
$7,150, and although those es were made between the years 1870 
and 1873, yet no record of them was found on the Public Printers 
books until 1875. 

Mr. WARD. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me to ask him 
a question! 

. FINLEY. Yes; if you do not make a speech. 

Mr. WARD. Ido not wish to make a speech, but merely rise for 
the purpose of making a correction of the gentleman’s statement in 
reference to the pure by the Government Printing Office of a 
certain number of wire- ree machines. These machines were sold 
only at one place, and the Public Printer paid not a single cent more 
for them than private individuals who purchased them for their own 


use. 
Mr. FINLEY. I will answer the 


Mr. WARD. These . machines speak for themselves. 
they do speak for themselves at the 


Mr. FINLEY. I am informed 


rae of $1,500 each, but they do not sew as well for themselves as 
eys 

r. MCMAHON. Ithink the gentleman from Pennsylvania has ad- 
vertised these machines enough on the floor. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARD. I have, with the assistance of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Frxiry.]. 

Mr. FINLEY. I was talking on the subject of inks when inter- 
rupted. I hold in my hand a book which was 2 according to 
the testimony, with sixty-cent ink, but which Mr. Defrees under his 
advertisement for proposals got at twelve cents pound, which he 
is now paying twelve cents a pound for, but which his predecessor 
bought at sixty cents a pound. Gentlemen will observe, if I draw 
my finger across the Page the ink comes off as though it were printed 
with apple-butter. [Laughter.] That is the character of ink which 
the Public Printer, the predecessor of Mr. Defrees, purchased at sixty 
cents a pound. You can have ocular demonstration of what kind of 
printing-ink it is by looking at this book. 

Mr. E. Wash your hands and then it will not come off. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. FINLEY. Let me say to the gentleman, I wash my hands of 
the frauds and corruption of the Government Printing Office. [Ap- 
plause on the democratic side of the House.] 

The Public Printer himself showed to the committee that he had 
saved to the Government by advertising for 28 the difference 
between sixty cents and twelve cents a pound in the purchase of this. 
class of ink. He was compelled to admit, nevertheless, that while he 
made that great saving in the matter of ink because he advertised for 
proposals, yet in all other instances he himself does the very thing for 
which he condemned his predecessor—purchasing other materials in 
the open market. The law provides that paper and ink shall be pur- 
chased after advertisement for proposals; and the law further pro- 
vides that he shall buy other materials exceeding the value of $50 in 
the same way. The Public Printer construes the law to refer only to 
puar and ink, and for all other materials used in that office he goes 

nto the open market paying sixty-six cents for nonpareil type when 
if it were thrown open to competition, he could buy it at forty and 
forty-five cents pound. He purchases nearly all his supplies, ex- 
oops paper and ink, in the open market. 

wish now to call attention to another matter which my colleague 
alluded to, and that is the amount accruing from the sale of waste- 
paper and other waste material. It is very difficult to arrive at the 
exact figures, for the reason that on investigation it appears that the 
account of sales of waste is loosely kept, in the first place, and the 
accounts, such as they are, do not with the amount as reported 
by the Public Printer to Congress. For example: when there was an 
old cutting-machine or a press or fixtures, or waste scraps, or any 
other article in his department which he thought advisable to dis- 
pose of, Mr. Roberts, foreman of the bindery, would sell it and pass the 
proceeds over to Mr. Larcombe, the financial agent and bookkeeper. 

Mr. Collins sells the RECORD and passes the proceeds over to Mr. 
Larcombe. A number of subordinates make sales of property and 
pan the proceeds over to Mr. Larcombe, the financial rand 

kkeeper, and yet Mr. Larcombe says he has no system of book- 
keeping 3 he can tell you how much property is sold or bought. 
He says all he does is, when a man sells property and tells him this 
is for something sold, he puts it on his book and takes his word for it 
that it is all richt. That is all he has to do with it, and then he turns 
it into the Treasury from time to time. At one time he had in his 
hands for nearly a year as much as $50,000 which should have been 
turned into the Treasury, of which he had no acconnt in the world 
os upon loose slips of paper which lay around on his desk and in 


e. 

We asked him the question, where do you put these memorandum 
slips when you make a statement of moneys coming into your pos- 
session from such sources? Well, he says, I keep the various sums 
of money paia to me from time to time on loose slips of paper and 
in = „and after a while I put them in a book. e said to 
him, bring your book, and upon book being brought before the 
committee we found right in the center of it that eighteen or twenty 
pages had been cut out. The question was asked him, what was 
contained on those pages that were cut out? The answer was, they 
had the account of the money on them. Why were they cut out? “I 
presume that the amounts were put into another book and I thought 
they were not necessary here and I cut them out.” 

oa the time that that was done was just before the Vance inves- 
tigation. We went a little further; we turned to a page of his book 
and we found this to be a fact. For instance, money had been paid 
to ten, twenty, or thirty thousand dollars, and he had been hold- 
ing it in his possession, as he said, using it. : 

hen he would deposit, say, $10,000 in the Treasury. He said he 

would go then to the slips and select from them an amount equal to 
$10,000 and put it down on the debit side of the book, and then 
charge it up on the other side, “ deposited to-day $10,000,” draw par- 
allel lines, and square the account. That was his system of Keeping 
accounts, and yet he said at that very time (although the books woul 
show that the account was and all money in his hands turned 
into the Treasury) he had $50, in his possession which had not 
been turned over to the Treasurer, and which would appear nowhere 


on any account, and might have been in his possession for a year- 


before. 
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On the subject of the sale of Government 888 Public 
Printer and his subordinates and the m by which accounts are 
kept I will give the following extracts the report of the commit- 
tee and ony taken by it. The committee say: 


We give, as the result of our investigation on that subject, that the books and 
records of the establishment have been, and are, 8 the possi bil- 
of past condition, or of really obtaining any 
ry results as to the amount of material consumed, or to decide the cost 
done ee It is probably im ble for any m in or out 
ublie Printing Office to tell the of any piece of work executed 
eee Ge a ; disconnectedness and lack of sequence so distin- 


4 


of any 


the occasional and desultory memoranda kept by Mr. Larcombe, who 
other disposable property, and the amount rining pr h hosii xed noted on his 
s0 received, which he admits is the oah Second of such trans- 
actions to be found on the books of the Public Printer, and that sometimes these 
entries were made without respect to the date on which the sale took place. And 
your committee found no charge whatever against the persons to whom such prop- 

was transferred. 5 
example, under date of December 17, 1 Mr. Larcombe entered on his 
memorandum “R. Hoe & Co., four Adams and four Gordon es, $3,000." 
arena te Sie pedan sonrasa R. Hoe & Co., the committee no record of 
this transfer of property, but, on the patni find, under date of May 14, 1875, 
0 


R. Hoe & Co, credited with a sale to the Public Printer of seven at a cost 
of $19,000, and charged on the same day with cash in fall of $19,000. The stub of 
the check-book from which the check was taken to R. Hoe & Co. shows that 


it was made in their favor for the full amount of „000, and the item of eight 
presses sold to them by the Public Printer does n the following 
cember, and then only on the cash- book in the words vo cited. 


he is certain that he carried the ead from May 14 
until December, 1875, the only security to the Goverament in case of accident to 
the said Larcombe in the mean time being the fact that in Mr. Larcombe's estima- 
tion the firm of R. Hoe & Co. is an honorable one.“ 


maken testimony of Mr. Larcombe on this subject, pages 281 and 
as 


‘ollows : 
“By Mr. FINLEY: 
N 6 The entries which appear on 13 and 
14, after the point at which a balance is struck, and running to 7 and 18, to 
the point at which a balance is struck, where there is an entry of a deposit of 


$71,754.18, were all made, I understand, on the 1ith and 15th days of April, 1876! 
„Answer. Ves, sir. 
“Q, That included this entry of $3,000 cash, which should have been received 
R. Hoe & Co.? 


from 
“A. Yes, sir, 
4 N did you keep an account of these entries before you entered them on 


“A, IJ kept them on sheets of paper in my safe. 

“Q. I fin by reference to your book of printing accounts that, in the settlement 
of R. Hoe & Co.’s account, you have credited them with 6 
from them, footing up a sum exceeding $19,000 ; that you have then on the 17th of 
December, 1875, them with cash as though the amount had all been paid 
in cash ; is that 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Had this sale been made at that time! 

A. Yes, sir. 


* 

FCC 

“ A. I could not give the date. VVT 

VVV the purchase of those new presses, 
io 


Lg > Look for and state the date. 
p After reference to book.) The purchase must have been before the de- 
live he presses were received on the 14th of May, 1878. 


regard to presses took place on the 14th of May? 
Hoe & Co. certain 8 


cember, 
“A. Edid not keep it at all. 
” Q- You did not keep it 1 nba except in your head? 
rey . These presses were to be paid for when these other presses were to be paid 


“Q SN er e 
“A. Yes, sir. 
that from May 14, op neon aer 17,1 


office ? 


"ALU there was a ence 
uQ; y do you not answer with more directness? Why do you try to dodge 
Lact taro 


Iam oe to dodge. If you find me saying anything but the truth 
e. 


hold me accoun 

“Q. On May 14, 1875, Mr. bought seven presses from R. Hoe & Co., and 

3 Las asks to think ERC Seen or tae ten nt amoun! * 

$3,000. that day until December 17, 1875, when a record of the on 
of that transaction 


appears on gur books, no account was kept 7 
‘A. Thai is true, ik = 
or had you died, there would have been no account of it? 


40 And then: irren A of creditimi Hoe & Co. with the $3, them, 

10 en, ins 0 g Ww! e $3,000 paid to 80 

F them with e 
hi 3 


paid in cash; is that 
‘A> That is the fact. g 
e ou boo! 

5 x, as of that date, with $3,000, as being 
“A. That is true. 


Is that true? 


s and accounts of the office as to defy elucidation. The testi- 


Again, referring to the manner in which accounts of sales are k 
I quote from the testimony of Mr. Larcombe, bookkeeper and finan: 
manager: 
By Mr. BURDICK: 
Question. Does Mr. Collins return to you any statement or account of the money 
received of such sales ? 
Answer. None at all, sir. 
By Mr. FINLEY: 
2. Your books do not show in any manner what money he receives? 
No, sir; only what money he pays me, 
3, dest simply put down in your book from time to time such sums of money as 


A. pened 80, sir. 
And N money he informs you he receives from the sales of documents. 
Precisely so, sir. 
Q. Whether that money is one-third or one-half or less than the whole of the 
— renee by him you do not know and your books do not show ? 
t. 


Referring to Mr, Collins, whom Mr. SINGLETON said had a rare tal- 
ent for forcing balances, the committee say : 

Mr. Collins, another clerk, s an account of the sales of the RECORD. The 
amount handed over by him to the financial clerk, Mr. ed 


Larcom 
$21,000, and we doubt not that the amount coming into his hands will equal that 


amount annually; yet he likewise gives no bond and renders no account of the 


amount of his sales, as shown by the testimony of Mr. Larcombe., (See page 275.) 
In respect to sales made by him and the account kept of them, Mr. 
Larcombe testifies as follows: 
By Mr. FINLEY: 
ae: Mr. Collins also makes some sales! 


wer. Yes, sir. It is his business, for instance, to receive your order, print 
* FVV 
A. He receives subscri 


joes he receive corre fi 
74 Washington, for the CONGRESSIONAL RECO: 


from any other source? 
s from all parts of the country, as well as from the 
RD. 
. else on account of which he receives and handles money ? 
T have no else. 


About what amount of money does he pay over to you per annum? 
For the year 1876 he paid me $21,587.06. 
Is there any book kept by you which shows how much money he receives 


0. 
. You have no means of 8 tho amount reported by him was the 


. the amount received by him other than 
his word for it? 

A. None, sir. 

Q. You take whatever he hands you, put it down on your cash-book, and turn it 
into the Treasury? 


A. Ido. 
He may hand the whole Paige sae for anything you know, you cannot 
. any aioe 8 it 
A. I do not attempt to do so. 


eeann the sales of leather scraps on the spot. He is the only person 
can now. 


of 
Q. He exercises the right to sell leather scraps, gold-leaf, and other matters of 
that kind? . 

A. He does. 

Q. You have to take his word as your only assurance that the amounts of sales 
returned by him are correct ? 

jbo 45 the he hand: but ha f knowing from 
ou put down moneys he s you, but have no means o 

whether the amounte are right or wrong f 


sir. 
saysody else in the establishment, so far as you know, exercise the right 
to sell things in it 


Pior 


have no means of detectin; our books any withholding of mone; 
A. I would know nothing about it. z . 


I will make one more quotation from the testimony of Mr. Larcombe, 
ting his mutilation of his cash-book afer this transfer to 


pecting this transaction will cer- 
tainly be impressed with the conviction that this man, whom Mr. 
SINGLETON saad with improvising a cash-book so as to make ac- 


$58,000, is 


ion. Where is the book? Has it been destroyed 
Toone Tien material. 
(Nore. 


Q. T es of invoices and other matter 


you say is the book from which you copied into the cash · book here the entries ap- 
in the latter. Is that true! 

A. Yes, sir. I copied from there down to the 

Q. I notice by the book yon produce that about one ee e ha 
it, at the back part of the . g nothing wri on 3 
that about two-thirds of the way gh there are traces w = 
dicate that some twelve or thirteen leaves have been cutout of the book with a 
knife or other sharp instrument. Do you say that the leaves thus cut out and 
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Q. When did yeu transfer to the cash-book the contents of those twelve or thir- 


teen leaves? 
A. In the spring of 1875. 
y Aea it before or after the Vance committee investigation 
Tt was before. 
T C 
. Because I thought that that book was too insecure; that in the place which 
it had occupied for years it was too insecure ; for the safety of information of that 


een one Sayer nine ag SO 
5 ve des em, com: wo! ` © cer- 
tificates of deposit that I deposited. . 

Q Then dg yor eee that it made them more secure to cut them out and destroy 


A. No, sir; it made it more secure to have it in the book itself. 
Then tell me why you cut those leaves ont? 
Because I deemed them of no more value, having them here, [indicating cash- 


Q: Dia you transfer the items which remain in this mutilated book to your cash- 


A. Notatall. Because that [indicating mutilated book] was filled up to where 
-you see the last entry made. 
Q. Now, what was the necessity for cutting those leaves out; they did no harm 
where they were! 
A. None in the world. 
2 1 take a knife and cut the book in that manner 
. Because I did not want to have two copies containing the same information. 
2 Have used this mutilated book for any purpose since? 
. Luse it every day and every hour in the day. That was why it was copied 
for m f; I determined to have a new book made. 
2 have asked you why you cut those leaves out. 
Because they were no longer of any use, and were therefore valueless. 
Therefore you cut them out? 
= Yes, sir. It would only have made a confusion to let them be. 
Q What confusion would haye been made by letting those leaves stay there? 
. I deemed them of no value and destroyed them. 
Q. Now, you tèstified heretofore that many of these items were not put down in 
any book, but were kept on a slip or on slips of paper? 
. And I say so $ 
„What did you do with those slips of paper 
. I have not preserved them. 
Q Did you destroy them? 
. Yes, sir. 


Q How can you or any one know that the item of $250, contained in the en 
under date of April 18, 1870, in your cash-book, had been contained in this muti- 
lated book, or in any other book, Keane’ you put it here in the cash-book? 


i 


A. No human g can know tha 


g: Having cut out from this muti! d book the leaves con the entries 
and destroyed them, and having ree all porters hod ron which you kept 
your accounts prior to the time at which you commen cash. you say 


ourself can tell whether you have the 


now that no one except your Maker and 
ese moneys or not? 


items right or not or have accounted for 
A. No one, sir. 


By Mr. MANNING: 


2 About what date was it that gs mutilated the book produced here? 
It must have been between middle of February and the middle of May, 


1875. 
2 You cannot come nearer to the time than ninety days 
No, sir; I cannot. 

It ap from the evidence that in 1861 and 1862 this chief clerk 
of Mr. Defrees of whom I have spoken had a brother in business in 
this city, who enjoyed a monopoly of gathering in the waste-paper 
of the office without payment therefor. I quote from the report of 
the committee on this point. The committee says: 

, waste-paper, and documents acou- 


ward Towers, brother of Will Tow- 
for them. For 


ttee o consisted of several thousand pounds of white and se 
thousand pounds of documents, and which latter Mr. Larcombe testified were 
For at least six 


documents 1 in excess of the number ordered by Congress. 
months of the year no memorundum even was kept of the eee ee and 
it appears Mr. Defrees has not collected anything oy —— said Edward Towers. 


In the year 1802 only $150 was collected on account wings and waste-paper 
and documents. As the books furnish no clue to the amount that should have 
been realized in 1861 and 1962, we can only estimate by comparison with what it 
was in other In 1863 the amount realized from this source was $15,758.18 ; 
in 1865, $32,751.82; in 1866, $21,922.17; and in 1867, $20,169.75, (pages 318, 319, 328.) 

In 1863 the sum expended in the purchase and use of paa was $87,029.87, and 
the sum realized from the sale of biria rla $15,758.18. 1861 the sum expended 
for paper used was more than double amount, being $206,313.37, yet nothing 
whatever was realized from the sale of wastage. 

You go to the Public Printer’s report and compare the amount of 
money reported as having been received by him from the sale of doc- 
uments and other property, and then compare that with his books, 
and you will find that they in no instance agree. We had experts to 
examine his books who spent weeks upon weeks, making a close and 
careful investigation, comparing them with his reports to Congress. 
Now, this the House will observe was the result arrived at. In 1875 
the Public Printer, in his annual report to Congress, reported that 
he had realized from the sale of documents and turned over to the 
Treasury the sum of 834,580.35. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. Was that amount in the administration of Mr. 
Defrees or Mr. Sipe ? = 

Mr. FINLEY. The $50,000 to which I have alluded was under Mr. 
Clapp’s administration, but I will say to the gentleman that Mr. Lar- 
combe, who was then and still is the financial manager or book- 
keeper, assumes and is pursuing the same line of policy, so that it is 
substantially under the administration of either or both. 

Now, I want gentlemen to hear this. In 1875 the Public Printer 
under his certificate which he is required by law to make reported that 

he had received $34,580.35 from the sale of decuments, which he said 
he had turned into the Treasury. We found from his books that in- 


stead of $34,580.35 he had received $50,702.82, a difference of $16,122 47. 
In 1876 he reports having received $52,566.60, while we found from his 
books that he had received but $46,649.09, a difference of about 
$5,919.63. In 1877 he re having received $38,539.87, while his 
books showed that he had received $46,456.50 ; and so on clear through 
to the present time. These reports made by the Public Printer, as I 
have stated, of the amount received do not with his books, nor 
with the reports made to Congress. The discrepancy is made up 
sometimes in these two 5 ee For instance, he states at one time 
he received $34,000 when he received about $50,000. In the next he 
reports that he received more than he did in fact receive, and the 
two amounts possibly come near making the account balance; but 
that is not all. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to go into this matter more fully and 
more clearly to show the true state of the facts as developed by that 
investigation. But Iam admonished that I have but five minutes’ 
time remaining. I have said that is not all. From the examination 
of the Public Printer’s books and a comparison with the Treasurer’s 
books and his reports to Congress it is a further fact that not one of 
these agrees with the others. The Public Printer’s report does not 
agree into thousands of dollars with his books as to the amount of 
3 expended. The Public Printer's reports do not agree 
into thousands of dollars with the Treasurer’s account. His reports 
and his books and the Treasurer's account all di 

For instance, the Public Printer's report for 1875 shows that his 
total disbursements were $1,709,402.81, while his books show his dis- 
bursements to be $1,719,126.55—a difference of nearly $10,000. The 
difference between his books and his reports for the year 1876 is near] 
$53,000 ; the difference between his books and his reports for 1877 
nearly $129,000. Go clear through the books of the Public Printer. 
The experts who examined them say there is no system of bookkee 
ing, no system of accounts, no cash account kept, no system of bal- 
ances by which any expert or any person can either trace property 
that goes into his hands, property that he has sold, or the amount of 
money received for various purposes and disbursed by the Public 
Printer. The expert who examined the books of the Public Printer 
testified that, charging the Public Printer with money received from 
all sources for the years from September 30, 1870, to September 30, 
1877, and giving him credit with all disbursements as reported by him 
to Congress during the same period, his receipts will exceed his dis- 
bursements $119,746.65, which result he foots up in a table as follows: 


Exureir A.—Jan. B, 1878. 
The Congressional Printer in M from Sep. 30, 1870, to June 30, 1877, with the United 


To receipts as cash, as per your boeks, as follows: 
Dr. 


Years ending— 
Sep. 30, 1870. “ warrants issued & certificates paid ................ $1, 632, 337 20 
“o a u u cash from sales 3 A h-book.. . 20,919 70 
Sep. 30, 1871. f pai 1, 625, 260 93 
EERS CR A 33, 239 54 
Sep. 30, 1872. 1, 815, 347 61 
1 14 39, 909 54 
Sep. 30, 1873. 1, 881, 976 60 
a a 51, 206 95 
Sep. 30, 1874. 1, 729, 634 98 
f; 11 44 27, 183 35 
Sep. 30, 1875. 1, 668, 424 73 
„ ate 50, 702 82 
Sep. 30, 1876. 1, 658, 946 36 
44, 640 97 
9 months. 
June 30,1877. “ warrants issued & certificates paid 1, 304, 707 25 
“ u a G eash from sales waste paper, per cash- book 44, 456 50 
$13, 640, 404 03 
Cr. 
(As per yearly reports to Congress.) 
Years ending— 
Sep. 30, 1870. By disbursed on 36 warrants & certificates . 1, 609, 859 92 
Ea deposits on g sales waste paper, &c., cash-b'k . - 4 19, 329 72 
„ = 1871. * disbursed on cates 1, 636, 773 81 
202 — Sd ts on 19, 849 78 
+ © 1872, “ disbursed on 1, 802, 352 27 
“ou “ "u de ts on 23,291 10 
ney Rees ry irae arsed on 1, 911, 535 18 
u a = “deposits on % sale of waste paper, & . 56, 989 39 
„ u 1874. “ disbursed on % warrants, ficates, & 1, 757, 769 46 
age deposits on 36 sale of wasto papes K. 22, 327 10 
„ 4875, “ disbursed on M warrants, ficates, & 1, 678, 822 46 
2 = ppd ap sale waste paper, K = 35, 545 93 
We Sea SRG ie ursed on 86 warrants, certificates, ko 1, 617, 469 09 
FED eine deposits on 9g waste paper, &0“Q⸗́h 4 108, 478 85 
9 months ending 
June 30,1877. “ disbursed on 96 warrants, certificates, & 1, 182, 959 19 
deposit on Sale waste paper, &0.....-...---.--- 46, 299 13 
$13, 520,657 38 
Excess of receipts over disbursements. ....-...---------++++-+++--++ $119, 746 65 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HAWLEY rose. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Do gentlemen on the other side prefer to speak 
this evening! 

Mr, HAWLEY. I would prefer letting the debate go over till Mon- 
day. 
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Mr. MCMAHON. Monday is a 5 47 — the suspension of the rules. 


1 to-morrow. If the gentleman 
from Connecticut been recognized as having the floor, I moye 
that the committee do now rise, Will the Chair state who has been 


recognized ? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Haw- 


LEY. 

Me McMAHON. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a motion 
for the committee to rise. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will after the gentleman from Mississippi has 


been permitted to make a request for the 2 of his amendment. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I as! phat my amendment be 


The amendment is as follows: 


Add to the bill the following proviso: ` 
That so much of the act entitled “An act making a riations for 


sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year une 30, 1877, 
and for other purposes,” as is in the words fo! : That so much of all laws 
. laws as provide for the election or tment of Public Printer be, 

the same are hereby, repealed, to take effect and after the of this 
act; an of the United States shall appoint, by and with advice 
and . be a practical ter and 
versed in the art of bookbi to charge of and manage ent 


the 
Printing Office from and after date aforesaid; he shall be called the Public 
all the restrictions 
to the officer now known as Public Printer; be shall give bond in 


Phe snmp of $100,000 for the faithful of the duties of his office, said bond 
to be a by the Secretary of the Interior,” be, aud the same is hereby, re- 
pealed t the House of resentatives shall elect some 


: Further, Thai 
preg haard ase darhan: er „ to take charge of and manage 
of the House of Representati and be denominated Congressional Printer, 
‘and ehall hold bis O es for two and until his successor shall be elected; he 
shall give bond in the sum of $100,000 for the faithful performance of the duties of 
his ret S bond to be roved the Secretary of the Interior; he shall su- 


y 

of all the prin and binding for the tive Departments of the Government 

y 45 ww to be executed at the Government Prin‘ 8 Shall, 
in all respects, be governed by the laws in force in relation to the Public Printer 
and the execution of the prin’ and binding; and the of said officer shall 
be $3,400 annum: Provided „That as soon as le after the elec- 
tion of Cc Printer, he shall cause to be r ee piya eve 
of all the ma J , presses, Teather, paper, Aa e tures, furniture, stock, 
esses, and personal property of every description 


or affirmation of the Congressional Printer, and pu! ed as a of his annual 
report to Congress. This proviso to take effect and after the date of its pas- 
sage. 

Mr. McMAHON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. No. 4924) making appropriations to supply certain deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. PAGE. I move that when the House adjourns it be to meet 
on Monday next. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 41. 

Mr. ATKINS. I call for the yeas and na 

Mr. MCMAHON. I wish to say to the House that it is desirable 
this bill sau soso De rene ae speedily as possible, as it is im- 
portant it should be immediately. us have the yeas and 
nays. Let us see who want to go on with the appropriations over 


there. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Do gentlemen not want to go on 
with the appropriation bills? 

Mr, HA We will go on with them on Monday. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The 8 was taken; and there were —yeas 83, nays 74, not 
voting 135; as follows: 


YEAS—83. 
Acklen, Ellis, Ji Price, 
Aldrich, N. W. Erret, Kelley. Reed, 
Fallon“ Faig, Rivkin, Richardson, D. P. 
Barber, Field, Knott, Robeson, © 
Ane, Forney, tering, 

Bicknell, Russell, W. A. 

Hammond, 8 7 ae n 0. R. 
Butterworth. Hawk, McKenzie, Speer, 

Hawley, Miller, Stone, 
Carpenter Henderson, Maro Ta J.T 
Cowgill, . Hiscock, Myers, A Vn Pooh 
Cox, Hooker, Norcross, Wai 
Crapo, Horr, O'Reilly, Ward, 
Crowley, Houk, Osmer, Wellborn, 
Culberson, Hamphrey, Overton, Wilber, 
Davidson, 3 Pacheco, Williams, C. G. 
Deering, Johnston, Reber, 


NAYS—74. 
Aldrich, William Farr, Lowe, Simonton, 
Atkins, Finley, Martin, Benj. F. Slemons, 
Beltzhoover, McMahon, — et 
Blount, Ged McMillin, 
. — Godsbal Murek Tilman, 
Godshalk, Murch, 
y. Goode, New, Townshend, R. W. 
Clark, Jobn B. Hall, Nicholls, Turner, 
¥ Hammond, N. J. O'Connor, Updegraff, Thomas 
Conger, Harris, Ji ohn T. Persons, Upson, 
Cor Henry, Poehler — 
Covert, Henry, Pi x W: 
Cra HM, Reagan, Warner, 
Davis, Geo o R. : Ri md, Weaver, 
Davis, 5 H. Hull. Rothwell, Whiteaker, 
De La Matyr, Sawyer, Wi 
Deuster, a es, W. 
— Loousbery, 
5 NOT VOTING—135. 
. ee 2 — 
Atherton, Backe Joseph J. Le Fevre, Shaile S 
Bachman, Dick, — J. W. 
Bailey, Dickey, À Hezekiah 
Baker, 10 —.— William E 
Barlow, 5 
Beale, Einstein, Martin, Joseph J. Starin, 
Belford, Elam, oid, Steele, 
— n, McCook, Stephens, 
Bin, Felton, A Th 
urn, Fisher, McLane, Thom E. B. 
Bland, Ford, Miles, Thompson, Wm. G, 
Bliss, Forsythe, 
Mitchell, Tucker, 
Boyd, Garfield, Money, 7 
X Gibson, Monroe, E> he 
B Gunter, Morrison, tner, 
er, Muller, Valentine, 
Bright, Haskell, 2 Vi 
Browne, Hayes, New A V. 
Buckner, ton, O’Brien, ‘Washburn, 
Cabell, Hi O'Neill, Wells, 
Caldwell, H Orth, Whi 
Calkins, Herndon, Phelps, Wie dens, 
Camp, use, Williams, 
Caswell, Hubbell, Pound, Willis, 
on — p: Fa wie 
ittenden, co, ichardson, 
rs ag PRO 1. = ‘er, Rol rss Walter A 
one Ketcham, Ru Daniel L. Young, Casey -; 75 
Colerick, Kimmel, Ryon, John W. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


When the call of the roll was concluded the following pairs were 
announced: 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, with Mr. BRIGHAM. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, with Mr. WASHBURN. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. BRIGGS. 

Mr. O'NEILL with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. Sapp with Mr. Dunn. 

Mr. RYAN, of with Mr. HERBERT, 

Mr. Ryron, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MITCHELL, 

Mr. EwIxd with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. VaNcE with Mr. WILLITS. 

Mr. KEER with Mr. HENKLE. 

Mr. McCook with Mr. LE FEVRE. 

Mr. ARMFIELD with Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina. 

Mr. McLane with Mr. URNER. 

Mr. Bouck with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. Money with Mr. Starry. 

Mr. CAswELL with Mr. BRAGG. 

Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, with Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. BOYD. 

Mr. Berry with Mr. PACHECO. 

Ar. * pfp ienee 2 wich Mir SMITE, of Pennsylvania 

i 0 ware, wi f Š 

Mr. Hutcurns with Mr. GHT. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. EINSTEIN. 

Mr. Frost with Mr. Yocum. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, with Mr. MILES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. HUBBELL with Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. FISHER. 

Mr. SAMFORD with Mr. LINDSEY. 

Mr. WILBUR. I am paired on political questions, but have voted, 
kalaking ie was not a political question. 

The SPEAKER. That is for the gentleman himself to decide. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I have been announced as 
with Mr. Martin, of Delaware. I am with him on political 
questions, and as this is npt a political question I have voted “ ay.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
parea to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
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that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

An act (S. No. 1267) for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow and execu- 
trix of William W: deceased ; : 

An act (S. No. 1268) for the relief of James Vance and his 1 
representatives, and the legal representatives of William Vance, de- 
ceased; and 

An act (S. No. 768) for the reclamation of arid and waste lands. 

COMMERCIAL REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives : 1 
In ans wer to a resolution of the House of Representatives of bra ig 4 1880, re- 


22 the Secre! of State to communicate to the House certain 
— to the — 5 cation and circulation of commercial reports, I transmit 


the Secre! of 5 with its accom: 
po nee ye may NYE 
WASHINGTON, March 12, 1880. 7 


Mr. COX. I move that the m , with the r 
pers, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
DUTY ON HOOP-IRON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, relative to the duty on hoop-iron; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. SMITH, 
of Na for a few days, on account of important business. 


CHARLES M. FAIRMAN. 


Mr. BAYNE; by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5090) for the relief of Charles M. Fairman, of Pittsburgh, Pennsyl- 
vania; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PREVENTION OF PLEURO-PNEUMONIA, 


Mr. COVERT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5091) for the suppression and prevention of pleuro-pneumonia in neat 
cattle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


AGREEMENT WITH UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5092) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confeder- 
ated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reserva- 
tion in said State, and for other 2 and to make the n 
appropriation for carrying out the same; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. i 

RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution ; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce : 
Resolved, That the Secre of War be, and he is hereby, requested and directed 
to furnish this House with a and amounts of all moneys appropriated by Con- 
for rivers and harbors in Louisiana, the time when ates together with the 
surveys, estimates, and recommendations upon which said pen “a were 
made, and the surveys upon which no appropriations have been o. 


INDIGENT SOLDIERS AND SAILORS’ HOME. 


Mr. OSMER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5093) to authorize the Government of the United States to accept a 
title to certain lands in the city of Erie, Pennsylvania, and to estab- 
lish a home for indigent soldiers and sailors; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman desire to 
have that bill referred ? 

Mr. OSMER. I can hardly tell which would be the appropriate 
committee. It relates to a marine hospital which was established in 
Erie under the laws of Pennsylvania. The State now desires to cede 
it to the United States for the purpose of establishing a home for in- 
digent soldiers and sailors, 

he SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. OSMER. Very well. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. CLARK. 

Mr. McKENZIE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5094) granting a pension to Mary M. Clark, widow of P. Clark, 
late first lieutenant e K, First Kentucky Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON HON. ALFRED M. LAY. 


Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Beit resolved by the Hi (the Senate concurring therein,) That 
2,000 nea he Tooke trax AM bound, ofthe memorial addresses tea lifo 
and character of Hon. M. Lay, late a member of the House ta- 


VAN B. BOWERS. 


Mr. ROTHWELL. Iask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 
298, for the relief of Van B. Bowers, be taken from the Speaker’s table 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

There was no objection; and the bill was accordingly taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move that the House now adjo 


urn. 
TUO OAO Wen AREO tai and accordingly (at five o'clock p. m. 
the House adjourned until Monday next. rs aie, 


> PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other papan were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. AINSLIE : The Peon of E. P. Johnson and 150 others, 
citizens of Lemhi County, Idaho Territory, for an appropriation for 
the construction of a military road up Salmon River, from Salmon 
City to Challis, Idaho Territory—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petition of He: . Halsted, 
A. T. Spencer, and 40 other vessel-owners and agents, of Chicago, Illi- 
nois, for an appropriation to commence the deepening of the channel 
through the outer bar at the entrance of the 5 8 855 River, Michi- 
gan— to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of O. J. Smith, publisher of the Chicago (Illinois) 
Express, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARBER: The petition of the same party, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 3 

By Mr, BERRY: The petition of the publisher of the Times, Val- 
lejo, California, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
freé list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
same committee. 

By.Mr. BICKNELL: The petitions of George O’Connor and 500 
others, citizens of Harrison County, and of Frank Jordan, Jonathan 
J. Lahue, and 500 others, citizens of Indiana, for the adjustment and 
pment of the Morgan raid claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. BUTTERWORTH : The petition of Charles Moser & Co, 
and 125 other merchants and dealers of different cities, for the removal 
of the duty on chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of J. S. Burdsal and 30 other druggists, of Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cos- 
metics, and 1 medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. C 8: The er of Roy D. Davidson and others, 
for a t- route from La Fayette to Round Grove, Indiana—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petition of J. H. De Wolf & Co., of 
Vail, Iowa, and others, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfum- 
ery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of George W. Day, of Wisconsin, for the defeat 
of Commissioner Bentley’s sixty-district bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of J. Hornstein, of Boone, Iowa, for the abolition 
of the duty on ty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, JR.: The petition of citizens of Rowan 
Cooper, and Saline Counties, Missouri, for an appropriation of $25, 
for the improvement of the Missouri River at and near Arrow Rock, 
Missouri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of Robert Bell, Albert Buzan, L. C. 
Carpenter, and 107 others, citizens of Daviess County, Indiana, for 
the passage of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. COVERT: The 3 of Isaac C. Winters and others, citi- 
zens of Riverhead, New York, for the repeal of compulsory pilotage 
laws—to the same committee. 

By Mr. e om Memoria re ase ees 7 5 ye ein 
cisco, protestin, n e passage of the bi > 0. re- 
lating to the ee of e g wines —to the Amies on Wavs 
and Means. 

By Mr. LOWNDES H. DAVIS: The petition of citizens of Missis- 
sippi and Cape Girardeau Counties, for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River at Byrd’s Point, Missouri—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of J. R. Marshall, publisher of the 
Gazette, Hillsborough, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of W. S. Ensign, 8 of the 
Independent, Cardington, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on t; 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, 
for a reduction of the as 4 rinting-paper—to the same committee, 

Also, memorial of the Ohio State Association of Mexican Volunteers, 
asking for recognition for valuable services rendered the country— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of Downey Brothers, of Winona, IË 
nois, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 


proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Alo, the petition of O. J. Smith, of Illinois, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the same committee. 
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Mr. GEDDES: The petition of John Y. Glessner, editor and 
of the Shield and Banner, Mansfield, Ohio, of similar im- 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petitions of A. Shumway, Lenark; of R. C. 
Shultz, Forreston; of rig & Butterfield, Rochelle; of Bickford 
& Wheeler, Rock Falls; of Keefer & Hendricks, Sterling; of H. C. 
Robbins, Creston; of Caldwell & M. and others ; of William 
Lyons and o of Wyoming; of David G. Plammery and others, 
of Bradford and Toulon, Illinois, ists, for the removal of the 
stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the 
same committee. fe, 

Also, the petition of O. J. Smith, of the Express, Chicago, Illinois, 
for the abolition of the duty on to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENRY : The petition of citizens of Wicomico County, Mary- 
5 for the exemption from tax for distillation of all brandy manu- 
factured from apples and 3 grown by the distillers thereof and 
not purchased by them, the exemption not to exceed three hundred 

ons—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of John Vailles and 73 others, 
citizens of Lawrence County, Indiana, that he be granted arrears of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of O. J. Smith, editor and publisher 
of the Chic (Illinois) cag ane for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: Resolution of the Kentucky Legislature, ap- 
proving the address of the Mississippi Valley commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Messrs. Ryan, Johnson & Co., 
for an appropriation for widening and deepening the channel through 
the bar at the mouth of the Saginaw River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: Memorial of Nathaniel McKay, denying the charges 
of improper influences attempted by him to be brought upon Hon. 
W. D. KELLEY, and asking for an investigation of the same—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MYERS: The petition of O. J. Smith, of the Chicago Ex- 
press, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

1 85 8 petition of P. B. Reidenback and 23 others, for the passage 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEW: Two pena of citizens of Indiana, for the adjust- 
mentand payment of the Morgan raid claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Indiana, for the passageof the Rea- 
gan interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of citizens of Wayne County, 
Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manu- 
facturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Wayne County, Michigan, that Con- 
gress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions upon 
the people by the transportation monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. OSMER: The petition of W. H. Longwell, editor of the Oil 
City (Pennsylvania) Derrick, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of P. H. McDermid and 125 others, 
citizens of Nicollet County, Minnesota, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of William G. Gresham and 125 others, citizens 
of the same county and State, that Con enact such laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of citizens of Shelby County, Iowa, 
for the repeal of the stamp-tax on cosmetics, perfumery, and propri- 
etary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICHMOND: The petition of James C. Larkey, sr., and 32 
others, citizens of Scott Comi, Virgils, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the man turer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of the Western Wholesale Drug- 
gists’ Association, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of O. J. Smith, editor of the 
Chicago Express, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: The petition of Willis Lucus, of 
d= County, Kentucky, for a pension to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


Also, the petition of citizens of Mercer County, Kentucky, for leg- 
islation si to the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the — 
mittee on Commerce. 

ay Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, for the removal of a bar at the mouth of Saginaw River, Mich- 
igan—to the same committee. 


B 
pub: 


U 


By Mr. UPSON : The penton of Samuel Wallick, post-trader in 
the Army of the United States, for the amendment of the law relat- 
ing to post-traders so that it may afford the soldier the privilege of 
credits and secure the post-trader payment therefor—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa, con- 
88 3 lakes of that State to the Committee on the Pub- 

c Lan 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of distillers, rectifiers, and whole- 
sale liquor dealers of Saint Louis, Missouri, for the of House 
rk No. 4812 without amendment—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of Mrs. Julia M. Hudson, for 
12 and arrears of pension to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of C. H. Manley and 60 others, 
citizens of Ann Arbor, Michigan, for the pamsgs of the bill (H. R. 
No. 4147) to grant additional pensions to those who have lost an arm 
or leg in the service of the United States—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of John F. Rowland and 67 others, 
citizens of Garden City, sas, for the panog of the bill (H. R. 
No. 269) known as the Keen supplement to the homestead act—to 
the Committee on the Public Lan 


IN SENATE. 


MONDAY, March 15, 1880. 


Prayer by Rev. Douauas F. Forrest, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
a: Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers covering copies of reports from Captain C. B. Phillips, 
Corps of Engineers, upon examination and surveys © in com- 
pliance with the requirements of the river and harbor act of March 3, 
1879, of Pamunkey and Archer’s Hope Rivers, Virginia; of Lockwood’s 
Folly and Waccamaw Rivers, North Carolina; and of the Pee Dee 
River, South Carolina ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter 5 e ae ar and = a 
companying copy of a report of Captain . Damrell, Corps o - 
gineers, u — a survey of Mobile Harbor, Alabama, made in com- 
pliance with the provisions of the river and harbor act of June 18, 
1878; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and orde 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter of the Chief of Engineers covering copies 
of reports of Captain A. N. Damrell, Corps of Engineers, upon exam- 
inations made in mace en with the requirements of the river and 
harbor act of March 3, 1879, of Noxubee River, eee of Choc- 
tawhatchee River, Alabama, from Geneva to Newton and Pea River, 
Alabama, from Geneva to Elba, and of Withlacoochee River, Florida; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, incompliance with a resolution of the 
3rd ultimo, copy of a report of the Acting Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office on the subject of changes in the original line of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befote the Senate the annual report 
of Spencer F. Baird, United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, 
1879; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following concurrent resolntion ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring,) That there be 
printed 1 extra copies of the of the Commissioner of Fish and Fish- 
eries for the year 1879, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 for 


the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 copies for the use of the Com- 
missioner of Fish and Fisheries, the illustrations to be made by the Public Printer 
under the direction of the Joint Committee on Public Printing, and 2,500 for sale 
by the Public Printer, under such regulations as the Joint Committee on Printing 
may prescribe, at a price equal to the additional cost of publication and 10 per 
cent. thereto thereon added. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 5089) directing the issue of a duplicate check to Elizabeth D. 
Thomas, a pensioner of the United States; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had 8 bill (S. 
No. 605) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain 
funds in the United States Treasury in lieu of investment. 


Og ee De POUT EM . e . ee 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


further announced that the Speaker of the House uae ing into the é of printing- s which. wae x08 i to 
the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. BECK. I was about to ask that the memorial 3 by my 
e 


The message 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 3258) suthorizing the 
the Interior and Secretary of War Pee hi additional clerks for the 
balance of this fiscal year to expedite the settlement of pension ap- 
plications, and for other purposes; and it wąs thereupon signed by 
the Vice-President. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a petition of Colonel W. Merritt and 
other officers of the Fifth United States Cavalry, relative to the res- 
toration to the Army of First-Lieutenants Harlow L. Street and John 
W. Chickering, and Captain Edward Byrne, late of the First, ee 
and Tenth United States Cavalry, respectively; which was ref 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of an adequate appropriation for the improvement of the har- 
bor at Green Bay, in that State; which was to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, I am with the duty 
of presenting a memorial from the publishers of the principal news- 
papers of Chicago, respectfully asking that the present duty of 20 
per cent. on the valuation of foreign unsized paper be repealed. This 
tax produces little revenue, and serves only to enlarge the profits of 
manufacturers, who, enjoying a monopoly, are able to dictate their 
own terms to the consumers. 

These memorialists also ask that the duty on soda-ash, principall 
made abroad, and the duty on wood, straw, and all other pulp be abol- 
ished so that the American manufacturer of paper will stand on an 
equal footing with his foreign competitor at the start, with the advan- 
tage of freight, insurance, ready market, and charges attending im- 
portation on his side, as against the paper-makerabroad. And lastly, 
they ask that the duty on type, which is virtually 3 be 
wiped out, because, like that on paper, it exclusively benefits a com- 
bination and serves as a pretext for unreasonable prices. 

These propositions seem to be so plain and mojor as to require no 
argument in their behalf. What is true of Chicago, applies with 
equal force to the press of the whole United States, and 3 
that portion of it familiarly known as the “country papers.” 
great metropolitan journals can take care of themselves under almost 
any condition of things, but that fact furnishes no good reason why 
they should be subjected to imposition or to wrong. The main bur- 
den of these taxes falls heaviest on the papers of the interior, depend- 
ent on local circulation, and unable to compete with those of the 
lara cities After all, it is struggling labor that has to carry the load 
of ation, in whatever form it may be im . The press is one 
of the wonders attending the growth of our institutions. In the his- 
tory of the human race, there is 3 comparable to this devel- 
opment. It is not only the bulwark of liberty, but it is the mighty 
popular instructor, more beneficent and wide-reaching than any other 
agency but the Christian religion, of which it is one of the main props. 

Complaint is made that this power is sometimes abused and that 
we in public life are too often censoriously criticised. It will bea 
sad day for the Republic when criticism upon the acts and the speech 
of Senators and Representatives shall be curbed, and a still sadder 
day when those acts and that speech cannot invite the sternest criti- 
cism. What food is to the body the press is to the mind. It has be- 
come a ney necessity and nourishment from the home of the rich to 
the cabin of the pioneer on the „pinoa, whose brain and muscle are 
integral parts of the empire in the West. To make the press wholly 
inde: t and to widen its influence every restriction of unjust or 
unwise laws ought to be removed. 

The time has come, Mr. President, when the mass of incongruities 
and of huge monopolies, commonly called the tariff, should be revised 
and adapted to the spirit of a progressive age. A young people like 
ours becomes restive under the shackles of old legislation 8 in 
the confusion of civil strife or under the persuasion of se poli- 
ties. It may not be practicable at this session to reform the rev- 
enue system. Indeed, reputed action elsewhere forbids any hope of 
that kind. But there should be no difficulty in an ee a case 
like that presented in this memorial. Only a few months ago Con- 

very properly swept away the obnoxious duty on quinine that 
ad long been maintained for the profit of a few manufacturers in a 
single city. That remedy had at best only a local application. In 
this instance the n of the entire country are oppressed by 
taxes which are a delusion and a snare. They pig tong g of im- 
portance into the , and they only stand as the duty on qui- 
nine did, as an excuse for increasing the dividends of what may be 
described as a close corporation of special intérests. 


ing-named papers in the city of 8 


Sede Frei Presse, chi Volke Freund, Uhieugo Daily T PI g 
ie 0 un e 5 
Deutsche Warte, 8 the eee e, of 2 on the 
valuation of fo ized be repealed; also, that the duty 
on soda-ash, wood, straw, and other pulp be abolished, and that the 
pray, bey bad serve aged eee I move the reference of the petition 
to Committee on Finance. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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e e ee ae A the Kentucky Press As- 
the removed from all articles enter - 


sociation, praying 


colleague be read, but will present one perhaps of t 
character. I present the memorial of the Kentucky Press 

tion, officially signed by J. Stoddard Johnston, p ent, and by a 
committee thereof, praying that all duties be removed from such arti- 
cles as enter into the manufacture of printing-paper, for the reasons 
stated in the petition. I move its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was to. x 

Mr. BECK. I present a petition of residents of the District of Co- 
lumbia, praying the of an act for enforcing the satisfaction 
ofj rendered in the courts of the District. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let the title of the petition be read at the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. “Memorial of residents of the District of Co- 
lumbia, requesting the passage of an act for enforcing the satisfaction 
of ju ents rendered in the courts of said District.” 

Mr. BECK. I was advised that this is a subject which has always 
been considered by the Committee on the District of Columbia. I 
inquired of the lawyers who requested me to present the petition 
whether it My ie go to the Committee on the Judiciary or the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and their judgment was that it 
ought to go to the Committee on the District of Columbia. I con- 
sulted several members of the Committee on the District of Colum! 
and they were also of the opinion that the petition should be re 


to their committee. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ishall not say a word against the reference. 

Mr. BECK. That is all I know about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. JOHNSTON 8 the memorial of J. Richard Lewellen & 
Co., publishers of the Public Ledger, of Norfolk, busta prayi 
for the abolition of the tariff upon printing-type ; which was . 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of George Dunn, of Utica, 
New York, praying that he be granted a pension; which was re 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURMAN presented a memorial of citizens of Michigan, re- 
3 Hude the passage of the bill (S. No. 496) for the exam- 
ination an udication of pension claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lake Gonnet; Ohio, 
praying for such an amendment of the patent laws as wil protect 
innocent users of patented articles from 8 as infringers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New Lisbon, Ohio, pray- 
ing for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States which 
shall grant to women the right of suffrage ; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lake County, Ohio, pray- 

ing Gangen to relieve them from the oppression of railway compa- 
nies; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. CONKLING presented a petition signed by a large number of 
licensed officers of steam-v praying for a modification of the 
law and of the fees paid to pilots; w. was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial signed by merchants and ship-own- 
ers of San Francisco, California, praying the of an amend- 
ment to chapter 5, title 53, of the Revised Statutes, touching the 
payment of three months’ extra w to seamen discharged in for- 
a pata; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

. CONKLING. I present the memorial of George C. Wooley, 
formerly a member of one of the New York ere en asking 
that certain pay be allowed to him, and giving the reasons why he 
is entitled to it. I move that the memorial be referred to the - 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McDONALD presented the memorial of W. R. McKeen, presi- 
dent of the Terre te and Indianapolis Railroad Company and 
leased lines, representing three hun and fifty-four miles of rail- 

remonstrating against a reduction of the duty on steel rails from 


same general 


amac, Indiana, praying for the 
: — and other d 


gards the brin ug o suits f he infringeme of patents which was 
gu ? 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a on of citizens 
of Crawford and a petition of citizens of Mercer County, Pennsylva- 
ru for such tion as will prevent fluctuations in 

ts ust ons in charges for transportation; 


unj 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He also presented a petition of David Mapes and 53 others, citizens 
of Beech Creek To ip, Clinton County, Pennsylvania; & petition 
of citizens of Randolph Township, Crawford County, Pennsylvania ; 
and a petition of citizens of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, praying 
for the establishment of a Department of Agriculture; which were 
referred to the Committee on culture. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Mercer County, and two 
petitions of citizens of Crawford County, Pennsylvania, praying for 
such an amendment of the patent laws as will protect innocent users 
of patented articles from prosecution as infringers; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. Spree 5 the memorial of F. M. 3 and re 
citizens of at, sas, protesting against Passage of the 
bill (S. No. 496) for the ERA and adjudication o on 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Belton, Texas, pray- 
ing for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in freights and 
unjust discriminations in charges for transportation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented a petition of officers of the Army, pray- 
ing for the re of the law concerning paymon: by officers for fuel ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military i 

Mr. WALLACE presented a 8 of citizens of Indiana County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctua- 
tions in freights and unjust discriminations in charges for transpor- 
tation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a paras of citizens of Indiana County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the establishment of a department of agricult- 
ure; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Indiana County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for such an amendment of the patent laws as will 

rotect innocent users of patented articles from prosecution as in- 
ingers; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of J. E. Crisp and others, cit- 
izens of Massachusetts and skilled mechanics, who have made a spe- 
cialty of working upon and 7 shoe-machinery, remonstrating 

ainst the extension of the McKay sewing-machine patent. I move 
the reference of the memorial to the Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARLEY. I present a resolution of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, relative to the establishment of a dead-letter office at San 
Francisco. I ask that it may be read and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


CHAPTER 16. 
Assembly concurrent resolution No. 11, relative to the establishment of a dead- 
letter office in San Francisco. 

Whereas a large amount of mail matter is constantly being transmitted from the 
post-offices of the Pacific slope to the Dead Letter Office at Washington, which mat- 
ter is increased in consequence of the recent order of the Postmaster-General rela- 
tive to the mode of addressing letters; and 

Whereas the delay incident to such transmission is the cause of serious incon- 
venience and even pecuniary loss to the people of the Pacific coast: Therefore, 

Resolved by the ph sei gt 


i 


the senate conevrring,) That our Senators and Repre- 


sentatives in Con; be, and they are hereby, requested to use their best en- 
deavors to obtain the establishment at San Francisco of a dead-letter office. And 
Further, That the a be requested to furnish a copy of this resolution to each 
of our Senators an Representatives. 

J. F. COWDERY, 


8 of the Assembly. 


SFIELD, 
President of Senate. 


D. M. BURNS, Secretary of State. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before that resolution passes away, I wish to ask 
a question of the Chair for my own government. Ido not understand 
that a resolution of a Legislature addressed to the Senators of a State 
instructing them, is a proper resolution to present here for reference. 
The resolution speaks to the Senators from the State, and certainly 
no committee of this body can report 3 — it. The only report that 
could be made upon the resolution would be the opinion of a committee 
whether the Senator from California and his colleague ought to obey 
the instruction or not. That is a question which those Senators must 
settle for themselves. 

I bring this to the notice of the Chair for the reason that it some- 
times happens, inadvertently, as I suppose, that one of these resolu- 
tions finds its way before a committee, which committee does not 
know what to do with it. The Legislature of the State of New York 
passes a resolution instructing me to vote for a icular bill; I 
observe that particular instruction; but it is a thing that does not 
concern the other members of the Senate, and certainly not a com- 
mittee of the Senate at all. 

Mr. FARLEY. I will state to the Senator that I intend to intro- 
duce a bill to carry out the pg pays of the resolution, and I pro- 
pose to advise the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads in regard 
to the matter. Therefore I have asked the reference of the resolution 
to that committee. 

Mr, CONKLING. The honorable Senator will understand that I 
do not wish to incommode him or interfere with his bill; but I ask 
the question rather for my own understanding than for any other 
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pu I do not suppose if the Legislature of my State a 

resolution instructing me to vote for a particular measure, that that 

is a resolution for me to present here and have referred to a commit- 

tee. If the understanding of the Senate be different, I shall be very 
lad to know it, because I have proceeded, as other Senators have 
one, upon the idea I state. 

Mr. FARLEY. The Senator from New York will permit me to say 
that he is much more familiar with the rules than I am, but I was of 
opinion that the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is the 
proper committee to consider this subject. 

r, CONKLING. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. FARLEY. For that reason simply I asked the reference of the 
resolution to that committee. I propose to introduce a bill if the com- 
mittee should consider that it is a proper subject on which a bill 
ought to be introduced. 

. CONKLING. I am sure the Senator mistakes my point about 
this resolution. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is 
no doubt the proper committee and the bill is no doubt a proper bill 
to be considered, and if the Senator wishes the resolution to go to 
that committee as persuasive evidence or information to have this 
action, that he has a right to do; but my question, addressed to the 
Chair, is this: Is it proper for a Senator to introduce into the Senate 
for reference to a committee and for action the resolutions of a State 
Legislature, not addressed to Co: nor to the Senate but ad- 
— simply to the Senators from that State, giving them instruc- 
tions 

Mr. FARLEY. My impression is that it is proper. If the subject 
to which it relates is one entirely under the control of Congress, and 
if it is one that Congress must take action upon, it seems to me it 
ought to have the consideration of the proper committee. I may be 
entirely wrong; the Senator from New York has much more exten- 
sive knowledge of the proper course to be taken than I have, and I 
will yield to any suggestion he may make in regard to a disposition 
of the resolution which I have presented. 

Mr. CONKLING. Claiming no superiority of recollection or in- 
formation, my recollection is that it never has been customary, (and 
has only happened occasionally by accident,) to refer a resolution of 
a Legislature, sparking to the Senators from that State alone, to a 
committee of the Senate to act uponit. It really gives rise to no 
question except whether the Senator ought to obey his instruction or 
not. How can a committee pass upon that? But I merely make the 
question to the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from New York makes a 
point of order, the Chair will rule upon it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I will do so, for the sake of having the 
opinion of the Chair u this subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the communica- 
tion not being addressed to the Senate is not in order, 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to say a word before this matter passes 
from the attention of the Senate. Ithink we ought to have a uniform 
rule on this subject. The usage of the Senate perhaps has not been 
uniform. It is but a few days since that the Judiciary Committee 
reported back the resotutions of a State Legislature of a similar char- 
acter to those now presented, that is, mere resolutions of instruction 
to the Senators and request to the Representatives of a State. The 
resolutions had been sent to the Judiciary Committee, and that com- 
mittee reported them back to the Senate with a statement in effect 
such as the ruling of the Chair now, and advised that while it was 
very proper to receive them, yet the appropriate course was to lay 
them on the table, and that they were not properly subject to refer- 
ence to a committee. I think we ought to have a uniform usage upon 
the subject. That was the opinion we gave, and the report was acqui- 
esced in by the Senate, although I think it did not attract much atten- 
tion in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order has not hitherto been 
made. The Chair sustains the point of order that a communication 
addressed to a Senator is not a memorial within the meaning of the 
rules of the Senate, r 

Mr. WHYTE. I do not know whether I shall be liable to the criti- 
cism made by the Senator from New York or not in presenting the 
resolution which I hold in my hand, but it has been usual certainly 
where resolutions were passed by a municipal corporation or by a 
State Legislature in the nature of a memorial, either to have them 
referred to a committee or to lie upon the table. I hold in my hand 
a resolution of the mayor and city council of Baltimore, urging the 
Senators and the Representatives in the other House from Maryland 
to press upon Con; the passage of an appropriation for the com- 

letion of the work at Fort Carroll, at the entrance of the harbor of 

timore. It struck me that these resolutions were in the nature of 

a memorial, and although addressed to the Senators that they are 

gies to be presented to the Senate, and laid on the table and printed. 
make that motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
resolutions will Jie upon the table, and be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Duluth, Minnesota, in favor of an a iation by Con- 
gress of $50,000 for the improvement and enlargement of the 
of Duluth; which was to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a memorial by pe a by, 
the Legislature of Wisconsin, praying for a modification of 


1542 


` CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 15, 


* 
ing laws respecting the payment of pensions to disabled ex-soldiers 
and sailors. It pri = in the memorial that according to the 
present law the soldier or sailor who suffered the amputation of his 
arm above the elbow, or of his leg above the knee, receives a pension 
of $24 a month, while his equally unfortunate brother-in-arms, whose 
arm was amputated close to but below the elbow, or his mig e to 
but below the knee, receives but $18 a month pension, the disability 
being quite as great in the latter case as in the former, and the victim 
being quite as effectually incapacitated from the performance of thè 
duties of active life.“ The memorial prays that the pension laws 
may be so amended as to remedy this, which they as a defect. 
I move the reference of the memorial to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of John G. Campbell, late 
postmaster at Clinton, Indiana, praying for relief from a loss occa- 
sioned by the burglary of the post-office at that place; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-R 

He also presented the petition of Rose M. Wood, widow of William 
Maxwell Wood, late Surgeon-General of the United States Navy, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the ee of M. Willson, publisher of 
Our Prairie Home, of Cloverton, Nebraska, praying for the 
of a bill pee wood and straw pulp, soda-ash, and other chemi 
used in the manufacture of paper on the free list, and reducing the 
duty on printing-paper, &.; which was referred to the Co ttee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GORDON een. the petition of Alfred H. Colquitt and oth- 
ers, members of the late confederate wrx td raying that the 32 
of War be rig gre to compile and publish, in text form, the knowl- 
edge by which the positions and movements of troops were laid down 
on the engineer maps of the battle of Gettysbur, ther with a 
new edition of the maps; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented additional papers in the case of 
the claim of Henry Head, of Quincy, Ilinois, for cavalry and other 

nipments furnish ed by him during the late war, to accompany the 
bill (S. No. 961) for the relief of Henry Head, of Quincy ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr, BAYARD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1253) prohibiting the arrest of election offi- 
cers on election day, repo it without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state that this is not the unanimous 
report of the Committee on the Judiciary, but is agreed to by a ma- 
jority. Some other members of the committee, as well as myself, 
dissent from the conclusion of the report. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the petition of Thomas McGeehan, a disabled soldier, pray- 
ing for an increase of pension, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were dischar 
from the farther consideration of the petition.” 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tition of Moses Coffy, of Casey County, Kentucky, praying for an in- 
crease of pension, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


jection. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them, severally, without 
amendment: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3109) to remove disabilities of I. Wilkinson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3328) to remove the political disabilities of John 
Owins, of Portsmouth, Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3988) to remove the political disabilities of Charles 
Carroll of V: ia; an 


A bill (H. R. No. 3a) to remove the political disabilities of Joseph 
A. Sage of Vi i 


. Laminstructed by the same committee, to which 
were referred the bill (H. R. No. 3064) to remove the political disa- 
bilities of W. S. Maxwell, of Tennessee, and also the bill (S. No. 892) 


to remove the political disabilities of William S. Maxwell, of Tennes- 
see, to make a written report showing that by a general law Mr. Max- 
weil's disabilities have been removed and that there is no necessity 
for these bills. Therefore we recommend the indefinite postponement 
of the bills, and ask, as it is a matter of some general interest and con- 
cerns perhaps a number of other cases, that fhe report be printed, 
The bills e postponed indefinitely, and the report was ordered 


to be printed. 

Mr. FARLEY. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 873) granting a pension to George W. Wick- 
wire, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. C from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referree 
the bill (S. No. 339) granting a pension to A. W. Richards, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 975) granting a pension to James O. McKenna, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. No. 898 ting a pension to A. Davis, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report ; which was ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1491) granting a pension to Mrs. Rose M. 
Wood ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Cum- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1472) authorizing the President to appoint Charles 
Ogden Wood a captain in the United States Army ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Lask leave to introduce two bills. By way of 
explanation I wish to say that a bill similar to one of them was intro- 
duced in the House and is pending there before the Committee on 
Agriculture. The other is a bill 9 by a gentleman engaged 

ly in culture and in the cattle ahs f They relate to the 
subject of pleuro-pneumonia which is being considered by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and we desire to procure all the information we 
can get upon the subject. 

By unanimous consent, leave was 8 to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 1473) for the suppression of infectious and contagious diseases of 
domestic animals ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Agriculture. 
granted to introduce a bill (S. 


By unanimous consent, leave was 
No. 1474) for the mr ression and prevention of the pleuro-pneumonia 
in neat cattle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1475) to change the name of the steamer J. 
H. Kelly to John Thorn; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1476) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Selden, late United States marshal for the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title. * 

Mr. WITHERS. I am a little at a loss to know what is the pro 
committee to which the bill ought to be referred. The subject of the 
bill was on by the Committee on Appropriations and placed 
in the sundry civil bill last year, but went off on the committee of 
conference. However, as it is somewhat in the nature of aclaim, I 
move the reference of the bill to the Committee on Claims, together 
with the accompanying papers, and ask that the committee make a 
speedy report, it having already passed the Senate. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1477) for the punishment of tramps in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KEL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1478) for the relief of Lizzie D. Clarke, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Thomas L. Clarke, deceased ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


‘introduce a bill (S. No. 1479) to authorize the President to appoint 


Ordnance-Sergeant William Marshall, of the United States Army, a 

second lieutenant and place him upon the retired list; which was 

few twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
fairs, 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1480) for the relief of Edward Fenlon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to introduce 
a bill (S. No. 1481) to amend section 3689 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to T pi a bill (S. No. 1482) for the relief of Morse 
K. Taylor, eaptain and assistant surgeon United States Army; which 


„ r D ere ben Peewee, 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. A motion to discharge the committee would be a 
perfectly 2 one, with the views the Senator has, but my present 
criticism is on the form of his resolution, which commands the com- 
mittee to return the bill. That does not, by any correct interpreta- 
tion, discharge the committee from its consideration. It might be 
that the Senate for half a dozen purposes wanted to see that particu- 
lar paper. Of course the usual motion is a motion to discharge the 
committee, and that the rules provide for. 

. Therefore, I suggest to the Senator to modify his resolution so as 
to make it the o one to disch the committee from the con- 
sideration of the bill, which if to will relieve the matter of 
all technical questions hereafter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam willing to make a modification of the resolu- 
tion so as to correspond with the suggestion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, though I thought in the very peculiar attitude of this case the 
proper motion was that the bill be returned to the Senate for the ac- 
tion of the Senate in connection with the bill reported from the com- 
mittee. The case is a very singular one, one not at all usual in the Sen- 
ate, so far as I am advised. t the resolution be modified accord- 
ing to the su on of the Senator from Vermont. 

Tue VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the resolution now as modified ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported. 

Mr. MORGAN. That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I rose to say, having been out a moment, that I 


was read twice by its title, together with the accompanying papers, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 1483) to amend the patent 
laws; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill g R. No. 5089) directing the issue of a duplicate check to 
Elizabeth D. Thomas, a pensioher of the United States, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ALBERT V. CONWAY. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (H. R. No. 768) authorizing the Secretary of the 
to issue bonds to AT V. Conway, substituted trustee for certain 


United States bonds, redeemed or assigned by the Government upon forged as- 
signments, be recommitted to the Committee 2 Finance. 


INTEREST ON WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. MCDONALD. A few days since a bill (S. No. 10) to reimburse 
the several States for interest paid on war l and for other pur- 
was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary adversely. 
was not in the Senate at the time the report was e. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] and myself dissent that report, 
and we desire to file our views in dissent from it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is in the nature of a minority re- 
port, the Chair understands? 


Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir; I ask that it be printed. Se 777. te te candies todos > 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The views of the minority will be printed. o VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the resolution as 
RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. modified ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following resolution: Mr. McMILLAN. Does the Senator from Alabama ask for imme- 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be to the Senate | diate action ? 


directed to return 
House bill No. 4213, referred to said committee on the 3d of February, 1880, entitled 
juve money for the continuance of improvement of certain nay- 


I ask for 5 consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. EDM S. What is the object of the resolution ? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The object is, the Chair supposes, to dis- 
charge the committee. 
eat pe eras May I inquire what is the purpose of this resolu- 
ution 
Mr. MORGAN. I will state in answer to the Senator from Ver- 
mont that the bill (H. R. No. 4213) to app riate money for the eon- 
tinnance of improvement of certain na le waters includes three 
itions : appropriation of $28,000 ‘ to deepen the channel of 
Susquehanna River above and below the port of Havre de Grace, 
and to se aap the work commenced in June, 1879, at the Fishing 
Battery light-station, in the vicinity of cal ont Island ;” secondly, 


4 VICE-PRESIDENT. He did. The Chair hears no objec- 
on—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not want to be committed as assenting to 
this disc „for one, I hope the Chair will put the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no objection to the resolution going over 
until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over on the point 


made. 
Mr. MORGAN. The result will be, however, that if the bill re- 
rted from the Committee on Commerce is reached on the Calendar, 
Tehall be compelled to object to its consideration. 
The VICE-PRESID . The resolution will lie on the table. 


DISTRICT CRIMINAL PRACTICE, 


Mr. THURMAN, I wish to give notice that in the morning hour 
to-morrow, which I believe is in order, before the Calendar is 
I shall ask the Senate to take up and consider the bill (S. No. 1408) 
to further amend the act entitled “An act to reorganize the courts of 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved March 
3, 1863, and to re section 861 of chapter 24 of the Revised Statutes 
of the District of Columbia, and re-enact the same as amended, re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary. It is a matter that is 
very pressing, and I am u 1 the judges of the courts for the 
action of the Senate upon that b 3 

ss aires NT. For what time does the Senator give the 
notice 

Mr. THURMAN. In the morning hour to-morrow I shall ask the 
Senate to take up the bill. There will be no time consumed in its 
consideration, I am quite sure. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar, commencing at the point reached on Friday last. 

The bill (S. No. 1269) for the erection of a public building at Den- 
ver, Colorado, was announced as being first in order upon the Calen- 
dar, and its consideration was resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the pending question or on the amendment of Mr. HILL, of Colo- 
rado, to strike out all of the bill after the word “ States,” in line 18, 
in the following words: 

Nor until the State of Colorado shall duly release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax or in way assess said site or the pro of the United 
Foren weg ang, dead yer wegen shall cede jurisdiction over the same during the 
time that the United States shall remain the owner thereof. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say one word upon the question of the 
cession of jurisdiction by the State. I have nothing to say uponthe 
proposition that the State shall cede the right to tax the land. Some 
years ago I was taken pretty severely to task by some of my brethren 
in the Senate for asserting that the United States could acquire title 
to real estate in a State without first obtaining the consent of the 
State. I was of the opinion that it could, and I thought that it had 
done so in thousands of instances where it had purchased land upon 
execution or other process in its favor, and I think so yet. In fact it 
does it wherever it makes a lease of a piece of property for a public 
building, for a leasehold of an estate may be as much real estate as 
a title in fee, and if the United States cannot acquire a title in fee 
eee the consent of the State, it cannot acquire a leasehold in- 

rest. 

I have no doubt that itis perony competent for the United States 
to purchase a piece of property and erect on it a court-house, a cus- 
tom-house, or any other public building that it is within the compe- 


“for continuing the work on Muscle Sh on the Tennessee River, 
$110,000 ;” y, “for continuing the work on Davis’s Island Dam, 
on the Ohio River, $75,000; and that said appropriations shall be 
available from the p: of this act.” 

That bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce. The Com- 
mittee on Commerce reported back a bill of their own originatién 
containing but one item of appropriation, to wit, “to deepen the 
channel of the Susquehanna River above and below the port of 
Havre de Grace,” embodying the language of the House bill in re- 
gard to that proposition, but taking no action whatever upon the 
other two propositions contained in the bill, neither reporting ad- 
versely nor favorably upon those two propositions, and indeed not 

rting the House bill at all. 

addressed a note to the Committee on Commerce, asking them to 
return the bill to the Senate either with or without recommendation. 
That note, I understand, was laid before the Committee on Commerce, 
and it has not been responded to, certainly not in any official way; 
but I understand that the committee declined to e any action 
upon the bill at all. 

I desire to get the Senate in the possession and control of the bill 
5 so that I may offer it as a substitute for the bill reported by the 

ommittee on Commerce, in order that we may have the benefit of 
the action of the Senate upon the whole subject-matter as passed 
upon by the House. 

I have no doubt that the three works which are provided for in the 
House bill are necessary to be conducted, and that the appropriation 
made by the House is altogether indispensable for the present prose- 
cution of all of these works, which I understand have been a long 
time established and are under the direction of the Engineer Depart- 
ment of the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, if I understand the Senator, his object is 
to discharge the committee so as to bring the bill before the Senate 
for its consideration? 

Mr. MORGAN. That will be the effect of the resolution, certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should doubt, strictly considered, whether an 
order to return the bill to the Senate without discharging the com- 
mittee from its consideration would bring the bill before the Senate 
for action. Isee that the Senator's resolution merely is an order to 
return that particular paper. 

Mr. MORGAN. My reason for taking that course was because I 
thought the Senate might prefer to recommit the bill which has been 


rt ei in connection with the House bill, for the farther consider- 
on of that committee. 
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tency of Congress to erect. Then it is a question of policy whether 


or not the State ought to be required to cede jurisdiction. I have 
always opposed that cession, with very few exceptions, where the ex- 
pal ask pain of the case seemed to make it proper that the State 
should cede jurisdiction. Certainly the State ought to cede jurisdic- 
tion over obtained for an arsenal, for a fort, for a navy-yard ; 
there can be no question about that; but why, in the name of com- 
mon sense, there should be exclusive 1 on the part of the 
United States over a particular lot of land, one hundred or two hun- 
dred feet square on which the United States builds a custom-house, 
or a court-house, or a post-office, is past my comprehension. 

One thing is certain, that although the State may reserve, as has 
been done uently, and as Massachusetts did in the case of a fort 
there, a right to serve the process of the State within the limits of 
the reservation or the land granted to the United States, yet as was 
decided in regard to the people living at that fort, they were not cit- 
izens of Massachusetts, they had no right to vote, and for a crime 
committed within that reservation they could not be indicted in the 
_ courts of the State, for it is no violation of the State law, not being 
committed in a place under the jurisdiction of the State. 

The consequence is, that whenever you say that a lot of land, per- 
haps only one hundred and fifty or two hundred feet square, upon 
which you have erected a post-office, shall be within the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States, then no crime committed in that is 
a crime against the law of the State; no such crime can be punished 
in a State court, and you have so many Alsatias, so to s in the 
United States, dotted all over the surface of the country, in which 
men can commit crime almost with impunity. 

There are other reasons that I do not want to take up the time of 
the Senate to notice, for I believe we are under the five-minute rule 
in discussing a bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. CO G and others. No. 

Mr. THURMAN. I thought that being under the Anthony rule we 
were limited to five minutes. 

Mr. RANSOM and others. No. : 

Mr. THURMAN. Then withont any five-minute rule I will take 
my seat, for I believe that I have said all that I want to say. 

Nur. EDMUNDS. The Constitution provides that Congress shall 
have power to “ exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever,” 
I pass over the District of Columbia, &c., “and toexercise like author- 
ity over all places pubes by the consent of the Legislature of 
the State in which the same shall be, for the erection of forts, maga- 
zines, arsenals, dock-y: and other needful buildings.” 

The language of this bill does not follow the language of the Con- 
stitution, for it speaks abont a cession of jurisdiction. Perhaps that 
might be taken to be satisfied by a consent of the State Legislature 
to the purchase of the particular property ; certainly the Constitu- 
tion would be satisfied and no congressional legislation would be 
necessary ; but striking this clause out of fhis bill will make the case 
of providing for the purchase of a piece of property in the principal 
city of one of the States for the erection of a court-house of the 
United States, a post-office, and I believe a custom-house; certainly 
a court-house, a post-office, and a land office. That is one judicial 
building and the same or another building for sundry executive pur- 
pora f any offense is committed within that building by violence 

respect of any person en in the service of the United States 
withont this provision of the Constitution being complied with, it 
would be only punishable under the law of the State. course, an 
offense against the records of the United States, the property of the 
United States, wonld be reached just as it would be anywhere else, 
or if it was in transit over a road. And if a mob in Colorado—which, 
of course, is scarcely a supposable thing—were to surround the court- 
house there, and some of its members should proceed to maltreat or 
slay some officer of the United States or some party who had a cause 
or who was a witness then and there attending, it would not, so far 
as I know, be an offense against the laws of the United States, and 
therefore the State laws would have to be appealed to to 8 per- 
sons engaged in the transaction of the publie business of the United 
States in the exertion of their rights. It is possible that the present 
statutes of the United States inst obstructing the course of jus- 
tice might reach the case of the mob I have named, as applied to 
breaking up and disturbing the court; but the private shooting of 
a party then and there attending, certainly would clearly not fall 
within that criminal statute, and so in respect of the disturbance of 
any persons en in the executive duties of the United States 
within this bui ing. 

Now, in my belief, the men who made the Constitution acted upon 
the sound theory that whatever needful places and buildings, need- 
ful for carrying on the operations of the Government of the United 
States, were obtained in the States, with the consent of their Legis- 
latures, Congress and its authority should have dominion over so as 
to be able to punish all infractions against its laws or wrongs com- 
mitted against persons connected with the administration of its laws, 
and to protect the persons en in that administration. That 
was the theory undoubtedly; and the question is whether we have 
got so far advanced in civilization and State rights as to object to car- 
Tying out that theory and to be willing to poner in all cases here- 
after upon the notion that, whatever is to be done, the dominion of 
the State over the public property of the United States, and over all 
acts and things done therein except the official acts and things of the 


officers of the United States, is to be yielded. That is the question. 
I think Ihave stated it fairly. There are inconveniences undoubtedly, 
such as the Senator from Ohio has referred to, and as the Senator 
from Massachusetts did on Friday,—inconveniences in respect of ex- 
cluding State jurisdiction, but they turn out to be usually more theo- 
retical than practical, because now for a hundred years in almost 
all instances of this character, and I do not know but in every one, 
the consent of the State Legislature, in some form and to some ex- 
tent, has been obtained, and yet I do not remember any instance of 
any serious or indeed any practical instance of inconvenience arising 
from it. In cases of l excitement and disturbance that can be 
readily foreseen, there would be great practical inconvenience in sub- 

ublic buildings of the United States to the executive 


jecting the p 
and judicial dominion in the ways that I have described of the State 


in which they happen to be, 

I do not mean to deny what the Senator from Ohio has said about 
the legal capacity of the United States to obtain title to a piece of 
ground in a State without the consent of that State. Iam ratherin- 
clined to agree with him, certainly when it obtains it in the course 
of judicial process, because that might be said to arise by a neces- 
sary implication as a consequence of the other powers that the Con- 
stitution has given to Congress to make and enforce laws. 

But going a step further and saying that if may buy a piece of 
land—which I am rather inclined to think it may; I am not quite so 
clear of it as the Senator from Ohio is, but grant that—the question 
is whether it is right for the Congress of the United States, in view 
of this theory of Constitution which I believe to be sound, to pro- 
ceed to erect permanent and expensive structures for the administra- 
tion of justice and carrying on the executive operations of the Gov- 
ernment, without obtaining from the State that consent which the 
Constitution provides for, which the State in some form or other and 
for all practical has always been willing to give. Isay the 
question is whe it is wise for us to proceed, discarding this pro- 
vision of the Constitution, and leave the thing at odds and ends, as 
it will be if no dominion is obtained by the United States over these 
important permanent public buildings, except the mere dominion of 

roperty and the dominion over its records and papers that it would 

‘ve anywhere. That is the question. I only wanted to state it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Vermont a question if 
he is willing to answer it. 

Mr. EDM I will if I can, with pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR, I merely want to ask the Senator’s opinion as to 
whether “the right to tax or in any way assess said site or the prop- 
erty of the United States that may be thereon” could possibly exist, 
whether it were reserved in this bill, or by the consent of the State 
or not. If the Senator be right in his agreement with the Senator 
from Ohio that the United States an acquire this property without 
the consent of the State, I ask whether it does not follow that its 
ownership and devotion to the purposes of the Government by the 
United States exempts it from State taxation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould say yes. I believe that whatever pro 
erty the United States owns lawfully, assuming that it gets the title 
as I do for this purpose, no State can tax, just as I believe whatever 
property a State the United States cannot tax. That is 
what I think the law is certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think that is a more questionable proposition 
than the other. The Senator from Vermont said that experience 

roves that there is no danger from the acquisition to the United 

tates of exclusive jurisdiction over the land on which public build- 
ings are erected and in which the public business is done. My im- 
pression is that the teachings of experience are precisely the other 
way. For instance, there are now over forty thousand post-offices in 
the United States. How many of them are owned by the United 
States? I do not suppose ohe in a hundred, is may be not one in a 
thousand is owned by the United States; and yet has there been any 
difficulty growing out of the fact that the United States did notown 
the post-offices except by a mere leasehold title, and that the prop- 
erty was subject to the jurisdiction of the State? Has that worked 
any grievance? Has that in any way curtailed the right or power or 
proper jurisdiction of the United States? Certainly not. 

Again, Mr. President, the Senator speaks of the protection of the 
records of the Government. Can we not make a law to protect the 
records of the Government of the United States, and to protect the 
officers of the United States in the discharge of their official duties 
wherever they may be in the United States? Are we limited in our 
power to protect records and in our power to protect our officers in 
the discharge of their official duties, to the places in the United States 
which are within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States? I 
am sure my friend will not say that. 

There is then no necessity, in order to protect our records or our 
officers, that there should be this exclusive jurisdiction. I have 
pointed out some of the troubles that result from exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over a little patch of gond, half an acre perhaps, taking it 
totally and absolutely out of the jurisdiction, civil and criminal, of 
the State; and, although the State might reserve the right to serve 
process in it, yet no crime could be committed upon that patch of 
ground against the State, and without some such reservation of the 

ht to serve process, no process could be served in it. 
ut take another case; take a case where there is no reservation 
of the right to serve process, where a man commits a crime, not on 
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this patch of 28 belon; to the United States and over which 
it has exclusive jurisdiction, but commits it in the open streets of 
Columbus or New York City, and flees for refuge into this ground 
over which the United States has exclusive jurisdiction, do you not 
see the trouble there is immediately in getting possession of that man ? 
He may have committed a murder in the street, and he flees for refuge 
to this new White-Friars, gets into it; no process reaches him unless 
the right to serve process has been reserved by the State in its cession 
of jurisdiction or in its consent by which it gives the United States 
exclusive Specs That ought not to be. There is no necessity 
in the world, ially as we are going on erecting so many of these 
buildings, that there should be so many little blotches on the face of 
this Republic in which the State laws are utterly silent with no neces- 
sity whatsoever for their being silent. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is not often that a discussion of this 
kind grows out ofa bill coming from the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds; and inasmuch as thissubject has been considered 
there, I deem it proper to say a few words in addition to what I have 
amay said on this subject. 

There can be no doubt in my opinion as to the authority in the 
Constitution given to Congress to legislate exclusively over a place 
ceded for the seat of Government, as this District. The language, how- 
ever, with t to places purchased for dock-yards, arsenals, and 
other needful buildings, is a little different, although the result is the 
same. It provides for a cession in the one case, and a purchase with 
the consent of the State in the other. With respect to forts, arse- 
nals, and dock-yards that are usually required for purposes involvin 
the employment of large bodies of men exclusively under the contro 
of Government, it is very proper that all State authority over such 
persons should be withdrawn. Navy-yards, forts, and arsenals, where 
the employés are within such jurisdiction, should not be interrupted 
by State laws requiring jur service and interfering with the conduct 
of the public business of the United States. But when you come to 
a post-office, to a custom-house situated like that in New York, and 
intended for the accommodation of the citizens of the State, the great 
public in a great city, no such necessity exists for jurisdiction in that 
case as in the other. ; 

Every day thousands of people assemble at the post-office in New 
York for their mails, and so it is in a less degree at sda 2 post-office 
in the United States. If a maliciously disposed person should imag- 
ine that he could get au advan over his victim by committing 
an offense within such a ceded territory or jurisdiction he might se- 
lect that spot for the commission of a crime, and the State power 
could not reach him. If a person, for instance, imagined that in 
New York City he could secure some advantage by committing a 
murder at, the post-office, which is visited every day by thousands of 

ple of that city to get their mails, he might select that locality 
for the purpose of carrying out his desire in order that jurisdiction 
might be taken of the offense by the Federal courts. 

say, Mr. President, with such consequences as that likely to fol- 
low from this jurisdiction, I am op to it because I see no prac- 
tical benefit that can possibly result from it. In cases where you 
have got a large navy-yard, a large fort, with military servants and 
naval servants and a corps of mechanics whom the interests of the 
Government require to be constantly at their places, it may be proper, 
and I doubt not it is, that they should not be interfered with by 
State law or State power ; but in the other cases it is quite different. 

Mr. HOAR. I think, Mr. riko oa a is very clear that the framers 
of the Constitution had in mind, in the provision which has been re- 
ferred to, principally places acquired by the United States for mili- 
tary or naval purposes, and in that case they did not provide in terms 
for exclusive 1 perhaps they provided for what is nearly 
the same thing, the exercise of exclusive legislation; but all the in- 
stances which the Constitution gives are forts, magazines, arsenals, 
dock-yards, and other needful buildings. The acquisition by the 
United States of the title to real estate for the purpose of post-offices, 
custom-houses, court-houses, land offices, and offices for the assess- 
ment and collection of the internal revenue was not in the mind of the 
framers of the Constitution, and I quite agree with the Senator from 
Ohio that itis extremely inexpedient to cut out from every State in 
this Union, as we are multiplying these Government buildings, little 
strips of Territory over which no State law extends. 

The Senator from Vermont said the other day, in answer to the sug- 
peta that no State process would run into a post-office or court- 

ouse or other Government building, that the State officers went there 
by the acquiescence of the United States. But certainly in every one 
of these public buildin, rates citizen pursued by a State officer 
has the right to defend himself. There are hundreds of buildings 
erected for a purpose which requires the constant access of the public 
in populous cities in this country, within whose limits it is lawful for 
a citizen to defend himself by force and to the death against any State 
officer, within whose limits a fraudulent marriage may be contracted 
without any exposure to legal penalties, within whose limits alarceny, 
an assault, a murder committed apan a citizen isentirely without lia- 
bility to punishment under any State law, and I am afraid that in 
many instances entirely without liability to punishment under any 
law of the United States. 

It seems to me that we ought at once to put a stop to and reverse 
the policy upon which we have proceeded in exacting from the States 
a complete cession of jurisdiction to the United States. Everything 


. 


that the United States desires to accomplish is accomplished by the 
character and nature of the property itself. The United States is 


sovereign for all purposes of its government within its constitutional 
limits throughout the entire territory of the country. A United States 
court-house, a United States record, a United States officer, as far as 
his salary or employment is concerned, are exempted from State as- 
sessment for taxes and from all State legislation, and from invasions 
by State authority or by lawless act of a private citizen, by reason 
of their public character as an instrumentality of government, or is 
devoted by government to its instrumentality. Everything, therefore. 

which this bill undertakes to accomplish is already accomplished. I 
understand that in the particular case the act creating the State of 
Colorado exempts this property from taxation. ; 

Mr. TELLER. All United States property. 

Mr. HOAR. But without that act the character of the 8 
itself accomplishes and secures all that the express legislation of t 
proposed statute seeks to accomplish, and I should like to know why 
a murder committed on one post-office clerk by another, or an assault 
committed upon a citizen resorting to the post-office should not be 
punishable by the State legislation as much as one committed ten 
rods outside of the limits of the post-office. I hope the amendment 
A ayer to the bill will be adopted. 

r. MORRILL. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a word or two in relation to this 
point, if there is no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. MORRILL. I shall not occupy more than five minutes. I 
merely desire to say that ever since I have been a member of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds we have followed the 
form and ge g ere there years and years ago when such mem- 
bers as Douglas of Illinois, Fessenden of Maine, Bayard of Delaware, 
and Bright of Indiana were part and parcel of the committee. In 
relation to this matter we have a general law which requires that 
we shall first obtain the consent of the Legislature where we under- 
take to erect a public building in a State. 

I desire to put the question ta my friend from Massachusetts as to 
whether we shall not have exactly the same amount of jurisdiction or 
power of legislation, provided this State assents to the erection of this 
public building, that we should have under any form of law, for the 
reason that the Constitution provides that we shall bave the right of 
exclusive legislation over all places purchased for the use of the United 
States, for forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, or other needful build- 
ings. Now, if the Constitution is operative at all, it seems to me it must 
be operative so far as to give us the exclusive control of these build- 
ings in every case where the assent of the Legislature of the State has 
been obtained for the purpose of the purchase. Of course, it is en- 
tirely immaterial to me how this matter is decided, but I think it 
safer to follow the usage of Congress for many years rather than to 
adopt a new principle. J 

r. HOAR. I desire to say in reply to the question of the Senator 
from Vermont that undoubtedly we have the right under the Consti- 
tution to exercise exclusive legislation in the case of the territo 
ceded by the State, but the question is whether it is expedient or no 
That is all. I think it inexpedient. 

Mr. GARLAND. I believe that Judge Story, as far back as 1819, 
in a case reported in the second volume of Mason’s Circuit Court Re- 
pats settled this question in accordance with the view expressed 

y the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL; ] but as I do not wish 
to delay the star postal appropriation bill, I yield for that, but will 
say a few words hereafter on this bill. 

. WALLACE. I call for the regular order. 


MAIL TRANSPORTATION DEFICIENCY, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the appropri- 
ations for the rtation of the mails on star routes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1880. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, after the word “ year,” in line 
8, to strike out the following words: 

At or within contract prices as they existed on February 1, 1880: Provided, That 
upon any ronie where there 2 — the original e dur- 
ing the last or the current fiscal year for expediting the delivery of on any 
such ronte, at 500 per annum, the compensation for expe- 
dited service on such route shall be reduced to the terms of the original contract, 
on and after the Ist day of March, 1880; and 55 contained shall be con- 


strued to the reduction of the number of trips per week over any such 
route below the present number. 


Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, by direction of the Committee on 
Appropriations I move to strike out “nine hundred and seventy” in 
the original bill, and insert “eleven hundred ” in line 3. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to my friend from Penn- 
sylvania that the question now is on striking ont the words just 
read. 


Mr. WALLACE. I desire to have this amendment come first. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Very well. 

Mr. WALLACE. I desire to propose on behalf of the Committee 
on Appropriations an amendment in line 3 of the original bill; to 


the rate of more 
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strike out ‘‘nine hundred and seven 
so as to make the appropriation $1,100,000. 

The VICE-PRES The amendment is in order. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WALLACE. Now, will the Secretary read the bill as it will 
stand if the amendments of the committee be adopted. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the of $1,100,000, +h thereof be , be, and th 
sameis hereby, appropria dated aat f any money in the Treamary not otherwise sppro- 
priated, to meet the expenses of inland mail transportation on star routes for the 
remainder of the current fiscal year. During the remainder of the current fiscal 
year no further expediting of service or increase of trips on any postal star route 


Sec. 2. That the further sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereb: |- 
eral to place 922388 
all not hereafter have th 


50 per cent. upon the contract as 


Mr. WALLACE. The Senate will see that this bill relates, as it 
now stands, entirely to the transportation of the mails on star routes. 
Star routes, as I sup the Senate understands, include all other 
modes of transportation of the mails than those by steamboat and 
railway. This service includes two hundred and fifteen thousand 
miles of the transportation of the mails in every section of the country, 
while transportation by steamboat and railroad includes about one 
hundred thousand ; so that there are about twice as many routes paid 
for under the head of star service as there are under that of railroad 
and steamboat service. 

On gia KLING. Will the Senator be good enough to repeat the 
es 

Mr. WALLACE. Two hundred and fifteen thousand bystarservice, 
twenty-one thousand by steamboat, and seventy-nine thousand by 
railroad. The amount 3 for the present fiscal year for star 
service was $5,900,000 ; the amount appropriated for all other means 
of transportation, $11,300,000. 

Now, whence comes the deficiency, for this is a bill providing for a 
deficiency, in the transportation of the mails in this icular way? 
The actual cost of the transportation of the mails by this mode of 
service for this fiscal Rb under contracts as they now exist as 
shown by the report of the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury is $7,055,000, 
The amount appropriated for this fiscal year is $5,900,000, showing a 
deficiency of $1,155,000 to complete the service on its existing basis. 
The Senate will understand this is not on the basis of the contracts 
as eigen 1e, but on the basis of the contracts as they exist at 

o is to blame for this deficiency? Why does it exist? 
Why did Congress not appropriate the amount necessary to conduct 
this service to the end of the fiscal year, the 30th of June, 1880? 
Con did appropriate all the money the Post-Office Department 
asked for this form of service, $5,900,000. The deficiency exists be- 
cause additional speed and added trips and new routes have been put 
by the Department to the service as it existed a year ago. 

From the Department the answer that comes to Congress is that 
there are two thousand new routes created, for the inauguration of 
service on a portion of which $434,000 have been used during the cur- 
rent fiscal year; and it is also answered that the increase in public 
business, the increase in the demand for mail transportation, the large 
increase in the general business of the country have called for an ad- 
dition to the mail service bygi more trips and by the ry eerie] 
of speed on old routes, and that these were not calculated for when 
the estimates for this ear were made. 

What is the demand? e Postmaster-General on the 8th Decem- 
ber, 1879, sent to Congress a letter asking that $2,000,000 be appropri- 
ated for the purpose of meeting this deficiency to cover “ the neces- 
sities of the service of the country during the current fiscal year.” 
With that he also sent to Congress a letter from the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General, which I will read to the Senate : 

Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OSTMASTER-G 


OFFICE OF SECOND ASSISTANT P. ENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., December 6, 1879. 


: I have the honor to state that the appropriation for inland mail transporta- 
on star routes for the current fiscal year has proved insufficient to meet the 
ts of the rapidly growing service. 

f the service now in operation is $7,620,004, while the appro- 
priation is but $5,900,000. Not only will the present appropriation allow no in- 
crease of mail facilities during the year, but it will be necessary to curtail the 


— d farther that pressing neces ees E T arena eee 
™ an er n or ice man: 
a — Ae 0 elef . 


Sep Swe bes yas last past, „namely, — 7 ta 1879, there aag — . 
e unexpended balances of appropriations inlan 
thon SSS DE 1 


mest recommendation to Congress 
„000, be reapproprirted for mail trans- 


ent to maintain the —— service, and besides 
and necessary increase during the remaining half of 


THOS. J. BRADY, 
Second i 


Here it will be noticed that the amount stated b 
t is $7,620,000 or $1,720,000, instead of $1, 


the Post-Office 
,000 stated by 


Departmen 
the Sixth Auditor as necessary to complete the service for the current 


” and insert eleven hundred,” | fiscal year. These are very strange figures. They demonstrate very 


clearly that either the Post-Office Department did not know its own 
needs or that the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury does not know what 
the service requires to complete it to the end of the fiscal year, for 
while the Postmaster-General a 0 two millions are necessary and 
the Second Assistant Postmaster-General says that $1,720,000 are in- 
3 to carry through the service, the Sixth Auditor says that 
$1,155,000 are all that is needed, a difference of $565,000 between the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General and the Sixth Auditor, 

The conclusion is forced upon us either that they did not know 
their own needs or that they had some other p to serve, either 
in the increase of trips or in the increase of ee neo. these routes, 
or that they proposed to have enough of money to do all that the 
Post-Office Department saw fit to do during the current fiscal year. 
It is our duty, of course, to take the charitable view of the subject, 
but I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the discrepancy in 
these figures. The Post-Office Department ask for $1,720,000 as a de- 
ficiency for this year, while the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury 
demonstrates that it takes but at the outside $1,155,000, making a 
differe: 3 nce of $565,000 between the Auditor and the Post-Office Depart- 
men 

From this stand-point it is certain that the House of Representatives 
was justified in initiating a careful inquiry into the subject-matter 
of spproprisiioos for this Department and a it to the bottom. 
The House bill appropriated but $970,000. The demand of the De- 
partment was $2,000,000. Your committee have adopted what is sub- 
stantially the amount fixed by the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, as 
necessary to conduct this service to the end of the fiscal year upon 
the basis of contracts as they exist at this hour, expedited and in- 
creased trips, and altogether the sum of $1,100,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if $1,100,000 is 
what he reported? 

Mr. WALLACE. I will give the Senator the figures in a moment. 
The figures are as follows; I read now from the report of the Auditor: 


PENRE ee ing the amounts, by quarters, paid and yet tobe paid, accord- 
wo oft oen out af appropriation for star transportation for 


ene ed seg apie AA dA eO AA Sek AEEA 12,718 00 
Total for mid quarter e cocnavecsec cnsvescoucccuss $1, 690, 074 39 
Amount paid on account of quarter ended December 
31, 1870... 4 4 „„ 1, 602, 577 24 
Amount un on account of quarter ended Decem- 
Pee SE ABI AEA EE E bass E ATS 160, 119 77 
Dei for EE A E E AT DEEE 1.762 697 01 
Amount unpaid on account of ARAE Seven Sa oe 9 1, 803, 171 49 
Amount unpaid on account of quarter ending June 30, 1880 1, 799, 595 71 
TT.... ͤ . ̃ 7, 055, 538 60 
F. B. LILLEY, 
Acting Auditor. 


AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
March 2, 1880. 


If we deduct from this the $5,900,000 which have been appropriated 
for this service for the current year, and then deduct what is 
the probable amount of fines upon contractors, which will accrue in 
the remaining quarters of the year, which we estimate at $55,000— 
d the past two quarters it was $101,000—we have the amount 
actually necessary to continue the service to the end of the fiscal 
year on the basis of existing contracts, $1,100,000, which sum I am 
directed by the committee to move to insert as a part of this bill as 
the amount necessary to conduct the service to the 30th of June, 1880. 

The amount in the House bill was too small by $130,000, but the 
Department asked $900,000 more than was needed on the basis of the 
contracts as they now exist. The Committee on Sees of 
the Senate have taken this view of it, that it is our duty to vote the 
money needed to carry on the service on its existing basis to the end 
of the current fiscal year, but no more. We are unwilling to put 
under the control of the Post-Office Department so large s surplus as 
either $565,000 or $900,000, but we were willing to treat it as a valid 
existing service in its present condition until the end of the fiscal 


ear. 
: Mr. CONKLING. What is to happen then, on the Ist of July? 
Mr. WALLACE. The regular Post-Office appropriation bill will be 
before the Ist of July for the succeeding fiscal year, which 
will make the necessary appropriation of what Congress judges is 
required to conduct the service for that year. The purpose of the 
committee is simply to provide that the Post-Office Department should 
be recognized as our agent in creating the service under the law as it 
now exists, that we would vote the money needed to carry it on for 
the present, but that we would examine the subject closely and be 
governed as to the succeeding year by the facts developed. ‘ 
The proviso in the Honse bill suspends or destroys all expedition 
above 22500 over the amount of the original contract; that is, wher- 
ever the Postmaster-General, under authority of law, had increased 
the rapidity with which the mail was carried, and agreed to pay an 
amount exceeding $2,500 therefor, the House proviso cut down that 
expedition or increased rapidity of transportation absolutely and 


OFFICE OF THE 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1547 


without discrimination. There were one hundred and seven of these 
routes, all of them west of the Mississippi River, and the contracts 

m all of them would be changed in terms and amounts. Many of 
on were largely increased by reason of ted time—indeed, I 
may say enormously increased. For instance, take the Fort Worth 
and) Yuma route, expedited in 1878. The time that was required for 
the transportation of the mail from Fort Worth to Fort Yuma was 
shortened some three days, and the amount allowed by the original 
contract—$134,000 per year—for carrying the mail thereon was in- 
creased in amount for the added to $299,000, an increase of 
$165,000. The route from Rock Creek to Fort Custer was expedited 
from $10,507.25 to $88,768.12. The route from Bismarck to Fort Keogh 
was expedited from $2,350 to $70,000. 

The total increase on existing contracts for expedition on these one 
hundred and seven routes made in the last fiscal year, not in the cur- 
rent fiscal year, was $836,819. The total amount made in this fiscal 
year was $308,946, making a total increase of $1,145,765 for expedition 
or increased speed alone. Here is a tremendous increase in the cost 
of the transportation of the mail by star service, $1,145,000, when the 
whole cost per annum is about $7,000,000. Whence comes the power 
to do this? Where is the authority under which the Post-Office De- 
partment can do this and be within the law? I have the sections of 
the Revised Statutes and I will read them: 


in excess of the exact proportion which the original compensation bears to the 
i —5 any such additional service is ordered. 


any increase of expedition in 
carrying the mail unless thereby the 8 of itional stock and carriers 
is made necessary, and in such case the additional compensation shall bear no 
greater proportion to the additional stock and carriers necessarily employed than 
the compensation in the ori, contract bears to the stock and carriers neces- 
sarily employed in its execution. 

These are the sections under which this power is now claimed and 
has long been exercised. 

Mr. McDONALD. I wish to ask the Senator a question. The Sen- 
ate Committee on Appropriations have increased the amount of the 
ap 1 in the House bill? $ 

. WALLACE. The Senate committee have increased the appro- 
priation in the House bill from $970,000 to $1,100,000— 

Mr. phe ana Where is that increase found? I have a copy 
of the bill. 

Mr. WALLACE. Au amendment proposed by myself to be inserted 
now by direction of the committee. 

Mr.McDONALD, It does not appear in the printed bill. 

Mr. WALLACE. It does not. 

Mr. McDONALD. The increase is from $970,000 to $1,100,000? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McDONALD. Is that understood to be a sum sufficient to 
carry on the present service? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir; we based our estimate on the report of 
325 Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, which I have just read to the 

nate. 

It will be seen that an exercise of such discretion as is vested in 
this Department by the statutes I have read has in this instance been 
such as to strike the ordinary mind with force as almost an unlimited 
discretion. Here is an increase of more than a thousand per cent. on 
the original bid. Take the case of the mail from Bismarck to Fort 

eogh; the increase is from $2,350 to $70,000; from Rock Creek to 
Fort Custer $10,507 to $88,768; yet the power to do this plainly exists 
under the statute. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. Take 
the route from Bismarck to Fort Keogh; is there any evidence that 
there has been any violation of the statute in the additional money 
allowed them? 

Mr. WALLACE, Certainly not, I am not attempting to argue that 
there has been; I know of none; but I am commenting upon the pro- 
visions of these statutes and the practice under them in order to dem- 
onstrate that the discretion given is enormous; whether that dis- 
cretion has been exercised wise y or unwisely is for Congress to deter- 
mine. ’ 

The Department has too much discretion on this subject. Such is the 
conclusion that all of your committee come to. No Senator can take 
these statutes and read them and see the practice under them without 
coming to the same conclusion. This is too much discretion to vest 
in any executive officer. No executive officer who desires to perform 
his duty with exactness and without reproach but would shudder at 


such a responsibility being vested in him. 
Mr. TE Does the committee propose any change in the 
statutes? 


Mr. WALLACE. They do, and this bill contains it. The excuse 
given for this discretion, and it may be a valid one, is that the bids 
originally put in for the carrying of the mail in this character of 
service are too low for their performance, and as the Department is 
compellod to accept the lowest bidder it does so with a full knowl- 
edge and understanding that the service is to be expedited or the 
number of trips increased, or both, and then the Postmaster-General 
can give the contractor what he thinks will pay him for carrying the 
mails and what such service is justly worth. 

The Department is compelled to take the lowest bid and then may 


increase the pay, both by authority of law; the whole thing simpl 
results in this: that the Post-Office Department can make just what 
contracts they please, for they may mold every contract by the ex- 
pedition of service or the increase of trips on any given route. This 
practice ought to be ended. The policy of these statutes is a most 
unsafe and unwise policy, and the bio under them opens the 
door for favoritism of the grossest character, and if corruption has 
not already entered there it certainly cannot fail to enter at some not 
distant day. 

Recognizing this as a plain result I also quote what the Postmaster- 
2 „in his last annual report, said upon the subject of these 

WS: 


and freq 
pom loss to the Government. These laws (sections 39 
tatutes) have been in force for many years, 


than 


and more nent 
clear that the ame that 


eee ee ae ee ae 


cent. of the cost of the ori service the Postmaster-General should readv 
for servi 


ce at the 


Thus it will be seen that the Postmaster-General himself recog: 
nizes the fact that too much discretion is bestowed on his Depart- 
ment and recommends a change of the law. Your committee 1 5 
added to the second section of this bill the following proviso: 


Provided, That the Postmaster-General shall not hereafter have the power to 
expedite any contract either now existing or hereafter given to a rate of pay ex- 
ceeding 50 per cent. upon the contract as originally let. 

If that proviso had been in force before 1879 we should have had 
no complaint on this subject of increased expedition. The ce he 
crease could not have been made; the contracts could not have been 
changed so enormously; they would have had to be surrendered and 
new ones e. 

Another objection to this practice is that, under the law as it now 
stands, there is no competition for the increased expedition or for the 
increased number of trips. The Post-Office Department is compelled 
to give the increased expedition and the increased number of t trips 
to the contractor who has the route. The Department has no discre- 
tion unless it forfeits the contract and relets the whole. 

The House bill strikes at all of these routes, one hundred and seven 
in number, without discrimination, and does not conduct the service 
to the end of the fiscal year upon its existing basis. The bill, as 
amended by your committee, conducts the service now in existence 
to the end of the fiscal year, but allows these questions of wrong or 
fraud or increase to be settled and adjusted in the bill for the comin, 
fiscal year, when we shall have carefully examined all the facts an: 
are able dispassionately and judicially to apply the knife if it be the 
remedy. Contractors and officials are equally within our reach, but 
we must act on facts and not upon suspicion. 

The evil effect of the House proviso which strikes without discrim- 
ination would be found in the case of the routes to Deadwood or to 
Leadville, where within the last e yon months has grown up enor- 
mous communities, which required more rapid transportation of the 
mails, and an in number of trips per week. The power to do 
what has been done existed, and in those cases the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral exercised a proper and wise discretion; and no Senator surely 
will say that because the increase is over $2,500 upon these routes 
we should strike down the service from the railway to Deadwood from 
a fast mail to a slow one and give them a freight wagon in room of 
a passenger coach. The effect of that would be felt at once in the 
East as well as in the West, and soit would be with the route to Lead- 
ville. Your committee have differed with the House upon this sub- 
ject and have eliminated from the bill the proviso which struck 
down all these routes, because there was no discrimination among 
them. It is a sweep at the whole and has cut them all up by the root. 
The effect would be to change the fast routes toslowones. It would 
have deprived whole communities of the rapid interchange of busi- 
ness intercourse between them, so much a characteristic of our peo- 
ple. It would, as I have already said, prevent the rapid transporta- 
tion of mail matter from New York, the heart now of the mining in- 
Meas to Leadville or Deadwood and to all the mining camps in the 

est. 

Besides that, it would have given to the express companies the op- 
portunity for carrying that is now possessed by the Government, and 
where a fast team is given by us a slow one would have been put in 
its place, while the express companies would have reaped the profit. 
We had serious complaints before the committee from contractors 
who alleged that they had taken their contracts in good faith, had 


their allowance for inc speed made in good faith, put upon 
their contract routes large expenditures of money in good th, and 
that the effect of the House bill was to financially ruin them. Before 


the sub-committee one of these contractors presented a memorial which 
I will ask the Clerk to read as showing the effect of the House pro- 
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viso upon existing contracts. This complaint has reference to one of 
the routes I have already named. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Wasninetoy, D. C., March 1, 1880. 
chairman sub-committee of the Senate Committee on A iati 

i ag scl A Mined nae bill apr 5 an penisin os agaaa na ghenas 

I respectfully snbmit the following facts in regard to star ronte No. 37110, Wy 
bars on which I am contractor: 


partmen 5 
commence October 1, 1878, for three trips per week. I had tonè pirs atit between 
Rock Creek and Fort Fetterman during the sum- 
mer of 1878. I was a bidder for the through service at $18,770 per annum. It was 
awarded to George L. McDonough (lowest bidder) for $11,777 per annum; was af- 
terward curtailed forty miles, and $1,269.75 deducted, leaving $10,507.25. I sold 
my stock to McDonough. He was declared failing contractor by the Post-Office 
Department about April 1, 1879, and the sureties on his contract were offered the 
service. 


I being aware that a food ens a service would be needed, and had already 
been asked for by the military of Forts Fetterman, McKinney, and Custer, also by 
the cattle and mining interests of that country, took this route from the sure- 
ties and went immediately to work to stock the route and build stations. I com- 
menced the service April 14, 1879, tri-weekly, with eight days' time each way, pay, 
$10,507.25. The long time was objectionable. I was, however, compelled to use it 
in order to keep within the mail pay. 

Petitions and requests from pares interested were sent to the Department 
praying for daily service and a shorter time. June 11, 1679, the Department or- 

ered four additional are, week at a cost of $14,009.66, and an ition of 
time from eight days to t days and three hours, at a cost of $64,251.21 per an- 


num, 

While I only required eight stations for pe bas, xt time tri-weekly, twenty-four 
— were required for three days time daily. I built fifteen of the twenty-four 
stations at my own cost, and assisted in building the others. They were stocked 
with hay and to last to June 1, 1880. 


Ko., now in use on this three hundred and fifty-eight miles of road, put 
he Post-Office De — t. 
ven me, I was forced to borrow 
$30,000 in money. To take off the expedition and return to eight days’ time, which 
I will be compelled to do, would not only deprive a deserving people of the best 
mail facilities, but would throw a surplus of stock and grain, unpaid for, on my 
hands, which would seriously cripple me sence fae 
Fort Fetterman is a five-company post; Fort Mc ey is aseven-company post; 
Fort Custer is an — opens t, and headquarters of the regiment, &c. You 
can readily see that half rx hg ree trips per week, with three-days schedule, 
would be f ay ria to ly service with eight-days schedule. 
Ihave honor to be, very ly, your of t servant, 
M. T. PATRICK, 
Contractor. 


Mr. WALLACE. To that is appended a certificate by the United 
States district judge of Nebraska, with whom I am well acquainted, 
as to the character of Mr. Patrick as an honorable and upright man. 
That route was expedited from one hundred and eighty hours to sev- 
enty-five hours. I also have a statement furnished me by Vaile, 
Miner & Co., of the route from Bismarck to Fort K , which I ask 
the clerk to read. This route was expedited from eighty-four hours 
to sixty-five hours. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


We now call attention to the route from Bismarck to FortKeogh. Saint Paul is 
the military headquarters for all those Northwestern forts. Prior to our taking 
the above route all mail matter for Fort Keogh and the other forts in that 

y railroad ; thence north about four 
hundred and twenty miles to Helena; then east to Bozeman and Fort Ki mak- 


ing a circuit of near two thousand four hundred miles, one thousand miles of it by 
stage when its destination could be reached, an now reached in about seven 
hundred miles—only three hundred miles of it by There was a weekly mail 


from Bismarck to Fort Keogh via Fort Buford, e and fifty miles one 
hundred aud fifty longer our present route. Through the intercession of 
General Miles, Congress established route on a straight and. except at the 
ends, not a person lived on the line or within fifty miles of it; not one person had 
ever been over the line ; there was no track or traileven. We surveyed the road; 
built mounds in sight of each other so that we could keep the across the 
prairie; made approaches to streams; built bridges and ferries, houses and stables, 
seventeen in number; dug wells and built a through the bad-lands, which was 
considered quite im la, 

This road cost us near $40,000 before we received one cent; and would have cost 
the Government more than 000 to have done the same work. Tho buil of 
three hundred miles of road, through a perfect wilderness, and the worst In 
States, was a task which has never been at- 


en 
our men who are killed. We must protect three hundred miles 3 88 
i hich Government 


tion, w. was not able fully to do before our day, thereby saving 
more than $500,000 per year. A, the Government pays for of 
soldiers and supplies on the 


on 
ht line over which we have built a road, and on 


o make every trip, althou 
Our animals’ | — 


Sr . 
S * 


Mr. WALLACE. There has also been furnished the sub-committee 


an expense account of several routes by one of the largest firms carry- 
ing mails west of the Mississippi River, Gilmer, Salisbury & Co., from 
which I read an extract as to but one. 


THE BLACK HILLS ROUTES. 


Mail cess 
34156, Sidney to Deadwood, per annum.................-.--- $29, 325 00 
Cheyenne to Deadwood, per annum 16, 800 00 
Total FFF ͤ v eee U 125 00 
sai tried 8 June 1, 1879, to November 30, 1879: = 
Employés 3 ß OASTE TETAN nran 55 


SE RMR EETA r A S aE R ENAT; 74, 818 27 
e . e dSn SNS 149, 636 54 
Interest on investment $100,000 at 10 per cent. per annum... 10, 000 00 
Doral: ow Wis GOA <a r vos dua slvacdacvence 159, 636 54 
Excess of expenses over receipt. 113,511 54 


Showing that the business they had built up requires a largely in- 
creased amount to conduct it over the mail pay, and that the com- 
pensation from the mails is but a trifle as compared to the whole 
compensation they receive for the passenger and other work done on 
those routes. They carry now about fifteen hundred pounds freight 
daily, and the rate they receive is about six cents per pound. 

Ihave referred to these specific cases of complaint in order to justify 
the action of the committee as to the House proviso. There is an- 
other point of view in which the action of the Senate committee will 
be seen to be better for the Government than the House bill. It is 
that this bill is cheaper than the forfeiture of all these routes under 
the proviso in the House bill. The amountof one month’s pay, which 
would have to be paid if the contracts were all forfeited on one hun- 
dred and seven routes, would be $267,113. The grape Waid 
by the House bill for the present service is $970,000, ng a total 
of $1,237,113. The amount required to continue the service on the 

resent basis, as shown by the res of the Sixth Auditor of the 

ry, is $1,100,000, the amount of this bill as we pro to amend 

it. The difference and saving to the Government by this bill, there- 

fore, is $137,000 over the House bill, so that from any stand-point this 
is better than the adoption of the House bill. 

We were asked to do two ay a to stop fust mails on all the 
routes west of the Mississippi and to ruin contractors who on the faith 
of our law administered by our agents had spent! sums of money. 

Right here, Mr. President, it is wise to distinguish between the ac- 
tion of the Post-Office Department and the rights of these contractors 
and the interests of the people. On the one hand our people want 
rapid transportation of the mail; they do not want the mail carried 
on a rude wagon, but en the contrary they want it carried just as 
rapidly as it can be transported in every locality. 

, too, in to contractors, no man who has entered into a 
contract with the Government on the faith of its laws, under power 
given by the laws to agents of the Government, in the absence of 
positive proof of corruption, of fraud, of wrong, on the part of the 
man thuscontracting, should be stricken down. It is infinitely better 
for us to suffer for a time, to bear these wrongs temporarily until we 
can put our hand upon the wrong, until we can discover where the 
corruption is, if it exists, and then at once forfeit his contract, make 
the contractor pay for debauching our officials, and punish the official 
who is guilty of corrupt conduct in reference to their contracts. 

This is the view the committee took of the subject-matter, and in 
the absence of proof of corrupt conduct on the paa of any contractor 
we did not 3 in striking down all these contracts; but 
we believed that it was wise and just and proper to conduct the 
service upon the basis on which we find it to the end of this fiscal 
year, and at the same time await the action of the House in its search 
for the thieves, and if they find them the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will be among the first, without distinction of party, to aid in 
punishing them, whether they be found in the Department or among 
the contractors; but we did not feel warranted or justified in strik- 
ing down the public service on suspicion, in lessening the mail service 
to the people in the absence of positive proof, or of any proof, nor 
did we feel justified in ruining men financially who are not found to 
have been guilty of complicity with fraud or tainted with corruption. 
We have this subject in regard to the future by adding the 

roviso I have already read. When wrong is found the Senate, act- 
in its judicial capacity, will be ready to ng Sopa to punish, I have 
no doubt; but to —.— men before wrong is found is to punish with 


passion and repent when cool. , 
I make no defense of the Post-Office Department for its unreliable 
I have no defense of it for the initiation of the expenditure 
more ovina Bice the fiscal year than the law authorized it to ex- 


pend, but we 


ve acted upon what we regarded as a requirement 
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that the service should go on upon its existing basis for this year, 
and that there is not yet sufficient ground either in law or in fact for 
stopping that service. This we thought warranted us in reporting 
the bill in the form before the Senate. The fact that there was no 
wrong yet found as connected with any of these contractors war- 
e us in sustaining the contracts to the end of the fiscal year; 
and when we find, if we can, before the bill for the next fiscal year 
is completed that fraud, corruption, or wrong do exist, that any of 
these contractors are connected with them, I be among the first 
to aid in gegen any contract that exists in the hands of any of 
them and in punishing them in any mode within our power. 

But, sir, as I have already said, it is better for us to suffer for a 
time than to lessen the means of business intereourse. This bill con- 
tains these two ideas, that we wish to continue this service to the 
end of the fiscal year upon its existing basis, and that we will not 

unish any man for corrupt practices until they are shown. Wealso 
PPPA to bring to the notice of the Senate the fact that these statutes 
are full of opportunity for favoritism and corruption, and that they 
ought to be corrected and amended. 

Mr MAXEY. Mr. President, I was forcibly impressed with the 
lanation made by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania who has ch of this bill, and I approve heartily and 
cordially his last remarks, that if there be anywhere in the Post- 
Office Department, by complicity between any of its officers and con- 
tractors, or crookedness anywhere in its business, any fraud, complic- 
ity, conspiracy, or corruption, turn the lights on and let us have the 
whole truth; let it be investigated to the v bottom, and if there 
be fraud let it be brought to light and ; but let it be done as 
all things else should be done, “ decently and in order.” And when 
that investigation is had, if it results in articles of impeachment by 
“the d inquest of the nation,” and those articles are sent here 
for trial, then the accused would be confronted with the witnesses 
against him, would appear in person or by counsel, would have pro- 
cess for his witnesses, and we would know how to proceed decently 
and in order, in the manner the Constitution prescribes, and would 
know what disposition to make of the case. But, sir, there is amaxim 
of law as old as the law itself which says that all things must be 
presumed rightfully done until the contrary is shown. It is a prin- 
ciple that every man must be presumed honest until the contrary is es- 
tablished, and he who seeks to establish corruption or dishonesty takes 
u himself the burden of proof. It is further a maxim of the law 
that the official acts of public officers within the scope and purview 
of their authority are presumed to be rightly done, and he who seeks 
to show the con! takes upon hi the burden of proof. There- 
fore the Post-Office rtment stands, so far as the Senate is con- 
cerned, with every presumption of law in its favor, and not only 
every presumption of law in its favor, but the statement made in the 
Senate by the Senator from Pennsylvania that upon investigation 
nothing wrong had been discovered so far as the transactions of the 
33 ce Department and these contractors were concerned, is be- 

re us. 

Mr. President, it will be a sad day in the history of this country 
when public sentiment shall reach that point where every man is 
presumed corrupt until his innocence and virtue are established. It 
will be asad day for this country when for any purpose those in- 
trusted with high positions are to be presumed, without evidence, to 
be guilty of fraud and corruption and complicity with crooked ac- 
tions. It is not my Provinoe to defend the Post-Office Department, 
but it is my duty and my pleasure to deal justly by all men. 

It has been said, and properly, that this bill as it came from the 
House in its practical consequences strikes down and destroys abso- 
Iutelv one hundred and seven star routes main trunk and important 
lines, west of the Mississippi River. Thatistrue. I admit that the 
aggregate political power east of the Mississippi River is ample to 
strike down all these rontes, to crush the il facilities of the far 
West and Southwest. But I aver my belief that the Senate of the 
United States is just, and if we can show that this would be an act 
of injustice I have no fear that any Senator on this floor will vote 
against his conscience and vote for striking these great star routes 
down when justice shows that we are entitled to have them main- 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I wish to ask my friend if he says 
this bill strikes any down? Does the bill as it now is strike any 
down! It was stated by the Senator from Pennsylvania that it 
maintains the service as it now stands. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have already, I think, complimented the Senator 
from Pennsylvania for the fair and candid manner in which he has 

resented the case. The bill under discussion is House bill No. 4736. 
Senate Committee on nt a sete have recommended that 
certain parts of this bill shall be amended. I was speaking of the 
House bill No. 4736 as it reached this body, and I was endeavoring to 


fair and candid statement in 


give a reason why the distinguished committee of which the Senator | 


m West Virginia is chairman acted wisely and well in striking 
out the poreon of the House bill so objectionable to many of us 
west of the Mississippi River, and in increasing the amount to what 
will probably carry the service through. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then I understand the honorable 


Senator is prot ages of the House bill, and not of the bill as amended 
Mr. MAXEY. I was speaking of the House bill because I want to 


show the Senate that we have the benefit of the recommendations of 
the Appropriations Committee; but those recommendations are not 
yet acted on by the Senate. I was endeavoring to show that the 
amendments, so far at least as the striking out of provisions by that 
committee go, were wise, and that it ought to be sustained. 

The effect, however, as I stated, of adopting the bill—I mean the 
bill as it came to us from the House—the effect of that will be to 
crush down one hundred and seven of those trank lines west 
of the Mississippi River which carry the mails to the frontiersman 
who has the courage to leave home and friends and native State be- 
hind him and go outinto that distant region there to carve out States 
from the wilderness and present them as a gift to the American Union. 
The effect of this bill as it came to us from the House is to destroy 
the privileges (so freely awarded to the people of the old States) of 
those men who are out there building up States. It is going back- 
ward from the settled and accepted policy of this country for peer 
years, for, sir, the policy of giving the benefit of the mail system an: 
mail facilities tothe people of the far West and Southwest was adopted 
in 1850 and has been 
present. 

In 1850 a contract was let from Independence, Missouri, to Salt Lake, 
eleven hundred miles long. In 1854 a contract of the same route was 
let; in 1858 the same; in 1860 from Independence, Missouri, to Santa F. 
in New Mexico. In 1854 a contract was let on the same route. In 1 
to 1858 from Salt Lake to Placerville, California. From 1854 to 1858 
from Santa Fé to San Antonio, Texas. From 1857 to 1858 from San 
Antonio, Texas, to San Diego, California; from 1858 to 1861 from San 
Antonio to Los Angeles, California; from 1858 to 1861 from Saint Louis 
to San Francisco, and the establishment of this great route was the 
beginning of a new era in American history which, in the fullness of 
time, blazed the way for the Union and Central Pacific Railway, 
whereby there is all rail connection across the continent from New 
York to San Francisco, while the Northern Pacific is being built to 
its destination by way of Portland, Sees to Puget Sound, and the 
great southern connection is being pushed rapidly eight hundred miles 
across Texas to San Diego and San Francisco. 

The act under which that d overland mail-coach route con- 
necting the city of Saint Louis and the city of San Francisco was 
established was upon an amendment offered to the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill on the 27th of February, 1857, by the then chlairman of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, Thomas J. Rusk, Sen- 
ator from Texas, and the Senate I trust will pardon me for a moment 
for giving a brief sketch of the circumstances which made this great 
route a necessity. 

On the 21st of April, 1836, the independence of those struggling 
for freedom in Texas was won, and the Tous Star Republic was estab- 
lished as an independent nation of the earth. Thomas J. Rusk was 
at that time the secretary of war of Texas and participated actively 
in that battle in which Texas troops were commanded by General 
Sam. Houston. In the process of time the Republic of Texas was by 
final act, on the 29th December, 1845, added to the American Union. 
A grateful State sent Thomas J. Rusk and Sam. Houston as its Rep- 
resentatives upon this floor. General Rusk was put upon the Post- 
Office Committee in 1847, On the 18th of December, 1849, he was 
made the chairman of the Post-Office Committee, and every great 
measure emanating from that committee, so far as I have examined, 
connected with the postal department was in his c as the chair- 
man of that committee. His hand is found in all that legislation— 
a man bold, honest, fearless, always daring to do the right. It was 
he, more than any other one man, who established those routes. He 
died July 29, 1857, at his home in Nacogdoches, General Houston on 
this floor. commemorating his memory, said of him that “he in- 
herited a holy love of liberty from his ancestry, which matured into 
patriotism for the good of his conntry.” 

Texas was annexed to the Union, as I have said, on the 29th of 
December, 1845. Then came the Mexican War. Growing out of that 
came the meaty of Guadaloupe Hidalgo, of February 2, 1848, whereby 
New Mexico, Arizona, north of the Gila, California, Colorado, Utah, 
and Nevada, were all added to the territory of the American Union. 
There came, therefore, a necessity for furnishing the bold, hardy men 
who left their homes behind them, and went out to settle that dis- 
tant country, with postal facilities. Hence from points on the ex- 
treme western frontier of Missouri routes were established penetrat- 
ing out into that then wilderness, and so it went on up to 1857, wlien 
that great route was established from Saint Louis to San Francisco. 

The debate in the Senate on the bill, which became law just as it 
passed the Senate, was participated in by some of the ablest and 
most disti shed men then in the Senate, Mr. Bell, Mr. Crittend 
Mr. Collamer, Mr. Weller, General Rusk, Mr. Seward, and others; an 
I desire now to read just a few words in the course of that debate, 
uttered by Mr. Seward, on the question of the establishment of this 
great line from Saint Louis to San Francisco. It was in the progress 
of that debate said that it was an unnecessary expense, a useless ex- 
pense. It was said also that it was impracticable to establish a route 
across the wilderness, across the Sierras and the Rocky Mountains, 
to San Francisco. All that was stated. Mr.Seward said: 


i isos th {acornguen snus hella: Be noe a irem ee p miy Wiranto Serene 
can, use it [a x act o a a 
week. Wine sare ction ͤ A will be; and the more prof- 
itable and beneficial it will be to the Pacific settlements which we desire to 


ept up continuously from that time to the 
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im the safer and the surer shall we make that 
told that this scheme departs from the theory upon w ch the postal system of 


itself. But we are 
the 


United States was ed in bygone and better days— 
We hear that every day now— 


and that our fathers were wiser and more honest men than we are. I have no 
doubt that our fathers were as wise, according to 1 but I 
shall be slow to believe that the world is degenerating so, an 
even than our virtuous ancestors of the revolutii period. But 
may be, and whatever may have been the eories of our fathers, they 
ted their system to the condition of the country as it then was. It had no 
distant no Pacific coast, but all its possessions were the Atlantic 
coast, and were principally compact; and they framed their postal ay for the 
accommodation of the dense community which then constituted American 
people. That community swelled out westward across the 3 Mountains, 
and as fast and as far as they spread out westward the mails of the United States 
followed and kept up a connection between them and the original stock on the At- 


tio shore. 
It has been the cy of the Government—perhaps it was compulsory on the 
pi tates—to extend 8 the Pacific Ocean’ and so 


people of the Uni 
across deserts and mountains considered im Consequently our postal 


le. 

system, however wisel: ized in the first must be changed and 

to the changed condition o the country. If R to have 

all, it is equally desirable that we shall have the customary mail communications 
with that country. When I shall be found unwilling to extend those facilities to 
that portion of the American people residing there I shall then be willing, for one, 
to * that portion of the American people from their obligation to remain in 
this Union, and allow them the revenues which will arise from their commerce to 
establish the communications they will require with all the nations of the world. 


That was the utterance of one of the greatest minds of that day 
and time in the Senate of the United States; and notwithstandin 
that debate was long and close, when the vote came the bill 
by a vote of 24 yeas against 10 nays. What has been the result? 
Every single prediction made by the friends of the bill on that occa- 
sion in 1857 have been followed out with splendid consequences, and 
every reason given by Mr. Seward applies with equal force to-day. 
Mr. Rusk said of the measure that it— 


Will be not only an entering-wedge— 
The establishment of this route 


but contribute in a very great d to settle up the line of travel between the 
Atlantic and Pacific States, an object that should command the attention of Con- 
gress, and I cannot well see why there should be oppasition to it. 


That was in 1857 when Nevada, Colorado, and all that country be- 
tween the Sierras and along the line of the Rocky Mountains was a 
wilderness. It was the opinion of that sagacious man, Thomas J. 
Rusk, that the effect of this would be to open up settlements all along 
the line of that route. What has been the effect? You see here 
frem what was then a wilderness Senators from Nevada, Senators 
from Colorado, and other of those Territories rapidly preparing to 
come in as additions to the sisterhood of the Union, and all in that 
country which only twenty-three years ago was declared to be a wil- 
derness impassable even by an ordinary wagon-road. The policy now 
proposed is simply the pursuit of the policy which was then inaugn- 
rated and wisely so. 

Why, Mr. President, in the progress of that debate to which I have 
referred allusion was made deprecatingly to the policy of reducing the 

ge to three cents per letter under hace thousand miles, adopted 

n 1851; and that measure, I am rejoiced to say, so beneficial, filled 

with so many blessings to the American people, was carried through 
this body by General Thomas J. Rusk, who at that time occupied the 
same position on the Post-Office Committee that I do to-day. It was 
through his management that the bill reducing postage to cents 
was showed: which has shed so many blessings over this A hey peo- 
ple of ours; and the only remaining Senator who was in the Senate 
at that time and who is here now, standing at this moment by the 
ponding officer, the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HAMLIN, ] has his vote 
recorded to his honor in favor of a reduction of postage to three 
cents below three thousand miles ; ae that was derided and abused 
as ruinous to the revenues of the Government, and still it is a fact 
that the letters and postal cards not only pay their own way but add 
from three to four millions of dellars of revenue over and above 
all expenses to the postal revenues of the country, and which are 
absorbed in transportation of second, third, and fourth class mail 


matter. 

Sir, if it be true, as this preamble says—and that is one portion of 
the Appropriation Committee’s report that I do not to—that 
the Post-Office Department has produced a deficiency by disregarding 
the law which greene the expenditure of money in excess of ap- 
propriations, and the making of contracts which involve the Govern- 
ment in the Bis tips of money in excess of appropriations, then 
what course should be pursued toward the Post-Office Department 
if it has corruptly and willfully violated the laws? And what can 
be said of those who as accessories before the fact went to the Post- 
master-General and him to it? What is here ch as a 
violation of law, before I get through, I will show so conclusively 
that I believe no lawyer gainsay the proposition, was not a viola- 
tion of any law. ` 

The Senator in charge of the bill referred to the route from Fort 
Worth to Fort Yuma, and I learn from many papers that that has been 
one of the grand objective points of the attack which has been made 
upon the star service west of the Mississippi River. Mr. President, 
if there be a man living who ought to be held responsible perhaps 
more than any one man for the original establishment of that route 
and for the expedition of service on that route, I am the man. I did 


3 


it because I knew that the good of the country and the good of the 
State which I in part represent needed the establishment of that 
route. You will find on page 22 of the book from which I read a let- 
ter from Austin, Texas, dated July 14, 1878, addressed to the Post- 
master-General, asking the expedition of time on that route, the in- 
crease of speed between the terminal points, Fort Worth and Fort 
Yuma, and that is signed by J. W. Throckmorton, then a Represent- 
ative in Con from Texas; D. C. Giddings, likewise a Represent- 
ative from that State; Jonn H. REAGAN, then and now a member 
from that State; R. B. Hubbard, governor of that State at that time; 
H. H. Boone, its attorney-general; J. G. Searcy, secretary of state, 
and J. D. Stephens, State senator from one of the districts, upon 
which I placed an indorsement urging what was recommended in 
that letter. 
These are the documents: 
Austin, TEXAS, July 14, 1878. 
Sm: We, the und citizens and members of the Texas d ion in : 
. — 2 Ke. 31454, from 


the 
submit 


The un ited and 

country is up. 2. The commercial importance of the large and g 
towns, county-seats, on the route, and the disadvan: they labor 
under b; e enO T t a ears TEE eA SER . The 
fact that communities with less are favored with equal, if not superior, mail 
facilities than are herein asked for. 4. And finally, we submit that it is in further- 
ance of a wise and beneficent policy to lend en ent and aid, as far as pos- 
sible, especially with facilities, to the 


ho are settling in and ailding ur frontier 
who are an b up our coun! 
We have the henor to be, ar respectfully, ey 

J. W. THROCKMORTON. 


D. C. GIDDINGS. 
Hon. D. M. Key, 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. O.: 


eee ee ee ria speed in the service on this mail - 
rou 
JOHN H. REAGAN. 


I hereby concur in the foregoing recommendation. My reasons are stated in a 
bo rage fie eg fe ap eee tee the Postmaster-General. Fort Worth, from 
which I write this, is the present western terminus of the Texas and Pacific Rail- 
way, and the eastern terminus of the stage line on route 31454. Within the last 
few years it has increased ad cay ry from a small town to a wring yang ot 
of several thousand. The number I do not know, but it doesa wholesale ani 
retail business. The 8 between it and Concho is rapidly increasing in po; 
ulation and wealth. I do not believe there is a route of more importance in the 
United States, or one more deserving the fostering care of the Government. I 
urged its establishment, and results have proved the fitness of mo claim. 


B. AXEY. 
Fort Wortn, Texas, July 29, 1878. 


In that indorsement I referred to a letter which I had written, and 
that letter is asfollows. It appears to have been written from Wash- 
ington, and that resulted from the fact that it was written on ordi- 
nary note-paper like that used here, headed as itis, and I neglected 
to rub out the word “ Washington” and put in my own post-office. 
y is printed here 1879, but it was written in 1878,in my library at 

ome: 2 


JULY 22, 1878. 
Hon. D. M. Key, 
Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sim: I to call your attention to the important stage route from Fort 
“pros righs L ease with grea: idity than the 

me no country ever up ter ra ty t the country west 

of Fort Worth, and the stream of immigration is still owing in. New 9 
of course require additional postal facilities. An additional post, I am informed, is 
to be established on the old post remanned at El Paso, 


That was in 1878, just after the diabolical murder by Mexicans of 
Judge Charles Howard, of Texas, at San Elisario, and troops moved 
down there into what was formerly occupied as a fort, old Fort Bliss, 
as it was temporarily remanned; but knowing the importance of a 
post at that very point along the line of this road, I introduced a bill 
making an appropriation of $40,000 for the establishment of a 1 
there permanently, which bill is to-day a law and they are buil ing 
that post. It is the act of the 4th of February, 1879, volume 20, 
blem, this is a point to be looked 


Statutes at Large. 
In the unsettled condition of onr frontier 

to, and speedy connection with the distant El Paso country important. I was an 
early and have been a consistent advocate of this great line. I do not believe and 
at the time the contract was let out did not believe it could be maintained at the 
ruinously low figures at which it was let out. I am informed that the route has 
been well stocked, and, from my knowledge of Major Adams, I am fully satisfied 
that an honest effort will be made to comply with the contract; yet it cannot be 
wise to secure valuable service at unreasonabl. 
service on this 
o * try not ond; preter gery jud 
n 0 ru veto; coun D „ bu m; g- 
F Gf tho ~i T thie great line oma solid basis ab 
reasonably rem: ve rates to the contracto: 

Most respectfully, your obedient servant, 


low rates. I believe the 
to maintain 


S. B. MAXEY. 


That is what Isaidthen. That is what I to-day think. A recommen- 
dation was made for the same route by Major Stevens, Delegate from 


Arizona; J. K. Luttrell, member of Cong ress from California; Nathan 
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Cole, Representative from one of the Saint Louis districts ; L. S. Met- 
calfe, from the same State; numerous officers of the Army ; O. B. Wil- 
cox, general commanding the De t of Arizona; John Wasson, 
surveyor-general of that Territory; James H. Toole, mayor of Tucson; 
A. P. K. Sefford, the governor of Arizona T numerous post- 
masters; Levi Ruggles, receiver, and Charles D. Poston, register, of 
the land office of Arizona at Florence; S. C. Slade, collector of cus- 
toms at El Paso; H. F. PAGE, Representative from California ; George 
C. Gorham, formerly Secretary of the Senate, and a memorial was 
signed by G. W. Gentry and 67 others of Stephensville, Texas; Will- 
iam 8. Vutt and 61 citizens of Tom Green County, in which Fort 
Concho is situated ; C. C. Cummings, county judge, and other county 
officers, and 500 citizens of Fort Worth, Tarrant moiy; T. F. Raw- 
lins, postmaster, and 57 others, citizens of Throp Springs, Hood 
County, Texas; Charles E. Williamson, county judge of Comanche 
County, T and 83 others; and so it goes along through till we 
come to the indorsement of the Saint Louis Board of Trade. Here it 
may be asked, why should the Saint Louis Board of Trade care ar 
thing in to the postal facilities of Northern Texas and North- 
western Texas. Sir, Saint Louis gathers into her storehouses a large 
amount, say 250,000 bales, of cotton from that region of country. Kan- 
sas City and Saint Louis get thousands of dollars’ worth of our cattle 
and they sell millions of Solara a Kood; to that people, and there- 
fore Saint Louis is deeply in in the success of that country. 
Another is from Brown County, Texas, with over 100 signatures, and 
T. Romero, Delegate from New Mexico, also indorses the application. 

Now, what has been the result of that? When the route was estab- 
lished it was fifteen hundred and sixty miles long. It was originally 
established in 1876. During the panic the work on the Texas Pacific 
road had ceased. It had gone no farther than Fort Worth. Work 
upon the California Southern road was not an assured success so far 
as moving east was concerned. What is the case now? That route 
has y been reduced to fourteen hundred and twenty-six miles 
by the extension eastward of the California Southern Railroad, and 
now a contract has been let out whereby in a very short time the 
railroad will be completed from Fort Worth to Wetherford, Texas, 
thirty-five miles further on; and for one hundred miles further west 
of that a contract for the grading, &c., of the railroad has been let out. 
As these two railroads, the Texas Pacific and the California Southern, 
approach each other, the necessities of the filling up of that link 
between the two railroads become greater and ter every day, 
because the effect of the building of these rai s is to carry immi- 
gration along with them, and the more immigration that is carried 
out and dropped along the line of the roads as they advance, the 
greater the necessity for postal facilities. 

Hence that route to-day is more important than it was when it was 
established in 1876. The route every day is growing more and more 
important, because every day the space between the eastern termi- 
nus of the California Southern and the western terminus of the Texas 
Pacific is growing less and less, and the population increasing all the 
time. West of Fort Worth, along the line of this road, is a ifi- 
cent country, filling up more rapidly than any country that I have 
ever known in the same length of time. Why, sir, when Concho, in 
Tom Green County, was made a point on this route there was scarcely 
anything there but a little fort. Not four years have gone by, and 
to-day alongside of that fort is a village of some five hundred inhab- 
itants, and Tom Green County is settling up rapidly; and it was but 
the other day that the General of the Army told me that he was going 
to move the post at Concho still further out west and northwest, so as 
to 8 the people who are spreading out beyond Fort Concho. 

hat is one of the routes which are attacked, and I have shown who 
indorsed that. There is another route from Vinita in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, in the Cherokee Nation, to Las Vegas in New Mexico, across 
the pan-handle of Texas, traversing that one hundred and sixty-seven 
and a half miles. I indorsed that. I believed it a wise thing to do. 
I believed it would aid in settling this terrible Indian problem in that 
country. It will help to bring peace and the road will carry with it 
poruaton and thus as the country settles up the necessity for troops 
that ze on will decrease. That precise effect has been had so far 
as the building up of that stage route is concerned, and already there 
is a fine town, Mobertie, near to Fort Elliot,in the pan-handle of Texas, 
along which that si line runs, and it has several hundred inhabit- 
ants. The county of ler has been organized in that pan-handle 
which but afew years ane ee a wilderness, and some ten post-offices 
have already been established on the line of that stage route, and 
they are constantly increasing. 

I find that that ‘route is indorsed by J. J. INGALLS, Senator from 
Kansas; T. Romero, Del from New Mexico; by myself; by Jobn 
D. Miles, United States Indian agent for the Cheyennes and Arapa- 
hoes; by my distinguished friend to my left, A. H. GARLAND; by my 
coll e, RICHARD COKE; by numerous and sundry others, Messrs. 
Cole, Metcalfe, Anthony Ittner, and Erastus WELLS, Representatives 
from Missouri; William A. Phillips, member of Con from Kan- 
sas; J. W. Throckmorton, D. B. CULBERSON, Joux H. REAGAN, and 
OLIN WELLBORN, Representatives from Texas; L. C. Gause, Repre- 
sentative from Arkansas; S. W. Dorsey, D. C. HASKELL, Tuomas RY- 
AN, Senator F. M. COCKRELL, Senator J. D. WALKER; T. M. GUNTER, 
Representative of Arkansas; GEORGE W. JONES, present Represent- 
ative of the Austin district of Texas; by General J. W. Davidson, 
commanding at Fort Elliott ; by General W. T. Sherman ; and in Gen- 
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eral Sherman’s letter, dated January 16, 1879, in referring to this he 


says: 

The annarai ee — oga as the Yellowstone, 
tion than all the laws of Congress. 

I have not a doubt of the absolute correctness of this statement and 
opinion. I believe that literally true, and having in view the establish- 
ment of that route I believed that it would aid very pey in sol 
this Indian problem. Why? The men who establish these 
routes like the Fort Worth and the Yuma route and the Vinita and 
Las Vegas route have to establish their stations; they have to do 
their own cooking, their own washing, dig their own wells, haul their 

rovisions and their corn and forage sometimes for more than one hun- 
bred miles. They have to be o i into something like a mili- 
tary ization for the p of defense; they are fearless, and 
the best shots to-day in America are the stagemen along the line of 
these great trunk routes which are now attempted to be struck down, 
and their cour: us acts when occasion demand prove their value. 

On the route from Santa Fé to San Antonio, in 1857 I believe it was, 
old Big-foot Wallace, now living, drove a stage. He was attacked 
by 5 and managed to get his stage into the station, where he 
was joined by his men. The Indians overcame them, but in the 
mean time he had taken the mail, and he carried that mail upon his 
back some thirty or forty miles into Fort Davis and thus saved it. A 
similar deed was done by Jim Spear, another of these men, in I be- 


lieve the year 1857. They are men of daring, men of co . These 
sage contractors are bound to got such men, or they lose their stock 
and their whole contract is broken up. Thus the Government of the 


United States gets the benefit of that class of men without its costing 
them snything to aid the troops in protecting the frontier and the 
settlements, which always grow up around these stations. 

So much for that. The establishment of these two routes, I believed 
then and I yet believe, was right and proper. They are building a 
railroad now from Corpus Christi to Laredo, in Texas, and that road 
has gone as far as Collins westward toward the Rio Grande. A con- 
tract has been made from Collins, the western terminus of that road 
to Laredo. That is one which goes down among these one hundred 
and seven routes doomed by the House bill. Upon the application 
for that General Ord, the commander of the Department of Texas, a 
clear-headed man of sagacity, says in approving it: 


Besides the increase here there is need of increased and better 
mail facilities between o and Rio Grande s Sienen t-office for Fort Ring- 
gold; at which post there is a large and sa NAAN quite TOAT OO- 
plaints have come of inadequate facilities, 


That I approved, calling special attention to his indorsement. Peti- 
tion prar tition cpns up of like character. Here is one yer ees 
ment by Captain Kauffman, commanding the post at San Diego. 
Speaking of this he says: ; ~ 

Had such means of communication existed last April, many valuable lives might 
have been saved by timely notice. The fact that the country is now quiet is no 
security, but is due to the present strength of the Diaz government, a factor that 
cannot be relied on in Mexican politics, 

After receiving many letters on this subject and indorsing petitions 
to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, urging him to establish 
this line, I wrote this letter of April 16, 1879, and it was indorsed 
with approval by Mr. H. D. MONEY, chairman of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the House of Representatives, to 
whom a like communieation had been itted : 


Iam impressed with the belief, and shall, when I ean secure time, make it 
> poin! that increased mail facilities around 


T 

© entire Rio Grande front would be a cordon of Pron Sg de 
and do much toward establishing peace on the border, and thus a measure of 
economy. 


I believed that then; I believe it now; I believe that all these 
po trunk lines, these star routes, are civilizers. They carry popu- 

tion along with them, they aid in the building up of settlements, 
and from these trunk lines spring out, as from a railroad, lateral lines, 
and thus the whole country, all these frontier settlements, ultimately 
get the benefit of the routes. 

But it has been said that the expense of this is enormous we had 
better go back to the earlier and better days. We always hear about 
these earlier and better days. Mr. President, I have made a compar- 
ative calculation of the ses of the t routes which I men- 
tioned a while ago, established from 1850 to 1864, with the Fort Worth 
route ited to $299,000 a year. I find that the route from Inde- 
pendence to Salt Lake was eleven hundred miles long, one trip 8 
month, one and a half miles per hour, and the pay was $19,500. he 
rate per mile, on the basis of once-a-week service, was 877,000. If 
one trip a week cost $77,000 for one mile, how much would ‘one trip 
a week cost for fifteen hundred and sixty miles, the length of the 
route from Fort Worth to Fort Yuma? And if one trip cost that 
much, how much would seven trips per week cost? You will find 
upon the same ratio precisely of the contract from oes panty to 
Salt Lake the Fort Worth and Fort Yuma route would y cost the 
Government $758,361. It does, in fact, cost $299,000. It is cheaper 
than that route was by „361 per annum. 

Take the next term, 1854 to 1858; the pay was 836, 000 per annum, 
for one trip per month; and at the same ratio the Fort Worth to 
Fort Yuma route would cost $1,400,061. So comparing it all the 
way down, even to the last route which was established, from 1861 to 
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1864, the difference will be found immensely in favor of the Fort 
Worth and Yuma route. The great route, Saint Louis to San Fran- 
cisco, was two trips per week, the contract price $600,000, and that 


special act of Con „ The Fort Worth route u the same 
basis would be $1,038,098 instead of $299,000, which it is; and at the 
rate of the route from Omaha to Sacramento would be $1,148,757, in- 
stead of $299,000, as it is. 

So I begin away back in the good old democratic days in 1850, and 
I trace it down into the republican days from 1861 to 1864, and Ishow 
that this route is immeasurably less expensive than either of those 
grand routes which were established for the purpose of giving the 
people of the frontier the benefit of mail facilities. 

r. President, I have shown that these routes were established at 
the instance and yr of both the Senators from Texas, the Rep- 
resentatives from t State, the governor of that State, the two 
Senators from Arkansas, the Senator from Missouri now upon the 
floor, [Mr. COCKRELL, J and I should have added his late colleague, 
Senator Armstrong, and a number of Representatives from that State, 
the governor of Arizona, the governor of New Mexico, and all the 
officers of the Army along the lines of these routes up to and includ- 
ing the General of the Army. All concur in the wisdom and sound 
polio of this, and Army men take the ground that it is of advantage 
in solving and settling the Indian question, and therefore it is a meas- 
ure of wise economy. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look and see whether the Senate of the 
United States in fair dealing and justice between man and man—and 
that is what we all want—can say that the Postmaster-General should 
be brought here in the manner in which he has been brought here. I 
agree with the Senator from Pennsylvania that whenever fraud, cor- 
ruption, complicity, crookedness, is brought home to these men in the 
mode and manner known to the Constitution of our country, no man 
living will do more than myself toward bringing them to that punish- 
ment they would in that case so justly merit. But it will not doin 
this country to be making wholesale, sweeping tions without a 
scintilla or shadow of proof, and the Senator in charge of the bill says 
the committee had none againstanybody. Sir, we havein that grand 
Sermon on the Mount for its conclusion, “‘ Therefore, all things what- 
soever ye would that men should do to Osi do ye even so to them; 
for this is the law and the prophets.” ould we want charges, sus- 
picions, innuendoes brought in against any one of us without a scin- 
tilla or shadow of proof, and that, too, in a piece where your mouth is 
gagged, where you cannot o your mouth to say one word? That 

not fair dealing; that is not just. The Postmaster-General himself, 
in his annual report, called attention to these two laws, and said that: 


The tion of the present laws regulating the increase of compensation for 
eee pere and inareneed frequency of service upon star routes results in 
great loss to the Government. 


That is like the utterance of an honest and upright man who calls 
attention to these laws. He is not msible for these laws. The 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General in his report, which will befound 
on pages 54 and 55, for the same year does the same thing. He calls 
attention to these laws, declares that under them the Government ma; 
be injured, and asks that the laws be amended. What else? A b 
was introduced in the House of Representatives on the 2d of June, 
1879, to provide for regulating the manner of ting schedules 
on mail-routes, and it was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post- of the House of Representatives, and ordered to be 
printed, and onthe 16th of December, 1879, Mr. Money, the chairman 
of that committee, reported back from the committee the bill now 
before me as a substitute for House bill No, 3013, laid upon our tables, 
which does provide for the modification of those laws in such a man- 
ner as to save the Government; and yet that bill has lain from that 
day to this and not one step has been taken in the House, so far as the 
RECORD shows, toward getting the country rid of these very laws 
which the Postmaster-General and the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General have called the attention of Congress to, and yet they are 
blamed because there are such laws. 

I am no special defender of any man in any of the Departments. 
I have never been in love with the present administration. I think 
I have given evidence of that fact, but I believe in doing right, I 
believe in doing to others as I would have them do unto me. I believe 
in that principle laid down in the golden rule in the Sermon 
on the Mount, and until I see some evidence, until some evidences 
are brought here of foul dealings, I am not prepared for one to make 

ve charges against officers, the effect of which will be to destroy 
eir reputation. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look at this preamble. In the first place 
there is no necessity for this preamble, because it does not aid the 
bill at all. It is not necessary to explain the bill. The bill is to pro- 
vide for a contemplated deficiency, not a deficiency now existing, for 
there is none, and the Postmaster-General tells you distinctly that 
there will not be any, but it provides for a contemplated deficiency 
in the event that the postal service is conducted on the same scale 
on which it is conducted now. The preamble charges that— 


Whereas there is a deficiency in the riations made 88 
star postal service of the United States fiscal year une 30, 1880, 
caused by the Post-Office t the law w) prohibits the 
expenditure of money in excess of approp: , or the making of contracts 
WWW money in excess of appropria- 

ons. 


Ph ered hy What law has been disregarded? We are told thisis 
w: 
Sec. 3679. No Department of the Government shall expend, in any one fiscal 


any sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, 
AA Ba ton Gevacupeneh ta toe cnc mny aa Una e Bagana giae te tae 


If the Postmaster-General had already 8 85,900,000 which 
have been given to him by Tor this purpose, then there 
would be some reason for that charge; but of that amount he had on 
the 31st day of December at the close of the first two quarters of the 
fiscal year expended $3,452,771.40, which taken from the appropria- 
tion of $5,900,000, left in his hands a balance at that date, the 3lst of 
December last, of 82,447, 228.60. 

Then the estimates are made for the next two quarters: the first 
quarter of the current year $1,800,000 in round numbers, and for the 
second quarter $1,799,000, total $3,600,000, With the balance on hand 
December 31, only $2,447,000, there is a contemplated deficiency, pro- 
vided the business is conducted on the same scale on which it is con- 
ducted now, of $1,155,538.60. To that must be added $40,000 for serv- 
ice for the special post-offces, raising it to $1,199,000, and from this 
should be deducted fines amounting to $101,659.80. I would say at 
least in the item of fines the Postmaster-General has been reasonably 
prompt. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will my friend allow me a word on 
that point? He argues that the Postmaster-General has judiciously 
and properly orpona this money. If so, why are we consideri 
an $1,100,000 deficiency now? Why is that? If the Senators 6 
tion is right we ought to pass no bill. I will not ask the Senator why 
the order was given to stop the mails. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator from West Virginia had watched the 
legal argument which I have made he would have understood that 
his question has no application whatever. It does not turn upon the 
question, should the Postmaster-General have exercised his discre- 
tion, but was he justified in its exercise? He is charged in the pre- 
amble with violating the law, and I say he has not done it. That is 
the point, and I propose to prove it. 

As I have stated, at the time he made this communication to Con- 
grena on the 6th of December, 1879, there were then, and up to the 

Ist day of that month, twenty-five days after that, $2,447,228.60 in 
his hands. He then notified Congress that this amount would not 
conduct the business for the next two quarters of the fiscal year as 
he had done it the previous two quarters, and for that reason he asked 
3 to give him an additional amount in order that the business 
might be conducted on the same basis. He gave his reasons why he 
teat that request, for he said, what we know to be true, that since 
business had revived after the disappearance of the panic last fall the 
postal business had revived amazingly. And let me give an evidence 
of it; for I say to you the Post-Office Department, as a close inspec- 
tion will show, is as good an indication of business as the barometer 
is of the weather. If you will compare the postage receipts for the 

ear 1879 with the year 1880 you will find that there were collected 
m postage-stamps, stamped envelopes, and postal cards for the 
month of February, 1879, poe 104, and for the corresponding month 
of 1880, last month, $2,241,071 8.22, of an increase * the revenues ae 

e Post-Office Departmen m the items o 8 stam) 
envelo and postal cards alone, in one ees ge ay of $509,874 D3 
which for twelve months would amount to $3,326,490.04 increase of 
postal revenues this present year over last year. As an evidence, in 
the country where I live the people have, last fall and winter, received 
large amounts of money from their crops of cotton; the t West 
have their millions of money 1 they recei from their 
einen WEF crop of wheat; and the “is ole 22 * is on the 
up-grade; business prospers e re, and as usiness pros- 
pers the revenues of the Post-Office increase co dingly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend gives facts as to the in- 
crease of the Post-Office business and the increase of revenue’ but 
let me ask him what becomes of it? Does it 9 — the 
That very fact shows that there ought not to be a deficiency if 
Post-Office revenue is increasing as lange as the Senator says, and 
I admit it. But what becomes of it? It is used by the Post-Office; 
and there should be no deficiency ; and that is one of the reasons why 
we think there has been improper use of the amounts heretofore ap- 
propriated. Wethink so from the fact that there is a large increase of 
revenue, and that increase has been used by the Department. Every 
dollar of it is already appropriated for the use of the Postmaster- 
General. The more stamps are sold and the more general the increase 
of the Post-Office revenues, the less excuse is there for a deficiency ; 
but instead of mater J a deficiency the deficiency is prowing x 
The Senator says himself that the Postmaster-General told ust 
he wanted two millions instead of one, 

Mr. MAXEY. I gave way for a question, not for a speech. 


has spent one 3 except what he is authorized to 
by law. If he has, t come forward with your you 
cannot establish that, then blame e laws for wasting, as you call 
it, that three or four million. ere does it go? You carry your 


E .wͥ Ne 


newspapers, and we all know how that was done, through the mails 
at a rate which does not pay back into the postal revenues what has 


to be paid out of those revenues for carrying them. You carry your 
periodicals and all that at a cheap rate, and then you carry four- 
poroa packages of merchandise at an expense of one cent an ounce, 

ou four pounds of merchandise for sixty-four cents when you 
charge cents for a half ounce of letter. If half an ounce of 
letter cost three cents what ought sixty-four ounces of this mail-mat- 
ter to cost at the same ratio? e revenues are expended be- 
cause your second, third, and fourth-class mail matter does not pay 
its way. We make the laws. I am not saying that those laws are 
unwise, I am not one of those who care so much whether the 
Post-Office Department paye its way or not, so the people get the 
benetit and want the facilities. 

I believe that the postal service is nearer to the people than an 
other service in this entire Government. The letters are carried an 
spread all over this great land by this system, from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific, from the shores of Florida up into the ice-bound regions 
of Alaska. The mails go everywhere. Under our Constitution the 
United States has a monoply of the mails; and having made it a 
penal offense for private carriers to the mails the United States, 
which has exercised this monopoly, ought to do it so that the people 
all over this great land of ours may have their mails and have them 
at reasonable prices, That is my belief about it; and whether to 
comply with that requires more than those revenues is not the pri- 
aay “saan The primary question is to see that everybody gets 

s mail. 

I have shown that so far as section 3679 is concerned it is not vio- 
lated, because the fiscal year is not out, and for the last two quarters, 
this being the third quarter of that year, there are nearly two millions 
and a half of dollars left over December 31, 1879, to go on these quarters. 
The Postmaster-General in reply to the Appropriations Committee dis- 
tinctly told them that he not only had now no deficiency whatever, 
but that he would not have any, for if Congress neglected to make 
the necessary appropriations for the public business as it is now car- 
ried on, he would simply cut down the service so as to fall inside the 
law, inside of the révenue allowed him, and create no deficiency. 

I come then to these sections 3960 and 3961. They have been read 
over and over again, and I shall not read them now. It is perfectly 
clear that by law Congress has authorized the Postmaster-General to 

ive compensation for additional service on established routes, and 
fa authorized the Postmaster-General to e ite service or increase 
the speed with which the service is carried between the terminal 
points of a particular line, The law is upon the statute-book. Itis 
within his discretion to determine when he shall put that increased 
service on. It is for him to determine when he shall expedite the 
service, and he must do it like any other man, according to the best 
evidence before him. I have shown that the Board of Trade of Saint 
Louis, the Merchants’ Exchange, the Cotton Exchange, the Senators 
from Missouri, the Senators from Arkansas, the Senators from Kan- 
sas, the Senators from Texas, a host of Representatives, and mer- 
chants everywhere, county organizations, and people all along the 
line—that he had all this evidence before him, and upon that evi- 
dence he exercised the discretion. In my judgment he would not 
have done his duty had he not exercised this discretion as he did. If 
the law did not intend to give him discretion, why was it framed so 
as to give it unmistakably? Its exercise, of course, must be within 
the law, but if such overwhelming testimony as I have shown did 
not only justify but demand the exercise of that discretion, then the 
law does not mean what it plainly says, which is absurd. 

That is the law. I did not make it, nor did the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. That law does not permit him to throw up that contract and 
readyertise, but the expedition or increased service, as the case may 
be, must be given according to the law to the man who holds the con- 
tract. Therefore in putting on additional service or in expediting the 
time he unquestionably has not violated the law if he has not allowed 
more for the increase or for the expedition than the law allows, and 
that is not claimed. 

It is said he has made contracts which involve the Government more 
than the revenues derived from the postal service. Is that true? 
Here is the law in full force: 

Src. 3958. Whenever it becomes necessary to c the terms of an existing con- 
tract for carrying the mail otherwise than as provided in the preceding section— 

Which has no application here— 
notice thereof shall be given and i had thereon t 
8 gi 8 the same as at the letting 

Therefore, when a necessity exists for setting aside these contracts 
what does he havetodo? Nothingin the world but togive the notice 
which he gives for thirty days and readvertise and let ont these con- 
tracts. Therule which has been adoptedisthat before he can do that, as 
the assessed damages shown upon the face of the contract itself, one 
month’s extra pay must be given. The contract can be terminated by 
giving the notice and one month’s extra pay. It is a rule of law, I be- 

ieve, that as a man binds himself so shall he stand bound. I have 
read whatthatis. These contractors promised and bound themselves 
in the following obligations: 

1. To carry said mail with certainty, foes Cong security, using therefor such 
means as may be ni to transport the whole of said mail, whatever may be 


its size, weight, or increase, during the term of this contract, and within the ims 
fixed in the annexed schedule of departures and arrivals; and so to carry until 
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as hereinafter ded, 
. in C 
to their entire exclusion if its weight, bulk, or safety s so require. And that 


: 
4 
3 
a 
2 


, ths from, and deliver it and eve: 
thereof at, each post-oftice on the route, or that may hereafter be PERA on 
te, on and to which this 


They also undertake, agree with the United States of America, 
and do bind themselves, 8 and severally, as aforesaid, to be accountable and 
r the person to whom the said contractor shall commit 


on of the mail, and his careful and faithful performance 


of the obligations assumed herein and those imposed by law, not to commit the 
care or transportation of the mail to any person under sixteen years of age; to 
disc any carrier of said mail whenever eye Soe so to do by the Postmaster- 
; not to transmit, by themselves or either of them, or either of their 
or be concerned 555 commercial intelligence more rapidly than 


other postal suppos; and also the special agents of the 


en 
uired by the 
posi rom them to 
the United States on their quarterly returns, and faithfully to render an account 
thereof to the Postmaster. the settlement of the quarterly accounts of 
said contractor, and to pay over to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office 
arte on the order of the Postmaster - General, all balances remaining in his 


* a * * * * 


It is hereby stipulated and agreed by the said contractor and his sureties that 
the Postmaster-General may discontinue or extend this contract, change the sched- 
ule and termini of the route, and alter, increase, decrease, or extend the service, 
in acco ce with law, he allowing a pro rata increase of compensation for any 
additional service thereby Sieten | or for increased , if the employment of 
additional stock or carriers is rendered necessary; and, in case of decrease, our- 


ment; for transmi 
mail 3 to the s persons 
aforesaid ; whenever the contractor shall become a postmaster, assistant postmas- 


maintained on the road or roads hereii 


I say that this contract is one of the most rigid and exacting of all 
the contracts that I have ever seen entered into between man and 
man, In strict compliance with the law the Postmaster-General has 
kept inside the $5,900,000, having at the beginning of the present 
quarter, which is the third quarter of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1880, nearly two millions and a half in his hands. He tells the com- 
mittees, “ I donot intend to transcend that sum. If Con allows 
this money I will go on as I have done, giving the benefit of the star 
service to the poor man, because if is the poor man’s mail.” It is the 
poor man’s mail. I can understand why a capitalist living in the 
city of New York or elsewhere, who has his mail laid down on his 
table three, four, five, or six times a day, may not feel any very great 
amount of interest in this star service. I can understand how the 
people of the frontier; how the army, stationed ont there to protect 
the frontier; how the men who have gone out there to build up their 
fortunes, and are separated from the old land and from their friends— 
I can understand how this is to them a blessing and only a blessing. 
I can understand that the striking down of the star service would be 
the greatest grievance that could be inflicted upon the poor men of 
this country. 

The Postmaster-General says that if Congress will not make the 
e ene then he will give the month’s notice; he will reduce 

these contracts, pay the month’s extra pay, and he will, as he 
answered the Senator from Kentucky, stop that banking man of 
North Middletown from carrying on the national bank any more, be- 
cause that man says, as is in the evidence here, that if the mail is 
reduced down to once a week he will have to stop his national bank. 
I have been trying to find a patent-right for stopping these national 
banks for a good long while. If the Postmaster-General has fallen 
upon a good and efficient plan to get rid of national banks I would 
vote for the extension of the patent to him for his life. I think it 
would be the most laudable thing ever done for the people of this 
country. But in regard to this North Middletown banking man the 
Senator from Kentucky said to the Postmaster-General : 


I think I will put this case to you: I wrote to the Department yesterday—I think 
Thave the letter here now in my desk—that in the county of Bourbon, one of my own 
counties, in the State of Kentucky, there is a place called North Middletown, 
twelve miles from Mount Sterling and ten miles from Paris, on a turnpike road where 
there has been mail service every day, whero a contract is now existing for mail 
service every day up to the end of next year, which has not been changed as I am 
advised by your department; and you claim that you havo aright on the Ist of 
March, notwithstanding that existing contract, and notwithstanding the good of 
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for there is a bank there says it will have to close if your order is 
enforced, as I advised you—that you have a right to cut it down to weekly service 
%% T Do you that 


ht? 

r. Key. I claim this: I claim that 8 of the country is entitled to the 

spring 

on to their 

e reduction of 
service in the old sections to do it. 

My judgment is that that is exactly right. That is equal and ex- 
act justice to all and exclusive privileges to none. There is a bank 
at North Middletown and there are banks all over this country, but 
they are no more entitled to postal privileges than the poorest man 
upon the extreme frontier of this great country. All that we of the 
frontier ask is equal and exact privileges with those who live east of 
the river. We believe it to be just. We believe it to be fair and hon- 
est between man and man. . 

Mr. President, I have detained the Senate much longer than I in- 
tended. The theory upon which I am acting to-day is the theory 
which was inaugurated, as I said in the outset, by my distinguished 
predecessor long years ago, the lamented Thomas J. Rusk. He occu- 

ied in this y the tion of chairman ef the Committee on Post- 
ces and Post-Roads, as I do to-day. I believe in the theory of 
extending to that great new West the same postal facilities that are 
extended to the people in other portions of the Union. I believe it 
Just; I believe it right. I have advocated the increased service upon 
every one of the great routes in the State of Texas. Governor Throck- 
morton, late a Representative from that State, and myself, perhaps 
had more to do with the original establishment of that route 
from Fort Worth to Fort Yuma than any other two men. I have been 
the persistent and the consistent advocate of the increase of mail fa- 
cilities in my State. I have worked for it in season and out of sea- 
son. I have gone to the Post-Office Department time and again and 
asked forit, and Ihave been treated with kindness and courtesy ; my 
reasonable requests have been granted; and I am the last man to 
turn my back upon a man who has acted as my friend. My judg- 
ment is, and I state it here to-day in the presence of the Senate, that 
in my State the postal facilities are better than they ever have been 
since Texas was admitted into the Union. I have aided to the full 
extent of my ability in producing that result. I propose as the State 
advances, as it increases in wealth, in population; in prosperity, in 
business wants, to continue to secure to the people all the needed mail 
facilities that that great empire demands to the full extent of my 
ability, reinforced by untiring effort. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey] 
has made a very good speech in the interest of the people of Texas. 
Much of it needs no answer, because the amendments of the commit- 
tee and the action of the committee show that we were not endeavor- 
ing to curtail or cripple any of the routes in his State or elsewhere. 
Three-fourths of the Senator’s speech was in advocacy of his people at 
home. That is all right. 

Mr. MAXEY. It is very kind of the Senator to say that! 

Mr. BECK. It is all right. I believe in that. I stand up for my 
people, and when I think their interests require it I will be heard in 
their behalf always. I think the Senator from Texas is right in stand- 
ing up for his own people. 

r. MAXEY. As the Senator has referred to me, he will allow me 
a word. I did state, I believe, that in regard to the House bill, which 
I was discussing, I agreed with the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions in striking out that proviso, but the House bill as it came to 
us did strike down every important star route in the State of Texas. 
I stated that in reply to the Senator from West Virginia, and so it 


did. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator referred to the fact that I was endeavor- 
ing to maintain a route in the county of Bourbon, through North 
Middletown, insisting that they should have a daily service, which 
had been established for years, and suggested that was in the interest 
of bankers and rich men against the poor men of the West, and the 
Postmaster-General had a right to strike that route down! That is 
what I object to. 8 

I do, however, deny in the most emphatic manner possible the 
soundness of what the Senator from Texas terms his legal proposi- 
tions, which are substantially that the Postmaster-General has a 
right to expend the money given to his Department by Congress for 
a specific purpose as he sees fit, thereby creating a deficiency in the 
star service, and maintaining that he may make contracts e 
the appropriations given him, and then place Congress in duress\an 
coerce out of us, whether we are willing or not, all the money he 
may say is necessary to conclude the service for the year, and in the 
event of our failure to comply with his demands close the mails of 
the country. That is what the Postmaster-General proposes to do; 
that is what the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads declares he has the right to do under the law. The Senator 
from Texas insists that the Postmaster-General has the right to strike 
down as many routes as he sees fit in order to keep his expenditures 
during the year within the appropriations that we make, although 
be may have expended the money in ways unknown to and not con- 
templated by Congress. 

ere is no denying the fact that the Postmaster-General has done 
so. There is no denying the fact that he has done so willfully, with 
full knowledge of the fact that he was disobeying the law. His con- 


duct was not the result of accident or mistake, If it had been, if he 
had . in consequence of the growth of the country, 
gone a little beyond the 1 made by law, we would have 
said, “All right,” and would have relieved him; but when he comes 
and tells us, and when the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads tells us, that the Postmaster-General has the | 
right to spend in six months the money we give him for the ce 
of a year, and close all the mails in the country for the remaining six 
months, unless Congress will give him as much more or double as 
much more as was originally asked for and given him, I deny that he 
has any such right or authority. Whenever he does it he is guilty of 
a wrong. He is forcing a deficiency upon us by reason of his having 
violated the law. That is what we say and all we say in the pream- 
ble to the bill, the truth of which I propose to maintain. 

What are the facts? The Postmaster-General is required by law to 
furnish his estimates of what is necessary for the existing star service 
and its probable increase. He did furnish the estimates to maintain 
for the whole year all the routes in the country then existing, and for 
what he supposed was the necessary increase of the service, Ie said 
$5,900,000' was a sum sufficient for that purpose, and Congress gave 
him every dollar that he asked. What did we give it to him for? 
Read the law. The title of it will show it all: 

An act making a riations for the service P Departmen! 
the AMAL VOF ending June 30, 1880, ie er ae, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House esentatives Sf Os United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the following sums be, and the same are 
hereby, appropriated for the service of the Post-Office Department for the year 
en 47 une 30, 1880, out of any money in the Treasury arising from the revenues 
of said Department, in conformity to the act of July 2, 1836, as follows. 

We gave it for the service of the year, not for the service during 
six or pine months. We gave it to maintain existing routes in the 
condition in which they were then existing, unless some cause 
intervened whereby he could, without detriment to the public serv- 
ice, cut them down. What does he do? What does he tell us on the 
8th of December last? Remember, when he sent his annual re 
to us the Ist day of last December he never intimated that there was 
a deficiency for this year, but on the 8th of December he sends to 
the President of the Senate this communication: 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., December 8, 1879. 

Sm: I bave the honor to transmit herewith a communication from the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General, calling attention to the insufficiency of the 
priation for inland mail transportation for the present fiscal year, and akioa chat 
the sum of $2,000,000 be appropriated outof the unexpended balances of former ap- 
propriations for that purpose during the past four years, which have been covered 
into the Treasury, and be made available to meet the necessities of the service and 
of the country during the current fiscal year. 

What does the Second Assistant Postmaster-General say on the 6th 
day of December? He said to the Postmaster-General: 

I have the honor to state that the appropriation for inland mail trans: tion on 
star routes, for the current fiscal year, has proved insufficient to meet the wants of 
the rapidly growing service. 

The annual cost of the service now in operation is $7,620,004, while the appropria- 
tion is but $5,900,000, ; 

He professed to know the amount required for existing service so 
accurately that he had an odd four dollars at the end of the large sum 
demanded. 

He had expended, according to his own sworn statement, durin 
the first half of the fiscal year $3,800,000, and claimed that he had 
but $2,100,000 left. The Senator from Texas endeavors to show that 
he was mistaken in that, by reading the statement of the Acting 
Sixth Auditor. How was that paper obtained? We drew it ont two. 
months afterward. When the Postmaster-General demanded from 
us a deficiency of $1,720,004, going into the minutia, as the actual 
cost for service now in operation we did not believe that the Depart- 
ment had told us the truth. We did not believe that they needed 
that much money. The sub-committee of the Committee on Appro- 
1 of the Senate sent to the Sixth Auditor, who had all the 

ata before him, by a resolution passed by the Senate on y motion, 
and instead of an appropriation of $1,720,004 being required to carry 
on the service as the Second Assistant Postmaster-General certified to 
Congress and demanded an appropriation for, the Sixth Auditor showed 
that all of the present service with its increase of trips, with its ex- 
pedition, with everything that is now in existence, could be carried on 
for about $1,155,000, even if there was not a dollar of fines collected 
during the current six months, and the resolution and the facts it 
developed saved the country $400,000 at least; but for it we would 
have been forced to pay the $1,500,000 demanded by General Brady 
as the minimum amount possible to maintain the service with. 

The Sixth Auditor showed from books, with which those of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General were bound to correspond, that 
that officer was seeking to require us to furnish him with 466 as. 
the actnal requirements of the existing service more than were in 
fact needed for the service at the time, and if the fines collected for 
the current six months are as t as they were for the first six 
months he was demanding $666,126 as the actual needs of the service 
more than the Sixth Auditor shows the wants of the service require. 
Was not that enough to put us upon our guard? There were two. 
officers, each of them knowing what the facts were, the Sixth Auditer 
and the Second Assistant Postmaster-General ; and the Sixth Auditor 
contradicts the truth of the statement of the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General, and proves it to be excessive by over half a million 


1880. 
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dollars. All admit now that the statement of the Sixth Auditor is 
true, and the Senator from Texas has to argue upon the basis that it 
is true all through his speech. We looked , of course, to 
see what that meant. It was apparent that the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General knew what the truth was. It was apparent that 
$1,155,000 was all that the Department could bly use under ex- 
isting contracts. Yet they were demanding $1,720,004 (so accurate, 
I repeat, as to come down to $4) as the gcc annual cost of the serv- 
ice now in operation, when the books in their own office showed that 
$1,155,000 was all that the wants of the service required, and, if the 
fines for the present six months were equal to those of the past, that 
$1,053,000 was all that they would require. The Sixth Auditor, in 
the ‘statement I hold in my hand, gives all the figures in detail by 
States and routes, so there is no mistake about it; there cannot be. 
Of course we looked with suspicion to see what this meant. We 
turned to the Blue Book, the official register of the Government; and 
I desire the attention of the Senate to this Blue Book. I hold it in 
my hand. It was issued two months Section 510 of the Revised 
ee ages is incorporated in it on the first page of it. What does it 
say 

Section 510. As soon as practicable after the bere of September in each 


ear 
in which a new Congress is to assemble, a be compiled and uted 


under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, of which 750 ies 
published. and which shall contain the following lists, made up to such last day of 
ptember: 
* * * * * * * 


4. A statement of all allowances made by the Postmaster-General, within the 
samé period of two years, to each contractor on contracts for carrying the mail, 
discriminating the sum paid as stipulated by the original contract and the sums 
paid as additional allowance. 

That is the statute law to-day. It required a Blue Book to be issued 
giving us that information in the month of September last or as soon 
thereafter as possible. If we had had that we could have verified 
all pononga statements and found out whether the Post-Office offi- 
cials were telling the truth or not; whether they needed $1,720,004 
or whether they in fact needed only $1,155,000. It did not come. 
Why? Iread the note on the opposite page of the Register: 

It bas been found impossible on the t of those having the matter in charge, 
to supply the statistics relating to the ate service of tbe United States in time 
to admit ofthe publication of the Official Register, in its usual form, earlier than 


March or aa 1880. 

a is mi 8 11 dient to issue Reg ag at in 8 peed that 
Buc. ‘on of it as coul repared might be available for the use o ngress 
at ifs conventa December. z . 


in 5 
It is believed that the public convenience will in this way be best subserved, 
and that the division of the work into two volumes will be acceptable to those who 
have occasion to consult it. 
The second volume will emb; oly such statistics as relate to the Post-Office 
Department and the postal service, and will be issued as soon as practicable. 


For the first time since the Official Register was ordered it is now 
divided into two volumes for the purpose of holding back the infor- 
mation that we were compelled to have in order to know what had 
been done in regard to these postal rontes, I have the Register of 
1877 in my hand; Ihave gone back to 1875, to 1873, to all of them, 
and all the requisite information with respect to increase of routes, 
expedition, everything, is embraced in every one of the others, and 
always has been laid before Con when it met in December with- 
out a solitary exception until this year. Now, for the first time, the 
material facts that we need and without which we cannot legislate 
intelligently have been withheld and the book is divided into two 
volumes. at portion of it, and the only portion which is of any 
value for the information of Congress, to aid in the saving of money 
is to be withheld until March or April, 1880, and we are treated to 
this little first part which merely contains the names of the clerks 
and other things about the Departments for which we have very lit- 
tle use. That, too, looked suspicious when we came to examine it in 
connection with all the other facts. Why wasitdone? Ihave be- 
fore me the statement of Mr. Brady himself, in which he had to admit 
that he knew of no good reason : 

8 Is there any reason why this work should now, for the first time, be 

ublished in two volumes, and that the issue of the second volume should be de- 


yed until March or April next, except the failure on the part of the Second As- 


sistant Postmaster-General's bureau to furnish this information about the allow- 
ances made on ori 


contracts and extra compensation made 
rai I should be compelled to investigate the matter before I can answer that 
U. b 
3 Q Do you know of any other reason now? 
. I know of no other reason now. 

“I know of no other reason now,” says Mr. Brady. Mr. Cranstoun 
Laurie, who was in charge of the Statistical Bureau, and whose busi- 
ness it was to make it up, said under oath that he made all those 
statements every week, and that they were always ready, that there 
was no reason for the delay, that he could have them within a week 
at any time. They were held back not because they were not acces- 
sible, for they were ready, and the man who made them swears it, 
and furnished the necessary facts weekly to the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General and to the Sixth Auditor. What followed the 

ptory demand for $2,000,000 made in December? When the 
partment officials found that they could not coerce Congress into 
immediate action without investigation, what did they do? The fact 
is apparent that they knew that they were demanding $660.000 more 
than they needed, the fact stood that they were wi y withholding 
oy yore from Congress that the statutes required them to give. 
t was the next step toward coercion? Let the Postmaster-Gen- 


eral answer. Finding that they could not dragoon 


ti idl; they desired, the 20th da; 1 Nobrdzrf last the 
on as rapidly as they on of Fe 
Postmaster-General issued this order : á 
To the Second Assistant Postmaster-General : 

That there may be no deficiency created to maintain the star mail service for the 


ci 
present year, I direct that on and after the lst of March proximo the service 
on all star routes be reduced to one trip per week, allowing one month’s extra pay 


8 — Sok — service dispensed with. 
also that the service placed on new routes since and including July 1, 
F the foregoing reduction is not sufficient for the purpose in- 


I think the rapid growth of population and business in the Territories and in the 
new States, and the restoration and improvement of the service in the Sonthern 
States, demand the existing service, many instances addii 
old, and new service on recently established routes. 

I also believe the public service will suffer by the reduction; but the law re- 
sence Sat Ishall not exceed the appropriation, and I am determined to conform 
e : D. M. KEY, 

Postmaster- 

Admitting that the public service would suffer by his arbitrary act 
still on the 20th day of February he issued that order to take effect 
on the Ist day of h, which he knew Con could not submit 
to. On the 28th of February we summoned him before the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of the Senate to know by what authority he 
was stopping or curtailing all the mail-routes of the country; to know 
by what authority he had expended the $5,900,000 appropriated for 
the year so as to close or cripple all the rontes in the country on the 
Ist day of March instead of maintaining them till the Ist day of July. 
On that morning, the very day that he testified before us, he issued 
this order: 

To the Second Assistant Postmaster-General : à 

In consideration of the action of the House of Representatives in Sprroveiating 
$1,070,000 for continuance of the star service, and pending the action of the Senate, 
suspend further action under my order of February 20 until 9 

8 Postmaster General. 

We stand to-day with an order merely suspended to stop 10, 400 
mail-routes and to pay to mail contractors for a month's extra pay 
$600,000 for nothing, rather (as the Postmaster-General says) than 
that he shall violate the law, The very moment that he made it 
necessary to stop these 10,400 mail-routes, or to reduce them from a 
daily service down to a weekly service, and made it necessary to pay 
$600,000 out of the Treasury of the United States to contractors for 
nothing—the moment he put himself voluntarily in that attitude, 
that moment he was a violator of the law. It is the merest child’s 
play for the Postmaster-General or the Senator from Texas or any- 
body else to seek to avoid responsibility on the pretexts now set up, 
wen the Con Z 900 9 States had on rr z tes of the 

partment given $5,900,000 for that purpose, which the Postmaster- 

General 3 ample to maintain the service until the Ist day of 
July, 1880. It is absurd to say that the Postmaster - General may divert 
that money from the established routes and pile it up wherever he 
sees fit upon routes not then established, and for contracts not then 
made, and create such a condition of things by these acts as to stop 
all the mails of the country on the 1st day of March, or reduce them 
from daily to weekly service, and pay $600,000 ont of the 8 
do it. He admits he has done all these things. Yet he says he 
not violated the law! The legal argument which the Senator from 
Texas said he was making in his behalf has this significance, no more, 
no less: if the Postmaster-General can spend all the annual appro- 
priation in six months he can spend itina month. The Postmaster- 
General asserts the right to do that. Let me read his testimony. I 
examined him myself. The Senator from Texas seemed to think I 
was making a very poor point when I was calling attention to a case 
in my own State because I referred to the fact that I had received a 
letter the day before in regard to cutting down the mail from a daily 
to weekly service. Here it is: 

Senator Beck. Unless this increase is granted, then, you propose to enforce the 
order of February 207 

Mr. Key. Yes. Ido that, Senator, purely to fall within my appropriations. I 


might state, for we have nothing to con abont it, that if I put that order into 
effect, if I reduce the service in other words, I shall have to pay at ee 
a month's extra pay. There will be one month’s service that we shall have to pay 
for that we do not get. It will take, according to our calculations, about $600,000 
for the extra pay consequent on such a suspension. Of course we must have mar- 
ga enough in our appropriation to allow us to pay this $600,000 as well as provide- 

or the regular service. When we made our calculation, we thought that to fall 
within the present appropriation, and to allow this extra pay, would about absorb- 
the amount allowed. 

Senator Becs. You have now existing contracts which, if they are not annulled, 
will require eos | Bef to give you $1,700,000, more than has already been given you 
for the star service ? 

Mr. Key. No, not for existing contracts. 


Recollect that on the 6th day of December, the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General had said to us that the annual cost of service now 
in operation is $7,620,004 while the appropriation is but $5,900,000, 
being a deficiency of $1,720,004. Therefore I put the question to him 
in that form. 

Mr. Ker. No, not for existing contracts. 


Senator Beck. For what, then? $ ‘ 
— 27 KEY. Something I supposed would be allowed for increase of the service as 
wi 


Senator Beck. About how much is necessary now to make up the deficiency that 
were aoe end of the year, if existing contracts are maintained until the end 
e year 
Mr. kev. I sappose $1,500,000 will do it; I am guessing. 


Senator Beck. So that yon have made contracts already up to the close of the 
next fiscal year, which if not annulled will require a million and a half more than 
A r, Tf face and forfertares are enforced, Yast will operate largely to red 

i 3 esan itures aro uce 
it; but it will be about that, I presume. 4 2 


Senator Beck. I desire to ask you how you construe section 3679 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which I while on the 8 Commit- 
tee of the House I either wrote myself or Mr. Dawes, my chairman, did, and by 
which we ae we had done some „ but that seems now to be doubtful: 

“Sec, 3679. No Department of the Government shall expend, in one fiscal 
year, any sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that year, 
or involve the Government in any contract for the future payment of money in 
excess of such appropriations." 

‘The question 1 desire to ask in view of that law, in view of the fact that Cen- 

gave you all the money that you estimated would be needed, in view of the 

ot that you knew precisely what amount of money you had and what you could 

do with it, is, by what authority you have made contracts which, if not annulled, 

exceed the appropriations made by Congress one million and a half? I want that 
question fairl y, brought before Congress, 

Mr. Kery. Those contracts were made because I believed the wants of the coun- 
ay uired them, and I trusted that Congress might take the same view that I 

3 believed they would. But there is a discretion in the peor pra ser that en- 
ables it toannul these contracts. I always intended to keep myself strictly within 
the provision of that statute and to expend no more money than was appropriated, 
so that if Congress does not see proper to give me any deficiency I simply re- 
ane the star service to such a state as enable me to keep within the appro- 

riation. 
8 Senator Beck. And do I understand you to say that you consider that a compli- 
ance with your obligation and with this law? 

Mr. KEY. I think it is, to the very letter. ‘ 


There can be no mistake as to his assertion of executive power and 
authority. The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Post- 

fices and Post-Roads, the Senator from Texas, who has just ad- 
dressed the Senate, and the committee of which he is chairman, I 
presume, would feel that it was their duty, if they had the appro- 
priations to make as the Committee on Appropriations have, to pivo 
the Postmaster-General every three months $5,900,000 if he saw fit to 
expend it in that time, and come here as his apologists and say that 
that is the law. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from Kentucky will allow me to 
say that he should direct his remarks to the chairman of that com- 
mittee instead of inclnding the whole committee. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; that is true. The argument of the 
chairman of the committee was that acts of the Postmaster-General 
are within the law and that he has' the right to expend the money as 
he likes, when he tells us to give him what he demands or he will 
close all the mail-routes in the country. I assert that a more pre- 
posterous proposition never was submitted. I insist that Congress 
will not do justice to the people if we do not insert in the very face 
of this bill that the deficiency the Postmaster-General is now de- 
manding from us is caused by the Post-Office Department disregard- 
ing the law which prohibits the expenditure of money in excess of 
appropriation and the making of contracts which involve the Goy- 
ernment in the payment of money in excess thereof. 

I will continue to read what occurred between myself and the 
Postmaster-General before the Committee on Appropriations. 

Senator Beck. I think I will put this case to vou 

And this is the case which the Senator from Texas seemed to think 
such a remarkable one 

Senator Beck. I think I will put this case to you: I wrote to the Department 
8 think I have the letter here now in my desk—that in the 3 of 

urbon, one of my own counties, in the State of Kentucky, there is a place called 
North Middletown, twelve miles from Mount Sterling and ten miles Paris, 
on a turnpike road where there has been mail service every day, where a contract 
is now ting for mail service every day ig Mod the end of next year, which has 
not been changed as I am advised by your rtment; and you claim that you 
have a right on the Ist of March, notwithstanding that existing contract and not- 
withstanding the good of the service and the wants of the people may require daily 
service to be continued, for there is a national bank there which says it will have 
to close if your order is enforced, as I advised you—that you have a right to cutit 
down to weekly service to compensate for money that you have expended else- 
where? Do you claim that right! 

Ir. Key. J claim this: I claim that every part of the country is entitled to tho 
same sort of postal service, if we can afford it, and where new communities spring 
up requiring mail service, they must have as good service in proportion to their 
condition as the older sections of the country, even if it requires the reduction of 
service in the old sections to do it. 

Then I put to him another question. He had given a table show- 
ing twelve routes—I will speak of them more fully to-morrow—in 
which he had by increase of service added to the original contract 

rice $934,990, of which about $750,000 was for e ition and say 
$175,000 was for increase of trips, and this, among other things, had 
caused this deficiency, as he said. When I come to speak of the 
routes from Vinita and from Fort Worth I think I will show some re- 
markable facts. I then examined him thus: 

Mr. Ker. I suppose the table is correct. 

Senator Beck. Now, Mr. Postmaster-General, I wish to say to 3 here that 
-the object I have in this investigation is to make the question d ctly—I tried 
to make it with the Secretary of the Interior the other day when the pension bill 
was up—that all Departments of the Government in all their discretionary acts 
must be subject to this law. 

And I read him again the law that 


No t of the Government shall e: d, in any one fiscal any sum 
in pid ang cian made by Con e that year, 8 the 
Government in any contract for the future payment of money in excess of such 


appropriations. 
you think you have any discretion which oyerrules and re that law? 
that law, that you can make 


Mr. Key. No, sir; 5 with that law reli y. 
Senator Beck. And you claim, notwithstandin 
contracts and dispose of the money given to you by Congress in such a way as to 


regulate it alwa 
do 80, so as in 
PH sie ro And th 
r BECK. at you can expend as much of the money appropriated 
for the whole year in a given ion of the year as you think is n even 
if the closing of the at the latter part of the year is the consequence 
Mr. Ker. I cannot do that wantonly or recklessly; but if I do it with good rea- 


son, yes. 

Senator Beck. You claim the right to do it? 

Mr. Key. Yes, if I do it with reason. 

Senator Beck. Then will you tell this committee what power Congress has over 
the appropriations, and what limitations put upon them for any service in your 
De ent vou may not set aside by that very course of conduct? 

r. Key. Well, I do not know. Repeat the question, please. I do not know 
that I exactly comprehend it. 

Senator Beck. I desire you to tell us whether or not, if your construction is right, 

ou cannot so expend the money given to you by Congress for the service of any 
— of your Department for a given year as to force deficiencies or cut off tho 

Mr, Kry. Oh, yes; it might be done, I think. 

Senator Beck. Yon claim the right to do it 
E It has always been done, and I suppose always must be done to some 

Senator Beck. Do you assert that that is yonr right? 

Mr. Key. I have no right to violate the law, but I have aright to some discretion 
and to some reliance upon what I may think is the will of Congress in the matter. 
But I have no 0 1 exceed the appropriation already given me. 

Senator BECK. you think that where star routes exist,as in the case I have 
put to you in my own neighborhood, which is one of ten thousand, where you admit 
the of the service requires a are drapa shall be kept up, you can so manage 
the funds which are given to you by gress to carry on the Department (that 
being one of the then established routes) by increasing service on other routes at 

discretion as to make deficiencies which will compel you to close that route? 

Mr. Ker. Not to close the route, but 

Senator Beck. But to cut down the service from daily to weekly 

Mr. Key. That would be wretched administration. I do not know whether I 
2 are the right to doit; but I think that would be a very unwise exercise 
of discretion. 

Senator Beck. Has not your order of February 20, unless annulled, the effect of 
cutting down the regular service from a daily to a weekly mail in thousands of 
routes where you believe the good of the service requires that they should continue 
* 2 daily mail? 

r. Key. Yes. 


Observe, while admitting that the good of the service requires it, 
while admitting these were routes appropriated for and that he had 
got all the money he asked to maintain them, he tells us that he has 
cut down thousands of routes which the good of the service required 
should be kept up as daily mails, and by his order of the 20th of Feb- 
ruary reduced them all from daily to weekly, in order to keep him- 
self technically within what he calls the law! 

Senator Beck. And you have brought about that condition of things by increas- 
ing tho service on routes elsewhere beyond the appropriations which Congress gave 
you, which were all that you asked them for ? a not that the fact also? 

Mr. Ker. The sum fo ole was all that we asked for; but I want to say 
that I think all parts of the country are entitled to the same character of service 
under like circumstances; and if a like Leadville grows up in the interval 
between appropriations, it is entitled toservice. If it is entitled to a mail I must 
give it its share of mail facilities, although I have for that reason to reduce the 
service on some old route. That is all I have to say. 

Senator Beck. My examination has no n it is with a view of 
testing the question between Congress and the Departments, as to whether we have 
any power in Congress to control executive officers, or whether they can by creating 
deficiencies make us appropriate whatever they want; and, believing that you 
8 g in clear violation of law, I intend to make that question. That is the 
whole case. 
$ Mr. — 5 I want to say here that I expect to comply with that law which you 

ave read. 

Senator Buck. I think you have violated that law in letter and spirit. 

That closed the examination on that point so far as I was concerned; 
it was because I determined to make the question that I insisted upon 
the preamble now in this bill. I have no personal quarrel with the 
Postmaster-General; I believe he isa man of high personal integrity. 
I will say that for him as being my conscientious conviction; but I 
insist that he, being the responsible head of the Department, perhaps 
more in name than in fact, has wantonly violated the law; he has 
created deficiencies in plain violation of it; that he is not doing it 
accidentally. If he was doing it by accident or mistake I would not 
care so much to have the question of right and power between him 
and Congress settled. The Second Assistant Postmaster-General 
avowed the same thing, and he testified that he had expended $3,800,000 
in the first six months,in a carefully prepared written statement, 
$400,000 more than the Senator from Texas thought they had expended, 
and he claimed that they had only $2,100,000 for the next six months. 
The Second Assistant Postmaster-General says: 

The necessity for speedy action upon the of Congress is ap 

rtment especially desires it in order that its action may be 
form to the wishes of Con 


ê end 


t. The De- 
o strictly to con- 


deemed wise on the part of Congress to increase the 8 as 8 tho 
g the same within 
* 


thi 
in „ The course ued thus far by the nt 
great injustice, purs — aE g woes 


Therefore it is evident that they did not exceed the 5 
by accident; they did it by design. The course pursued by the Depart- 
ment was adopted “ after mature consideration, and has been steadily 
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adhered to,” and he admits that the course it necessitated them to 


pursue in stoppin, the mails “ would work incalculable injury and 
great injustice. t remains? Congress must 119 5 them the money 
or, “incalculable ei and great injustice” will be done. Lagree to 
that; we are powerless; we are not a deliberative body. Who caused 
that great injustice to be done? Who put the Department in such a 
shape as to work that incalculable injury? It was the Post-Office 
Department, by wrongfully expending the money in the early part of 
the year that was given them by Congress on their own application 
for the whole service during the entire year; and now they tell the 
country “Congress has stopped your mails ; Congress refuses to give 
us money to enable us to carry your mails.” 

We are under duress; we are coerced by the executive officers of 
this Department. It is as if “road agents” ordered us to hold up 
our hands or “stand and deliver;” we have to let all the mails be 
stopped or we have to furnish the money the officials demand. Is 
Congress a deliberative body in passing on this question? Is Con- 

in a position to give or refuse to give, asit pleases? Ought 
ongress to be pos in that position? Ought Congress to be required 
to legislate in this way? Is it legislation when 10,400 of the great 
mail routes of the country are to be stopped by executive order? 
Unless we give the Post-Office officials all the money they demand, 
we are told that a course has been taken, after mature deliberation, 
which will work incalculable injury ; and yet we are told by the Post- 
master-General that he is still within the law and is maintaining it 
in letter and spirit; and the chairman of the Post-Office Committee 
defends him and says that is right. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will allow mea 
moment. 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. The argument of the Senator from Kentucky as I 
understand it is that the Postmaster-General is a man of integrity 
but indiscreet, and therefore the public service should suffer. That 
is the logical conclusion. I wish to say now that I understand dur- 
ing my tempo: absence the Senator from Kentucky was criticising 
my ment and I understood the Senator from Delaware, as a mem- 
ber of the Post-Office Committee, rose to say that I was not speaking 
on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator from Kentucky was commenting 
on the remarks of the chairman of the Post-Office Committee, an 
then said the Post-Office Committee, or words to that purport, were 
ready and willing to come in and indorse all the Sporo ery made 
by the Post-Office Department. I simply said to him that he was 
referring to the remarks of the chairman of the committee and not 
to the action of the committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. I do not see how there could possibly be a miscon- 
struction that I was speaking on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. BECK. I at once said that I meant the chairman of the Post- 
Office Committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. I referred to some historical facts in connection 
with General Rusk who once filled my seat in the Senate, who was 
chairman of the Post-Office Committee; but no remark I made shows 
that I spoke for the committee, but for myself. I expect to be respon- 
sible for every word I said. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not asking the Senator to take any of it back. I 
am endeavoring to show the Senator that he is just as palpably 
wrong as the Postmaster-General is, and that his construction of the 
law transfers all power over the apt iy taken from the Treasury by 
appropriations to the discretion of the Postmaster-General or his 
Second Assistant, and away from the Congress of the United States 
where the law lodges it, and forces us either to do a greater evil than 
to give the money, to wit, to stop all the mails of the country, or to 
give him whatever he demands when he has seen fit to expend in six 
months what we are agreed to give him for twelve. I desire, and 
1 will in the morning begin at this point, to show the reasons wh 
these laws now found on the statute-book were passed. In 1870, 
when the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the House, we 
found the same condition of things existing. Great appropriations 
had been made during the war, of which heavy balances remained ; 
large amounts of war materials were on hand, large numbers of use- 
less ships were on hand; and the Departments were going on selling 
things, expending the money, and doing as they pleased Without a re- 
appropriation. We took the matter in hand and we passed law after 
law which I Began to read in the morning to show that we were 
going to hold the purse-strings in our own hands, and that the Execa- 
tive Departments must obey the laws we passed. And I must say 
that a republican Congress, | ly republican in both branches, felt 
that it was its duty to place those restraints upon their executive 
officers and require them to come to Con for authority to expend 
money and to keep within the 3 made and to account 
for the money when they made sales of property, and we have saved 
millions and millions of dollars by holding them up to that responsi- 
bility, and this is the first time since that any Department has ever 
openly defied us. 

They have frequently done wrong and sought indirectly to avoid 
the force of the laws; but this is the first time that we have been told 
defiantly that the Postmaster-General can spend all the money he 
likes in any portion of the year he pleases, and the chairman of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads maintains that that is the 


law. I propose to show that it is not the law, never was intended 
to be the law, never ought to be the law, and if the democratic party, 
now in power in both Houses for the first time in twenty years, is 
gol to throw down all the barriers that have been erected in the 
t ten years and allow executive officers to override the law, spend 
what they please, and close our mails if we do not give them all they 
ask, we are making a bad start toward inaugurating reforms. 
Mr. MAXEY. I desire to state to the Senator from Kentucky that 
I argued upon the law as it stands. I did not intend to say that the 
law was just or wise. I did state that the Postmaster-General had 
declared it was not a wise law. I stated further that last June a 
bill had been introduced in the House for the purpose of correcting 
that law. It was submitted to the Post-Office Committee of the 
House, and a substitute which accomplished the one of correcting 
the evil alleged was introduced as late as the 16th day of December, 
and is still pending, for the very purpose of correcting that law. 
But as long as the law remains as it is the Postmaster-General is 
inside of the law. 

Mr. BECK. We shall see how that is. 

Mr. EATON. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, as 
there is a matter of some consequence there to be attended to. 

Mr. BECK. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry.) The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Connecticut, 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After forty-six minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock and thir- 
teen minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, March 15, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. , 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the first business in order is 
the call of States and Territories, beginning with the State of Ala- 
bama, for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for printing 
and reference, not to come back upon a motion toreconsider. Under 
this call joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and 
territorial Legislatures may be presented for reference. Resolutions 
calling for departmental information are also in order for reference, 
to be reported back within one week. 

IMPORTATION OF BULLION, ETC. 

Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5095) to make more ex- 
pias section 2505 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, re- 

ting to the importation of bullion, gold and silver, and ores of gold 
and silver; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES CALER. 


Mr. MILES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5096) for the relief of James 
Caler, of Stamford, Connecticut; which was read a first and second 
Larios Ai to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CELEBRATION OF BATTLE OF GROTON HEIGHTS. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5097) appropriating mone: 
toward the ex to be incurred in the centennial celebration o 
the battle on Groton Heights, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY DOLAN. 


Mr. HAYES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5098) to remove the Sharga 
of desertion from Timothy Dolan, of Seward, Kendall County, IIIi- 
nois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN WILLIAM COGSWELL, 


Mr. HAYES also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5099) for arrears of 
pension for Captain William Cogswell, late captain of Cogswell’s In- 
dependent Battery Light Artillery; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5100) gasa 
a pension to Benjamin Franklin; which was read a first and secon 
bern roe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 

printed. . 
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TELEGRAPH COMMUNICATIONS. 

Mr, SINGLETON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5101) in 
relation to ph communications; which was read a first and 
erred to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, and 


JOHN CORNS. 

Mr. NEW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5102) ting a pension to 
John Corns; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FELIX W. RUSHER. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5103) granting a pension to 
Felix W. Rusher, of Sullivan, Sullivan County, Indiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL FISHER. 

Mr. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5104) granting a pension 
to Samuel Fisher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. ROGERS. 

Mr. ORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5105) for the relief of George 

Rogers, late acting volunteer lieutenant United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. E. P. HULL. 

Mr. SAPP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5106) for the relief of Mrs. 
E. P. Hull; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM F., WALTERS. 

Mr. SAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5107) granting a pen- 
sion to Abraham F. Walters; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JONATHAN VINCENT. 

Mr. SAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5108) granting a pen- 
sion to Jonathan Vincent; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JOHN BACUS. 


Mr. SAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5109) nting a pen- 
sion to John Bacus; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to bo printed. 

DAYID S. LONDON. 

Mr. SAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5110) granting a pen- 
sion to David 8. London; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. E. HUSTON. 

Mr. SAPP also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5111) for the relief of 
J. E. Huston ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SCOTT CORNELL. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5112) nting & pen- 
sion to Scott Cornell ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. T. STILL. i 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5113) granting a 
pension to A. T. Still; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD FENLON, 

Mr. HASKELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5114) forthe relief 
of Edward Fenlon ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TERM OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, WICHITA, KANSAS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5115) to Saker 
for holding a term of the district courtof the United States at Wichita, 
Kansas, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
240) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad 
Company; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS OF LATE WAR. 


Mr. WILLIS presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky, for the benefit of the soldiers of the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MISSISSIPPI VALLEY COMMISSION. 


Mr. WILLIS also presented a resolution of the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky, approving the address of the Mississippi Valley commission ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, FALLS OF THE OHIO. 


Mr. WILLIS also presented joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Kentucky to estab a life-saving station at the Falls of the Ohio, 
Lo ie, Kentucky; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 
FELIX ROBERTS. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5116) to increase tho 
pension of Felix Roberts, of Louisville, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN WAR SOLDIERS’ PENSION. 


Mr. THOMAS TURNER presented resolution of the Legislature of 
Kentucky, requesting “our members in Congress to use all honorable 
means to procure the passage of an act hon. fo pinsin Aer sol- 
aie of the Mexican war;” which was refe to the Committee on 

ons. 
REDUCTION OF SALARY OF PRESIDENT. 


Mr. THOMAS TURNER also presented resolution of the Le; 
ture of Kentucky instructing members in Congress from Kentucky to 
use their influence to have the salary of President reduced to $25,000 ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

MARY QUINN. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5117) for the relief 
of Mary Quinn, of Lexington, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

W. C. YOUNG, SR. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5118) for the 
relief of W. C. Young, sr., of Lexington, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. CHILDS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5119) for the 
relief of John H. Childs, of Lexington, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NEAL LARY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5120) for the 
relief of Neal Lary, of Paris, Kentucky; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

J. W. SOUTH. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5121) for the 
relief of J. W. South, of Frankfort, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

‘ a LA FAYETTE ARDUY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5122) for the 
relief of La Fayette Arduy, of Paris, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ARMSTEAD BLACKWELL, 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5123) making 
an 10 to pay the claim of Armstead Blackwell against the 
Uni States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. GRAY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5124) for the 
relief of William H. omy of Kentucky ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

D. W. PRICE AND THOMAS AKERS, 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5125) for the 
relief D. W. Price and Thomas Akers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

: JOHN W. HOFFMAN. 

Mr. KNOTT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5126) author- 
izing the President to appoint John W. Hoffman a second lieutenant 
in the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MORGAN’S LOUISIANA, ETC., RAILROAD AND STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5127) to revive 
the act approved June 3, 1856, and to make a grant of land to Mor- 
gan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE. D. CLARKE. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) also introduced a bill for the relief of Lizzie 
D. Clarke, administratrix of the estate of James S. Clarke, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ELLIS. Lask that that be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 4 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read at length. 
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Mr. CONGER. That should go to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks the reference 
of the bill to the C ttee on the Judiciary. The gentleman from 
Michigan moves to amend, and asks its reference to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Mr. ELLIS. I introduced this bill by request, naring just received 
it as I came to my seat. I have not examined it, and I would ask 
that the memorial accompanying it be read. 

The SPEAKER. It is not usual to read memorials accompanying 
bills under this call. 

Mr. CONGER. The bill itself relates to the subject of war claims 
and to that only, and it should go to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The memorial.acco ying the bill can go into 
the 8 and be referred in that way to the committee to 
which the bill goes. 

ms ELLIS. I would like to have the memorial read, if there be no 
objection. 

e SPEAKER. It is not usual to read memorials under the call 
of States. The tleman can introduce it through the petition-box. 

Mr. ELLIS. en I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill 
for the present, in order to enable me to examine it and see whether 
it relates to the subject of war claims, as alleged by the gentleman 
from Michigan, or not. 

There was no objection, and the bill was withdrawn. 


HUGH M’'GLINCEY. 


Mr. ELLIS also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5128) for 
the relief of Hugh MeGlincey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ABRAM SELLERS. 


Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5129) for the relief of 
Abram Sellers, administrator de bonis non of James Le Caze. 
Mr. ELLIS. Iask that it be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
we CONGER. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. I can tell the gentleman from Michigan that this bill 

arises out of a claim for money loaned to the old Confederation dur- 
-ing the revolutionary war. 

Poe CONGER. Does it raise a legal question in the consideration 
of it 

Mr. ELLIS. It does raise a law question. 

Mr. CONGER. If that be the character of the claim, then I have 
no objection to its reference as requested, 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. ACKLEN introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 241) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MORSE. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5130) authorizing a 
grant of limited patents to George W. Morse for inventions in fire- 
arms; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


OPENING AND DREDGING OF RED RIVER, 


Mr. ROBERTSON also presented joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Louisiana, asking an 1 for the open- 
ing and dredging of the mouth of the Red River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, . 


IMPROVEMENT OF CALCASIEU RIVER, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON also presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Louisiana asking an appropriation for aredat ing 
and removing obstructions to navigation at the mouth of the Cale 
sien River. 

Mr. CON GER. I suppose these go properly into the box, these reso- 
lutions for the improvement of rivers? 

The SPEAKER. These are joint resolutions of a State Legislature. 

Mr.CONGER. Well, Iam so glad to see the Southern States wheel- 
ing into line on the subject of internal improvements. 

e SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I have not said it was. I was simply making a 
remark why I did not insist upon having these referred through the 
petition-box. 

Soe SE BOEN: What motion does the gentleman from Michigan 

Mr. CONGER, I have made no motion. : 

Mr. ROBERTSON. In advocating the improvement of rivers and 
harbors we are carrying out the views expressed by General Jackson 
in his message vetoing the Maysville road bill, in which he declared 
he was in favor of internal improvements when they were general, 
not local; national, not State. 

The § Debate is not in order. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GIBSON. I present concurrent resolutions of the General As- 
sembly of Louisiana, relative to the improvement of the Calcasieu 
River, and ask that the resolutions be read. ` 


The concurrent resolutions were read, and were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

CURTIS s. THOMSON. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5131) for the relief of 
Passed Assistant Paymaster Curtis S. Thomson, United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN MAUCK. 

Mr. HENRY introduced a bili (H. R. No. 5132) for the relief of 
Edwin Mauck, of Crisfield, Maryland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JAMES O’NEIL. 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5133) granting a pension 
to James O’Neil; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE ON BORDEN FLATS, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5134) for the erection 
of a light-house on Borden Flats, Mount Hope Bay, Massachusetts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF BARKS IN ARCTIC OCEAN. 

Mr. CRAPO also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 242) au- 
thorizing the employment of a revenue-marine cutter for the rescue 
of the officers and crews of the whaling barks Mount Wollaston and 
Vigilant, now imprisoned in the Arctic Ocean; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN H. FITTS. 

Mr. LORING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5135) granting a pension 
to Reuben H. Fitts, of Haverhill, Massachusetts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ` 
and ordered to be printed. 


WOOLEN GOODS DUTY FUND. 
Mr. LORING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5136) to authorize 
the payment to claimants of interest received by the United States 


on the woolen goods duty fund; which was read a first and second 
time. 


Mr. CONGER. Let that bill be read. 

The bill was read in full, and was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
PORT OF SALEM, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. LORING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5137) constituting 
the port of Salem, Massachusetts, a port of transportation in bond; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN FAIRCHILD. 

Mr. WILLITS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5133) to authorize an in- 
crease of pension to Stephen Fairchild, of Aun Arbor, Michigan; which 
was read a first aud second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. BABBITT, 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No.5139) to restore to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John E. Babbitt; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee en Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. BUCKNER submitted a concurrent resolution to adjourn the 
two Houses of Con on the 24th of May next; which was read a 
first and second time, and refered to the Committee on Ways and 


SECTION $29 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. PHILIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5140) to amend section 
829 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read in full and referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS WITHIN RAILROAD LIMITS, 

Mr. DAGGETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5141) to reduce the price 
of public lands within railroad limits; which was read a first Saa s60- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

R. W. BATES AND A. BATES. 

Mr. HALL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5142) granting a pension to 
Rebecca W. Bates and Abigail Bates; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MEMPHIS AND LITTLE ROCK RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. FARR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5143) to authorize the See- 
retary of the Treasury to settle and adjust the account between the 
United States and the Memphis and Little Rock Railroad Company 
on account of customs duties arising out of importation of iron for 
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said company during the years 1860 and 1861; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 
INFRINGEMENT OF PATENT RIGHTS. 

Mr, BLAKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5144) in relation to suits 
or actions for infrin, t of patent rights; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DISCHARGE OF SEAMEN BY CONSULAR OFFICERS. 


Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5145) to amend chapter 5, 
title 53, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the subject of that bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill relates to the discharge of seamen by con- 
sular officers. ` 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE M. CHESTER, 
` Mr. ROBESON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5146) to increase the 
ion of George M. Chester, late sergeant Company G, Twenty- 
urth . New Jersey Volunteers, to $24 per month from Jan- 
nary 1,1870; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ARIETTA LEWIS. 


Mr. ROBESON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5147) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Arietta Lewis; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY E. CUNNINGHAM. 
Mr. ROBESON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5148) granting a 
pension to Mrs, Mary E. Cunningham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
BUTTER, OLEOMARGARINE, AND THEIR SUBSTITUTES. 


Mr. COVERT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5149) creating a scien- 
tific commission to establish legal tests for the protection of dealers 
in batter, oleo ine, and their substitutes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SCHOONER REBECCA D., 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5150) author- 
izing the change of the name of the Schooner Rebecca D.; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 4 
I. S. LINSON. 

Mr. FERDON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5151) ting a pension 
to L. S. Linson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY VAN GORDON. 


Mr. FERDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5152) granting a 
pension to Mary Van Gordon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed 
STEAMBOAT L. BOARDMAN. 


Mr. FERDON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5153) to change the 
name of the steamboat L. Boardman to River Belle; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SEIZURE AND FORFEITURE OF VESSELS. 


Mr. MORTON introdaced a bill (H. R. No. 5154) to amend the law 
relative to the seizure and forfeiture of vessels for breach of the reve- 
nue laws; which was read a first and-second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ALVIN WALKER. 

Mr. MORTON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5155) 
to gromi a pension to Alvin Walker; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FRANK W. FISHER.‘ 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5156) 
for the relief of Frank W. Fisher; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ PLAT IN CEMETERY AT POUGHKEEPSIE. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5157) donating con- 
demned cannon for corner-posts to the soldiers’ plat in the cemetery 
at Poughkeepsie, New Vork; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

USEBIUS SWEET. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5158) gars a pension 

to Usebius Sweet, late a private Company G, One S and fifty- 
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seventh Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH C. LEWIS. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5159) for the relief of the 
estate of Joseph C. Lewis, deceased ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NAVAL SHIP-CARPENTERS. 

Mr. O’REILLY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5160) to authorize as- 
similated rank to warrant officers of the United States Navy known 
as ship-carpenters; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIANS IN NEW MEXICO AND INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5161) to amend an act en- 
titled “ An act for the removal of certain Indians in New Mexico,” 
approved June 20, 1878; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5162) to provide 
for the allotment of lands in severalty to the united Peorias and 
Miamies of the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. BOBBITT, JR. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5163 
for the relief of William A. Bobbitt, jr., of North Carolina; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. LUNSFORD. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5164) 
for the relief of William D. Lunsford, of North Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DOWE. f 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5165) granting a pension to 
John Dowe, of Defiance County, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. WATTS. 

Mr. HILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5166) for 
the relief of Henry H. Watts, of New York; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIMS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 243) permit- 
ting citizens of the District of Columbia to file their claims with the 
clerks of the Committees on the District of Columbia of the Senate and 
House of Representatives during recess of bar as prescribing the 
duties of such clerks with t thereto, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL ENGINEERS, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5167) in relation to engineers in the United States Navy; which was 
read a and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. SHARP. 
Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5168) ae 
to H H. Sharp, Company H, One hundred and first Regiment of 
Ohio Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
OREGON AND CALIFORNIA RAILROAD. 

Mr. WHITEAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5169) authorizing 
the Legislature of the State of Oregon to provide for the completion 
of the Oregon and California Rai ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRE-EMPTIONS AND HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. WHITEAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5170) to pro- 
vide for reducing the expense of taking pre-emptions and homesteads; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF BONDS BY TREASURY DEPARTMENT, . 

Mr. KELLEY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish this House 
with a detailed statement of the amount of bonds purchased by the Treasury be- 
tween the Ist of January, 1844, and the Ist of January, 1859, setting forth the date 
and amount of each the rate of interest borne by the bonds then pur- 
chased, with the date of A ee exclusive of 
accrued interest, paid on each purchase, and its rate per cen 

LOUISA J. GUTHRIE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. KLOTZ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5171) granting a pension 
to Louisa J. Guthrie and others; which was read a first and second 
„ to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 


a pension 


1880. 
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CHARLES S. KELLER, 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5172) for the relief of 
Charles S. Keller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTH WASHINGTON RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. KLOTZ (b uest) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5173) to 
incorporate the North Washington Railroad Company; which was 
read a first and second time, tothe Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN A. BOYDEN. 

Mr. KLOTZ also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5174) for the relief of 
Stephen A. Boyden, late captain First Regiment United States Col- 
cred Troops; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY R. YEAGER. 

Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5175) 1 pen- 
sion to Mary R. Yeager; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN LOWE. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5176) for the relief of 
John Lowe, passed assistant engineer in the Navy; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

PHBE A. E. DEAR. 

Mr. HARMER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5177 
for the relief of Phebe A. E. Dear; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF ARMY PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5178) reguiating the 
compensation of paymasters’ clerks in the United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5179) to equalize and regu- 
late salaries of customs officers in the United States, and to reduce 
the expenses of collecting the revenues; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

R. D. WHITE. 

Mr. O'CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5180) for the relief of 
R. D. White, of Charleston, South Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. $ 

SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask to present a resolution directing the Speaker 
of the House to appoint a special committee to investigate the pres- 
ent method of settling claims under the act of July 4, 1864; which I 
ask may be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ae PEAKER. That resolution cannot be received under this 


PEORIA AND OTHER INDIANS. 


Mr. TAYLOR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5181) for the 
relief of the Peoria and other Indians; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN B, HARTMAN. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5182) to restore the 
name of John B, Hartman to the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL SHORT. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5183) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Short ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JORIAL ONKST. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5184) granting a 
pension to Jorial Onkst, late a private of Company F, Eighth Ten- 
nessee Cavalry; which was ed a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

’ MRS. ELIZA H. GILBERT. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5185) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Eliza H. Gilbert ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES A. DOUGHTY. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5186) granting a 
pension to James A. Doughty; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM R. MILLER. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5187) to restore the 

name of William R. Miller to the pension- roll; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
R. M. MORRISETT. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5188) granting a 
pension to R. M. Morrisett ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

HENRY DAVIS. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5189) granting a 
pension to nan Davis; which was read a first and second time, 
1 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. - 

JOHN E. GREENE. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5190) to restore tħe 
name of John E. Greene to the pension-roll ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS R. TRENT. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5191) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas R. Trent; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

DAVID C. JACKSON. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5192) granting a pension to 
David C. Jackson, late of Company A, Second Tennessee Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT E. NEWMAN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5193) for the relief of 
Robert E. Newman, late a second lieutenant in the Ninth Regiment 
Tennessee Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES D. GILMORE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5194) for the relief of 
Charles D. Gilmore; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
244) providing for the appointment of a committee to examine and 
report upon claims against the Government; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to 
be printed. 

J. M. WAIDE. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5195) for the relief 
of J. M. Waide, of Denton County, Texas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MORSE K. TAYLOR. 

Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5196) forthe relief of Morse 
K. Taylor, captain and assistant su n United States Army ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEXAS. g 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5197) to amend an 
act entitled an “Act to exeate the northern judicial district of the State 
of Texas, and to change the eastern and western distriet of said Sta 
and to fix the time and places of holding courts in said distriets;“ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DE FOREST W. CARPENTER. 


Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5198) for the relief of De 
Forest W. Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. BETTIE TAYLOR DANDRIDGE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5199) for the relief of 
Mrs, Bettie Taylor Dandridge and Miss Sarah Knox Wood, daughter 
and granddaughter of Zachary Taylor, late President of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF JUDGMENTS IN THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. TUCKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5200) to regulate the 
lien of judgments in the United States courts and of suits pending 
therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET MEYERS. 


Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5201) granting a pension 
to Margaret Meyers, of Wheeling, Ohio County, West Virginia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR QUARTERMASTER AND COMMISSARY STORES. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a resolution providing for the appoint- 
ment of a special committee to ascertain and report upon the propri- 
ety of referring quartermaster and commissary claims against the 
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Government to some other tribunal, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is not in order under this call. 

Mr. WILSON. It is similar to the one just offered by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. ` 

The SPEAKER. That was a joint resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. Let this be a joint resolution. I intended to offer 
it as such and ask its reference to the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Rules, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The above resolution was subsequently withdrawn. 

MODIFICATION OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. HUMPHREY ted a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, for a modification of the pension laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

HARBOR AT GREEN BAY, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. BOUCK presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, for the improvement of the harbor at Green Bay, Wis- 
-consin; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ORPHAN CHILDREN OF WILLIAM S. HEMINGWAY. 


Mr. AINSLIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5202) for the relief of the 
three orphan children of William S. Hemingway, who was killed by 
Bannock Indians in Idaho Territory; which was read a first and sec- 
ond: time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REAPPORTIONMENT OF MEMBERS OF TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURES, 

Mr. AINSLIE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5203) providing for the 
5 of the members of the Legislatures in the Territories 
of Montana, Idaho, and Wyoming; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 


printed 
BUILDINGS, ETĊ., AT FORT WALLA WALLA. 


Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5204) for the construc- 
tion, improvement, extension, and repair of the buildings, roads, and 
grounds at Fort Walla Walla, in Washington Territory; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5205) to reorganize 
the judicial system of the Territory of Washington; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. BRENTS. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is that a bill to reorganize the judicial system 
of a Territory? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Iam on the Committee on the Territories, but 
I re suggest the bill more properly belongs to the Judiciary Com- 
mi 


The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House to determine. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I do not know who introduced the bill, but it 
ought pe to go to the Committee on the J 2 

e SP AKER. The gentleman from Washington Territory intro- 
duced the bill. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move to amend the motion of reference so 
that the bill shall go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question being put, the amendment was agreed to, and the biN 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

CONVICTS IN WYOMING. 

Mr. DOWNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5206) relating to con- 
victs in the territorial prison of Wyoming Territory ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ties, and ordered to be printed. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5207) making an 
appropriation to enable the Secretary of the Interior to protect, pre- 
serve, and improve the Yellowstone National Park, in compliance 
with section 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
-on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5208) for the erec- 
tion of public buildings in Wyoming Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

LAW LIBRARY IN WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5209) making an 
appropriation for the pourchass of a law library for the use of the 
courts and the United States officers in the Territory of Wyoming; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE IN WYOMING. 


Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5210) to establish 
-an assay office in the Territory of Wyoming; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY IN WYOMING. 
Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5211) 
compensation of the United States attorney for the Territory of 


the 

0 
ming; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Gan 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL IN WYOMING. 


Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5212) fixing the com- 
pensation of the United States marshal for the Territory of Wyo- 
ming; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. . è 


MILITARY ROAD TO YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5213) for the con- 
struction of u military wagon-road from Green River, Wyoming Ter- 
ritory, to the Yellowstone National Park and to Fort Ellis, Montana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ROAD TO FORT WASHAKIE, 


Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5214) for the con- 
struction of a military wagon-road from Rawlins to Fort Washakie, 
in Wyoming Territory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ROAD TO FORT CUSTER. 


Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5215) for the con- 
struction of a military wagon-road from Rock Creek, Wyoming Ter- 
ritory, via Fort Fetterman and Fort McKinney, to Fort Custer, in 
Montana Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


F. E. WARREN, 
Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5216) for the relief 


of F, E. Warren; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions for reference and printing has 
now been concluded. The Chair will recognize gentlemen who were 
not in their seats when their States were called for the introduction 
of bills for reference. 

JOHN NAIL. 

Mr. FORSYTHE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5217) granting a pen- 
sion to John Nail, late a private Company F, Second Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WABASH AND ERIE CANAL, 

Mr, FORT submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and, under the rule, referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to furnish 
to the House of Representatives, so far as he may be able to do so from informa- 
tion in the office of Engineers of the Army, the approximate distance n to 
be traveled, and the estimated cost of a canal of adequate capacity for the com- 
merce between the East and West, to connect the navigable waters of the Illinois 
River and the Illinois and Michi, Canal, by way of the Kankakee River when 
improved and made boatable by slack water, with the Wabash and Erie Canal at 
or near Logansport, Indiana, leading to Toledo; and what would be the estimated 
cost of the improvement of said Kankakee River, and what would be the estimated 
cost of the enlargement of said Wabash and Erie Canal from Logansport to Toledo 
to the present capacity of the Erie Canal of New York, and what would be the dis- 
tance by said water route from Chicago to Toledo. 


BURLINGTON, IOWA. 
Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5218) relinquishing the 
title which still remains in the United States to all lots or portions of 
and which lie within the limits of the present city of Burlington, 
State of Iowa, to the said city of Burlington; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
ELIJAH W. PENNY. 

Mr. COWGILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5219) to increase the 
pension of Elijah W.Penny; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAAC H. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. COWGILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5220) granting a 
pension to Isaac H. Montgomery, of Tipton, Tipton County, Indiana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 

MATHIAS BLAKE. 

Mr, COWGILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5221) granting a 
pension to Mathias Blake, of Tipton, Tipton County, Indiana; w. 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JETHRO M. BOYD. 

Mr. COWGILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5222) for the relief 

of Jethro M. Boyd, of Indiana; which was read a first and second 
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st agian to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


DEAD-LETTER OFFICE IN SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. BERRY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of California, asking for the establishment of a dead-letter office 
in San Francisco; which was referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

MARY L. WHITEFORD. 


Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5223) granting a pe - 
sion to Mary L. Whiteford, of Washington, District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE O'SULLIVAN. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5224) grant- 
ing a pension to — — O Sullivan, a soldier of the Mexican war; 
which was read a and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI SIPE. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5225) 
granting an increase of pension to Levi Sipe; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMIE DOWNEY. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5226) 
granting a pension to Amie Downey; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time,referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. MARY c. RINGGOLD. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5227) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Ringgold; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

ELIZABETH WINTERS. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5228) 
granting arrears of pension to Elizabeth Winters; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE DEMPSEY. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5229 
granting a pension to Catharine Dempsey; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ALFRED HICKS. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5230) granting a pen- 
sion to Alfred Hicks; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASE OF POLICE FORCE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5231) to increase the po- 
lice force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


RALPH P. MILLER. 


Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5232) for the relief of Ralph 
P. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CALCASIEU RIVER, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KING also presented a concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of Louisiana, asking for an appropriation for dredging and 
removing obstructions to navigation from the mouth of 8 
River, in Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

THOMAS T. WILSON. 

Mr. HOSTETLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5233) for the relief 
of Thomas T. Wilson, late private Company G, Eleventh Indiana 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ROSE M. WOOD, 

Mx. HOSTETLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4234) grantin 
a pension to Mrs. Rose M. Wood; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 

be printed. 
LIZZIE D. CLARKE. 

Mr. ELLIS 8 introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5235) for the 
relief of Lizzie D. Clarke, administratrix of the estate of Thomas L. 
Clarke, deceased; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ELLIS. I have examined this bill, and think it ought to be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I move that reference. 

Mr. CONGER. Is this the same bill which was presented awhile 


ago? . 

Mr. ELLIS. It is. 

Mr, CONGER. I have no particular choice about the reference of 
the bill. I thought that, being a war claim, it ought to go to the 
Committee on War Claims. But if the geutleman thinks there are 
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legal questions involved, I have no objection to the reference to the 
Co ttee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ELLIS. The bill does involve law questions, and it belongs 
to the Judiciary Committee, 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MINNIE HAMMAN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5236) for the re- 
lief of Minnie Hamman, daughter of Michael Hamman, late private 
in Company I, Ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; which was a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5237) granting a pension to Min- 
nie Hamman, daughter of Michael Hamman, 2 5 vate Company I 
Ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; which was a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALBERTINE COCKRUM. { 

Mr. GUNTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5238) for the relief of 
Albertine Cockrum; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX. 

Mr. GUNTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5239) to provide for 
repaying internal-revenue tax illegally collected ; which was read a 
first and second time. : 

Mr. GUNTER. I move the reference of this bill to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. It should go to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
who already have such a bill under consideration. 

Mr, GUNTER. I have no objection. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. GUNTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5240) for 
the relief of certain Pottawatomie Indians; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MORROW. 


Mr. LADD, by unanimons consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That there be base out of the contingent fund of the House of 188 
sentatives of the United States to the Sergeunt-at-Arms thereof the sum of j 
or so much as way be necessary thereof, to pay the funeral and other e: Bes con- 
tracted by tbe sickness and death of James Morrow, late foreman of tho folding- 
room of this House; and there shall also be paid, out of the contingent fund of 
House, six months’ pay from March 15, 1830, to Jane Morrow, w of deceased. 
sed sums appropriated by this resolution shall be subject to the Committee on 

ccounts. 


CHARLES H. MASLY. 


Mr. SLEMONS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 5241) for the relief of Charles H. Masly, late a second lieutenant 
in Company K, Forty-seventh Kentucky Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS’ GRAVES, MONTICELLO, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. SLEMONS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5242) making an 
is jt area for inclosing the graves of Federal soldiers at the town 
of Monticello, Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, 
arr to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WORKINGMEN OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. MURCH, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 245) providing for the speedy payment of the workingmen 
of the District of Columbia ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read Rule XXVIII. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
one day’s notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspended except by 
a vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speaker entertain a mo- 
tion to suspend the rules except on the first and third Mondays of each month after 

call of States and Territories shall have been 5 preference being given 
on the first Monday to individuals and on the third Monday to committees, and 
W last six days of a session. 

2. All motions to suspend the rules shall, before being submitted to the House, 
be seconded by a majority by tellers, if demanded. 

3. When a motion to suspénd the rales has been seconded, it shall be in order, 
before the final vote is taken thereon, to.debate the proposition to be voted upon 
for thirty minutes, one-half of such time to be given to debate in favor of, and one- 
half to debate in opposition to, such proposition, and the same right of debate 
shall be allowed whenever the previous question has been ordered on any propo- 
sition on which there has been no debate. 


SINKING FUND PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER. The unfinished motion to suspend the rules, com- 
ing over from a former Monday, is the motion made by the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. McLane, ] chairman of the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, under instruction from that committee, and the Chair is ad- 
vised that gentleman is sick in bed and unable to attend, and that he 
requests his motion may be allowed to go over to the third Monday of 
the next month. 
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Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I move that be allowed. 

Mr. CONGER. What is that bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is in relation to the investment of the sinking 
fund in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, concerning Pacific 


Railroad bonds. 
INDIVIDUAL SUSPENSIONS. 

Mr. WEAVER. These rules were adopted after the first Monday 
of this month, and hence individuals cannot be heard on motions to 
suspend the rules until the first Monday of next month. 

The SPEAKER. The first Monday of next month individuals have 
preference over committees, and committees to-day being exhausted, 
individuals will then be recognized. 

MACON A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5243) to constitute Macon, in the State of Georgia, a port of delivery; 
which was read a first and second time, refe: to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. s 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have reports to submit from the Committee on 
Commerce of resolutions calling for information, which were referred 
to our committee, and which, under the rule, have to be reported 
back within a week. 

The SPEAKER. They can come in at any time; and the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman to-morrow for that purpose. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A me from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a bill (H. R. No. 2787) making 8 for for- 
tifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes, with 
amendments in which concurrence was requested. 

i WILLIAM H. MINER. 

Mr. URNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5244) for the relief of William H. Miner; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ERASTUS CRIPPEN. ) 

Mr. URNER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5245) ting a pension to Erastus Coppen late private of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET KLINEDINST. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 5246) granting a pension to Margaret Klinedinst, late a private 
of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY CRAMER. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 5247) granting a pension to Mary Cramer, widow of George 
ramer, late a private ee A, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was a first and second time, refe: to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. DUNN. I am instructed by the Committee on the Public Lands 
to move to suspend the rules for the purpose of discharging the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 1846) relating to the public lands 
of the United States and bring it before the House for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That when any lands of the United States shall have been 


entered, and the Government price paid therefor in full, no suit or preening: 
civil or criminal, by or in the name of the United States, shall thereafter be h: 


or further maintained for any trespasses upon, or for or on account of any mate- 
rial taken from, said lands, or on account of any alleged — — in relation 
thereto, prior to the approval of this act: Provided, The defendants in such suits 


or proceedings n before such full payment shall exhibit to the proper court or 
oftcer the evidence of such entry and payment, and shall pay all costs accrued up 
to the time of such payment. 

Src. 2. That persons who have heretofore under any of the homestead laws en- 
tered lands properly subject to such entry, or persons to whom the rights of those 
having so entered for homesteads, may have been attempted to be transferred by 
bona fide instrument in writing, may entitle themselves to said lands by paying 

‘or $1.25 per acre, and ihe amount heretofore paid the Government upon sai: 
lands shall be taken as part payment of said price: Provided, This shall in no wise 
interfere with the ses or claims of others who may have subsequently entered 
such lands under the homestead laws. 

Sec. 3. That the price of lands now subject to entry which were raised to $2.50 
per acre more than twenty years prior to the passage of this act by reason of the 
grant of alternate sections for railroad 98 is hereby reduced to $1.25. 

SEC. 4. This act shall not apply to any of the mineral lands of the United States; 
and no person who shall be prosecuted for or proceeded against on account of any 
trespasses eommitted or material taken from any of the public lands after the 
passage of this act shall be entitled to the benefit thereof. 


The SPEAKER. By the second clause of Rule XXVIII all motions 
to d the rules, before being submitted to the House, must be 


seconded by a majority by tellers, ir demanded. 

Mr. CONGER. Has notice been given in this case as required by 
the rules? 

The SPEAKER. There has been notice in this case given to the 


Mr. CONGER. Has there been any in the House!? 

The SPEAKER. This is a motion to suspend the rules requiring 
one day’s notice. 

Mr. CONGER. The rule provides that no standing rule or order of 
the House shal] be rescinded or changed without one day’s notice of 
the motion therefor. 

The SPEAKER. And the rule then goes on to say no rule shall be 
suspended except by a vote of two-thirds of the members present. 
This is a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is not a motion to rescind or change, but a 
motion to s the rules. 

The SPE. If this motion to suspend the rules be carried by 
a two-thirds vote it will suspend the rule to which the gentleman 
from Michi refers. 

Mr. CONGER. Does it change the rule that bills making appro- 
8 of land or money shall have their first consideration in the 

ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. A two-thirds vote suspends all the rules. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the requirement of notice was posi- 
tive not to take members unaware. 

TheSPEAKER. If this be carried by a two-thirds vote, it will 
suspend all the rules for the purpose indicated. Such has been the 
no on ruling of the occupants of the chair, as well as of the House 
i 

Mr. CONGER. Then J can see no reason for having the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The one to which the gentleman refers concerns 
permanent changes of the rules. Does the gentleman demand asec- 
ond on the motion to suspend the rules! i 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; I do. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. DUNN and Mr. ConGER. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 114, noes 38. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the motion to sus- 
pona the rules for the purpose of discharging the Committee of the 

hole House on the state of the Union from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 1846) relating to the public lands of the 
United States and bringing it before the House for consideration. 
The rule provides, on a proposition to suspend the rules, fifteen min- 
utes of debate shall be allowed to the friends and fifteen minutes to 
the opponents; but the Chair thinks, as this is a motion to bring the 
bill before the Honse for consideration, opportunity for debate could 
be had if the rules be suspended. 

Mr. CONGER. Is debate allowable before the question is taken on 
the motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the wording of the rule would 
allow fifteen minutes before or fifteen minutes after. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to have a few words before the mo- 
tion is made. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that is a fair construction, be- 
cause it would weigh upon the subject 8 of the suspen- 
sion by two-thirds. The gentleman from Michigan claims the right 
fora part or the whole of the fifteen minutes to speak against the 
proposition. The rule says that there shall be a vote to debate the 
proposition. Still, the proposition, the Chair thinks, is to suspend the 
rules and consider this case, and preference is first to be given, how- 
ever, under the rule, to those in favor of the proposition. The Chair 
will then recognize the gentleman from Michigan in oppose to the 
proportion: he gentleman from Arkansas yields to the gentleman 

m Alabama. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced by myself 
at the extra session of the present Con It was referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. That committee considered it ma- 
turely and thoroughly for two days. At the end of that time the 
committee repo: in favor of it unanimously. The purpose of the 
bill is to provide a mode for the settlement of the nymerous suits for 
trespass on the public lands which have been begun in many quar- 
ters of the Union and especially in the district which I have the honor 
to represent. Up to the time when the present administration came 
into power there were few if any suits of that character. 

The laws on the statute-books were a dead letter and trespasses 
upon the public lands had become common. The Government had 
permitted and by the policy it pursued had encouraged the people to 
treat the public domain as common property. When the present 
administration came into power it adopted as a rule the prosecution 
in every possible shape of all persons concerned in any manner either 
in trespassing upon the public lands or in dealing in timber taken 
from the public lands, whether the person dealing in the timber was 
an innocent purchaser or not. Many of these suits have been brought 
against persons who are innocent purchasers, dealers in logs or tim- 
ber who have bought and paid their money, full value, in good faith. 
Some of the logs or timber they have bought is private property; 
some perhaps was cut on public land. The dealer in many cases has 
no means of knowing, in many cases he does not know, that the tim- 
ber came from public land. He buys it in good faith, ho pays for it 
its full market value in good faith, he adds to its value by sawing it 
up; but all this constitutes no defense at law. He is responsible for 
the full market value of the lumber he has made because the logs 
were cut on Government land, however innocent he may be. 

I have no intention here to arraign the present administration or 
the motives of the officers of that administration. It is not neces- 
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sary. Itis the duty of that Department to prosecute.under the law 
persons depredating upon the public lands, as all admit. But, sir, 
the laws have heretofore not been enforced against trespassers. The 
people have not only been permitted but have been encouraged to 
trespass upon the public domain. Every homestead law has given 
a preference to the operes To commence suddenly a system of 
prosecutions, to enforce them rigorously, pae the extreme penalty 
of the law, is cruel and harsh. This bill is simply an attempt on the 
of those having it in charge to provide a fair and equitable mode 
or the settlement of these suits, a mode that will prevent further 
resort to the system of spies and informers the Government has felt 
itself forced to resort to. Spies and informers, blackmailing one and 
reporting on another, now infest all parts of our timber-growing 
regions. The bill provides that where persons shall pay the Govern- 
ment prices for the lands and pay all costs of prosecution, every cent 
of costs the United States has been put to, then the suits against them 
shall be dismissed. é 
It provides further by amendment that it shall not apply to any 
trespass committed after the 1st day of March, 1879. This amend- 
ment was a to by the committee after hearing what was the 
opinion of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. I myself 
consulted with that officer, and he approves of this bill as it now is, 
with the amendment proposed by the committee, as being substan- 
tially a fair and equitable basis upon which to settle all these suits. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 1 would like to ask the gentleman whether the 
Secretary of the Interior has made any recommendation in that re- 


spect ? 
iir. HERBERT. He has not. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman from Alabama allow me one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HERBERT. Certainly. s 

Mr. PAGE. I have just seen the bill. I sup the object of this 
is to relieve parties who have tresp: under the land laws for 
depredations of timber on the public iands. Owing to the confusion 
in this part of the Hall I have aot had the pleasure of hearing the 
Hh 2 of the gentleman’s remarks. 

r. HERBERT. Iwill state to the gentleman who represents Cal- 
ifornia in part, that there is an amendment to the bill which makes 
it not applicable to the States of Oregon, California, or Nevada. 
That exception was made on the suggestion of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, because there is already system provided by 
statute applicable to those States. 

Mr. PAGE. Yes; there is a special law. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, and this bill does not in any way interfere 
with the law as it now exists in those States. And I will say to the 
gentleman from California further, that this is a better bill than that 
which was passed by the Forty-fifth Congress for those States west 


of the Rocky Mountains, in this, it carefully provides that its pro-. 


visions shall not be applicable to any person committing trespass on 
the public lands after the Ist day of March, 1879. In other words, 
from that time on, the people everywhere had fair warning that the 

licy of this Government as to its public lands (which had hereto- 
2 been liable to trespass and depredations of this kind) was to be 
changed. Prosecutions had been begun. This gives fair notice to 
all trespassers that the Government would no longer submit to it. 
The amendment in this bill provides that no person trespassing after 
the ist day of March, 1879, can claim the benefits of the biil. 

In other words, Mr. Speaker, the bill is simply a mode of settling 
all these suits which were begun against people who were led by the 
conduct of this Government itself, or by the negligence of this Gov- 
ernment itself, for generations back, and by the policy of the laws 
of this Government, into trespassing upon public lands. 

Mr. FORT. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. HERBERT. With pleasure. 

Mr. FORT. I wish to ask the gentleman about how many suits 
have been begun and what is the value of the timber that has been 
taken so far as the committee may be advised ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Ihave no means of knowing how many suits have 
been begun. A great many were begun, I know, in my district. Suits 
were begun inst the tres rs, poor men, laboring men, who by 
the sweat of their brows had taken the timber from the public lands 
andin mny cases these were nolle-prossed ; others are pending; others 
have been brought against persons who have purchased the timber. 
And gentlemen know that if property be taken from the land of the 
United States, timber belonging to the Government, and put into 
merchantable shape, into the shape of a mast or of a spar, a tree which 
at the stump would not be worth more than fifty cents or a dollar 
may become, if free from all defects, worth $75 or $100 by the time it 
has got to market. And yet the Government has the right in strict- 
ness of law to recover of him who has purchased this mast or spar 
the full amount of $75. The simple question for us, the law-making 
department of the Government, is whether underall the circumstances 
it is not wiser, whether it is not fairer, whether it is not more just to 
the people to say, by adopting this bill, we will forgive no future 

rs on the public domain, but we will provide a mode by 
which the Government will be paid for its lands on which tre: 
have been committed, by which it will be paid its costs, and by com- 
phar ine which defendants may rid themselves of embarrassing 
wsul 
The SPEAKER. The ten minutes yielded to the gentleman from 


Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] have expired. The Chair is advised that 


the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] will claim the remainin 
five minutes to which he is entitled after the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CONGER] has i aya 

Mr. CONGER. I think the rule requires those in favor of the prop- 
osition to exhaust their fifteen minutes first, before the fifteen min- 
utes are allowed in opposition to the proposition. 

TheSPEAKER. The rule is not peremptory on that point. It says: 


One-half of such time to be given to debate in favor of and one-half to debate in 
opposition to such proposition. 

Mr. PAGE. Who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CONGER] to oppose the proposition. 

5 Mr. 2 8 ag Let the fifteen minutes in its favor first be ex- 
austed. 

Mr. PAGE. I should like to be allowed five minutes. 

Mr. DUNN. All the time allowed to me ‘sen I bave a 
to yield five minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. WASH- 
BURN, ] after the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] has spoken. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I wish to ask the gentleman inch of this bill 
where is the restriction that makes March, 1879, the limit? 

Mr. DUNN. That is in the amendments to be reported by the com- 
mittee. I will report those amendments as soon as the rules are sus- 
pended and the bill is brought before the House for consideration. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I would suggest that before we vote on the prop- 
osition to suspend the rules those amendments should be read for the 
information of the House. . 

The SPEAKER. They may be read for information. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the time occupied in the reading be taken from 
the time allowed for debate ? ; 

Mr. ROBINSON. I thought the friends of the bill had five minutes 
which they did not know what to do with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is mistaken. 
The time which remains for debate in favor of the proposition has 
been yielded to the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. WasHBURN.] 
The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CONGER] makes the point of order 
that the gentleman from Minnesota must proceed now, and that the 
whole fifteen minutes of debate in favor of the proposition must be 
occupied together. The Chair thinks that is at least a hard construc- 
tion to put on the rule. 

Mr. ROBINSON, I wish to suggest that on a measure of this great 
importance we ought not to be delayed by a mere technicality so that 
we should not hear read amendments which ought to be read for the 
information of the House before we vote on the proposition to sus- 
pend the rules. I hope that will be allowed by unaninrous consent. 

Mr. DUNN. There is no objection to having the amendments read 
now. It is merely a question of the consumption of time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not charge the time occupied: in 
the reading to the time allowed for debate. 

Mr. DUNN. The amendments are unanimously reported from the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. WILLITS. 1 wish toask the gentleman from Arkansas a ques- 
tion. Does the Secretary of the Interior recommend this bill ? 

Mr. DUNN. I know of no communication that has been had with 
the Secretary of the Interior on the subject of this bill. The gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] has had an interview with the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, who concurs in and indeed 
suggested most of these amendments. 

t. WILLITS. Is the gentleman from Arkansas at all advised 
what the views of the Secretary of the Interior are? 

Mr. DUNN. Personally I am not. 

Mr. WILLITS. Iam informed that the Secretary of the Interior 
is opposed to this bill. 

PAGE. I wish to say that the commission appointed by the 
President under the law of last Congress has recommended substan- 
tially no poreon of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The proposed amendments will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend bill (H. R. No. 1846) by striking out the words “the approval of this 
— ee they occur in line 9 of section 1, and insert in lieu thereof the words 


„March 1, 1879. 
2. By striking out in lines 10 and 11, section 1, where they occur, the words be- 
gun before such payment.” 
3. By inserting the word entry in line 13 of section 1, in lieu of the word 
payment.“ 


4. inserting in lien of the words “$1.25 per acre," in lines 6 and 7 of section 
2, the words the Government price.“ 

5. Amend section 4 by adding at the end thereof the following: “Provided, This 
act shall not apply to lands in California, Oregon, Nevada, or Arizona,” 

Mr. POUND. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. POUND. I desire to inquire whether it would be competent 
to move an amendment to either of these amendments which have 
been reported by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. It will be, if they are not cut off by calling the 


previous Ug 
Mr. D It is my purpose, as soon as the House shall vote to 
consider this bill now, to report these amendments which have been 


Mr. POUND. - My question is whether other amendments will be 
allowed. > 
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Mr. DUNN. Iam not authorized to allow other amendments. 
soon as I have reported from the Committee on the Public Lands the 


As 


ts which have been read, I will yield to the 

from Alabama, [Mr. HERBERT, ] who will take charge of the bill. 
Mr. POUND. If the gentleman will permit, I state that the 
reason of my inquiry is that I have been informed that the friends 
of this bill would permit an amendment which would make it 1 1 
cable only to cases which have occurred prior to Jan 1,1878. Isee 
that the committee have reported an amendment making it applica- 
ble only to cases that occurred prior to 1879. \ 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is entitled to the 


floor for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. This very important bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole and placed on the Public Calendar so that it 
could be considered in general debate and be amended and discussed 
under the five-minute rule. In that position this very dangerous and 
sweeping bill could be considered, could be amended, could be shown 
up to be exactly what it is in all its naked and in all its concealed 
deformities. No man in fifteen minutes can go through the recital 
of the facts necessary to an understanding of this bill. I shall not 
attempt to do so. 

I propose to say just so much as occurs to me now and as I have 
time to say, to satisfy gentlemen of the House, if Iam able, that 
under all the rules of the House and for all reasons of right and jus- 
tice and governmental propriety this bill should be left in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to receive there a careful and prudent considera- 
tion. 

The occasion for the passage of such a bill as this arises from the 
fact that in the United States a very large number of trespassers, 
both individually and, as is alleged, collectively, by their own indi- 
vidual wrong-doing, and collectively by conspiracies and attempts to 
mislead and attempts to defraud the Government of the United States, 
have entered upon the timber lands of the Government, mostly in the 
Southern States, somewhat in the North, where the Government has 
remaining timber lands, and have taken and appropriated to them- 
selves, and sold to others wherever they could find a market, the 

2 of the United States without right and without authority of 
re and in so doing have covered their tracks wherever they could 
in making these acquisitions of the United States property, and have 
involved all over the country innocent purchasers of the property 
which is the subject-matter of this bill. 

In other words, if we were talking abont the relations of the 
parties to be protected by this bill toward private citizens, we should 
call them the stealers of property, the thieves of property, the con- 
spirators to defraud individuals of property. These parties have been 
prosecuted under the law, a large number of them, both for the tres- 
pass, as it is called, on the public lands, or the stealing of this prop- 
erty of the United States, and by suits brought against scores of indi- 
viduals for conspiring together in numbers more or less to defraud 
the United States of its property and of its rights. 

It only needs to have the bill read to see the character of the trans- 
actions which are to be covered, not with the scriptural mantle of 
charity, but to be covered by the mantle of legislation. What is this 
bill? It is a bill to permit the original trespassers upon the public 
lands and the original conspirators to hide their tracks in thus “ tak- 
ing” the public property, to use the milder phrase which it always 
becomes my nature and disposition to use on these occasions to shield 
them from further prosecution, to shield them from punishment for 
their wrongful acts; in the language of this bill, to give back to them 
the material which they had thus taken by trespass or by theft, to 
give it back to them with all the rights of pro , and thus allow 
them to follow, not only those who have pure from their col- 
1 es in this wrong, the co-conspirators in this wrong, but even to 
follow those who have made Bese of this propery when taken 
and sold by marshals of the United States; to follow the property 
out on to the Gulf, to all the Gulf ports, and on all the railroads to 
every interior station ; to follow it to the very house of the purchaser 
who bought this property and incorporated it into his home, 

Mr. ERT. Will the gentleman allow me to explain why that 
term “conspirator” was put in the bill? I put it in myself. 

Mr. CONGER. Not now. If the House will do its duty and keep 
this bill in Committee of the Whole there will be time enough there 
for all the explanation that can possibly be given for the passage of 
such a wondrous, such a remarkable, such an iniquitous bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will not take more than one minute to explain, 
if you will let me do it. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman desires to have a vote upon the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules and discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the consideration of this bill, without any explanation at all. 
He desires to take the bill away from the Committee of the Whole 
and bring it into the House where the majority can control it and 
keep out amendments under the previous question. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to release hundreds of men under 
prosecution or liable to prosecution, It releases hundreds of thousands 
of dollars’ worth of property now in the hands of the officers of the 
United States. This Government has expended large sums of money 
in trying to protect the interests of the United States and the people 
against trespassers, against thieves on the public lands, against con- 
spirators who have carefully concealed their trespasses from the eye 
of the public and from the eye of the Government. This bill requires 


ntleman 


the payment of individual costs in suits already commenced. wid 
sums of money, amounting to hundreds of thousands of dollars, whic 
the Government has expended in following up and exposing these 
nefarious transactions, (to say nothing of cost of so many suits,): 
are to go for naught. ose who have done a great wrong are by 
one act of law to have gathered into their embrace all the property 
taken, with all the value placed upon it by its manufacture. The 
Government is to pay for this. We are to condone the guilt of the 
wrong-doers and restore to them all that they have purloined, stolen, 
taken, trespassed upon. 

To any one who will read the bill, all these considerations must 
suggest themselves. I have tried only to call attention to the meas- 
ure, and ask whether it is proper that the Committee of the Whole: 
should be discharged from the consideration of the bill that it may 
be placed where its full discussion can be prevented ; where the pre- 
vious question can be called, with no opportunity allowed for amend- 
ments which my friends here desire to offer. Shall we place the bill 
in a situation to be passed, if pommel, without discussion and with- 
out knowledge on the part of members of the House as to its real 
object and merits ? 

have fulfifed a duty unpleasant to myself in an 
taking of this bill from the Committee of the Whole. it can be 
discussed there, let it ay there. If it can be shown in Committee 
of the Whole that the bill is just to the Government, just to the peo- 
ple, just to those who desire to pre-empt or already have homesteads 
on this land, there will be opportunity to show all this; there will be 
none under the manner of treatment now pro I call upon 
those who desire to protect the interests of the Government and of 
the great masses of the people as against trespassers, not to take this 
bill from the Committee of the Whole, where it can be thoroughly 


nizing the 


If I am wrong in my views, if I have been misinformed, if it be 
true, as I understand it to be, that the Secretary of the Interior, who 
has zealously prosecuted all these trespassers, is opposed to the bill, 
and would say so except that he does not desire to obtrude himself 
into our legislative proseed nga that will appear. If there be any 

reason for passing the bill, that will appear. Until these things 

o appear, I warn gentlemen against placing themselves on record as 

encouraging the stealing of the property of the United States from 

any quarter, and condoning the theft by paying a premiam to the 
trespassers at the expense of the people. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Wasu- 


BURN. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy only a very few 
moments in disenssion of the bill under consideration. The gentle- 
man from 1 aes [Mr. CoNGER] has, it seems to me, endeavored 
to mislead the House with regard to the force and effect of this bill, 
and I desire to correct the impression which he may have created. 

Mr. CONGER. I believe I have one minute remaining. I will 
yield that, after the gentleman from Minnesota has finished, to the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. WASHBURN. This bill when introduced was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, who after very carefal and deliberate 
consideration agreed that it was just aad proper. They therefore 
recommended its ge. Before that, however, I went to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and submitted the bill to him, 
asking his judgment upon it. He said that with two or three amend- 
ments which he suggested the bill was right and proper, and that it 
was really the most equitable and practicable settlement that could 
be made of this litigation which has grown up in the last two years. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the facts are simply these: For the last twenty 
years or more it has been the practice of the Government almost 
uniformly to allow people to cut timber from the public lands. The 
officers not only permitted this but invited it, so that it has been 
regarded not as a crime or misdemeanor, but as a transaction entirely 
legitimate. It has been going on all over the country for many years. 
‘The present Secretary of the Interior has, however, taken steps (very 
properly I think) to stop this abuse. In the course of the investiga- 
tion which he very properly made he found that in very many cases 
trespassers had cut timber seven or eight years ago, had taken the 
logs to market, sold them and received the pay therefor. The suits 
now pending are almost invariably, so far as my section of the country 
is concerned, brought against innocent purchasers, The property 
was traced into their hands; they had converted it and are held 
responsible, while the parties who really committed the trespass, the 
men who cut the logs seven or eight years ago, are irresponsible and 
cannot be reached. Thus the effect of this litigation is that innocent 
parties, men who bought the logs and paid the full price for them 
six or seven years ago, are at this late hour called upon to pay again 
the entire amount. 

These men are in a position from which they should be relieved ; 
and the effect of this bill is simply to allow them to go back and enter 
the identical land from which these logs were cut. I do not see that 
by this measure any great injustice is to be done to the Government. 
I do not see that anybody is to be robbed. The bill merely allows 
these people who have been led into difficulty to go back and enter 
the land ae novo in the same manner as they could have done many 
years since and before the logs were cut. 


It seems to me that the bill is a proper one. The Commissioner of 


the General Land Office has properly described it as the most equit- 
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© question en on the motion to suspen © rules. 
The SPEAKER v4 


declared that in his opinion two-thirds 


voted in the affirmative. 
Mr. HERBERT called for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HERBERT and Mr. CONGER were 


inted. 


e House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 90, noes 60; less 


than two-thirds voting in the affirmative. 


Mr. LEWIS demanded the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were o 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


ered. 


114, nays 89, not voting 89; as follows: 


DS, 
Felton, 
Ferdon, 


Aldrich, William 
Anderson, 


Armfield, 
Atherton, 


So (two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof) the rules were 


not suspended. 


At the conclusion of the roll- call the following pairs were announced 


YEAS—114. 
Finley, ning, 
Ford, Martin, F. 
Forney, McKenzie, 
822 Meuillin, 
Geddes, Mills, 
Goode, Morrison, 
Gunter, Morton, 
Hall, Muldrow, 
Hammond, N. J. Muller, 
Harmer, Myers, 
Harris, Jobn T, New, 
Hatch, Nicholls, 
Henkle, O'Connor, 
Henry, O'Reilly, 
Herbert, Orth, 
Herndon, Page, 
Honse, Persons, 
Hull. Phelps, 
‘unten, Philips, 
Hutchins, Phister, 
Johnston, eagan, 
ones, Ric son, J. S. 
el, Rothwell. 
g, Russell, Daniel L. 
Kitchin, Samford, 
Knott, Sapp, 
wis, Sawyer, 
Lounsbery, Scales, 
we, Shelley, 
NAYS—89. 
Colerick, Humphrey, 
Conger, James, 
Cowgill, 2 oo, 
tt, „ 
Davis, George R. Kenna, 
Da Horace Marsh, 
‘arr, Mason, 
Field, McCoid, 
Forsythe, McGowan, 
ile Miles, 
Godsbalk, Monroe, 
Hammond, Jobn Neal, 
Harris, Benj. W. Newberry, 
Hawk, Norcross, 
Hawley, O'Neill, 
Hayes, Osmer, 
Hazel D, 
Henderson, Pacheco, 
ill, Poehler, 
Hiscock, Pound, 
Hostetler, ce, 
Houk, Richardson, D. P. 
Hubbell. beson, 
NOT VOTING—89. 
9225 ro 
wiley, » 
Deering, rye 
Dick, Lindsey, 
Dickey, toring, 
Dwigh M „Edward L. 
Einstein. Martin, Joseph J. 
Ewing, McCook, 
Fisher, McKinley, 
Fort, McLane, 
Frost, McMahon, 
Garfield, Miller, 
Gibson, Mitch 
Haskell. Money, 
Heilman, Morse, 
Hooker, Murch, 
Hurd, aren 
erce, 
J soe Prescott, 
Keifer, Price, 
Ketcham, Reed, 
Killinger, Richmond, 
Klotz, 


from the Clerk’s desk: 
Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, with Mr. BRIGHAM. 


Mr. Ryon, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MITCHELL. 
Mr. McCook with Mr. LE Fevre 


Mr. GARFIELD with Mr, TUCKER. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. Sapp. 
Mr. ATHERTON with Mr. McCorp. 


Mr. CABELL with Mr. FISHER. 


cable method that can be reached for the settlement 


Singleton, J. W. 
Sin, R. 


Sherwin, 


Ward, 
Williams, C. G. 
Willi 


ta, 
Wood, Walter A. 
Young, Thomas L. 


Ryan, Thomas 
Ryon, John W. 
Smith, A. Herr 
Smith, Hezekiah B, 
Smith, William E. 


had not 


was fifty cents 


Mr. PRICE with Mr. DEERING. 

Mr. CROWLEY with Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. CHALMERS with Mr. Van Vooruis. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. EINSTEIN. 

Mr. URNER with Mr. MCLANE. 

Mr. Frost with Mr. Yocum. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. EWING. 

Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, with Mr. ARMFIELD. 

Mr. Crapo with Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. REED with Mr. DICKEY. 

Mr. Brace with Mr. Lorine. 

Mr. RICHMOND with Mr. PRESCOTT. 

Mr. STEPHENS with Mr. BAKER. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. SITH, of New Jersey. 

Mr. HEILMAN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, with Mr. DWIGHT. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. BOYD. 

Mr. BACHMAN with Mr. BARLOW. 

Mr. JORGENSEN with Mr. BEALE. 

Mr. Lapp with Mr. LINDSEY. 

Mr. Yocum with Mr. O’Brien. 

Mr. CALKINS with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, with Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Hutcurss with Mr. DWIGHT. 

Mr. CALKINS. I was assured that Mr. HOOKER, if present, would 
vote in the affirmative, and therefore I voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, I was assured that General CHALMERS, with 
whom I am paired, if present, would vote in the affirmative, and 
therefore I voted in the affirmative. 


ABOLITION OF TOLLS, LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. CABELL. I have been instructed by the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals to move that committee be dischar, from the 
further consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 4507) to abolish all tolls at 
the Louisville and Portland Canal, and that the same be passed. 

The bill, which was read, provides that after the 1st day of July, 
1880, no tolls shall be charged or collected at the Louisville and Port- 
land Canal, but the Secretary of War shall be authorized to draw 
his warrant from time to time upon the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay the actual expenses of operating and keeping said canal in re- 
pair. í 

Mr. CABELL. That is accompanied by a report which can be read 
by the Clerk if desired by any gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope it will be read. 

The SPEAKER. The first question under the rule is the seconding 
the motion for the suspension of the rules, 

Tag SURE Is it in order to ask for the reading of the report at 
this time 

The SPEAKER. The report might be read as a part of the debate 

rovided for under the rule. There should be a second first, because 
it is hardly desirable debate should be allowed if there shall be no 
second of the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CABELL. I do not propose to debate it at all. Iam satisfied 
to rest the case on the report. 

Mr. WILLITS. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. CABELL and Mr. WILLITS. 

The House divided; and the tellers 5 143, noes 11. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Is debate demanded? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. CABELL, As I do not care to occupy the floor myself in de- 
bating this question, I have no objection that the report be read now. 

The SPEAKER, The report had better be as a part of the 
gentleman’s time. 

Mr. CABELL. For myself I have no objection to that. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The navigation of the Ohio River is obstructed at Louisville, Kentucky, during 
ten months of the year by a natural impediment known as the Rapids,” or 
„Falls.“ In the year 1825, for the purpose of . im ent, the 
Louisville and Portland Canal Company, under a charter the State of Ken- 
tucky, constructed a canal around the falls, at a cost of over $1,000,000. In this 
company the United States was an original stockholder to the amount of $233,500. 
pate gage J the national importance of the improvement and responding to the 
demands of public sentiment. the Federal Government gradually purchased with 
its accrued dividends the residue of the stock. In the year 1846 it had purchased 
the greater portion, and at the close of the year 1855 it owned the whole of the 

roperty, except five shares, valued at $500. Subsequently these five were 
agi, and on the 1th of June, 1874, the Government assumed, and has ever since 
retained, the sole management and control. 

The Lonisville and Portland Canal is the 5 link in the great chain of 
commerce between the cities of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and other 
33 east of the Alleghany, and the cities of Pittsburgh, Wheeling, Cincinnati, 

uisville, Saint Louis, and other important points west and northwest of the Ap- 

hian e. It is the lock and key to the whole system of river na’ n 
the headwaters of the Ohio to the Gulf of Mexico. er three thousan 


and barges pass through its locks in the descending and ascending navigati 


ion of 
the Ohio River. The number of tons carried by these boats during the past sya 
was 999,010. This immense tonnage will, it is believed, in the near future 
even more gigantic proportions. ' 
Up to the lith of Jane, 1874, the wellage paid by all vessels propelled by steam 
ton. From the year 1831, when the canal was first for 
business, to 1 the tolls received at this point amounted to $5,157,217. Since the 
Government assumed control the tolls have been reduced to one-fifth of the former 
amount. But, even with this reduction, over $300,000 bas been thus 


swelling the grand total which the producers and shippers of twelve or fourteen 
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States of our country have pai 
-one of our national . 5 ha to over $5,500,000. 
The bill under jon proposes V 


an trustees 
2 nity ap ; and that it has been i rer favored by numerous committees 
-of ouse in former Co- 1 o treaty of Paris, negotiated in 1783; the 
treaty with Spain, negotiated in 1795 ; the ordinance of 1797, and many subsequent 
acts of Congress, provide for the absolute freedom of the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries, dedicate them to the world as great national highways, to be kept 
forever free from any toll, tax, or duty of any kind whatever. 

As far back as the 4th of March, 1834, a bill was reported to this House from the 
Committes on Roads and Canals to buy the stock of this canal, and make the navi- 
1 the Ohio River “free to all.” The munificence of the Government,” says 

e committee has been often extended to the Atlantic States, in expenditures on 
the and elsewhere, and now every sentiment of justice and impulse of 
‘patriotism plead for the exercise of the same liberality toward those who inhabit 
the valley of the Mississippi.” 

On the 31stof December, 1845, the Committee on Commerce in this House 

ing the ville and Portland Canal “ free from toll.” 
Nth of February, 1851, the Committee on Roads and Canals in the Senate reported 
a bill to the same effect; and on the 2d day of August, 1852, the same committee in 
this House submitted a similar bill, with an elaborate report in its favor. 

To the same end the State of Kentucky, by an act of its Legislature of February 
21, 1842, authorized the canal 8 to sell the shares owned by individuals, or 
the State of Kentucky, for the city of Louisville, “for the popne of eventually 
making the said canal free of tolls.” So, also, on the 14th of December, 1867, Hon. 
James Gutbrie, then president of the canal company, in reply to a note of General 
Weitzel, declared that the object of the trust which the company held was to make 
the — sufficient for the requirements of the Ohio River, and, finally, to make it a 
frea canal.” 

‘These various treaties, reports, acts, and official declarations clearly indicate that 
for nearly half a century it been the desire and intent of the Government to se- 
cure the free navigation of the Ohio at this point. But whatever be the meaning 
of former treaties and resolutions, your committee are of opinion that the time has 
now arrived when, as a matter of right as well as of policy, every restriction or tax 
should be removed and this canal declared free to the whole world. 

Tue right of way,” once said a great statesman, is the right of the million.” 

The sovereign holds it in trust, and can exercise it only for their benefit, and 
has no right to make a revenue or permit a revenue to be made out of it. Sucha 
course must engender the worst oppression and the worst corruptions, and soon 
realize the view of the worst governments—taxation on all we consume—which 
will allow nothing to go to or from the markets without tribute to the state. 

Your committee find that in every other instance except that of the Louisville 
and Portland Canal this great pop right has been and respected. 
At the Eads jetties, at the harbor of New York, at the canal uniting the upper 
and lower rapids of the Mississippi River, and at various other points vast sums 
ef money, amounting to 8 of millions, have been expended. From none of 
these works, of which the Government is the sole owner, has any toll or tax ever 
been demanded, and yet 83 of them is of more imoprtance or more national 
in its character than this cana 

Your committee see no reason why the people of the Ohio and one i Val- 
leys should be deprived of the benefits of that policy which has been so fy pur- 
sued, to the e of commerce, at every other point in the Union, and there- 
fore report back the bill and respectfully recommend that it be adopted. 


Mr. CABELL. The report just read sets forth so fully the facts in 
connection with this matter that I do not care to discuss it any fur- 
ther. Unless gentlemen on the other side desire an opportunity to 
do so I hope the vote will be taken on it at once. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire a few minutes on this question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be allowed fifteen minutes 
in opposition to it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Have the fifteen minutes allowed in favor of the 
bill been entirely consumed in reading the report? 

Mr. CABELL. I had intended to yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota in favor of this bill if he desired. 

Mr. CONGER. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota out of my time if he desires it. I presume he wishes to 
speak in favor of the bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do. 

The SPEAKER. How many minutes does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CONGER. - I will yield to him five minutes. 

Mr. CABELL. Was it proper to take the time allowed on this side 
and consume it in reading the report? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman stated himself that he had no 
objection to have the report read in his time. 

r. CABELL. I stated that so far as I was individually concerned 
i did not desire to debate the proposition; but there are other gen- 
tlemen who do desire an opportunity of saying a word upon it, if 
debate is had in opposition to it, and I wish to yield to them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hold the reading of the report as 
in the nature of debate in favor of the proposition. 

Mr. CONGER. In order that what I may say may be entirely fair, 
I will now occupy a portion of the time that I am entitled to, an 
then, at the expiration of ten minutes, will yield the remaining five 
minutes of my time to gentlemen on the other side to answer what 
I may say. 

Mr. CABELL. That is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, for all the length of time that I have 
been a member of this House I trust I have been as active and earn- 
est as any member of the House in reference to the improvement of 
our water communications and making them practi free to the 
commerce of the United States. Such has been my desire, and I 
think I have always acted in that direction. If the committee which 
reported this bill had reported the substantial facts in the case, I 
should not have desired to make any remarks at all. And I wish to 
say now in to this great channel of commerce and all others 
which are internal or which may be improved, I am very anxious 
that every possible facility shall be given for their navigation and 
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for free commerce upon all of these interior waters as well as thè 
external harbors of the United States. But in regard to this canal 
allow me to say first that there are three canals on which Govern- 
ment money has been expended where the tolls still remain, although 
built entirely by Government appropriations. 

One of these to which I allude is the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, upon 
which tolls to a much larger amount in the aggregate, although perhaps 


not greater on the to: , are still collected. I recall, Mr. Speaker, 
what to the old members of the House are very familiar subjects, 
that after the Government had expended I think about $3,470,000 or 
near that sum in rebuilding the Louisville and Portland Canal, it 
was found that although the Government had acquired in one wa 
and another most of the stock of the old canal, and gentlemen wi 
remember that the $5,000,000 tolls was collected by a private company 
chartered by the State of Kentucky, and all these tolls went into the 
pockets of private individuals and not to the Government 

Mr, FORT. That relates to the stock held by the Government of 
the United States? 

Mr. CONGER. The United States surrendered its portion of it to 
the canal ee wey by act of Congress. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Michigan I know would not 
misrepresent the facts, but he is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. CONGER. I had an examination of this subject as a member 
of the Committee on Commerce for so many months or years, I may 
say, that I think I know the facts generally. But it is not material 
and I will not insist. The Government was only a small shareholder. 
Bat said gee is this: It was found that after the Government had 
expended the amount necessary, and more than was 8 to open 
this great channel of commerce, advocated by all of us in the House 
and the money appropriated in the river and harbor bill from year 
to year until it was finished, it was found then that although the 
stock of the company had been in some way secured and the United 
States surrendered what belonged to Kentucky and what belonged to 
individuals, there yet remained outstanding bonds of the company 
in the hands of private individuals for nearly a million and a quar- 
ter of dollars. I think, aside from the cost of constructing the new 
canal, the amount was between $1,100,000 and $1,200,000, but in round 
numbers, with interest, it amounted to about one and a quarter mill- 
ion dollars. A bill was passed reducing tolls from fifty cents to twenty- 
five cents a ton. The bondholders went into the courts and enjoined 
this reduction of the tolls under the law of Congress, because the 
tolls were pledged to the payment of interest and the final payment 
of this million and a quarter of bonds. The bondholders, as against 
Congress and as against those who desired a reduction, were success- 
ful and victorious in the courts. 

Then we looked for some other way of making a free canal. We 
studied the question carefully for a year or two before we could per- 
fect the bill, and finally Congress was forced, in order to approach 
the subject of a free canal or free commerce at all, to the necessity 
of voting in round numbers a million and a quarter of dollars directly 
out of the Treasury to pay these bonds. A law was passed, and aside 
from the three or four million dollars to build this new canal we were 
obliged to vote directly out of the Treasury to pay the old bondhold- 
ers a million and a quarter of dollars. With the consent and approval 
of the executive committee of the steamboat owners association, who 
had their representatives here, many of them largeowners of steam- 
boats on the river, and if I should mention their names gentlemen 
would all recognize them as such, it was finally that the Gov- 
ernment ee eee e a million and a quarter of dollars and 
remove that obstruction which stood in the courts and everywhere 
against making a free canal. But, for the incidental expenses, the 
payment of the interest that was provided for, and the working of the 
canal, it was a all around that until there had been repaid to the 
Government this million and a quarter of dollars there should be a 
reduction to ten cents a ton, and that that should be collected until 
this advanced money was paid, and that thereafter there should only 
be such an amount of tolls asshould pay for opening and closing the 
locks and working the canal, which would be avery small amount of 
toll on so large a tonnage. 

In the interest of commerce, in the interest of navigation, in the 
interest of all those people of the Ohio Valley, and those beyond and 
on this side, we labored for weeks and weeks and months and months 
to find some way in which to cut that Gordian knot, with which the 
bondholders, by the action of the courts, were preventing us from 
even approaching the freedom of commerce and navigation on that 
canal. A rate of fifty cents a ton on this tonnage was enormous and 
the old canal company and the bondholders had received between 
five and six millions of dollars of tolls zgan tbe old, small, imper-- 
fect, almost, as it was said, worthless canal. = 

I do not make these remarks, Mr. Speaker, to oppose this motion. 
If the committee were to 3 the case fairly to the House, as I 
think in justice they ought to do, when they ask us to remove all 
tolls, and when, let it be remembered, they propose to make a perma- 
nent appropriation out of the Treasury, without any new appropria- 
tion from year to year, for all expenses of working the canal and 
keeping it in repair, I think the committee should have stated these 
important and serious facts. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the 
reports of the Committee on Commerce in those days will show how 
anxious everybody was to remove this burden on commerce and how 
gratified we all were, who were in favor of free navigation of our 
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waters, that we were able to get the House to appropriate a million 
and a quarter of dollars to pay up these bonds and then to reduce the 
tolls down four-fifths. Ido not make these remarks exactly to op- 

se EE I 2 them that the anae may 3 =e 

ormer Congresses did a very great work when they did pay out 

bondholders the million mat a quarter of do beside the three or 
four million dollars to enlarge and make good the canal, the only 
thing reserved to save the expense to the Treasury being the ten-cent 
tolls for a limited time, until it should seem as if the Government 
had received back from the vessel-owners a of this extra expense 
in paying the bondholders. For myself, I think it would be just and 
right that that should run a few years longer. I dislike that there 
should be a permanent appro riation which has no limit. If there 
be damage to the canal or the locks or the gates, or a breaking away 
of the walls, the repair of the canal might cost one hundred thousand 
dollars or half a million of dollars, on account of injuries by floods 
or by the running of vessels against the walls of the canal, or their 
undermining. In this bill you make a . appropriation for 
all the expenses of repairs and for working the canal hereafter. 
make these remarks not as being exactly opposed to the bill, but that 
we may understand what we are doing. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
is entitled to five minutes. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I could not believe the eee from Michigan 
could after all seriously oppose this bill. His whole history in Con- 
gress is against his argument, and he announces at last that he does 
not propose to make any argument against the passage of the bill. 
He closes, however, Mr. Speaker, by referring to the possibility that 
there-may be large sums of money required in the future to keep this 
canal in repair. 

I would ask him if the same argument does not exist against the 
Sault Ste. Marie Canal, and whether the same argument would not 
hold against the Des Moines Canal, which has cost the Government 
five or six millions of dollars, and for the annual running of which 
we 8 at least 840,000. 

Mr. CCN GER. Not for the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I am now referring to the Des Moines Canal, and 
that appropriation is for all time. The argument the gentleman uses 
in that direction falls to the ground. 

I ani in favor of this bill becanse it tends to make completely free 
to commerce the great Ohio River. I believe there should be no ob- 
struction to commerce upon the Mississippi River or any of its tribu- 
taries, and that the Government is amply able not only to give this 
canal to the commerce of the Ohio River but to keep it in operation 
and repair for a long time and always. 

We have built the Des Moines Rapids Canal upon the Mississippi 
River, at a cost, as I have said, of five or six millions of dollars; and 
we are annually appropriating money for its maintenance, and shall 
be compelled to doso, When we look at the statistics of the com- 
merce of the Ohio River we will see that this small ameunt is sub- 
PADAT nothing at all. 

Mr. WILLITS. I would inquire of the gentleman if it is true that 
it was understood at the time the Government took possession of this 
canal and reduced the tolls from fifty cents a ton to ten cents a ton 
that the toll of ten cents per ton would be kept up until the Govern- 
ment should receive back the million and a quarter of dollars it had 
paid to the stockholders ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Iam unable to answer that question. 

Mr. WILLIS. With the permission of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. DUNNELL] I will answer the gentleman. From the begin- 
ning to the end there has never been any such understanding, and 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] is mistaken in that as 
he was mistaken in the statement that $5,000,000 was received by the 
private stockholders of this canal prior to its surrender to the Gov- 
ernment. The fact is, Mr. Speaker, as shown by the report, that the 
United States was an original stockholder to the amount of $233,500. 
This subscription of stock was made in the year 1825. In the year 
1831, the canal was regularly opened for business. In 1845 a report 
to Con was made by which it appeared that the Government had 
not only received back in actual money paid into the Treasury of the 
United States the $233,500 originally invested, but $24,278 over and 
above that amount. In other words the money dividends paid to the 
United States up to the 3d of January, 1842, from this canal com- 

any amounted to $257,778. Nor was this all. In addition to this 

rge sum of money, the Government became the owner of twenty- 
nine hundred and two shares of stock, which was five hundred and 
sixty-seven more shares than it had originally subscribed for, there 
having been a stock dividend in the mean while declared. Each share 
was at the time this report was made, December 31, 1845, worth $148. 
Taking the par value of the stock, the report goes on to show that 
the Government, instead of Joning by the investment made in this ca- 
nal, as has been the case, it is believed, in every other investment for 
internal improvements, had not only had every dollar of the invest- 
ment returned, but was the gainer $314,478. 

Thus, sir, it appeared that up to that time instead of giving the 
sum of $233,500 to facilitate and improve and remove the obstruc- 
tions to the commerce of the western country the Government had 
in fact imposed a tax upon that commerce and received from it into 
the Treasury, in cash and valuable stock, $453,774. 
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Irefer the gentleman for these facts to the zepon made by Mr. 
Tibbatts, from the Committee on Commerce, to the first session of the 
Twenty-ninth Congress on the 3łst of December, 1845. 

This report emphatically protests against these tolls as a tax upon 
the agricultural products of the West and South and the manufact- 
ured goods of the East, ultimately paid by the consumers, and de- 
clares them to be a heavy and burdensome imposition upon the com- 
merce of the West. The official records show, Mr. Speaker, that this 
burden increased with the increasing commerce of the country. They 
show further that the proportion of these enormous profits, great as 
it was, as shown by the report of Mr. Tibbatts, became even greater 
from year to year. This resulted from the fact that on the 18th of Feb- 
ruary, 1842, by an act of the Legislature of Kentucky, the president and 
board of directors of the cant company were authorized, whenever 
so directed by the stockholders thereof, to sell“ the shares of stock 
owned by individuals in said canal to the United States, or the State 
of Kentucky, or the city of Louisville, for the puree of eventually 
making the said canal of tolls.” The act further provided that 
the shares so purchased should be held in trust until by the opera- 
tions of the provisions of this act all the shares standing in the name 
of others than the Government of the United States should be pur- 
chased, whereupon the canal was to be transferred to the Government 
of the United States. 

Parsuant to this act and following out its original policy, the Gov- 
ernment began to appropriate its dividends to the purchase of the 
residue of individual stock. Owning already 2,911 s in 1843, it 
purchased 471 shares more; in 1844, 544 shares, and so on until in the 
year 1846 it owned 5,353 shares, which was a majority of all the stock, 
the total amount being 10,000 shares. It continued to purchase stock 
until at the close of the year 1855 it had redeemed in this way and 
was the owner of the whole property except five shares, worth at their 
face value the sum of $500. These five shares were afterward bonght, 
and on the 11th of June, 1874, the Government assumed and has ever 
since retained the sole management and control. It ap from a 
report made by General Weitzel to the Secretary of War that between 
the years 1842, when Mr. Tibbatts estimated the income of the Gov- 
ernment from this source, to bee Apa 1874, when the Government took 
charge of it, the sam of $4,331, 53 was paid for tolls, Bearing these 
facts in mind, it will be seen that the largest portion of these tolls has 

ne to the Federal Government. The complete statement shows that 
the United States became the sole owner of the Louisville and Port- 
land Canal and the Portland dry-dock in the year 1855 excepting five 
shares. It shows further that the United States acquired this prop- 
erty without leaving one dollar outstanding from the National 
ury, and still further shows that in addition to the property thus 
obtained it acquired $24,278 in money, that sum having been paid 
in cash dividends beyond the sum originally invested by the Govern- 
ment in the stock of the company. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ConGER] is therefore mistaken when he states that $5,000,000 
from tolls was received by the private stockholders of thiscanal. The 
fact is that four-fifths of the amount of tolls received went to the 
Federal Government as the principal stockholder from 1831 to the 
present time. 

Mr. CONGER. I must say that the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Wonn] is absolutely wrong. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will read 

Mr. CONGER, (interrupting.) Ido not take the report. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have the acts of the Legislature of Kentucky and 
other official data, but I am unwilling to trespass farther on the 
time of the gentleman who has the floor, [Mr. DUNNELL. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Iam willing that it shall come out of my time. 

Mr. WILLITS. I want to hear them read, if they give us the facts. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have here the . of the Legislature of 
Kentucky; of the trustees of the Louisville and Portland Canal; of 
the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, together with resolutions of 
merchants and steamboat men of Louisville, Pittsburgh, Saint Louis, 
and elsewhere throughout the Ohio and Mississippi Valleys, which 
earnestly protest against this heavy tax and demand that the same 
beneficent policy which has been extended to other portions of the 
country should be applied to the Ohio River. Nowhere in those pro- 
ceedings do I find any understanding or agreement as referred to by 
the honorable gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CoNGER.] Nowhere 
do they evidence any understanding or contract or consent that the 
car, pe of the Ohio River, that great artery of commerce through 
which passes the trade of fourteen States of this Union, should 
tied up in this way. Whenever the people of the Mississippi and 
Ohio Valleys have spoken upon this subject, it has been for the free 
navigation of their great river. 

Only last October the National Board of Steam Navigation, which 
met at Cincinnati, a body composed of delegates from all parts of 
the Union, and representing a capital of $600,000,000, recommended 
the adoption of a resolution “that the Louisville and Portland Canal 
be made free from all tolls.” That this was and always has been 
the purpose of the Government in regard to this improvement is 
evidenced by its original subscription of stock. It is farther evi- 
denced by the appropriation of its dividends fer the purchase of other 
stock, under the act of the Legislature of Kentucky, which I have 
already cited, and which authorizes the purchase of the stock “for 
the purpose of eventually making the said canal free of tolls.” Itis 
still further shown by repeated reports from various committees of 
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this House, beginning as far back as the 4th of March, 1834, and 


thence down to the present time, The report of Mr. Tibbatts, which 


Ireferred to just now, was in response to a “petition of the mer- 
chants and steamboat owners of the valleys of the Ohio and Missis- 
sippi, praying Congress to purchase the individual stock in the Lou- 
isville and Portland Canal for the purpose of making it free from 
toll.” The report of the committee upon this petition was favorable. 
The report of the committee having charge of this bill quotes and 
refers to numerous similar reports and bills. The most cursory view 
of these acts and resolutions will show that it has been the ultimate 


P the Government did agree as the gen- 
FNr. CONGER] states; suppose there —.— an 
understanding of that kind? 


Mr. . Then this bill in effect does release the claim of 
the Government to be reimbursed that million and a quarter of dol- 
lars. I want to know what the fact is. 

Here the hammer fell. 
he SPEAKER. The thirty minutes’ time allowed by the rule for 
debate has expired. 

The question was then taken upon the motion to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, and it was agreed to; two-thirds voting in fayor thereof, 
ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce to 


move that the rules be suspended and that the House adopt the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sub-committee of the Committee on Commerce, who have 
been y directed by a resolution of this House of February 4, 1880, to examine 
the testimony in the Interior Department and to take such other as may be neces- 
sary in m to the obstruction of navigation and seizure of therein 
referred to, and are hereby authorized to employ a clerk, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House on vouchers of the chairman. 


Mr. ACKLEN. I ask consent to have read the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon seconding the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CONGER. Does that relate to obstructions in the San Juan 
River, Central America? 

Mr. ACKLEN. No sir, it does not refer to that at all. The report 
if read will give all the information. 

The SP. R. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the resolution of the House 
of eee ee to the seizure of certain property in Louisiana, report 
as ws: 

Your committee find the resolution reads as follows: 


by ace cer api to examine the papers and testimony on file in the 

the Interior take such other testimony as they may deem advisable relative 

to the seizure of the steamer of Captain Horn, and of other property of citizens of 

Take Charles, Louisiana, by an agent of that Department, and report back to this 
ouse. 

Your committee find that the testimony in the Interior Department amounts to 
about one thousand pages. There is also further testimony without which your 
committee cannot proceed to out the order of the House without clerical as- 
sistance; and believing the ques: involved are of sufficient importance to war- 

careful examination they report back to the House the following resolution 
asking clerical assistance and recommend its passage. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Is this resolution open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. ACKLEN] whether this matter relates to the Calcasieu log 
seizure, or is in any way connected with that transaction ? 

Mr. ACKLEN. It is in part, as I can explain. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That subject, I will state, is before the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary at the present time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana demand a 
second ? 

Mr. ACKLEN. I do. 

Mr ACKLEN and Mr. ROBINSON were appointed tellers. 

During the count, 

Mr. ACKLEN said: The gentleman from Massachusetts Mr. ROBIN- 
SON] informs me that this matter isnow before the Committee on the 
Judiciary. I am aware of that fact, and also that the matter was 
before that committee in the Forty-fifth Congress, and through asub- 
committee, consisting of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. MCMAHON, ] 
Mr. Stenger, and Mr. Butler, a pepo on the matter was p ared ; 
but that report was not acted on by the House; that was forthea 

intment of a select committee; this resolution is to appoint a clerk. 
therefore, in my opinion is not properly before that committee 
at all. I would like to be allowed to explain. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I think I ought to be allowed a word in reply 
to ea He is mistaken in supposing that this subject is 
not re the Committee on the Judiciary of the present Congress. 


I was not a member of that committee in the Forty-fifth Congress, 
though I am in the Forty-sixth. Iam also a member of the sub-com- 
mittee, to which has been specially referred the Calcasieu | 


and as we have heard the gentleman himself before the su 


seizure ; 
mmit- 


tee, I know that the subject is pending in the Judiciary Committee 


of this Con 

Mr. AC Not in this form and shape; the matter to which 
the gentleman refers I can fully explain if allowed. [Cries of “ Reg- 
ular order!” 

The SP R. The gentlemen will resume their places as tellers. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I withdraw the proposition for the present. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX obtained the floor. 5 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. COX. I hope my colleague will withdraw that motion. Ide- 
sire to submit, by direction of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, a 
motion to suspend the rules. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same : 

An act (S. No. 605) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to de- 
posit certain funds in the United States Treasury in lieu of investment, 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GARFIELD, for one day; and 

To Mr. CALDWELL, for ten days, on account of extreme illness in his 


y- PRESIDIO GROUNDS, SAN FRANCISCO. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, relative to the improvement of the 
grounds of the Presidio, San Francisco, California; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. No. 
2787) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year endi 
June 30, 1881, and for other purposes, be taken from the S 8 
table, and, with the amendments of the Senate, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

A. S. BLOOM. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5248) for the relief of A. S. Bloom; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed. W. A. LEMASTER. 


Mr. WEAVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5249) for the relief W. A. Lemaster, inistrator of the estate of 
Margaret Lemaster, deceased, pensioner of the war of 1812; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair this morning, in accordance with the 
request of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLane, ] whois sick 
abed, asked that the bill relative to Pacific Railroads, which was 
pending upon that gentleman’s motion to suspend the rules, might 
go over by unanimous consent till the third Monday of April, the 
next day on which motions from committees to suspend the rules can 
be recognized. The Chair is not certain in his own mind whether 
there was or was not objection to that request. Therefore he again 
submits it. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX. My colleague [Mr. Van VOORHIS] withdraws his mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. WILLITS. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair, before putting 
the question upon adjournment, will lay before the House certain 
executive communications. 

There was no objection. 

RESTORATION OF EX-OFFICERS TO THE ARMY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a petition of officers of the Fifth Cavalry, rela- 
tive to the restoration to the Army of certain ex-officers ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

TRADE BETWEEN ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC COAST. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the sacs a 5 the 8 
tary of the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the House g 
for certain commercial statistics relative to the trade between the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts, &c.; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Interoceanic Canal, and, on motion of Mr. CONGER, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ROCK ISLAND BRIDGE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of War, relative to the use by railroad companies of the 
Government bridge at Rock Island; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

IMPROVEMENT OF HARBOR AT GREEN BAY, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 

a memorial from the Legislature of Wisconsin, for an adequate appro- 
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vement of the harbor at Green Bay; which 
ommittee on Commerce. 


SAN RAFAEL DEL VALLE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report by 
the surveyor-general of Arizona in the case of San Rafael Del Valle ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE PROPERTY AT DETROIT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the , in reply to House resolu- 
tion of February 18, 1880, relative to custom-house property; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

GRAND HAVEN, MICHIGAN. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to the improvement of 
the harbor at Grand Haven, Michigan; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM—SAN IGNACIO DEL BABOCOMORI. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report by 
the surveyor-general of Arizona in the case of San Ignacio del Babo- 
comori; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
PENSIONS. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pe Ivania, [Mr. Cor- 
OTH, ] chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, asks that 
House bill No. 3257, granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican and other wars therein named, and for other yapos 
be hc l the present print having been exhausted. Is there ob- 
on 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
RELIEF FOR IRELAND. 

Mr. COX. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry, and wish to know 
when I can get the floor. 

The SP. . The first Monday in April next. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. Imay die before then. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hopes not. The gentleman seems to 
be in good health. 

Mr. COX. I ask, then, the privilege to print in the RECORD a 
report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in 
reference to which I wished to move a suspension of the rules. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The joint resolution and report are as follows: 


Joint resolution providing national aid for the relief of the suffering poor of Ire- 
land, and making an appropriation therefor. 
Rader bp ped wo re Oea SOB baT raje ee 8 
alarming an espread des! on and suffering prevailin: ; 
Whereas that destitution is so imminent as to . —— alae and is too 
for the most munificent individual charity to more than partially relieve : 


fore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of tatives of the United States of America 
in Congress That this Government recognizes the claim u its human- 
ity to render na‘ assistance and relief to the unfortunate sufferers; and for 
that purpose the sum of $300,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immediately expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of State: Provided, That the said’ Searetary 
shall cause the said sum to be properly distributed among the various relief asso- 
ciations organized in Ireland. 

Mr. Cox, from the Committee on a Affairs, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany joint resolution H. R. No. 238: 

The Committee on Fo: Affairs, to whom 5 5 gape sundry joint reso- 


concern of the 


of Connecticut, ap- 
Irish famine, beg leave 
with much care and at some length the questions 


Three considerations naturally suggest themselves : 

First. As to the cause or occasion of the resolutions ; 

Second. As to the power of arira make the appropriation asked ; and 
t. 


even in the most favored localities, and that all of our private munifi- 
ail to reach and remedy the desperate prevalent distress. Every da 
dire nécessities. They sh be promptly relieved by the Zoom 


Without entering at all into the causes which have brought about the famine, it 
ns Als simply stated that there are upward of three hundred osan penie in 
Ireland who are actually suffering from want of bread. A t many of the un- 
happy Irish people have actually died of starvation and of —.— bronght on b; 
lack of food. several counties of that unfortunate country th 
all th which they 


be catablish, in = humane mind, the fact that there is ample cause and occasion 
for the appropriat 
In the second pi 
roposition, your committee find more 
legislation. 


t and 
e eee eee 
„CCC 
utterly destroyed the crops and fruit on that island, and that its inhabitants were 
starvation. The intelligence of this calamity, however, was vague 


On the 29th of April, 1812, in the House of tatives, Mr. Macon, then 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce Manufactures, submitted for 
e ideration o the House a resolution, which was as follows, (vide proceed- 
pE S 


That the Committee on Commerce and 


© same ex- 


u 
of famine in Teneriffe. The question was taken upon the 
1 in regard to the relief of the of Caraccas ; andit passed unanimously. 


shows, upon the call of eas and nays, that such statesmen as James 

Breckinridge, John C. Calhoun, Lan Cheves, Felix Grundy, Richard M. John- 

son, W. R. 7 Israel Pickens, John Randolph, and 
voted in the affirmative. The secon of the resolu! 


M. 
to the proposed aid to Teneriffe, was lost bg anota o 47 
uncertain as to exten 


ine onto Wand bu nA — on uf John Mandel h, of Virginia, ae oai 
on but u motion 0 e fo! 
resolution Was — a $ . 


‘Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce and Mannfactares be instructed to 
inquire whether any and what relief ought to be extended to the inhabitants of the 
Islands who are from famine occasioned by locusts.” 


in Committee of 1 Whole, 


000 for the purpose of ng the President to carry out the pro of the 
SOR po . had to fix the app: 
ation at the sum of $30,000, but Mr. Calhoun moved to amend by inserting $50,000 ; 
which motion was adopted. The Senate concurred in the resolution of the House, 
and the relief was granted. 

But a more recent precedent in our legislation is found in the action of the Senate 
with to in On the 26th of February of that year Mr. Critten- 
den, of tucky, introduced the 9 

“A bill to provide some relief for the su: g people of Ireland and Scotland. 

He it enacted by the Senate and House i the United States 


ent of the United States be, and 
to such provisions as he may deem suit- 
proper, and to cause the same to be and tendered in the name 
of the Government of the United States to that of Great Britain for the relief of 
the le of Ireland and Scotland suffering from the great calamity of scarcity and 


e. 
Spo. 2. Be it further enacted, That the sum of $500,000 be, and 228 
ore * any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry into 
ect 
Be it further enacted, That the President of the United States be, and is- 
at his discretion, to use the public ships of the United States 
of the provisions to be purchased as aforesaid.” ; 

At that time our country was involved in war with Mexico; we were but a na- 
tion of twenty-six millions of people; our resources and our wealth were not one- 
half of what they are to-day. 

The resolution of Mr. Crittenden was advocated by himself, by Messrs. Cass, of 
Michigan, Clayton, of Delaware, and Webster, of Massachusetts, and was made a 

order for the succeeding day. 

On the 27th February, 1847, Mr. Crittenden moved the resolution; Mr. Webster 
suggested an amendment, which was accepted and concurred in, which would seem 
to make the tender of aid not so distinctly a tender from our Government to the 
British government. In his opinion it was not delicate to do this; he preferred 
“that the bill would show that it was an act of charity and mercy from the people 
of the United States to the people of Ireland and Scotland, mentioning the gov- 
ernment of England only as the agent to dispense our bounty.” This amendment 
was ted by Mr. Crittenden. Mr. Calhoun supported the resolution in a short 
speech. reply to the objection that Congress had no power, under the Consti- 
tution, to make such an appropriation of pond peonia money he said “ that he drew 
a distinction between the power to make such an appropriation as this and an ap- 
aa sign for ordinary domestic purposes.” 

Webster gave the measure his unhesitating support, and Mr. Crittenden said 
that he laid down all constitutional objections at the feet of Mercy.” 

Mr. Dayton declared that he believed that no constitutional objection stood in 
the way of the Seah pepe» proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 

In the life-time of a nation, as in that of individuals, there were emergencies 
when the hand of Providence presses heavily on a people, which might call for 
unusual measures of relief.” 

Upon a final vote, the bill was passed be Bo Senate by 27 ayes tol3nays, Amon 
those Senators who voted in the affirmative we find the names of Berrien, Cal- 
houn, Cameron, Cass, Clayton, Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Houston, 
Reverdy Johnson, Moorehead, Pierre Soulé, and Webster. 
use, because of the adjournment seven days after its 


taken in the House 7 
down, and then the bill was referred to the 
Ist day of 


to a sufferin, = le. T 
rting aid to the l 15 * 
purpose of transpo: aid to e . e 
pen Congress unanimously followed this precedent, in a bill reported from the 
ittee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill for the relief of Caraccas, which was in 1812, met the immediate 
sanction of President James Madison, who is called the er of the Constitu- 
tion.” In his opinion no constitutional objection stood in the way. Certainly no 
latter-day statesman will deny the authority of Mr. Madison on constitutional con- 
struction, or believe that he would have sanctioned any violation of that instru- 
ment, even in the cause of charity. So the bill of 1847 met the prompt approval of 
President Polk, himself a strict constructionist and well in constitutional 
questions. 

The Congress of the United States is the e e the people of the 
United States. They are sent here to reflect and do the will of that people. There 
can be no doubt but that the charity and sympathy of the whole American 
are deeply moved toward the unhappy people of Ireland, and your commit 
lieve that in voting an appropriation for the relief of that people Congress will be 
carrying out the best wishes of the people of this Republic. 
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In the last place, is it politic to make this appropriation ? 

Certainly it should not interrupt, but rather cement the ties of friendship and 
affection that exist between our Government and that of Great Britain. The latter 
government cannot but appreciate the humanity that dictates this proposed 
upon the pam of our Government. It cannot be regarded as officious intermed- 

2 inasmuch as the cause of humanity and charity is the cause of the whole 
world. ‘The divine injunction to move in charitable works is not limited by the 
lines of patriotism or the boundaries of empires. 

By kindred associations and in the highest ethics we owe this aid to Ireland. 
Two centuries ago, when the colonies in Massachusetts were in a famishing con- 


2 therefore, report a substitute for House resolution No. 193, and recommend 


As to the mode of distributing this Sy righ’ Sopp ses there may be different opin- 
in this committee! 


ions. Many ——- are engaged humane work. Your 

have concluded that the Department of State is the appropriate medium to execute 

the trast which the joint resolution rted creates, and the only limitation pro- 

posed on its action is that the princi, societies organized for relief in Ireland 

shall be the recipients of the fund, so as to avoid unjust discrimination or preja- 
the Renn DAAE PO rooli as soon as possible the greatest number of the 

needy and starviag. 

The sum of $300,000 may seem to some large, but it should be remembered that 
the occasion is urgent and the suffering is widespread. Our fathers thought in 
1812, while we were but ten millions of people and involved in a vast and costly 
war, that $50,000 was not too much to send to the people of one city. Let it be ro- 
membered, too, that the people of that city, in origin, laws, and customs, had but 
little in common ys the people of this country. 

In 1847 the of the United States thought that $500,000 was not too great a 
sum to send to starving Ireland, even yoy, 2 we were then engaged in a great war 
and in population and wealth were not half as great as we now are. 

ee we are at perfect . Heaven has vouchsafed us a great n of 
national prosperity. The rs of our husbandmen have been blessed with boun- 
tiful harvests. e have an opulent surplus, beyond enough for our own wants. 
3 and plenty sit smiling in our homes and upon our valleys and mountains and 

vers. 

Out of this abundance is it not R and right to give to the starving peo- 
ple of heroic and suffering Ireland? Is it not especially ming our greatness 
and our power to give as a great and powerful le should give, not in boastful 
waste, not in injustice to our own interests, but in such a sum as shall assist our 

t private benefactions, and go far toward relieving that awful calamity 
unhappy island, and which has attracted the sympathy 


And then, on motion of Mr. CONGER, (at four o’clock p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The erent memorials, petitions, and other popes were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Mackellar, Smiths & Jordan, 
James Conner’s Sons, and Farmer, Little & Co., on behalf of the 
American type-founders, against the reduction of the duty on type 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Aso, the petition of Mrs. Julia A. Ross, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AINSLIE: Two eee of F. E. Ensign, L. F. Carter, John 
Haily, and 342 citizens of Idaho, that Congress make some provision 
for the support and education of the three orphan children of William 
8. Hemmingway, late United States mail carrier, who was killed by 
Indians in 1878—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: Memorial of J. P. Klingle, relat- 
ing to the investigation of the affairs of the District of Columbia now 
being conducted by one of the committees of the House of Represent- 
atives—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of Augustus Watson, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of James C. PAn tod pub- 
lisher of the Belleville Telescope, Belleville, Kansas, for the abolition 
ef the duty on Ld sear the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAILEY: The petition of Ely Palmer and others, of Albany 
County, New York, that the patent laws be so amended as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Stephen Lawson and others, of Albany County, 
New York, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the op- 
pressions imposed tors the people by the transportation monopolies 
that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


By Mr. BARBER: The pondon of Marshall Field, A. A. Sprague, 


J. W. Doane, and others, of Chicago, Ilinois, for a commission to pre- 
pare a bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Marder, Luse & Co., type-founders of Chi 2 
Illinois, against the reduction of the duty on type—to the Commit. 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the 8 of the soldiers’ reunion of the Northwest, that the 
Secretary of War issue such arms and equipments as shall be needed 
at a soldiers’ reunion to be held in Illinois in 1880—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of T. F. B. Harrison, of Wanconda, Illinois, for 
the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprie- 
tary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of T. D. Clarkson, of California, 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petitions of Jacob A. Horner, Anderson 
Routh, and 65 others, citizens of Indiana, for the adjastment and 
payment of the Morgan raid claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

the petition of Reuben Dailey, publisher of the National Dem- 
ocrat, Jeffersonville, Indiana, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens of Woodford and 
Jessamine Counties, Kentucky, that Congress enact such laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Kentucky, praying for the 
erection of a United States court building at Frankfort, Kentucky— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, relative to the 
claim of the Kentucky soldiers of the war of 1861—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of Kentucky, relative to grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Jane W. McKee—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAKE: Joint resolution for the improvement of Passaic 
River in the State of New Jersey—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of H. Soshinsky, of Brooklyn, New 
York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of Allan & Hicks, of Oshkosh, Wis- 
consin, that materials used in making paper. be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same 

mmittee 


co 5 
Also, the petition of J. N. Stone and others, of Winnebago County, 
Wisconsin, against the reduction of the tariff on paper—to the same 


committee. 
Also, the petitions of John McNaughton and others, of J. B. Russell 
and others, and of H. W. Meyer, of Wisconsin, of similar import—to ~ 


the same committee. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of Charles B. Hopkins, of Washing- 
ton Territory, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Washington Territory, for the 
construction of a wagon-road from Seattle to Walla Walla—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BREWER: Papers relating to the pension claim of John 
Bartow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of the publishers of the Earlham- 
ite, of Richmond, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on type, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of 725 citizens of Saint Charles, 
Franklin, and Warren Counties, Missouri, for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Missouri River between the Mouth of Tuyne Creek 
and one mile west of Charette Creek—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of the publisher of the Chicago 
Express, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

so, the petition of druggists of Illinois, for the removal of the 
stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. CAMP: The petition of K. Vail & Co., publishers, of Au- 
burn, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 3 

By Mr. JOSEPH G. CANNON : The petition of V. B. Clifton and 
others, of Cerro Gordo, Illinois, for the passage of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petitions of draggists of Louisville and 
of Covington, Kentucky, for the removal of the stamp-tax on per- 
fumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. J 

, the petition of John Means, 1 * a reduction of the duty on 
steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Kentucky Press Association ashing that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free and for a re- 
duction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 
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Also, the petition of citizens of Grant and Gallatin Counties, Ken- 
tucky, for an increase of pension for John Payton—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of C. N. Boyd, druggist, of Som- 
erset, Pennsylvania, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, 
cosmetics, aud proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of 8. Osborn, jr., and 134 others, 
that a life-saving station be established on the southern shore of Mar- 
tha’s Vineyard—to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Also, the petition of Joseph T. Pease and 90 others, for a life-sav- 
ing station at Cape Pogue, Martha’s Vineyard—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petition of John M. Hoffman, for 
imcrease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of O. J. Smith, publisher of the Chicago Express, 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and 


s. 

By Mr. JOSEPH J. DAVIS: The petitions of Henry A. Louden, jr., 
publisher of the Chatham Record, Pittsborongh, and of J. H. Enniss, 
publisher of the North Carolina Farmer, Raleigh, North Carolina, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. H. Enniss, W. H. Ferrell, and others, of 
Ralei h, North Carolina, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of William F, Sanford, editor of the Pee Dee Bee, 
aia North Carolina, of similar import—to the same com- 

ttee. 

By Mr. DWIGHT : The petitions of Beebe & Kingman, publishers 
of the Owego Gazette, and of W. H. Baldwin, editor of the Watkins 
Democrat, New York, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of E. H. Keeler & George Riley, jr., publishers of 
the Record, Owego, New York, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
oy vole the same committee. 

lso, the petitions of Mackellar, Smiths & Jordan, Philadelphia, 
James Conner’s Sons, and Farmer, Little & Co., New York, type- 
al against the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. FORSYTHE: The petition of N. G. James, of Greenup, Ili- 
nois, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 
proprietary medicines—to the same committee. 

ion the petition of O. J. Smith, publisher of the Chicago Ex- 
press, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Boone County, Illinois, that the 
patent laws be’so amended as te make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, 

Also, the petition of 67 citizens of Boone County, Ilinois, that Con- 

enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 

e people by the bape py open monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. FORT: Thirty-three petitions of druggists of Illinois, for 
the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and propri- 
etary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, eight petitions of publishers of newspapers of Illinois, for the 
abolition of the duty on ty to the same committee. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of James Dempsey, of Lewiston, Maine, 
that chrome iron ore and bichremate of potash be placed on the free 
list—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Nelson Maltby and 160 others, 
citizens of Ashtabula, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as 
to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Nelson Maltby and 161 others, citizens of Ash- 
tabula, Ohio, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the op- 
pressions imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies 
that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GUNTER: The oe of certain Pottawatomie Indians, 
relative to certain Kansas lands—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of G. W. Morrill and 10 others, citi- 
zens of New Hampshire, that the patent laws be so amended as to 
make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone respon- 
sible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. H ER: The petition of soldiers and sailors of the vol- 
unteer forces of the United States, for the p e of a law for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: The petition of publishers of the Avalanche, Sil- 
ver City, Idaho, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the Hannibal (Missouri) Printing Company, 
for the abolition of the duty on to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of 20 citizens of Oregon, for the im- 
provement of the headwaters of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


By Mr. HAYES: Three petitions of druggists of Illinois, for the 


removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary 


medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the pon of certain sugar dealers in New York, against any 
change of the duty on sugar—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of O. J. Smith, publisher of the Chicago Express, 
for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of vinegar manufacturers and 
dealers, against the repeal of the law for vaporizing spirits—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HENRY: The petition of Edwin M. Rogers, administrator 
of the estate of Henry I. Rogers, deceased, for compensation for loss 
and damage sustained by the said Henry I. Rogers and his heirs in 
consequence of the taking possession of and absolute nse of the “ com- 
mercial code of signals for the use of all nations,” the copyright of 
which he held as inventor, owner, and proprietor, by the Navy Depart- 
ment of the United States; as also by the Bureau of Statisties of the 
Treasury Department of its annual appendage, the “mercantile navy 
list, indicating the names, class, and tonnage of merchant vessels ” — 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOSTETLER: The petition of 22 ex-soldiers, of Brazil, 
Indiana, who were imprisoned in southern prisons during the late 
war, for the early passage of House bill No. 4495—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of citizens of Anderson County, Ten- 
nessee, for the correction of the military record of John J, Low—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of W. L. Northern, for the correction of his mil- 
itary record—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the trustees of Maryville College, Maryville, 
Tennessee, for compensation for damages done by the Federal Army 
during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Irvin Chase, publisher of the 
Review, Evart, Michigan, for the abolition of the duty on type, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for 
a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of C. H. Sterond and 13 others, citizens of Manis- 
tee County, Michigan, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate 
the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation mo- 
nopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, for improvement of the harbor of Green Bay—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. i 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: The petitions of Turpin & Bro., and of P. H. 
Mayo & Bro., to be refunded taxes illegally eollected from them—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. JONES: The petition of James McCulloch, of Austin, Texas, 
ae pay fer services as revenue storekeeper—to the Committee on 

aims. ' 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Jobn P. Baker and 95 others, 
against the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 2766) providing for the 
appointment of sixty su ns to examine claimants for pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KING: Memorial of the National Cotton Exchange, for the 
amendment of the census laws in such manner that the Superinten- 
dent of the Census may be authorized to publish, in advance of the 
official publication, the acreage and production of cotton in each 
county and State—to the Committee on the Census. 

Also, the petition of the Auxiliary Sanitary Association, of Ne 
Orleans, Louisiana, for the construction of ships to disinfect vesse 
infected with yellow fever—to the Committee on the Origin, Intro- 
duction, and Prevention of Epidemic Diseases in the United States. 

By Mr. KLOTZ: The petition of Stephen A. Boyden, for additional 
pay as an officer in the United States Army—to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

Also, the pennan of J. J. Otley, for a pension as guardian of the 
children of Willis Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: The petition of the publisher of the Rocky 
Mountain Husbandman, White Sulphur Springs, Montana, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the fres list, and for a re- 
duction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Montana, against the change in the 
public land laws proposed in the report of the public land commis- 
sion—to the Committee en the Public Lands. : 

By Mr. McCOID: The petitions of J. H. Stewart and of Walker & 
Maxwell, druggists, of Iowa, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of publishers of Keokuk, Iowa, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on a ea per—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of F. M. Gray and J. W. Me- 
Clanahan, druggists, of Hopkinsville, Kentucky, for the removal of 
the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines— 
to the same committee. 
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Also, memorial of the Kentucky Press Association, that ma- 
terials used in making paper be placed on the free list, for a re- 
duction of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

Mr. MILLS: The petition of citizens of Bell County, Texas, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Wehrle, Werk & Son and 38 
others, citizens of Middle Bass Island, Lake Erie County, Ohio, for 
the removal of the tax on American wines—to the same commit- 
tee. 


Also, the petition of W. Sener, publisher of the Demokrat, San- 
dusky, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 
mittee. : 

By Mr. NEW: The petitions of Hendricks & Talbott and G. W. 
Lewman, druggists, of Indiana, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
82 cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the same com- 

ttee. 


Also, two petitions of citizens of Indiana, for the adjustment and 

8 the Morgan raid claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

, the petition of O. J. Smith, for the abolition of the duty on 
N the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of citizens of Detroit, Michi- 
gan, for a reduction of the duty on steel rails from $28 to $10 a ton— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 30 citizens of Wayne County, Michigan, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed 
ao the people by the 5 monopolies that now control 
the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of the Detroit Free Press Company and others, 

ablishers of 5 in the city of Detroit, that materials used 
in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
the petition of 96 citizens of Detroit, for permission for the 
construction of a bridge across the Detroit River, at that city—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: The petition of citizens of Clinch County, 
Georgis, for a post-route from Homerville, Georgia, to Blount’s Ferry, 
Fiorida—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: A bill making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Ashley River, Charleston County, South Carolina— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'REILLY : The petition of carpenters in the United States 
Navy, that the President of the United States be authorized to grant 
assimilated rank to warrant officers of the United States Navy known 
as 6 the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of John Farrell and 17 other sol- 
diers, 3 passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee on Mili- 


ta irs. 

Mr. PHISTER: Memorial of J. S. Johnston, president, and F. L. 
McChesney and others, committee of the Kentucky Press Association, 
that materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and 
for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of citizens of Buffalo, New York, for 
the improvement of the Saginaw River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Erie County, New York, against the 
repea! of the tariff duty on printing-type—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of D. B. Hines and 53 others, of 
Wood County, West Virginia, oil producers, for the passage of the 
N interstate- commerce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

, the petition of Shook & McElroy, of Rusk, and of J. S. Swope, 
of Beaumont, Texas, for the abolition of the duty on type to 
‘Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of the Forrest Mills Company, and 
Pondscherry Company, Bridgton, Maine, and others, for the removal 
of duties on chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. RICHMOND: The petition of the South and West Publish- 
ing Company, Bland Court Honse, Virginia, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KOBESON: Four petitions of publishers of New Jersey, for 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, two petitions of merchants, manufacturers, and consumers, for 
the removal of the duty on chrome iron ore and bichromate of pot- 
ash—to the same committee. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of New Jersey, that the patent laws 
be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented 
articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 

Also, the petitions of ship-owners and others, to abolish the system 
of compulsory pilotage—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of vessel-owners and others, for the removal of 


obstractions from the Delaware River between Philadelphia and Cam- 
den, New Jersey—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of ex-soldiers of the United States from New Jer- 
sey, st the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars of New 


Jersey, for a commission of inquiry concerning the liquor traffic—to 
the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the petition of Jones, for an increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, four petitions of United States ex-soldiers, for the passage of 
the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petitions of ex-soldiers of the United States Army of Cape 
May County, of the first co: ional district, and of New Egypt, 
and Cookstown, New Jersey, for the equalization of * 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Salem County, New Jersey, that 

gress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed 
upon the people by the e Sabot monopolies that now control 
the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The petition of C. E. Gorham and others, of 
Massachusetts, for increase of compensation to route agents—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: Papers 1 to the pension claim of 
H. é. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of the publishers of the Times- 
Courier and the Cass Herald, Harrisonville, Missouri, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SC S: The petition of Moses Stewart, publisher of the 
Record, Danbury, North Carolina, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Odell & Co., manufacturers, at Concord, North 
Carolina, that the duties on chrome iron ore and bichromate of pot- 
ash be removed—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SIMONTON : The petition of J. W. Hughes and other drug- 
gists, of Brownville, Tennessee, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of tobacco producers of Weakley County, Ten- 
nessee, asking such action as will cause France, Spain, Italy, and 
Austria to do away with their monopolies and open their markets to 
the tobacco producers of this country—to the Committee on Foreign 


‘airs. 

By Mr. SLEMONS: Memorial of the city council of Fort Smith, 
Arkansas, for the passage of the bill introduced by Hon. JORDAN E. 
CrAVENS providing for the sale of the military reservation adjoin- 
ing that 8 the Committee on Military Affaire. 

y Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of N. Patterson, of Ellsworth, 
Illinois, for the defeat of Commissioner Bentley’s sixty-district bill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of F. L. Harpster, of Wapella, Illinois, for the 
removal of the stamp-tax on umery, cosmetics, and proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of Hon. J. W. oe and 150 
others, citizens and business men of the cities of Grand Rapids and 
Grand Haven, Michigan, for an appropriation of $100,000 to improve 
the navigation of Grand River below Grand Rapids—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: The petitions of Catharine Barnes, Susan Hut- 
son, Nancy M. Jenkins, Mary Lewis, and Peter Ledford, for pensions 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, JR.: The petition of citizens of Ken- 
tucky, for the formation of a new judicial district in said State—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON : The petition of Sherman Broth- 
ers, of Marengo, Iowa, for the removal of the duty on chrome iron 
ore and bichromate of potash—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of H. H. Bass and 80 others, ex-soldiers of Madi- 
son County, Iowa, ere the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Standard, Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: The petition of the publisher of the Colleton 
Democrat, Walterborough, South Carolina, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reductionof the duty 
on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of T. P. Handy and 30 
others, citizens of Cayahoga County, Ohio, against any change in the 
tariff on ra r—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ON: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of San- 
Hago de Leon, of Texas, for compensation for mules, horses, wagon, 
and harness taken by United States soldiers in 1865—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. URNER: The petitions of Henry J. Johnson, A. Shriver, and 
ayi P. McCardell, of Cumberland, and of Meshock Frost, of Lonacon- 
ing, Maryland, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Meshock Frost, for the abolition of the duty on 
ty to the same committee. 

y Mr. VANCE: A paper relating to the establishment of certain 
post-routes in North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 
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Also, papers relating to the claim of Samuel W. Davidson and | Senators and Members from the State, but they also contain an ex- 
-others against 


the Eastern or North Carolina Cherokee Indians—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of the Groton Heights centennial com- 
mission, for an appropriation to aid in the centennial celebration of 
the Groton Heights—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WADDILL: The petition of O. W. Lindley and others, 
former soldiers, now citizens of Newton County, Maryland, for the 

of the equalization of bounty bill—to the same committee. 

z WHITAKER : Two petitions of publishers of Oregon, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of Mart. V. Brown, for the abolition of the duty 


on A Sg the same committee. He 
By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of the Clinton (Michigan) Woolen 


Manufacturing Company and others, for the removal of the duty on x 


chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Horace Morris and a large num- 
ber of colored citizens of Louisville, 5 for the paang» of 
the bill (H. R. No. 334) for the distribution of the proceeds of the 
sale of public lands for educational purposes—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Also, the petition of George W. Wicks and 82 firms, manfacturers 
of tobacco and cigars and dealers in manufactured and leaf tobacco, 
against ae passage of the free leaf-tobacco bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the school board of Louisville, Kentucky, favor- 
ing the of the bill (H. R. No. 334) for the distribution of the 

roceeds of the sale of public lands for educational purposes—to the 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petitions of J. C. Ayer & Co., of Lowell, 
Massachusetts; of T. C. , of 8 Pennsylvania, 
and of O. P. Lydenstricker, of Lewisburgh, West Virginia, for the re- 
moval of the Konp ar on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of N. B. Ferrell and others, 4 gman the passage of 
Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Inv; Pensions. 

Also, the petition of D. W. Hines and 50 others, for the passage of 
the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


+ 

By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: Three petitions of druggists of Mich- 
igan, Wisconsin, and Kentucky, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
pe , cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of merchants, consumers, and dealers, for the 
abolition of the duty on salt—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Samuel Reinhart and 56 others, 

of Monroe County, Pennsylvania, soldiers of the United States Army, 
engaged in the late war, for the early passage of a law providing for 
the payment of the difference between the value of greenbacks, in 
which they were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the 
time of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ı Also, the petition of Thomas Mahony and 110 others, citizens of 
Marysville, California, for the p: of the bill (H. R. No. 269) 
known as the Wright et koa to the homestead act—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petition of Allison, Smith & 
Johnson and nearly 100 others, of Cincinnati Ohio, against a reduc- 
— of the tariff on foreign type—to the Committee on Ways and 

leans. 


IN SENATE. 


TUESDAY, March 16, 1880. 


Prayer by Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
QUORUM. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is evidently no quorum present. 
The Chair will delay a little until a quorum shall appear. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest that perhaps a call of 
the Senate would develop whether a quorum is present. By that 
time a quorum would no doubt be here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is clearly no quorum. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no quorum here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is apparent upon view, but at the 
suggestion of the Senator from West Virginia the roll will be called. 

e Secretary called the roll and forty-one Senators answered to 
their names. 

Mr. FERRY. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. BALDWIN] 
is absent this morning on account of sickness. 

t The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum is now present, and the pres- 
entation of petitions is in order. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. CONKLING. I have received concurrent resolutions of the 
i of the State of New York touching the need of certain 
lake improvements. These resolutions contain instructions to the 


pression of the opinion of the 2 ture at large touching the mat- 
ter to which 5 Lask that they be read. ra 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The resolutions will be reported. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Stare or New York. Iv ASSEMBLY, 
Februa 


11, 1880. 
On motion of Mr. Ash : * 
Whereas the State of New York is interested, in common with other States bor - 
atag upon the lakes, in the „ of certain improvements, now 


progress, their commerce ; 
ereas, 4 — the delay in the completion of these works, and the 
improvement of chaunel between Lake Superior and Lake TATON. and o the 
Lime-Kiln Crossing, near the mouth of the Detroit River, the interchange of our 
products betes the Northwest is now subject to great and needless disability and 


areas the con nence of this falls upon our whole le, in the single par- 
ticular of the —— of Lake . to the 8 $1,000,000 an 


mate fo yy hey esens therefor, the completion of the lock and 

improvement of the Ste. Marie River and the 
g can be completed to sixteen feet of water during the year 
1881: Therefore, 

Resolved, (if the senate concur,) That it is the sense of the Legislature of the 
State of New York that an urgent commercial necessity exists for the earliest pos- 
sible completion of these improvements, and the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from the State of New York are hereby requested to use all proper means 
to secure this important result. 

That a certified copy of these resolutions be forwarded to each of said 
Senators and Representatives. r 

By order. 

EDWARD M. JOHNSON, Olerk. 
Ix SRNATR, March 11, 1880. 

Concurred in without amendment. 

By order. 

JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. Mr. President, a uniform bankrupt law is 
in my opinion a necessity in this country. The necessity is more evi- 
dent as the trade and commerce of the country increase. I thought 
it was an unwise thing to re the recent bankrupt law, and so said 
at the time it was done. It is true there were many provisions in that 
law which should have been eliminated from it, but the law should 
have been reconstructed—the good provisions saved and the bad pro- 
visions 3 out. There is a fast-growing public sentiment in the 
a at this time as to the necessity of a uniform ene os sys- 
tem which shall work justly both to creditor and debtor. I hold in 
my hand a petition upon the subject from merchants of the city of 

hicago. I present the petition of Marshall Field (of Field, Leiter 
& Co.) and 41 merchants of Chicago, Illinois, praying for the appoint- 
ment of a commission, composed in t at least of representative 
business men, to prepare for the consideration of Con at the next 
session a form of bankrupt law that will work justly toward both 
creditor and debtor, and give to the country a uniform and permanent 
national bankrupt system. I move that this petition be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Hlinois. I present the petition of 9 citizens of 
Marengo, Illinois, praying Congress to pass a law protecting the pub- 
lie against the fraud and imposition now extensively practiced of 
selling an article pre from the oil of refuse fats for butter. 

The VICE-P ENT. What reference does the Senator desire? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I do not know to what committee the 
petition should go. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Inasmuch as a law of similar import about naph- 
thas and oils has been held to be beyond the power of mers. ge) by 
the Supreme Court, I suggest that the petition be refe to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Let it go to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is perfectly useless for Congress to do any- 
thing; of course we cannot do it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. But the petition should be referred to a 
committee in order to get a report upon the power of Congress, and 
so settle the question. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the Judiciary is the proper committee, 
for all snbjects go to that committee that no other committee desires 


have. 

Mr. CONKLING. On the contrary, the Committee on Territories 
5 the proper committee to consider this subject, I suggest to the 

nator. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. There have been several petitions on this 
subject presented. It seems to me that the petition ought properly 
to go to the Committee on Agriculture. They can report on the sub- 
ject that the petitioners cannot get a remedy from Con: 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to suggest that if there is any place in this 
country over which the constitutional power of Congress to legislate 
in this regard extends, it is the Territories; and having waited in 
vain for the honorable chairman of the Committee on Territories to 
interpose the motion thet I now do, I beg in his behalf or on my own 
to move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be reported by titse. 
The Chair calls the attention of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
GARLAND] to it. 


; | 
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The CHIEF CLERK. “A memorial of 9 citizens of Marengo, Illinois, 
in favor of the passage of a law protecting the public against the 
fraud and imposition now extensively practiced of selling an article 
Pee; from the oil of refuse fats for butter.” 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The first A enor is, Shall the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture? 

Mr. GARLAND rose. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Senator from Arkansas makes his 
motion, I beg to suggest to him that although there may be doubt in 
the States as to the power of Congress to do this, there can be com- 
paratively very little doubt as to the power of Congress in the Terri- 
tories. Justly and laudably jealous as that honorable Senator is of 
the jurisdiction of his committee, I submit to him that here is a case 
where he is bound to interpose, and take this subject and make a re- 


port to Con upon it. 

Mr. GARLAND. As chairman of the Committee on Territories, I 
have very great pleasure in accepting the motion made by the Sena- 
tor from New York ; for the town of ngo, Illinois, is known pub- 
licly and judicially to the Senate to be a mere territorial possession 
of the United States. [Laughter.] I think the Territorial Com- 
mittee is the proper one. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I have moved to refer the petition to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois, that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. [Putting the question.] The Chair thinks the noes 
haveit. The noes have it. The question now is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

The motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the Sec- 
re of War, pag p aege pial petition of Captain Joseph Lawson, 
Third Cavalry, and other officers stationed at Fort Fred. Wy- 
oming Territory, in regard to payment by officers for fuel; which 
was referred to the Committee on 9 Affairs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of citizens of Lewis County, 
Kentucky, praying for the establishment of an ice-harbor at Vance- 
burgh in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

He also presented a petition of the bar and business men of Padu- 
éah, Kentucky, praying tor the construction of a suitable building in 
that city for a court-house, fiice, and customs and revenue 
offices ; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented a petition of colored citi- 
zens of Kearneysville, West Virginia, praying that the unclaimed 
bounty of colored soldiers in the late war be used for the education 
of eolored students, and that a portion of it be donated to Storer Col- 
lege, at Harper’s Ferry, West Virginia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 

was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4439) to remove the disabilities of 

nt P. P. Powell, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, reported 

it without amendment and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3966) to carry into effect the resolution of Congress adopted 
on the 29th day of October, 1781, in regard to a monumental column 
at Yorktown, Virginia, and for other purposes, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

r. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1058) for the relief of 
Walker A. Newton, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 

rt thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Ernst Hein, late corporal of Company C, Thirteenth iment 
Massachusetts Veteran Reserves, now a resident of Utica, Oneida 
83 New York, praying for an honorable discharge from the 
United States 3 and that the charge of desertion be removed from 
his military record, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill (S. No, 1484) for the relief of Ernst Hein. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1035) for the regulation of the 

tice of dentisiry in the District of Columbia, and for the pro- 
e of the people of said District, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill ($ No. 1239) ting a pension to Mrs. Kate E. Whiting, 
widow of Leonard J. Whiting, late second lieutenant Sixth Regiment 
Rhode Island Volunteers, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WITHERS. I am instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1381) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Potomac River at or 
near Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, to report it with amendments. I will state that I am pre- 


paring and will submit for printing a report to accompany this 


Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 393) authorizing the Treasurer of the United States 
to refund to W. B. Farrar, of Whitfield County, Georgia, illegal taxes 
collected from him in the year 1877, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 436) for the relief of Charles Clinton, to 
submit an adverse report thereon. -I ask that the bill be placed upon 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee, which will be printed. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was recommitted the joint resolution (S. R. No. 67) fo 
authorize the Secretary of War to sell or lease to the Port Huron and 
Northwestern Railway Company a portion of the Fort Gratiot Mili- 
tary Reserve, and to authorize the e syor Port Huron to grant to said 
railway company the right of way through Pine Grove Park, to re- 
port it with amendments. The joint resolution has been amended 


-| in accordance with the suggestion made in the Senate at the time of 


the recommittal. 

Mr. BOOTH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1414) authorizing claimants to the Rancho de 
Napa, in Napa County, California, to prove up their title, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims; which was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask leave without previous notice to introduce 
a bill to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and 
Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the manner of count- 
ing the votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of 
questions arising thereon. 

I will state to the Senate that for more than a year now there has 
existed a large select committee of this Rony charged with the duty 
of considering the subject named in this bill and other cognate sub- 
jects. So far as I know, that committee has had no meeting. I have 
waited, being in a minority in this body, in the hope that some gentle- 
man in the majority would move in what I consider to be this most 
important business; but as no movement has been made I have felt it 
to be a duty to ask consent to introduce this bill and have it referred 
to that committee. 

The bill that passed the Senate at the last session of the last Con- 
gress embraced various provisions as to the time of holding the elec- 
tion for presidential electors in the States, and various provisions 
better regulating the law in cases of vacancy in both the offices of 
President and Vice-President, and so on. The provisions of that bill 
as it passed the Senate, also looked to future legislation by the States 
in respect of providing the means of determining controversies in 
those States respecting the choice of electors. Time has so ran that 
of course any provision of that kind which would apply to the next 
election of President and Vice-President of the United States, would 
be entirely useless. 

In consequence of that, I have taken the bill that passed the Sen- 
ate, and modified it to the simple proposition of providing that the 
meeting of the electors shall be on the second Monday in January, 
instead of as it is now on the first or second Wednesday of December. 
This is for the purpose of giving time in the respective States under 
such laws as the States may have provided (whether they exist now 
or shall be brought into existence fetoro the election) to determine 
who their electors are, for according to the Constitution of the 
United States, as I believe and a majority of the Senate appear to 
have believed in passing the bill, of last year, the States have the sole 
power of determining who their electors are. 

This bill, therefore, makes the simple provision for a State disposi- 
tion of any controversy under such laws as it may have in existence 
prior to the day of choosing electors. It provides fora later meeting 
of the electors in order that each State may dispose of any contro- 
versy that shall arise, and then provides, as the bill of the last Con- 

did, for the meeting of the two Houses, and proceeding in con- 
ormity with the decisions reached in the respective States in any 
case of dispute. 

I ask that the bill be twice read, and referred to the select commit- 
tee on that subject. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1485) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and 
Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the 
votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions 
arising thereon; which was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Select Committee to take into consideration the state of the law 
respecting the ascertaining and declaration of the result of the elec- 
tions of President and Vice-President of the United States. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1486) toreo ize and discipline the militia of 
the United States; which was twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1487) to restore the lands included in the Fort 
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Reading military reservation, in the State of California, to the public 
domain, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. KIRKWOOD (by 8 asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1488) to provide for promo- 
tions in the Army of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


VISIT TO EUROPEAN LIBRARIES, 


Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 93) to enable Ainsworth R. 
eee Librarian of Congress, to visit and inspect European public 
libraries; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. BAYARD, I ask that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it resolved, £c., That for the purpose of enabling Ainsworth R. Spofford, the 
Librarian of Congress, to make arrangements for the more complete interchange 
of the publications by the Government of the United States and those of poga 
nations, as well as to inspect the systems and methods under which public libraries 
in Europe are conducted and maintained, the sum of $2,500 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated out of any mae in the Treasury not otherwise Spprapriateds 
to defray the expenses of Ainsworth R. Spofford in a visit tothe libraries of Europe 


during the summer vacation of Congress for the purposes aforesaid, and that he 


make a net to Congress at its next session embodying such recommendations in 
to the Library of Congress as he may deem proper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I desire, if I may be permitted, be- 
fore the reference of the joint resolution to the Committee on the 
Library, to state my reasons for its introduction. It is wholly with 
a view to the public service. 

The Congress of the United States by laws of remote date, and last 
by the act of July 25, 1868, provided for the delivery by the Con- 
perona Printer of fifty copies of all books and other publications 

y the Government of the United States for the purpose of exchange 
with foreign governments for similar public documents, The system 
however for want of oversight and attention has worked very im- 

ectly. The foreign governments with whom the exchange list 

been formed are some twenty-six in number, and of those the 
most voluminous receipts by the Library of Congress are so 8 
irregular, as to destroy any value arising from their continuity an 
eompleteness. 

The government of Great Britain sends but few or none of its 
pp rare to our Library, and that is simply owing to the fact that 

e details and machinery for making such exchange cannot be effi- 
ciently mana through the medium of mere epistolary correspond- 
ence. It will require the active supervision of an intelligent person 
to establish a N system of proper exchange of these public 
documents in the manner designed by Congress, and it would be ex- 
ceedingly useful and valuable to our Library. 

In addition to the matter of the interchange of governmental pub- 
lications there have been t improvements of which we should 
avail ourselves in the construction, ed Faber classification, and ar- 
rangement of European libraries within the last twenty-five years. 
The very preservation of the books themselves, their methods of classi- 
fication, arrangement, and cataloging, are all matters in which great 
advance has been made, the benefit of which I desire should accrue 
to our own Library. 

The erection of a national library is every day becoming a matter 
of 8 necessity. There is in this country no one whose intelligence 
an . gas to inform Coogee prey upon this subject exceeds 
that of the modest, accomplished, and worthy gentleman who fills 
the post of Librarian so acceptably to all of those who have occasion 
* his services or who are at all competent to judge of their 
value, 

It is therefore, in my opinion, exceedingly proper and highly ex 
dient that a visit to and an 3 of the public libraries of Eu- 
rope should be made in behalf of the American people and their 
Library as soon as may be. f 

As I said, there is no one fitter for this mission nor who would more 
creditably represent the American Government than the gentleman 
named in this resolution. I may say, also as a matter which is not 
without weight with me, I think it would not only be a duty to him 
but a well-earned pleasure and delight. To make such a tour of in- 
spection would be to Mr. Spofford a labor of love as well as the per- 
formance of a most important duty—a season of relaxation and re- 
lease from very confining labors which his industry and devotion to 
public service have heretofore rendered impossible. 

It is proper to add that except so far as the inquiry made by me 
into the ges condition of our exchanges of governmental pub- 
lications with those of foreign countries, Mr. Spofford has had no in- 
timation whatever of the introduction of this joint resolution or of 
my intention to offer it. It has proceeded entirely on my own mo- 
tion, after a comparison of views with several other gentlemen. 

_ I make these remarks trasting that the proposition may commend 
itself to the favorable consideration of the Committee on the Library 
and of the Senate and to obtain their ready approval. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to say a word about the matter of 


exchanges. I believe that the system of exchanges is now regulated 
rye and is consolidated in practice in the hands of the Secretary 

e Smithsonian Institution, where, if I am correctly advised, (not 
in reference to this question of course, but if my information and 


knowledge about it in general is correct) the system is as perfect and 
tematic as any such system can ever be. The United States ex- 
ange under the authority of law and through the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution with every foreign government that is willing to reciprocate. 
Every single public document that is printed under the authority of 
Congress or at public expense, every valuable and important docu- 
ment that is printed in the Departments out of appropriations for the 
expenditures of those Departments and which are not printed by order 
of Congress in the direct sense so as to be distributed by Senators, and 
Representatives or of which Senators and Representatives, for public 
interests, can have even asingle copy for their own inspection, is 
furnished to every foreign government regularly, systematically, at 
stated periods, as fast as they come forth, in just the degree that the 
foreign government is willing to reciprocate by furnishing the United 
States with its own documents and publications. That operation of 
international exchange produces a stream, and the only one that reg- 
ularly and systematically could be produced to flow into the Library 


of Con, 

In addition to that, the Smithsonian Institution is anthorized by 
its foundation under the acts of Congress to exchange publications of 
any kind that it makes itself or comes into possession of, with foreign 
and domestic literary societies, colleges, institutions in the United 
States and in foreign countries. That sends out from our workshop 
of intellect and pro; the whole product of the nation, so to speak, 
and it brings back from every quarter of the globe the similar pro- 
ducts of the intellect, and activity, and discovery, and progress, and 
social science, of all civilized peoples. 

So I do not imagine that, as far as the mere subject of inspecting 
and arranging international exchanges of books is concerned, an ex- 
pedition by anybody to a foreign country would be of any great 
service. In respect of the other part of it, the subject of inspectin 
libraries, classification, arrangement, and completing sets and alf 
that sort of thing, there is very great force in what the Senator from 
Delaware has said; and I certainly should unite with him in all that 
he has said in respect of the capacity and worth of the gentleman 


named in the resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to say one word on this subject before the 
joint resolution is referred. 1 wish to corroborate what has been so 
well said by the Senator from Vermont, in relation to the manner in 
which these exchanges are effected by the Smithsonian Institution. 
I am inclined to with the Senator that very little can be done 
in that direction, and if anything can be done, it should be by the 
Secretary of that institution. If this resolution is looking in the 
future to transfer the practical administration of that law from the 
Smithsonian Institution, where it is so well done, to the Library of 
Congress, where it cannot be as well done, I certainly hope it will 
not receive the consideration of this body. I have great fears that 
this is an entering-wedge to effect that change, and it would be a 
change which I think in its results would be injurious and disastrous. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on the Library. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M, 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 4507) to abolish all tolls at the Lonisville and Portland Canal ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. No. 605) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to deposit certain funds in the United States Treasury in 
lieu of investment; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-Presi- 
dent. 

TENNESSEE RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to farnish to 
the Senate a statement from the books of the War Department showing in tabulated 
form the amounts appro: and mded within fiscal and calendar Te- 
spectively for the improvement of the Tennessee River from 1870, and prior years, 
to the present date, and also showing the balances on June 30 of each year, and the 
balance, if any, now available, 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. WITHERS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 496) to provide for the examination and 
adjudication of pension claims; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BILLS RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. I rise to ask that some bills be taken from the 
Calendar and recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] who reported Senate bill No. 
131, Senate bill No. 390, and Senate bill No. 965 from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, asks that they be recommitted, and I make that 
motion. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the bills were recommitted to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs, as follows: 

A bill (S. No. 131) for the relief of John W. Chickering ; 

A bill (S. No. 390) to authorize the President to restore Dunbar R. 
Ransom to his former rank in the Army; and 

A bill (S. No. 965) for the relief of D. T. Kirby. 
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CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR KELLOGG. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, on Friday last I offered a resolu- 
tion of a personal nature, and the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THUÈŻÈ- 
MAN, ] I believe, gave notice that when the resolution came before 
the Senate for action he would move that it lie on the table. I de- 
sire to call up that resolution now, and I ask the Senate to dispose of 
it in some manner. 

I wish also to state that I was actuated in offering the resolution 
by a feeling that the charge contained in the extract cited therein 
was without and beyond the usual 5 of newspaper publica- 
tions reflecting upon members of this y. I felt that when a 
rari acho that nature was made thus 1 against a member of 
this y it was his duty, in justice to himself, to call the attention 
of the Senate to it—no other than a charge that a member of this 
body had sought, by instigating a vile prosecution against another 
member of this body, to influence him in a matter that involved the 
discharge of his official duty. I felt that this was so extraordinary 
5 5 unusual a charge as to justify me in pursuing the course that I 
di 


Moreover, when it came tomy knowledge that simultaneous and con- 
temporaneous publications of the same nature had been made connect- 
oo See with this matter; and furthermore, when I was informed by 
what I regarded as reliable authority, authority.that I think cannot 
be successfully questioned, that a member of this body had stated 
to newspa) correspondents, if not to others, that this charge was 
substantially true, and connecting me directly with it,I felt that I 
was justified in pursuing the course that I did and repelling all at- 
tempts to connect me with this miserable business. Hence, last Fri- 
day, I took occasion to brand the instigators and authors, whoever 
they were, of the charge in a manner that I deemed proper and appro- 
priate, and I think it was emphatic and unmistakable. I meant it 
to be so, at least. 

Now, if for any reason a majority of the Senate see fit to refuse to 
adopt this resolution I am 8 content. I only wished to place 
myself in such a position before the Senate as to indicate my will- 
ingness, nay, desire, that this matter should be investigated and the 
truth or meN of the charge shown; and whatever course the Sen- 
ate may take I may say that I shall consider that I have done all I 
am called on to do in any point of view in my own defense in respect 
to this entire matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana calls for 
the consideration of the resolution submitted by him on Friday last, 
which will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Whereas the followin; n Orl Democrat, spaper pub- 
‘lished in New Orleans, * e 9th day of March, 1660, 8 extracted 
from a newspaper called the Charleston News: 

“Ttis understood in Washington that the woman Jessie Raymond was car- 
ried there by W. P. KELLOGG, the carpet- Senator from Louisiana, and that he 
has been threatening for some time to have this suit brought unless Senator HILL 
would cease his efforts to have him (KELLOGG) unseated. The of the seduction 
is not believed by those acquainted with the facts; and, even if it be true, resort 
to so dastardly a means to attain a political end can only recoil on the head of the 
` A. scheme: 

eee That 4 committee of five Senators be appointed by the Chair who shall 
inquire report concerning the truth of the charges and allegations in said arti- 
cle and the facts and circumstances connected therewith. Said committee shall 
have power to send for and papers, to administer oaths, to employ a clerk 
and stenographer, and to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Louisiana 
has now made some statements that were not contained in his re- 
marks last Friday. If they were, I did not hear them. I have not 
the RECORD before me, and I cannot say. As his remarks indicated, 
as the resolution itself indicates, the only source of these charges 
against him was certain newspapers. I said then, and I repeat now, 
that nothing in my judgment could tend more to degrade the Ameri- 
can Senate, more to render it contemptible in the eyes of the people 
than for it to fall into the habit of appointing committees of investi- 
gation whenever some newspaper, responsible or irresponsible, sees fit 
to make some ch eens a Senator. 

babe sir, when did the time ever exist that public men were not 
libeled in the public press; and what would be our condition and 
the condition of the public business if, instead of attending to that 
for which we were sent here, for which the Constitution ordained the 
existence of this body, our time was taken up in making inquiries 
into all the charges that appear anonymously or not anonymously in 
the public press. : 

If charges are made against a Senator by a responsible man in a 
responsible manner that ought to have the notice of this body, then 
ask for an inquiry; but to say that yon are to roam over the tens of 
thousands of newspapers in the United States and find all the libels 
that are published against public men and against Senators, then 
summon senatorial committees to inquire of them to the great neg- 
lect of the public business, to the great expense of the Government, 
and, what is infinitely worse, to the utter degradation of the Senate, 


is what, Mr. President, during the brief time that I shall remain 
here, I never will consent to. No, sir. The laws furnish relief; if a 
man is libeled the law furnishes relief and a sufficient relief. The 
courts of law are open to Senators as well as to others who are 
libeled; and it does not become the Senate of the United States to 
Masai pau anio A Aai prlu opare i try all the libels that may be ut- 
Its own self-respect forbids it ; the pub- 


tered against its mem 
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lic interest forbids it; the dignity of the bedy, at least that dignity 
> sae forbid it, and public 


which the Constitution supposes it has sh 
morals forbid it. 

Mr. President, I move that the resolution do lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am paired with the Senater from South Carolina, 
(Mr, ButtErR.] If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 25; as follows: 
YEAS—34. 
Ba, H primea McPherson, 2 
ya roome, Maxey, ase 
Beck, i Voo: 
Call, Hereford, Penticton, Walker, 
Johnston, Pryor, Wallace, 
Coke, Jonas, Ransom, Williams, 
Davis of W. Va., Jones of Florida, Saulsbury. Withers. 
Eaton. Kernan, Sater, 
Garland, McDonald, Thurman, 
NAYS—3. 
Allison, Cameron of W Hill of Colorado, 
Anthony, Conkli * Hoar, — 
Baldwin. Da vis ois, Kellogg, Teller, 
ir, Dawes, Lar pong Windom. 
„ 0 s 
Damen Hamiin Piatt, 
Cameron of Pa., 1 Platt. 
ABSENT—17. 
Brent’ fine ton “ Wh 
Butler, Hillef Georgia, Peddook, = 
8 cy Rando! 
Farley, Jones of Nevada, ph, 


So the resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 
COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution ; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 
Resolved, That Mr. WALLACE, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. EDMUx f Vermont, 
Misya Br peho Emp yy Sedan peas Be ney 
DISTRICT CRIMINAL PRACTICE. 


Mr. THURMAN. I gave notice yesterday that I would ask the 
Senate in the morning hour to-day to take up a bill which I am sure 
will not occupy ten minutes, but which is of very pressing impor- 
tance. I wish to state that as the law now stands there can be but 
one criminal court at the same time in this District, although there 
are judges at leisure and two criminal courts could be held at the 
same time. This bill is mainly to remedy that difficulty. Lask unan- 
imous consent for its consideration at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1408) to further amend the act 
entitled An act to reorganize the courts of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1863, and to repeal 
section 861 of chapter 24 of the Revised Statutes of the District of 
Columbia, and re-enact the same as amended. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the word 
“hereby,” to strike out “repealed and re-enacted” and insert 
“ amended so as to read.” 

- The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 5, after the figures “861,” to 
strike out: 

No person who shall serve as a petit juror at any term of the criminal or circuit 
courts of the District of Columbia shall be eligible as a petit juror in either of said 


courts, or compellable to serve us a grand juror in the criminal court for the od 
JSV = 


And insert in lieu thereof: 


The amendment was a: to. 

The next amendment was to add the following as a new section : 

Sec. 3. All laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith are herewith repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest the necessity of amending the title so às 
to conform to the body of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESID The title will be amended as suggested. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to further amend the 
act entitled ‘ An act to reorganize the courts of the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes/ approved March 3, 1863, and to amend 
section 861 of chapter 24 of the Revised Statutes of the District of 
Columbia.” 

‘ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with thacall 
of the Calendar of General Orders, commencing at the point reached 
yesterday. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call up a resolution I offered yesterday 
to discharge the Committee on Commerce from the consideration of 


a bill. . ; : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That can bedone by unanimous consent. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I have submitted a resolution this morning af- 
fecting that question and I desire to have this go over until we get a 


sig Seri: to that. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER. 


The bill (S. No. 1269) for the erection of a public puina at Den- 
ver, Colorado, was announced as being first in order upon the Calen- 
dar, and its consideration was resumed, asin Committee of the Whole, 
the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. HILL, of Colo- 
rado, to strike out all of the bill after the word “States,” in line 18, 
in the following words : 

Nor until the State of Colorado shall duly release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax or in an pte! Acer papers ree atime s of the United 
States that may be thereon, an cede jurisdiction over the same during the 
time that the United States shall remain the owner thereof. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I announced Pawnee Ere in my 

inion as far back as 1819, 8 Story had decided the question 
‘hich lies at the bottom of this bill in accordance with the views, 
as I understood them, taken by the Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. MOR- 
RILL. ] 

The bill is e out the power granted in artiele 1, section 8, 
clause 17, of the oreto, e ast comportin fally with the 
words or the entire ideas expressed in that clause. The clause is that 
Congress shall have power— 

To exercise exclusive ao ees in all cases whatsoever, over such district (not 


5 hall a th Loy e r 
w © same 8: or the on OF fo) arse- 
nals, dock-yards, and other needful buildings. a 
This bill does not claim to get the assent of the Legislature of the 
State, or, more properly speaking, does not claim a cession from the 
Legislature of the State. It simply contemplates by the United 
States a purchase of this site. The authorities upon that section of 
the Constitution—and it has frequently been before the courts of the 
country—have divided the two powers and made a very distinct recog- 
nition of them as separate ; first, a purchase by and under the cession 
of the State Legislature; second, a purchase without any cession at 
all. I presume that the Senator from Colorado who has control of 
the bill intended the bill to come under the latter power, or under 
the latter clause of the entire power; that is, the case of a simple 


urchase. 
E Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that the 
bill is not as introduced by any Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. GARLAND. Ibeg pardon. 

Mr. TELLER. At the early part of last session I introduced a bill 
for this with this clause out; subsequently my colleague in- 
troduced a bill with it out; but the committee report this bill and 
make no disposition of either of the other bills. 

Mr. GARLAND. I supposed the Senator’s colleague had charge of 
it; but that does not matter. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me 
to ask him one question before he proceeds, in order that I may un- 
derstand him ? 


Mr. GARLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Do I understand the Senator to say that 
there is a distinction in the jurisdiction that follows from a pur- 
chase by the consent of the islature of a State and that which 
exists where an actual cession of jurisdiction has been made? The 
Constitution, as I understand it, provides that the cession of jurisdic- 
tion shall be made only in the case of this District, and in all other 
eases the purchase is to be with the consent of the Legislature of the 
State wherein the land lies, and then the State need not give juris- 
diction over that land unless it chooses. That is my understanding, 
but I may be mistaken about it. 

Mr.GARLAND. The distinction is between a cession by the Legis- 
lature and a simple, naked purchase vesting the title in the Govern- 
ment of the United States. It is true that where a cession is made 
by the Legislature the exclusive jurisdiction follows and the State 
is ruled out as to the jurisdiction as to that particular piece of prop- 

. The incompatibility is just as marked and just as evident as it 
is in the philosophical problem that two bodies cannot occupy the 
same space at the same time. I read from Paschall's Kaotad Cou- 
stitution, where the various cases on this subject are collected : 

The right of exclusive legislation carries with it the right of exclusive jurisdic- 
tion, (United States vs. Cornell, 2 Mason, 60, 91; 6 Opin., 577,) even to recapture by 
military force, (9 Op., 521.) This second clause binds all the United States, (Cohens 
ve. Virginia, 6 Wheat., 224.)—Story’s Constitution, section 1229. 8 

Congress has the right to punish murder in a fort or other place within its exclu- 
sive jurisdiction, but no general right to punish murder committed within any of 
the States. (Idem.) The ones to legislate in these places, ceded by a State, car- 
ries with it as an incident the right to make that power effectual. (Cohens vs. Vir- 
ginia, 6 Wheat., 423.) Congress does not act as a local legislature, but exercises this 
1 power, like all other powers, in its high character as the Legislature of 

Union. (Id., Story’s Constitution, section 1234.) But the purchase of lands by 
the United States for public 8 within the territorial limits of a State, does 
not of itself oust the jurisdiction or sovereignty of such State over the lands so 


That is the decision in Cornell, in 2 Mason. This now is a mere pur- 
chase of land, as I understand this bill which is reported by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL. ] 


The Constitution prescribes the only mode by which they can uire 
poweri and, therefore, they hold Ast as an individeal when they obtain 


That principle was decided by Judge Grier of the circuit court in 
a case in 2 W. , jr., and just upon 3 

The words moved to be stricken out by the Senator from Colorado, 
so far as concerns taxation, would be surplusage. It is not within 
the power of the State to tax these lands when purchased by the 
Government; so that part of the amendment of course is n i 
correct. It makes no difference what was provided in the enabling 
act by which Colorado was admitted into the Union, or in any other 
act; that power to tax does not exist. I will read from the decisi 
in 2 Wallace, jr.: 

After a ceasion by a State, it cannot take ce of any acts done in the 
ceded places after the cession. And the inhabitants of those places cease to be 
inhabitants of the State, and can no longer exercise any civil or political rights 
under the laws of the State. But if there has been no cession, the State jurisdic- 
tion still remains. 

This bill, if I understand it, does not contemplate any cession ; it 
simply contemplates a bare naked purchase of the land which under 
the decisions of the different courts that have construed this clause 
of the Constitution leaves the jurisdiction of the State intact. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I call the Senator’s attention to the last 
clause, “ and shall cede jurisdiction over the same during the time 
that the United States shall remain the owner thereof.” 

Mr. GARLAND. I am coming to that. I speak of the bill as pro- 
posed to be amended by the Senator from Colorado., If the amend- 
ment prevails, as a matter of course, that part of the bill will be 
stricken out; and it stands then simply as a purchase of property by 
the United States, and that leaves the jatisdiction of the State intact 
and unimpaired. If the amendment does not prevail, a cession will 
be ss hah the jurisdiction of the State will be wi out. Which- 
ever the Senators from Colorado prefer in this respect, I am perfectly 
willing to vote for. 

Judge Kent, commenting on this power in a note to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate, says: 

The State 1 7 cre may likewise lose all erg over places purchased 
by Con 3 1 the State, for the erection of forts, 
dock yards He t-houses, hospitals, tary academies, and other needful build- 
ings. The question which has arisen on the subject was as to the effect of the pro- 
reservation, y annexed to the consent of that all civil and 
criminal process issned under the authority of the State might 
lands so ceded in like manner as if the cession had not been made. This point was 
much discussed in the circuit court of the United States in Rhode Island in the 


case of The United States vs. Cornell. It was held that a purchase of lands within 
tho jurisdiction of a State, with the consent of the State, the national poos 


contemplated by the Constitution did, ipso facto, by the very terms of the 
tution, Fali within ren 8 


was completely 


done within the ceded lands. The whole apparent object of the proviso was to 
prevent the ceded lands from becoming a sanctuary for fugitives from justice for 
acts done within the acknowledged p fere of the State; and such permission 
to execute process is not incompatible with exclusive sovereignty and jurisdiction. 
The acceptance of a cession with this reservation amounts to an agreement of the 
new sovereign to t the free exercise of such as pane quoad hoc his 
own process. This construction has been ey, declared by the courts of the 
United States, and it 5 entirely with the intention of the parties; and upon 
any other construction the cession would be nugatory and void. Judge Story 
doubted whether Con were even at liberty by the terms of the Constitution 
to purchase lands with the consent of a State, under any qualification of that con- 
sent, which would deprive them of exclusive legislation over the place. The courts 
of the United States have sole and exclusive jurisdiction over an offense committed 
within a ceded place, notwithstanding the ordinary reservation of the right to ex- 
ecute civil and criminal process of the State. That was no reservation ot any sov- 
ereignty or jurisdiction. 

Congress, in exercising powers of exclusive legislation over a ceded place or dis- 
trict, unite the powers of general with those o legislation. The power of 
local legislation carries with it, as an incident, the right to make that power effect- 
nal. 8 exercises that local power, like all its other powers, in 
its high ter as the legislature of the Union, and its general power may come 
in aid of these local powers. It is, therefore, competent for Congress to try and 
punish an offender for an offense committed within one of those local districts, in 
a place not within such jurisdiction, or to provide for the pursuit and arrest of a 
criminal from one of those districts after commit a felony there, or to 
punish a ‘or concealing, out of the district, a felony committed within it, 
All these incidental powers are necessary to the complete execution of the princi- 
i 7 indi and the Supreme Court, in Cohens vs. Virginia, held that they were vested 

m, 


It follows, as a consequence, from this doctrine of the Federal courts, that State 
courts cannot take cognizance of any offenses committed within such ceded districts ; 
and, on the other hand, that the inhabitants of such places cannot exercise any ci 
or political pariga under the laws of the State, they are not bound by 
those laws. This been so decided in the State courts. 


Reference is made to an opinion of Mr. Justice Woodbury in the 
case of The Commonwealth vs. Clary, 8 Mass., 72; and to Same vs. 
Young, 1 Hall’s Journal of Jurispradence, 53: 


But if in any case the United States have not actually purchased, and the State 
has not, in point of fact, ceded, Laat piade or territory to the United States, its juris- 
diction remains, notwithstandin 
surrender by Great Britain b; 
son. The supreme court of y held, in the case of The le 
va. Godfrey, that they had jurisdiction of a . by one soldier 
another within Niagara Fort. Nor would the purchase of the land by the U; 
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States be alone sufficient to vest them with the jurisdiction, or to oust that of the 
State, without being accompanied or followed with the consent of the lature 
of the State. This was so decided in the case of The Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania ve. Young. 

I prefer to read from Judge Kent, because he summarizes the dif- 
ferent decisions. The last clause I have read covers the case of this 
bill precisely : 

Nor would the purchase of the land by the United States be alone sufficient to 
‘vest them with the jurisdiction or to oust that of the State, without being accom- 
panied or followed with the consent of the Legislature of the State. 

It stands as a simple purchase on the face of this bill with the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado, leaving the State jurisdic- 
tion as it was before. If that is the wish of the Senators from Col- 
orado, the amendment accomplishes that end. The clauseof the bill 
in reference to taxation which the amendment strikes out is, as I 
said before, unnecessary. The property cannot be taxed anyway. 
The amendment offe by the other Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is unnecessary, because by the act of 1841 no money can be 
appropriated to carry on these buildings until the title is examined 
by the Attorney-General and pronounced sufficient, and that general 
law is not repealed by this special law as to this building in Colo- 


rado. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, this question, in my opin- 
ion, lies within a very narrow compass. The bill as repo from 
the committee contains a clause which provides for the cession of 
323 on the part of the State over the locality upon which it 

pro to erect a public building. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. HL,] in whose State it is proposed 
to erect this structure, is to strike out that clause and to leave the 
bill without any provision whatever looking to a cession of jurisdic- 
tion over the ground on the part of the State that he represents. I 
said the other day that this matter was considered by the committee 
of which I happen to be chairman, and I am anxious that some prin- 
ciple should be adopted which will regulate cases like this hereafter. 

do not think it is necessary, even if jurisdiction is required, that 
this bill shall stand in its present shape, because according to the 
authority read by the Senator from Arkansas consent on the part of 
the Legislature to the purchase vests jurisdiction over the land the 
same as a cession by the Legislature. There cannot be any doubt 
about that. There are two ways of acquiring exclusive jurisdiction 
over ground like this. The first is by a cession on the part of the 
State, in which she relinquishes all sovereign authority over it, and 
thereby vests in the Government of the Union exclusive jurisdiction 
over the ground. The next method is by a purchase on the part of 
the United States with the consent of the Legislature of the State 
within which the land lies. Either of these methods will result in 

* vesting jurisdiction in the Government of the United States, 

Now, say it is not necessary, even if jurisdiction is desired, that 
this bill should stand in its present form; that is, providing for a 
cession on the part of the State of jurisdiction to the United States; 
but even leaving that out, and letting the bill pass in the form in 
which the Senator from Colorado desires it to pass, after that if it is 
thought wise and expedient to obtain this jurisdiction over the ground, 
an act on the part of the Legislature of Colorado rere, | to the 

urchase will carry with it the precise consequences that would follow 

man actual cession, He has stated his reasons for wishing to 
leave this clause out. It may be necessary to go on with the work 
before the Legislature meets, and if jurisdiction is desired afterward 
all that spacey Sean be for the State to signify its assent to 
15 purchase, and thereby vest authority in the Government of the 
nion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. TELLER and others. Let us vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate proceeds to the consideration 
of its unfinished business. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senate will allow this bill to be dis- 

of. It will take but a moment longer. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is no objection to a vote, but 
there is to discussion. 

Mr. MORRILL. Isuggest as a compromise on all sides of the ques- 
tion, that we strike ont of the bill—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senate consent to the further 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Informally. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Subject to a call for the regalar order. 

Mr. MORRILL. On line 18, after the word“ States,“ I suggest that 
we strike out the whole to the end of the bill, and insert what I send 
to the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word “ States,” in line 18, it is pro- 
posed to strike ont all the remainder of the bill, as follows: 

Nor until the State of Colorado shall duly release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax, or in any way assess, said site or property of the United 
States that may be thereon, and shall cede jurisdiction over the same during the 
time that the United States shall remain the owner thereof. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Nor until the Legislature of the State of Colorado shall duly consent to the pur- 
chase by the United States of the proposed site. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think it has become very obvious, upon the 
reading of the Constitution and the various comments which have 
been made, that the United States will have jurisdiction over any 


pone that the State Legislature consents to part with to the 
nited States; and, also, that it will be im ible for any State to 
tax the property of the United States. erefore, I suggest the 
amendment which I have proposed, and I think all parties will be 


satisfied. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me, if I understand anything about the 
law governing this case, that this amendment amounts to about the 
15 as the present provision. I do not see that we gain anything 

yit. 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to say one word to my friend from Ver- 
mont. His amendment will not do at all, I beg leave to say to him. 
Wherever the Legislature of a State consents to the purchase, then 
the Constitution itself provides that the jurisdiction of Congress 
shall be exclusive. The Constitution operates proprio vigore, and the 
moment the purchase is made by the Sheen oh to State, 1t requires 
no cession of jurisdiction on the part of the State. The Constitution 
of the United States itself operates to give Congress exclusive juris- 
diction. The striking out part of the amendment is well enough, but 
what the Senator from Vermont proposes to insert makes the bill just 
as bad as it now is. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not desire to have this bill take up all the 
time of the morning; but certainly I never will consent to a proposi- 
tion that we shall not have the assent of the State to any purchase 
that shall be made. I think it will be going a great ways to say that 
the United States may pat up a building wherever it pleases, with- 
out the consent of the islature of the State, especially when it is 
expressly provided in the Constitution that consent shall be obtained. 

r. EDMUNDS. This single case is made now to involve a very 
general principle of policy, and will undoubtedly be a test and a solu- 
tion of whatever in future is to be the policy of the United States. 
It therefore having broadened itself, out of the theory of the Anthony 
rule, I object to its farther consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill goes over. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. CONKLING. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
memorial relating to the adulteration of butter was referred this morn- 
ing to the Committee on Territories, and ask that the memorial go to 
the Committee on Agriculture. It is more agreeable to the Senator 
who presented the memorial, I learn, that it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture than to the other committee. Some other simi- 
lar petitions have gone there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Prarr in the chair.) If there be 
no objection it will be so ordered, and the memorial will be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 4507) to abolish all tolls at the Louisville and 
Portland Canal was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


MAIL-TRANSPORTATION DEFICIENCY, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the appro- 
pasaon for the transportation of the mails on star routes for the 

scal year ending June 30, 1880, the pending question being on the 
amendment submitted by Mr. WALLACE on behalf of the Committee- 
on Appropriations, in section 1, line 3, to strike out“ nine hundred 
and seventy” and insert “eleyen hundred.” 

Mr. WALLACE. I desire to give notice that I want to finish this. 
bill to-day, and I hope the Senate will stay and finish it. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I agree with the chairman of the sub- 
committee who has charge of this bill, [Mr. WALLACE, I that it is im- 
portant to finish it to-day, and I will endeavor to consume as little 
time as I can 3 with a full presentation of what I think 
ought to be said in behalf particularly of the truth of the statements. 
contained in the prosimo reported by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions as part of the bill. 

Yesterday I endeavored to show as well as I could that the Post- 
Office Department had disregarded the provisions of the statutes of 
the United States which provide that no money shall be expended 
during any one fiscal year by any Department of the Government in ex- 
cess of appropriations and that no contract shall be made which shall 
bind the Government for any sum in excess thereof, which is all the 
preamble alleges. 

It was made apparent by the statement of the Postmaster-General 
and of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General to the sub-committee 
that they had soused the appropriations made for the star service as 
necessarily to create a deficiency which they claimed would amount 
to $1,720,004. They had made contracts extending over the whole year 
and for years yet to come to that extent in excess of all appropriations. 
The question therefore had to be met by the Committee on Appro- 
priations and it must be decided by the Con of the United States 
whether the Postmaster-General and his officials have a right to vio- 
late the law, to exceed appropriations made by Congress, to make con- 
tracts in violation of the provisions of thestatutes, or whether Congress 
has power over these things and a right to rebuke offending officials, 

I am not going to repeat any of the arguments I made on that sub- 
ject. The statement of the proposition seems to me to exhaust the 
argument. If the Post-Office Department officials have a right to 
expend in one month, two months, six months, or nine months what 
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they estimate as necessary for the existing and probable service for 
a whole year, and then by an edict such as was issued on the 20th of 
February cut down all the star mail service of the United States from 
daily to weekly trips on and after the Ist day of March unless they can 
coerce Congress to give them whatever additional money they see fit 
to demand, there is no use for Congress in matters of appropriation. 
The Department is master of the situation, as I fear it will be through 
the power and patronage it wields. I said that if they had created 
deficiencies by accident or unintentionally, and had said so to us, that 
might be excusable; but when we are told defiantly that it is their 
right to do so, and that we are stopping the mail service of the United 
States by refusing to furnish the money they now demand, then it is 
time the issue should be made and met. 

It will be recollected that I said yesterday that every dollar the 
Department demanded for the service was given to them. Con 
was in session up to the 2d day of July, 1879, and if they had antici- 
pated any deficiency and had sought to deal fairly it was their duty 
then to have told us and allowed us to provide for it. 

None of these things were done. Now complaint is made that we 
are seeking to prejudge the legality of their action and to find men 
guilty by asserting in the preamble that they have violated the laws, 
without a hearing. Mr. President, a thousand witnesses might be 
called to prove the facts and they could not prove them more conclu- 
sively than the Postmaster-General and his Second Assistant have 

roved them themselves. The Committee on Appropriations of the 
Renate differed somewhat from the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House as to the best mode of redress. The House bill as it came 
to us sought to cut down certain mail service. The Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate ask the Senate not to cut down any of 
the service, but to rebuke our own officials. 

The Honse sought to censure the Department because of illegal 
acts by cutting down the contracts on routes on which there had 
been Jarge expedition of the service. That was the remedy they pro- 
posed. The Senate Committee on Appropriations propose not to in- 
vestigate that question at present, but to allow the routes to remain 
as they are, to allow the expedition to remain as it is, to provide for 
all the service on all the routes, and give all the money that the 
books show to be necessary. > 

Both committees acted upon the obvious fact that there has been 
a disre by the Post-Office Department of existing laws by the 
expenditure of money in excess of appropriations and by making con- 
tracts in violation of their obligations. It is no argument to my mind 
to say that they can annul all these contracts and stop mail service 
now without expending more than the money actually given. To do 
that they have to pay ,000, taken out of the Treasury of the United 
States, to cover up their own wrongs in order to prevent them from 
being guilty of impeachable offenses. Mr. President, did you ever 
hear of a man who violated the law going into the Treasury of the 
-country and taking out money to protect himself from the law he had 
violated, taking $600,000 to pay his friends for nothing, and then 
defying Lon res of the United States to say aught against him and 
defending himself by saying, “I have stopped your mails; I have made 
you pay ,000 to save me from technically going beyond the ap- 
propriations you allowed me?” Iconfess that I can hardly argue the 

uestion or restate it because of the absurdity of the proposition. 
e statement, as I said, exhausts the argument. 

See the effect of such conduct: not only the one hundred and seven 
routes which the House sought to cut down are destroyed by the order 
of the Postmaster-General, of February 20, but 10,400 rontes were cut 
down to weekly service, the object being to put additional coercion on 
Congress. And as we had authorized some new routes last year, he 
says, in his circular of February 20, after cutting down all the ex- 
isting routes from daily to weekly service, that he will stop altogether 
all new routes. He knew that every member of Congress would be 
written to by his constituents to know why their mail-route is stopped. 
The daily mails were put on by him, as he admits, on the routes ap- 
propriated for because the service required it, and now he says he will 
cut them down to punish members of Congress for failing to obey 
his orders and give him all the money he demands. He orders that 
to take effect on the Ist day of March, fifteen days ago, but he gra- 
ciously concluded to suspend his order temporarily to see if he could 
not coerce us to give him the money demanded, Ladmit the coercion; 
I admit the duress. I a: to give the money, but I insist that we 
shall not give it to that Department until we have told the Depart- 
ment that they were wrong-doers in forcing that condition of things 
upon us. I presume I will be beaten, but no matter. 

The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate agreed that, pend- 
ing the investigation in the House of Representatives, it was well 
not to pass judgment in advance as to the contracts alleged to be 
fraudulent. We are ig, refrain from passing judgment upon 
any question of frand. We have simply passed upon the violation of 
the law by qur own officials, which is admitted, unless the theory of 
the er Generel and of those who a; with him shall pre- 
vail, which never ought to be indorsed in this or any other deliber- 
ative representative 5 

I said yesterday that 
induced the 


would call attention to the reasons which 
e of the laws under which we are now conducting 


ublic affairs which bind the Postmaster-General and every other 
Feat of the Departments of this Government. During the war, for 
example, immense appropriations were made by Congress, and at the 


close of it an immense amount of surplus money appropriated was on 
hand in the various Departments; immense amounts of materials, 
such as horses, mules, rags, all the materials of war, all the ships 
temporarily built or bought for the Navy; and of all the great items 
of expenditures large balances were in the Treasury charged to the 
Departments, and no longer considered as part of the money or prop- 
erty of the people. 

What did they do? They claimed that all the money appropriated 
for the use of each Department belonged to that Department, and 
could be used to pay any or all the so-called debts of the Department. 
The appropriation having been charged to them during former years, 
they claimed that it remained subject to their control. It never a 
peared as part of the public debt statement, or as part of the public 
assets, except when it was first i aes cent and whatever balance 
remained naexpended or unsold the Departments claimed the right to 
use as they saw fit. For example, for the fiscal year 1866, beginning 
the Ist July, 1865, and ending June 30, 1866, there was an appropria- 
tion made tor the Army of $233,000,000. The war closed before that 
fiscal year began, and much of the money appropriated, amounting 
as I said to $283,000,000, which was supposed to be necessary for war 
parpopes was not needed. The act referred to was passed on the 3d 

arch, 1865, when the war was flagrant. Among the other items of 
that bill, which I hold in my hand, (see volume 13, Statutes at Large, 
page 495,) was this: 

For pay of volunteers, $200,000,000. 

And large appropriations were made for the purchase of horses, 
mules, wagons, &c. Instead of using any of these sums of money to 

ay volunteers or buy wagons, mules, or other munitions of war, the 
8 the moment the war closed, in May, 1865, began to sell, 
and to sell largely, the vast accumulations of material on hand; yet 
it was claimed that as the War Department had been charged with 
that $283,000,000, it lay subject to their order; that it could be drawn 
upon for whatever they saw fit to use it for. The Navy Department 
did the same thing, and both Departments used it recklessly, as I have 
in years gone by had occasion to show more than once at the other. 
end of the Capitol. 

In 1870, as I said yesterday, when the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] was chairman of the Committee on A 
propriations of the House, of which I was an humble member, a 
these things were brought before us and carefully considered. Dur- 
ing the years before that there was some excuse, perhaps, for loose- 
ness in management. I am not going to revive the old political 
troubles and the strife we then had over those questions; but the fact 
is known that during President Johnson’s administration Congress 
and the President were at loggerheads; they did not work harmoni- 
ously. The President sent to the Senate appointments for official 

itions, of which over eleven hundred were rejected by the Senate 
in two years—over fourteen hundred, including those that were 
allowed to lie over and die. Nothing worked well; the internal rev- 
enue was not collected, and there seemed to be no responsibility any- 
where. But in 1870, when the President and the Congress began to 
work in unison, these greatevils were brought before the Committee 
on Appropriations, and then it was, on the 12thof July, 1870, that we 
passed these wholesome laws by adding seven sections to the execu- 
tive, legislative, and judicial appropriation bill, one of which was 
literally transcribed into the Revised Statutes, and reads as follows— 
I repeat reading it, though I believe I read it twice yesterday: 

That it shall not be lawful for any Department of the Government to expend 
in any one fiscal year any sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for 
that fiscal year, or to involve the Government in any contract for the future pay- 
ment of money in excess of such appropriations. 

And we provided thatall balances of appropriations which remained 
on the books of the Treasury that had not been drawn against for the 
accounts of that year should be paid back into the Treasury, and that 
these sums should no longer remain indefinitely to the credit or subject 
tothe orderof the different Departments. We went a step furtherafter- 
ward, May 8, 1872, when we required all sales of property that were 
made by any officer or Department of the Government to be paid into 
the Treasury and a listof the articles sold and the prices paid to be 
given, and they to be furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury in 

is annual statements to Congress, so that Congress could know what 
was pone done with the money of the people, and investigate any 
wrongs that might appear in any of the accounts. 

We provided still further that when we gave money to be used for 
one branch of the public service to any Department, or any bureau 
thereof, it should not be transferred to any other bureau or branch of 
service in the Department, but should be accounted for separately, 
just as the appropriations for the railroad routes, the steamboat 
routes, and the star mail routes have to be accounted for now in the 
Post-Office Department, not mixing them up one with the other. All 
these precautions were taken for the purpose of giving us into gons 
information upon the subject of expenditures and of keeping them 
within our control. The Departments straggled against these laws 
year after year and sought to get rid of them. They have been re- 
tained by Congress and adhered to as the only means that we had of 
keeping control over the public money. As I said yesterday, this is 
the first time we have been openly defied. I hold in my hand aspeci- 
men of how the money used to be expended before these laws were 

I introduced a resolution into the House of Representatives 
and had it passed calling upon the then Secretary of War, General 
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Belknap, in 1872, to give us information as to the amount of money 
that had been received for property sold by that Department in the 
five or six years preceding, and what had been done with it. Strong 
objection was made to giving the desired information. The answer 
came back that it could not be done in less than six months. We re- 
sisted the passage of the Army bill until it was done. It came at 
last; and this is the closing sentence of the report of the Quarter- 
master-General. After showing the Jarge amounts that had been 
received, giving the fi in detail, the Acting Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral says, and it is the key to the whole of it: 

Making the total amount received by this Department since June 30, 1865, in ex- 
cess of its appropriations, $107,959,416.62, All of this has been used in payment of 
spits of bro . = 1 stated, the sum of $2,277,807.64. 

VVV 
* * * e 

The paman ee, oe. ee 2 

One hundred and five millions of dollars used by the Quartermas- 
ters Department alone in excess of the appropriations made by Con- 
gress, and spent by that officer to pay the debts of the Department, 
as he saw fit to call them! That one hundred and seven millions 
never appeared as part of the money of the people from the day it 
was appropriated during the war to buy the cattle, mules, horses, 
wagons, and other things that were afterward sold to produce it, but 
it remained standing as money belonging to the De ent till paid 
out to suit themselves. So the Secretary of the Navy made a like 
os Pap in 1872, showing that $74,000,000 had been received from the 

e of ships and other material by his Department. 

These are specimens of the things that induced us to pass the 
various laws now on the statute-books requiring executive officers 
to obey Congress, and we have been endeavoring to maintain them 
from that time to this; and it is obvious unless we continue to do so 
there is no security that the 7 money will ever be properly cared 
for or honestly expended. the Postmaster-General can defy us, if 
he can say, “True, you gave me all I asked; true, I estimated for 
10,400 existing routes, and a reasonable increase of service, and 
to maintain them during the whole year with the $5,900,000 you gave, 
and I made contracts with that view, but I have Chaney my mind; 
I have concluded to build up routes elsewhere, and I will divert a 
million and a ae or two ae en at pa 1 sie oo 
purposes to other purposes, and spend it as I please, and close 
your mails if you refuse to comply with my demand for more money. 
I will coerce it out of you, or punish your people, and punish you 
through your people, because you refuse to obey my orders.” If this 
can be done, what is the value of all the laws we have passed and have 
struggled so long and so hard to maintain in the interest of honesty 
and economy? To indorse the action of the Postmaster-General in 
this regard on any pretext however plausible will be understood by 
the people everywhere as deliberately returning to the old bad system 
that we so long sought to remedy and that we have in great part 
remedied; and shall not this Con when an appropriation is thus 
forced out of it—against its will, if you please, certainly inst 
right—say that while it will not punish the people, while it will fur- 
nish all the necessary mail service, it will rebuke the officers of the 
Government who dare thus wantonly, willfully, and deliberately, as 
they say they have done, to violate the law, disregard their obliga- 
tions, and force that condition of things upon Congress? That is 
the effort being made by the Committee on 3 now. The 
Senate may not sustain us; but it will be the worst day’s work the 
Senate ever did if it gives license again to executive officers to re- 
store the old bad condition of things that after years of struggle was 
supposed to have been remedied by the laws to which I have called 
attention. I have hoped much from the honesty and economy of the 
democratic party. This is.a fair test of the sincerity of its professions 
in thatregard. A few words on another subject. z 

The way in which the money appropriated has been expended needs 
a passing remark. I made afew notes on that subject by which I 
can refer to the testimony hurriedly without detaining the Senate 
long. In the demand of the Postmaster-General made upon us in 
December, and in the demand of the Second Assistant Postmaster- 

- General, made at the same time, they asked us to give them $2,000,000 
out of the unexpended balances of money given them in former years. 

That has been the cry all the time from all the executive officials. All 

the Departments say, We do not ask for money out of the z 

we ask for unexpended balances,” as though the money that was 

unexpended in former years is not as much the money of the people 
as any other money in the Treasury of the United States. Before we 
these laws, when the War Department and the Navy Depart- 
ment demanded more money, they said, We do not ask you for any 
money out of the ; we ask you for the unexpended balances 
of our old appropriations.” Unexpended balance of what? The former 
appropriations were given when Congress supposed great exigencies 
existed; those exigencies having passed away, leaving money unex- 
ded or munitions of war which they had left on hand and sold. 
proceeds of these sales were as much the money of the people as 

any other money the people had contributed by taxation to the 

ury. So with the money given in former years to the Post-Office and 

remaining unexpended ; it is part of the money of the people. 

Still the Post-Office Department is clamoring again for unexpended 
balances of money that were returned to the two or three 


years ago, which they could not bave spent without violating the 


I believe the increasing n 


law, and did not spend; but they now demand it almost as a matter 
of right. That by the way. The expedition of the mail routes al- 


luded to yesterday by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey] has been 
the great source of extravagant expenditure. Iam not going over 
many of them; time and the patience of the Senate would fail me; 
but I am entirely willing to take up as a specimen the great route 
that he spoke of from Fort Worth to Fort Yuma, about which so 
much of his speech was made, and show that that was an unwar- 
rantable and unnecessary use of the public money, especially if the 
other routes of the country had to be deprived of their service in 
order to pay for that expedition. From Fort Worth to Fort Yuma ` 
the advertised distance—— 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me to say that the increase of 
the Fort Worth route was estimated for, ashe will see by examination? 

Mr. BECK. It was for this current fiscal year, not for last year, 
but it is a fair illustration of many of the others. I refer to it asa 
specimen of the management of the Post-Office Department in these 
matters, as it was selected and specially lauded by the other Senator 
from Texas. It was advertised as being fifteen hundred and sixty- 
nine miles in length from Fort Worth to Fort Yuma. It was let for 
four years at $134,000 a year. The schedule time was seventeen days 
and the number of post-offices along the route when let was thirty- 
five. The route isnow called fourteen hundred and twenty-six miles, 
and my information is, though the Senators from Texas will doubt- 
less differ with me as to that, that the advertised length was not the 
proper length. It never was any longer than fourteen hundred and 
twenty-six miles, if that long. I applied to the Post-Office De 
ment for information on the subject but was unable to obtain it—I 
then took the next best means to find out from the old contractors, 
and in the guide-books I find this condition of things: I have the 
advertisement of the ngih of lines ọf the varioùs contractors, and 
the distances as follows : From Fort Worth to Fort Concho, 239 miles; 
from Fort Concho to Missoula, 526 miles; from Missoula to Yuma, 
645 miles; total, 1,410 miles. 

That is what these men advertise as the length of that line. It 
was advertised by the Department as 1,569, and it is now put down 
at 1,426 in the Post-Office official tables, while the advertisement of 
the contractors shows it to be 1,410. It was an old route which had 
been let in former years. Its length was known. It was let at a 
higher schedule for the term ending the 30th of June, 1878, than it 
was let for the term beginning Ist of July, 1878. When it was let for 
the last four years the extended time doubtless induced us to 
bid a lower rate, and therefore it was let at $134,000 a year from July, 
1878, till July, 1882, less, considerably less, than it had been let for 
before. In exactly forty-five days, I think,on the 15th of August, 
after the second letting in 1878, without adding an additional trip, 
putting on but few additional coaches, I presume, certainly without 
adding an additional trip, $165,000 was given to the contractor for 
expediting the time from seyenteen days to thirteen days. No more 
post-offices had been established, it will be observed, with a single 
exception. There are thirty-six now, and there were thirty-five in 
July, 1878. One hundred and sixty-five thousand dollars were added 
to the $134,000 contracted for without a single additional mail being 
carried, and going only about a mile faster time per hour. Of co: 

a few such donations or favors as that will soon create deficiencies in 
the other star routes of the aes AE 

The Senator from Texas [ Mr. EY] said yesterday that it was 
done on the representation of a great many men and at the request 
of men of power, influence, and position. Of course it was. Contract- 
ors easily work up petitions and everybody signs them. There never 
was a route in the country where men all along the line would not 
n d. to have as many mail facilities as possible. The Senator 

m Texas read his own letter, and I was struck with the reading of 
it. It was an honest, fair statement of the case; but what was the 
case? Senator MAXEY said on the 22d of July, 1878—that was only 
twenty-two days after a bidder had taken the contract for $134,000 a 
year for four years, and had given $135,000 security with good bonds- 
men that he would carry it for four years at that rate; the United 
States was getting its daily mail carried upon it—Senator MAXEY 
asked Mr. Key, as he read himself yesterday, for expedition on the 
route. What does he say? j 

I believe the time should be expedited for two reasons: First, I think it neces- 
sary to maintain service on this ue and important line, which, if not broken 
down at present rates, will be apt 5 the contractors ; second, 

eeds of this rapidly develo; country not only justify, 
but, in my judgment, make it the duty of the Department to put this great line 
on a solid at reasonably remunerative rates to the contractors. 


Most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
a S. B. MAXEY. 


He wants more remunerative rates for the contractors. Tle con- 
tractors, however, bid for it at $134,000. They had given bonds to 
carry it for $134,000. There was no proposition to give to the people 
along the line any more mails than they were getting at the $134,000, 
which the contractors had covenanted to furnish for years for 
$134,000 a year, and yet the Senator from Texas says if is not only 
right and proper, but he reads other letters, many of them like his 
own, insisting upon giving these men more remunerative rates, and 
the Postmaster-General gives them $165,000 more merely to expedite 
the time, without competitive bids, and without giving anybody a 
chance to ‘orm the service for less money. Of course it was grati- 
fying to Mr. Key, in looking over these lists of letters, to see such as. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1583 


this signed by a large number of officials. It is duplicated, perhaps, 


with another name or two, from other places, to give it emp 
Hon. D. M. Key, Postmaster-General United States: 


overland mail 
This, the longest and fastest horse mail-route in the of fifteen hundred 
5 in thirteen days with coaches, will long stand as a monument in honor 
of its author's enterprise and energy. 

It was a grand boast. The longest and fastest route ın the world. 
Yet the poor men in the West are getting nothing—so says the Sena- 
tor from Texas. Here was a route contracted for at $134,000 ; a daily 
mail was being delivered, its delivery secured by bonds; butin order 
to make a grand monument to Mr. Keyp energy and enterprise, he 
rewards contractors; admiring friends telegraph to him that the peo- 
ple there are mg ME to have the fastest and longest route in the 
world and $165,000 are to be taken ont of the Treasury, and the mails 
in other States are to be stopped or reduced from daily to weekly 
service in order to enable him to receive the penas of these peop 
for his energy and enterprise! That may be all very well. I 
lived in Texas, especially if I lived along that line, I would have 
asked for it too; I would have for it very likely, and so would 
we all, but we do not appoint public servants for the purpose of 

ielding to such — 8 or authorize them to destroy needful serv- 
elsewhere in order to receive congratulatory tel 

Mr. COKE. The Senator should remember that Con appro- 
priated 8290, 000 for that specific route. It was included in the esti- 
mates on which the appropriation in the regular bill was made. 

Mr. BECK. Oh, yes; it was in the appropriation bill because that 
was done in 1878. 

Mr. COKE. So the establishment of that route did not necessitate 
the of other routes to which the Senator alluded just now. 

Mr. Eck. This particular route this particular year did not make 
a deficiency for this year. I have said that before. But I will take 
another route as a roy good specimen of extravagance, that from 
Prescott to Santa Fé. First let me show another thing in regard to 
the Fort Yuma route. The railroad from Fort Yuma eastward is fin- 
ished to-day to Tucson. I read an extract which was cut from a paper 
the other day: 

PROGRESS OF THE SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
. 

Average daily laying of 8 twenty-five working days, ten 5 feet. 
End of track, forty-six and one-half miles east of former terminus at Casa Grande, 

ty-eight miles east of Yuma, and nine hundred and fifty- 

„ now within twenty miles of Tucson, which we 


J. H. STROBRIDGE, 
Chief of Construction. 


Tueson, I understand, is abont three hundred miles east of Yuma. 
The Senator from Texas knows whether that is substantially correct 
or not. I have the map before me, and it seems to lie about half- 
way between Yuma and the Rio Grande, and about three hundred 
miles east of Yuma. On all the contracts for star routes one of the 

unds the Post-Oftice Department has for taking off star service, 
y shortening time and securin ition, is that when a railroad 
is built alongside the route, they stop it at the terminus of the rail- 
road and give the service to the railroad company. Because 
the railroad can perform that three hundred miles of service in half 
a day, and it shortens the star route that much. What was done 
upon this route? Mr. Brady, the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 

eral, is asked about it, as follows: 

Who is the contractor on the Fort Worth and Yuma route? 
. Mr. Chidester, of Arkansas. 
Is that a sublet contract 
. Mr. Chidester himself has stocked the road and carries the mail from Fort 
Worth to Fort Concho. 

That is two hundred and thirty-nine miles, I think, by the postal 
guide. 

Between Concho and El Paso, and between El Paso and Yuma, the work is done 
by sub-contractors and by the railroad company. I have been g to get the 
Southern Pacific Railroad 88 to carry the mail for the ent from the 
point where the route strikes their line, but they will not do it. They prefer to 
carry it for the contractor, because the contractor can afford to pay the railroad 
company more than we can poy Bogen aed under the rule of weight of mail; and 
Mr. Huntington says that so long as he can more money from the contractor 
for carrying the mails he will not carry them the Department, and there is no 
law to compel him to do so. 

What is the meaning of all that? The $300,000 is paid forthe whole 
route, $164,000 of it for expedition. Huntington is farnishing more 
expedition a good deal than the coaches, and he wants and demands 
for his three hundred miles his full share of that $300,000, and he will 
not carry the mail on any other terms, while other people are getting 
that much money, and he tells the Postmaster-General that as long 
as he can get more money from the contractor for carrying the mails, 
he will not carry them for the United States, and instead of stoppi 
that route now, as they do wherever a railroad taps a stage line, an 
cutting off that much of the line, they are paying and continuing to 
pay under that contract $299,000 for the whole route to Yuma, and 

. Huntin is getting his share of it and tells the Postmaster- 
General that he gets more from the contractor than the Government 
would pay him under its rule, and therefore he will not carry it for 


the Government as long as he can do that. Of course he will not. 
Nobody else would. 

Understand me, I am not finding fault with the contractors. It is 
the business of the contractor to get all he can. It isthe duty of the 
Government officials to see that the Government is not cheated. There 
can be no fraudulent contractor without a fraudulent Government 
official. Iam not seeking to deal with the contractors or to charge 
frauds upon them. I am dealing with Government officials; and when 
I insist as I do that they are not regardful of the public interest and 
not doing their duty, I look to the head of the Department, who is 
himself, as I said yesterday, an honest man, but is in my judgment in 
the hands of men who use him as their clerk, instead of their be 
his clerks; and as regards many of these money-making jobs, I thi 
that he knows very little more about how these things are done in his 
Department than I do who never had anything to do with it. 

I started to refer to the route from Prescott to Santa Fé, a new 
route. Let me call attention to that and show a little of the history 
of it. That route was let to a man by the name of McDonough for 
$13,313 a year. There were to be three trips made each week. The 
length of the route is stated at four hundred and sixty miles, Mr. 
McDonough sublet the route to a man by the name of John A. Walsh, 
now a banker in the city of Washington. Mr. Walsh so managed 
that route as sub-contractor, so failed to deliver his mail after there 
had been $74,000 added for additional trips, that the Post-Office De- 
partment declared McDonough a failing contractor. They said they 
could not deal with the sub-contractor, although the sub-contractor 
was the man who caused the failure, was the man who failed to de- 
liver the mail, the man who had the sole charge of the business, 
Walsh was the sub-contractor; yet McDonough was declared to be 
a og contractor. Walsh was not held responsible. What hap- 
pen 

The Department struck down the pay from $74,000 to $13,313 and 
said to the sureties of McDonough, “If you want to take this route 
again at $13,313 you can have it.” The Department had said the 
necessity of the service required it to be increased until they paid 
$74,000; but the moment McDonough was declared a 4000 con- 
tractor, although the necessities of the serviee required 874,000 to be 

id, they struck it down to $13,313 and said to the sureties of Mo- 

nough, You can take it at that.” These men had no facilities; 
they had no horses, no stages, or other material on hand; and they 
could not take it. What then did the Department do? They let it 
at once to Mr. Walsh for $18,500, being just below the next lowest 
bidder to McDonough. Recollect W. was the man who caused the 
failure of the service. What did they do then? As soon ashe got it the 
declared that the route had to be expedited and they added $64, 
to the $74,000, and they paid him $136,975 a year for the route that 
McDonough undertook to run for $13,313, and that he, as a sab-con- 
tractor, broke down on in order to get it at a higher rate, and then 
he had it increased to $136,975 a year, which he now. gets. How was 
that done? Mr. Brady is the witness. It was done, he says, on the 
statement of Mr. Walsh himself that he had to employ so many more 
horses, so many more coaches, so many more men, because of the ex- 
ition and trips. Brady says he had no other evidence of it except 

T. Walsh’s own statement, and he allowed him $136,975 a year for 
expedition and increase of trips on his own er parte statement with- 
out any investigation. And who was Walsh? A banker in Wash- 
ington now. The question is put to Mr. Brady: 

tion. Did you have anything on which to predicate your action in allow- 
ing that $78,700 additional pay, — Mr. Walsh's own — 7 

wer, His sworn statement. 
„ the only information that yon had on which to predicate that ac- 

A. That and the fact that we had sought to have the service performed at a less 
rate before and failed init. Itisa cult route. 

+ Then his sworn statement was what you relied upon? 

That was what I 3 upon, but I also relied upon the other fact 
that I could not et the at the former price by the former contractor, 
h had peremptorily refused to do the service for anything like 

that sum of money. 

Q. While you were in the Government employment in New Orleans, did you 
know Walsh there? 


A. I did. ' 
Q. Was he not indicted, on your own testimony, for frauds on the internal reve- 


nue? 

A. Thad him indicted for failing to produce his books as a distiller. He had 

been in the business for some years, when I first went there I subpeenaed him, 

all the other distillers in the city, to appear before me with their books; 
those of them who failed to produce their ks (which I had a right to call 
for under the internal-revenue law) I had indicted for fraud. That is the only in- 
dictment found against Mr. Walsh in connection with that matter. 

Q And that was on your own testimony? 7 

. I think so; on my testimony or on that of my agents who were with me. 

Q. And yet on his own sworn statement alone you granted an increase of pay to 
the amount of $62,000 (in round numbers) in excess of the price allowed for the 
same service to his predecessor? 

A. On his own statement, and for the reason (as I was saying) that I could not 
get the service performed for any less. 


The testimony of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General shows 
that he gave Walsh the difference up to $136,975 a year on the Pres- 
cott and Santa Fé route for doing service that had been let to MeDon- 
ough for $13,313 under whom Walsh was sub-contractor, who was the 
man who failed to perform the service, and now he uires the Gov- 
ernment to pay $136,000 a year on that route for expedition and trips. 
I went yesterday to the Internal Revenue De nt and I told Gen- 
eral Raum that I desired to see what the indictments against Walsh 
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were. He showed me the abstract. Walsh stands indicted now in 
New Orleans under two indictments for a conspiracy to defraud the 
Government of the United States, as a distiller, in 1876, and Mr. Brady 
is marked as the witness who is to go down there and convict him of 
these offenses. I fear the Government will never get the testimony 
of Brady against him. 

There are plenty more routes, increases, and arraignments of the 


same sort. I merely referred to this one as a specimen. I cannot go 
over them all. I do not propose to doit; but Mr. Kirk, one of the 
sureties of McDonough, was called, and Mr. Kirk testified that he never 
got a chance to take the service at anything exceeding $13,500 a year 
and of course he could not do it for that in the way McDonough was 
required to.do it. But the best witness to illustrate these wrongs is 
Walsh himself. He is called as a witness, too, and what does he say? 
. ee As it seems that your affidavit was all the basis the Department ever 

upon which to predicate the increase to $136,000, why didn't you go on and make 
the sum $200,000? Didn't that seem just as easy as to make it $136,000 

Answer. The trouble with me all along has been that I have dealt ona per cent. 
all my life; if T had been in the mail service for some years I think the service on 
that route would have been at that figure. I think that you would be investigating 
me now with that route at $200,000. 

Poor innocent man! He had not been in the service long enough 
to know how much to ask. It was just as easy to get out of General 
Brady $200,000 as $136,000; but he had not been dealing with the 
Post-Office Department long enough. These are the poor men whom 
the Senator from Texas (Bir. Maxey] held up before the Senate as 
the helpless deserving men who were getting all the benefit of this 
star service! This poor fellow did not know what to ask, and there- 
fore, fool-like, he contented himself with $136,000 instead of $200,000, 
which he could have got just as well as not, and that is a specimen 
of the much-lauded administration of this Department! That is why 
we are now making up deficiencies! That is obedience tolaw! And 
telling these things is what is called making false attacks on the 
Postmaster-General! I have nothing to do with General Brady; I 
have nothing to do with any clerk in the Post-Office Department; 
the Senate has nothing todo with him. The responsible head of that 
Department is the Postmaster-General, and all these things are pre- 
sumed to come under his supervision; and if he keeps men there who 
do such things we have to look to him and his responsibility and not 
to them. I feel pretty sure that he was not very freely consulted 
when these things were going on. IthinkIcan safely say that much 
for the Postmaster-General. 

Take another route, from Vinita to Las Vegas. That was one re- 
ferred to yesterday by the Senator from Texas—I am picking out now 
those that he called up. When that route was let from Vinita to Las 
Vegas through the Indian Territory and through the pan-handle of 
Texas, the statement is here showing that there is very little mail 
passing over the route; the service is done on a buckboard. There 
were twenty-one post-offices along that line in 1878; there are twenty- 
seven now. That route has been increased from $6,300 to $144,262, 
new service. A bond for $15,000 was given and has never been in- 
creased ; it stands at that now, just the same as it was originally, 
and that is the rule, no matter how much the contract price is in- 
creased. Mr. BLOUNT asked the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral about this: 

9 You say you have no knowledge at all as to the amount or the weight 
of the mails carried over these great lines where these large expenditures for 
service are made? 

Answer. Oh, no; I did not say that; I said I had not had the mails ed on 
those routes. I understand, however, thaton the Vinita route they carry two or 
three sacks of mail a day. . 

One hundred and forty-four thousand dollars a year to take those 
two or three sacks! 

. Two or three sacks ? 

. Yes, That is rather indefinite, but that is the way the information comes to 
me from one of the agents out there. 

Q You bave no knowledge, you say, at all of the revenue from those mails ? 

. No, sir; not at this time. I presume that the revenues from the Las Vegas 
route are comparatively small. It runs through tho Indian Territory, and its prin- 
cipal importance is in connecting the Indian agencies and the military posta through 
there and the few post-oflices that are scattered through the pan-handleof Texas. 

And yet, running through the Indian country, running through the 
pan-handle, pega, the military posts for the convenience of offi- 
cers, perhaps, or something else, that route was increased from $6,330 
to $144,260 a year, and there has only been an increase of six post- 
offices along the whole line. 

Along the Prescott and Santa Fé route, of which I have just spoken, 
on which Walsh gets $136,000, and says he is sorry he did not make 
it $200,000—what is the condition there? There were fourteen post- 
offices two years ago and there are fourteen post-offices now. There 
has been no increase of post-offices. There are very few people living 
along on the lines of these routes. 

On those three roads that I have referred to from Fort Worth to 
Fort Yuma, from Vinita to Las Vegas, from Prescott to Santa Fé the 
increase is $430,000, while the increase on ten thousand three hun- 
dred and odd routes in this country in all the States of the Union is 
only $300,000. Yet these the Senator from Texas says are the poor 
men of the West who were being crippled so terribly by our objections 
to the post-office star route system! 

I have in my hand a short table showing that in the States of Vir- 

nia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 

bama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, (which by the way has the 


lion’s share, six hundred and thirty-eight,) Arkansas, Missouri, Ten- 
nessee, and Kentucky, there are 96,813 miles of star route and that all 
the pay that is given is $1,900,000, while in the far Western States, Ne- 
vada, California, Colorado, Oregon, Utah, Idaho, Montana, Dakota, 
Wyoming, the Indian Territory, New Mexico, and Arizona, where there 
are thirty-eight thousand miles of star route, the pay is C2, 494, 000. 
Thirty-eight thousand miles in these States and Territories receive 
half a million more money than 96,800 miles of star service in the 
twelve States that I have named. What does the tableshow? The 
Senatordrom Texas was speaking about these poor men getting no 
facilities. In those twelve States the average service per week is 2.32 
trips, less than two and a half trips a week. In Kentucky it is 2,05. 
Notin any one of them except Texas does it exceed three, and in Texas 
it is 3.18, the average in all being 2.32. What is the average trip per 
week in the Territories? Three and sixty-one hundreths. There is 
more than half as much again to-day in these Territories as there is 
in the States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How much more do they get? 

Mr. BECK. They get over half a million more. In ten of those 
States which we sup y with star service there is a population of 
ery | fourteen millions, with seyenty thousand miles of railroad, 
and they get a little over a million dollars, while those Western States 
and Territories, with less than one-tenth of the population, are get- 
ting two and a half millions. But I must hurry on. 

The mode of increasing the service is simply iniquitous. I deny 
the construction given to the law as requiring the increased pay that 
is invariably allowed by the Postmaster-General and maintained by 
the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
tion 3960 is the section referred to. That section provides: 


Src. 3960. Compensation for additional service in carrying the mail shall not be 
in excess of the exact p rtion which the compensation bears to the 
ori, ice; and when any such additional service is ordered, the sum to be 
FFF 
rendered before the issuing of such order. a id 

The Postmaster-General and the chairman of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads declare that that law requires the Post- 
master-General to give double the pay whenever he gets double the 
service. It does no such thing. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator from Kentucky that the 
Senator from Texas made no such statement, and he will not find it 
at all in the RECORD. 

Mr. BECK. I beg paonr I am glad to hear it. 

Mr. MAXEY. Look at the RECORD and see the particular route I 
was talking about. I was discussing the route from Fort Worth to 
Fort Yuma. The law says it must in exact proportion. The ex- 
act proportion was $321,000; the contract is $290,000. 

Mr. BECK. That is for expedition. There was no increase of 
service there. 

Mr. MAXEY. The principle is exactly the same in the two sec- 
tions. What is true for one is true for the other. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. I will show that presently. Then the 
Postmaster-General and his Second Assistant Postmaster-General ap- 
peared before the committees of the House and Senate, and each of 
them asserted the fact to be that such was the law, and that that 
was their construction of it. The Senator from Texas yesterday said 
that the Postmaster-General was obeying the law, and if it was a bad 
law we should change it. There is not an instance where the Post- 
Office artment has ever doubled the trips that they have not 
doubled the pay, or trebled it if they trebled the service, and when 
they made it from daily to weekly they uniformly made it seven 
times as great, when the statute only provides that that is the maxi- 
mum that they shall never exceed; but it is their duty as public 
officers to do what the good of the service requires, and to get it done 
as cheaply as they can. 

What is their plan? Just as they did in the case of Fort Worth 
and Fort Yuma when they came to let out to their favorites; they 
decrease the speed, they cut off the number of trips. Some man that 
they want to have the route gets it, and takes it for little or nothing. 
Then in less than a month, sometimes in less than a week, alwa 
very soon, more trips are added and the pay is doubled. Expedition 
is ordered, and then what happens? No testimony is taken; none is 
required except that of the man who has got the contract, and who 
got it for little or nothing, in order that he might have increased 
trips and increased speed, and there is where the profit lies. Just as 
the Senator from Texas very properly said in his letter, it was an in- 
crease of compensation to contractors; that was urged asa leading 
reason for expedition, that they ought not to be crippled by working 


at low rates. Take this case for example: A new route is opened in 


the West. There is no road ; there are no bridges, no ferry, no sta- 
tion-house, no wells—nothing. It is fifty miles long; it is ordered at 
five miles an hour to through in ten hours, and $5,000 a year is 
given for the service t times a week. The service is doubled to 
six times a week, with the same schedule of time, five miles an hour 
and fifty miles in ten hours, and $10,000 is paid, just double. Never- 
theless, recollect that when the contractor took that route first at 
$5,000 for fifty miles, he had his 49 55 to build, he had his ferries to 
establish, if any, he had his station-houses to build, he had his sta- 
bles to build for his horses, he had his wells to dig; he had every- 
thing to do, and he took it. I am assuming that he was dealing fairly 
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with himself and the Government, to receive $5,000 a year for four 

ears; at this rate he could make money on the route. Tt is doubled. 
is the cost doubled to him? All the roads are established and built, 
all the stations are built, all the stables are built, and the wells are 


dug. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will ask the Senator from Kentucky if although 
all the stables and stations are built and the wells are dug, when you 
change the schedule and make the service at five miles an hour 
where it was only a mile and a half before, do you not necessaril 
have to double up your stations and increase the number of wells an 


soon? 

Mr. BECK. You do not necessarily have to double them. When 
you put on expedition you have to add some more. I will come to 
that directly. Iam on the first section now, 3690, in regard to trips. 
When you merely increase trips do you have to build any more 
stables? Do you have to sink any more wells? Do you have to 
employ any more hostlers? You may have to work them a little 
harder. Do 2 have to do ya ein | amounting to 25 per cent. or 50 
per cent. at the outside of the original cost? That amount of increased 
pay would be ample compensation to a man who has merely doubled 

is trips, with no roads to build, no stations to build, the bridges all 
in 2 his same hostlers, his same blacksmiths, his same everything 
on K 

There never was a case in which a hundred per cent. is not allowed, 
though there are abundant instances where 25 per cent. increase 
would have been ample, and the Post-Office officials know it well. 
There is not a case in ali the thousands where the pay is less than 
doubled, and there is where the profit to the contractor is. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will ask the Senator from Kentucky, because the 
argument he is endeavoring to make is in reply to the legal argu- 
ment, whether in any single instance in all the investigation made 
by the Senate Committee on Appropriations and the committee of 
the House one case has been brought up where the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral went beyond what that identical section 3960 authorized him to 
go when there was an increase of service? Then the question is 
whether his judgment or discretion was good or not. Tho question 
is, did he violate the law as the law-makers made it! 

Mr. BECK. I argued yesterday and showed that he had wantonly 
violated the law in exceeding his appropriations and in making con- 
tracts beyond his EH th ah deg and it was for that that I sought 
to hold him responsible. The Senator from Texas never replied to 
that, except to indorse him by 3 that he could spend all we 
gave him in six months or three months if he liked. He turned over 
to these other sections that Iam now reading and speaking about 
and showed that the Postmaster-General thought they were bad and 
ought to be modified. These sections apply to the administration of 
the Department and only to the administration of the Department. 
I know of no instance where he went beyond the maximum fixed by 
the law; I am not claiming that he did, but I know that there is no 
instance where under the discretion given him, and under the duty 
imposed upon him, he ever sought to save the money of the people of 
the Uni States by coming one dollar under the maximum for in- 
crease of trips. He pretends to construe that law to mean that he is 
obli to give them double, The Senator undertakes to say that he 
ought to ve them double, when 25 per cent. or 50 per cent. would 
often be a fair compensation, and I deny that that is a just adminis- 
tration of the Government. 

Mr. MAXEY. Then the Senator from Kentucky and myself differ. 
He charges directly in the preamble that the Post-Office Department 
— 13 the law, aud now he admits they have not disregarded 

e law. 

Mr, BECK. Either the Senator from Texas or myself have ve 
confused ideas of this 1 for we surely differ very widely. 
will again state what I charge the Postmaster-General with doing in 
plain violation of law. Section 3679 provides that 

No Department of the Government shall expend, in any one fiscal year, any sum 
in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, or involve the 
Government in any contract for the future payment of money in excess of such 
appropriations. 

That is regardless of trips, regardless of expedition, regardless of 
anything. All his discretion must be exercised inside of and in obe- 
dience to the law. The preamble to the bill recites that— 

Whereas there is a deficiency in the eee made by Congress for the 


star postal service of the United States © fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 
caused by the Post-Office Department disregarding the law which prohibits the 
expenditure of money in excess of appropriations, or the making of contracts which 
involve the Government for the vo of 3 in excess of — 
which deficiency, unless supplied, threatens to deprive the people of the necessary 
mail services to which they are entitled: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, d. 

I was not referring in the argument I made yesterday, nor in the 
preamble either, to section 3960 or section 3961, which alone refer to 
routes, increase of trips, and expedition, and have nothing to do with 
the law lating e ditures on making contracts in excess thereof. 
If I did not make that plain Ido not know how to make it plainer. 

Mr. MAXEY. As the Senator has been making a reply to my argn- 
ment, I ask him if the very section which he has read, and which he 
says has been violated, does not give the Post-Office Department a 
discretion by its very terms to expend the money appropriated within 
the fiscal year, and if the only limit in regard to it is that the Post- 
master-General shall not within the fiscal year expend more money 


x 100 


ee eee ee ee ee ee ee ee eee a a 


than is 1 ? How much he shall spend in one month, how 
much he spend in one day, or in one quarter, or in two quarters 
is not limited by that law, but is within his discretion. I will say to 
the Senator that the principle for which I am contending is that 
where discretion is given by law to any public officer, a judge, or 
what not, and he remains within the law, no court can damage him 
for a misexercise of that discretion within the law, nor could Congress 
do it, nor can Congress say that the Postmaster-General violated the 
law when he has not expended more than the whole of the $5,900,000 
for the current fiscal year, when the current fiscal year is not ended, 
and will not be ended until the 30th of June, 1 Hence he has 
not violated the law as charged in that preamble. 

Mr. BECK. This is the argument as I understand it: I ask the 
Senator from Texas how much he will board my son for for one year, 
who is going to schoolin his town. He says he will board him for $500. 
I giveit to him; it is all he asks. He comes and says to me on the Ist 
day of February, “ I shall stop feeding your son and turn him out of 
doors unless you give me more money. I had discretion to do as I 
liked. I undertook to board him for the whole year for $500, but I 

t all the money in seven months; he may starve the rest of the 
time.” Would that be a compliance with the contract ? 

Mr. MAXEY. Ido not think that that is a fair statement. 

Mr. BECK. The Postmaster-General told us that for a given sum 
of money all the star routes of the country could be maintained for 
twelye months. We gave it to him, and he diverted it to other pur- 
poses, and on the 20th day of Febru he said, “I will stop all 

our mail service unless you give me $2,000,000 more.” And now the 
nator says that because he has not yet spent it all, although it will 
all be gone in a few days, gone by reason of his violation of the law, 
as he has to pay the men he has employed $600,000 and take that ont 
of the sum we gave, to save himself from impeachment, that that is 
a compliance with the Postmaster-General’s obligations. Is not that 
the argument? 

Mr. Y. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator, but I want 
him to be fair and just, 

Mr. BECK. I am trying to give a fair answer. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Kentucky knows ust as well as 
I do that the Postmaster-General in reply to him stated that he did 
not believe the amount of his estimates was sufficient to carry on the 
postal service for the current fiscal year, but that it was cut down in 
Cabinet WORDE inst his will, and especially by the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. In his replies (in which I give him 
credit for being exceedingly temperate, calm, and dignified under the 
circumstances) he furthermore said that after the estimates were sent 
in two thousand additional routes had been added by Congress and 
he had placed four hundred and thirty-four thousand dollars’ worth 
of service out of the $5,900,000 on those new routes, which were not 
estimated for because they were made after he had sent in his esti- 
mates to Congress. Fair dealing with a man requires that this state- 
ment should go upon the record. 

Mr. BECK. The Postmaster-General estimated not only for the 
existing routes but for what he thought would be a proper increase. 
He was under no sort of obligation to place service upon those new 
routes unless he thought the q of the service required it. While 
the su, tion was made that that wasthe cause of the great expend- 
iture when he was demanding $2,000,000 and admitting that he had 
put service on in excess of the appropriations $1,720,004, only the 
pitiful sum of $434,000 was expended in all the two thousand new 
routes which he said Congress had thrown upon him about which 
there was so much e. Upon one of these new routes, from Vinita 
to Las Vegas, through the Indian Territory, where there are only a 
few military posts, with hardly anybody to receive or send mail- 
matter, he paid $144,262, when there were two thousand new routes 
ordered by Congress. Nearly half of what he paid was on one little 
route in the Indian Territory that he let for $6, and increased u 
to over $140,000, Is that good, honest, or economical administration 

Mr. MAXEY. I will ask the Senator from Kentucky, in that con- 
nection, if he does not know that the Postmaster-General made it 
known to him that the General of the Army recommended the route 
from Vinita to Las Vegas as one of the most economical measures 
that could be adopted, use it aided in the solution of the Indian 
troubles, and would do more than all the laws of Congress, and as a 
measure of wise economy it ought to be adopted. In the exercise of 
that discretion which the law gave him he stated that he took into 
account this statement of General Sherman, as well as the statement 
of General Davidson, who commanded the troops there at Fort Elhot 
in the pan-handle. 

Mr. BECK. The General of the Army of course wanted easier rid- 
ing; the General of the Army recommended it, and the military men 
at the posts would want it, and the Senator from Texas recommended 
everything, too, of course. What of that? 

Mr. MAXEY. I cannot answer that kind of an argument. 

Mr. BECK. It is popular to recommend those things, and it is right 
to recommend them, but that forms no excuse for the Post er- 
General to take $144,000 to put on a route of that sort and curtail 
10,300 routes in order to do it. Here is the General’s letter, I think. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have got it here, if the Senator has not got it. 

Mr. BECK, There are only two or three sacks of mail carried over 
it, and the General of the Army recommended it; but you will see 
that the General of the Army (if there is to be any more authority 
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in what he says than to what a private citizen says) fears it will cost | ment of the proposition answers the ent. It is absurd to assume 

too much to doit, Still he recommended it. He said: that Congress ever intended any thing or that any just man 
I am sure a daily mail carried in coaches from Vinita, Indian Territory, via Fort | Would assume that any such power was given to him. As well might 

Reno, Camp Suppl „Fort Elliott, Bascomb, Union, &., will contribute largely to | the War Department use all the appropriation made for the Army in 

the settlement of that region, and would be most valuable, but I fear the cost would | six months and let it starve for the rest of the year, as well let the 

hardly be justified for a few years yet. Still I approve the above. Navy fe at the end of six months, as well might any other of the 
That is the strong recommendation of the General of the Army, | great Departments of the Government come and demand more money 

and he fears that the cost will hardly be justified for a few years yet. | or say that the service shall be discontinued, as for the Postmaster- 
Mr. MAXEY. Another statement that the General of the Army | General to come and make these demands now. 


made—and it might just as well have been read in the same letter— The sections I am arguing to-day are sections relating to adminis- 
is as follows: tration. Iam trying to show that this Department is badly admin- 
The establishment of these transcontinental roads, such as the Yellowstone, | istered and that the money that was spent was not spent in any proper 
Arkansas, and El Paso, has done more to settle the everlasting Indian | way, although it may not have been a direct violation of the law to 
question than all the laws of Congress. - do it it 1 had been made sufficient for the purpose. The 
You will find in a letter which I wrote in regard to the lines down | Postmaster-General had the anthority to pay double for double serv- 
on the Rio Grande I stated: ice, that I admit; I do vot know how many routes he doubled. I 1 


I am impressed with the belief, and shall, when I can secure time, make it ap- have shown that in every instance where he doubled the mail service 
pear in a communication to you on that point, that increased mail facilities around he donbled the compensation. I want to know froni the Senator from 
the entire Rio Grande front would be a splendid cordon of pickets in many ways | Texas whether or not the frontier of Texas is protected any more by 
and do much toward establishing peace on the border, and thus a measure of wise | the ronte from Fort Worth to Fort Yuma going at the rate of four 
99 miles an hour than it was when it was going at three miles an hour, for 

All these things in the very nature of the case must be taken into | before the $164,000 or $165,000 was given a mail was going along that 
consideration by the Postmaster-General in the exercise of a wise | route every day. There was a few hours’ difference perhaps at near 
discretion such as the law gives him. A points and a day or two at the utmost, but one mail every day was 

Mr. BECK. It all comes back to the same proposition that there | going over that route at $134,000, and while we know that mails and 

is no discretion 8 5 to the Postmaster-General to exceed the appro- | roads and everything else open countries up, why should expedition 
priations made by law for the business of the fiscal year. On the | be pnt on to donble and quadruple what was paid originally be added 
contrary, the prohibition is positive that he shall not exceed them. | because of speed when the people are getting no increase of mail, 
There is no discretion given him to make contracts to involve the | only receiving the mail every day as they did before? 
Government for the payment of more than the amount appropriated ; Thave in my hand alist of twenty rontes, showing the original cost 
and the law says he shall not do it. Yet the Postmaster-General ad- | of the trips as let, the cost of the extra trips, none of them running 
mits he has exceeded the apprepriation to the extent of a million and | up to daily trips, the cost of the expedition, the present total cost, 
a half; and he has expended it all so as to make it necessary to cut | the cost if the trips had been made daily and doubled every time. 
down the star routes to weekly service on the 1st of March; and the | The present cost now paid because of expedition, where they are get- 
chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads thinks he | ting only four and five, and only in one or two cases six trips a ios: 
has the right under the law in the exercise of his diseretion to do it, | we are paying for that expedition $397,784 more money than it would 
although it will cost over $600,000 in money and the loss of four | cost to give the people on every one of those routes daily trips even 
months’ mail service to keep him technically within the law. I say | though every time they donbled the service they doubled the cost of 
there is not a man in the country who will not say that the very state- | the original service. 


Statement showing a few instances of many where routes have been increased from one and two to three trips per week, then expedited. If they had 
been inercased to seven trips (daily) at pro rata pay per trip, leaving schedule time untouched, ee would have been unnecessary, for there 
would have been a delivery every twenty-four hours instead of forty-eight and, from Friday until Monday, of seventy-two hours, as frequency would 
have taken the place of expedition. : p 
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That statement shows that it is not to give the ple mail facili- route in his ssion it is his for good. Mr. Salesbury understands 
ties that these allowances for expedition are made; it is to enable | that well. He is a very good contractor so far as I know—the largest 
the great contractors to run their stages and break down the express | in the United States—and he gives very good bonds. He gives Messrs. 
companies, competing with them and making their money otherwise. | Haggin & Fevis, of San Francisco, on his bond. The Senators from 
Tie Posti Aer Generel says, and so does his Second Assistant and | California no doubt know who they are. Mr. Salesbury was ques- 
so do all the contractors, ‘Cut down the number of trips if you please, | tioned by myself: 


but do not cut down the speed ; itis the speed that has enabled us to s i 

bnild up a lucrative bumina They care nothing abont the mails Question. After you once obtain possession of a route by having it awarded to 
65 R 41% „ you, can there be any competition by anybody else in regard to increase of service 

for the people. We say, “Give them daily mails.” No, the contract- | or expedition! 

ors do not want that; haria the e . does not ve it, ANO nna X cannot perform thes aoa by the Government. 

and they protest against the cutting down of the expedition whic „ y 

‘enables them to give pay as they like in proportion to the number of Q: e eee . price prevents the Department 

horses, mules, or men that the contractor swears he will have to put | from givin it to anybody else, so far as ex is ed? 

on because of the increased speed, and without any information except | A. I thin 


concern 
5 — E else Is concerned, but they can refuse it to 
his own say-so as to the proportion which the increase of mules, horses, 1. nee r 5 
and men ae to the sl inal cost in that which is given him; and he 2 Ryans m Ahenk e io Lah hes sack pearly Sea ge E 

gets it for four years. How isit done? The moment aman gets a| A. That is my understanding. 
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Mr. MAXEY. Is that the fault of the Postmaster-General or the 
- fault of the law ? 

Mr. BECK. That is the fault of the law ? 

Mr. MAXEY. That is what I sup F 

Mr. BECK. And that is the only law that I know of that the Post- 
master-General is seeking to amend. When the Senator from Texas 
was arguing yesterday that the Postmaster-General was seeking to 
amend the BA that was the law to which he referred. The law under 
which I was arraigning the Postmaster-General was the law under 
which he was spending money in excess of the appropriations and 
making contracts in violation of law, and not with regard to this law 
at all. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Kentucky will allow me to sug- 
gest that on I think page 14 of the report of the Postmaster-General 
for the year 1879, the one sent to us at the present session, he will find 
at the same right-hand page that the Postmaster-General recommends 
the amendment of both section 3960 and section 3961. 

Mr. BECK. Iam trying to show the bad management heretofore 
under them both. The Senator from Texas, the chairman of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, will not do his duty as 
well as he generally does it if he does not promptly report a bill to 
correct those laws, and I do not see why it was not done long ago. 

Mr. MAXEY. I stated to the Senate yesterday what, I presume, 
the Senator from Kentucky did not hear, that on the 2d day of June, 
1879, a bill was introduced in the House of Representatives and that 
a substitute was reported on the 16th day of December, 1579, from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads by the chairman, [Mr. 
Money, J and the bill is there pending, but has never been touched 
by that House, so far as the RECORD shows; so that there is no need 
for the Post-Office Committee here introducing a bill when a corre- 
sponding bill in the House is pending there. 

Mr. BECK. Why does not the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads of the Senate, who know so well about these bad laws and 
know all the evils, and who are in constant communication with the 
Postmaster-General, introduce and bring before the Senate a bill 
which will at least remedy some of the flagrant evils which they 
themselves confess exist in the management of these affairs? 

Mr. MAXEY. Because a like bill is now pending in the other 
House. 

Mr. BECK. I hope my argument will do something to stir up the 
Seuator from Texas and show him the abuses that are now practiced. 
With increases from $6,000 to $146,000, increases from $134,000 in his 
own State to $299,000, when a railroad has advanced three hundred 
miles in the mean time that is not being used and Mr. Huntington is 
dividing the great profits now given by the Post-Office with that route, 
and from Prescott to Santa Fé, where Mr. Walsh comes in and swears 
that he is getting $136,000, and is only sorry that he did not ask 
$200,000, and if he had been a little smarter he would have had that 
instead of the other, why does not the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads remedy those things? If I have helped to make them do 
that I have accomplished a good work. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to state to the Senator from Kentucky that 
the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is 
about as attentive to his business, or thinks he is, as the Senator from 
Kentucky, and be needs no prodding to do his duty. I do not ask 
any aid in that regard. The chairman of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads stated here, and has repeated over and over 
again, the fact that a bill was regularly reported from the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of the Honse, and is now pending 


in the House, having been favorably reported, to accomplish these |., 


objects. Therefore, according to my view of business, there is no 
need of repeating that operation here. 

Mr. BECK. I know how attentive the Senator from Texas is, and 
I know how sensitive he is, particularly npon subjects of that sort; 
but I remind him, as I have been doing all day, that the Post-Office 
Department, which he says is run in the interest of poor men havin 
as much right to the benefits of the service as the banker in Nort 
Middletown has, gives to his State and the western Territories for 
thirty-eight thousand miles of road two million and a half dolla 
while in my State and in ten others, with seventy thousand miles o; 
exactly such rontes, we are getting less than $2,000,000. These new 
States and Territories are now getting a much larger percentage of the 
star service than the State of Kentucky or any of these older States. 
The Territories, the Indian Territory and all, according to the tables, 
are getting largely in excess of what we are getting, and now our 
mails are to be stopped because the Postmaster-General has seen fit 
to order it, and we are to have nothing, and that is said to be right 
and in accordance with law! S 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to remind the Senator of one thing. Let us 
have fair play. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator makes a comparison of the number of 
miles, and would have one suppose and have the country believe that 
the star service east of the Mississippi river is corresponding in 
troubles and difficulties with the star service west of that river. 
say to the Senator that there are but six routes east of the Mississippi 
river one hundred miles long. One of them isa canal route over here 
in Virgi While you have your ten thousand routes that you are 
talking about, some of them one mile long, some two miles long, 
others three miles long, the general average being twenty mileslong, 


where your man has got nothing to do but to hire a boy and a male, 


with your taverns already fixed, with corn in the country, and every- 
thing in plenty—to compare that with a route fifteen hundred and 
sixty miles long, a large portion of which is through a wilderness, 
where you have got to dig your wells, make your station-houses, make 
your stables, haul your provisions and corn one hundred miles, is to 
1 ap an absolute absurdity. The comparison will not do. 
BECK. I know how absurd the Senator from Texas can imagine 
things are, but I think it will strike the country as being still more 
absurd that after a contract had been made along the very route of 
which he spoke, and bond and security given to comply with it at 
$134,000 a year, when the service was being performed and a mail 
was being furnished every day to the people, merely to make it go a 
little bit faster in the interest of contractors and give them a little 
more pay, that much money has to be withdrawn from other routes 
that really need it, even the three miles or five miles or any other 
mile routes in the Eastern States, and they are to be told it is more 
important when a contractor had contracted to carry the mails for 
$134,000 a year to give him $164,000, furnishing the people no more 
mail, that the Postmaster-General is right, and it is good manage- 
ment that he could cut down all the mails east of the Mississippi River 
from a daily and weekly service in order that that could be K nA. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator from Kentucky will allow me, I will 
say that that very route was appropriated for by Congress. 

r. BECK. I said before and I will say again that the Fort Worth 
and Yuma route was established a year ago. I admit it was ran 
faster a year ago than it was at the last letting. 

Mr. COKE. But the appropriation was made at the last session of 
Congress for it. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. No money was therefore taken from any other route 
to run it. 

Mr. BECK. I am not finding fault with that route any more than 
I am with any other route. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will ask the Senator from Kentucky if he thinks 
it is not a matter of the slightest importance whether the mail runs 
fast or slow, if he thinks that is a matter of no consequence to the 
people out West? They are poor, that is true. How would you like 
the mail running between New York and San Francisco, costing about 
$1,800,000, to be put on a freight train so that it would not cost more 
than $200,000? One is a seven-days schedule; the other is twenty- 
five days. If your principle is good, apply it to the t line from 
New York to San cisco, and you would have a howl that you 
would remember. 

Mr. BECK. Here is another table. The original schedule of time 
on twelve routes is given and the increase per mile of the expedited 
schedule is given, swelling it up from about one-third, or 33.13, to 50.16. 
The difference in miles per hour is given, varying from one to one 
and a half and in one instance two; and the difference in cost of 
these twelve routes because of that expedition alone, without deliver- 
ing a single mail more than before, is $735,182.20. I said yesterday 
about $750,000 ont of the $930,000 of this increase. This is the table 
here are the routes, and all the country gains is the speed a little bit 
faster, and along all these lines of road the average speed is much 
grome than it is in many of the older States even along their good 
roads. 


Statement of miles per hour of original schedule, expedited schedule, differ- 
ence, and cost of difference. 
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5 Names of termini. 4: = 882 2 E 
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32024 | Vinita to Las Vegas 2 66 3.80 1.14 | $100, 658 03 
35051 | Bismarck to Fort Keogh ...... 3. 00 3.85 +85 55, 900 00 
31454 | Fort Worth to Yuma . 3.50 4.57 1.07 | 165,000 60 
36107 | Bozeman to Fort Keogh 2.47 4.30 1.83 46, 766 81 
37110 | Rock Creek to Fort Cust 1. 60 4.28 2. 68 61,251 21 
09 | Las V: to Las Cruces...... 2.94 3.53 59 56,445 84 
40101 Prescott to Santa F.. 3. 00 4.50 1.80 92, 808 00 
40103 | Prescott to Mohave .. 4.00 |e 5. 03 1. 03 40,919 99 
40116 | Phoenix to tt... 1. 46 4,40 249 27, 200 32 
44155 | The Dalles to Baker Cit 2.30 3. 82 1.52 43, 522 00 
46120 | Soledad to Newhall .... 4.54 5.73 1.19 21,750 00 
46247 | Redding to Alturas ........... 1. 66 2.50 -84 19, 960 00 
33. 13 50. 61 735, 182 20 
Average miles hour, 2.76, 4.22, 1.46. Oran increase of speed from 2} miles 
to 4} costs 


But Ihave spoken much longer than I intended. While I believe 
that the House had very good reason for finding fault with the ad- 
ministration, the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate did not 
intend to cut down any of the service now or to try to find who was 
guilty or who was not guilty. I concede to the contractor a right te 
get all he can; but our officers ought to get the service done as cheaply 
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for us as they can. They have not done it; they have not tried to 

do it. The proof shows that they have been reckless and careless in 

their expenditures, y extravagant; and while I do not believe 

that the head of the Department himself has been guilty of it, he is 

responsible for all that is done under him, and he is the only person 

w Boge Congress can speak. The others are his subordinates nom- 
nally. 

Therefore while we first agreed with the House to give $970,000— 
and I believe that is enough, and I think I can show it—for fear that 

somebody might say we were pinching the mail service, by the amend- 
ment now pending we have agreed to make it $1,100,000, which we all 
know isample. And why do we say so? According to the statement 
of Mr. Lilley, the Assistant Sixth Auditor, the amount necessary for all 
the contracts is $1,155,000. For the current six months there are no 
deductions for fines and penalties off that. For the first six months 
of the year there were $101,000 of fines and penalties imposed. If 
half that amount is imposed for the current six months, then it brin 
it down to exactly the sum that we have given, and there will in a 
probability be quite as much for the current six months as there was 
for the last, and then they have other sources besides of making 
money and saying money. Let me read a case farnished to me by 
tho chairman of the sub-committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and taken from the order books of the Department 
to see what their administration is: 

No. 2032, January 22, 1880. 

Number of route, 40104. 

Termini of route—Mineral Park, Arizona Territory; Pioche, Nevada. 

Length of route, two hundred and thirty-two miles; number of trips per week, 
seven; contractor, J. W. Dorsey; pay, 033.33 per annum; sub-contractor, M. 
C. Perdell; pay, $52,033.33. y 

The mail A received by inspection divison showing little mail-matter passing 
over this route, as per files of said division, and that the service is most irregularly 
and inefficiently performed: 

‘That service on said route be reduced from the Ist da; 
next to what it was at original letting, both as to trips and revo f 
month’s extra pay. 


of Febru 
without 8 


[This on face in red ink :] 

From February 1, 1880, reduce service from seven trips per week to one trip per 
week and increase running time from sixty to eighty-four hours; decrease con- 
tractor’s pay $49,051.33 per annum, being amount allowed by orders bearing date 
December 31, 1878, (number 11446,) and July 23, 1879, (num 6834,) for increase 
of trips and expedition of running time, without one month's extra pay on service 
dispensed with. The present pay is $2,982. 

There is a clear case of confession that they + a contractor 
$52,033.33 on a route originally let for about $2,900; and now the 

ood of the service requires as shown by their own order-book that 
$49,051.33 be stricken from that $52,033.33, and the service go on from 
Mineral Park to Pioche at the $2,900 originally given. There is $49,000 
more that they have and can apply to the service that is needed; and 
they can do the same on a great many other routes. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. That is just what they propose to do with all 
the routes over the country east of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. BECK. Just about; and pay $600,000 for the privilege of 
doing so! 

Me BOOTH. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. BOOTH. I understood him to say a few minutes ago that the 
Department had recklessly and without reason increased the cost of 
this star service. I should like to ask the Senator for information 
how the cost per mile for the present year compares with the cost per 
mile for previous years for the same service! 

Mr. BECK. I understand that it is about the same. That was the 
testimony of the Postmaster-General, if I recollect aright. The Sen- 
ator from California was on the sub-committee with me, and I think 
he will remember that the Postmaster-General said abont the same. 
I can turn to it ina moment. 

Mr. BOOTH. I thought, perhaps, the Senator had the testimony 
directly before him. a 

Mr. BECK. The exact amount is nine and a quarter, about. 

Mr. BOOTH. My impression is it is lower this year than any other 
time with the exception of one year. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator will recollect that the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General, Brady, further stated that he was now get- 
ting the service much lower. The bids were much lower for the sery- 
ice this year than ever before. This question was asked him: 


Question. Generally, on thoss long routes out there, did the last year's lettings 


rule above or below the figures of the p: gyar 
Answer. They were 88 much lower. o saved in that section at that 
letting some $1,200,000, I think. 


They were let that much lower; and 1 desire to say that it is per- 
fectly obvious that if laws could be passed e payment 
for inorease of trips beyond 25 or 50 per cent., and for increase of ex- 
pedition cut it off altogether, and make the original letting at a rea- 
sonable rate of speed, say three or four or five miles an hour, which 
is the fastest they ever go, millions could be saved, instead of giving 
the routes for almost nothing to pet contractors and then building 
them up by increase of trips and expeditions, as was done in the three 
routes to which I have referred from $6,000 to $150,000, from $13,000 
to $135,000, and from $134,000 up to $299,000, which is absolutely 
squandering the money of the people. 

I will not trouble the Senate longer. 
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Mr. TELLER. Mr, President, I do not intend to enter into any 
very extensive and general discussion of the questions which have 
been discussed by the Senator from Kentucky. I find that the bill 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations contains a preamble 
which recites that the Post-Office Department, disregarding and in 
violation of the law, has made certain expenditures. “ Disregarding 
the law” is the term used. The Senator from Kentucky has to a con- 
siderable extent based his argument on a violation of the statute, 
and he has arraigned the Department for a failure to obey and ob- 
serye the provisions of the statute that requires the Department to 
keep within the appropriations. He admits, however, that there is 
a discretion vested in the Postmaster-General with reference to ex- 
pediting service and with reference to the increase of service. So it 
seems to me that the quarrel that the Senator from Kentucky has 
with the Department is that he doubts the proper exercise of discre- 
tion on the part of the Department, while the statute confers this 
power upon the Department, While the statute says the Department 
shall have a discretionary power, the Senator says it has not wisely 
and properly exercised that power. * 

I submit to the Senator from Kentucky and to every other Senator 
that when a discretionary power is lodged or vested in an officer, he 
alone is the judge when it is proper to exercise that power ; and it is 
utterly impossible for that power to be properly and safely lodged in 
any officer if the Senate, the House, or anybody else is to come in and 
overhaul it. If we can come in here and say to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, „it is true the statute said you might judge of the emergence 
that required expedited service or in trips, yet we do not think 
it was proper to increase the trips on this route to six times a week, 
we think five would have been ample ; we do not think it was proper 
to expedite this route to fifteen days when twenty-five would have 
been all that was nec What is the use of the law vesting 
this discretion in the Post-Office Department? There can be no vio- 
lation of the law if the law has thus vested in this officer a discre- 
tionary power. 

But the Senator says the statutes provide in another section that 
no Department shall exceed the appropriations. These appropriations 
are made with a view to the service that is proposed at the time; 
they are made for the railroad service in existence, made for the 
steamboat service in existence, and made for the star-route service 
in existence at the time, and then an estimate is made of the num- 
ber of new routes necessary to be established and their cost. There 
never is any estimate and never has been any estimate made that I 
have been able to find for expedited service, nor any estimate made 
of the cost of increased trips, That is a matter which is intrusted to 
the discretion of the Department. Besides, you must take the statutes 
together, the statute that says the Department shall not exceed the 
bs i pian and the statute that says the Department may judge 
of the emergency of the case and expedite or increase the service. 

The Senator from Kentucky says the head of this Department is 
personally a very honest man, but officially he argues that he must be 
very dishonest. I suppose by that he means to say that he has not 
stolen any of the public funds; by that he means to say that the head 
of this Department has not had any hand or finger in this increase, 
and does not make any money out of the operation. Sir, the Senator 
need not have said that. With all the clamor that has been made 
over this star service nobody has yet been found to charge the head 
of this Department with any impropriety except, perhaps, as it is 
charged, an abuse of discretion. It issaid that he has exceeded what 
good judgment would have required. It is said that he has been 
guilty of an error of judgment. That is what we have to expect 
whenever we intrust to a public officer the exercise of discretionary 
power. But it is not true that he has misused the discretionary 
power vested in him by the statutes. It is not true that the head of 
this Department has exceeded the authority given him by the statutes. 

The star service is the great service of the country. It is the ex- 

nsive service in one sense of the term. It has long rontes through 

orests, over mountains, and through deserts; but it does not cost 
the money that the railroad service and the steamboat service cost. A 
fair analyzation of the appropriations will show that the railroad and 
steamboat routes cost the Government of the United States but a 
trifle less than $13,000,000 every year, and in that we do not include 
the advantage that the people have who live along those lines of 
free delivery in the cities that add very largely to the expenses of 
the postal Department. Leaving that out, it costs twice as much to 
run the steamboat and railroad routes as it does the star service in 
the West. 

Mr. President, everybody should take into consideration in deter- 
mining this question of expense the vast magnitude of the territory 
over which the star-route service extends. If you exclude Alaska 
and if you exclude Washington Territory, which is not affected by this 
bill as it came from the House, because none of the routes in Wash- 
ington had been expedited or increased, more than one-half of the 
entire area of the United States lies within the territory included in 
the one hundred and seven routes which are affected by the bill. If 


yon include Washington Territory, that is directly affected if this 
ill is so framed as to strike down the t routes, then 225,000 
square miles of territory, more than one- of the whole area of the 


country, are interested in this bill. 
It has been my fortune for a good man 


years to live where the 
mail service was the star-route service. 


have seen a good deal of 


1880. 
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this star-route service, and I know what every man ought to know 
who has given attention to the history of the country, whether he 
lived in the West or whether he lived in the that these star- 
route services are the t engines that open up the western coun- 
try to civilization. e first open with a slow mail, and we supply a 
few hardy pioneers who put themselves on the line of that route. In 
a little while come heavier settlements, more people, and they de- 
mand, as they have a ngns to demand—for I believe, as the Senator 
from Texas said, that the mail service is the poor man’s service as 
well as the rich man’s—increased facilities, increased opportunities 
of conversation, so to speak, with their friends whom they have left 
in the East. The mail service to the people in the West is a more 
important thing than it is to the people in the East. The people who 
live on the lines of railroads running east and west and north and 
south, and who have every hour of the day, almost, a train passing 
through their town c: ing the United States mail, and who, as has 
already been said in this debate, have five or six times a day their 
letters laid upon their tables, bave very littleidea of the consequences 
to the people in the West of the curtailing and restricting of this 
service. It is not a simple question of letters, it is a question of 
books; it is a question of newspapers, More than half of the libra- 
ries in the West to-day have gone through the mail; more than half 
of all the reading maiter of the people in an area bigger than all the 
country east of the Mississippi River comes through the mail. Not 
only that, but since the laws have enabled them to send merchandise 
in the mail a large part and portion of the little comforts and luxu- 
ries that they use in their families, in the way of small dry goods and 
millinery and that class of come through the mails. . 

I have heard it said in this-debate, and I have had my attention 
called to it, that some gentlemen in the East, living in the great city 
of New York and other big cities, have claimed that they supper’ 
the mail service. That is not the fact. The great city of New York, 
which furnishes more net money to the mails than any other place, 
does not furnish over and above its population any greater propor- 
tion of the postal revenue than the people in Nevada, Colorado, or 
California. They send out immense quantities from their stores 
and from their publishing-houses by the mail, upon which we pay 
the postal duties and not they, and they get the credit because the 
matter starts at that office. In the city of New York, in the city of 
Philadelphia, in the city of Chicago are vast establishments that are 
in the dry-goods trade which are practically supported to-day by the 

le who buy through the mails; and every mail that goes to 
faaho and that goes to Montana and that goes to the far West, be- 
yond the railroad lines especially, is freighted with this material 
that pays to the Government sixteen cents a pound, and that it costs 
$ overnment less than that to transport it from the city of New 
York. 


One of the witnesses before the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions testified in reference to the mail going into the Deadwood coun- 
try. He said that the expense to the Government was about five 
cents a pound, while the express charge was much greater—twice or 
three times that, if I recollect—and that induced people to buy every 
little article they could buy in this way and send it by mail, and that 
includes everything that does not weigh more than four pounds ; and 
women and men, too, will send to the great cities and buy fifteen or 
twenty pounds of material and have it done up in packages of four 
pounds each and pay their sixteen cents a pound for it and have it 
shipped over these lines. Said one of these men when before the 
committee, When I commenced running on this line I had one hun- 
dred pounds of muil-matter a week; now my mail-matter is from ten 
hundred to twenty hundred poets a day.” 0 

Who gets the advantage of this? The Government of the United 
States in part, and the people in part. The Government gets well 
paid for the transportation, and the people in the far West have the 
advantage of a direct and easy communication with the people of the 
East at reasonable rates. 

It cannot be claimed that this service ought to be supported by the 
people affected. There are yery few States in the Union that furnish 
sufficient to og eg their postal service. The extreme West does its 
proportion. There are ten States in the Union that furnish ‘less to 
the postal revenues than the State I in part represent. It is not the 
extreme West, then, that is depleting the public Treasury by calling 
for appropriations in this direction. 

But if it was true that the extreme West was making the deficiency 
in this branch of the public service, is there any reason why these 
poopie should not have mail facilities? Is there any reason why the 

overnment should not support the postal service as it supports the 
Army? Is there any reason why it should not support this service 
as it supports the Navy? It comes nearer to the people; it affects 
their health, their intelligence, in a greater proportion than any other 
service, and this is the service of all others that ought to be paid for 
out of the public Treasury and out of the public. collections. 

The service is neither unreasonable in the West nor very expensive. 
There has been a demand made upon the Post-Office Department 
during the last year for expedited service and increased trips, and in 
the State that I in part 1 payne there are seven routes, long trunk 
routes, affected by this bill as it came from the House. Upon every 
one of the eer aoe for expediting and increasing the service on 
these routes I think it will be found that my name is entered as ap- 
proving, indorsing, and urging the Department to do what has been 


done. I went day after day at the demand of my constituents, be- 
lieving I was discharging a duty that I owed to them and to the 
country, and urged this expedited service and these increases of trips; 
and I propose, so far as I am concerned, to take the full responsibility 
of it, and I believe it has been done not in violation of law, but in 
perfect accordance with the law, and demanded by the necessities 
and the wants of the people. 

There has been an emigration to the West within the last two years, 
within the last year indeed, unusual. A witness before this committee 
the other day said that the emigration into the mining regions of the 
West has been more in the last year and a half than in the precedin; 
ten years altogether. Is no provision to be made for those people 
Who are they, and from whence have they come? They are from 
New England and from New York and from the South, from all por- 
tions of the country who go out there to make a home and to build 
up States, and they have lost none of their rights because they have 
been, unfortunately perhaps, compelled to leave the endearments of 
home and the luxuries of the East and go out in the West to rough 
it. They ought to have the fostering hand and care of this Govern- 
ment, and they ought to have mail facilities equal to those they had 
in the States they left. No portion of the West to-day can compare 
with the State of Kentucky and many of the older sections of the 
country in facilities for receiving and sending out mails. 

It is said that some expense attended this. Undoubtedly; and yet 
it can be shown that this Department has not increased the expenses 
except as it was necessary to increase the service, and I have fas a 
table, which has been prepared and handed me, that I believe to be 
correct, and which I am willing to indorse, of long lines of routes 
under this presans administration in the western country, which shows 
conclusively that this administration has been an economicalone. I 
want to say a word here about this administration. Since I have had 
any knowledge of 1 affairs, since I have been in the western 
country and seen these operations of the public mail service, I say 
that there has been no administration that so thoroughly understood 
the wants of the people in this particular as the present postal man- 

ment with Mr. Key at its head. He has given us a service infi- 
nitely better than was ever given to the people west of the Missis- 
sippi River at any time since my attention has been called to it, and 
that is for nearly twenty years, and it has been done cheaper and has 
been done better, and reflects the highest credit upon him, both with 
reference to the economy and with reference to the zeal that he has 
manifested in furnishing these people with mail facilities. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to some of these routes: 
and the old prices, not by way of disparagement, not by way of find- 
ing fault with former prices, but to show that the charge of extrava- 
gance and inattention to the interest of the Government in this par- 
ticular is not well founded. Take the route from Kelton, in Utah, to 
The Dalles, in Oregon, a distance of six hundred and ninety-five 
miles. From August 1, 1870, up to June 30, 1874, the annual expense 
of that mail was $224,000. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What is it now, I ask the Senator f 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell the honorable Senator. It would not be 
any very great object for me to give the one, without giving the 
other. I want to make a comparison, and show thatthe mail is now 
carried much cheaper than formerly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West 3 It would be well for the Senator to 
take some of the routes talked of here, instead of some others that 
have not been talked of at all. } 

Mr. TELLER. Iam making this speech myself. When the hon- 
orable Senator comes to reply, as I understand he proposes to do in 
defense of this preamble and bill as it originally came here, he can 

resent his own side of the case. He will probably make a great deal 

tter speech ; but it will be his and not mine. 

Two hundred and twenty-foar thousand dollars was the price for 
service on that route up to 1874. From March 1, 1875, to June 30, 
1878, it was $134,700. Under the present Postmaster-General, from 
1878 to 1882, the rate is $84,500. 

Take then the route from Boisé City to Winnemucca, Idaho, a dis- 
tance of two hundred and eighty miles. From July 1, 1875, to June 
30, 1878, that route was let at $47,000. For the term from 1878 to 
1882, it was let at $30,000. 

Take the route from Watson’s to Deer Lodge, Montana, a distance 
of one hundred and sixteen miles. From 1875 to 1878 the contract 
price was $17,750. Under the expedited schedule from July 28 to 
June 30, 1882, it is $14,591. 

Mr. BOOTH. How much was that expedited in point of time ? 

Mr. TELLER. I am not able to give the time, but it is an expe- 
dited service, and still the service costs $3,159 less than under the pre- 
vions letting. 

The route from Helena to Missoula, Montana, is a distance of one 
hundred and forty miles. From 1875 to 1878 the price was $21,089. 
I am giving in all these cases the rate per annum. Under the pres- 
ent expedited schedule, from July 1, 1878, to June 30, 1882, the con- 
tract price is $18,739. 

From Sidney to Deadwood, and from Cheyenne to Horsehead, Da- 
kota, one route being two hundred and fourteen and the other two 
hundred and ninety-eight miles, the original letting was $80,000. The 
present pay, with expedited service, is $45,705, a saving of $34,205 per 

e 


ar. 
From Eureka to Pioche, Nevada, a distance of two hundred and 


1590 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marca 16, 


3 whey — eae 1, 1875, to June 30, ite 8 75 ee 
price was $31,400. Under the present ent, from July 
fo June 30, 1882, the service is let for $30,600. Eri 


From Franklin to Hel Mon a distance of four hundred 
and twenty-two miles, from July 1, 1874, to June 30, 1878, the service 
cost $65,000 a year, and from July 1, 1878, to June 30, 1882, the price 
is $54,000 a year, 

There can be no expedited service of course without an increased 
price; it cannot be expected. If the service is inc from one 
"p a week to seven trips a week, we naturally that there 

ill be an additional amount of pay; and if that is all that is don 
in most cases the pay will not be more than seven times as much, an 
I think an examination of the increased service here will show that 
the Department have generally kept within that rule. When you 
come to the expedited service, it is a little difficult to say what the 
allowance for that shall be; yet the statute has provided what shall 
be the ratio and how they shall arrive at it, and in every case that 
has been presented they have kept within the statute, and have 
allowed less than the statute would have justified them by the rule 
that was laid down and that has been on the statute-book, I suppose, 
for half a century at least; at any rate, it has been so long on the 
statute-book that I am utterly unable to find when it originated and 
passed into the statutes, and I am told by a member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations that it has been there for very many years. 

When everything is taken into consideration, when you consider 
the increased business of this country, it is clear that there has been 
a wise exercise of discretion on the of the Government. Take 
the State of Colorado, and I will take that which is familiar, and I 
might make a dozen illustrations in that State; I will select the 
town of Leadville. On the 12th day of July, 1877, the postmaster at 
Leadville was commissioned with an annual salary of $12. Before 
he made his fourth Spare! that year he had five or six clerks, be- 
side the work he did himself, and the last return from the Leadville 
post-office was a return of more than $40,000. Take the city of Den- 
ver, that went from $60,000 in 1877 to $150,000 in 1879. Take the 
money orders in that section of country—and what is true of Denver 
will hold good of very many other portions of the State—and I think 
in proportion to the population all of the money-order offices in the 
State have grown in importance with Denver. In 1877 the Hare 
orders at Denver were $530,000 ; in 1878, $750,000 ; in 1879, $1,459,000. 

You may take Silver Cliff, and you may take a dozen places that I 
can mention that when I came into the Senate in December, 1876, had 
no existence, were unknown even to the people of Colorado, the places 
where they now are being a bleak, howling wilderness, and they re- 
turn now a respectable revenue; they return many thousands of dol- 
lars to the Government every year. Large and thriving towns have 
grown up, and their people are swelling the receipts of New York 
and other great cities. It is there that they buy their newspapers; it 
is there they get their magazines; it is there they get their merchan- 
dise; and all those things go through the mails, fill up the mails, and 
fill up the Treasury also. If this bill had passed as it came from the 
House the Leadville route would have been cut down to a weekly 
service. Leadville, with a population of at least forty thousand, I 
suppose, would have been left with its weekly mail. t is nota 
matter merely in the interest of Leadville; that is not a matter merely 
in the interest of the people of Colorado. Leadville and its vicinity 
are paying into the coffers of men largely living in the city of New 
York more than half a million dollars in dividends, clean money, every 
month of the year. They have some interest in having frequent com- 
munication with the source of their wealth. Take Rosita, a town that 
has grown up within the last two years, with from five to ten thou- 
sand people, with some of the largest producing mines in the country, 
sending its wealth back to the eastern people who have had the en- 
terprise and the good sense to go there and invest, and they are as 
much interested in the keeping up of this service in its efficiency as 
the le of Colorado, if not moreso, Other portions of Colorado 
are in the same condition, but I need not mention Colorado alone, 
because it is true of Utah, and it is true of Dakota, and it is true of 
other sections of the country that are included within the one hun- 
dred and seven routes affected by the bill. 

If the amount of money included in the bill is sufficient to keep u 
this service, as the member of the committee who reported the bill 
stated, and I think I shall take his word for that, I am satisfied with 
the amount, but I am not satisfied to put upon the record a condemna- 
tion of this Department that has done more for the people that I am 
attempting to represent here, has done more for the people west of the 
Mississippi River in this matter than any other Department of the 
Government. Iam not willing to put upon the record what I know to 
be untrue and what I believe ought not to be charged under any cir- 
cumstances. That portion of this bill I am very much opposed to. 

I think, as I said before, this Department is entitled to great credit, 
and I think if it has exceeded a sound judgment at all, as it is said 
it has, it has been in the interest of intelligence; it has been in the 
interest of the people who have been demanding as the people never 
before demanded mail service. Look at the list of names signed to 
the petition that the Senator from Texas presented here yesterday, 
a list of distinguished gentleman that had pressed the Department to 
exercise a discretion that the Government had vested in that Depart- 
ment fer half a century; and it would be a remarkable administra- 
tion, it would possess a class of virtues that I do not want to see any 


administration that I support possess, that could resist such an array 
of intelligent talent and such t appeals. 

Mr. President, we have wanted this service, we have worked for 
this service, we have deserved this service, and when we got it we 
felt teful to the administration of public affairs, and the whole 
people felt that they were being somewhat compensated for the pri- 
vations that every man must necessarily endure who goes into a new 
country. And I say to cut it down now is not only unkind but very 
8 and detrimental to the public interests, and it ought not to 

one. 

Mr.GARLAND. Mr. President, yesterday, in the speech of the Sen- 
ator from Texas, in his citation of the different applications that had 
been made to the Post-Office Department for the increase of service 
and the change of mail routes, it appeared that my name was to a 
number of them. For that reason, aside from the general interest in 
this e of Mio poopie that Ire 82 in the Senate, it would 
seem necessary tha ould make a few suggestions in regard 
to this bill to the Senate. 1 

Those applications that I signed are distinctly recollected by my- 
self. I signed them conscientiously, and with a view to the service 
of the le in the regions of country through which these routes 
passed. ey are entitled to a substantial and beneficial mail serv- 
ice. I did it also conscientiously on my part after an examination 
of the law, feeling that what was asked for was within the discre- 
tion of the Postmaster-General. At the same time that I arrived at 
that conclusion, I did not do so without some doubt; but that was 
my interpretation of the law. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] denies that such is the law, The Senator from Texas, [ Mr, 
MAXEY,] as well as the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER, ] with 
equal emphasis, insists that it is the law. There are honest differ- 
ences of opinion among gentlemen. The Senator from Texas being 
the chairman of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, it be- 
came necessarily his duty to examine this question. We note a wide 
and marked difference between the Senator from Kentucky and the 
Senator from Texas upou this proposition. The Postmaster-General 
and the Second Assistant Postmaster-General insisted, in response to 
Se Sonalo from Kentucky, that these are maiters within their dis- 
cretion. 

Now, let the Senate consider what it all amounts to at last. It is 
simply, as was clearly stated by the Senator from Texas yesterday, 
a mere allegation of an abuse of discretion in the simplest form that 
you can use the word “abuse,” a mere mistake as to the existence or 
exercise of that discretion under the law. If the Department has 
made this error of judgment, has exercised a discretion, inother words, 
that did not belong to it under the law, the head of the Department 
did it under the pressure of gentlemen interested for the benefit of 
the country, and he made the error on the side of the wishes of the 
peonio to be benetited by these routes. That is all there is of it at 

No tribunal can punish him, no tribunal can do more than sa 
he exercised a discretion which did not belong to him; but we will 
not brand him with infamy, we will not declare him unworthy of the 
trust he holds, because he has exercised this discretion as he has. I 
feel sure that never in the exercise of any trust for any length of time, 
much less the tremendons trust the Postmaster-General has in his 
hands, has it been executed without some abuse of discretion—no, 
that is not the proper expression—without exercising a discretion 
that does not under the law belong to him. Here has been an exer- 
cise of it, if it all, through mistake, on the application of gentlemen 
all over the country for the benefit of a large number of people and 
for the good of the service distributed beyond the Mississippi River. 
He certaihly is not to blame, he certainly is not to be accused of com- 
mitting any error that would make him amenable to any process at 
the hands of Congress or any tribunal in the country. 

In the clear statement made yesterday by the Senator who has the 
Lill in charge [Mr. WALLACE] it was shown that the shearing process 
of the House shall not the Senate and that substantially the dif- 
ferences between gentlemen on this proposition are accommodated ; 
that is, this bill as amended appropriates sufficient for this service, 
and so far it is satisfactory tome. Yet I have my doubts, notwith- 
standing the showing made by the Senator from Kentucky, whether 
it is sufficient or not. But then substantially that is agreed upon. 
And yet, while in one part of the bill we say to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral “You may have what is necessary,” we say in another breath, 
“You are not worthy to manage this trust.” Then what have we ac- 
complished? We really do put in his hands money enongh for this 
service, and yet we say in one part of the bill that he is unworthy to 
control and manage it. It is inconsistent upon its face. It is improper 
for that reason. But there are other reasons to my mind which are 
conclusive why it should not be done. 

In the first place, after examining the precedents, I find that it is 
not the custom when we vote an appropriation or a deficiency of an 
appropriation to a Department, to condemn in that bill, either by pre- 
amble or in the body of the bill, the officers intrusted with the dis- 
bursement of thatmoney. It is sufficient that the law-making power 
knows that the deficiency exists, and that it onght to be supplied, 
without incorporating into the bill that supplies the deficiency a 
charge against the very person who is to disburse the money appro- 
priated to supply the deficiency. 

In the second place, is it a proper charge under any state of the 
case? Suppose, for the sake of the argument, that the powerful state- 
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ment of the Senator from Kentucky is correct; suppose I yield that 
it is true; is this the proper mode to reach the Department? Is it 
proper to undertake to condemn the Postmaster-General in this man- 
ner? It is not. The Senator from Kentucky coolly and calmly would 
not contend that you should condemn the Department in this manner. 
It is unknown to = 7 of yas country; it is unknown to parlia- 
mentary usage and parliamen ractice. 

But over and antic all, let as the conditibn in which the Sen- 
ate would place itself by adopting this measure as it stands. The 
Senatorfrom Kentucky says that the Postmaster-General has willfully 
and stubbornly and wantonly disregarded and violated the law in 
the premises. If that be true the Postmaster-General is liable to im- 
peachment; the grand jury sitting at the other end of the Capitol 
must impeach him, and this body must try him. Now, it is proposed 
to him in advance of articles of impeachment, in advance of the 
articles to be preferred be ya him by the managers. If the House 
should impeach him for this wanton abuse of his power and this bill 
were voted as it stands, the Senate would be incompetent to try him. 
They could not in self-respect the Postmaster-General upon arti- 
cles of impeachment, for we should have condemned him without due 
process in advance, we should have condemned him in a preamble to 
an appropriation bill, and condemned him to all intents and purposes 
unheard, contrary to the law of parliamentary procedure and con- 
trary to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. Président, I submit that this is not the proper way to deal 
with this great subject. The bill is correct in itself; it appropriates 
a sufficient sum of money, though, I fear, grudgingly, if not stingily. 
The service is secured—that great service that is important to the 
people beyond the Mississippi River; the contractors may go their 
way; but it is not proper, it is not fair, it is not law, and when it is 
not law that is enough, to condemn the Postmaster-General or the 
head of any other Department in this way. 

I give notice that at the proper time I shall move to striké out 
from the preamble the four lines beginning with the word “ caused,” 
in the fourth line, down to the word “appropriations,” at the end of 
the seventh line, inclusive; and I hope the“ Senator from Kentucky, 
now that he has made his speech, able and powerful as he always 
does speak, will consent that those words in the preamble shall go 


out. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Mr. President, I propose to consume a very short 
time upon this subject, and I do so for the reason that I think the 
Postmaster-General has been unfairly and unjustly dealt with. 

What is the trouble? At the last session of the last Congress we 
appropriated a certain sum of money to be applied to the star-route 
mail service for the current fiscal year ending on the 30th of June 
next. That was the sum of $5,900,000. It was a gross sum of money 
to be atta toa icular service; it was not an appropriation of 
$5,900,000 that by law was to be apportioned around among existing 
mail contracts, but it was a gross sum to be applied to the star mail 
service in the United States. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Right there, may I put a passing question? 
Was it not both for service then existing and for service that might 
afterward be created ? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Les, sir. The matter of what shall be the star 
mail service 121 and has been for years, in the discretion of the Post- 
master-General. There is not a single mail contract let for railway 
mail service, steamboat mail service, or star mail service, that does 
not contain a provision in itself that it is in the power of the Post- 
master-General at any time to annul it and set it aside. More than 

- that, the same law authorizes the Postmaster-General to establish 
new service upon any post-route that we by law create, or to increase 
existing service; so that the whole matter is left by law in his hands. 

He was authorized to spend the sum of $5,900,000 in managing, as 
he believed for the best interest of the country, that portion of our 
mail service which is called the star service, which is the service out- 
side railways and steamboats. 

It has been ed here as if he were compelled by law to carry on 
every existing contract at the time the appropriation wasmade. That 
is not the law, as I understand; it never has been the law, as I un- 
derstand. I venture to say that there has not been a year in which 
we have had a Post-Office Department at all in magnitude equal to 
what it is now in which in every State in the Union the star mail sery- 
ice has not been increased or diminished as in the judgment of the 
Postmaster-General it was deemed important that it should be so in- 
creased or diminished. 

If I am right in thus understanding the law as it stands, it follows 
that the Postmaster-General had the right to order new routes, to 
increase the service on established routes, and to expedite the mail 
over them. He had the right to do that, but he was required by the 
law referred to again and again by the Senator from Kentucky to keep 
within the sum of $5,900,000 in doing it. And in order to keep him- 
self within that sum he might curtail the existing star mail service 
in portions of the country where he believed the public interest would 
not suffer by doing it in order to enable him to have the funds thus 
saved to apply to the star mail service in other portions of the coun- 
try where it had not been established or where it was required to be 


increased or expedited. If Iam wrong in thus understanding the law, 

then my argument based upon it is certainly wrong. 
After this 3 was made, in the judgment of the Post- 
ral it became necessary for the public service to increase 
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the amount of star mail service in the Western States and Territo- 
ries, to establish new routes, to increase the number of times within 


a week that a mail should be carried over those routes, and to expe- 
dite the time in which the mail should be carried over those routes. 
In his judgment the public interest demanded that that should be 
done. Washe not the person to determine whether it should be done 
or not, under our law as it stands? He did believe that it should be 
done. So believing, what should he have done otherwise in order to 
have subserved the public interest? He might have estimated what 
the new service that he deemed necessary for the public interest in 
that portion of the country would uire,and he might have cur- 
tailed the existing star service in the older States to an amount that 
would furnish him with the funds necessary to establish the new serv- 
ice 8 it was needed. That it would have been competent for him 
to do. 

He might have done what he did do. He might have said in his 
own mind “ The public interest requires this increase in the service 
in the new sections of the country. I will order it to be done under 
the discretionary power I have; I will not decrease the amount of 
service in the older portions of the country where service already 
exists, unless I am compelled to do so. When the Congress of the 
United States meets I will submit to them the question whether or 
not this new service was wap asker and ask them, if in their judgment 
they so believe, to farnish the means to pay for it. If Congress de- 
cides against me, if Con decides that this work was not needed 
to be done, that it should not To ce for, then I shall haye to fall 
back upon the power that I al y have in my hands to curtail in 
other portions of the country the service existing there to pay for this 
that I deem to be just as essential in the new portions of the country 
as the existing service is in the older portions; and so I will keep 
myself within the limits of the law which provides that I shall not 
spend more than $5,900,000 in money, or enter into contracts that will 
require the expenditure of more money than that.” That is what he 
chose to do; that is what he has done; and now it seems to me the 
question addressed to the sound sense and the judgment of Congress 
is, was the work that he authorized to be done in these western States 
and Territories needed or not? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator might add, and did he 
increase the service too extravagantly ? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. That is a portion of the subject that Ido not 


vt ee to argue. 
* r. DAVIS, of West Virginia, That is the important point. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. None of these routes is within the State in which 
Ilive. They are within the State of Colorado, the State of Texas, and 
within Territories that are not represented here. The Senators from 
those States are much more familiar with.those questions than I, and 
I do not propose knowingly to argue questions that I do not to sume 
extent understand. 

Mr. BOOTH. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me one moment 
to answer the question of the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BOOTH. I simply want to put one statement on record in 
answer to the suggestion of the Senator from West Virginia and to a 
great deal that was said by the Senator from Kentucky in reference 
to pet contractors and reckless, extravagant, and arbitrary contracts. 
The fact is to-day that the service on the star routes is better and 
more expeditiously performed than ever before. The mail matter 
carried is largely greater than ever before. The cost of everything 
purchased by the contractor is higher than it has been for five years, 
and the cost of transportation to-day per mile is lower thau it has 
been at any time within twenty-five years, with the exception of a 
single year. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then how is it, if the Senator will 
allow me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Harris in the chair.) Does the 
Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. If it does not take too long. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How is it that we have a greater 
deficiency now, a greater amount paid for mail service than ever be- 
fore? As the Senator from California has said, there is a greater 
amount of mail matter in transit. The whole revenue from that is 
used, of course, by the Post-Office Department, and a great deal more 
money is being asked from year to year to be given to that Depart- 
ment from the Treasury of the United States than formerly. Yet the 
Senator says that the mails are going now with more regularity and 
with less expense, when the truth is, when you come to look at the 
facts as to the amount taken from the Treasury for mail service, that 
the cost has been largely increasing. It was comparatively a few 
years ago that the mail service paid its own expenses, and now when 
we come to the present year the deficit is larger than it has been for 
many years. 

Mr. MAXEY. When was it that the revenues of the Department 
paid the expenses, I ask the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. In 1866 the Department more than 
paid its expenses, and along about 1850 and for several years it was 
a source of revenue to the Government: 

Mr. BLAINE. The whole service taken altogether ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The whole service. 

Mr. BLAINE. Of the whole United States? 

Mr, DAVIS, of West Virginia. Of the whole United States. 


1592 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 16, 


Mr. BLAINE. The Senator is certainly mistaken. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi ia. If Iam mistaken the figures of the 
efficial 75719 are mistaken. I have goi them here. 

Mr. OOD. Mr. President, I like to talk about one thin 
at a time, and I pro; to continùe in the line I am on so far as 
am able. I bave said already that I have not examined the changes 
in the contracts made in the new routes in the new western country, 
but I have formed in my own mind an opinion as to whether or not 
the items allowed for work are too much or too little. I know that 
Senators here representing States in which those routes were ought 
to be, and I had no doubt 7 7 were, much better informed than I 
was upon that subject. But I will allude very briefly to one route 
to show that there are two sides to some of these matters alluded to 
so eloquently and so uently by the Senator from Kentucky. Take 
any particular route. The service over it under the original contract 
was, we will say, once a week, and the time acertain number of days. 
It is changed to three times a week, and a much less period is allowed 
for carrying the mail than was before. He gives the figures of the 
original contract and the figures allowed under the new contract. 
oe they look to be out of proportion. He doubtless has examin 
them to know whether they are out of proportion or not, or he would 
not say they were; but it is possible he may have overlooked in 
some particulars all the facts. Let me read here a statement ia re- 
gard to one of these routes in Montana Territory. Whether the 
statement be true or not I do not know. 

Mr. BECK. What route is that, please! 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. It is a route from Rock Creek on the Union 
Pacific Railroad by Fort Fetterman and Fort McKinney to Fort 
Custer, Montana—three hundred and fifty-eight miles. 

Mr. BECK. I did not allude to that, if the Senator will allow 


me. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I will give the statement made in regard to it. 
The contractor says: 

I commenced the service April 14, 1879, tri-weekly, with a days’ time each 
way, pay, $10,507.25. The long time was objectionable. I was, however, compelled 
to use it in order to keep within the mail pay. 

Petitions and requests from all parties interested were sent to the Department 
ying for daily service and a shorter time. June 11, 1879, the Department or- 
— . additional trips per week at a cost of $14,009.66— 


Which I presume is in exact proportion to the former price allowed 
for three trips a week— 


and an expedition of time from eight days to three days and three hours, at a cost 
of $64,251.21 per annum. 

That is, the contractor was required to run in three days and three 
hours over a route to ran which he was allowed eight days under the 
original contract, and for that expedited time he was allowed the 
sum of $64,251.21 per annum. That looks out of proportion. A per- 
son merely reading that and looking no further would say that 
certainly is out of proportion, but look at the facts as given. He 
says: 


It is easy to see when you compel a man to establish new stations 
and buy the additional stock and outfit that would be required to 
ran the route in three days and three hours instead of. eight days, 
that expediting it increased the expense much beyond the real in- 
crease of the number of trips. The Senator from Kentucky may 
know, the Senator from West Virginia may know, that this is out of 
a due proportion for the in service, but I do not know it, and 
bacane Ido not know it, I will not condemn any one for having 

iven it. 

S Bat to come back to where I was. The question in my mind is, 
Is this new service that the Postmaster-General has put in our new 
States and Territories needed for the public benefit? If itis needed, 
why should they not have it? What are we here for, I should be 
glad to know? What do our constituents send us here for, if not to 
see that the public interests are served where they can be served? 
The Senator from Kentucky may tell me that when the appropriation 
of $5,900,000 was made it was not known to the Post-Office part- 
ment that this additional service would be needed. Very possibly it 
Was not known. They do not know everything. It was not known to 
the Committee on Appropriations, when they appropriated $5,900,000, 
that this additional service would be heeded: 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let me say to the Senator that the 
Committee on Appropriations gave the Postmaster-General down to 
the very cent that he asked. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I understand that perfectly. 
sana DANIS of West Virginia. They gave him the full amount 

‘or. A 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I understand that perfectly, but there is this 

about that—— 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let me say a little further to the 
Senator, that in the Postmaster-General’s report sent to Congress at 
this session in December, not one word is said to Co about a 
deficiency, and there is no intimation that Congress had not appro- 
priated enough money. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD. I understand that perfectly well; but that does 
not touch the question whether this work is needed or not. That is 
the question. The Pestmaster-General, when he made the report to 
the Committee on Appropriations a year ago, did not perhaps know 
very well what the service would require. There are a great many 
things the Postmaster-General does not know; a great many things 
he has 2 8 to learn. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the Senator allow me a mo- 
ment? When the service was appropriated for to the full amount 
required the question which the Senator from Kentucky and the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia wish to have considered specially is whether 
the discretion in the Postmaster-General and his subordinates was 
not abused when he expended in nine months what ought to have 
done for twelve months. In other words, taking the route which the 
Senator from Kentucky kas given, when the Postmaster-General 
started at a cost of $2,000 in round numbers and is now payin, 
$70,000 for the same service, are we not to take that into consideration 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Iam only arguing that at least I did not sup- 
pose the Postmaster-General knew 3 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. He knew, however, that he was 
paying these tremendous amounts over and above the letting of the 
contracts. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I will come to that. Iam not to pe diverted 
from the point I am on by any side issue. I suppose when the Post- 
master-General made that estimate to the Appropriations Committee, 
if he had known that this additional service would be required, he 
would have estimated for it, and I have supposed that he did not 
know: it; I have supposed an almost unsupposable thing, that the 
Appropriations Committee did not know it. cpt are supposed to 
know everything, but somehow or other when they were making 
provision for this part of, the governmental service a year ago they 
did not know that this additional service would be required. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. They had no right to know it. Let 
me say that the Post master-General estimates and the committee is 
instructed to go by his estimates. If we had done otherwise the 
Senator himself would have complained. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I am a remarkably good-natured man, but I 
know that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will 
have the privilege of closing this debate and correcting any error I 
may have fallen into. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Thank you, sir, I will not disturb 
yon further. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Being somewhat of a modest man, and not used 
to public debate, I may be embarrassed somewhat if Iam continually 
interrupted. What I was going on to remark is this: The Postmas- 
ter-General, I presume, did not know that this service would be 
needed at the time he made the estimate of $5,900,000. I presume 
if he had known that the service would be needed he would have 
estimated for it. I presume, also, (I hope the Committee on Appropri- 
ations will pardon me for the presumption,) that the Committee on 
Appropriations did not know it, or they would have provided for it 
without the estimate of the Postmaster-General, because I cannot 
suppose that the Appropriations Committee of this Senate or of the 
House would allow the public interest to suffer because some depart- 


| mental officer did not inform them that unless appropriations were 


a it would suffer, if they have the means of knowing it them- 
selves. 

55 Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. In reply to a question which I put to the Senator from 
West Virginia, when he had pea be the Senator from Iowa by 
stating so positively that the Post-Office Department was self-sustain- 
15 when I asked him to name the year, he pitched on the year 
180 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let me say to my friend that I may 
have missed the year. 

Mr. MAXEY. In the year 1866 the revenues were $14,286,986; the 
expenditures were 815,352,079. In the years laid down here from 1790 
to 1879 there are not six where the expenditures were not in excess 
of the appropriations. One of those is the year 1855 where the reve- 
nues were $14,556,159 and the expenditures were $13,694,728, to which 
if the Senator will please to add the salaries 17 — to post masters, 
$3,383,382, he will find it amounts to seventeen million and odd dollars, 
largely more than the revenues, and so he will find all through these 
years from 1790 the Post-Office never has been a self-sustaini 

epartment, and for many years it never was intended to be self- 
sustaining. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I misquoted the year; that is all. 
It is the year before, the year 1865 and not 1866; and in 1864. 

Mr. MAXEY. And then the salaries of the postmasters were over 
$3,000,000, and with that addition the expenditures largely exceeded 
the revenue. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That you cannot add. 


Mr. MAXEY. - Ob, yes, you can. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of West Yirginis. I have a.table showing the exact 
figures which I will publish.* 

r. KIRKWOOD, Mr. President, I will come back to the point I 
was trying to explain to the Senate. Ido not like to repeat, but I 
have to do so. l have said that it is to be presumed that when the 
Postmaster-General estimated and when the Appropriations Commit- 
tee made the appropriation of $5,900,000 he was not aware of the 
vast changes that would occur before the year ran around in our 
Western States and Territories. If he had anticipated then, he doubt- 
less would have estimated higher than he did. The Appropriations 
Committee did not anticipate them, for if they had, I was arguing 
that they would have appropriated enough money, although the Post- 
master-General might not have esti for it, because I was saying 
that we could not believe that the Committee on Appropriations 
would allow the public interests to suffer because some officer of the 
Government had not made the proper estimates and they knew it. 
It was unknown then to the Postmaster-General and unknown (im- 
probable as that may seem) to the Appropriations Committee that a 
sum additional to the $5,900,000 would be needed. Butas time passed 
on it was found that great changes were occurring in those Territories 
and that new routes must be established, more frequent trips allow: 
over the older routes and shorter time allowed over the older routes. 
It was found out that the public interest required that to be done. 

What had the Postmaster-General then todo as a faithful public offi- 
cer? Was he tosee thatthe public interest in this regard was served 
or left unserved? Was he to come to Co when it met and say 
to it,“ Here, I have found what I did not know; I have found what 
you did not know; that the public interest required this additional 
expenditure to be made, and believing that I can satisfy you that the 
public interest did require it, and believing that if you are so satisfied 
you will appropriate the money to do it, I have gone on and had the 
work done and the public interest served by it.” 

Now, that is all the question there is. If you do not choose to do 
it, do not do it, and the Postmaster-General will throw himself upon 
the power given to him by the law in cutting down the service in 
other parts of the country, and bring his expenditures for the star 
service within your $5,900,000. He will bring his expenditures within 
that amount; but yor will howl instead of the men living west of 
the Mississippi River. That is the difference. It will be a matter of 
little importance, perhaps, to many that the men living west of the 
Mississippi River should go without this mail service for months and 
months, but when you come to bring the curtailment to yourselves 
you will find that it will make a very considerable difference whether 
you have mail facilities or not. 

I say that, so far as the means I have at hand of judging enable me 
to say, in doing what he has done the Postusalar-teners has shown 
himself to be, what I believe him to be, an honest, upright, faithful, 
capable public servant. He has done his duty well, and the question 
with us is whether we shall do our duty as well as he has done his. 
He has seen to it that the public interest has been served, and we are 
asked whether we will see to it that so far as it depends upon us that 
interest shall also be served. 

A few words more. Something was said by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yesterday in regard to what he claimed to be conflicting state- 


* The following is the table referred to by Mr. Davis, of West Virginia: 


P A 2 : | 
5 Z 2 Â | Amount paid for— 
= = 8 3. 
<= 2 2 — 
Y $ 32 3 N F og E 
ears. on we = s 32 
„„ 
as = 
3 3 3 2 23 25 
E] pi 2 z = 
A FS) a a Vig ia 
$6, 925, 971 | $7, 108, 459 | $1,296, 765 | $4, 225, 311 
5,940,725 | 7,982,957 | 1,406, 477 4, 906, 308 
6,955,586 | & 577, 424 | 1,702, 708 5, 401, 382 
7, 342, 136 | 9,968,342 | 2,135, 335 6, 076, 335 
7, 620, £22 | 10,405,286 | 2,102, 891 6, 765, 639 
8, 053, 952 | 11,508,058 | 2 285, 610 7, 239, 333 
8, 186, 793 | 12,722,470 | 2,355, 016 5, 246, 054 
8, 669, 484 | 15,754,093 | 2,453, 901 7, 157, 629 
8, 518, 067 | 19,170,610 | 3,552, 868 8, 808, 710 
8, 349, 296 | 13,606,759 2.514. 157 5, 309, 454 
8, 209, 821 | 11,125,364 2. 340. 767 5. 853, 834 
11, 168. 790 11, 314, 207 2. 876, 983 5, 740, 576 
12, 438, 254 | 32,644,786 | 3,174,326 5, 818, 469 
14, 556, 159 | 13, 694, 7: 3, 383, 382 . 246, 884 
14, 386, 986 | 15,352,079 | 3. 454, 677 7, 630, 474 
15, 237, 027 | 19, 235,483 | 4,033, 728 9, 336, 286. 
16, 292, 601 | 22, 730,593 | 4,255,311 10, 266, 056 
18, 344, 511 | 23,696,131 | 4,546,958 | 10, 406, 501 
19, 772, 221 | 23,998, £37 | 4,673,466 | 10, 884, 653 
20, 037, 045 | 24,390,104 | 5,028,382 | 11,529,395 
21, 915, 426 | 26,658,192 | 5,121,665 | 15, 547, 82 
| 22,996, 742 | 29,084,946 | 5,725,468 | 16,161,034 
26, 477, O72 | 32, 126, 415 | 5,818,472 | 18, 881, 319 
| 26,791, 360 | 33,611,309 | 7, 049, 936 18, 777, 201 
preke arid] 7, 397, 397 18, 361, 048 
27, 465, 323 | 33,486,322 | 7, 295, 251 18, 529, 238 
29, 277, 517 | 34, 163,024 | 7,977,652 | 19, 262, 421 
90, 041, 953 | 33, 449, £09 | 7, 185,540 | 20, 012, 872 
1 1 


AN EE EI E ENE E S a a A a E a Far} 


ments made by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, 
stood him, and the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, who is the Auditor 
for the Post-Office Department, as I understand. Am I right in that? 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. It was claimed, as I understood, by the Senator 
from Kentucky—his remarks are not yet in print, and I may not quote 
accurately the substance of them—that the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General had not dealt ingenuously in his communication to- 
Congress stating the necessity for an additional appropriation, that 
he had stated it at a sum much larger than was ly required, and 
was thus seeking by a false pretense almost, as I understood the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, to get an 3 from Congress of a largor 
amount than was n 3 t me read a few sentences from the 
communication of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General: 

I have the honor to state that the appropriation for inland mail Leary. tena 
on star routes, for the current fiscal year, has proved insufficient to meet the wants 
of the rapidly growing service. f 

The annual cost of the service now in operation is $7,620,004, while the appro- 
priation is but $5,900,000. Not only will the — appropriation allow no increase 
of mail facilities during the year, but it will be necessary to curtail the existing- 
service in order to bring its cost within the appropriation. 

Believing that this cannot be done without great injury to many deserving com- 
munities, and further that pressing necessity exists for increaséd service in many 
places, I venture to su, a od of ef. 


as I under- 


During the fonr fi years last Past, namely, 1876 to 1879, there has been covered 
back into the Treasury of unexpended balances of appropriations for inland mail 
transportation, $3,965, 468.27. 


That is, appropriations that have been made for this particular 
kind of service, but not expended. Now he ventures to suggest: 
In view of this fact, I have the honor to request your recommendation to Con- 


gress— 

The letter is to the Postmaster-General— 
that abont one-half this amount, say $2,000,000, be reappropriated for mail trans- 
Eee sud besides afford a margin for reasonable and necessary increase during, 
servi an my w 
the — half of the fiscal year. 

The communication does not go upon the ground that the sum of 
$2,000,000 was required to meet existing contracts, but it goes upon 
the ground that it might be required to meet existing contracts, and 
to meet additional contracts which might be required by the public 
interest as well. The Senator from Kentucky says that the report of 
the Sixth Auditor shows that the statement of the necessities of the 
service given in some place as being $1,700,000, I think, was untrue, 
because the report of the Sixth Auditor showed that for the two pre- 
ceding quarters less sums had been needed than it was sapposed 
would be needed for the remaining two quarters. 

Mr. WALLACE. The Senator from Iowa is mistaken. The Sixth 
Auditor gives us the sums actually expended for the past two quar- 
ters and what is n to conduct the service to the end of the cur- 
rent fiscal year upon the basis of the contracts as they actually exist. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Yes; I understand that. That is the report of 
the Sixth Auditor; but let us see how the two reports are made out. 
I assume it to be true that taking the contracts as they stand they will 
se rae the sum of $1,700,000—I do not remember the precise amount. 

rt. WALLACE. No, sir; the Senator from Iowa is mistaken. The 
report made to us by the Sixth Anditor of the Treasury is upon the 
basis of the contracts as they now exist. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I will explain myself so that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will understand me. I say taking the contracts as they 
stand, and taking the sums of money required by those contracts to 
be paid on their face, it will require a larger sum than thesum named 
by the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury. 

Mr. WALLACE. No, sir. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Let me explain. The amounts as shown by 
the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury are the amounts of the contract 
prices, less the fines and less the penalties. 

Mr. BECK. No, sir, that is not true. 

Mr. WALLACE, That is a mistake. 

Mr. BECK. There is not 4 dollar of penalty deducted for the last 
six months of the year in his account, and he says so. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Then there is a question of fact upon which 
the Senators from Kentucky and Pennsylvania and West Virginia 
and myself differ. We shall have to ascertain which of us is misin- 
formed and who is well-informed. 

Mr. BECK. The Sixth Auditor testified to the trath of that state- 
ment. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I have stated my understanding. Of course 
nobody wants to misrepresent either the Sixth Auditor or the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General ; but I understand, and I repeat it, that 
the statements made by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General 
were made upon the basis of the amounts of money required to be 
spent to meet the face of the contracts, and that the estimates made 
by the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury are made upon the settlement 
of accounts from which are deducted the fines and penalties. 

Mr. BECK. For the first six months he gives the amount of fines. 
and penalties as $101,000, and the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral gives the same amount, and shows that he knew it to a cent; 
and for the last six months not one dollar of fines is deducted accord- 
ing to the Sixth Auditor’s statement. 

r. KIRKWOOD. Let us get at this thing exactly. Suppose a 
certain number of contracts require upon their face the pa; of 
$1,500,000 ; that is, if the contractor performs his duty according to 
the terms of his contract he is entitled to receive during a year 
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if he fails to make a trip that he is required to make, or if he 

takes more time than that in which he is required to make his trip, 
then the Post-Office Department deducts from his contract a certain 

sum for every failure to make a trip, and a certain sum for eyery time 
in which he does not make a 3 the time his contract for. 

Mr. WALLACE. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to read 

‘the letter from the Sixth Auditor in order to show him the exact 
position? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I am merely stating my judgment in regard to 
this matter and the facts as I understand them. I will look into the 
matter, and if I find that I have been misinformed I shall of course 

2 what I say; but I am stating what I understand to be the 
fact. 

Mr. WALLACE. But this will correct the Senator at once. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Very well; let us hear what it is. 

Mr. WALLACE. The letter is as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 2, 1880. 

Sm: In compliance with your request of yesterday, I have the honor to transmit 
therewith statements showing by States and quarters the paid and unpaid amounts 
-obargeable to the appropriation for star transportation for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1880, according to the contracts, orders, &c., on file in this office. 

In addition to the total amount shown in this statement, the sum of $40,000 
should be added, being the amount paid for the supply of special officers. 

I am, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
F. B. LILLEY, Acting Auditor. 


ee but if he fails to perform his contract according 
* 


Hon. James B. BECK, 
United States Senate. 

Then follows the statement in detail, which shows the amount 
actually expended and to be expended according to the contracts and 
the orders adding expedition or increased trips on file in the office on 
the 2d of March, 1350. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Am I mistaken in this statement: A contractor 
agrees to carry the mail between A and B, two terminal points, and 
he gets $150,000 a year by the face of his contract for doing it; he is 
to carry a mail once a week, or twice a week, or three times a week, 
and he is to carry it on each trip in a certain number of hours. Now, 
if he drops out a trip, the proportionate amount is taken from his 
contract price, is it not? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. That is so, is it not? 

Mr. WALLACE. Butit is not deducted in the statement furnished 


to us. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. But Iam asking the question. Under that con- 
tract itself he is liable to have deducted for every trip he loses the 
. value of that trip? 

. WALLACE. That is true, 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Then, further, if in addition to that he fails to 
make a trip within the time limited by the terms of the contract, he 
is liable for doing it, and that is to be taken from the amount which 
he is to receive on the face of his contract, is it not? 

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. That would diminish instead of increasing the Audit- 
ors statement. 

Mr.KIRKWOOD. Thatisthecaseeveryqaarter. Now, the amount 
that will be deducted from a contractors pay for the first quarter of 
a year cannot be determined until that quarter has ce: and the 
accounts come in, and they are made up during the second quarter, 
and during the second quarter the deduction is made. Is it not so? 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator from Iowa will allow me I will say that 
therefore it is that from the Ist day of January till the 30th day of 
June the statement as made by the Sixth Auditor embraces the whole 
amount as per contracts, without a dollar being deducted on account 


of pone fines; and with that fact existing it still amounts only to 
a deficiency of $1,155,000, instead of $1,720,000, or $1,500,000, as the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General stated to us, which was proved 


not to be true. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Then I am misinformed, Mr. President. I 
think it ible that the Senator from Kentucky is himself mistaken 
dn to the facts. I shall endeavor to inform myself. 

Mr. BECK. There it is. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. It is possible for the Senator from Kentucky to 
‘be mistaken as well as the rest ofus. It is a very violent presump- 
tion, I know; but I have reason to believe that the estimates made 
‘by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General were made upon the 
face of the contracts, and that the estimates made by the Sixth Andi- 
tor of the Treasury were made upon the settled accounts after the 
deductions had been made for failure of trips, and for tines and pen- 
-alties. As it is impossible to know in advance of any quarter what 
failures of trips will be made or what fines and penalties will be in- 
curred during that time, it is impossible for any man to estimate with 
accuracy, to do more than guess, what will have to be paid out dur- 


ings coming quarter. 

. BECK. The Senator will allow me one word. The statement 
of the Sixth Auditor shows in so many words that in the statement 
he makes to us he deducts fines as ascertained to the amount of 
$101,000 from the 1st July to the 31st of December, 1879, and he gives 
the whole amount of the contracts without deducting a dollar for 
pve Psa the Ist of January to the Ist of June next; and he sends 

us. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. I will read from the testimony before the Sen- 
ator’s committee a statement made by the Second Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General. 

Mr. BECK. admit it; and I assert that that statement he made 
to us demanding $1,720,004 as the cost of the actual service was abso- 
lutely untrue. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Very well. Let me read what he says. In 
reply to a question by Senator WALLACE, Mr. Brady says this: 

Mr. Brany. There is an apparent discrepancy, and always is at the end of every 
year, between my reports and t the Sixth ‘Aladitar’s and —.— gentlemen, 1 8 
stand, who have taken the Sixth Auditor's estimate of what will be the probable 
deficiency of the year, have made unfavorable comments, and suggested that I was 
asking for more money than I needed. The Sixth Auditor's statement of the actual 
amounts paid for service is nevera correct basis for making an estimate, as his state- 
ment includes the deduction of all fines and deductions imposed upon contractors 
for poor service or failures to perform trips, and all that sort of thing, and during 
the last two quarters they have been running very heavily. 

That is the statement made by the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General. It may be that he has been lying about it, as the Senator 
from Kentucky says. I do not know, but I do not presume that 
against a public officer in the absence of proof. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not care about using the word “lying” myself. 
I do say, however, that the Sixth Anditor’s statement makes it abso- 
lutely certain that this officer’s assumption that there was an actual 
deficiency of $1,720,004, as he officially certified on the sth day of 
December, is not true, and I do not believe the Sixth Auditor lies. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Let me read a little further. 

We adopted a very stringent rule a year in the inspection division, that 
where we a fod end . the . perform itup to 
the strict letter of the contract. They must be on schedule time everywhere, and 
they must perform first-class service; and where they do not do it, we put on the 
fines and make heavy deduction. The consequence is, that while our contract 
poas call for contracts that would bring us out with a deficiency of nearly 

1,700,000, as I stated, the Sixth Auditor, basing his statement upon the payments 
for the last two quarters ending September 30 and December 31, brings out the 
probable deficiency as $1,297,198. 


That is what the Second Assistant Postmaster-General says. 

Mr. BECK. And that is absolutely untrue, because he brings out 
a deficiency of $1,155,000, and yet told us it was $1,500,000. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I will state to the Senator from Kentucky that 
I would much rather believe that there was a misunderstanding be- 
tween the Second Assistant Postmaster-General and the Sixth Auditor 
of the Treasury than believe that any geneman occupying the posi- 
tion that either of them occupies told a deliberate untruth to this 
Congress. Ido not believe that I am called upon here in the dis- 
charge of duties to presume that any man holding a public posi-. 
tion tells a deliberate untruth unless it be known, ai should be 
very backward to make a charge of that kind against any public 
officer who stands well before the country unless I have proof of it, 
so that it cannot be a mere misunderstanding. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me one word, and Iam done with this matter. 
It impresses me that the Senator from Iowa is endeavoring to make 
the Senate believe that the Sixth Auditor had not told the truth 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. BECK. When he said that the total amount was $7,005,000. 
The Second Assistant Postmaster-General stated that the Sixth Audi- 
tor, benag his statement upon the payments made, brought out a 
probable deficiency of $1,297,000, when be had the fact before his face 
and the paper in his hand that the Auditor made out a deficiency of 
$1,155,000 instead of $1,297,000; and I merely desired to say that I 
did not believe the Sixth Auditor was a liar. That is all. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I do not believe either of them has lied. I do 
not believe any man occupying the position either of these gentlemen 
occupies would come before tho Congress of the United States and 
deliberately state that which he knows to be untrue and which he 
knows can be proven to be untrne. Ido not believe that all the hon- 
= or all the integrity of the public officials of the United States 
resides in the Congress of the United States. I believe there are men 
outside of Congress holding office under the Government of the United 
States who are just as honest men and have the interests of this coun- 
try at heart just as much as any man who holds a seat on this floor; 
and where there is a ibility or probability of a misunderstanding 
between men as to what is or what is not a matter of fact, I will not 
take it to be that either of them has made an untruthful statement, 
where there is a chance that an apparent discrepancy may arise from 
a misunderstanding. Of course my rule in this matter for my own 
conduct is no rule for any other Senator in to his conduct. 
But we should complain bitterly, and we should have a right to com- 
plain bitterly, if persons commenting upon our public action here 
were to charge every misunderstanding among us to deliberate un- 
truthfulness on the part of those who might differ in opinion. 

I have now said all I desire to say in regard to this matter. [have 
endeavored to show that in doing what he has done the Postmaster- 
General has done what an honest, faithful, capable public servant 
should have done, what I am satisfied I would have done had I been 
in his place, because I would have had, as he had, faith to believe 
that if I could show to the Con of the United States that Con- 


gress in making appropriations had failed in this particular to make 
such appropriations as the publie interest required should be made 
and I had had the public interest at heart, I would have felt the utmost 
confidence that Congress would have come forward promptly for the 
doing of that which the public service required to be done. I would 
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not have held that I was violating the law in doing it. I do not be- 


lieve that the Postmaster-Gen was violating the law in doing it. 
It has been my fortune in the State where I live to serve the people 
of that State both in a legislative and in an executive capacity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Their fortune, it would be better to say. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. While I was serving them in an executive capac- 
ity I did once and again without any authority of law, and accord- 
ing to my personal recollection in violation of law, expend their 
money, not taking it from the treasury, because I conld not get it, 
but I incurred expenses once and again and again that I believe I 
would have been derelict in my duty as the chief executive of my 
State if I had not incurred, although there was no law for it, and a 
general law prohibited the expenditure of any money not appropri- 
ated by law. 

Let me instance a case. One of the penitentiaries in my State—the 
only one we had at that time—accidentally had a fire in it; all the 
workshops were burned down. Our legislative sessions are biennial, 
and some eighteen months would have expired before we could have 
a new session of the General Assembly. the shops had. not been 
rebuilt our convicts would have been compelled to stay in their cells 
idle nearly all the time. I took the iet 0 Bie going to work 
and building those shops; I had no authority of law for doing it at 
all, but I had it done in as short a space of time as I could get it 
done, and I put the men to work again. By the time the Legislature 
met they earned a large part of what the shops cost. e Legi 
lature indorsed my act and said, “Well done, good and faithful serv- 
ant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But as a general rule you would not hold that it 
Was wise, except in an extreme emergency, to do that thing. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. No; but I do hold that occasions arise when a 
man fails to do what he ought to do if he is not willing to take some 
little 5 

Let me give another case. During one of my terms of service there, 
a riot broke out in one part of our State. It was under peculiar cir- 
cumstances. Some tenor fifteen hundred misguided men got together 
and produced a great alarm in a certain section of the State. The 
sheriff of the county where it occurred lost his head; he was not the 
man for the emergency; and I had to go to work and did without 
following the due process of law (because there was not time to do 
it)—called out ten companies of soldiers and put two pieces of artillery 
there, and the result was that there was not a soul hurt and the men 
scattered and went to their homes peaceably and quietly. I, of course, 
had to incur expense in coing it. The General Assembly when they 
met said that I done very well, and they said, “ Well done, good 
and faithful servant.” 

I believe, Mr. President, that the law as it stands on our statute- 
book prohibiting an expenditure of any money not appropriated by 
law or the making of any contract for any purpose not provided for 
by law, is in some respects a good thing, but in some respects it works 
badly. It is like almost everything provided by human intelligence ; 
it is not perfect. I may some day give my ideas about that and what 
I think would be a remedy for some difficulties. 

Mr. BLAINE. If I do not interrupt my friend, I would suggest 
that we are getting our RECORDS printed every day now in. absolute 
defiance of law. è 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is an aggravation of the offense. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I intend to vote for this bill, but I intend to 
vote to strike ont the preamble, which I believe to be grossly unjust 
and grossly injurious to a faithful, honest, and capable public servant, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, as almost the entire 
debate has been upon the preamble and not upon the bill, and as I 
believe the Senate is almost unanimous upon the provisions of the 
bill, I rise to state what the committee have decided to do. The Sen- 
ator from Iowa has just stated that he intended to vote for the bill, 
but did not like the preamble. Iam instructed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to offer what I shall send to the desk and have read 
for information, which, if adopted, as I hope it will be—and I have 
no doubt the Senate will be unanimons in adopting it—will obviate 
the necessity of the preamble ; and the committee then direct me to 
move to strike out the preamble. That being so, and there being a 

ressing necessity for the passage of the bill, not only for the Post- 

fce deficieney but also for the printing, (an amendment is to be 
offered to this bill to help the printing,) I hope we shall come to a 
vote. I had intended to review some of the remarks of gen uamea, 
but desiring a vote, and hoping it will come soon, I shall forbear. I 
send to the desk the amendment to which I have alluded, to be read 
for information, which is to take the place of the preamble, as far as 
the committee is concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read for 
information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 

Sec. 3. OAE in this act contained shall be deemed or construed as a rati- 


fication of any unlawful act or omission of any officer of the United States, or 
affect any proceedings therefor. 


Mr. BLAINE. Does my honorable friend state that that is from 
the committee? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. A jority of the committee di- 
rect me to offer this not exactly in the shape of but really as a sub- 
stitnts for the preamble. We all know the bill must be acted on 
before the preamble. 


Mr. BLAINE. I am entirely in favor of striking out the preamble. 
and entirely opposed to igs that on. What the honorable Sena- 
tor states is correct or he would not state it, that a majority of the 
committee authorized him to offer that. I dissent from it as one of 
the minority of the committee, and shall express my dissent. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator of course understands 
that I consulted him among other members. 


Mr. BLAINE. Certainly; and the Senator understood me as dis- 


senting. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. A majority of the committee directed 
me to offer this in the nature of a substitute, though it is not in order 
to act on the preamble until after the bill is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations in line 3, section 1, 
to strike out “nine hundred and seventy” and insert “eleven hun- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will report the next 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment is in section 1, line 8, 
after the word “ year,” to strike out all down to and including the 
word “number,” in line 19, as follows: 7 

Ator within contract prices as they existed on February 1, 1880: Provided, That 
upon any route where there has been an increase of the original contract price dur- 
ing the last or the current fiscal year for expediting the delivery of mails on any 
such route, at the rate of more than $2,500 per annum, the compensation for expe- 
dited service on such ronte shall be reduced to the terms of the original contract, 
on and after the Ist day of March, 1880; and nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to require the reduction of the number of trips per week over any such 
route below the present number. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 21, after the word “ serv- 
ice,” to insert “or increase of trips;“ so as to read: 

During the remainder of the current fiscal year no further expediting of serv- 
ice or increase of trips on any postal star route shall be made, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations what a star route is? It may have been 
stated several times, but this seems to be a bm ai time to make the 
inquiry again if it has been made before. This says “expediting of 
service or increase of trips on any postal star route.“ Ihavereadthe 
statutes of the United States with some care several times, and I do 
not remember to have seen that expression before. What is a postal 
star ronte? 

Mr. WALLACE. This is the language of the bill as it came from 
the House, the Senator from Vermont will understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam speaking of the statutes. What I wish to 
know is what is a postal star route ? 

Mr. WALLACE. The custom of the Department, as I have already 
said, indicates all other modes of transportation than those by steam- 
boat or railroad as star service. : 

Mr. MAXEY. I will answer the question of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. In the very appropriation bill under which we now act there 
is an item “ for transportation on star routes, $5,900,000.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is an appropriation bill. I am speaking of 
the organic body of the law. 

Mr. MAXEY. Still it is a statute of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We may appropriate for building a railroad to 
the moon; but that appropriation has gone by. a 

Mr. MAXEY. This is an appropriation for star routes under that 
statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And I am just as ignorant as before. What isa 
star route? > 

Mr. WALLACE. It is certainly not defined by statute, but it is 
by the practice of the Department. It is well understood there, and 
has been for a number of years, and, I presume, the Senator from 
Vermont understands it as well as the rest of us. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know but Ido. I want all of us to un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. WALLACE. It means any other mode of transportation of 
the mails than by steamboat or railroad, and the Departments so con- 
strue the term. 

5 ome EDMUNDS. With that authoritative definition I am satis- 


Mr. PLUMB. Thope that this amendment in line 21 reported by the 
committee will not adopted. It will work very great injustice 
indeed to the western portion of my State, and in fact to the western 
portion of Nebraska and to all portions of the Territories where new 
settlement is constantly going on. According to this bill we take up 
this service just where it is, arrest it just where it is, provide for car- 
rying it on as it is, and prevent any further increase for the residue 
of this fiscal year. The increase of population during the remaining 
mouths of this year will be as great as during any similar period for 
many years past, and we propose to cut off the people who have not 
been fortunate enough to have had an increase provided for hereto- 
fore, and say that for the next five months they shall not have any 
increase at all. 

Mr. EATON. Only three months. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, if it is only three months the principle is the 
same. The fact is that hungry people go out-from Connecticut and 
all other portions of the Eastern States 3 with them their 
principles and their desires for mail facilities. They want the daily 
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papers and they want mail facilities just as much during these three 
months as during any other three months of the year. 

Mr. EATON. They can wait. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand there is a very general disposition to 
let people out in that country wait; but the people in that country are 
not as much disposed to wait as others are to have them wait. In the 
western portion of my State there are at least thirty thousand people 
that have no mail service whatever except such as they provide them- 
selves with, I have a letter here on my table which I received to-day 
from the northwest corner of the northwest county of that State, 
representing the urgent necessity for mail service in that section. In 
very many portions of that State also there are weekly mails which 
should be now daily mails, very many more that should be semi- 
weekly, very many more that should be tri-weekly; but those people 
have to be postponed because of a little spasm of economy that has 
now ooms to afilict Congress on the subject of the transportation of 
the mail. 

I hope this injustice will not be done. If they can wait for three 
months it must be because the service is not very important; and if 
it is not very important, it is not going to cost a great deal of money: 
Butto aman who has gone out on the frontier, as all these people 
have, expecting that the Government will accommodate the service 
to his needs as well as those of his neighbors, this is a most injurious 
and unjust discrimination. There certainly can be no reason what- 
ever for it. 

We have been generous, and I think on the whole just in this bill 
as it now stands, to the service already established. 

Bat I would call the attention of the Senate to the fact that this 
money that is provided for here was practically ee by the 
Post-Office Department months ago; and when they have appropri- 
ated this money, when they have enlarged the service on these long 
routes—and I am not complaining of that at all; I think on the whole 
it was done wisely, except in a comparative way—they then propose 
to cut down on the small routes in the different States. So for months 
there have been accumulating in the Post-Oflice Department petitions 
for the increase of service that is required for immigration that has 
gone into that country during the last five or six months, and during 
that period of time there has been no increase whatever. In the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent, the entire increase 
of the number of trips in the last twelve months has been only to the 
amount of about $11,000—no increase at all compared with the in- 
crease of population during that time; no increase at all compared 
with the actual increase of the income of the Post-Office Department 
within that time; none whatever as compared with the actual increase 
in the amount of mail matter which has been required to be sent. 

It is just as important that these people should have their mails 
within the next three months as during any past three months, or 
any three months yet to come ; and it would look like saving at the 
spigot and losing at the bung to come in here and make this large 
appropriation for these great routes, properly made, too, and yet to 
say that because we are making this liberal appropriation we will 
cut off these frontier people for the next three months, and so arrange 
that they shall not have any increase of service at all. It seems to 
me like trifling with these people, trifling with the interests of the 
service, in every way unworthy of Congress, to attach to the bill such 
an inhibition as that. 

This service is essential to these people in more ways than one. 
It has becoMe a part of the policy of this Government to do a large 
express business, On a recent trip to New York I was invited to go 
into a room where there was an agent who had been in business sey- 
eral years, and whose business was the placarding of merchandise to 
be sent by mail through the Western States and Territories. There 
were shawls, fancy articles, dry goods, everything going into the 
stock of a country dry goods merchant, for transportation to New 
Mexico, Arizona, and all over the western country. These people 
take advantage of that because the Government has invited them to 
do it. Anything weighing four pounds or under may be transported 
in that way. It has become a regular business. Men who go to that 
country go out with the knowledge of the fact that the Government 
is doing this business; they go out e ting to be supplied toa 
large extent by this method, and they have a right to expect that 
service. The Government has stepped in and usurped a business 
formerly carried on by private corporations and private persons, 
and the people have gone there with the expectation that they shall 
still be served in that way. If a part of the people can be served 
in that way, why not all of them? 

More than that, the people who go out there go from the centers of 
civilization in the Eastern States, and they are not citizens of Kansas 
yet; they are constituents of other gentlemen on this floor. They 
are the men who go out from New England and the Middle States. 
They have been in the habit of having daily newspapers and weekly 

pers, and they waut or there as often as once a week. They 

o not want it postponed two weeks or a month by a dilatory pro- 
cess of carrying the mails. If they take a daily paper they want it 
carried every day. The mail they get is as of much importance to 
them now as in the locality where they formerly lived. It has been 
a part of the policy of this Government to carry that mail to them, 
and it ought to continue to doso. If itis to be a part ot the policy of 
the Government to say that for the purpose of a little beggarly sav- 
ing of ten or twenty thousand dollars for three months we will sus- 


pend this service, is there an meaner or more contemptible 
than such economy as that after giving $1,100,000 by the bill to the 
great routes? Because we vote $1,100,000 in the bill it is proposed 
to strike down a whole service, and for three months save something, 
to have your poor ple out on the frontier make up for what 
have given li y in the forepart of the bill. 

Let us give the people of the United States the service they are 
entitled to all over and all alike, or else give them none. This is a 
discrimination, as it seems to me, aimed at what the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral had in his mind when he said that if he was obliged to bring the 
service within the appfopriation he would reduce it all over the 
country; but the committee go back of him and say “ you shall not do 
that; you shall not reduce it in that section of the country where 
day have increased the service before.” That affects practically only 

he western portion of the country; it affects the frontier; it affects 
Kansas, Texas, Nebraska, Idaho, Montana, Washington, Oregon, and 
California, and does not affect any community lying east of the Mis- 
sissippi River. Twenty-five thousand dollars, perhaps $10,000—cer- 
tainly $25,000 would be ample to cover the service for which I am 
pleading. For the lack of that these people must be without service 
three months. It is an affront to them; it is a break in the uniformity 
of the postal service of the United States; it is bringing down economy 
and applying restrictions to this Executive Department in the very 
smallest part of it. 

Why did not the committee say that before this thing was done 
there should be some restrictions somewhere? Why did they wait 
until the last moment and provide in regard to all the service that 
has not been expedited, this trifling service, this small service that 
costs three, four, or five hundred dollars a year, that there shall be 
no increase there while the increase that has been made on all the 
routes which cost $150,000 or $200,000 a year shall go on just exactly 
= it wep boon according to the contracts made by the Postmaster- 

ene 

I do not complain of the routes that have been increased and ex- 
pedited. It is a necessity that should have been done. If I made 
any complaint it would be as to the manner in which the fund has 
been distributed; but the Postmaster-General went on,I suppose, 
without calculating the exact amount he was expending until the 
money was exhausted or liable to be so, and then he had to wait 
until Congress met, and when Congress met it dallied with the ques- 
tion for months, and meantime people were going without the serv- 
ice, and at the last moment we are to be told that. there cannot be 
any increase on these routes, notwithstanding the lavishness with 
which we have appropriated money for the longer routes. I hope 
this amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. WALLACE. I trust the Benatar from Kansas will be satisfied 
with the bill as it stands. It proceeds upon the assumption that the 
$1,100,000 is a large amount of money to vote to continue the service 
as it now exists. When $5,900,000 were all that was asked by the 
Department for the service of this year, the Senator from Kansas it 
seems to me ought to be content with what the committee recom- 
mend here. 

Beside that, the second section of the bill provides for giving money 
for new service. There is $100,000 appropriated for new service. In 
every case in which a new route is opened, money is voted by this bill 
for that service. And the cases put by the Senator do not apply at 
all. It is only the case of a route in which there being perhaps a 
weekly mail the neighborhood wishes a semi-weekly mail or a tri- 
weekly mail, and that is denied by Congress until the end of this- 
fiscal year. They have the mail on that route now. They can prob- 
ably waif for three months. 

Inasmuch as the new service that is needed in that country is pro- 
vided for by the second section, it seems to me that the deprivation 
of increase of trips, indeed the prohibition of the expenditure of any 
more money than is necessary to conduct the service as it exists to 
day to the end of the fiscal year, is yo roper in view of the facts 
that have been elicited in this debate an that now exist. The exercise 
of such a discretion by that Department as has been shown, if it be 
passed over in silence, if voting the money that Congress proposes to 
vote by this bill, it ought to be accepted by those who have the results 
of that expedition and the large increase in expenditure that the 
Department made in the last year. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to say in reply to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania that if the committee had been desirous solely of saving 
money, that is, money worth saving as such, it would have saved it 
by cutting off three months of the large surplus to which the $1,100,000 
is appropriated. I do not say wey ought to have done so, but I say 
that, after treating that service liberally and fairly, it was decidedly 
unjust and illiberal in the last degree to then sit down so thoroughly 

on the new communities where a small sum of money would go a 
| great way. They have been lavish with great contractors, lavish 
| with the long routes, and then their economy has come in at the last 
| moment; and after expending, as they seem to insinuate, $1,100,000 
extravagantly, they propose to save three, ten, tifteen, or twenty 
thousand dollars at the end. That is what I object to. 
If there had been an intention to save money, if that had been the 
purpose, it should haye been saved elsewhere. I object that this 
laces an unjust discrimination in carrying on the mail service of the 
nited States. I say there is no reason in the world why the people 
who are entitled to increased service during the next three months 
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should not have it as well as the people who were entitled to it six 
months ago. If the argument is that they can wait three months, 
how does the Senator from P. lvania know that they cannot 
wait twelve months, or until the endof time? It has been the policy 
of the Government always to give the people wherever they went 
mail facilities, not next month or next year, but all the time, every 
day. Wherever a man has gone on the frontier, into the mountains 
or anywhere else, the very moment he is there located and has made 
his wants known, it has been the policy of the Government to extend 
the mail service in order to reach him, and not merely toextend it to 
reach him, but to anticipate him, in order that by that anticipation 
there should be greater inducement to other people to go there as 
well. It is a part of the settled policy of the Government, and this 
seems like making an unworthy exception to that liberal, just, en- 
lightened policy which has done so much to build up the western 
portion of the continent. 

Besides, it accomplishes nothing. If the Senate wants to say that 
this branch of service shall not exceed $25,000 or $50,000, I do not 
object to that. But there are to-day hundreds of applications from 
my own State and from Nebraska, as I happen to know, because the 
service of the two States is connected, on file in the Post-Office De- 
partment for increase of service on small routes from weekly to semi- 
weekly. All the service granted during the calendar year 1879 in my 
State was only $11,000, and that $11,000 was well spent, and results 
in giving a large increase of service to the people of that State. I 
have no doubt $10,000 more would do it. But I am not speaking for 
Kansas alone; I am speaking for the entire frontier. If after appro- 
priating $1,100,000 yon stick at $25,000 or even at $50,000 for the pur- 
pose of giving increased service to the people who are on the ground 
who have gone there on the cere ne that they would be met there 
by mail facilities, facilities to be increased from time to time as cir- 
cumstances should warrant, then, as I say, we have made a discrimi- 
nation against the very class of people who most ought to meet with 
favor here. 

Mr. BLAINE, I think there is a good deal in what the honorable 
Senator from Kansas states. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The 5750 being put, the amendment was declared to be rejected. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Ido not think that the question 
was understood. 

Mr. WALLACE. I understood a motion was made to strike out, 
and that was the question that was put. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair perhaps was at fault in not 
stating distinctly what the amendment was; but the question was 
on the adoption of the amendment in line 21 of the first section, rec- 
ommended by the Committee on 5 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I thought. 

Mr. WALLACE. How did the Chair decide the motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has decided that the 
amendment failed. It is perfectly competent for the Senator to call 
for a second vote. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go. 

Mr. WALLACE. Does the Chair decide that the committee’s 
amendment has failed ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair has so held. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then I move to reconsider the vote. 
It was not understood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair can put the question again if there 
was any 5297 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Chair 
will put the question again. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is in line 21 of section 1; after 
the word „service“ insert “or increase of trips.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations to in- 
sert these words. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 30, noes 23. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not think the 7 pera that were made by 
the honorable Senator from Kansas have been quite met by the com- 
mittee of which I am a member. I am very frank to say that. Take 
the Senator’s own State and States that lie alongside and further on, 
the very season of the year to which this inhibition is to apply is the 
very season of the year at which immigration is the largest and set- 
tlement the most rapid. You propose to say that a rule hitherto ex- 
isting in the Post-Office Department without question, and hitherto 
exercised according to discretion, shall over the whole of that vast 
region be suspended; and that where a route exists on which there 
has been a very sparse population last year, and now by the influx 
of immigration there is a very large . and there has been 
only a weekly trip heretofore, and in the judgment of the Postmas- 
ter-General and in the judgment of every im man those settlers 
are entitled to a semi-weekly, or tri-wee or, it may be, a daily 
mail for three monthsef the year of grace 1880, that function of the 
Post-Office Department shall remain suspended. It has been exer- 
-cised from the inauguration of George Washington to this moment; 
it will be exercised after the 30th of June; and we sit here, and, for 
some reason not known to law nor to logic, so far as I have heard it, 
wo say—— . 


Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me to remind him that 
the inhibition is not only for three months, but it is for six mouths, 
because during the past three months, on account of the want of 
money, and on account of these existing 5 it has been 
an utter impossibility to secure any increase of service. 

Mr. BLAINE. They cannot go back and do the service for a time 
that is past; therefore it is for the time that is ahead. 

Mr. PADDOCK. But the applications are on file. 

Mr. BLAINE. The principle which the Senator suggests of course 
is correct. I do not see, Mr. President, the logic of this amendment, 
I am free to say, although I am a member of the committee and con- 
sented to its insertion, not specially noticing or knowing a great deal 
about it until the Senator from Kansas presented the case. I do not 
see why for three months of this year a power should remain dormant 
in the hands of the Post-Office Department to be invoked again at 
the beginning of the next fiscal year, and hitherto always exercised 
without question. I think I shall have to unite with the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Just a word, for I do not wish to 
consume time. If this amendment of the committee is lost then we 
must increase the amount of money that has been appropriated, for 
we propose to appropriate just the amount of money that it takes to 
carry out the service for the present year with the present mail facili- 
ties as they now stand. On the basis they now stand we have appro- 
priated, according to the Sixth Anditor’s report, the amount of money 


n . 

Mr. BLAINE. Then I submit to my honorable friend the chairman 
of the committee of which I am a member, whether on the whole our 
committee can afford or the Senate can afford to stand upon the prin- 
ciple that there shall be a suspended function for three months of the 
year because of some little difference we have got into as to the tran- 
scending of appropriations or some little conflict of authority with the 
Post-Office Department which we propose here in a preamble to cen- 
sure—whether on that account or for any other reason we shall be 
justified by our constituents and by ourselves in saying to the people 
in the remotest Territory of this country (not to speak of many States 
that rely so largely on the star service) “ You must not expect until 
the three months have elapsed that the ordinary functions of the Post- 
Office Department shall work for your relief, for we have ordered 
through Congress that animation in that Department shall be sus- 
pended for ninety days.” I do not believe that proposition can be 
maintained. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Just one word. It will be noticed 
that this is for increased trips. The same mail facilities which now 
exist in the Western States will continue, and the committee, as the 
Senator from Maine well knows, have reported $100,000 for new serv- 
ice, so that, if there are any new routes, or if persons have gone to 
new neighborhoods and require new routes, there is a provision here 
of $100,000 given for that purpose. It appears to me, in the face of 
what has occurred during the past year, we appropriating $1,100,000 
now for the increased service and expedited trips, we ought to stop 
it. There must be a stop somewhere. 

Mr. BLAINE. If there was a new express train put over the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad, on which my honorable friend lives, every- 
body along that route would be clamoring to have a new mail by that 
train. I live ina remote New England town. We have four mails 
a day coming into my town by rail, and if there was a fifth train we 
would struggle hard to have one on that. Now we are proposing to 
apply to what is known as the star service that which the communi- 
ties that reside on the railway service weuld not be expected to sub- 
meo My colleague on the committee [Mr. Eaton] shakes his 

ead. 

Mr. EATON. We have to submit to it. 

Mr. BLAINE. I submit to the honorable Senator that just in pro- 

rtion to the extension of the railway service in this country, and 
in proportion to the number of trains largely, the mail service Las 
increased. Where you had one mail a day, you get two a day, or 
three a day where there is an extra train; and I do not know how 
many more the large cities that are specially favored receive. This 
is an inhibition that does not apply at all to any other service. 

Mr. EATON. If my friend will permit me, it is the large cities, 
not the small ones, as he and I understand perfectly well. Take the 
road from New York to Boston, if you please, where there are half a 
dozen trains a day. There are applications made every day from 
such towns as Wallingford and Meriden, where my colleague resides, 
and so on, that all trains should stop there; but they do not. They 
say, “No; such and such a train after leaving New York shall only 
stop at Stamford, at sige he at New Haven and Hartford and 
Springfield.” Therefore all the towns, and large towns, too, are not 
provided for. 

Mr. BLAINE. My friend is mixing up passenger traffic with mail 

rtation. The great express train about which he speaks is, 
in my judgment, not a mail train at all. The struggle there is for 
passenger accommodations, quite another thing. 

Mr. TON. So they are all mixed up here. Passengers and 
mails are mixed up on the star routes. 

Mr. BLAINE. © proposition of the Senator from Kansas refers 
especially to mail service. Now my honorable friend, referring to 
that train on which he and I travel a good many times a year, knows 
that in order to make that train as expeditious as it is between the 
two terminal points it cannot be a way train. 


(a ot T a ͤ ͤ ͤ . E Ee ee eS . .. — 


1598 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 16, 


Mr. EATON. It is a mail train. 

Mr. BLAINE. No, it is not a mail train; the mail train starts two 
hours ahead of it; and 3 so persistent have been the constituents 
of my honorable friend from Connecticut that they have absolutely 
delayed that train for from forty-five minutes to an hour, and de- 
layed all the eastern travel in order that sundry and divers Con- 
necticut stations = be included in it. 

Mr. EATON. My honorable friend from Maine is mistaken now, 
as he has been a t many other times. It is not delayed, for it is 
not sto pa within the limits of my State but three times. 

Mr. . Stamford, Norwalk, Bridgeport, New Haven, Meri- 
den, Hartford, and once beyond. I go over it every year a dozen 
times, more or less, sometimes more and sometimes less. 

But that is not to the point at all. That is a mere question of pas- 
senger traffic and peopip who want to get on that fast train. This 
relates to the rights of the frontiersmen to have a tri- weekly or semi- 
weekly mail as much in the spring of 1880 as in the spring of any 
other year, past or future, if the demand is the same. That is what 
I understand the proposition of the honorable Senator from Kansas 


to be. 

Mr. EATON. Ihave no doubt it is the opinion of my honorable 
friend from Maine that it is very important that they should have it 
during the coming three months. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if this amendment of the commit- 
tee is not agreed to, then the Senate ought to strike out the clause 
of the House bill altogether, as it appears to me. The clause is— 

D the remainder of the current fiscal no further ex; of service 
on ee ra star route shall be made. as rent 

The committee propose to add after “expediting service” the 
words “or increase of trips.” It is not clear to my mind that those 
two subdivisions of service are of exactly the same c and there- 
fore the amendment of the committee is merely to make perfect the 

rovision of the bill. If there is any force in what the Senator from 

ansas and the Senator from Maine have said, as of course there 
always must be as they say it, it applies just as strongly to expedit- 
ing the service as it does to the increase of trips. 

fnis bill, Mr. President, is a deficiency bill. A very extraordinary 
state of circumstances now exists. It appears that, in spite of the 
appropriation of Congress upon the recommendations of the Depart- 
ment a year ago, there is now a very large and unprecedented defi- 
ciency in this service, owing to the extension of the service and the 
making of contracts which the law and the appropriation had not 
provided for. Now, we are called upon to farnish money enough to 
carry on what the De ment has begun, to the end of the year. 
That is the object of the bill. In order to guard against a further 
supposed misappropriation of money—I do not express my opinion 
upon it now, whether it is so or not 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And a further deficiency. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And a further deficiency—as a consequence, the 
House inserted the provision that there should be no farther expe- 
diting of service, which is the increase of the rapidity of a given num- 
ber of trips, and the Committee on Appropriations as added to that 
“ or increase of trips,” so that if the House proposition be agreed to 
it cannot be “ walked around,” as the phrase is, by the Post-Office 
Department, where there is now a semi-weekly mail by getting around 
the provision that that should not be made more rapid by putting on 
a tri-weekly mail. The answer to it by the Senator from Kansas is 
that the western frontier—which is a very patriotic and very indefi- 
nite phrase—is filling up, and is Boing to fill up very fast this spring 
as soon as the snow melts off and the roads get good 

Mr. TELLER. Itis filling up now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Filling now, and consequently that the United 
States cannot wait until the 1st of July in providing for this alarm- 
ing deficiency to see what further provision ought to be made in re- 
spect of increasing the trips on already established routes. 

Another provision in the bill is adequate to any new settlement 
where a new service is to be instituted, and provision is made for it; 
bat where there is an existing community with an existing service the 
House undertook to say, im ect! „that owing to this alarming 
state of things in respect to the spending of money we should pull up 
until the Ist of July. The Committee on Appropriations have said, to 
make that perfect, we mustalso declare that you shall not only not ex- 
pedite the service but ps shall not make any increase of tripson the 
existing routes until the Ist of July. It does not appear to me that 
that is so very bad a thing. 

The Senator from Maine says that there are four mails a day at 
Augusta; I believe that is where my friend lives. Thecity of Wash- 
ington, according to the best of my knowledge, information, and be- 
lief, where I get my mail, has only three mails a day. That is all we 
Senators get, if other Senators are treated as I am. Yet we get on 


var well, 
r, TELLER. Three mails from where? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Three mails from anywhere that are delivered to 
me. Ido not know how many come in from various parts of the country. 

Mr. TELLER. More than that come in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are not more than three mails between the 
city of New York and Washington delivered cones 52 

Mr. TELLER. The mail from New York is not the only mail that 
comes in; some other mails come from the West and from the South, 
but the people in these little towns get only one mail from any por- 
tion of the world. 


Mr. CONKLING. Is there any one direction from which mails come 
more than three times a day? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. The inquiry of my friend from New York sotto 
roce, is the very one I was going to put. There is no one route, I 
think I am safe in sa ¥ t comes into the capital of this nation, 
that has more than t mails a day from any one direction. And 
speaking for one, trying to do my small share in the transaction of 
public business and to answer correspondence promptly, I think it 
would be jast as well for the public interest if there were not more 
than two mails that came into the city of Washington over any one 
route, in a day; and if three mails requiring the running of three 
trains cost more than two, I should be willing, according to my pres- 
ent knowledge, subject to a change of course, to vote to reduce the 
number to two in this very city if the expense of three is greater than 
it is of two. 

Mr. BLAINE. You would save more by reducing the number to 


one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And we could save still more by reducing it down 
to nothing. We may say on the same principle that the Senator from 
Maine by his private remark to me seems to imply, that because it is 
useful and wholesome for a man to eat four slices of bread in a day, 
it ought to be useful and wholesome for him to eat a barrel of flour. 
It may be so in Maine, but it is not so in Vermont. [Laughter.] A 
reasonable and proper limit for all things, moderation and temper- 
ance and economy, is the true thing to look at. That being the state 
of the case, it ap to me that the committee is perfectly right in 

rfecting this bill in providing that for the time being and in mak- 
ing up this deficiency and providing in another section for new routes, 
for new settlements of people, we will keep the service where it is 
until the Ist of July. 

Mr. BECK. I know how useless it is to fight against the power 
and patronage of the Post-Office Department. That is demonstrated 
now; and the meaning of this increase of trips for the next three 
months means for four years, or as long as the present contracts run 
on all the rontes where the increase is given, unless it be that the 
Department concludes to pay a month's extra pay for nothing, to 


zop service. 

r. BLAINE. May I ask the honorable Senator if the suppression 
of shem for the next three months means their suppression for four 
years 

Mr. BECK. No; but it means that whenever a new increase is 

ted it remains for the residue of the contract term, unless a 
month’s extra pay is given to the contractor for nothing when the 
service is taken off. Is not that true? Since we are granting now 
$1,100,000 to supply a deficiency which never ought to have existed, 
because we are willing to stand by what has been done, pending an 
investigation in the House relative to the merits of that, it surely isa 
very small matter when we have given $100,000 for new routes, to 
say that you shall stop, pending that investigation, increasing those 
routes at any rate you please, and the expedition at any rate yon 
please, until the Ist day of July, while we bave this investigation 

oing on. 

$ Me BLAINE. But the Senator from Kentucky will observe that 
whereas the investigation relates to a number of routes that you can 
count on your fingers, the inhibition covers 10,700 rontes, and you are 

ing to make 10,700 routes stand still under this inhibition while the 
7 of Representatives is finding out whether there has not been 
some abuse on some large star.routes, not as numerous as the fingers 
Iamusing. That does not seem to be exactly logical. 

And while I am up, allow me another word. If the Senator from 
Vermont does not seethe distinction, he is the only Senator who does 
not, between 1 the expediting of an existing route and the 
holding down of a weekly mail where the increase and inflow of pop- 
ulation demands a tri-weekly or daily mail. If the increase of trips 
upon an existing route is not a very different principle from the pe 
ing of a large sum of money to carrying an existing mail a great deat 
more rapidly, I have only to say that the Senator from Vermont is. 
the only one who does not observe it. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, it seems so impossible to close this- 
bill to-night that I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five o’clock and forty-six min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


TUESDAY, March 16, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON, D. D, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. NEWBERRY. I move, Mr. Speaker, that joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 240) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf 
Railroad Company, which was introduced yesterday by the gentle- 
man from Kansas [ Mr. RYAN] and referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, be withdrawn from that committee and referred to: 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. I have no objection whatever to that change: 
of reference. . 
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There being no objection, the Committee on Railways and Canals 
was dise from the further consideration of the joint resolution, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDING AT QUINCY, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 5074) to provide 
for the erection of a public post-office building in the city of Quincy, 
Illinois, and for other purposes, for the purpose of putting it upon its 

assage at this time. It is pory a local matter, and has been here 
for over a year. It is important I should get the action of the House 
at as early a day as practicable; and I hope my request will not be 
denied as I have heretofore given the House but little trouble in this 


way. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman propose to do with the 
bill? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I ask by unanimous consent to bring 
it before the House in order to put it upon its passage at this time. It 
does not appropriate any money whatever. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There are a great many bills of this sort, and I 
must object. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. It does not make any appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


SATURDAY FOR DEBATE, 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move, Mr. Speaker, that by unanimous 
consent the session for Saturday next be set apart for discussion of 
the refunding bill in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union; no other business whatever to be transacted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BREWER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SAWYER. I rise to a privileged question. Notice was given 
on Thursday last that the contested-election case of Bradley rs. Slem- 
ons would be called up for consideration to-day. I move now to 
proceed to the consideration of that election case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves that the 
House do now proceed to the consideration of the election case of 
Bradley rs. Slemons. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I propose to raise the question of consideration 
of this bill for the purpose of proceeding with the deficiency bill, 
and at the proper time will move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio raises the question of 
consideration of the election case named with a view to proceeding 
with the general deficiency bill, and it is for the House to determine 
the question. 

Mr. WEAVER. Is that question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Priority of business is not debatable. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, HOOKER. I do not know what the question is—— 

The SPEAKER, That is not a point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the Speaker will bear with me for a moment I 
will state the point of order. I rose to ask the question whether or 
not the report of the Committee on Elections should not, under the 
rules, be first considered by the House, and in 33 to any other 
business, that being a matter of the very highest privilege that the 
House can consider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to moye to go into the consideration of that question, and the 

entleman from Ohio raised the question of consideration, and it is 
or the House to determine. i * 

Mr. HOOKER. The rule does not preseribe 

The SPEAKER. The rule prescribes and the practice of the House 
also prescribes that the gentleman from Ohio has the right to raise 
the question of consideration. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SAWYER. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 108. 

So the House refused to consider the election case of Bradley against 
Slemons. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I now move to dispense with the morning hour 
and proceed with the consideration of the deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER. This would require a two-thirds vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 124, noes 28. 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the House determined to 
dispense with the morning hour. 

r. MCMAHON. I now move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
resuming the consideration of the general deficiency bill. 

The motion was d. to; and the House accordingly resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. 
CARLISLE in the chair. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the general 


deficiency bill, The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am glad the House has decided 
to take up this bill. It contains some twenty-seven items supplying 
deficiencies in the service, and they are all, in the judgment of the 
Appropriations Committee, in which I as a member most heartil 
coneur, immediately indispensable to the service. To pass the bi 
is a work of necessity, I might say of mercy ; that is to say, I speak 
of the bill as reported from the committee. 

I was a little surprised, to some extent grieved, to have notice given: 
that there are two amendments pro One isa somewhat exten- 
sive bill, certainly an important amendment, changing the manner of 
choosing the Congressional Printer. Another amendment proposes- 
to | Sain in this deficiency bill an appropriation for the pay- 
ment ot United States marshals. The first changes existing law, andi 
is also the substance of another bill pending before the House, and: 
ought to be ont of order on an appropriation bill. The second is also- 
the substance of a pending bill, and virtually changes, certainly de- 
feats, existing law. Points of order have been reserved, and n- 
ally I hope they will be ruled out. But if they should not be, I hope 
the Honse will refuse to incorporate them. I for one shall be glad 
to vote for the bill as it stands. I reserve the right to vote against 
it if we are to have political legislation incorporated in it. 

The proposed section for the payment of marshals is to pay the- 
marshals and their general deputies. We have a bill pending before 
the Honse, reported, I believe, from the committee, proposing to de- 
vote $600,000 to the marshals and their general deputies, and con- 
taining a proviso forbidding the use of any of this money for the 
payment of expenses under the national election laws. I under- 
stand it is proposed to drop the latter clause; but nevertheless by 
retaining the term 3 ” the same effect is reached. None of 
the money can be appropriated for the payment of expenses incurred 
under the general election laws save as marshals or general depnties. 
may have n engaged, and most of the marshals so employed are 
special marshals. Therefore dropping theprohibitory provisois nearly 
immaterial so far as the practical effect is concerned. 

It appears, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that at the very first oppor- 
tunity the democratic majority of this Honse renews the tactics that 
compelled the long, excited, and expensive extra session of last sum- 
mer. And it does not appear thus far that the democratic party has~ 
learned anything from the debates of that session or from the public 
opinion of the country. The leaders seem determined to prove all 
that was charged against the party. 

Now, sir, against this policy of what I shall term thumb-screw. 
ee I now, as I heretofore have done, enter my vehement aud 
indignant protest. It is not the treatment that we have the right to 
expect from our associates in the great work of legislation. 

The character of attempts of this kind has been very fully dis- 
cussed and explained and appropriately designated before. It'is- 
practically revolutionary. Iam astonished to see those gentlemen 
especially who are always protesting that they are misunderstood by 
the House and the country supporting tactics of this description. 
During the debate on the rules and at other times we have heard 
from members of the majority, a large number of them, protests that: 
they were opposa to political legislation on appropriation bills. They. 
have agreed in substance with us of the minority in disapproving- 
that policy. Yet we see no indication in their actual votes that they 
a$ not to continue it. They avow it; they take the responsibility, 
of it. 

It has been claimed here in the House that the radical and revolu-- 
tionary faction of the democracy has lost its control over the party. 
I perceive no evidence of it. There was nothing in what was done 
last summer that is anything more radical or revolutionary than whatr 


gentlemen propose here. 

i WILSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will, once. If I have made any mistake of fact, 
I am willing to be corrected. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to ask the gentleman if he is aware of the: 


fact that the proposed amendment coming from the Printing Com- 

mittee is in terms, or in substance at least, exactly a bill that was. 
1 7565 = 8 the republican party had the control of both branches 

of Congress 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was not the point made. I believe it, how- 
ever, to be in terms a bill a y pending and therefore subject to- 
the point of order that it cannot be brought in as an am ent. 
But the true pointis this. Here is a political matter sought to be in- 
corporated with an appropriation bill so that in dealing with it we- 
are compelled to vote for or against appropriations according to our 
judgment for or a the political measure. 

Mr. WILSON. Is it not the fact that the rule now is substantially 
as it was then, and that the amendment offered here now is in sub- 
stance identical with the bill pending on the Calendar? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is a point which can be better argued when 
the point of order is made on the amendment. If the gentleman is 
correct, the amendment he speaks of should be ruled out. 

THUML-SCREW LEGISLATION. 

I pro very briefly to review this practice of tacking or of attach 
ing political legislation to appropriation bills. The attempt was made - 
to justify this by reference to the history of Great Britain: There 
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can be found precedents in that history previous to 1688, when Great 
Britain was en, d in a great political revolution. Since 1683 it 
has not been British practice. And since 1710 there has been an ab- 
solute rule of the House of Lords prohibitingit. It is regarded there 
as revolutionary and destructive of the rights of the House of Lords, 
barring that House from a free expression of its opinion upon bills of 


supply. 

ie is sought to justify it by reference to precedents in the legisla- 
tion of Congress while it was under republican control. That cannot 
be done, in my opinion; because while the republicans, when they 
had a majority of both Houses, and the President, also, on their side, 
were in the very bad habit at times of putting genera, legislation on 
appropriation bills, it had not the effect then of thumb-screwing the 
Executive. And when some of the most illustrious examples of this 
bad habit occurred they had a two-thirds vote in both Houses, and 
it was therefore, as far as compelling the Executive was concerned, 

a mere matter of form; they could pass the bill, whether he approved 
or disapproved. . 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to ask the gentleman 

Mr. HAWLEY. Better not. I wish to proceed now without inter- 
ruption. 

the practice, however, is not justifiable because republicans were 
at times guilty of it. The only example furnished by republicans 
which is in reality shpheanie to the present discussion is that occur- 
xing during the great Kansas agitation, when they proposed to forbid 
the use of the Army in Kansas to enforce certain wicked legislation. 
In that instance the republicans, having brought about an extra ses- 
sion and come to a serious consideration of the subject, abandoned 
the attempt, being satisfied that they were wrong in proposing to 
coerce the Government in that way; and among the protests against 
tacking, against thumb-serewing legislation, there are none more 
logical and impressive than those made by eminent democratic Sen- 
ators. 

The judgment of the conntry is against this. The history of con- 
stitutional legislation is against it. Some of the States of the Union 
condemned it as early as 1776. In their first constitutions they 
emphatically condemned it and for the very reasons that we are in 
the habit of assigning on thisside. As time passed, constitution after 
constitution has been so altered as to prevent it. Twenty-eight of 
the State constitutions rendered it impossible by a variety of pe 
visions, but a great many of them e simple rule: “ Bills 
shall contain but one subject which shall be distinctly described in 
the title.“ Other constitutions permit the executive to veto some 
while approving other sections of appropriation bills. And when the 
confederates came to adopt a constitution they took the existing 
Constitution of the United States with certain modifications. Among 
the modifications which their veteran politicians and legislators 
thought it necessary to make are clauses that rendered it utterly 
eb ae to do what the democratic party of this House is seeking 
to dohere to-day. We have the history of the State constitutions, 
the general progress of constitutional legislation in the country, the 
judgment of the Houses of Congress before this agitation in repeated 
instances, and what I am sure will weigh strongly with some gentle- 
men and which weighs somewhat with all, the thoughtful action of 
the confederate convention considering the defects of the Federal 
Constitution. 

Under this policy of the democratic party there can be nothing like 
deliberate legislation. The work becomes a farce; we are not free to 
vote as we please; bills become 3 of general and political 
legislation and appropriations; the freedom of voting becomes the 
freedom of one subject to the highway robber, subject to the black- 
mailer, subject to the torture of inquisition. The call of the roll ina 
sense brings with it an insult, because it asks me to vote upon brass 
and clay, and silver and gold all mingled in oneimage. Nolegislative 
body has a right to bring a member to that emergency. 

Now, as to the poreon concerning the marshals, of which I hope 
I shall speak still more briefly. The Committee on Appropriations 
decided to make it an independent bill, which was rightly done. It 
is now proposed to put it on this appropriation bill, which is wrongly 
done. There is due marshals and special deputies in California some 
$7,500 for labor under the election laws. Thesupervisors of elections 
are paid out of the Treasury under a permanent statute. This is not 
a matter of discretion with us, whether or not we will incur indebt- 
edness of thissort. While the statute stands any two reputable citi- 
zens applying to the marshal have the right to demand that special 
deputies be appointed, and the marshal is imperatively directed by 
law to appoint those special deputies, whose very wise and proper 
duties are very carefully pointed out in the statute, and whose com- 
pensation is fixed. The indebtedness, therefore, may be incurred at 
any time by the marshal and two reputable citizens, without waiting 
for a specific appro riation. To refuse to pay it is to refuse to pay a 
lawful debt of the United States, and that is what is proposed in this 


nce, 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. cepa Was the Committee on 
Appropriations, says that the majority of this House will appropriata 
nothing for special deputies, supervisors, or anything of that sort, 
and will not do so while the election law exists. I call upon this 
House and upon the country to properly stigmatize the character of 
that declaration. If the majority had in the first place brought be- 
fore us a bill repealing or modifying the election laws I could listen 


with more charity. I hold it to be their first duty, before adopting 
this policy, even if they are ever justifiable in doing so, to show us 
how far they desire to modify the election laws, or . eA they de- 
sire to entirely repeal them. They have not done that. In fact, by 
leaving in some of the ys Stig etme bills provisions relating to su- 
pavun, last summer, they admitted the propriety of the law, or at 
east they declined to put themselves in square opposition to it by 
supporting a bill repealing it. 

t ap „ then, that they declare positively that they will not 
afford the necessary means for executing laws which they do not like. 
Now General Grant’s doctrine is very much better; that the best way 
to bring about the repeal of an obnoxious law is to enforce it. I do 
not say that in some great revolutionary crisis Congress might not de- 
clare that if would not appropriato money to carry out existing law. 
But if it be the deliberate judgment of the democracy that the laws 
protecting elections are of the description that justify revolutionary 
measures, I shall be glad to have the declaration frankly made, sothat 
the country may understand it. 

THE NATIONAL RIGHT TO PROTECT NATIONAL ELECTIONS. 

The Constitution of the United States provides very clearly that— 

The 33 and manner of holding elections for Senators and resent- 
atives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the Con- 
gress may at any timè by law make or alter suc 
places of choosing Senators.—Article 1, section 4. 

Now the construction of tbat section of the Constitution was very 
well understood in the constitutional convention. It was very thor- 
oughly debated and defended by Mr, Madison and other eminent gen- 
tlemen, on the exact ground that it is indispensable to the Govern- 
ment of the United States that it should have the power to protect 
the people in electing members of that Government. 

It has been claimed that this power is to be exercised by Congress 
only in cases where the States have failed or neglected to provide 
for proper congressional elections. That point was made also in the 
constitutional convention, and it was there overruled. When the 
State conventions came to consider the new Constitution they were 
to some extent dissatistied with this provision; and in six of those 
conventions the point was again raised, and an amendment to the 
Constitution was proposed, providing that Congress should not legis- 
late on this subject of elections except in cases where the States had 
failed to legislate. 

These proposen amendments came before the first Congress of the 
United States under the Constitution. They were deliberately de- 
bated in that Con ; Mr. Madison renewed his own arguments 
made in the constitutional convention. A proposition to submit to 
the State Legislatures an amendment giving to article 1, section 4, 
the construction described was voted down by 23 yeas to 23 nays; 
and the attempt has never been renewed. 

The constitutional convention, the State conventions, and the first 
Congress under the Constitution understood that subject precisely as 
the republican party to-day understands it. Since that time the leg- 
islation of Congress has been in accordance therewith. Some of the 
States were in the habit of electing their congressional delegates in 
gross—by general ticket. Congress provided that Representatives 
should be elected by single districts. The States were in the habit 
of electing Representatives at different times; Con provided 
that Representatives should all be elected on the Tuesday after the 
first Monday of November. The States were in the habit of electin 
their Senators at different times and in various ways, and with euch 
55 e that the people sometimes remained unrepresented in 
the Senate for long periods, and serious dissensions arose. 

The Congress of the United States provided in minute detail for the 
election of Senators of the United States, going into the State Legis- 
latures and prescribing the duties of clerks an presiding officers and 
members, commanding them to assemble at a certain hour in the day 
twelve o’clock—and vote viva voce for a Senator; to assemble in joint 
8 the next day at twelve o’clock and read the distinet rec- 

of the ballot in each house; directing them, in case the record 
showed disagreement, to vote jointly and viva voce, and directing that 
in case they made no choice they should meet in joint convention day 
after day at twelve o’clock till they had made a choice. It is impos- 
sible, therefore, that Congress could have shown any more clearly its 
understanding of that section and of the right and duty of Congress 
to supremely regulate the election of Congressmen. And what it can 
“regulate ” it can protect. 

The democracy now say that an election law passed by Congress in 
direct, clear, incontrovertible execution of that section shall not be 
carried out, and they propose to put what is equivalent to that into 
this little deficiency bill—a work of necessity and mercy, as I have 
called it. I am obliged to say that this is a part of the general hos- 
tility manifested by a large body of people in this country to Federal 
porongos and constitutional Federal power of every description— 

ostility to the Army, hostility to the Executive, hostility to the 
Supreme Court, hostility to the protection of Federal officers by Fed- 
eral courts while they are executing Federal laws, 3 to any 


regulations, except as to the 


attempt on the part of the General Government to protect the rights 
of the people in the sacred duty of voting. 
I pass on to discuss 
THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
tothe 


and what has been said concerning the Public Printer, apro 
amendment which has been submitted to us providing or a new 
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method of electing that officer, and also appropriately under the 
item of the bill appropriating $400,000 to carry on the work of that 


office. 

Up to 1860 the Government was very much annoyed in endeavoring 
to get its printing done. Every m that has lately been spoken 
of in debate, nearly every system imaginable, had been tried; and of 
all the test failures was the attempt to do the work by contract. 
This is shown in the debates of 1852 and 1860 in speeches of members 
of bot ies, whig and democratic. 

In 1852 the attempt was made to escape these difficulties by ap- 
pointing a superintendent of public 3 who should supervise 
the sess ; and under his supervision the evils were not quite as great. 
In 1860 it was decided to have a Government Printer, and a Govern- 
ment Printing Office as well as a Government Printer. Since that time 
there have been comparatively few difficulties. I might say there 
were next to none until the printing of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
was taken away from private parties, and pe into the Government 
Printing Office. From that time there has been a constant war upon 
the Public Printerand upon the establishment—promoted I am bound 
to say from what I seein the public pens and hear everywhere—pro- 
moted largely by disappointed and discha: persons and by ms 
anxious to get the place of the Public Printer, which they fancy is 
one of great emolument, though the aie? is only $4,000 and the po- 
sition one of the most laborious and vexatious under the Government. 
In addition to this, the ä of that department for what 

ple call political plunder or patronage are greatly rated; 
for there are buf from one thousand to fifteen hundred men, women, 
boys, and girls employed there. 

8 in my speech a brief description of the work done by 
the Government Printer, taken from the minority report inthe Hatcher 


and Finley investigation : 
The amount is large, and the question naturally arises, for what is this expendi- 
ture made? The items for which expenditure is made consist of salaries paid the 


Public Printer and his assistants ; wages of employés; expenses of the office of the 
Public Printer; the public printing; paper for the public rinting ; lithographin, 

and opgraving; public bin ; CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, aA aar meneti 
blank-books. A more detailed statement shows thatthe 


Office Department, inclu all the n 
sand, and the money-order ofthe — ; forthe War Department, including 
the books and b for the Army of the United Si arsenals, d. 


preme 
District of Columbia; th entof ; the Li of Con both 
. ; the Departm: ee e Library gress 


Naturally enough the quantity of this work has grown from year 
to year, for the Government and the business of the country grow. 
During the year ending June 30, 1879, there were 110,749 pages of 
type set up; the number of distinct copies of books, reports, doc- 
uments, bills, resolutions, &c., printed by order of and for Congress 
was 15,248,112; the cost of the paper was $154,205.45; the cost of 
binding was $133,298.95; the total cost, $556,114.28. And this was 
what may be called congressional printing, and does not include the 
printing of the Departments, the extraordinary amounts of which I 
shall show. 

On the 11th of January, 1878, the House ordered a general investi- 
23 of all the departments, including especially the Government 

ting Office. Mr. HATCH was chairman of the committee, and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] was chairman of the sub-com- 
mittee. With him were associated the gentleman from Mississippi, 
Mr. MANNING, ] a democrat, and Mr. Burdick, of Iowa, a republican. 
ey conducted that investigation steadily during the long session and 
during the winter of 1878-79. The last hearing—at least the last 
reported stenographically—was on the 27th of January, 1879. The 
investigation was conducted with closed doors—a somewhat unusual 
course I su t. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to say to the gentleman that his statement 
is not correct. That investigation was not conducted with closed 
doors. The doors were open; it was a ong examination. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am very 5 851 to hear that statement. I was 
assured by one of the parties that the examination was conducted 
with closed doors. I am 15 it was not. There is one error cor- 
rected; I have enough faults left to comment upon. The committee 
had pener to send for persons and papers. The sub-committee sat in 
the Government building much of the time during the spring of 1878, 
having full access to and full power over everything. The expert 
employed, Mr. Carlisle, had a room in the Government Printing Office 
devoted to himself.. In short, nothing could be done more thoroughly, 
to all appearance, than was the work of these gentlemen, with aslight 
exception or two. - 

Let me incorporate an extract from the testimony of the expert, 
taken from Report No. 119, Forty-fifth Congress, third session— 


By Mr. BURDICK: 
uestion. What experience if any, have you had in the k f accounts f 
y rm I bave — — tho N oF the Treasury Debs = dy the Post- 
Office Department, and the accounts 954 a Public Printer at different. haat 
an expert 


Q. Do you consider yourself 
xX——101 


- | kept—as to the system. That is 


A. I do consider expert. 
è Fou suggest tia metod of making up and preparing these statements 


ve presented 
think I did. My recollection is that I made up these statements by 
Oe ES Eeoae weal ye this th to mak exhibit 
an è: wi on sa. was the proper wa; è up an 
the receipts of thie Public Printer and the 4 — by him? 
I think not, sir ; no, sir; not to arrive at the exact condition. 
Might not a statement made in this manner show an untrue or deceptive 


A. That might be the result from the manner in which the reports of the Printer 
5 wrong and incorrect, it is in consequence of the method 
. are 
ag are prepared, is it not ? 
A. Yes, sir. 
T And not in the work iteclf? 
No, sir; the difference is in the attempt to itemize the disbursements. The 
difference may have been made when they made up their annual report. 

And, moreover, this expert testifies, as appears on 611 of that 
testimony, that he had spent a very considerable time in connection 
with this business. He was repeatedly asked his opinion as to whether 
the business was conducted crookedly, or whether he discovered any 
crookedness whatever, and he disclaimed anything of the kind over 
and over again; that he had discovered nothing to justify suspicion 
even. I quote from page 611 of the report: 

By Mr. KEIcut ey, (January 24, 1879 :) 

Question. You have spent considerable time in the examination of the accounts 
in connection with the business done there? 

Answer. Yes, sir; I have. 


From your examination of the accounts, I want to ask you what is your opinion 
322 iomp prar paie „ = 


A. Tam not to answer that question fully. As far asI have gone, I 
have disco nothing to lead me to suppose there has been any crookedness, 
2 FF 
I bave completed my examination. 


wad You have spent much time in F 


7... we bry reed gor mg to lead 


you to pose that the Government ting Office was conducted in any other 
way than honestly! 

No, sir; because I have only gone so far. 

By Mr. FISLEY: 


Fe ee ie oe DIRI rer Sat es hones good or otherwise! 

Not in accordance with any idea of the manner in which books should be 
my opinion. 

By Mr. BURDICK: 


Q. What would be the true and correct 
m of the books of the Public Printer as to receipts and dis- 
‘Treasury. 


And again, on page 612 of that report, Mr. Burdick examines and 
the expert answers: 


D Are accounts kept at the Treasury Department with the Public Printer i 
wer. They are. 
2 Have you consulted those accounts ? 


. Would you, as an expert, be satisfied with the result attained without an 
examination of his accounts there? 
A. No, sir; I would not. 
Su V by Eee TT 
I have had no opportunity. 
Q been acung, in making out these statements, as your best judg- 
men 


A. No, sir; not as my best judgment dictated. 


His statement at one time showed a deficiency of $119,000. That 
was all brought forward by the sub-committee, as I have been told 
by persons who were present, to the committee of investigation, and 
it was shown that the errors arose from an expenditure of something 
like $107,000 in printing cultural reports. short, the deficiency ` 
vanished under anything like a fair examination. 

This expert was asked whether he was ever sent to the Treasury 
e ee to examine the account kept with the Public Printer, 
and he said that he was not. He said it was impossible to make a 
fair and full examination unless that was done. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman from Connecticut will allow me to 
say I do not wish to take up his time, but simply desire to say to him 
that Mr. Carlisle, the expert, testified before the committee that all 
he undertook to do was to make a comparison between the reports of 
the Public Printer to Con and his books, and that on such com- 
3 he found the Public Printer had received, as 3 from 

is books, $119,000 more than he reported to Congress he had received. 
He did not undertake to say it was a ee he only said that he 
found this difference between his reports and his books. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have listened attentively and carefully to what 
the gentleman has said, and I read from the testimony, report page 
608. (Mr. Burdick asked the expert concerning the sum of $107,986.: 7 
disbursed for the Agricultural Report in 1877-’78:) 

E eir an But this amount is reported as a deficiency in this statement prepared 
you 

That is, Mr. Carlisle. 

Answer. Yes, sir; that makes up one of the items. r 

In pages 600 to 604, the expert speaks of a “deficit” and a “de- 
ficiency,” but he does say it cannot be fairly stated without examin- 
ation of the books of the Treasury Department, which he was never 
asked or directed to examine 


Have you 
dictated ? 
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Now, the committee at large overruled, as I understand, that spe- 
cial sub-committee and refused to report to Conroe there had been 
a deficiency or that there was anything like a defalcation or fraud 
in the Department. I understood the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
FINLEY ] to say the other day to the House that there was a deficienc: 
of $119,000. Yet, sir, there is none such; every single dollar to whic. 
the Public Printer is entitled is recorded in the books of the Register 
of the Treasury, and every single dollar he has drawn is accounted 
for and a voucher for every dollar, placed there. 

Now, when that full committee, in which the gentleman from Ohio 
was chairman of the sub-committee, came to make its final report, this 
is the sum and substance of the judgment which it found. It had 
spent one year diligently endeavoring to find fraud, corruption, 
3 waste, extravagance; it was a good service—it was 
right to look for it, but when they had spent this long time on this 
service they summed up as follows : 

The testimony submitted by your committee shows, it is believed, abuses of 
authority, usurpation, unjustifiable ractices, and dereliction of duty, and that the 
affairs of. the Government Printing Sice should in many respects be thoroughly 

ed. To the determination thus reached there follows the corollary that a 


reform: 

law e paassa which will close the many avenues to corruption, extrava- 
gance, and ‘easance now invitingly open to most officers of that vast establish - 
men 


This is very indefinite and, as political judgments go, a very harm- 
less one; for the specifications of abuses of authority amount to 
nething or are exceedingly trifling. No count of indictment is framed 
upon them. The avenues to “corruption” and“ malfeasance” are 
declared to be open, but it is not said that any one entered. All 
the usurpation amounts to is this man claimed the right to buy 
something for the Government in a slightly different way from what 

haps it ought to have been done, but there was no fraud in it. 
e article was honestly bought and went into the service of the 
Government. As to “unjustifiable practices,” I hardly know where 
they are in this volume. In their report they might have specified 
one or two and framed acount upon them. Derelietion of duty,” 
that is another harmless expression. This was all they could make 
after one year’s most thorough and painstaking examination with an 
sapen; but the expert said it was not conducted, according to his 
11. ent, in the manner in which it ought to have been done; that 
e did not examine the Registers books in the Treasury as he thinks 
he ought to have done, and that he found no “crookedness” whatever 
from the beginning to the end. 

That is the substance of the report. The usual nineteen hundred 
copies were printed under the rules and the report died, the House 
takin g no action onit. The report was valuable, showing this Gov- 
ernment office was better than we had supposed; otherwise no sery- 
ice was done to the world or the country except to furnish materials 
for a century of speeches from the gentleman from Ohio. 


PURCHASE OF INK. 


I hastily notice a few of the minor specifications of wrong-doing. 
The Printer is charged with purchasing ink improperly for the of- 
fice; that sy dai at inviting competition; but that was done long 
ago under Mr. Clapp. Mr. Defrees took an entirely different course. 

. Clapp used to aim to ig Popes best inks he could get, and buy at 
fair market prices. He did his work as any good business man would 
aim to doit. But Mr. Defrees felt compelled to resort to the con- 
tract system. He asked for bids, and he received them from nine 
cents up to twenty-two or twenty-five cents for ordinary kinds, with 
a higher price for some few special inks. I believe Mr. Defrees did 
not get as ink as he thinks, but he got it a little cheaper, just 
as a man who should ask Chatham street to make bids for his cloth- 
ing might get it cheaper, but would find himself not well or really 
so economically clothed, and I rather think that Mr. Defrees did not 
get quite as good ink as Mr. Clapp received. I differ with Mr. De- 
frees in that respect. I think that the ink he got was not as good. 
Probably it was not so well ground, or the lamp-black or other com- 
ponents were not so good. I think it is altogether possible that you 
might be able on some pages to rub a black e across the printed 
sheet even with clean fingers, [laughter,] because the ink is not 
absolutely 8 

But that Mr. Clapp bought honestly under his system and that Mr. 
Defrees bought honestly under his system no man denies; and he got 
his inks cheaper, and for many p for many of these docu- 
ments—it undoubtedly answers very well and is an economy in that 


respect. 
PURCHASE OF PAPER. 
The book-paper used at the Government Printing Office is bought 
under the supervision of the Joint Committee on Printing in a very 
and systematic way. The joint committee of the two Houses 
issue proposals ; the paper-makers are invited to bid; the committee 
atl and contracts are signed. The Printer gets a good paper at 
a fair price, but some little difficulty arises. It is quite impossible to 
make the paper of absolutely uniform tint and absolutely uniform 
qus and men who are critical, as Mr. Spofford, of the Con, 
onal Library, will point out defects, You cannot have so and 
so uniform paper as BF ge made long contracts, ordering all of a cer- 
tain class from one mill. You are subject to the accidents of the com- 
petition. 8 man understands that in a moment. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman does not 
want to mislead the House. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly not. f 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that the Committee on Printing had the supervision of the pur- 
chase of ink ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir; but only the purchase of paper, The 
larger portion of the paper is purchased under the charge of the Com- 
mittee on guung. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I misunderstood the gentleman’s 
statement. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The paper for binding is bought by contract after 
competition, but not under the supervision of the joint committee. 
The mass of the book-paper is bought in that way. 


PURCHASE OF MACHINES. 


Now, another allegation is made concerning the machines which 
have been purchased there. The Government Printer simply did as 
any wise manager of business would do. He saw machines which 
would do the work of three, four, five, six, eight, or ten hands, and he 
bought them. In the first place he tried one or two, and then bought 
nine, and afterward four more of the wire-sewing machines. Now, 
sir, one of those machines running a fair number of hours, an ave 
number of hours, for a year will save its $1,500. I will not detain 
House by 2 the certificates which I hold here from the fore- 
men of those different branches. I have them here, however, and 
beg leave to print. 


I am, very respectfully, &c., 


ALEX. ELLIOTT, JR., 
To Hon. J. R. Haw ey, of Foundery 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


OFFICE OF PUBLIO PRINTER, 
Washington, March 13, 1830. 
Dear Sm: I hereby certify that the recent introduction of improved fast-print- 
ing machinery in place of the old, worn-out Adams presses has enabled me to do 
ce the amount—and of a far superior quality—of press-work that I was able to 
do on ae eee and at a less cost for labor. 


ally, Ko., 
O. H. REED, Foreman Press- Room. 
Hon. J. R. HAWLEY. 


9 pact age ernst pe 
‘as larch . 
Hon, JOSEPH R. Haw ey: e 
I hereby certify that the recent introduction of Chambers’s book-foldi 

chines in the Government Printing Office will enable me to do the charac 
folding which can be done on them for at least one-half the cost when done by han 

5 . machines do the work better than by hand, and at a saving 
0 
J. W. Jones's hydraulic and book- machines are a S 
„ ee ee 

Respectfull, 


Ko., 
4 THOS. B. PENICKS, 
Superintendent Folding-Room, Government Printing Ofice 
Five OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, March 12, 1880. 
My Dear Sm: I hereby that the introduction of the wire book-sewing 
machine in the Government bindery has resulted in a great saving of the publie 


money, as is shown by the table herewith 
J. H. ROBERTS, 
Government Bindery. 


ma- 
of 
d. 


peotfally, 
Foreman United States 
Hon. J. R. HAWLEY. 
Number of signatures sewed on the wire-sewing machines for ten months in 
1879, and two months in 1880, printed work, 24,768,4. 
Cost of same if sewed by hani ß 22ũ2J 
Cost by machine ies sel see e  cascac cece vcs ccceaued Senawesicoweceses 


J) ³ðSA ENIE E OTA AE TEN 13,718 31 
Number of blank-books sewed on wire-sewing machines from July 14, 1879, to 
February 28, 1880, 18,959 books, 66,330 quires. 


Cost of same if sewed by hand --.........0-22022seeeceeneeeeeeeeeeeeee $3, 316 50 
Cost Dy maiahing. soi e...... 326 67 
HH ˙ Am. ĩ⁊ͤͤͤ ĩᷣͤ ß 8 2 980 83 


The treasurer of the Wire Book-Sewing Machine Company, of 
eee both telegraphs and writes me that his company alone 
as— 


Ever made or can make in the United States the wire book-sewin, machines. 
No machines have ever been sold or offered by oe, connected with the com- 
pany tor less than the price at which they were sold to the United States Govern- 
men 


One hundred and twenty-four of these machines are in use in this 
country and Europe, and they were in use in the great binderies of 
Sir Sidney Waterlow and ohare te Europe, months before this Goy- 
ernment ever took them on tri: 

One reason we are able to do more printing in late years than be- 
fore, and not increase the cost in proportion, is found just here in the 
introduction of these machines. The new inventions enter every 
field in the office, save in the labor of type-setting, and in time that 
will be done by machinery also. 


PURCHASE OF PRESSES, 
Mr. Defrees was charged with buying printing-presses improperly ; 
that is, by direct purchase without bidding, and yet what use is there 


a 


in advertising that one wants so many Cottrell & Babcock presses or 
60 man ee for no one can furnish them but Cottrell & 
Babcock and Adams. Why should he issne propras for a Hoe press 
or a Walter press? It would be foolish for him to do otherwise than 
he has done—that was to buy at the market price of the makers of 
standard presses. There is no specification that any of these articles 
have been bought above the market price. 

His coal, oil, cloth, flour, envelopes, lead-pencils, horse-feed, leather, 
and ice have been duly pure of competing bidders. 
THE PURCHASE OF TYPE. 


A charge has been made against him in the matter of his purchase 
of type. I will put into my printed speech a letter of Bruce’s Son & 
„ who sold that type: 
575 £ OFFICE OF GEORGE BRUCE'S SON & CO., 
No. 13 CHAMBERS STREET, New YOEK, 
December 2A, 1878. 
: Yours of the 2ist instant, inclosing slip from newspaper about Representa- 
e committee, headed Rotten to the core,” is received. It is not, we 
5 a ered report of the examination, but a sensational article, as evidenced 
y its vey headings. 
hat truth there is in the testimony that deductions have been made 
Gets of t se to private oan teresa and Sle state that it is very likely we 
be bi before the committee. 
Gir estes we wish to make very plain in order to avoid the discomfort of a 
journey for the purpose of g before the committee, though we are well 
aware th is not under oath. However, we are willing to make it so. 
We know nothing about this investigation except that which is in your printed 
a, Site Cellos So SER oars MAAE IREO FOE ef any one will pro- 


seriatim. 
According to this article, Mr. John G. Judd testifies that it was customary to 
make a discount of 5 to 15 per cent. from same price-list. 
The article goes on to —_ 8 veer 9 5 ones was oe mere sh 
-eight cents per pound ; er, forty: t cents; long primer, forty-two cen 
roy 5 article is 5 garbled, nies do not bases that Me 70 dd swears 


of the type 


most 
making that new 


All your late purchases 
before thereduction took place: Long primer fifty cents, brevier fifty-five cents, and 


took effect. 

We sold you from April 1 to August 10, $1,476.01; A) 30 to December 11, 
$37,091.33; total, $38,567.34. What other firms supplied the ce of the $41,470.02 
we know not. 


Mr. Thomas J. Brady, according to this article, testifies that recently his office 
at Muncie, Indiana, had to be replenished and he bought type at 35 to 43 per cent. 
discount from price-lists which were 7 to 10 per cent. below Bruce & Co.'s. The 
type-foundery ists, ours included we believe, are all uniform, and we do not believe 

6 statement that he bought so cheap! 2 Brady said 10 to 30 per cent. dis- 
count, on a few small things 35 to 43. He said: We been trading a long time 


at Cincinnati, and Chicago wanted to get the trade away from Cincinnati.” 
To conclude, we sold you on oar 5 terms, and an orders your — may 
send us will be filled in the same way. 


If had delayed your large order till December 16 you would have been sup- 
iplied cheaper, but you did not know that, nordid we. Type have been sold cheaper 
and they have been sold dearer than we sold you lately, and we ourselves and other 

founders have sold below cost for some small amount to beat those who have 
elactrotyped our articles and stolen the production of our brains. But we will not 
do that for any large amount, as we do not intend to work for nothing. Some of 
our western founders have been cutting one another’s throats, we are aware, and 
are sick of it, (vide the circular.) The prices in that circular are the standard prices 
since the 16th t. 


The — we Bao paea yon 5 eee ee 
them, not imperi but exactly Roman lower-case, caps, small caps; ic lower- 
case and ; — Sad ahs Of both BaD nat Italo’. Soa weed DE Do 
ashamed of it. We consider it a first-rate advertisement. We doubt very much if 
any other foundery could supply your order so well and so quickly as we did, and 
——7 the foun Leas ound ak h you with the sorts as quickly as you must 

ve them. 

We sold you at our regular prices, as we supplied the two mercantile agencies in 
this cit; with forty thousand ponas of agate each at full printed prices. They 

d their orders woul 
on. 


your attention to the fact that when first ordered brevier 
from us, in 1861, yon wished a large-bodied brevier, such as was then in use in 
your office, which would consume about one-tenth more paper than tbat we fur- 
FF size; and seeing the economy you took our 


ze. 

e mentioned casually to your predecessor, Mr. Clapp, that type should be ĉon- 
tracted for, as we had bid for it once or twice. He ed that the Printing Com- 
mittee had decided that type were not printing 

If you wish your type to match with that you had formerly for justification, 
and the works you now turn out to be uniform with the others from the Govern- 
. ment Office — its foundation, you could not be supplied elsewhere without a 


ture. 
Com the type made by us with the work turned out by Wendell. 
ANTHONY, who is an old ter, must understand this. 
P it would be well to let the committee read this letter. We do not know 
if it is the Printing Committee or a committee. 
Your obedient 
S D. D 288 GEO. BRUCE'S SON & CO. 
5; Public Printer, Washington, D. C. 
It is e in that report, and has been charged I believe in the 


debate here, that he paid too much for type. He bought a large in- 
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voice of in the summer and autumn of 1878. On the 16th of 
December the leading type-founders of the country entered into an 
agreement, very considerably reducing their prices. He could have 
bought after December 16 at a lower figure; and it is very easy for 
one who does not fairly state the whole case to make it appear he 
pes an extray: t price. But it is said, why did he not invite pub- 
lic competition ? The Government Office in 1861 with Bruce’s 


v. 

rapidly. The blocks called “ quads” which cause the sp 
touch the rollers or the press at all and will last through generations 
of the types that contain letters. Then, in, the t which con- 
tain the exclamation points, the chemical si algebraic formal, 
the fractions, accents, quotations, and like, RE yw proportion 
of the “sorts,” as printers call them, do not wear out so fast because 
they are not so much used. Sometimes pages of the RECORD will 
contain none of them, 

In an establishment like this the printer buys only what he needs 
for renewal. Should he open the purchase to competition he would 
receive type that would not “justify,” as it is called, with the old. 
They would not 1 fit, and it is absolutely indispensable that 
the Pung shon) be precisely accurate. His most economical way is 
to go to the firm which furnished the first supply and get from them 
enough to make his assortment complete again, thus from time to 
time filling up what is worn out. Again, if he tries to buy whole 
fonts from the lowest bidders, he must sell off whole fonts as old 
metal, when they were only worn out in certain sorts. It would be 
found a most extray t process, as any business man can ve 
readily understand. t is the reason why Mr. Defrees went an 
bought his type as a prudent man would have done, buying it all 
from one firm, so that the new supplies fit the old. And the succes- 
sive volumes of the RECORD and of numberless other publications 
have a uniform appearance. 


WORKING ON TIME AND BY THE PIECE. 


A very large part of the work in the establishment is done by the 
iece, and the rest is done on time, A small amount of that on time 
done by men havin 8 annual salaries. There are a great 
many there who wor the hour; but if there are but two hours’ 
work in a day they are discharged at the end-of two hours and paid 
only for two hours. This, of curse, is nearly equivalent, as a matter 
of economy, to working by the piece. Sometimes these men are 
called upon to work twelve or even eighteen hours a day, and then 
they are paid accordingly. To those working by the piece the price 
for “composition” is apparently large. The law says the Public 
Printer shall pay not to exceed cents per thousand ems. That 
is a rather large price as things are now; but it is not thought to be 
wrong on the whole. He is not bound to pay so much as that if he 
can get the work done more cheaply, But in estimating what should 
be the price these things had to be considered: sometimes a printer 
has a night’s work of twelve hours and then come three days of light 
work or next to nothing to do, when Congress has adjourned over a 
few days, or has very brief sessions, or has ordered very little work. 
The man one night will get seventy-five cents’ worth of work and 
then on another night he will get five dollars’ worth, scarcely stop- 
ping to eat. Then there is the vacation in the summer, when some- 
times there is little or nothing to do for many of the compositors, It 
is evident that if he has to live here and work for the Government 
he must have a pretty good price while he does work if his pay is to 
be on an average equal to that of decently paid workmen elsewhere. 


RUNNING OVER THE FISCAL YEAR. 


The gentleman from Ohio 1575 MoManon] said that Mr. Defrees 
could not tell what work would come within this fiscal year and what 
would run over into the next. It is obviously impossible for him to 
tell. Take whatoccurred last year. Take the extra session. That 
came unexpectedly and threw upon the Public Printer a vast amount 
of work and a great deal of what he was already engaged to do had 
to pass beyond the Ist of July into the next, or this, fiscal year. He 
said the Record work was done in the last fiscal year. No, sir. Only 
the daily RECORDS were completed in that year. The t bound 
volumes were shoved over past the Ist of July and came into the cur- 
rent fiscal year. 
WASTE. 


It was said that no intelligent explanation was given in re to 
the waste pae and rags and all sorts of things of that description. 
Sir, every do of that is accounted for and is entered upon the 
books of the Sales of extra documents are reported every 
month. If the investigating committee had sent its expert to the 
Treasury Department he would have found all this accounted for. 

WASTE GOLD-LEAF. 

A large is covered by an attempt to account for the waste 
gold-leaf. Under the old system that was considered fairly a per- 
quisite of the workmen in the bindery, and they used to save the rags 
and sponge with which they wiped off the gold-leaf, and in the course 
of a year they would be able to put a few do in their pockets from 
the sale of the gold. But in afit of economy the old was aban- 
doned, and by saving up the old rags and sending them to the Mint 
and having them carefully burned and assayed the Public Printer 
was enabled to get two or three or four hundred dollars in one year. 
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It was hardly worth while for the committee to waste many pages of 
testimony and to call many witnesses in regard to that matter. 


ECONOMY. 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] said that he believed he 
could show that $500,000 a year more than is necessary is expended 
on printing. Well, I wish he had shown it. It would have been a 
most marvelous thing. The total cost of the congressional printing, 
outside of the printing for the Departments, as given on page 27 0 
the report, was only $556,114.28. Now, Ido not know where the gen- 
tleman could have saved $500,000 out of that; certainly the work 
could not haye been done for $56,000. 

There is not one Department of the Government that is able to show 
a surplus in its printing account. I have before me here the figures 
from the Department of the Interior, showing that that Department 
will need $44,000 more for its printing this year than last year, owing 
to the new bureau of the Geological Survey and the large increase 
of work in the Land Office, Pension Bureau, &c.; and in the Post- 
Office Department there will be needed a large amount more than in 
8 years. The first six months, compared with the first six of 

t year, called for $22,850.43 more. This is due to constantly in- 
creasing business, notably in the money-order business, foreign and 
domestic, the change in the registered-letter system dispensing with 
old blanks and ing for new stereotyping, printing, &c., &c. 

The Treasury Department keeps even, but must have more next 
Pagel The War Department resolutely obeys orders and lives within 

ts appropriation, but it is badly cut down, and needs more as a meas- 
ure of economy. 
THE VAST WORK DONE. 


Members of Congress generally have a very slight idea of the amount 
of work done in this office, If they really desire hereafter or now 
to pursue the investigation, I advise them in the first place to read 
thoroughly the two speeches of Mr. Burdick, of Iowa, made in the last 
Congress and placed on our tables this morning. He spent a year on 
that e ee with the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FIxLxV, ] and 
in his speeches gives a thorough explanation of the whole matter. 
In the next place I advise members to go into the Printing Office and 
talk with the very intelligent foremen there. And that reminds me 
that I must do justice to one of them who is a constituent of mine. 
He has been there for many years; he did not get his appointment 
through me, and I did not know he was here until heintroduced him- 
self a few ago. I refer to Mr. Roberts, the foreman of the 
bindery. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY ] speaks of him as 
“that man Roberts,” and refers toa transaction which took place man 
years ago and which he thinks was discreditable to Mr. Roberts. 
firm in this city, Philp & Solomons, used to furnish the blank-books 
for the Government. That was stopped and the work was turned 
over to the Government Printing Office. At the time that was done 
Philp & Solomons had on hand a few hundred blank-books made 
chiefly for the Treasury Department, and naturally they wanted to 
get rid of them. 

Now, Mr. Roberts, the foreman of the bindery at the Government 
Printing Office, bought those blank-books as blank paper. He told 
a little white lie about it. They were bound up into blank-books, 
but he bought them as blank 1 T, because he had a right to buy 
that; but he did not feel justified in buying blank-books, for it was 
his business to make such for the Government. But, mind you, while 
he bought them for $234, at abont the pees of the blank paper in 
them, with the knowledge and approval of all parties, the transac- 
tion was recorded, and resulted in a handsome saving to the Treasury, 
and Mr. Roberts put nothing into his own pocket by the operation, 
Yet some people tried to make a scandal out of that. Now I know 
the man, and you may work at him as long as you please, and you 
will always find that he is a very faithful, capable, patriotic, and hon- 
est man. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I know him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. During this session of Congress the orders for pa- 
pers printed to the extent of what is called the “usual number” of 
documents, that is to say 1,900, have amounted to 1,234; and 918 of the 
documents have been printed, amounting to 1,839,200 copies. Some 
of those documents are of but one page, some of them two or three or 
four pages; others of them make considerable volumes. By resolu- 
tions of the Senate, outside of these orders of the House, there have been 
ordered to be printed 42,275 copies; by resolution of the House 25,300 
copies ; making a total of documents ordered, and nearly all printed 
this session, of 1,916,675 copies. 

Now if you add to that the larger volumes, such as the President’s 

with the accompanying documents, and large executive doc- 

uments which are printed under a permanent statute, you will vastly 

increase the number of copies of documents printed at the Govern- 

ment Printing Office. I have not the number here, but the cost of 

rinting such documents for the corresponding period of last year was 

$118,000, That work has been going on, and is now very nearly com- 
ple 


Gentlemen, let me rise you a little by exhibiting one day’s work 
in this House, One week ago to-day, March 9, resolutions were offered 
in this House for the printing of certain octavo volumes. They were 
100,000 copies of the report upon forestry by Dr. Hough, and a far- 
ther edition of 50,000 copies of a previous volume on forestry pre- 
pared under the Seanad of Agriculture by the same gentleman ; 


20,000 copies of the report upon beet sugar and the manufacture of 
sugar from beets; 300,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture; 100,000 copies of the special report of the Commis- 
sioner of iculture upon the diseases of swine. Those resolutions 
were offered (I do not say the volumes were ordered) in one afternoon 
here, and referred to the Committee on Printing. You know from 
the titles that these volumes are likely to be printed. All will be 
printed in greater or less numbers. I venture to say that any one of 
those resolutions proposed to the House to-day would be carried by 
a large majority. They are all no doubt valuable books. Whether 
the exact number proposed ought to be printed or not I do not say. 
But what did this amount to in one day? Five hundred and seventy 
thousand octavo yolumes—one day’s proposed work! 

Let me surprise you still more. I have here a letter from Mr. De- 
frees, the Public Printer, explaining the deficiency partly provided 
for in this bill. It is as follows: 


Sm: The last session of the Forty-fifth and the first (extra) session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress ordered an amount of printing and binding greatly exceeding that 


ordered by any preceding sessions. 
When the appropriation was made for the fiscal year ending the 30th day of June, 
inding for the extra session, as 


1880, no estimate was made for the printing and 
the gate Å for holding it was not known. 

‘The printing ordered at these sessions will make (exclusive of the RECORD) 44,118 
octavo pages and 2,699,625 octavo volumes or copies, 25,862 quarto pages and 270,374 
quarto volumes or copies, aggregating 69,000 pages and 2,969,999 volumes or copies, 
and many of them having costly illustrations. 

The requisitions made by the Executive Departments for blanks and blank-books 
also exceed those of any other year, 

The price of paper to be paid for from the first of the present month for the en- 
suing year is 15 cent. greater than last year, as shown by the contracts just 


entered into by direction of the Joint Committee on Printing. 
Of the 3 for the present fiscal year there remains unexpended 
the sum of $300,000; so that, in view of the above facts, it will not be possible to 


do without the further amount of $450,000 as a deficiency, which I most respect- 
fully ask shall be appropriated at once, 
Very respectfully, yours, &., 
JNO. D. DEFREES, 
Hon. J. C. D. ATKINS, 
Chairman of Committee on Appropriations. 
FEBRUARY 5, 1880. 


It shows that the printing ordered in the last session of the Forty- 
fifth and the first session of the Forty-sixth (that is the extra session) 
amounted to 44,118 octavo pages—that is, pages of type, 2,699,625 
octavo volumes, 25,862 quarto 270,374 quarto volnmes, the ag- 
gregate being 69,000 solid pages of type and 2,969,999 volumes or 
copies, many of them having costly iHustrations. That was the work 
of the last session of the Forty-fifth Congress and the extra session 
of the Forty-sixth. 

Now, I have said that the printing proposed here last Tuesday 
amounted to 570,000 volumes, ey, y can see that the Congress- 
ional Library is a magnificent establishment. Everybody who goes 
there is impressed by those long and 1 rooms and those crowded 
alcoves. How many volumes are there? Three hundred and seventy- 
six thousand, with a little more than one hundred thousand loose 
pamphlets. Many of the volumes are very thin and small; they do 
not equal the average of our documents in size; but if we suppose 
that they do, we last Tuesday were asked to print 194,000 volumes 
more than there are in the entire ia, Pore Library. In the last 
session of the Forty-fifth Congress and the extra session of the Forty- 
sixth there were ordered printed 3,000,000 volumes, which, without 
making allowance for the difference in size, (which ought to be allowed 
for,) amounts to eight times the entire number of books in that grand 
Congressional Library. 

If you make allowance for the difference in the size of the books 
you would find the proportion nine or ten fold; for 270,000 of these 
documents were t quartos like the bound volumes of the RECORD, 
while the Congressional Library has not near so many of that size; 
many of the books are small, thin volames. Undoubtedly in those 
two sessions you ordered at least eight times the number of volumes 
contained in that magnificent library. Yet you grumble when the 
Public Printer comes here for an extra appropriation. If you can 
show where he stole a dollar or wasted a dollar, that is all right; but 
do not blame him for the 1 cost of this work until you have counted 
up what you have ordered him todo. You gave him but $1,500,000 
for this year. The average cost for printing during the last sixteen 
and three-quarters years (during which the country has grown greatly) 
is $1,668,000. 

[Here the hammer a. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I have five minutes more? 

Mr. KEIFER. I move that the gentleman be allowed five or ten 
minutes more to finish his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The average expenditure for public printing dur- 
ing the last sixteen and three-quarters years was $1,663,516.89; and you 

ave the Public Printer for this year $1,500,000, which was $168,000 
ba than the ave for all these years. He says that you piled up 
this work so that it was impossible to do it without $450,000 addi- 
tional. Now, I hope the Committee of the Whole will not be so un- 
wise as to adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
MCMAHON, I which proposes to reduce this appropriation to $300,000. 
You ought rather to make it $450,000. The alternative is to appoint 
somebody who knows enough—somebody whom you can trust—to cut 
down the number of volumes. Undoubtedly if you provide that 
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only twenty-five thousand of the Agricultural Report shall be Pisin’. 
only ten thousand of the report on the diseases of swine, , you 
ean appropriate less money; but I say the better plan is to meet this 
demand and be a little more careful for the fature. Ido not say that 
the aggregate is any too great, for I do not pretend to pass upon the 
wisdom of having all these works printed. There was one year, many 
years ago, when the printing amounted to $2,200,000, . Considering 
the length of the extra session, and the number of valuable works 
increasing naturally from ps to year, I am not sure but $1,950,000 is 
a moderate expenditure, Ten or fifteen years ago the same amount 
of work would have cost very much more. Last year the Printer 
got his paper at a moderate price. Now he is paying 15 per cent. 
more for white paper. Paper is one of the enormous items. 

You ask if it is an economical office. It is vastly economical in 
comparison with the old extravagant and corrupt system. I would 
not have the Government go back to the contract system. It was 
full of dishonesty and waste. It was understood that when contracts 
were awarded large percentages went to a few newspapers, and for 
other political purposes, Look at the Covode investigation. Itisa 
fact Fiat things were done in those days; whatever we may say 
against ourselves we do not permit those things in our day. The 
political system then was full of it. 

I do not say if the H rs had that establishment, running it for 
themselves, in New York City, they might not run it a little more eco- 
nomically; but it is doubtful then. Imeanonlyinthis way; they might 
be able, living in New York, to jew the compositors down to a lower 
figure; but here the work being irregular, fifty cents one day and $2 
the next, and the third nothing, fifty cents a thousand ems is not ex- 
travagant. They might manage in some way to get it down a little 
more cheaply, but in no other way can the Government have it done 
so cheaply. You make eight hours a day’s work, and those who 
work by the day quit at the end of eight hours. Do not blame the 
department for that, if one-fifth less work is done in a day. A large 
part is done by the hour; so that does not make much difference. 

I say the management of that office generally is good. I never 
looked into it with care until within three days, when I have been 
driven to it by the turn this debate has taken. I have read over a 
number of these documents and conversed with the very intelligent 
and capable foremen and clerks, and have been gratified to find how 
excellent that management is. The system on the whole is good. 
Mr. Defrees asked the First Comptroller of the Treasury and one of 
the Auditors to come over and look at his system and see whether 
any better plan of doing his business could be suggested. They came 
and examined, but recommended no change. 

It is a matter of national pride. There is no such establishment in 
the coun Clearly no private citizen could afford such. Is it en- 
terprising ? I have known the printer to bring in here in the morn- 
ing punctually eighty-eight pages of this RECORD, equivalent to a 
bound volume of two hundred and seventy-five or three hundred 

ages, which his office had set up and struck off in twelve hours. 

oth Houses ran their mills all the afternoon and evening, and made 
eighty-eight quarto pages, yet the literal report was on time. Abont 
five or six years ago, when the revisers completed the first edition of 
the Revised Statutes, a ponderous volume of some eleven hundred 
pages, it was over to the printer on Tuesday. It was laid on these 
tables printed and bound, a splendid volume, on Friday of that week. 
Who can do better? Iappend a statement from the First Auditor 
of the Treasury: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Finst AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
March 13, 1880. 
Hon. J. R. HAWLEY, 
House of Representatives : 

I hereby certify that vouchers are on hand in this office, belonging to the Public 
Printer, for the appropriation of 1880, amounting to $1,072,771.52; and further that 
vouchers have this office for payment for paper out of same appropriation, 
amounting to 751.34, and that accounts have this ofice, and aro on the 
way to t, amounting to $10,690.70; and that the Public Printer, by accounts 
rendered to this office, has accounted for all the moneys advanced to him by requi- 
sition, except the balance shown in accompanying statement, with which balance 
the Public ter’s accounts agree, as rendered. 

R. M. REYNOLDS, 
Auditor. 


Amount of — ͤ v ͤ K $1, 504, 000 00 
Amount added from sales of waste-haperrrrnnrurᷓrrr 29, 
ESE TE eran S e 
Vouchers on hand in the First Auditor's Office $1, 072, 771 52 
Amount paid by draft to private parties EAR 323, 751 34 
Accounts on way to draft r.. 10, 890 
1, 407, 413 56 
EASE Of a a . E O TOS ENS 125, 675 61 
232 ³ĩ— LTT 55, 334 13 
TAME DY PUD SH AA AAA ( 70, 341 48 


125,675 61 
(This is not dated, but is the statement referred to in and accompanying lette: 
of March 13, 1880.) s à 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended 
to take part in the eral e ee of this bill, and should not 
have done so except for the fact that the Committee on Printing of 
this House has been referred to by several of those who have made 
speeches on this bill, and by the gentleman from New York [Mr. HIS- 


COCK] on Friday, seemingly with an effort to connect said committee 


with whatever of crookedness might be found in the Printing Office 
itself. I will endeavor before I take my seat to explain the connec- 
tion which the Printing Committee has with that establishment, and 
to show that we have no more control over it except in the purchase 
of one article, to wit, paper, than we have over any other Department 


of this Government. 

This bill not one of our regular appropriation bills. It is what 
is termed a deficiency bill, a bill to add something to the amount 
already granted for carrying on the business of the several Depart- 
ments of the Government. And while, Mr. Chairman, bills of this 
character are regarded by me with great disfavor, the necessity for 
them growing, as it frequently does, out of the extravagant and un- 
necessary expenditure of money in these several Departments above 
and 7 bart that set apart for their use, yet candor compels me to 
admit that this is not always the case, but that sometimes the neces- 
sity for a deficiency bill comes of the fact that Congress has failed to 
make, at the proper time, sufficient appropriations, and at other times 
out of circumstances which are unforeseen and which, as a matter of 
course, are not provided for in the general appropriation bills, 

Such is the case to a certain extent in regard to the two largest 
items mentioned in this bill. The six-hundred-thonsand-dollar item 
which it is asked shall be appropriated for the payment of marshals 
and their regular deputies grows out of the fact that, at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, there was a failure to appropriate for this purpose. 
The circumstances under which that failure occurred, I do not pro- 
pose to discuss to-day. The history of the matter is familiar not only 
to the members of this House but to the whole country. Ib will be 
remembered that Congress put on the bill a rider which provided that 
no part of the $600,000 which we were ready to appropriate should 
be used for the purpose of paying special deputies who were to super- 
vise elections, as we on this side believed, in the interest of the repub- 
lican party. 

The President was not willing to receive the 8600000 which we 
offered him npon the conditions we saw fit to prescribe, and the con- 
sequence was that the President having vetoed the bill, we adjourned 
without making that appropriation. Now the Committee on Appro- 

riations comes forward and presents a bill proposing to appropriate 
$600,000 for the marshals and their regular deputies without any 
condition annexed; but gentlemen on the other side of the House, if 
I understand their purposes, pro to amend the bill and put upon 
it a provision for the payment of the special deputy marshals. d 
the argument which was used by the gentleman from New York on 
Friday last is that the law authorizing the employment of these spe- 
cial deputies having been declared constitutional by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, therefore we should make haste and a 

ropriate money for their payment and that an amendment should 

5 7 on this bill to that end. ‘ 

hile I admit, the law having been declared constitutional by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, Congress has no right to resist 
it, and while in the future it may be deemed right and proper to make 
appropriations for these special deputy marshals, I hold that there is 
no duty imposed upon us requiring that we hasten into the presence 
as it were of said court with heads uncovered and feet unshod, say- 
ing, “ May it piosse your honors we are ready to do your bidding ; to 
appropriate this money, and to postpone other important business,” 
These special deputy marshals are functus oficio. They are no longer 
in office, and there is no special necessity for haste in this matter. 
We want some time to deliberate on it. It may be that we can couple 
some other provisions with the act making this appropriation which 
will save us from the presence and dictation of these pimps and spies 
hereafter, and therefore we ask that you accept the $600,000 we ten- 
der in good faith, and that you do not delay the passage of this bill 
by any offer on your part to put upon it an amendment such as is 
contemplated. 

It is true the Supreme Court of the United States has decided the 
ease. Its connection with it has ceased ; it can deal with it no further. 
It is then a matter purely for the consideration of Con , whether 
it make that appropriation to-day, or whether it will make it at 
some future day, or whether it will make it at all. 

It may be the pleasure of this Honse to amend the bill according 
to the views of gentlemen on the other side, and make the appro- 
priation in this bill; but if it does not, then no injustiee has been 
done, because the same question will come up some other time during 
the ion when we can all discuss it and vote upon it according to 
our respective views. We say, therefore, yon had better take the 
$600,000 that is offered you in good faith and not undertake to encum- 
ber this bill with amendments. The purpose of the bill, not being 
a general but a special deficiency bill, is to meet cases of emergency. 
This is the view that the Committee on Appropriations has taken 
and delay in passing the bill will undoubtedly work great detriment 
to individuals as well as to the Government. But no such argument 
can be made with regard to these special deputies, and the question 
in reference to their payment can be determined at any time here- 
after. It is not urgent at this time. 

Again, as to the $400,000 for the Government Printing Office. It 
will be remembered that in our regular appropriation bill for the 

resent fiscal year we set apart for ing on the Printing Office 

1,500,000. We had before us the Public Printer and his chief clerk, 
and after a fall discussion of the matter it was agreed on their part 
that this would be sufficient for all the necessities of the Printing 
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Office desing the current year. We gave them, therefore, all that 
was asked; but when we called the Public Printer before us at this 
session and asked the reasons why he wanted this additional appro- 
priation of $450,000 he gave the following tape be which we should 

ive due weight. Whether they explain fully the propriety of this 
8 or not, and how far these reasons satisfied the wi of the 
several members of the Appro riations Committee, will be found out 
before we get through with the question by the speeches and votes 
of gentlemen of the committee on both sides of the House. The rea- 
sons offered were—first, the extra session of Con which extended 
over a iod of three months, whieh was entirely unanticipated 
when his estimates were made, and consequently no provision was 
made for it. 

This we know to be true, and accounts in some measure for the 
deficiency appropriation demanded. 

Again, he urged as a reason that there had been an increase in the 
prices of material to be purchased for the use of the Printing Office, 
especially in printing-paper, which has risen above 20 per eent. I 
think the contracts made will show that to bea fact. The third rea- 
son was that an extraordinary amount of printing had been ordered 
by the Forty-fifth Con the two sessions of that Congress,) and 

e extra session of the Forty-sixth Congress. You have heard to-day 
what was said by General Hawley on that subject. It is perfectly 
eertain to my mind, as chairman of the Committee on Printing, that 
an unusual number of books have been ordered to be printed, as stated 
by the Public Printer. 

Gentlemen might say: are you not responsible forit as chairman of 
the Committee on Printing? To some extent I feel myself responsi- 
ble, but to a very large extent I am not responsible; nor is any mem- 
ber of that committee responsible. For, be it known to yon, that 
oftentimes when we make our reports to this House in favor of print- 
ing a limited number of a particular book or report the House will 

e charge oftthe matter and order perhaps four times as many books 
as your committee thought necessary. Such was the case when my 
friend from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] overran the committee on 
the question of printing a certain book—I forget what it was at this 
moment. 

Mr. AIKEN. The report on forestry. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Yes, the forestry report; which 
has already been alluded to to-day as a most unnecessary expendi- 
fure of the public money. 

Again, you find that in the last days of the last session of the Forty- 
fifth Con there were numbers of books ordered to be printed, as 
to the printing of which adverse arene had been made by the Com- 
mittee on Printing. To illustrate: Here is a work called a catalogue 
of the subjects not of the books merely, but of the subjects contained 
in every one of the antiquated books that have been placed in the 
library of the Surgeon-General. Why, sir, there are thousands and 
thousands of volumes there, and a catalogue of the books had already 
been printed ; but that was not satisfactory to the Surgeon-General 
and his friends. They must come to Con and ask that a cata- 
logue of all the subjects of the books contained in that vast library 
should be published for the benefit of the medical fraternity. The 
Committee on Printing, year after year, declined to recommend this 
printing, but in the last days of—I am not sure whether it was the 
extra session or the last session of the Forty-fifth Congress—on the 
very last day or day before the Congress adjourned, by a resolution 

rung upon the House by some gentleman, the first two volumes of 

at catalogue were ordered to be printed. It was said there would 
be eight volumes of it, and five thousand copies of the first two vol- 
umes wil cost the Government $20,000. And when you 1 5 through 
the work, even supposing the cost to be limited to $20,000 for each 
two volumes, you will find the eight volumes will cost you 880,000. 
And that is not the end of it. This library will continue to increase, 
the number of books will be augmented, and you will find from year 
to year, having commenced this work, the’same demand will be made; 
it wil be said, We have gone into this matter; we have spent ered 
or a hundred thousand dollars, and now we must have money to fini 
the job.” It is a perennial outgoing stream. There is no end to it 
that I can see. 

So of the Black Hills report which was gotten up, as I believe, in 
the interest of private individuals. A commission ordered by the 
Secretary of the Interior was sent out to survey the Black Hills in 
order doubtless to find where the rich lands were and where the gold 
mines were located; the idea being that the Indians would be driven 
out from the Black Hills, and then the tlemen in possession of this 
knewledge, gotten up without any authority of law, would have the 

wer to go and locate these lands ahead of those who had not this 

ormation. This work was ordered by the Interior Department. 
It was begun and carried on by that Department. And when it was 
found that matters did net take exactly the course that was antici- 
pated, then the party that made the surveys that had been ordered by 
the Interior Department was remitted to Congress for his pay; and 
some thonsands of dollars were voted to pay for the same. od 
netwithstanding the Committee on Printing, time and again, re: 
to recommend the publication of the work, overruled the committee 
and erdered it to be published. 

Congress has thus ordered 3 be done in these and in many 
eases without reflection in probability. It has been done often- 


times over the head of the Committee on Printing and against their 


protestation. And yet, when the Public Printer comes and demands 
money for the publication of the works, you say the Printing Office 
eee most egregiously abused and the money has been misap- 
plied. 

I am no defender of the Printing Office. When I made my report 
to the Forty-fourth Con, on that subject, an elaborate report, 
and when I made a speec spar this floor explaining my views u 
it, I thought and then said this Government Printing Office could be 
conducted more efficiently and economically, and that it ought to be 
so conducted. I have had no occasion to change my mind since. I 
have watched the management of this office, and while I am not able 
Is it in all truthfulness and I speak it because it is the trath— 
while I am not able to put my finger upon a single dollar which I 
believe has been stolen from the Government, yet I believe that by 
a change in that printing office, by putting a new man in charge, wa 
can institute reforms that are necessary, and that a great saving can 
be made to this Government. I wantit understood that I am no 
apologist for anything that has been done there. I know it has been 
sometimes said because I have not been ready to join in the hue and 
ery without knowing what I was doing, that I was favoring the pres- 
ent incumbent of the Government Printing Office. 

The man who ventured upon that statement simply gave utterance 
to a falsehood, and he would not have said that much to my face. 
But I do not propose to throw dirt indiscriminately upon any officer 
of the Government without proof that he deserves such treatment. 

I repeat again that I believe great reforms can be instituted in that 
prons office, and that they ought to be instituted. To that end I 

ave offeredan amendment, to which Ishall presently speak, to change 
the Public Printer and see if something can be effected in that way. 
As it is now, the Public Printer is not amenable to this House nor 70 
the Senate for his conduot. It is but right and proper that he should 
be so amenable. He oftentimes bears confidential relations to us. 
We are responsible to the country for the amounts of money we a 
propriate and for theuse which is made of those amounts. The Public 
nter makes his reports to this House, and we supervise his conduct 
and look over his accounts, although he settles them primarily at the 
Treasury. Yet he makes report to us of the amount of money ex- 
pended by him, and it is not only the privilege but the duty of every 
member of Congress to look over his reports and see whether the 
ATi has or has not been properly expended according to the wish 
and the will of Congress. . 4 

I come now to speak of the amendment which Ihave proposed. It 
is no new thing here; it is no innovation upon the old system. Ide 
not claim its paternity, nor can yon consider it, as is sometimes the 
case in law, as filius nullius, the child of nobody. It has a respectable 
father in a gentleman from New York, once a member of this Honse, 
whose name was Laflin. It was introduced into this House by him. 
There are gentlemen here now, members of this House, who were 

resent at the christening, and i might almost say that the present 

xecutive of the United States stood godfather to the child, for I 
believe he voted for the measure throughout. 

The proposition is a simple one and easily understood. If members 
will give me a patient hearing I will explain to the House in a few 
words the features of this amendment. It proposes simply to do awa: 
with the office of Public Printer, who is now a Government offici 
nominated by the President and confirmed by the Senate, and confer 
upon this House the power to elect a Congressional Printer who shall 
be responsible to this House, and who shall do the work of this House 
and the work of the Senate as well. 

Then there is attached to the proposinon a proviso which I deem 
vastly important, and I think gentlemen will agree with me. It is 
that this Congressional Printer shall, upon his election and qualifica- 
tion, make to this House an inventory of all the property in and 
about the Government Printing Office that comes into his hands, and 
that annually thereafter he shall make such inventory. There has 
never been any law providing for an inventory of this sort to be re- 
turned to Congress or to any Department of this Government. What- 
ever goes into the hands of the Public Printer he uses at his discretion, 
very much as he pleases, If the presses are worn ont, in his judg- 
ment, he sells them and buys new ones. If the fonts of type become 
old and unfit for use, he buys new fonts. And so it is with his wagons, 
and horses, and everything necessary to carry on the establishment. 
As it is, you do not know what amount of public property is there 
belonging to the Government. 

This provision of law should have been enacted long since, for the 
reason that at the end of each year we should know what propert; 
we have in and about the Printing Office; and still further, we eet 
know erin the officer has a 3 his eee ee 
property, new type, new presses, horses, wagons, and the like; we 
should be able to understand whether he has squandered the money 
set apart for his use. It seems to me no gentleman can object to that 

roviso. 
* The question comes up whether there is any constitutional difi- 
culty in the way of making this printer a Congressional Printer. Ac- 
cording to the views which I have upon the subject, there is no such 
difficulty. I ask gentlemen for a moment to turn to the Constitution 
of the United States. In the last clause of section 2 of the Constitu- 
tion is the following language: 


The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers, and 
shall have the sole power of impeachment. 
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In section 3 is this language : 


The Senate shall choose their other and also a President tempore in 
the absence TV the office of President 
of the United States. 


Then further on, in section 5, will be found this language: 

Each House shall keep a journal of its proceedings, and from time to time pub- 
lish the same. : 

Now, it seems to me that these provisions of the Constitution re- 
move all difficulties. If we are authorized to elect our own officers, 
and we elect a Congressional Printer, and if it is our duty to keep a 
record of our proceedings and publish them from time to time, how 
can it be better done than through an officer responsible to this House 
for his election and the tenure of his office? I find that this same 
view of the subject was entertained by distinguished republicans in 
the Senate when the question was under consideration in that body. 
I dee to some portions of the debates which then and there 
occ s 


Mr. deen ery of ag cg X should like to ask the honorable Senator who has 
if he is clear that there are no constitutional objections to its 


it would not be com t for the Senate to elect a Superintendent Sf Public Print. 
Dat it ip commpotane for the Jongressional 


by virtue of express power paa by the Constitution. By the Constitution each 
ouse is ted to elect its 


If these duties may be legitimately devolved upon an officer of the 
Senate, of course they may be devolved upon an officer of the House, 
for we have the same right to elect our officers that the Senate has 
to elect its officers. 

Says Mr. Lane further: 

After the Senate has elected a Public Printer, an act of Congress may transfer 
into his hands all the duties which now devolve upon the Superintendent of Public 
Printing. I think these two express grants of power in the Constitution coverthe 
whole case—the right of each House to elect its own officers, and the constitu 
obligation to keep a public journal of its own gs. 

We find by referring to the yeas and nays in the Senate upon the 
passage of this bill, voted on in 1867, when both Houses of Congress 
were republican, the yeas were 27 and the nays 8. Among those vot- 
ing “yea” were Messrs. ANTHONY and Chandler, and Mr. Sherman, 
at present a member of the Cabinet. 

e bill was then sent to the House, and passed by this body—yeas 
99, nays 38. Among those voting in the affirmative were Mr. AWES, 
now a Senator; Rutherford B. Hayes, now President of the United 
States; the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, ] and I be- 
lieve my friend from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman is mistaken. I did not vote for 
the bill. Ihave the record here. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Let us see now how this matter 


stands. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The present Speaker of the House voted against 
the bill, I notice, as well as every other democrat except two or three. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of ae a gs I may heve misapprehended the 
gentleman; but I do net think I have. 

Mr. GAR . I can assist the gentleman to the page, if he 
wants it. Thirteen hundred and fifty-one is the page of the Globe, 
of February, 1867. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Wait one moment; let us go a 
little back of that, if you please. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is the vote on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Well, I believe the gentleman 
did not vote upon the passage of the bill; but when the SY 2 
was made to lay on the table the House bill introduced by Mr. 
lin, the gentleman voted a t laying it on the table. 

Mr. GARFIELD, Certainly ; for I wanted some i. agi I did 
not want to kill the bill as the democrats wanted to do. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The gentleman voted against lay- 
ing the bill on the table, which was immediately afterward passed 
without a division. 

Mr. GARFIELD, Yes, sir. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I find the gentleman’s vote re- 
eorded here with others. Here are the names of some of them, Mr. 
3 Mr. Hayes, Mr. KELLEY, Mr. O'NEILL, Mr. ORTS, Mr. 

RICE—— 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. All of whom voted against the 
sd sat made from this side of the House to lay on the table the 

ouse bill which gaye the House power to elect the Public Printer. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly; we wanted to amend it and make a 
decent bill of it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of ee A few minutes afterward, as 
the record goes on to show, the was passed, and no protest was 
made pe the gentleman against it. 

Mr. FRYE. That was a republican House; was it not? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. It was. 
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Mr. FRYE. Well, we might be willing to trust a republican House 
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when we would not trust a democratic House. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I think it very likely. You are 
blind enough to trust a republican House with anything. I think 
you are unable to see any fault in the members of your party, and 
are willing to “go it blind.” 

Mr.McMAHON. The people differ with the gentleman from Maine, 
[Mr. FRYE.] They would rather trust a democratic than a repub- 
lican House. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of 3 Now, Mr. S. er, this is the 
whole matter—the beginning and the end—the Alpha and Omega of 
the propesed amendment. en the Printing Office was first estab- 
lished the Superintendent of it was a Government oflicer—was nomi- 
nated by the President and confirmed by the Senate; and so he con- 
tinued until 1867 when Mr. Laflin, concluding that a change was nec- 
essary, introduced a bill substantially the same as the pe Pegg I 
have presented here—a bill which was amended by the Senate in un- 
important particulars, the only important amendment being the strik- 
ing out of the provision for electing a Congressional Printer by the 
House and inserting a provision for electing him by the Senate, mak- 
ing him an officer of the Senate instead of an officer of the House. 
That bill passed this House as I stated without a division, after a vote 
had been taken refusing to lay it on the table. The bill went to the 
Senate, as I have said, and, after the amendments I have stated, be- 
came a law. So the law continued from 1867 until the Forty-fourth 
Con , when a report was made showing great abuses, as we be- 
lieved, in the Printing Office, and so aggravated in character that it 
was deemed proper to get clear of the incumbent. Upon the proposi- 
tion in the Forty-fourth Con to abolish the office of Congressional 
Printer and establish the office of Public Printer I believe the yeas 
and nays were never called, My recollection is that it was the Gon- 
eral sentiment of the House that we ought to abolish the office of Con- 
gressional Printer and create that of Public Printer, so as to get rid 
of the incumbent. 

Under that system matters have gone on until this time. We now 
simply pro: by this bill to put the election of Printer into the 
hands of the House, as you gentlemen once had it, or if you please, 
into the hands of the Senate, if the Senate shall think proper, making 
this officer responsible for his conduct directly to one House or the 
other, with power to remove him without the tedious process of 
impeachment. This is the whole question. I submit it for the con- 
sideration of the House. Not wishing to detain the House longer, and 
asking on for the length of time I have consumed, I yield the 
remainder of my hour to my friend from West Virginia, [Mr. WILSON. ] 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I was not aware until a few minutes 
ago that I was to have the opportunity of saying anything on this 
subject, and, in what I do say, I do not propose to evince any of that 
acrimony which, so far, seems to crop out on both sides of this House. 
I have statistics which I propose to refer to and from them draw such 
conclusions as may seem proper and just. 

The Committee on Printing, of which I am a member, have not 
during this Congress investigated the Government Pring Office. 
The investigations to which reference has been made were by 
committees of previous Congresses. Those committees came to the 
conclusion that the Government Printing Office was not managed in 
the interests of economy. Ido not propose to hold Mr. Defrees, the 

entleman at the head of that office, responsible, or to treat him other 
an his action shall deserve. He is an old man now, “ in the sore and 
yellow leaf,” and as he himself stated in a letter printed in the Na- 
tional Republican, “I have arrived at that time of life when I cannot 
loog Speck to have any interest in public printing.” He is at the 
h of the largest printing establishment in the world, and if we 
are to rely on the testimony taken before these investigating commit- 
tees of previous Congresses there is waste everywhere in that depart- 
ment, and the large deficiency which is said to exist there calls for 
an investigation on the part of this House to secure if possible some 
better management of that vast establishment. 

Inasmuch as the chairman of the Committee on Printing, the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, ] has discussed very ably 
the pro amendment from that committee, I will not take up 
the time of the House further on that subject, but will call attention 
to several points which have not heretofore been made as far as I am 
aware. 

I take it there are none more familiar with the workings of that 
department than the employés who have been engaged in the publie 
service there for a long time, and gentlemen who have been indorsed 
as credible and honest by Mr. Defrees himself; men whom he em- 
ployed in that department because of their capacity, their integrity, 
and their honesty. Therefore I wish to bring the attention of this 
House to an ee statement made by those employés in a letter 
which they addressed to Congress or to the public. For, sir, if they 
are correct in their statement there is an egregious error in the ac- 
counts of Mr, Defrees, an error which this House ought to correct by 
changing the management of that department. 

I hold in my hand this letter, signed by Alfred Thomas and others 
who have been employed by Mr. Defrees. They say in this letter: 

What was applicable to the case last March has been presented to us in a more 

vated form since that time, for during the months of A and May last ons- 


of the entire force of the office was and in Jane the business of 


the office was almost entirely s 
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This House is informed by those gentlemen who are conversant 
with the facts by their personal experience that in those months 
named more than half the force was furloughed. Turn to Mr. Defrees’s 
account and see how he disbursed for these months the money appro- 

iated to that office, and see how it squares with the statement made 
by theseemployés. By looking to the last report of the Public Printer 
on page 29 you will find a statement showing the disbursements of 
pay to employés on account of public printing 8 the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD) for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879. 

Understand, these employés say that for the months of April and 
May the force was more than reduced. You will find for the 
month of April the parmons was $61,052.67, for the month of May 
$51,105.54, and for the month of June, when the force was almost 
entirely out of the building, $55,683.97, or, in round numbers, $56,000. 
You will diseover in this report that in December, January, Febru- 
ary, and March, when the work was up to its fullest capacity, when 
these employés were all there, the pay-roll is but little larger; that 
for the month of February he charged on pay-roll $66,294, and for 
the month of March $58,812.98; while for April, the time when these 
gentlemen say the force was not half there, he charged on account 
of pay-roll $61,052.67; that for the month of May, when half the 
force was away, 851,105.54; and for the month of June, when, ac- 
cording to the statement of these gentlemen, there were but half of 
the employés there, $55,683.97. I do not undertake to say this is cor- 
rect or incorrect; but 1 do undertake to say if those employés have 
given correct information there is something wrong in the accounts 
of the Public Printer. > 

Nearly a year ago, or last year, there was a pamphlet laid on the 
desks of members of this House, published by Mr. Franklin Rives, a 

ntleman who heretofore published the proceedings and debates of 

n in the Congressional Globe. He is said to be a gentleman 
of reliable character, of integrity and honor, who has had the indorse- 
ment, time and again, of both parties in this House and the Senate, 
a gentleman familiar with the workings of a printing office—and I 
desire to call attention to some points in that pamphlet in the hope 
some friend of Mr. Defrees may be able to explain the deficiency 
charged against the Government Printing Office. On page 6 of Mr. 
Rives’s pamphlet there is the remarkable statement that, in four years 
and nine months, there has been a deficiency in the accounts of the 
Public Printer of $1,021,346.86. 

Mr. HAYES. Why do you not investigate it and find out whether 
it is true or not? 

Mr. WILSON. My friend across the way received the pamphlet 
when I received it, and he has had the same opportunity to investigate 
it that I have had. 

Mr. HAYES. Then do not bring in charges trumped up by parties 
who want to break down the Printing Office in order to secure the 
contract for themselves. 

Mr. WILSON, I quote from a gentleman who is regarded to be as 
reputable as any man connected with the public printing. 

dow, sir, from that statement we find from September 30, 1873, to 
June 30, 1878, four years and nine months, taking stock on hand, labor 
performed, and money paid out, &c., there is a deficiency or balance 
unaccounted for of $1,021,346. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. How ine period ? 

Mr. WILSON. Four years and nine months. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. A pretty lively deficiency. 

Mr. WILSON. Now, I undertake to say—and I ask my friend and 
colleague on the committee, Mr. Hayes, the question—I ask him to 
say to this House, from what he knows on that subject, whether he does 
not believe, candidly and honestly, printer as he is, that he can take 
charge of that department and save the Government a quarter of a 
million dollars a year? 

Mr. HAYES. I want to say this, that if what the gentleman has 
read from that pamphlet be true, if he believes it to be true, the 
democratic majority in this House should be arraigned before the 
country for not investigating such a fraud as that. 

Mr. FINLEY. In reply to that I desire to say that the democratic 
party in the Forty-fifth Congress did investigate it and endeavored, 
over and over again, to get it before the House; but gentlemen on 
that side of the House objected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Did not the gentleman from Ohio spend one year 
in investigating that matter, and did he report one line of this de- 
ficiency to Congress? 

Mr. FINLEY. I will say that the “gentleman from Ohio” did in- 
vestigate the Government Printing Office, and I did make a report to 
this House, and every time we undertook to bring that report up ob- 
jection was made by gentlemen on that side of the Honse. 

Mr. HAYES. y did not the gentleman impress upon the demo- 
cratic majority of the House the fact that he had some evidence of a 
substantial character to justify the charges he made? If they are 
judged by their action they have not a word of evidence in support 
of the assertion the gentleman from Ohio made. 

Mr. WILSON. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. As the gentleman has sought to 
arraign this side of the House for not having acted in this matter, I 
propose to remind the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HAYES] of a cer- 
tain fact in connection with the Forty-fourth Congress. It will be 


ere eri that an elaborate report was made showing the corrup- 
tion in the Printing Office and in the head of that office. Bnt when 


the office of Public Printer was abolished, and he was turned out, be- 


yet, sir, the repub- 


cause of his malfeasance or ope in office, 
he remained until 


lican President at once restored to office, and 
Mr. ee he came in. 
Mr. HAYES. When was that? 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. 
Mr. HAYES. What report is that to which yon refer ? 
Mr. SINGLETON, of issippi. It was the report made by Mr. 
Vance and myself. 
Mr. HAYES. Did the democratic House take action upon that 


rt? 
r. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Unquestionably we did. 
Mr. FINLEY. The democratic House passed the b 
but the republican Senate refused to it. arte tS 
Mr. SINGLETON, of panes die e put a resolution through this 
House calling upon the courts of the District to indict the incumbent 
then in office, but no notice was ever taken of it. 
. Mr. HAYES. That was not Mr. Defrees at all, 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. No; but it was the head of that 


office. 
inst Mr. Defrees. 


In the Forty-fourth Congress. 


Mr. HAYES. Charges were not made a; 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. We have no control over the 
Public Printer, He is your Public Printer, and we only look to the 
management of the office and the appropriations for its support. 

Mr. HAYES. But the gentleman from Mississippi has admitted in 
his speech that you have the power of impeachment over this officer. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. We can impeach, it is true, but 
we have had experience in that line, and eyerybody knows what it 
amounts to. We can impeach him and the Senate can turn him loose. 

Mr. HAYES, But the Senate is democratic. 

_ Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. That may be so at present, but 
it was not democratic then. He is confirmed by a republican Senate. 
He is your Printer, not ours. 

Mr. FINLEY. Thope the gentleman from West Virginia will allow 
me to say a word in response to what has been said by the gentleman 
from Illinois. I cannot consent for the remark of the gentleman to 
go unanswered when he says that the action of the democratic party 
on this side of the House showed that that party had no confidence 
in the report which I made on this subject. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois in reply to that, that the report submitted to the 
Forty-fifth Congress was signed and adopted by every democrat on 
my committee, It was a majority report, and we were here on the 
floor of the House time and again, day after day, asking action for 
two months; but inasmuch as the committee was not called we could 
only get it in by unanimous consent; and time and again when we 
tried to get unanimous consent objection was made by gentlemen on 
that side of the House, so that it will not do now for gentlemen to 
say that the action of this side of the House went to show that no 
faith or credence was given to this report. It was not this side but 
23 ee of the House that refused to allow this report to come in 
at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the gentleman from Ohio to say 
that their report charged the Public Printer with malfeasance or 
dishonesty or any irregular practices? 

Mr. FINLEY, If the gentleman will read the report he will find 
that it does most emphatically. 

Mr, HISCOCK. Lask if those charges which were incorporated in 
the report in the first instance were not stricken out by democrats f 
Mr. FINLEY. There were no charges stricken out by democrats. 

Mr. WILSON. I cannot yield further. I asked my distinguished 
friend from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to indulge me to propound 
a question or two, and he denied me the privilege. I have been 
more liberal to others than others have been to me, but I must now 
resume the floor. 

I stated what the charges were which were made by Mr. Frank 
Rives. Let us now turn to the Senate debate and see how he was 
indorsed by Senator ANTHONY, a republican, at the time he was 
printing the congressional debates : 

It is but fair to say in the beginning that the Congressional Globe, 

Bailey, has been printed to tho entire satisfaction of eee dean — MO 


done well and promptly, and we have had no complaint of it. Like l air and 
good RE and good health, we dọ not hear paying about it antes begin to 


That gentleman received as unqualified and as high an indorsement 
from both sides of this Chamber and from both parties in the Senate 
as perhaps any Congressional Printer ever did. 

I am not invoking any democratic testimouy here but I propose to 
refer to the testimony of gentlemen who are high in the repablican 
ranks, gentlemen whose word, I take it, will pass current on the other 
side of the Chamber, I refer to the testimony of Mr. Brady, and quote 
from the report of the printing investigating committee, page 13: 

Hon. Thomas J. Brady, Second Assistant Postmaster-General, testifies that on a 


recent purchase of t; and other printing materials, of the gross amount of $2,000, 
the seller made a reduction of from 35 to 43 cent. This committee, refore, 
believes that had the Public Printer complied with the law inviting competition 
in the purchases made, he would have secured the same advantage of low prices 
5 discounts and reductions upon the p: he has made, which 
F K oraya saved to the Government within the past year alone many thousands 
ollars. 


Now, look at the report of the Public Printer and take the aggre- 
gate amount paid ont by him for the purchases he has made, take. 
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the rebate, the reduction extended to the Post-Office Department, and 
you will find that a amount in this regard, and in all perhaps 
several hundred thousand dollars, could have heen saved. 

The other day a proposition was made to take that printing office 
at 10 per cent. less than what it now costs and pay to the Government 
$100,000 for the use of the office annually. It may be that Mr. De- 
frees is so far advanced in life as not to be physically able to manage 
this most extensive printing house in the world. 

I will not attempt, Mr. Chairman, to follow gentlemen in the dis- 
cussion of the amendment we propose to offer, There is one impor- 
tant item in that amendment that we think will save to the country 
a very large amount of money. That is the amendment requiring 
that there shall be an invoice made of the property in the Government 
Printing Office. Perhaps there is no government establishment of 
this kind in the world as large as this, and I will undertake to say 
there is no private establishment conducted as loosely and careless}, 
as this one is. It wants a safeguard and protection thrown aroun 
it. An invoice of the property should be made, so that Congress may 
be informed of the amount of material it has on hand. 

There is only one other point to which I propose to call the atten- 
tion of the House. I propose now to read from the evidence of two 

ntlemen who heretofore held high positions, as I understand it, in 

e Government Printing Office. They are Mr. H. T. Brian, for seven 

ears foreman of the Government Printing Office, and Mr. M. D. 
elm, foreman of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, as Ihave been informed. 
Those 8 who were thoroughly educated to the printing busi- 
ness, thoroughly acquainted with all its minutiw, having had many 
years of experience in that business, and one of them at least in that 
establishment, testify that in their opinion there can be some 30 to 
40 per cent. of saving effected in the amount expended. If that sav- 
ing can be effected it will amount in the aggre te to $250,000, or 
„000, or perhaps $400,000 a year. In 1877 the Public Printer asked 
for $2,040,000; there was appropriated in all $1,524,000. In 1879 he 
asked for $1,991,000; there was appropriated $1,793,000. I do not 
give the fractions. 

Now, if these two experienced gentlemen, familiar with the details 
of the office, familiar with all its workings and all its ramificatio 
have given testimony which is reliable, the Government can save 
to 40 per cent. per annum on this expenditure ; it would save 30 to 
40 per cent. on $1,700,000. It seems to me we are not offering a prop- 
osition that is improper or unconstitutional. We offer a bill which 
simply proposes to do exactly what the republican party did at the 
time when President Andrew Johnson put a democratic printer in 
c eof that office, when he appointed Cornelius Wendell. He was 
in office a short time, 1 not more than a few months, when, 
as I understand, a bill was originated in this House proposing to 
take from the President the appointing power. It passed the House, 
giving the appointing power to the House, and received the sanction 
of every republican on this floor. 

It went to the Senate and was there amended so as to allow the 
Senate to elect the Congressional Printer,and so amended it received 
the sanction of every republican there; and here upon the floor of 
this House President Hayes voted for that bill when it was first re- 

rted, authorizing the House to make the appointment. It came 

k from the Senate amended so as to have the appointment made 
by the Senate, and President Hayes voted for it again. 

I have heard it stated that the probability is that he might veto 
this bill. I have too high a regard and too much respect for Presi- 
dent Hayes to believe that he would veto now a bill which received 
his sanction when he was a member of this House. As a member of 
Congress he took an oath to support the Constitution and to dis- 
charge his duties faithfully ; as President, he took an oath to sup- 

rt the same Constitution. Now, I take it that if it were proper for 
im then as a member of Con , acting under the solemnity of an 
oath, to do a particular thing, he will not now repudiate it. 

I will not now detain the committee longer; but if this amend- 
ment shall be offered, I propose then to say something further upon 
the subject. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Here the Committee informally arose; and Mr. HUNTON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate by Mr. 
Burcu, its Secretary, was received, announcing that the Senate had 
parag a bill of the following title; in which the concurrence of the 

ouse was requested : 

A bill (S. No. 1408) to further amend the act entitled “An act to 
reorganize the courts of the District of Columbia, and for other 
BF ” approved March 3, 1863, and to amend section 861 of chapter 
24 of the Revised Statutes of the District of Columbia. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
Manox] on Friday last, when he reported this bill, took occasion to 
make the statement that the bill providing for the pay of marshals 
was submitted to the Committee on Appropriations on the 2ist of 
January, and that it had been withheld from that time to the present 
by the unanimous instruction of the committee. That is true, but 
stated as the gentleman states it it has a tendency to mislead the 
House and the country. 

The facts of the case are these: the estimate came to Congress 


early in December, and before the House commenced considering its 
new rules there was substantially one month in which to report a 
deficiency bill making appropriations to pay the fees due the mar- 
shals; bat the Committee on Appropriations did not consider or 
report such a bill, nor did the House take any action on the subject. 
I speak of that merely to correct a misapprehension that might 
wrongfully grow out of the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio. 

There are but two provisions in this bill that provoke discussion. 
As to all the other provisions of the bill, I apprehend that there will 
be no dissent in this Committee of the Whole, and there will be none 
in the House. 

One of the objectionable provisions is the rider which it is pro- 
posed to place on the bill by direction of the Committee on 5 3 15 
represented by its chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
SINGLETON.] The other is the provision in relation to the pay of 
marshals, which is objectionable se it does not go far enough. 

I do not want to take a t while in considering the rider which 
it is proposed to place upon this bill, praod you can run over the 
point of order and stretch the rule broad enough to make it cover 
the proposed amendment. I say I do not want to talk long about it, 
because the committee reporting this bill has not made any very thor- 
ough investigation of the matter. I have upon my own motion made 
a slight investigation, by examining reports and such data as I could 
get. I have listened attentively to the remarks made by the gentle- 
men on the other side, the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY, ] the 
8 from West Virginia, [Mr. WILSON, J and the gentleman 

m Mississippi, [Mr. eee I have come to this conclusion, 
and I will give you the reason for it in a few words: they undertake 
without one particle of evidence, without any man rising in his place 
and making himself responsible for the facts he states under cover 
of loose ohare to blacken the character of a white-haired old man 
whose whole life has been blameless, in order that they may turn him 
out of office and put in his place one of their party friends, 

Mr. UPDEG: of Ohio. That is it exactly. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. It would have been more manly for you 
to have said: “ We want to turn out this Public Printer; we have 
no fault to find with him, but we want his place in order that we 
may put in it one of our own men; and we propose to change the law 
for that p by means of a rider upon an Spprop a bill.” 
That would have been the manly way, and that is ost the ground 
upon which the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] did 
put it. 

But it remained for the 8 from Ohio, [Mr. FIN LMV, j aud 
the gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. WILSON, j without any evi- 
dence, upon mere a to get up and try to agn the charac- 
ter of this gray-haired old man who, it may be said, has one foot in 
the grave. I admire the manliness of the gentleman from Missis- 
sipp , [Mr. SINGLETON, J far more than—I was going to say the cow- 

ice of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY, ] and of the gentle- 
man from West Virginia, [Mr. WILSON; and I do not use the term 
in any objectionable sense. 

Now, whatisthisamendment? Itis merely a proposition to change 
the Public Printer. 

Mr. WILSON. I beg permission to ask the gentleman whether he 
made any allusion to me just now? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I did speak of ey e from West 
Virginia [Mr. WiLson] and said that I admired the courage of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON,] who marches up bravely 
and says that he cannot place his finger on one dollar of misappro- 
priation of the Pablic Printer, far more than I do the want of out- 
1 fairness on the part of the gentleman from West Virginia, 
[ Mr. WILSON, I who seeks to do the same thing under cover that the 
gentleman from Mississippi does publicly and avowing it. 

Mr. WILSON. I beg leave to say to the gentleman that if he means 
to intimate that I have acted improperly or dishonorably —— 

Mr, CANNON, of Illinois. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. WILSON. I have attempted nothing under cover; what I do 
is done publicly and aboye board, and I am responsible for it. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Certainly, there is no necessity for any 
excitement about this matter at all. Iam not speaking of the gen- 
tleman in re; to his personal character; I am speaking of the man- 
ner and mode of the attack which he chooses to make upon an offi- 
cer of the Government. 

Mr. WILSON. I have rend read from republicans high in your 
party, their testimony and their estimate. If they are to be honored 
there can be effected a saving of three hundred or four hun 
thousand dollars in that department. 

Mr. FINLEY rose. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I decline to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois declines to yield. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. There has been much talk about the 
abuses of the Government Printing Office, the loose manner of kee 
ing accounts, the chance to steal, the chance for property to w: 
away in the night-time, the want of eee on the part of 
the Public Printer to Congress and the country. Why, gentlemen, 

ou have investigated this office twice. All through the Forty-fourth 
ongress you investigated. During the last Congress von investi- 
gated until you made a book of nearly seven hundred closely printed 
pages. Did that investigation or either of them lead to a report to 
prevent any abuses? t amendment to the law have you made 
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or recommended changing the manner of keeping accounts by the 
Public Printer? What avenue of stealing have you shut up? t 
reform have you iy iy Where is it? Do you propose it in your 
report, or in either of your reports? Not at all. 
r. FINLEY. I Deg ahe gentleman’s 57 but 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I do not yield. 
Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman pnts a question, and then declines 


to yield. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will please under- 
stand that the gentleman from Illinois does not wish to be inter- 


* 
. FINLEY. All right. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Do g report resolutions of 5 Gra 
ment against the present Public Printer or did you against the for- 
mer Public Printer? Not at all. Did the gentleman from Ohio, when 
he made this report, place in it even a recommendation that the 

resent Public Printer should be impeached? Not at all. Oh, no! 
The crimes for which impeachment would lie are to be intimated by 
the opposition upon the floor of this House rather than pointed out 
and sustained by evidence. While I am a member of this or any 
other Congress, no man, let his politics be what they may, shall be 
blackened with my consent by intimation and insinuation. If you 
have anything against any office-holder, state it, prove it, and hold 
him responsible, If he is in your way, turn him out like men, and 
say you want the place. 

The gentleman from Ohio, when he was upon the floor once before 
to-day, claimed that the republicans would not allow him to ps 
this report for consideration. These republicans are awful fellows. 
According to the gentleman, though they were in a decided minority 
in the last Congress, they had power enough to prevent the other 
side for two whole months from doing what they wanted to do. 
Heavens! if a minority is so powerful what would we do if we had 
a majority? 

This is the excuse that is made for not haying the report consid- 
ered and for not amending the law. Have you not every chance 
now under this proposed motion? Is not the way to amend the law 
open? I have before me the amendment which my friend from Mis- 
ast is going to move. Does it propose any change in the method 
of keeping accounts—any reform whatever? It is printed in the 
Recorp of last Saturday morog Now that you have every oppor; 
tunity, where is the revision of your code touching this Printing 
Office which you have been saying needed revisin I find it not 
upon the of the amendment. If you will read the amendment 
and read it intelligibly, read it in a few words, it would be: “ Re- 
solved, That Mr. Defrees be turned out; and resolved, That we elect 
one of our fellows to fill his place.” That is all there is init. If 
there can be stealing done under the law as it now exists, there ean 
be stealing done under the law as you propose to amend it. 

But, said my friend, the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLE- 
TON, ] the President appoints this officer; and we want a man elected 
by the House, so that we can hold him responsible to the House, and 
if he does not do right can turn him out. I thought my friend was 
not happy in that argument, because I recollect that during my short 
career in Congress, while the democratic party has had control of 
this House in two pa Rea tna being the third, there have been 
one of your journal clerks and two of your Doorkeepers, whom the 
President could not possibly appoint under the Constitution, whom 
you have had to muster out. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Certainly. i 

„Mr. SINGLETON , of Mississippi. We have been so busy following 
up the rascals of your party, members of the Cabinet and others, that 
we have not had time to look over our own House, The gentleman 
said a moment ago that in the reports on the subject of printing noth- 
ing was proposed to be done in regard to the Public Printer. Now. 
if T will turn back to the report made by Mr. Vance, he will find 
that we adopted a preamble and resolution directly condemning the 
Public Printer and asking the courts of the District of Columbia to 
take cognizance of the matter and punish him for his misdeeds in 
office. hat more could we do? 

Mr, CANNON, of Illinois. Was not the Public Printer impeach- 
able 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. You had as well go to his Satanic 
majesty with an impeachment against one of his imps as expect a 
ee Senate to sustain such a proceeding against one of its 
officers. [Laughter. 


Mr. CANNON, of ihinois. Ah, the gentleman, with his democratic 


House to sustain him, was called upon to place on record articles of, 


impeachment if this officer was guilty of any impeachable offense. 
r. SINGLETON, of N When we undertook to prefer 
articles of impeachment against Mr. Seward, who acknowledged his 


sin, you will recollect how you filibustered and prevented us from 


80. 

Mn CANNON, of Illinois. Oh, what foolishness for a man having 
a majority of nearly two-thirds of his party to support him to come 
in and say, “The minority filibustered and would not let us do it,” 
when you could depose the Speaker, when you could change the rul 
when you could do anything and overging that a majority wan 
todo! You can to-day change the rules; and do it if you want to. 
That excuse will not avail. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The gentleman “is not very 
happy in that argument. 
. CANNON, of Illinois. I do not yield. 


The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman from Illinois will give the 
Chair an intimation when he yields and when he does not yield, the 
Chair will protect him in his rights. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman said further, “we haye 
been giving so much attention to the Cabinet officers and to the 
thieves in the republican party we have not had time to look after 
the democratic thieves.” Well, when not looking after them in the 
House of Representatives, if you oan catch one journal clerk and two 
Doorkeepers in two short Congresses, what in the name of heaven 
would you do if 95 1 went at it for a steady business? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. We would put them out when- 
ever we found them to be doin 
which the gentleman has referred. 

Mr.C ON, of Illinois. Ever since Ihave been coming to Con 
a period of some six or seven years, I have been del and anced 
under almost by circulars, by letters, by papers, said to emanate from 
aman by the name of Rives who to print the Globe for Con- 

would not be able to swear where Rives lives; never saw 

im in my life, but have been told he roosts over about the Blue Rid 

whether in the district of the gentleman from West Virginia or fot 
I do not know, but it does not make any difference. I will tell you 
what I do know, that when I turn to the tables showing the facts I 
find this wonderful statement to be there: that for the last seven 
years under the contract system of printing for Congress, from 1853 
to 1860, inclusive, the cost of printing for Congress was $5,200,000; 
the number of pages 361,000; cost per page, $1.76; labor, $2.75 per 
day. Ifind for seven years prior to 1878, and including 1878, this same 
printing cost $4,370, over $800,000 less than it did in the seven 
years I speak of under the contract system. I find farther that there 
were 617,000 pages printed; that it cost seventy-five cents a page 
instead of $1.76. In other words, for the last seven years prior to the 
year 1878 you did over twice the public printing for $400,000 less money 
than you did it for the last seven years under the contract system, 
from 1853 to 1860. These are the facts and figures. I undertake to 
say it does not lie in the mouth of the other side with these facts star- 
toir Breer in the face to come here and talk about extravagance in the 
public rinting. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
one moment? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I prefer not to yield; but, however, I will. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Just one word. The gentleman 
must recollect that in the Forty-fifth Congress an offer was made and 
a bill was introduced from the Committee on Printing, of which I 
was chairman, proposing to reduce the panie printing $175,000, ac- 
cording to the estimates made by the Public Printer himself, and that 
when it was moved as an amendment Mr. Hale, on that side of the 
Honse, rose and objected to it as not bong in order, and it was ruled 
out, so we were thus prevented from saving that amount of money 
to the Treasury. The gentleman cannot have forgotten that. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I was busy while the gentleman was 
making his statement and did not catch the drift of it, and hence will 
not attempt to answer it. I apprehend, whatever may have been the 
facts about the matter, the gentlemen seeking to place a rider on an 
appropriation bill to have it dragged through by the appropriation 
bill, or to have it drag the appropriation through, it was properly 
objected to. I do not recollect about the circumstances, however, so 
I cannot state anything about it. Nor is it material. 

Before I leave this branch of the rigs eee I desire to say a word 
about the constitutional power of the House of Representatives to 
elect a Public Printer. It mhay be that the House has the power to 
elect an officer who shall do the printing for the House; but I call 
attention to the amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi. It 
proposed the House shall elect a Public Printer, and that Public Printer 
shall do the printing not oniy for the House but also for the Senate, 
and, in addition thereto, for all the Departments—the Army, the Navy, 
the Treasury Department, the Post-Office Department, including a 
blanks for ee ite and for the State Department—in fact, all the 
prinpog o every kind that is done for the Government. Now, he 
would do more work for the Departments tham ho would for the 
House, und, to my mind, he is clearly such an officer as the Constitu- 
tion contemplates should be appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate, as provided by the latter clause of section 2, 
article 2, of the Constitution, which is as follows: 

The President * * * shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and cen- 
suls, * * * and all other officers of the United States, &c. 

The gentleman from 5 his authority in tlie last 
elause of section 2, article 1, for this amendment, as follows: 

The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers. 

Now, if you can enact a law making a printer an officer of the 
House and empower him to do all the printing for the Governmen 
then the name of the officer determines the power of the House a 
not his duties; and in this way you could by law elect officers for the 
House of Representatives and call them officers of the House and 
empower them to do some service for the House, and in addition act 
as marshals, ambassadors, &c., thereby rendering utterly null the 
power of the President to appoint the officers of the United States. 


wrong, as we did in the cases to 
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My friend from Mississippi believes in a strict construction of the 

Constitution, and that is one of the cardinal doctrines of the demo- 

cratic p It is wonderful how the chance of lifting a hungry 

democrat into office liberalizes the minds of our friends in construing 
the Constitution. They should amend their platforms so as to favor 

a strict construction of the Constitution, except when there is a chance 

to get office by a liberal construction thereof. 

. Chairman, I now proceed to the other clause in this appropria- 
tion bill which elicits discussion. It is as follows: 

For payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and their gen- 
eral deputies earned daring the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, $600,000. 

This appropriation is necessary on account of the refusal of the de- 
mocracy to appropria for these officers at the extra or special ses- 
sion, and they have been performing their duty since the Ist of July 
last without compensation. You will observe that the bill does not 
appropriate for special deputy a class of officers provided 
for by general law whose duty it is to assist in keeping the peace and 
to sustain the supervisors in preventing frauds at the election of mem- 
bers of Con, under certain conditions and restrictions; and, to 
use the words of the gentleman from Ohio in charge of this bill, “it,” 
speaking of the Committee of Appro riations, “has failed or refused 
to appropriate any sum for special deputies.’ 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MOMAHON] in charge of the bill, 
ae for his , admits that the Supreme Court has —_ 

ided that — nited States open laws 55 ere pre sc 

rovide for the appointment an yment of these speci eputy 
e and then says “that, although that court has decided the 
constitutionality of the law, when we come as legislators to appro- 
priate money, it is our duty to say: “Is this law constitutional ; or, if 
constitutional, isit a good law, and are we bound to appropriate money 
for it?” The gentleman also announces the willingness of his party 
to assume the responsibility of refusing to appropriate money to carry 
piepe eee ibe, £ the special d hals alread. 
to ent for the service of the s eputy mars y 
pecfonued the gentleman cites section 3679 of the Revised Statutes, 
which provides— 

That no Department of the Government shall expend in any fiscal any sum 
in excess of app ons, or involve the Government in any — for the 
future payment of money in excess of appropriations— 
and says this section prohibits the creation of any claim against the 
United States for service of special deputy marshals at congressional 
elections, unless the money is appropriated prior to such service. 

In reply I have to say this same ent would deny the claim of 
3 and their general deputies for compensation, unless money 
is nem abe y re prior to the ormance of services by them. Section 
780, Revised Statutes, provides that the marshal “ may appoint general 
deputy marshals,” while section 2021, Revised Statutes, provides “ when- 
ever an election at which Representatives in Congress are to be chosen 
is held,” &c., “the marshal, on application of two citizens, shall ap- 
point special deputy marshals, whose duty shall be,” &c. Observe, 
the power to appoint general deputies is permissive, while the com- 
mand to appoint special ä is mandatory. Let we are told by 
the gentleman from Ohio that we are bound to pay for the service of 
the general deputies, and that the services of the ial deputies are 
no claim against the United States, I will state, however, that sec- 
tion 3679 of Revised Statutes does not apply to the services of either 
genea) or special deputies. Neither of them are appointed by any 

partment of the Government, and do not come in the scope of the 
section 3679. Section 2022 provides that the marshal and his general 
and special deputies shall kop the peace, &c., at a congressional elec- 
tion, while section 2031 provides the pay of special deputies shall be 
$5 per day, while section 5521 provides that special deputy marshals 
for failure or refusal to perform their duties shall be subject to fine 
and imprisonment therefor. 

The law is their warrant, and while that law remains unrepealed 
there is no pore in the Government that can interfere with the per- 
formance of their duties, and the United States is bound for their 

yment; and this bill should be so amended as to pay all special 

eputy marshals for services heretofore performed. 

: . Chairman, I now desire to inquire as to the animus of the dem- 
ocratic in refusing to appropriate money to enforce these laws. 
These laws have been in force since 1871. They are laws of the United 
States, under which, in elections for members of Congress, the powers 
of the United States can be invoked to secure a fair election. With- 
out these laws, in the eee of the most important act affect- 
ing the interests of the United States, the Uni States would be 
wholly dependent upon the State laws. They were enacted under 
the leadership of the republican party. To secure their repeal the 
democracy forced the extra session. To the same end you proposed 
to withhold the necessary supplies to support the Government unless 
the President would assent to their repeal. Failing in the coercion 
of the President, you then appealed to the country, and in the elec- 
tions last fall were rebuked by the people. You denied the constitu- 
Sabai of these laws. The Supreme Court held them to be consti- 
tutional. Defeated by the 8 and set down on by the Supreme 
Court, you announce through your leaders that your refusal to vote 
money to enforce these laws nullifies them, and then declare you will 
not vote the money. 

In other words you cannot repeal the law without the approval of 
the President. But the House and Senate or either of them can re- 


Ne el re ee ee N EEEL rn SE A le JEN Rd er ee ee 


fuse to a and the law stands a dead letter on the statute- 
k, and then you ask the republicans and the people “ What are you 
going to do about it?” 
these laws are fairly executed, and each freeman could deposit 
his ballot without intimidation and have it counted, you could not 
carry a solid South, and without a solid South you cannot elect a 
President. 

The same is true as to New York. So by the proposed nullification 
of these laws you think you have nothing to lose and you may gain. 

The cardinal doctrine of the ruling element in your party was and in 
spirit still is that the States may nullify a Federal law. 

Secondly. That a State could secede at pleasure and thereby destroy 
the United States Government. 

Thirdly. That the Federal Government was and is a mere creature of 
ow. without power to protect its citizens at home or perpetuate 
itself. 

I grant you honesty of conviction and bravery in defense of those 
convictions. This only renders the situation more grave and perilous. 

You were overcome bat not convinced. 

As the needle to the pole, so are you to your convictions when given 
power. For these doctrines you brought on the war, robbing the 
cradle and the grave, as you yourselves ress it, in their defense. 
For these doctrines you opposed reconstruction. For these doctrines 
yon perce? the constitutional amendments as a party both North 
an uth. 

Is there a man to-day who indorsed those doctrines and fought for 
them on the other side of the House that is willing to rise in his place 
and say that his convictions touching them are changed? For 
these doctrines you keep the South solid. For them thus you bulldoze 
and assassinate and proscribe and persecute. You glorify tissue bal- 
lots and clothe your magnificent manhood, which the world admired 
even in the defense of an unjust cause, in the garments of fraud and 
deceit. For them you commit frauds in New York, and sought to 
revolutionize Maine. And now under the lead of my supple coll 
Mr. SPRINGER, of Illinois, chairman of the Committee on Elections, 
you are ready to set the voice of the ple at naught, and unseat 
‘WASHBURN of Minnesota, and seat his opponent, and ORTH of In- 
diana, and seat his opponent, and all that you may secure the votes 
of Minnesota and Indiana in the election of a President, in the event 
there is no election by the people, or if it suits your purpose not to 
count the electoral vote of a part of the States. You are ready te 
dare all things to come into ion of the Government. 

The nullification of the Federal election laws is boldly avowed on 
this floor before the ink is hardly dry upon the record of the highest 
court in the land announcing their constitutionality, and all this to 
enable you to march over the highway of fraud to success. I have 
no hatred toward individual democrats. I would not wantonly 
wound the feelings of any man North or South; but I would protect 
every citizen everywhere in all his rights, including that highest of 
all privileges, the right to a free and untrameled ballot and the right 
to have it counted. And when I seea t party deliberately refus- 
ing to enforce the law to insure a free ballot, I should be recreant if 
I did not cry aloud and spare not. 

In conclusion I have to say the country views with alarm the pros- 
pect of the democratic party obtaining full control of the Govern- 
ment. From the very make-up of that party it cannot be trusted to 
guard and protect the results of the last twenty years, 5 under 
the lead of the republican party. Given the power, it would nullify 
the results of the war and make the Federal Government what it was 
twenty years a mere thing without power to protect its citizens 
at home, and without force to perpetuate itself. 

The spirit of the democratic party has its home not in the South 
alone, but as well in the North. It makes no difference whether it is 
the descendant of the Cavalier under the burning sun of the South, 
or the Puritan among the snow and ice of the North, the spirit of your 
party everywhere exerts the same fell influence upon men; under its 

ead fraud and force go hand in hand together to defeat the will of 
the majority. Republicans, the contest is upon us. It has already 
commenced; the notice in this debate and the action of the opposi- 
tion upon this bill is a part of the contest. The fraits of the war 
and the pro made by the country under the theories and practice 
of the republican party are at stake. Let us acquit ourselves with 
energy and fidelity to principle and party. Let all minor differences 
as to who shall lead be accommodated. The majority in this asin all 
other cases should control. Victory waits upon us if we are worthy 
to receive her. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BaKER,] my col- 
l e on the Committee on Appropriations. 

r. SPARKS. Will my colleague allow me to ask him what all ef 
that has to do with this appropriation bill? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman; it will 
take but a minute, and I hope it will not come ont of the time of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Baker.] In this bill is an appropri- 
ation to pay marshals and general deputy marshals only. And year 
leader from the Committee on Appropriations opened the debate upon 
this bill by giving notice that your side of the House would not sub- 
mit to an amendment to 3 money to enforce the election 
laws, Supreme Court or no Supreme Court. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BAKER. I cannot yield further. 


1612 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marca 16, 


Mr. SPARKS. My colleague discussed the election contest of Don- 
nelly against Wash What has that to do with this bill? 
Mr. R. I cannot yield further. I believe since I came into 


Congress there have been some eighty-four investigating committees 
organized by the party in the majority here. Of these eighty-four 
committees, two have been trying during five years to crib, ra 
the condition of the Public Printing Office. We are now in the last 
year of the presidential term of the present incumbent, and another 
presidential election is just at hand. Failing to find anything as the 
result of five years of investigation that would justify the turning ont 
of the Public Printer, and conscious of the fact (because I take it it 
is an admission of that consciousness) that they will be unable either 
to come into the Forty-seventh Congress with a majority or to elect 
a President through whose acts they could obtain the control of the 
Publie Printing establishment, they now try in this Congress, for the 
sole purpose of obtaining spoils which they despair of being able to 
obtain by the consent of the people to be expressed at the ballot-box 
next fall—we find the democratic party without a single valid rea- 
son which has been established, urging the decapitation of the Pub- 
lic Printer and the election of a democratin his place, for the sole and 
only purpose of giving some pickings to the hüngry horde of political 
bummers and camp-followers who have come up here from all over the 
country and are besieging our democratic friends on the other side of 
the Chamber to give them place and position. As was stated the other 
day by the 3 from Cincinnati, [Mr. BUTTERWORTH, ] and I 
was not surprised at it because he stated the truth, the democratic 
party is “an embodied hunger and an organized appetite.” We must 
expect that wherever by fair means or foul they can get hold of any 
ofiicial position that will give them some public plunder their hands 
will be reached out for that purpose. 

It is not my purpose, however, to spend any time in the discussion 
of that matter. I come now to the second obnoxions feature of this 
bill, and on that I propose to submit some remarks. 

Mr. Chairman, the item in this bill for the deficiency for pay of 
marshals looks to the nullification of the whole body of laws relating 
to the supervision of national elections, by a willful refusal to appro- 
priate any money for their enforcement. It seeks to assassinate the 
whole of the election laws by a political rider. It provides only for 
the payment of marshals and their general deputies. It is thus 
worded to prevent the payment of any special deputy marshals for 
election purposes. With more courage at the extra session the at- 
tempt was openly made to repeal these laws on the ground that they 
were unconstitutional and were measures born of the hates of the 
war. The country was informed that they were grievances of so in- 
tolerable a nature that supplies necessary to the existence of the 
Government should be withheld until an unwilling Executive should 
assent to bills for their repeal. So impatient was the hot haste that 
it was declared that “he who dallies is a dastard and he who doubts 
is damned.” Now it is sought to so frame an appropriation bill that 
special deputy marshals employed in the execution of the election 
laws shall be denied their fees for services which they have per- 
formed. If a special deputy marshal having a warrant arrests a 
criminal at the polls on election day charged with a violation of a 
national statute touching elections he is denied his lawful fees. Why 
this attempt to nullify the law by refusing to vote money to enforce 
it? It is far more courageous and manly to fight openly to repeal an 
obnoxious law than to seek covertly to nullify it by refusing to vote 
an appropriation. Gentlemen mistake the understanding and tem- 
per of the American people who think that nullification is more tol- 
erable than open resistance. The country will not be deceived. It 
will attribute your abandonment of open resistance to cowardice, 
and not to a conviction that your policy was wrong and sprang from 
bad partisan motives. It will attribute the withdrawal of your steer- 
ing committee from public sight to the sinister p of misleading 
the people as to the mischievous objects you have in view. 

It is sought to justify this nullification of the election laws upon 
two grounds: first, because Congress does not possess the constitu- 
tional power to legislate for the supervision of the election of Repre- 
sentatives; second, because if Congress does possess such power no 
necessity exists for such legislation. I shall only speak on the first 

uestion. That Congress ought to possess such power is manifest 

m the consideration that the ple in each district have a direct 
and immediate interest that there shall be a free and fair election in 
every other district in the United States. Every member here ina 
measure represents and makes law for the whole country. It there- 
fore concerns every citizen that no member shall sit here and engage 
in laying taxes and shaping the future of this Republic who is not 
chosen by a pure and peaceable ballot. It would be a serious, if not 
a fatal, defect in our system if the General Government had no power 
to guarantee and protect the purity of our representation. 

Since the Supreme Court has affirmed the constitutionality of these 
laws it is sought by the democratic press to poison the public mind 
by the claim that the decision is partisan; that it is contrary to the 
doctrine of the framers of the Constitution; and that it inangurates 
a new and dangerous policy looking to the overthrow of the just pow- 


ers of the States. In these insidious assaults upon the just authority 
of the judgment of the court the democracy follows the policy whic 

it has pursued, both on the battle-field and in the forum, to destroy 
the nationality of the Government of the United States. It will be 
my purpose to show that the Constitution, as it came from the hands 


of its framers, gives to Congress full and complete power over the 
ap of the election of Representatives in ee prod In doing this 
I rely largely on the 5 opinions of those who framed 
and procured the adoption of the Constitution. 

It has been argued that the legislation embodied in the Revised 
Statutes touching elections is unconstitutional on two grounds: first, 
because the Constitution does not prescribe the qualifications of elec- 
tors, and hence that there are no national voters; and, second, be- 
cause Congress has not the constitutional power to establish a system 
for the conduct of elections for Representatives. It must be conceded 
that if Congress has the power to make or alter all the regulations touch- 
ing congressional elections, it must have the power to enact these pro- 
visions of the statute in controversy, as the greater includes the hy 
It will be my purpose to show that Congress possesses the power, 
whenever it chooses to exertit, to provide an entire electoral system 
for Representatives. 

Under the Articles of Confederation the States had sole jurisdiction 
over the 8 of Representatives. They had the power, which 
was exerted by one of the States, to refuse to send Representatives to 
the Continental Congress. This was one of the seeds of dissolution 
existing under the confederacy which the framers of the Constitution 
undertook toremove. They undertook to form a more perfect Union, 
to establish a government of the people having within itself the 
power to perpetuate its own existence. They provided for the choice 
of Representatives by the people every two years, and prescribed who 
should be eligible as electors. The Constitution provides in article 
1, section 2: 

The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every second 


year by the people of the several States, and the electors in each State shall have 
the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the State 


This provision fixes definitely who are electors, and their quali- 
fications. The several States have prescribed the qualifications of 
electors for the most numerous branch of their State Legislatures. 
They have thus invested certain persons with the right of suffrage for 
certain State purposes, while this right is denied to the residue of the 
people. But being made voters for State purposes, the Federal Con- 
stitution expressly invests them with other electoral rights of a na- 
tional character, namely, the right to vote for Federal Representa- 
tives. Now, if the persons who are made voters by State constitations 
and laws the right by being voters in the State to vote for 
Representatives in Congress, then the framers of the Constitution are 
chargeable with folly in prescribing who should be electors for Rep- 
resentatives. If the fathers had not thought this provision of the 
Constitution conferred some new and additional right, what folly to 
place it in the Constitution. That the framers of the Constitution 
considered it important to provide who should be voters for Repre- 
sentatives in Congress is apparent from the language employed in 
No. LII of the Federalist: 


The definition of the right of suffrage is very justly regarded as a fundamental 


article of republican government. It was incumbent on the convention, therefore, 
to define and estabiish this right in the Constitution. To have left it open for the 
occasional tion of Congress would have been improper for the reason just 
mentioned. To have submitted it to the legislative discretion of the States would 


have been improper for the same reason, that it would have rendered too depend- 
ent on the State governments that branch of the Federal Government which ought 
to be dependent on the people alone. 

Of what use would it be to “ define and establish the right of suf- 
frage“ if Congress cannot protect the voter in its enjoyment ? 

The Federal Constitution having secured to the electors in the sev- 
eral States the right to vote for Representatives, Congress must have 
the power to guarantee and protect this right. The States are not re- 

nired to enact laws and provide tribunals to enforce the rights con- 
erred by and existing only under the Federal Constitution. The 
State governments are provided to protect and enforce State rights ; 
while the Federal Government is established to protect national 
rights. But if it was a duty incumbent on the States to guarantee 
to each of its citizens the enjoyment of every right conferred by the 
Federal Constitution, still Congress would possess no method of com- 
pelling the States to secure this constitutional right to vote against 
denial or abridgment. It is contrary to sound principle to remit to 
the States the protection and enforcement of rights conferred by the 
Federal Constitution. It was upon this very rock that the Articles 
of Confederation so nearly made shipwreck of the Union. And not- 
withstanding the perils and solemn warnings of the past, the State- 
rights democrats of to-day would impel the nation on the same fatal 
rock. If Congress cannot guarantee and protect the citizen in the 
free and peaceable enjoyment of his constitutional right to vote, then 
the right is a mere glittering generality, dependent for its enjoyment 
upon the interests or passions of the party leaders controlling the 
States. Such is the modern doctrine of State rights—a doctrine 
which strikes a fatal blow at the powerand supremacy of the nation. 
When the people of this country consent to surrender to the States. 
the enforcement and protection of rights secured to them by the Fed- 
eral Constitution, the dissolution of the Union cannot be long post- 
poned. Those lately engaged in armed rebellion and their sympa- 
thizers are now employing the delusive cry of centralization to blind 
the people to the fatal tendency of the new State-rights conspiracy, 
The triumph of these doctrines under the specious guise of State 
rights and iosal self-government would be fatal alike to liberty and 
union. But the power of Congress to enact laws to protect and guar- 
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ayen the rights secured by the Constitution is delegated to it ex- 
pressly. 

The Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be necessary and 

r for carrying into eee pregi eiie and all other powers vested 
is Constitution in the Government of the United States, or in any department 
or oficer thereof. 

These are not the only provisions of the Constitution conferring 
upon Congress the power to tee and protect the citizen in his 
right to vote for Representatives. The first clause of section 4, arti- 
cle 1, of the Constitution confers this power. We copy it: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators anl Representa- 
tives shall be preseribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the Con- 
gress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except as to the places 
of choosing Senators. 

It has been strenuously argued that Congress cannot make or alter 
the regulations touching the times, places, and manner of conducting 
elections unless the States fail or refuse to make appropriate regula- 
tions therefor. This claim is shown to be indispensable both by the 
debates in convention on this clause of the Constitution and by the 
express language of the clause itself. The words “ Congress may at 
any time by law make or alter 8 ” touching the conduct of 
elections for Representatives are clear and comprehensive to ad- 
mit of doubt or debate. The power may be asserted by Congress at 
any time. Doubtless it was not contemplated that the power would 
be exerted by Congress unless an emergency arose which seemed to 
demandit. But Congress alone was made the judge at the time when 
and the extent to which it would legislate on this subject—whether 
it would provide exclusively for the election of Representatives, or 
exert only a portion of its power, leaving to the States a partial con- 
trol of the elections. 

It has been argued, too, that this clause of the Constitution does 
not confer upon Congress the power to enact a system of election 
laws to protect and guarantee to the citizen his right to vote and to 

rovide the requisite officers and machinery to conduct the elections. 
By a specious process of reasoning it is sought to prove that if Con- 
gress can by its officers conduct elections for Representatives and 
protect and guarantee to the voter his right of suffrage, that Congress 
could also appoint officers to supervise the election of Senators by 
the State Legislatures. It is claimed that Congress could not provide 
officers to supervise the election of Senators, and that, by a parity of 
reasoning, it cannot provide for the supervision and conduct of the 
election of Representatives. There n owever, 80 little in common 
between an election by the people and by a legislative body that the 
same methods cannot 3 to each. The people cannot of their 
own authority hold an election; a legislative body can. Officers 
must be APO sro places prescribed, voting precincts estab- 
lished, boxes for ‘ots, poll-books, tally-sheets, returns, &c., pro- 
vided before the people can participate in an election. The election 
officers must be clotbed with power to pass on the qualifications of 
electors, as the body of the people have no power to do so. So also 
officers must be provided to protect the voters and the ballots. With- 
out these and other thin ere Panel in advance by the Govern- 
ment the people can hold no lawful election. But a State Legislature 
is a corporate body, having as an inseparable incident to its existence 
the exclusive power to determine who are its members and entitled 
to vote, and also to determine the methods of its own procedure. 
It possesses within itself and as a part of itsown organism the means 
to protect itself against violence and fraud. It has as a part of its 
organism its own officers to receive, count, and declare its vote. If 
Congress should N a Legislature of its officers and substitute 
strangers in their place, it would cease to be an organized Legisla- 
ture. 

These considerations would seem to establish the conclusion that 
the constitutional provision, when applied to the election of Sena- 
tors, does not and cannot have the same scope as when appir to the 
election of Representatives by the people. The scope of meaning to 
be given to a phrase or clause generally depends on the subject-mat- 
ter to which it relates. As applied to the election of both Senators 
and Representatives, this clause of the Constitution was manifestly 
intended to confer on Con so much power as was needful to en- 
able it to provide for the election of Senators by the Legislature and 
of Representatives by the people. As it would destroy a Legislature 
to permit any other person or body than itself to determine who were 
to te its members or officers, it cannot be fairly argued that this clause 
of the Constitution confers any such power. It is alike fallacious to 
so construe this clause on the one hand as to enable Congress to de- 
stroy the State Legislatures, or to so construe it on the other hand as 
to deny to Congress the power to provide for an election by the people. 
Without spending further time on this line of discussion, I return to 
the real question, namely: Does this clause of the Constitution confer 
upon Congress the power to protect and enforce the right of the 
electors to vote for Representatives and to provide all the officers 
and appliances necessary to the full and complete enjoyment of this 
right? It seems plain that it was intended to confer on Congress the 
same power over the subject of elections as the States have. Such 
seems to me to be the obvious memon of the provision. And that 
this is the true meaning is susceptible of proof in a variety of 


ways. 
y One of the mischiefs under the Articles of Confederation was that 
the States alone had the power to appoint Representatives in Con- 


It was the avowed purpose of the framers of the Constitution 

to remedy this mischief by withdrawing this power from the States. 
2. It is contrary to all sound policy to create a system of govern- 
ment and deny it the power to preserve its existence, or to make its 
existence depend upon the pleasure of its members. No government 
can safely intrust the sole power of choosing its officers to another and 


perhaps hostile government. Ishould long hesitate to attribute such 
folly to the wise and far-seeing men who laid the broad foundations 
of the Republic. 

3. The testimony of the fathers on this subject is abundant and 
uniform. It all conduces to prove that they meant to clothe Congress 
with complete power over the whole subject of congressional elec- 
tions. Madison, Hamilton, and Jay, all great names, certainly equal 
in learning and solidity of judgment to the State-rights politicians 
now in Congress, and having participated in framing the Constitu- 
tion, knowing its intent and meaning better, all agree that the Con- 
stitution does invest Congress with complete power over this subject. 
The necessity and propriety of so doing is discussed in a powerful and 
luminous manner in No. LIX of the Federalist. 

I proceed to make some extracts therefrom: 

I am tly mistaken if there be any article in the whole plan more completel 
defensible than this. Its Lhe sine rests upon the evidence of this plain 5 
. every government ought to contain in itself the means of its own pres- 
00 

Again in the same number it is said: 


Nothing can be more evident than that an exclusive power of regulating elections 
for the National Government in the hands of the State would leave 
the existence of the Union at their mercy. They could at any moment annihilate 
it by neglecting to provide for the choice of persons to adminteter its alla 


Again in the same number it is said: 

If the State Legislatures were to be invested with an exclusive power of 5 
ing these elections, phon? period of making them would be a delicate crisis in the 
national situation, which might issue in a dissolution of the Union, if the leaders 
of a few of the most influential States should have entered into a previous conspir- 
acy to prevent an election. 

The framers of the Constitution believed that they were giving 
Congress the power to provide for national elections when “ the States 
should neglect to provide for the election of s to administer its 
affairs” or when “the leaders of a few influential States had con- 
spired to prevent an election.” Neither neglect nor treason and con- 
spiracy of the leaders of the States to prevent the election of persons 
ee page sy: affairs can subira the anonn oe 

Because Congress possesses the power, to quote the language 
of the Federalist, “ to provide for the choice of persons to administer 
its (the nahone affairs.” The State-rights doctrine is that the 
States, and not the nation, possess this exclusive power. Such was 
not the doctrine of the fathers of the Republic. ts have been 
made that supplies should not be voted unless the nation surrendered 
this great power without which the wise and patriotic men who 
formed the Constitution declared that “the existence of the Union 
would be entirely at the mercy of the States.” The success of this 
doctrine means peaceable secession. It is fraught with more dan 
than the recent attempt to shoot the nation to death. War per be 
at the nation’s life in open day. No man can be deceived as to its 
meaning and purpose. Not so with the attempt to destroy the nation- 
ality of the Republic. The false and brazen clamor that the repub- 
licans favor centralization, Ctsarism, and an empire, while the de- 
mocracy seek only local self-government, may deceive and mislead 
some credulous but patriotic citizens. It will not deceive enough to 
enable its enemies to destroy the nation. This State-rights doctrine 


isa d y poison, which, if it should ne i the Constitution, 
would paralyze its powers and leave the Union to perish. This new 
conspiracy is more rous, because it is more insidious, than the 


n 

treason and rebellion of 186 By a different method it seeks the 
same object, namely, to prostrate the nation at the feet of the States. 
I warn the country inst this 83 dogma and against the 
men who uphold it. It is the last refuge from which the enemies of 
the Republic seek to annihilate the nation by sapping the foundation 
of its power. 

A part of this conspiracy is the retention in the new code of rules 
of the power to put political riders on appropriation bills. The claim 
that this power is necessary in the interest of economy is shown to 
be a false pretense by the contest which went on for days to defeat 
any modification of the rules which would limit the right to chan 
existing laws except as to amounts of money only. You still reta 
the power to coerce the Executive to approve obnoxious laws by plac- 
ing them in appropriation bills. You still retain the power to de- 
grade both the Senate and the Executive, as co-ordinate branches of 
the law-making power, by 3 appropriations except upon the 
condition of their agreeing to such provisions as you see fit to place 
upon appropriation bills. Your denial of power in the nation to pro- 
tect the citizen in his rights as a voter at national elections, and your 
assertion of power to coerce the Executive under penalty of starving 
the Government to death, are simply new forms of the old treason 
which plunged the nation into the red sea of war. 

I shall conclude what I have to say by quoting the opinionsof the 
great and patriotic men whose matchless wisdom laid the foundations 
of the Republic. These opinions will, with their calm and sagacious 
reasons, overthrow the wicked dogmas of the modern democracy as 
to the power of the nation to control the election of members of 


Congress. 
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In the Virginia cenvention for ratifying the Constitution, on the 
13th of June, 1788, the following occurred : 


Mr. Monroe wished that the honorable gentleman who had been in the Federal 
convention would give information respecting the clause concerning elections. He 
wished to know why Congress had the ultimate control over the time, Ne and 
manner of elections of Representatives, and the time and manner of that of Senators ; 
and also why there was an exception as to the place of electing Senators. 

Mr. Madison said: Mr. Chairman, the reason of the exception was that if Con- 

should fix the place of choosing the Senators it might compel the State Legis- 
1 to clect them in a different place from that ot their usual sessions, which 
would produce some inconvenience and was not necessary for the objectof regulat- 
ing the elections. But it was necessary to give the General Government a control 
over the time and manner of choosing the Senators to prevent its own dissolution. 
With pad ye to the other point, it was thougbt that the regulation of the time, 
place, and manner of electing Representatives should be uniform throughout the 
continent. Some States t roine the elections on the principles of equality, 
pe Ny migas regulate them otherwise. 
ve 

nally in some States, T. South Carolina, which has a representation of 
thirty members. Sho 
right of 
ernment. 
tion of 


rage, it was 
t was foun 


Rae to the State governments, as being best ac- 
o people, subject to the control of the Gov- 


maraon ca 
ular regulations should be submitted to the former and the general regula- 
the G 


In the debate in the national convention on the 9th of August, 
1787, when the question of the method of electing Representatives 
in Congress was under consideration, the following occurred: 


Mr. Madison and Mr. Gouverneur Morris moved to strike gut!“ each House“ 
and to insert the House of Representatives; the right of the Legislatures to 
regulate the times and places, &c., in the election of Senators being involved in 
the right of appointing them ; which was disagreed to. 

A division of the question being called for, it was taken on the first part down 
te but their provisions concerning,“ Ke. The first part was agreed to nem. con. 

Mr. Pinckney and Mr. Rutledge moved to strike out the Senos barks namely, 
but their provisions concerning them may at any time be altered by the legisla- 
tare of the United States.” The States they contended could and must be relied 
on in such cases. 

Mr. GORHAM., It would be as improper to take this power from the National 
Legislature as to restrain the British Parliament from regulating the circumstances 
of elections, . this business to the counties themselves. 

Mr. Manison. The necessity of a general government supposes, that the State 
Legislatures will sometimes fail or refuse to consult the common interest at the 
9 — of their local convenience or prejudices, The policy of referring the ap- 
pointment of the House of gy eee to the people and not to the Legi: 
hat the result will be somewhat influenced by the 


States ought not to have uncontrolled right of regulating the time, pao and 
manner o wae all a 
might be made of the discretionary power. Whether the electors should vote by 


bee in the Legislatures of 
uce like inequality in their representation in the 
Legislature, as it was presumable that the counties having the power in 
the former case would secure it to themselves in the latter. danger could 
there be in giving a controlling power to the National Legislature? Of whom was 
it to consist? First, of a Senate to be chosen by the State Legislatures. If the 
latter, therefore, could be trusted, their Representatives could not be dangerous. 
Secondly, of Representatives elected by the same people who elect the State Legis- 
latures. Surely, then, if confidence is due to the latter, it must be due to the 
former. It sceined as imp in principle, though it might be less inconvenient in 
ice, to give to the State islatures this great authority over the election of the 
3 of the people in the General Legislature, as it would be to give to the lat- 

ter the like power over the election of their Representatives in the State z 
Mr. KNa. Jf this power be not given to the National i. e, right of 
judging of the returns of their members may be frustrated. A saen ae been 
suggested of its being abused by them. ate M this scheme of erecting the General 
Government on the State Legislatures has been fatal to the Federat ishment, it 

would seem as if many gentlemen still foster the dangerous idea, 

Mr. Gouverneur Morris observed that the States might make false returns and 
then make no provision for new ions." i 

Mr. Sherman did not know but it might be best to retain the clause, though he 
had himself suflicient confidence in the State Legislatures. 

The motion of Mr. Pinckney and Mr. Rutledge did not prevail, The word “ re- 

tively ” was inserted after the word “ State.” 

On the motion of Mr. Read, the word their“ was struck out and“ in 
such cases inserted in place of provisions concerning them ;” the clause then 
read, but regulations in each of the foregoing cases may, at any time, be made 
or altered by the Legislature of the United States.” This was meant to give the 
National Legislature a power not only to alter the provisions of the States, but to 
make regulations in case the States should fail or refuse altogether. Article 6, sec- 
tion 1, as thus amended—being now section 4 of article 1—was agreed to nem. con. 


On the 2ist of August, 1789, the constitutional amendments being 
under consideration in the House of Representatives, Mr. Burke, of 
South Carolina, said : 

I move you, sir, to add to the articles of amendment the following: 


„Con shall not alter, modify, or interfere in the times, places, or manner 
of 8 of Senators „ os 8 any State shall 


refuse or neglect or be unable by invasion or rebellion to make election. 
Mr. Ames said he thought this one of the most justifiable of all the powers of 
Saers. It was essential to a body representing the whole community they 
have power to . their own elections, in order to segure a ta- 
tion from every part and prevent any improper regulations calculated to answer 


party only. It is a solecism in politics to let others judge for them, and is a 
epartare from the 9 upon which the Constitution was 9 

t. MADISON, If amendment had been p 
mittee of the Whole or separately in the House, 
discussion of it; but L cannot agree to delay the amendments now agreed 


entering into the consideration of propositions not likely to obtain the consent of 


Faye yay NS Sh yer pelt icp gore gy the whole, 2 
ave some o upon am 
inclined to think the Constitution stands very as it is. 

Mr. Smith, of South Carolina, said he hoped it would be agreed to; that eight 
States had expressed their desires on this head, and all of them wished the General 
Government to relinquish their control over the elections. The eight States he alluded 
to were New Ham usetts, New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, North Caro! and South Carolina. 

Mr. Carroll denied that Maryland had expressed the desire attributed to her. 

Mr. Frrzstmuoxs. The remark was not just as it lvania. 

Mr. Sedgwick, of Massachusetts, m 
to Congress to alter the times, manner, and paces ding ons, 
the States made improper ones; for as much jary migbt result to the Union from 
improper regulations as from the neglect or to make any. It is as much to 
be apprehended that the States may abuse their powers as the United States 
may make an improper use of theirs. 

r. Ames said that inadequate regulations were equally injurious as having nene, 
and that such an amendment as was now proposed would alter the Constitution. 
It would vest the supreme authority in places where it was never contemplated. 

Mr. Sherman observed that the convention were very unanimous in passing this 
clause; that it was an important provision, and if it was resigned it would tend to 
subvert the Government. 

Mr. Madison was willing to make every amendment that was required by the 
States which did not tend to destroy the principles and the efficacy of the Consti- 
tution; he conceived oet the proposed amendment would have that tendency ; he 

t. 


was therefore o to 

Mr. Tucker objected to Mr. ck’s motion of amendment, because it had a 
tendency to defeat the object of the proposition brought forward by his colleague, 
(Mr. Burke.) The General Government would be the judge of inadequate or improper 
regulations; of consequence they might henry ba in any or every law which the States 
might pass on that subject. He wished that the State Legislatures might be left to them- 
selves to perform everything they were competent to without the gui af Congress. 

Mr. hue hoped the amendment never would obtain, Rather than this 
amendment should take effect he would vote against all that had been agreed to, 
His greatest apprehensions were that the State governments would oppose and thwart 
the general one to such a degree as finally to overturn it. Now, to guard inst this 
evil, he wished the Federal Government to possess every power necessary to its exist- 


ence, 

Mr. Burke. I believe that many of those gentlemen who agreed to the ratifica- 
tion without amendments did it from principles of patriotism, but they knew at 
the same time that they parted with their liberties; yet they had such reliance on 
the virtue of a future Congress that they did not hesitate, expecting that they 
would be restored to them unimpaired as soon as the Government commenced its 
operations conformably to what was mutually understood at the sealing and deliv- 
ering up of those instruments. It has been supposed that there is no danger to be 
1 from the General Government of an invasion of the rights of election. 

will remind gentlemen of an instance in the government of Holland. The pa- 
triots in that country fought no less strennously for that prize than the people of 
America; K oe) by giving to the States general powers not unlike those in this Con- 
stitution, their 1 of representation was abolished. That they once 
it is certain, and that they made as much talk about its importance as we do; but 
now the right has ceased. All vacancies are filled by the men nel ade It is our 
duty, therefore, to prevent our liberties from being fooled away in a similar man- 


ner. 

Mr. Madison observed that it was the state governments in the seven united 

rovinces which had assumed to themselves the power of filling vacancies, and not 

e general government ; therefore the gentleman’s application did not hold. 

T mien coy on Mr. Sedgwick’s motion for 2 Mr. Burke's 8 
was lost. A vote was taken on Mr. Burke's motion by yeas and nays, ch was 
yi bead 23, nays 28.— Annals of Congress, vol. 1, pages 768 to 772, August 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I now yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WARD. 

Mr. WARD. I rise simply for the purpose of replying by facts and 
figures to what I consider the erroneous statements made the other 
day by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Fintey,] and especially with ref- 
erence to one or two items in his statement in which he made any 
approach whatever to specific charges in this controv: about the 
Government Printing Office. The result of all the ing that has 
been made, the result of every investigation, has been to show that 
the particular public officers who at this time are under fire, to wit, 
the Public Printer and the foreman of the bindery, Mr. Roberts, 
have not only not been found guilty of Ne of duty or 
departure from the strict line of rectitude in the administration of 
their respective offices, but they have displayed a prudence and an 
economy and a business tact in the administration of the affairs of 
that vast establishment which entitles them, instead of partisan crit- 
icism and scandal in this House, to the commendation and respect of 
the Representatives of the people. I say this because I find that in 
the only two instances in which anything like figures or facts are 
given, the charges against them have been totally 3 

I will not now stop to allude to the charge against Mr. Roberts in 
regard to purchases of paper. Thatcharge has been sufficiently met 
by my friend from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY,] and besides I have 
not time. 

I come now to the matter of the wire-sewing machine, because I 
know where they are manufactured. The party who is at the head 
of that concern resides in my district; the store where they are sold 
is in the district of my colleague, [Mr. O'NEILL, j and the factory 
where they are made is also in his district. I say that in the pur- 
chase of these wire-sewing machines the Public Printer displayed a 
regard for the public interest and economy in the public service the 
absence of which would have shown him to be untit for the position 
which he holds. 

Now, what are the facts? The Public Printer's report, issued De- 
cember 19, 1878, and covering the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, 
explains clearly the reasons for the introduction of the wire book- 
sewing machines. On page 15 it states as follows: 

Nine book-sewing machines have also been put in operation, by which books are 
sewed with wire instead of thread, and at uced 


red 
To ascertain the economy in their use a ly record is kept of the work done on. 
each machine, and contrasted with the cost of hand-sewing. 
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The followin, 
month, being 


table shows the sa made the week ending on the 2ist of last 
. 


guatures. 
Pay received. 

‘ost if done 

by hand 


. 8 
8 0 | i, $96 00 
1, 63, 1, 58 14 
1, 58, 1, 53 95 
1, 62, 1, 57 80 
1, 59, 1, 54 94 
1,446 | 53, 1, 49 16 
1,660 | 61, 1, 56 44 
1,533 | 56, 1, 52 12 
1,101 | 40,737 37 43 
12,353 | 457,061 |........ 515 98 
99 00 
3 416 98 


TERE TY HAT ow anes anensyonnbsvepensqanavecanenctsepsphasasnensnbpacras $2, 400 
the ot JF nals A 300 
SAA o ca cnensyascencucomuspibncn anpuapatusstedesnssoms 2,100 
In addition to this saving, the binding is more substantial than if done by the 
old method, as the book may be at any part without injury, which cannot 
In 
The edition of 300,000 volumes of the Agricultural Report if sewed— 


By hand would amount tooU—ꝛ̃p 2-00 eens ee ene n ne een neces eee e ee $8, 214 
By tho machines 46 „ „ „ „ „ „ „„ „ 2 
a ĩð U——“—œõ E R E 5. 994 
An im method of pressing sheets after being printed and folded, by which 
at least $5,000 per annum will be saved, has been adopted. 


The foresight of the Public Printer is amply exemplified by the 
results, Since July, 1878, when these machines were first introduced 
and covering the period of their iment and trial, the total 
savings in favor of the machines over hand-work have amounted to 
iy Se aaa than $1,000 per month for the whole time. 

. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. WARD, I would like to do so. 

Mr. FINLEY. I yielded to the gentleman. 

Mr. WARD. I know that; and I would like to return the compli- 
ment. 

Mr. FINLEY. Are you willing to do so? 

Mr. WARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman this question: if these 
machines have saved that amount of money in the current fiscal year, 
why ae that the Public Printer has increased the number of em- 

loyés 
5 Mr. WARD. Iknow that there is an increase of work, as explained 
by the d riapre from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY.] Not only has the 
work of the extra session accumulated, but order r order, piled up 
almost mountain high, issues from this House to the Public Printer. 
We subject him to criticism and to penalties for not obeyi g our 
orders, and then condemn him for an honest effort to obey the. irec- 
tions we give him. i 

3 the hammer fell. 

. WARD. I would like about five minutes more. ` 

Mr. MCMAHON. I must object to any further extension of time. 
The gentleman can print the conclusion of his remarks. 

Mr. WARD. I lost time by yielding to the gentleman’s colleague, 
(Mr. 5 
Mr. FINLEY. I hope my colleague will withdraw his objection. 
Mr. MoMAHON. I tried my best to keep my colleague from inter- 


ru sog. pego] 

. WARD. That is very hard to do. I do not wonder that the 
gentleman failed. I do not expect the gentleman from Ohio to suc- 
ceed in that; hut I do expect him to allow me to make up the time 
I lost in that way. 


Mr. FINLEY. I hope my colleague will withdraw his objection. 
ORON ery well; let the gentleman go on for five 
minu’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no further objection. 
Mr. WARD. The number of wire book-sewing machines now in 
_use in the Government Printing Office is thirteen, introduced from 
time to time as their efficiency and economy became apparent, the 
last two very recently. The total cost of all these machines has been 
$20,000. And this remarkable economical result is exhibited, that 
these machines by their savings have paid for themselves in a few 
months, and the Government owns them absolutely “just as good as 
new: 
During this fiscal year, to which the bill now under consideration 
applies, the capacity of these machines to “retrench expenditures” 


+ 
is manifested mere clearly. The savings by months during this pe- 
riod have been as follows: 


ber 
97%!!! 3 2, 604 42 

1830: 
T o a A eae a ane gE rere A a E a he scensire 1,887 73 
F . Suncom boasts . 1,833 07 
13,215 16 
During the above-named eight months the total expenditure for 

the wire-sewing machines was $6,500, for four purchased. 

The Public Printer has followed the example and has been guided 
by the experience of other governments as well as private enter- 
prise. In ce and England the economical labor-saving qualities 


of these wire-sewing machines have introduced them into the publie 
printing offices, and have found ready use in such extensive and 
carefully-managed private establishments as those of McKibbin, New 
York; Altemus & Co., Philadelphia; Becktold & Co., Saint Louis; 
Cox & Co., of Chicago; and Hart, of Harrisburgh. 

Hon. Theodore W. Burdick, of Iowa, who, as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures, had fully examined this question, in 
a speech in this House, on February 27, 1879, which will be found in 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-fifth Congress, third session, of 
March 5, 1879, said : 

Another instance of € extra co on the of the Public Printer 
rested on a purchase of pons Wine DENIA on ts pecan puree 
for use in the Government Office from the manufactarers in Philadel; These 
are new machinesandanewinvention. Before making the purchase the prudence 
and caution of the Public Printer induced him to have set up in the office one of 


these machines and the same to be 5 tested and After a — Say 
trial, the Public Printer becoming satisfled that the machine was labor-saving 


an astonishing d 


wasa ess and extravagant 
each of these machines would 
would effect in the bindery de; 
The testimony taken confirms it. 
A correct account of the work done on these machines since their purchase has 
been kept. This account shows not only the amount and kind of work done, but 
it also shows the name of the operator of each e, the amount paid such 
operator, and it is easy to estimate what the same work would cost if done by 


han . 

An mart vy and sworn to, covering the period from October 10, 1 to 
Jan 1, , shows that these nine wire book-sewing machines effected a saving 
eee eee e eee ad eat 
I ask attention to the testimony. e fact that $13,500 wae paid for — book- 
sewing machines for the bindery might lead to the inference that it was an unnec- 
essary outlay, im that it seems a — expenditure. The result shows that they 
do the work of fifty hands, and should not be nsed with for any consideration, 
The testimony farther shows that the machines do better work than can be done 
by hand, are easily and successfully operated, and do all kinds of work. 

Tho Public Printer acted wisely, for the best interest of the Government, and is 
fully justified in the purchase of this machinery. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, such being the merits of these marvels of in- 
ventive ingenuity, these wonders of American mechanism, saving to 
the Government their cost in this short time and leaving the ma- 
chines as good as new, the absolute property of the Government 
without royalty or license, I appeal to the House whether the Public 
Printer would not have been s eeping while the thunders of the prog- 
ress of the age were rolling around him if he had failed to avail him- 
self of those labor-saving contrivances? If he had so failed, would 
he not have been to-day open to our criticism and our just condemna- 
tion because he had not been alive to the movement of the times, and 
because he had kept his eyes shut to the value of machinery which 
would have worked economy to the Government? In other voros 
would he not have been guilty of extravagance by refusing to avai 
himself of the best means within his reach for saving the public money 
and curtailing expenses? 

Mr. COBB addressed the committee. [His remarks will be found 


in the 1 

Mr. SING. N, of Mississippi. I think I have the floor; the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Coss] yielded to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to understand to whom 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Conn] yields the floor? 

Mr. COBB. I thought I stated distinetly that I yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON. ] 

Mr. FINLEY. LI understood the gentleman to yield to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLE- 
TON] is entitled to the floor and will peoa 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I have but a word to say in ad- 
dition to what I have already said. Under the law, as it was read 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hiscock,] at the beginnin 
of each year the Public Printer is required to submit to the Join 

ttee on Printing his estimate of the amount of paper that will 

be needed in his office for that fiscal year. The Joint Committee on 
Printing examine his estimates,and unless we know that there is 
something wrong about them—and we are not expected to know very 


- 
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much about it in fact—we direct him to advertise according to the 
law for bids for supplying that amount of paper forthe year. 

That was done at beginning of this year. There were numer- 
ous bids sent in; I suppose twenty of them, perhaps fifty. The com- 
petion was very lively. After the bids were all opened and tabulated 
the Committee on Printing decided to whom of these parties the con- 
tracts for furnishing the paper should be awarded, giving them to 
the lowest bidders if there was no well-founded objection to their 
receiving them, such as the fact that any one of them had before fur- 
nished paper that was not suitable, or could not give proper security, 
Koe. And after that we had nothing further to do with it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand that you approved the purchase of 
pepe to the full amount estimated for. 

. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Yes, sir; whatever amount was 
estimated to be necessary the Joint Committee on Printing has always 


in aA 

. ROBINSON. Then the Joint Committee on Printing have 
always recommended the call of the Public Printer for so much paper, 
and 5 indorsed the proposals and the purchase of that 
amount 

Mr. SINGLETON, of 1 No sir, we did not call upon him 
for any amount of paper at all; t matter was with him. We asked 
him to furnish an estimate of what would be necessary, but we:speci- 
fied no amount ourselves, for that is a matter with which we had noth- 
ing to do. He submitted his estimate, and upon that, as I have said, 
we ordered him to advertise for bids; and when these bids were put 
in and tabulated we awarded the contracts to the lowest bidders. 

Mr. EINSTEIN. You are on the Joint Committee on Printing ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iam. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was a, to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 
4924) making appropriations to supply certain deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

DAVIS'S POLARIS NARRATIVE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Navy, in reference to the printing of an additional 
number of copies of Admiral Davis’s Polaris Narrative; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing, 


FUEL ALLOWANCE TO ARMY OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid beforethe House a letterfrom the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a petition for the repeal of the law in regard to 
the payment of officers of the Army for fuel; which was referred to 
the Bolamittes on Military Affairs. 


ENFORCEMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to the Secretary of the Treasury in reply to a reso- 
lution of the House of February 10, 1880, making inquiry for infor- 
mation tending to explain the necessity for the employment of armed 
men in the enforcement of the internal-revenue laws. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the communication, with the accompany- 
ing documents, be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
8 PESA to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION OF THE BATTLE ON GROTON HEIGHTS. 


Mr. WAIT. Iintroduced 2 a bill appropriating money for 
the centennial celebration of the battle of Groton Heights, Connecti- 
cut; and I also presented a memorial upon the same subject. I ask 
unanimous consent that they be printed in the RECORD as referring 
to a matter of national interest. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask to have printed a memo- 
rial or a bill? 

Mr. WAIT. It is a memorial accompanied by a bill. 

The SPEAKER. Which does the gentleman ask to have printed 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. WAIT. I desire to have them both printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill, with the accompanying memorial, is as follows: 

The Groton Heights centennial 88 inted by the Groton Monument 

D 


Association and the towns of Groton, New ion, Ledyard, and Stonington, in 
the county of New London, State of Connecticut, beg leave to represent to the 


Con of the United States— 
hat they ents for the commemoration of the 


T are appointed to make arrangem 

one hundredth anniversary of the last great battle of the American Soron uom be 

fore the surrender of the British forces at Yorktown, which took place at Fort 

Griswold, in the town of Groton, Connecticut, on the 6th day of ae Peet 8 
ort 


known in history as the battle of Groton Heights and the massacre o! 


wold, 

‘That their organization for this e has been so far and encour- 
aged by the State of Connecticut ae tobe awarded an Resale arg) $3,000 to aid 
in the cente commemoration. 

That by additional appropriations and private subscriptions the committee hope 

9 5 a sum sufficient to make the occasion worthy of our State and of the whole 
country, 


That the massacre of Fort Griswold and the burning of New London and Groton 
paign which resulted in the surrender 
‘ollowing corre- 


ĉe of Sir Clinton : 
"Op the 20 af September, whe tho American Army was marchin h 
orktown with th 


Phil- 
adelphia, Sir Henry Clinton sent a courier vessel to 
dispatch : 


e following 


“ Clinton to Cornwallis—in cipher—received 15th September. \ 
Ht t SEPTEMBER 2, 1781. 

“ “Mr. Washington is moving an army to the southward with an a nos of 
haste, and gives out that he the co-operation of a consid le French 
armament, Your lordship, however, may be assured, that if this is the case, I shall 
either endeavor to reinforce the army under command by all the means within 
the compass of my power, or make every pantie ADA in your favor.’ "—Carring- 


ton's Battles of the American ion, page 624, 
And sò it happened that a fleet of thirty-two vessels, under command of 
dier-General Arnold, the traitor, set sail from New York on the afternoon of Sep- 


tember 4, 1731, arrived off the harbor of New London on the morning of September 
Gth, landed in two divisions of eight hundred men each, one on either side of the 
river; that on the west side, under command of Arnold, burned the town of New 
London; that on the east side, under command of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre, attacked 
Fort Griswold, then in command of Colonel William Ledyard, with a garrison of 
one huni and sixty men, mostly farmers hastily gathered from the surrounding 
country, and after a loss of about two hundred British regulars and their two high- 
est officers, stormed and carri fort by superior numbers, killed Colonel Led- 

with his own sword after his surrender, massacred almost the entire 

ed the village of Groton, and stole away under cover of night, not g to 
encounter the fury of the then awakened country. 

In view of the fact that the scene of this ly of the Revolution is the proport 
and is now in possession of the United States Government, and that the event 
is a part of the great campaign which culminated in the surrender of Corn 
the committee respectfally ie eae that this monument and this contennial shoul 
share in the nationality which is to be accorded to Yorktown. 

That the battle-field of Groton Heights 8 to and is the property of the 
United States, and the committee respectfully as on for the use thereof 
at such times as may be necessary for the cen l services. Being a national 

ion, in which respect it differs from most if not all others where centennials 
vo taken place, the committee respectfally ask Congress to contribute a portion 
of the expense n to make it worthy of the nation. 

That Groton Monument, a granite structure of hewn stone one hundred and 
twenty-seven feet in height, was built, adjoining the scene of the massacre in 
Lagitsture of the Siete of Councotions, and the monamsent is atill in charge GE che 

0 0 necticut, and the monument is 8. of the 
Groton Monument Association, 

That the monument needs repairs at the top, the sides and in the interior, and if 

not made soon it may crumble and decay. Tho stairway should be made safo and 


convenient, the outlook from the summit im: and its general appearance, as 
it towers on the heights beside the thoroug y land and by water between 
New York and Boston, over which are daily passing, should be made 


memorates: 
eights centennial committee respectfully ask the Con- 


Therefore, the 
page DELNA a AE gn eee a and preserv- 
the Groton Monument, and the sum of $5,000 to aid in the centennial commemo- 
— — at Fort Griswold on the 6th of September, A. D. 1881. 


J. GEO. H. President, 
JOHN J. COPP, i 
And 36 others. 


A bill (H. R. No. 5097) appropriating money toward the expense to be incurred 
in the centennial celebration of the battle on Groton Heights, and for other pur- 


poses. 
Whereas the battle of Groton — — was one of the * events af the Ameri- 
can Revolution, preceding the final surrender of the British forces at Yorktown, 
in Virginia, only one month and thirteen days, and is logically and historical] 
nected with that tevent; and 

Whereas the Si of Connecticut has already commenced preparati 
centennial celebration of this battle, the massacre attendant upon the ca 
Fort Griswold, and the burning of New London, all scenes in the bloody —— of 
September 6, 1781; and 

hereas the people of the other States of the Union, proud of the part which 
their fathers took in achieving American Independence, and actuated by the feel- 
ing of a common brotherhood, must desire to unite with the people of Connecticut 
in paying a proper tribute to the patriotism, dauntless ©, and heroic sacrifice 
of the noble band of men who fought valiantly against superior numbers of British 
troops, and chose death rather than surrender their homes to the brutality and lust 
of the invaders: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, do., That the sum of $5,000 be, and the samo is hereby, appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expeaded by 
the centennial committee of the Groton Monument Association, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War, for the purpose of aiding to defray the e 
which will be incurred in celebrating the one hundredth anniversary of the battle 
and massacre at Fort Griswold, on Groton Heights, and the burning of New Lon- 
don, on the 6th day of September, 1781, in such manner as shall befit the historical 
significance of that event, and be indicative of the present power, prosperity, and 
greatness of the United States as anation. 

Sec. 2. That the farther sum of 85.000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the samo is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasary not 
otherwise 9 for the pu of thoroughly re g the granite mon- 
ument erected in 1926 on Groton Helghts, and to be disbursed under direction 
of the Groton Monument Association. 

Sec. 3. That the centennial committee of the Groton Monument Association are 
hereby authorized to enter upon and use the battle-field on Groton Heights at such 
times and in such manner as may be necessary for the centennial services. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CALKINS. I desire to inquire of the gentleman who has chargo 
of the bill which we have just been considering in Committee of the 
Whole how long this general debate is to run, 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to state to the House that to-morrow, in 
moving to go into Committee of the Whole, I will also move to cut 
off debate—to limit it to five or ten minutes, or to one minnte, so 
that we may proceed under the five-minutes rule. A pay-roll of at 
least $3,000 a day is dependent upon this bill; and I think we ought 


to pass it promptly. 

Many MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I give notice that as soon as this bill is concluded 
I shall call up, and ask the House to consider, the contested-election 
case of Curtin vs. Yocum. Fa 


y con- 
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PENSION TO SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. D from the Committee on Pensions, reported back, 
without amendment, the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and adopted: 

Secretary of the Interi d he is h 1 ted to 
ee 1 1 de we authority the jarot in of Pennions ia withholding 
pensions ed soldiers in the war of 1812 under the act of 9th of March, 1878, for 
moneys paid them under former acts of Congress. 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 5250) donating condemned cannon to the Fort Stephenson 
Park, Fremont, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OBSTRUCTIONS AT DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, by unanimous consent, introduced a 

joint resolution (H. R. No. 246) ponerse. an act approved Jan 
1880, for the removal of obstructions from the harbor at the Del- 

aware breakwater; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and 8 (at four o’clock and 
fifty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourne 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other pe rs were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of N of Abilene, Salo- 
mon, and Enterprise, Kansas, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of Henry J. Rogers and others, of 
Outagamie County, Wisconsin, against the reduction of the duty on 

to the same committee. 
lso, the petition of John Peslin and others, of Outagamie County, 
Wisconsin, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Almon L. Sleeper and others, of 
Hillsborough County, New Hampshire, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for . the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr, CARPENTER: The petition of L. J. Rice and others, of 
Boone, Iowa, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cos- 
ow and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans, 

By Mr. CONGER: The . petitions of John Kendall and 7 others, 
droggiste of Winona, Minnesota, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee, 

Also, forty-two petitions of druggists of Illinois, Iowa, Kentucky, 
Missouri, Michigan, Ohio, and Wisconsin, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. COWGILL: The petition of the editor of the Dispatch, 
Kokomo, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Robert Martin, of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, for reimbursement of moneys expended in purchasing cer- 
tificate of location, J and improving one hun and sixty 
acresof aged Mei land—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. D LL: The petition of 20 citizens of Dresbach, Min- 
nesota, for the of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of Hon. John A. Elliott and 90 
others, business men of Des Moines, Iowa, for the passage of a bank- 
rupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

so, the petition of James Callanan and 80 others, business men of 
Des Moines, Iowa, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of M. E. Thorpe and 30 others, citizens of Lucas 
County, Iowa, soldiers of the United States Army, engaged in the 
late war, for the early passage of a law providing for the payment of 
the difference between the value of backs, in which they were 
paid for their services, and the value of gold at the time of payment— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Linn County, Kan- 
sas, for the passage of the bill to equalize bounties of soldiers of the 
late war—to the same committee. ; 

By Mr. HATCH : The petition of 55 citizens of Putnam County, 
Missouri, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the board of supervisors of Lee 
County, Illinois, favoring the extension of any system of public works 
to insure and provide sufficient water for the safe navigation of the 
Mississippi River to Rock River and Lake Horicon—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HULL: The petition of citizens of Marion County, Flori, 
for an appropriation for deepenin, ed entrance to Cumberland Soun 
between the States of Georgia and Florida—to the same committee. 


X 102 


Also, twenty-one petitions of citizens of the counties of Hernando, 


Marion, Sumter, Orange, Volusia, Alachua, Santa Rosa, Saint John’ 
Columbia, Jackson, Madison, Clay, Bradford, Hamilton, Putnam, an 
Suwannee, Florida; and also the petition of the executive and judi- 
cial officers of the State and members of the State Legislature, for 
an appropriation to deepen and otherwise improve the Saint John’s 
Bar, at the mouth of Saint John’s River, in the State of Florida—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: The petition of C. S. Ellison, editor of the 
Tribune, Eau Claire, Wisconsin, forthe abolition of the duty ontype— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of B. F. Grafton and H. O. Claugh- 
ton, for the incorporation of the G Street Railway Company, Wash- 
8 p oae of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

‘olumbia. 

By Mr. JONES: The petition of P. E. Edmondson, publisher of the 
Argus, Flatoma, Texas, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of printers, publishers, stereotypers, 
and ‘ype founders of P. elpbia, against granting the petition for 
the abolition of the duty on printing-type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of Kellar, Smiths & Jordan and 
others, in behalf of American e founders, against abolishing the 
duty on type—to the same co ttee. 

Also, resolutions of the Baltimore Board of Trade, favoring a reci- 
procity treaty with Canada—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Shipley, Smith & Co., of Baltimore, Mary- 
land, to have refunded taxes paid to the United States on an errone- 
ous assessment—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON : The petition of Isador Rohner, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILES: The petition of Andrew A, Osborne and other 
route agents, of Connecticut and Massachusetts, for an increase of 
salary—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of citizens of Bell County, Texas, for 
the peng of the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petitions of 71 citizens and of 65 citi- 
zens of Detroit, Michigan, for a bridge across Detroit River at De- 
troit—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEILL: The petition of the National Association of 
Bleachers and Dyers, for the removal of the prohibitory duty im- 
posed upon chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Henry A. Bovell and 24 others, druggists, of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for the removal of the stamp-tax on per- 
fumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to thesame committee. 

Also, the petition of H. Everett, against the extension of the Her- 
man Miller a the Committee on Patents. é 
By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Edwin F. Hendricks and 70 
other soldiers, of New Haven and Hamden, Connecticut, for the pas- 
sage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVID P. RICHARDSON: The petition of soldiers of New 
York, for the equalization of bounties—to the same committee, 

By Mr. RICHMOND: Papers relating to the claim of George W. 
Henderlite, for pay as collector of internal revenue for the eighth 
district of Virginia—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ROSS: The petition of F. W. Houghton, for a modification 
of the United States laws relating to seamen—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Bulletin Company, of Plainfield, New Jer- 

for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways 


sey, 
and Means. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: The petition of A. E. Buck and J. H. 
James, for the of the b granting a pension to Mrs. E. S. 
Seeley—to the 8 on Invalid Pensions. 

Pp = 3 e chs of James 8 and 17 
other soldiers, o ver County, Pennsylvania, inst the passage 
of Senate bill No, 496—to the same AEEA Si 

Also, the petition of G. L. Eberhart and 22 other soldiers, of Beaver 
County, Pennsylvania, for the equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: The 88 of George Denny, 
of rd County, Kentucky, for pay for property taken by the 
be peat States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM G. THOMPSON: The petition of Hans O. Olsen 
and others, for the pamen of the public debtin legal-tender paper 
currercy, &c.—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF : The petition of William P. Eno 
and 77 others, citizen of Iowa, for a law to compel railroad compa- 
nies to clean and disinfect all cars in which live stock has been trans- 
ported, before being returned to place of shipment—to the Commit- 
tee on the Origin, Introduction, and Prevention of Epidemic Diseases 
in the United States. 

By Mr. VAN AERNAM: Nineteen petitions of druggists of Chau- 
tauqua and Cattaraugus Counties, New York, for the removal of the 
stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of 157 merchants, manufacturers, and consumers, 


ee 
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that the prohibitory duties now levied upon chrome iron ore and 
bichromate of potash may be removed—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petitionof Joseph Kemsy, of Monroe County, 
Ohio, and 15 others, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of Peter Larsen and others, of 
Morrison County, Minnesota, for a post-route from Royalton to Ehn- 
dale, Minnesota—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of W. W. Satterlee, publisher of Liberty Blade, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, the petition of Hon. George Huhn and others, of Minneapolis, 
Minnesota, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the same committee. i 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint Paul, Min- 
nesota, in regard to the improvement of the harbor of Duluth—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Duluth, Minnesota, 
asking for an appropriation of $50,000 to improve the harbor of Du- 
luth—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: Three petitions of publishers of Oregon, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, the petitions of publishers of Oregon, for the abolition of the 
duty on ty to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill to establish a post-route from New- 
burgh to Voorhies Store, in Lewis County, Tennessee—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILBER: The petition of citizens of Burlington, New York, 
that the proceedings of Congress be published weekly in newspaper 
form and sent free to each family in the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Also, two petitions of publishers of New York, for the abolition of the 
duty on type, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of W. C. Brown & 
Co., 3 of the Express, Milton, Wisconsin, for the abolition of 
the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of E. A. Egley, F. W. Starbuck, and Cart. M. Treat, 
publishers of Racine, Wisconsin, that materials used in making paper 

placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. 
Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of John Burk and others, citizens 
of California, for the passage of a bill making lands held under 1 
ish grants subject to entry in the General Land Office- to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ishpenning, Michigan, for the pas- 
sage of the bill (H. R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the 
homestead act—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Clinton Furbish and 27 others, citizens of 
Greenpoint, New York, of similar import—to the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 17, 1880. 


Prayer by Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D., of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


QUORUM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is evidently no quorum present. 
The Chair will not proceed with the morning business until a quorum 


shall a i 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I suggest that there be a call of the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McoMIL „(When Mr. WinDom’s name was called.) My col- 
league [Mr. WIxDOM] I presume is ig ee in his committee-room 
for a few moments, it is so near the hour of meeting. He will be 
here in a very few minutes, I am satisfied. 

The Secretary concluded the call of the roll, and thirty-four Sen- 
ators answered to their names. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was detained in committee-room, but was 
present in the Capitol, and am now present in the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to say that my e es (Mr. GROVER] is 
detained at home on account of sickness in his my’ © 

Mr. ANTHONY, I have the same apology as my friend from Mis- 
souri, bos COCKRELL.] I was detained in committee. I am now here. 

Mr. BLAINE. I was in committee, also. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have been detained at a meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I was in committee, also, and 
am now here. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was detained on business at one of the Departments. 
are VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum is now present, and business 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from the 


Chief of Engineers, United States Army, relative to the bill (H. R. 
No. 4928) to confirm the survey of the pueblo of San Francisco; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the pension of the representative com- 
mittee of the Illinois yearly meeting of the Society of Friends, repre- 
senting twelve hundred and sixty-one members, officially signed, pray- 
ing for a commission of inquiry napa | the alcoholic liquor traffic ; 
which was referred to the Committee on ce, 

Mr. BLAINE. BP psoas the petition of Annie E. Gardiner, widow 
of John W. T. Gardiner, late a major on the retired list of the Army 
of the United States, praying to be paid for services rendered by her 
husband. I move that it be refe to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. It is purely a construction of the military law on which the 
claim arises. . 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the petition of J. W. Burbridge & Co., 
during the late war residents of New Orleans, and Robert kl. Mont- 
gomery, a British subject, praying wo have their claim for the pro- 
ceeds of sales of certain sugars alleged to have been taken by the 
officers of the United States, under the order of Major-General But- 
ler, known as“ General Orders, No. 91,” at New Orleans, referred to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Samuel H. Johnson, late 
private Company K, First United States Colored Troops, praying for 
an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee pate - 


sions. 
Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Jacob Kern and oth 
of New Oregon, New York, soldiers in the late war, praying to be paid 
the difference between the value of gold and greenbacks at the time 
they were paid for their services as soldiers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 816) for the relief of Theodore F. re doe Ne 
and William G. Christopher, sureties on the official bond of Felix G. 
Livingston, collector of customs at Fernandina, Florida, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. ON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the letter of the Secretary of War, in answer to Senate 
resolution of March 4, 1878, communicating information concerning 
the data from which the positions of troops were added to the Goy- 
ernment mapsof the battle of Gettysburgh, submitteda report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No, 1490) to panai the survey of the 
Gettyeburgh battle-field, and to provide for the compilation and pres- 
ervation of data showing the various positions and movements of 
troops at that battle, illustrated by diagrams. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


be printed. 

CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 813) to amend section 
1402 of the Revised Statutes, relative to the appointment of assist- 
ant naval constructors, GaN ea it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 918) for the relief of certain volunteer officers of the Navy, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
at 7 85 was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of W. P. Burwell, praying compensation for cer- 
tain tobacco lost and destroyed by the alleged wrongful and ille; 
action of the collector of customs at Richmond, Virginia, repo: 
adversely thereon. 3 

Mr. JOHNSTON. There is no bill accompanying the petition ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that action be delayed on that case. There 
was a communication from the claimant which the committee did 
not have time to hear this 5 it having been presented qust 
before the committee adjourned and after the meeting of the Senate. 
I should like action to be withheld. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I withdraw the report then. 

Mr. WITHERS. I was just going to move that the petition be 
recommitted. è 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The che is withdrawn. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 378) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Captain Lambert Wickes, asked to be disc ed from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims; which was a to. 3 

Mr. JO , of Florida, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 666) relating to the public lands of 
the United States, re ed it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


1880. 
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Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 79) directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to adjust and settle the accounts between the United 
States and the State of Florida, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 2802) for the relief of the owner of the bark 
Grapeshot, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


ROGER A. PRYOR. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the petition of Roger A. Pryor, formerly 
of Virginia, but now of New York, praying for the removal of his 

litical disabilities, to report a bill for his relief. If there be no ob- 
ection as it is a unanimous report, I believe, I ask for the present 
consideration of the bill. 855 r - 

The bill (S. No. 1489) to remove the political disabilities of Roger 
A. Pryor, of New York, was read twice by its title. . = 

Thè VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Delaware asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill be considered at the present time. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds of the Senators present voting in favor thereof. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1491) for the relief of John Sammis; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1492) to provide a permanent construction 
fund for the Navy, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1493) to regulate the use and prevent the waste 
of Potomac water in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1494) to incorporate the Washington and Great 
Falls Railway Company; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1495) for the relief of homestead settlers on the 
public lands of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. à 

Mr. FARLEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1496) to establish a dead-letter office at the 
city of San Francisco; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. McPHERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the Poe perp in the case of Commander George A. Stevens be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Naval 


On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 
That the petition and papers in the case of M 
the Senate and to the Committee on 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Mr. McDONALD. I move that the Committee on Pensions be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. No. 1409) for 
the relief of James H. Woodard, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It was misreferred, and ought to have 
gone to the Committee on Military Affairs in the first instance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar, ee at the point reached yesterday. 

The bill (S. No. 1269) for the erection of a public building at Den- 
7 5 Conrady, was announced as being the first in order upon the 

endar. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood that the bill was objected to by the 
Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS] yesterday, and went over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was objected to by the Senator from Vermont 
just before the morning hour expired. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It was not a formal objection, I think. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont objected to 
it at that time, the morning hour having expired. 

Mr. HARRIS. I asked the Senator from Vermont if I understood 
him as objecting tothe bill, and if it went over, and he answered de- 
cidedly that he did. The Senator is notin his seat; and to end the 
Whe VICE-PRESIDENT. O 8 

e ENT. Objection being mad: 
report the next bill on the Calon £ eee wn. 
„JONES, of Florida. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee, 
if he will permit me, that the principle involved in this bill is a very 
important one, and it ought to be settled now, because it relates to 


Good be taken from 
the files o: 


nearly every public building to be provided for at this session of Con- 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say that the saan reason assigned by the 
Senator from Florida is the one upon which I interpose the objection. 
It is just such a question as cannot be properly considered and prop- 
erly debated under a five-minute rule. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, and others. There is no five-minute rule 
in regard to bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we are proceeding under the Anthony rule, I 
certainly understand that there is a five-minute limitation on debate, 
as is distinctly stated on the face of the Calendar. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the honorable Senator will pardon me, that 
applies to appropriation bills and not to the Anthony rule. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the honorable Senator look at the Anthon 
rule at the beginning of the Calendar? It answers better than 
can answer. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the Senator makes pretty good answer. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought so. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam clearly of that opinion, on reading the rule. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT MEMPHIS. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2253) to provide for the construction of a ma- 
rine hospital in the city of Memphis, Tennessee, was announced as 
being next in order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. CONKLING. y I inquire what the jurisdiction between 
the State of Tennessee and the United States is to be touching the 
premises to be covered by the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill itself will settle that question, I will state 
to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam e to confess that to an my ee 
sion so limited as mine, after the debate we have heard, the bill does 
not settle the question at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. I say the bill must settle the question, or else it is 
settled by the 88 law upon the subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. The bill preceding this provided for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building, not for a ma- 
rine hospital but for other purposes as well known to the Constitu- 
tion. That bill contained a provision touching jurisdiction. One of 
the Senators from Colorado moved to strike out that provision, which, 
as I understand it, would leave that upon a footing with this bill. 
Thereupon a debate ensued repeatedly in the Senate, Senators ex- 
pressing very conflicting views as to the effect of the general law, 
and as to the propriety of that particular statute. Now comes a vill 
on all fours, as I understand, with that bill as it would be with the 
amendment pending prevailing, and it is proposed without objection 
to pass to its consideration. ing as I do, no distinction between 
the two bills, I do not understand why the one can be debated in the 
morning hour or under the five-minute rule, or voted upon, more in- 
e than the other. 

I do not wish to interpose an objection to this bill; I am not aim- 
ing at that; but it seems to me that, as a distinguished judge not 
very accurately as I think observed, “equality is equity,” and al- 
though I am not a Senator from Colorado I can hardly see why itis 
that the Colorado bill should be laid aside involving exactly this 
question, and this bill passed as if there was no question about it. 

Mri HARRIS. Iam quite ready to with the Senator from 
New York that this bill does involve the same question, but so far 
as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing for the Senator from New- 
York to propose any amendment imposing any rule as to the ques- 
tion of farisdiction within the territory occupied by this p d 
building. I shall interpose no objection to any amendment g 
the jurisdiction within that territory. Iam quite prepared to con- 
sent to any amendment the Senator from New York, or any other 
Senator, may propose in respect to that matter. 

Mr. TELLER. It is apparent that if any such amendment should 
be pro it would lead to the same discussion that has been going 
on with reference to the preceding bill, and therefore I object to the 
consideration of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is objected to and goes over. 
The Secretary will report the next bill on the Calendar. f 


ELEVATOR AT INDIANAPOLIS. 


1 

The bill (S. No. 1280) for the pu of erecting an elevator in the 

United States courts and Federal offices at 5 Indiana, was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It appropriates $9,500 for 

the purpose of introducing an elevator into the United States court- 
house and post-office, at Indianapolis, Indiana. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not opposed to the bill at all, but I should 
like in this connection to call the attention of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds to the value and desirability of having 
another elevator in the Senate wing of the Capitol, on the east side. 
If they shall consider it, I think they will be inclined to believe that 
it would be a very useful thing for all the committees of the Senate 
as well as for strangers coming to the ladies’ gallery to have an ele- 
vator, for which there is a very appropriate place, in the eastern end 
of the Senate wing of the Sepiii Only calling their attention to 
C ill, but this is a good opportunity to 
say so. Then I should like to add that I hope if they recommend an 
elevator, that they will have it go in some other way than the saw- 
mill one that we now have. 
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Mr. KERNAN. I should like to inquire of some member of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds whether there is any 
icular reason for havin an elevator in this public building at 
dianapolis, or is it to be eral policy to put elevators in the 
public ovate over the T nited States? 

Mr. MORR In most of the public buildings that have been 
erected for many years past elevators have been put. This is a build- 
— that has been constructed at Indianapolis, and it is several stories 
hi An elevator is asked for by the judges and by various officers 

a are accommodated in the building, and it seems to be almost in- 
dispensable that it should be granted. The evidence before the com- 
mittee was very full and complete that there is a necessity for it. 

Mr. McDONALD, Iwill state that this building contains the post- 
office, the revenue office, the pension office, and two court-rooms for 
the district and circnit courts. these accommodations are in 
this one building, and it is a very great inconvenience at present 
* have to go up and down the stairways as the officers there have 


to do. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Theelevator would be used for everything 
there exce 12 5 for the post-office. 

Mr. McDONALD. Except the post-office, of course. That is on 
the first floor, but all others have to go up the stairways. If any 
building needs accommodation of this kind, it is this one. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment sea 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 


SCHOOL LANDS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I ask the Senate to take op she dispose of 

a resolution I offered several days ago authorizing the Secretary of 

the Senate to appoint an assistant Senate librarian. It is a small 

bee and I want it disposed of. I suppose there will be no objec- 
on. to. it. 


Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator will not ask that that be done | ton, in 


—_ two or three more, cases are gone through with on the Calen- 
Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Very well. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the regular order on the Calendar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next bill on the Calendar will be 


re 

age next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. No. 769) to enable 
the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and 

-sixth sections found to be mineral lands; which was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This bill is reported favorably from the 
Committee on Public Lands with an amendment 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see by the amendment reported by the commit- 
tee thatit involves quite a serious question, and it is one of those 
public measures that I think ought to give way to little personal 
claims. I think the bill had better go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is objected to and over. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator if he will let the bill be passed 
over informally. I do not desire to detain the Senate with it now, 
but I ask that it may go over informally, for there is great reason why 
the bill should be passed. The Senator can look at it in the mean 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh 
The VICE-PRESID. Is there any objection to the bill going | 7, 
over without prejudice ? 
Mr. EDM If it will be still subject to an objection when 
ee in, I shall not object to that course. 
gon 3 Certainly. I merely wish the Senator to understand 
© rikan 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over without 

prejudice. 
SAMUEL I. GUSTIN. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 549) for the relief 

ae Samuel I. Gustin; which was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 

Mr.CAMERON, of Wisconsin. By mistake the Committee on Claims 

reported back the wrong bill in this case. There were two bills mr 
the relief of Mr. Gustin pending before that committee, and b 
oversight the bill which the Clerk has in his hands was re 
stead of Senate bill No. 1198. I move that Senate bill No. 1198 be . 


1865, and on the 22d day of April, 1865, issued Special Field Orders No. 22, as fol- 


[Special Field Orders No. 22.] 
“ Heapquarters CAVALRY Corps, 
Georgia, 


April 2, 1808. 
division of the 


* Macon, 


i that an 
J. E. Johnston and 


The of the ca to refrain from further acts 
tility and depredations. Ay aot oat kin kinda; are to be contracted for, and foam 
ingu the coun! tinued. 
2 — nee eS of = ay 5 will od, private = 8 discipline in their 
estal vate and pu roperty respected, 
and a! toca torreon to secure mortar ? ý 
“The brevet major-general takes „„ in commend- 


the officers an men of the corpa for th 5 
in batil and during the ard: 


ber that the people in e ei eate Sor GA anbi yra ace their oo „ 
and should be treated with y and forbearance, in hopes that, al 
3 has just ended aa been Aor and bused: it may secure a lasting 
and happy peace to our beloved country. 
“By command of Brevet Major-General Wilson. 
“E. B. 1 
“ Major and A. A: G. 


eee e eee ee one hundred cords of 
wood. He also had a large amount of rails and other wood suitable for fuel. Be- 
1 of April and the 27th day of July 1865, it was used mostly by 


C Abou the same time, and after April 22, 1865, a building belonging to said Gus- 


burned. 
% the Sth day of July, 1865, 8 Orders No. 3, Headquarters District of Co- 
lumbus, were issued, 2 entenant-Colonel J. H. DN Oa 
and Ca John A. Roberts and Lieutenant Georgo A. 
8 . This board called before 
and mil tary, and reported the amount . Samuel L 
Gustin as $2,529, hich tnoladod P1120 for te ed. and other fuel used or 
destroyed by panuse States troops, and $1,400 as the value of the said 


destro re was mado after not only takin testimony but 
examination eh 0 , and was approved b or. Gen John T. Crox- 
command. On account of lack of f funds * Was not by thé quarter- 
master, and never has been paid. The Board, in calculating amount o $1,199, 
reduced all the fuel to rh oe and calculated 2 due at the price at 
similar fuel, at the time, under contracts. 


N in 1807 sent to to in Washington and lost, 
papers case were sent to an attorne 
and have only within a short time been recovered. y. 


“ Proceedings of a board of survey held at Macon, Georgia, in obedience to the inclosed 


* (Special Orders No. 3,—Extract.] 
" HEADQUARTERS DISTRICT OF COLUMBUS, 
“ Macon, 


* * * * 


. 3 8 convened to examine into and assess damages 
sustained by citizens of vicinity at the —— of Waited 3 States troops. In each 
case the board will examine patha premises carefully, take the testimony of witnesses, 
and report the nature of the damage fully; when 8 the troops commi 
the same, and whether the same was occasioned by the neglect or carelessness o 
the officers or was unavoidable, 


“The board will be com of the followin Broan namely : 
“ Lieutenant-Colonel J. H. Tompkins, F. Mounted Infantry. 
“Captain John A. Fourth Kentucky Moun Infan 
Lieutenant George H. Patten, Fourth Kentucky Mounted Infan 
eee 8 this morning. 
By command of 
W. A. SUTHERLAND, 
Captain and A. A. G. 
— 1 — to the above order. Lieutenant. Colonel J. H. 
— * — infant; Capi tain Jonn A. A. Roberts, Fourth 
oky oun ; Lieutenant Patten, Fourth Koni 
sa 11. Gus ea II testifies that he has lost nn 
ue ust worn, es (or was 
ee Unit ‘Statea troop tho Toll Six hundred feet of 
fencing lum A three . I one hun eg, ee ne can Sennaa: 
building, with the for the man of ed ol 
5 us Pubes, (oe (citizen) be — 3 sven See Soins Sree Fourth United Statea 
valry made a lands and destroyed a large 
rll eden fom ten to twelve rll igh — 
„William Stinemetz, yG, Fourth United States Cavalry, ern | 
Saos ope had Deen incl on or about tho Sith da of April, 1865, the United 
troops us $ 
four to six wagons haulin ling treo or four daya every week for two monta; ho Is he is 
ma eis ti; Seay, itizen, cords of belng duly — . that about the Mist 
22 0 sworn, es on or t 
of À) rf paman Aime fy 8 owned by Samuel I. in 


at from 32090 5 was bared by 
“Mrs. 


Francis M. Seay. an ae enameled-cloth fac- 
owned by Samuel T. Gustin as arned by Federal soldiers the day after Gen- 
en 


stituted for the bill which the Clerk has just read. Sanana Sn pionna E da b n 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be reported. | Pep to the amount of $2.52 and that said damage was SE ihe 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do this so that Mr. Gustin may | factory; and no evidence can be had as to what command the soldi longed to 
arne * I posed to strike out all after the enact- a g anaty Aountea D 
e Corer CLERK. It is pro strike ou ee Lieutenant - Colonel Fourth 7. 
ing clause of the bill, and to insert : a “JOUN A, ROBERTS 7 
po That he Secretary of tho Treasury bo, and he is hereby, authorized and direoted Captain: Company D, Fourik Kentucky Mounted Infantry. 

o ut ustin sum or su furnished him under “ 5 * 
coutzact made with Government officials to the Army of the United J ͤ enn re ten Infantry. 
pay EDMUNDS. Let us have the report read an, JNO. T. CROXTON, 
The Chief Clerk read the followin ering report, submitted by Mr, Cam- A Wate ds Beda 3 eee ee ee 

no! e ename factory owned Gustin} 
ARON OE VIUA, ee which he asks compensati pensation, was destroyed pursuant to the order of any compe- 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was . „ t its destruction was to facilitate 
lief of Samuel J. Gustin, have had the same under consideration, and submit the | operations. It does not certain] "Eh wanton and unauthorized soldiers. It 
following that its destruction was act of soldiers. 
Pe ing ated board of survey was not able to ascertain b; kong OER was burned. 


to y Samuel I. Gustin a oe = ew pE wood used by United 
8 — 
H. Wilson en‘ Georgia, on or about the 2ist day of April, 


any payment to be for the destraction of said fac- 
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Ought com tion to be made for the wood, lumber, and rails used or destroyed 
by the Unite States troops f 


On the 22d of a General Wilson issued the order, already 8 in 
which he directed that “supplies of all kinds are to be contracted for, and foraging 
upon the country will be tinued.” 

‘On the 24th of April, 1865, the United States troops began hauling wood from the 
lands of Mr. Gustin; and they continued to haul wood therefrom, with from four 
to six teams, three or four days every week for about two months. 

It does not aj that the lumber, rails, and wood for which Mr. Gustin 
eee the troops for fuel or for any other pu 4 

One witness testified that the “Fourth United States Cavalry made a road 
throngh Mr. Gustin's lands, and destroyed a large quantity of rail-fencing, from 
ten to twelve rails high.” 

It does not appear that any of the property was taken or destroyed pursuant to 
tho order of any military officer. 

The finding of the board of review was “that Samuel I. Gustin had been dam- 
aged by United States troops to the amount of $2,529, and that said damage was 
unavoidable, except the factory, and no evidence can be had as to what command 
tho soldiers belonged to that destroyed the factory.” 

Tho items going to make up the ag 2 of damages, $2,529, were for the fac- 
tory $1,400, for rails, lumber, and wood al redaced to card-wood, $1,129. 

It is a pretty close question as to whether compensation should be made for the 
wood. We certainly would uot recommend it had it been taken prior to the date 
of the order of April 22, 1865, but as it was taken after the promulgation of that 
— 0 base pees 225 was actually used by the Army, we have concluded to recom- 
mae Hd 20 ‘ore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. CONKLING. Where was the theater of all this ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Macon, Georgia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It seems to me that this is a pretty doubtful case, 
to say the least of it. I should like to know, in the first place, why 
it does not fall within the jarisdiction of the commissioners of claims, 
who were in existence since the 11th of May, 1872, and terminated, 
I think, on the 10th of March, 1880. Perhaps the Senator . 
the bill can tell us why the claim could not have been adjudicat 
by that commission! 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The papers were sent by the claim- 
ant, Mr. Gustin, to an attorney in this city for the purpose of having 
the case prosecuted before that commission. The attorney was a 
member of a firm of attorneys. One of the attorneys constituting 
that firm, and who had the papers in his ion, died, and the 
papers were never found until within the last few months. It was 
for that reason that the case was not presented to the southern claims 
commission. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida Did this claim fall within the jurisdiction 
of the southern claims commission f 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think it did. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The reason why I asked the question is 
because there are a great many claims of this kind which have not 
been taken jurisdiction of by that commission, that are yet outstand- 
ing, and are very meritorious, and I did not know whether Congress 
could act upon them or not. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The claimant supposed the claim 
did fall within the jurisdiction of that commission and he intended 
to have it prosecuted before the commission but failed to have it pre- 
sented to the commission for the reason that Ihave stated. The rea- 
son is that the attorney who had the papers in his possession died and 
the papers were not recovered until within a few months last past. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _ I spoke of 1872 as the time since which the com- 
mission of claims had been in existence. It was created by the act 
of 1871, I see, instead of 1872—March 3, 1871, which provided that a 
commission should be organized— 

And whose duty it shall be to receive, examine, and consider the justice and 
der- e as shall be b t before them, of those citizens who re- 
mained loyal adherents to the cause and the Government of the United States dur- 
ing the war, for stores or supplies taken or furnished during the rebellion for the 

nuss of the Army of tho United States. 

So it is clear that this claim would fall within the jurisdiction of 
the southern claims commission if the person who claims for this 
damage had been a loyal adherent of the Government of the United 
States during the war. I do not see in the report—but very likely it 
is here somewhere—any statement that this gentleman was a loyal 
adherent of the Government of the United States. The Senator in 

of the bill can tell me whether the report contains anything 
on this subject or not. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No, the committee did not pass on 
that question. There was evidence placed before the committee to 
show that-he was a loyal adherent of the Government during the 
war, but the committee looked upon the case like this: Gen Wil- 
son took 8 of Macon on the 21st day of April, 1865. On the 
next day he issued the proclamation which is quoted at length in the 
report and which has been read by the Secretary, in which he says: 


Supplies of all kinds are to be contracted for, and foraging upon the country will 


be discontinued. 
The officers of the cavalry corps will enforce the strictest discipline in their com- 
ds. Guards will be established, private and public property respected, and 


man 
everything done to secure good order. 

Subsequent to the promulgation of that order, I think two days 
after the promulgation of the order, General Wilson’s command com- 
menced hauling wood from the land of Mr. Gustin, and that wood 
was used by the Army. Without regard to the question whether he 


was loyal or not, the committee were of the opinion that under the 
peculiar circumstances of this case he was entitled to be paid for the 
wood. He not only suffered loss from the destruction of his wood, 
but a building of his was burned. He asked compensation for that, 
but the committee found that they could not recommend that he be 
paid any compensation for the loss of that building. The committee 
state in the conclusion of their report: 

It is aw, close question as to whether compensation should be made for the 
wood. e 1 would not recommend it had it been taken prior to the date 
of the order of April 22, 1865, but as it was taken after the promulgation of that 
order, and nearly all was actually used by the Army, we have concluded to recom- 
mend its payment. 


I have no doubt that if Mr. Gustin were a loyal adherent of the 
Government during the war, this claim would have been cognizable 
by the southern claims commission. Mr. Gustin unders that it 
was so cognizable. He forwarded the papers to an attorney in Wash- 
ington and the papers were lost, as I have already stated. For that 
reason the claim was not presented to that commission. Iagree with 
the committee that it is a pretty close case; but under the peculiar 
circumstances of the case the committee were of the opinion that he 
was fairly entitled to be compensated for this wood. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, the peculiar circumstances 
of the case are first that the committee is not able to find upon the 
evidence that this gentleman was a loyal adherent of the Govern- 
ment—— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Well, the committee does not find that he was. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. We do not pass on that question. 
It is hardly a correct statement to say that we were not able to find 
such a fact from the testimony, because we did not consider that 

nestion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, then it does not appear upon this re- 

rt that this gentleman was an adherent of the United States. That 

think is a correct statement. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is a correct statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The southern claims commission would have 
been obliged to try and decide the question whether he was a loyal 
adherent of the United States during the rebellion. This the com- 
mittee avoid and do not find either way, so that we may assume for 
the purposes of this argument that he was not, because the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the days when they were thought to 
be more tender toward certain aspects of unpleasant affairs than 
some people suppose they are just now, held that every person resid- 
ing within the rebellious territory was in point of public law and of 
public presumption engaged in hostility to the United States; and 
therefore in order to take a case out of that category affirmative 
proof must be made. Consequently, we must take it, for the purpose 
of deciding whether this claim shall be paid, that it does not make 


any difference whether this gentleman was on the side of the United 


States or was one of its enemies. Well, if the Senate is ready to take 
that ground—as very likely a majority of it is—very well; only we 
shall have it decided, because as the Senator from Florida says it 
covers a vast mass of cases of this character, the number nobody can 
count, and the class of cases of this character can be widened until 
the space between the Atlantic and the Pacific would hardly hold 
them. There is no doubt about that as to cases that were not brought 
before the southern claims commission for the reason that it was clear 
to those who had the claims that they could not prove the loyalty 
which was essential to their success; and there is also a vast class of 
cases that from one reason or another, where that question was open 
as here, were not presented. Here it is said the papers were lost. 
Well, it stems that enough evidence has been {aan readily accessi- 
ble to get along with the loss of the papers. Why could not they have 
been found in order to present the case to the southern claims com- 
mission? Or was this gentleman so doubtful about his case that hav- 
ing sent it to an attorney in Washington and the papers being 1 

he never took any more steps About it for the period of eight years 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think I said that the papers were 
lost and were only found within a few months past, too late to pre- 
sent the case to the southern claims commission. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. Now, then, what were the papers that 
were lost? All the pepers that we have here are first a copy of a 
field order issued by General Wilson. I think that the papers in the 
archives of the Adjutant-General’s office in the War Department would 
have shown the existence of that order during all this period of time; 
and any person having an interest in the question could get access to 
it at any moment of time. The next order is a headquarters proceed- 
ing of a board of survey. That also re erence existed in the 
public papers of the War Department all the time. Tam not quite 
able to see what papers it is that were lost and have been fonnd. 
These two that I have referred to are the only papers mentioned or 
stated in the report as ever having existed. 

Bat that is merely on the question of diligence whether this is such 
a case of accidental misfortune in presenting the claim to a compe- 
tent tribunal as warrants 0 i itself in interfering after the 
riod of presentation has gone by. So passing that, now what is 
exact nature of this case as reported by the committee? The com- 
mittee say, as it appears in this report, that after a severe struggle 
which made it proper for the general officer to compliment the con- 
duct of his troops, Maoin, Georgia, was occupied or captured, what- 
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It was 
fficer in 
command directed that all sappii and forage should be contracted 


ever you call it. They were in the country of the an 
necessary that the troops should have fuel. The general o 


for. These were not contracted for, so that they do not fall within 
that. It wasan order then against pillage. That was one part of it. 
It was in another part of it an order that supplies should be contracted 
for. These supplies, if they may be so called, as I say were not con- 
tracted; but apparently under proper military authority of some kind, 
immediately after this, the troops commenced hanling wood and rails 
from this man’s farm to supply their camp-fires to cook their pork 
and boil their coffee. 

Now, I will suppose that this gentleman had been down to that 
moment and was then an enemy of the United States. Is the United 
States going to foot bills of that kind? We hate even held, through 
resistance in this Chamber and through vetoes of the President of the 
United States which were always sustained, that in a State that was 
always on the side of the Union where a citizen’s property had been 
damaged by the operations of war he had no just claim even upon 

the Government for compensation; his loss was one of the misfortunes 
of atime of war and disturbance of that peculiar kind. Now here is a 
case where the armies of the United States ocoupying the country of 
the enemy after a severe battle, have to get rails and fuel, such as 
they can find in the neighborhood, to supply their camp-fires, and it 
is proposed that these shall be paid for. Of course this is a small 
claim in and of itself; I am only speaking of the principle of it. If 
this principle is right, we may as well begin to issue more bonds just 
as rapidly as le to raise the money necessary because we can- 
not give this thing to this man and not give it to every other man who 
was similarly circumstanced. 

It does not appear to me that the order directing that all supplies 
should be contracted for changes the situation at all, because these 
things not having been contracted for, that part of the order did not 
apply. Then the order was that these rails should not be taken 
without a contract; put that construction upon it, if you will; where 
are you then? You say that the rails were either taken after that 
order by a modification or construction of it by competent authority, 
or were taken by the soldiers of the Army without competent au- 
thority—a mere damage, a case of pillage so to speak—not piee 
for the purpose of doing the man an injury, but the taking of what 
was within reach for the Army for the use of the soldiers in building 
their fires. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this involves a very wide field ; 
and if we do it in this case of course we must do itin all. We can- 
not grant favors, if you call them favors, to one man and not to 
others upon any just principle of procene in this body. I think 
that this is one of those bills that will bear a little ripe, hci and 
that it had better go over unless somebody wishes to s) about it; 
if anybody does, of course I do not wish to object at this moment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that this report would 
be just on this ground; that if this had been a foreign war it would 
have been a duty the nation would have been bound in honor to 
make compensation under such circumstances. 

Here was the case of an armistice. I have not before me at this 
moment the exact terms of the armistice between General Sherman 
and General Johnston, but undoubtedly it involved an eee 
on the part of the generals pf the two armies to desist from her 
acts of hostility against one another or against the territory which 
it was the object of the army under Johnston, certainly, to defend 
from acts of hostility. That army desisted from all offensive opera- 
tions from that time, all acts of hostile force. In other words, the 
force which defended this man (supposing him not to have been a 
loyal citizen) against the Government of the United States desisted 
from his defense in consequence of the promise of the general com- 
manding the Army of the United States that further hostile opera- 
tions should cease with a view to a final peace. When the people of 
a city or a district submit in consequence of such a promise, espe- 
cially a district which contains an army raised for the purpose of its 
defense, if seems to me that it is the duty of the Government to see 
that that promise is obeyed; and if it be violated by its esd 
authorities, the citizen is ordinarily to be made good. I do not sp 
of such acts of wanton violence as cannot be prevented. 

These supplies were taken for the use of the Army, the army under 
General Wilson, part of General Sherman’s forces. Suppose the mili- 

authorities had contracted to compensate this man? If there 

been a contract made and certified to, he would have been enti- 
tled to his pay, whether he was loyal or not loyal. The case is a lit- 
tle stronger, in my judgment, for a disloyal man under those circum- 
stances because the honor of the Government was pledged to him by 
the circumstances. Here, after a proclamation on which the people 
of this district had submitted, after a convention made between the 
two forces that all hostilities should cease, late in the spring of 1865, 
the Army, for its necessities, took wood from this man’s farm. 

A board of officers were assembled, including Lientenant-Colonel 
Tompkins and Captain Roberts and a lieutenant, who sat as a board 
to assess the value of what was taken, and a certificate was given 
that the Army had taken so much from this man’s land. It seems to 
me he is entitled to it as much as if he had an express contract. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It was not my intention to offer any op- 
position to this bill in what I said a while ago. I merely wished to 
suggest that there were many cases like the one before us in this, 


that they were not brought to the consideration of the board desig- 
nated by Congress to investigate them, for special reasons. Some of 
them, I think, were submitted to Congress and were not acted upon 
favorably. Now,Con proposes to open the door for a large e 
of sonthern claims. This commission sat for years to investigate 
these claims, and it was provided by an act of Con that the; 
should be paid. I think that if a case presents itself now in whic 
there are special equities showing that for no fault of the claimant 
his claim was not presented, it would be perfectly competent for Con- 
gress to afford him relief just as much as it was competent for Con- 
to provide for the large number that have already been paid. 
think these claims rest upon a very different basis from that class 
the Senator from Vermont alluded to a while ago, because in them 
all I understand the element of loyalty is involved. He seems to 
think that by passing this bill all classes of claims will be opened up 
for consideration by Congress. In that I do not concur. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator from 
Vermont to object to the consideration of the bill. 

— * DS. In a minute I will. I will not object until I say 
a word. 

It is very far, I think, from being clear that the point made by my 
friend from Massachusetts is a sound one. I do not understand that 
an armistice prevents the troops in an enemy’s country from being 
supplied off that country. 

t is stated in the report that the reason why this claim was not paid 
was on account of a lack of funds. According to my recollection, it 
was found several years after 1865 that the amount of funds to the 
credit of the War Department for all these purposes of the war was 
still enormous, embracing millions upon millions of money, out of 
which payments were constantly made for all sorts of things; and it 
went to such an extent that long after this period, as late as 1868 or 
1870 Congress passed an act turning into the Treasury that unex- 
pended balance of war funds to the credit of the War Department, 
which then amounted to millions of dollars. I may be mistaken in 
that recollection; but it is worth looking up. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. All that the committee intended 
to say upon that point was that it appeared from the certificate of 
the quartermaster that he at that time did not have funds in his 
hands which he could use for the payment of this claim. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not see that certificate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. We did not inelude all the evidence 
in our report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will allow us to see that cer- 
tificate. I do not see that particular certificate, which might be im- 
portant. I see that on a blank day there was a ‘board of survey, not 
to inquire into this particular case apparently, but to examine into 
and assess the 9 sustained by citizens in this vicinity at the 
hands of the Uni States troops. It is then stated that Gustin 
himself swore: 


Samuel I. 55 being duly sworn, testifies that he has lost (or was 
States 


destroyed) by Uni: troops the following pro : six hundred feet of 
fencing lamber ; usand rails; one hun cords of wood; also, one frame 
building, with the machin used for the manufacture of enameled cloth. 

Julins Peters, (citizen,) 


ox sworn, testifies that the Fourth United States 
made a road through Mr. Gustin’s lands and destroyed a large quantity of 
rail-fencing from ten to twelve rails high. 

Is it possible that the existence of an armistice prevents the mili- 
3 power from rightly and lawfully building a road ee any- 

y’s property in the country that it occupies? Would that be a 
breach of the armistice even? But whether it would or not, has any 
private citizen a right to complain or to appeal for damages or com- 
ee for what he has lost by a military road being built across 

is premises ? 

The next witness states: 

William Steinmetz, sergeant Company G, Fourth United States Cavalry, bei 
duly sworn, testifies that since on 9 the Mth day of April, 1865, the United 
States troops had been hauling wood from the lands of Mr. Gustin ; has seen from 
four to six wagons hauling three or four days every week for two months; he is 
satisfied that over fifty cords of wood have taken. 

The next statement is about the burning of the enameled-cloth 
factory which I pass over: 

The board then proceeded to examine the 8 and, after carefully investi- 
gating the evidence, find that Samuel I. Gustin has been damaged . 
me oe to the amount of $2,529, and that said damage was unavoid: 

The factory the committee report against, if I correctly understand, 
so that we can leave that out. Thus the damage now proposed to 
be paid by this bill is reported by the board of survey as an unavoid- 
able damage to the property of this citizen by these military opera- 
tions. If that does not embrace the whole principle, I confess I am 
quite unable to understand what it is. 

Now the bill may go over for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

Mr. HILL, of 3 Why pass it over after we have had it dis- 
cussed? Why not take the vote? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are several reasons. 
Senators to reflect upon it. 


le, except the 


One is that I wish 
I even wish the majority of the Senate 


to reflect on the question of the principle involved in this step. I 
am sure reflection will not hurt it. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Vermont would allow this 
bill to paia a moment before it goes over. I wish to say u word. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 
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Mr. HOAR, I trust the Senate will reflect upon the other point, 
which is, as it seems to me, not the one that has been discussed by 
the Senator from Vermont. I think there would be no report from 
the Committee on Claims, certainly not a unanimous one, in favor of 
any such doctrine as the Senator from Vermont has attacked. The 
int upon which this report rests is that these supplies were taken 
m aman dwelling in a district which had submitted itself, and 
whose, military defenders had submitted themselves on the promise 
that the supplies taken after a certain time should be paid for. 

The point on which this case rests, whether tenable or not, is this: 
whether in a district whose inhabitants had submitted themselves 
and whose military defenders had submitted themselves on a promise 
from the general in chief command in that district, authorized to 
bind the Government by such a promise by the rules of war, that all 
supplies taken after that time should be paid for, and should not be 

en by foree—whether a person from whose farm supplies were 
taken by the Army under such circumstances has a claim upon the 
honor of the Government for his pay. That is a serious question; 
that is the question. If the Senator from Vermont can satisfy the 
Senate that this case does not come within that principle, that is one 
thing. If he can satisfy the Senate that that 8 te is not sound, 
that is one thing. But he certainly does not help me in the discharge 
of my duties when he attacks the general poy of paying disloyal 
men for supplies taken for the support of the Army in the enemy’s 
coun R it was in rebellion. t is a different question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
has stated a proposition of the public duty of keeping promises to 
which I should at first blush entirely agree; but unhappily for this 
case, so far as it is develo, in this report, no such state of facts 
exists. It is not stated in the report that this man or any of his neigh- 
bors had submitted on a promise after the city had been captured, 
after what is stated in this report to have been such a battle as to 

i thanks to the troops for the gallantry that they had 


mire 
displa in it—— 
HOAR. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to read the 
exact promise at some convenient time to him? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, read it now. 

Mr. HOAR. This has the signatures of General Sherman and Gen- 
eral Johnston: 

In general terms—the war to cease; a general amnesty, so far as the Executive 
of the United States can command, on condition of the dment of the confed- 
erate armies, the distribution of the arms, and the resumption of peaceful pursuits 
by the officers and men hitherto composing said armies. 

Then General Sherman publishes this order: 

general comman: announces to the Army a suspension of hostilities, 
and an agreement with Genen Johnston and high oficials which, when formally 
ratified, will make peace from the Potomac to the Rio Grande. 

Perhaps that does not bind the general or the subordinate to desist 
from taking supplies for the Army by force. I shall be glad to hear 
the Senator from Vermont on that question if he is willing to speak. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will not spend much time in speaking about it 
now because this case is to go over and other cases are entitled to be 
heard. I was only . of what the report showed, and that 
was a statement by the commanding 1 at this place that an 
armistice had been d upon, and that afflrmative operations 
would cease, and that future supplies would be contracted for. The 
same military authority p: ed, it is stated in this report in this 
case, not to contract for these supplies, if you call them supplies, but 
as the board of survey says, unavoidable damage was done by the 
Army to the premises and property of this gentleman. 

Mr. HOAR. That the committee did not report any pay for. It 
is only the su ps that they propose to pay for. 

Mr. EDMUN S. But the Senator is mistaken about that, because 
this ‘unavoidable damage” covers not only the destruction of the 
factory but the wood and the rails, &c., the $1,129, and the $1,400, 
and the something else, making $2,529 altogether. That includes the 
factory as well as the damage done to the farm. The board of sur- 
vey say that this damage was unavoidable, but they say “except the 
factory,” so that the “unavoidable damage” that the board of sur- 
vey 1 5 of is the very damage which the committee report shall 

Al Or. 
. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The committee do not so under- 


stand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the way it reads. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I understand perfectly well how it 
reads, but it appeared that these rails, with this wood, were taken by 
the Army and used as fuel. It was necessary that the Army should 
have fuel, and in that sense the damage to Mr. Gustin was unavoid- 
able—unavoidable for the reason that that perhaps was the onl 
available fuel at that time. The Army was necessitated to have fue 
These rails were taken for fuel, and therefore it was unavoidable in 
that sense. It was not taken in a wanton spirit. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In a wanting spirit. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But not destroyed wantonly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the next bill 
on the Calendar. 

COTTON CORDAGE IN THE NAVAL SERVICE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1281) authorizin 

the Secretary of the Navy to introduce cotton cordage into the nav: 


service ; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Navy to in uce 

to the naval service rope and co manufactured of cotton ac- 

cording to the process of Thomas W. Dunham, of Boston, to such an 

extent as will furnish a fair test of the value and efficiency thereof 
as cempared with the kinds now in use. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is there a report with that bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe there is no written report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no written report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I propose an amendment that there shall be no 
claim on the part of this man against the Government at any time 
hereafter for royalty for the use of his process. 

Mr. CON G. Iwill venture to ask of the Senator or of the 
committee reporting this bill why it is necessary by law to authorize 
and direct the Secrefary of the Navy to test the tensile strength of 
cotton fiber twisted into a rope—that is all this means—and its en- 
durance against the weather? Is it possible that the Secretary of 
the Navy has not authority without a special law to ascertain whether 
cotton rope is strong enough and durable enough to enter into the 
rigging of ships, without an act of Congress requiring it to be done; 
and the test to be made of ropes subjected to the process of a partic- 
ular named individual? I take it for granted there is some reason, 
and I shall be very glad to know it, as I am uninformed myself in 
regard to it. 

. VANCE. Mr. President, this bill not only authorizes but di- 
rects the Secretary of the Navy to introduce this cordage; and as the 
process of the gentleman named in the bill is claimed to have removed 
all the objections to cotton cordage which have heretofore been urged, 
it is proposed to secure for it a trial. If the result should be satii 
tory when the test is made by the Secretary of the Navy it will add 
to the uses of cotton, which is ly produced by one section of our 
country, and therefore add to the value of that staple. As it will 
have a tendency to increase the consumption of that product it is 
only right that the Secretary should be authorized to take this step 
without encore ee Government in any unnecessary expense, 

i 7 5 See . Imove to amend by striking out “and directed, 
in line 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I move to add to the bill: 

That said Dunham shall have no claim whatever against the 


Provided, however, 
United States or any Department thereof, and shall receive no compensation on 
account thereof. 


The amendment was 5 070 to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of this 
bill if the Secretary of the Navy is not already authorized under gen- 
eral laws to make such tests of cordage? 

Mr. VANCE. Ido not think there will be any necessity for the 
passage of the bill if the word “ directed” is stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is out now. 

Mr. VANCE. I was not aware that it was out. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been stricken out on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL. ] 

Mr. VANCE. Iask for a vote on that. I did not know any such 
amendment was mei ns 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question will be again put when the 
bill shall come into the Senate. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senate concur in the first amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole to strike out in line 3, after 
the word“ authorized” the words “and directed?“ 

Mr. VANCE. I hope the amendment will not be to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why we should compel 
the Secretary to do this? If he has authority, why does he refuse to 
doit? What is the necessity of forcing the Department to make this 


test? 

Mr. VANCE. All I can say in reply to that is that the Secretary 
has been applied to, as I learn, to make this test, and he has not done 
so. If this word is stricken out he will probably continue not to do 
it and the whole object of the bill will be destroyed. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 15, noes 25, 

Mr. CONKLING. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. Having asked for the yeas and nays upon this 
question, I beg to occupy a moment in stating my reason for doing 
so and for voting for this amendment. 

We listened yesterday to a brief but cogent dissertation from the 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. TETRAN] touching the impropriety 
of wasting the time of the Senate and doing such things as he 
thought tended to the degradation of the Senate. I believe he em- 
ployed that phrase. Now, I humbly submit that nothing could well 
fall more clearly within the class of occupation here denounced by 
the Senator than bills at the instigation or in the interest of partic- 
ular patentees or owners of processes, directing, ordering the different 
Departments of the Government to take steps with a view to intro- 
ducing a particular patented article. That is what this bill means. 
We all know that, with or without a general law, the Secretary of the 
Navy has authority to make this test; nobodydeniesthat. It is within 
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his discretion to do it; and as has been very frankly stated by the 
Senator from North Carolina the ee of this proposed statute is to 
require him, to compel him, to order him to do it. Then what is to 
become of the interests and enterprises of all the other men in this 
vast country who have a process applicable to cotton to make it en- 
dure in all weather, or whatever the object of the process may be, 
and who have a process applicable to wood, to iron, to hemp, to flax, 
to all the other materials and productions, vegetable and otherwise, 
which enter into the economies of the nation? They are to come 
here too and ask for a bill directing a particular Department to make 
experiments and applications of the goods which they vend or the 
process which they own or the industry which they represent. I 
think that will hardly do. 

As has been said, cotton is oné of the groat rođucts of the coun- 
try. A Secretary of the Navy would be blind indeed who needed to 
be told how desirable it would be to utilize cotton in cordage in the 
Navy; but if he does need to be told, he can be informed as he is of 
other things. He has full power and authority to make the exam- 
ination, to apply the test, to ascertain its results, by means of the 
experts, of which he has a bevy around him in the employ of the Goy- 
ernment ; and this is a proposition to pick out this particular instance 
and order him to do that. Then, I submit, the Senate should enter- 
tain the idea of reviewing all the other processes which the Navy 
Department or the War Department or any other Department might 

perly test, pick them ont one by one and diréct what shall be 
Sune with them. I think it is improvident and unwise legislation. 
Therefore, I venture to ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 

Senate proceeds to the consideration of its unfinished business. 


MOBILE BAY. 


Mr. GORDON. Before the regular order is proceeded with, I should 
like to have an order made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will receive the proposition. 

On motion of Mr. GORDON, it was 


` Ordered, That the letter of the Secretary of War in reference to Mobile Bay be 
transmitted to the House of Representatives for its consideration. 


THE GENEVA AWARD. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving and continuing the conrt of 
commissioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the un- 
appropriated moneys of the Geneva award; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 


MAIL-TRANSPORTATION DEFICIENCY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the 
appropriations for the transportation of the mails on star routes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, the pending 3 being on 
the amendment reported. by the Committee on ppropriations, in 
section 1, line 21, after the word “service,” to insert “ or increase of 
trips ;” so as to make the clause read: 

During the remainder of the current fiscal year no further expedi of service 
„55 Ok tips ou any postal star souls shall be mada; ting 

Mr. BLAINE. I will not occupy three minutes. I merely want to 
restate the ground on which I shall vote not to concur with this 
amendment. 

There has been some fault found and some scandal has arisen in 
re to a few routes—I do not know how many there are; the 
chairman of the committee can tell me; but they are very few in 
number, whereas the entire number of star routes rans up toward 
eleven thousand. The injustice of this proposition is that pending 
an investigation into the irregularities or the frauds, if there be ir- 
regularities or frauds, of which I know nothing, in regard to eight or 
ten long routes, it is pro here to suspend the ordinary, usual, 
admitted functions of the Post-Office Department respecting all the 
remainder of the eleven thousand star routes in the country for a 
period of three months next ensuing the passage of this bill. It strikes 
me that the legislation is uncalled for, that it is unjust, and that 
while, if there as Segoe) or frauds in any of the routes, the 
power lies in the hands of the Government by withholding pay or 
other modes of prosecution to punish the offenders, the innocent in 
the other eleven thousand routes should not be made indiscriminately 
to suffer with the guilty and this amendment as proposed will make 
them doit. I shall vote against it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, the committee 
thought it best that the words “ or increase of trips“ should be added, 
because it is in keeping with the whole bill. It is well known that 
the Post-Office Department have exceeded their authority. I say 
that after thought. Whether they have exceeded the law or not, is 
another question; but Isay they have gone beyond the proper discre- 
tion of any ei sare 

Mr. TELLE That is what the Senator means, I suppose, in say- 
* have gone beyond their authority. 

. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. TELLER. If they have gone beyond their authority they 
* 


have violated the law. i 
Mr. DAVIS, of West V; That has been argued a day or two, 


irginia. 
and I am sorry I referred to it, because I want to get the bill through 


without much further discussion, and therefore I will not answer my 
friend from Colorado on that point. 

But if this amendment is not to, we ought to increase the 
amount appropriated in the bill, for there is already a deficiency, 
according to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, of $1,720,004, 
when the Sixth Auditor tells us it is about $1,100,000. The commit- 
tee and the Senate have passed upon an amendment appropriating 
$1,100,000, which we believe will carry out the service as it now stands; 
but if it is allowed to be increased, the pronen are that we shall 
have a further deficiency; and is the ate ready to say that the 
Postmaster-General shall go on and make these increases now, after 
having expended more than a million dollars in addition to what he 
asked for at the beginning of the last session of the Forty-fifth Con- 

? Is he to be allowed at his discretion to continue to make at 
the end of this year a still further deficiency? If not, we ought to 
agree with the committee in this amendment. If we agree that the 
Postmaster-General may go on and increase the routes in the same 
proportion, we shall have two or three hundred thousand dollars more 
of a deficiency at the end of the year. 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble about the action of the committee is 
this: They came in first with a preamble saying that the Postmaster- 
General had unwisely and unlawfully exerci his discretion, but I 
understand the committee has backed out from the preamble. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, sir; not backed out. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, I will not insist on the term. If the Senator 
can suggest any term that is more appropriate to describe the action 
of the committee, I will adopt it. At all events, it practically amounts 
to that, The committee abandon the assertion that these things 
have been unlawfully done; but still after all there is an insinuation 
made that they have been unlawfully done, and whether unlawful 
or not there is a statement that there has been a gross abuse of dis- 
cretion. The trouble about it, as I said yesterday, without quarrel- 
ing with this statement at all, is that the committee now ratify all 
that the Postmaster-General has so unwisely done and extravagantly 
done, and then sit down and say what? That the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral shall not do it any more in reference to a certain class of routes 
where the necessity actually exists at the present moment, You ratify 
that which the committee say has been unwisely done; and then, for 
the purpose of effecting some little saving, you say he cannot do it 
in reference to a small class of routes where there is now a necessity 
for an increase of trips. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator whether he is 
now in favor of saying that the Postmaster-General did wrong, when 
his speech of yesterday was in the direction of encouraging the Post- 
master-General and indorsing his action ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I am anxious to vote on this question, or the Senator 
from West Virginia would find out what I think about that. Lobjeot 
now to the committee making a scape-goat not of the parties on the 
routes wherein the extravagance has occurred but of the people on 
a class of routes where no extravagance has heretofore been exercised 
at all and from the very nature of things cannot be. The extrava- 
gance in all this service, if there be any, occurs in what is called the 
expedition. I am referring now to what the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. EpMunDs] said yesterday in reference to the striking ont of the 
remainder of this paragraph covering the provision in regard to ex- 
pediting mail routes. I will call his attention, as illustrating the 
cost of increase as compared with that of expedition, to one route 
which was referred to in the speech of the Senator from Kentucky, 
(Mr. 8 was let at $6,000 a year for a once- a- week service. 
Of course by increasing the trips to daily that route gets $42,000 a 
year; but upon the increase of trips to seven times a week and the 
expedition combined the cost of the service went ap to close to 
$140,000 a year, and I am not certain but above that, but at any rate 
near $150,000 a year. It is thus clear that the expedition costs three 
or four times as much as the increase of service costs. I do not say 
that that was not proper; I only speak of it to show that the increase 
of trips is not a branch of the service which involves extravagance. 
35 Does the 8 mean 2 say 75 48560 2 a fair 

t because a trip once a week is upon at $6,000 a year, 
if it is raised to twice A week the pay would be niy $12,000 ? , 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does it fairly or reasonably follow that if the 
party is compelled to get more material to stock his route in order to 
make six trips a week rather than one, he can do it at the same rate 
that he did the other? 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that to be so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think that that follows by any means. 

Mr. PLUMB. If it takes one horse to the mail once a week 
I do not see why two horses could not carry it in the same length of 
time twice a week; and I do not see why the second horse or the 
second man to ride him should not be furnished for the same price 
as the first. I do not understand that ie ine tone of the Department 
is different from what I have stated at But when you come to 
add to the speed then you do add to the number of horses necessary 
to carry it on one trip or on two trips or more, as the case may be, 
and to the number of men n to ride them where they are 
ridden or to the number of coaches in which the mail is carried where 
it is carried in coaches. So the increase of trips, which has been in- 
serted by the committee, is in reference to a class of service that is 
economical, comparatively speaking, and is not extravagant. All 
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the trouble that has arisen under the large 5 of money 


ws out of the expedition. I think, th re, that the committee 
Kove commenced at the wrong end. For the purpose of saving 
money, for the purpose of setting their seal of condemnation upon the 
extravagance of the Post-Office artment, they now propose in the 
western section of the country that specimen of economy which comes 
just too late to be of service. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I have said so much on this question 
that I will only say one word more. The difficulty is not in the in- 
crease of trips for the next three months, It is that whenever anin- 
crease of trips is made it extends practically to the end of the con- 
tract term. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator from Kentucky a question 
right there. Does not the committee provide in section 2 that as to 
all service which the Postmaster-General may hereafter create on new 
routes, he can expedite there as much as he pleases and increase by 
as many trips as he pleases? Why the distinction between the service 
which he is to put on this year as compared with that which he has 
put on in the year last past ? 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Kansas will observe that we propose 
to declare that during the remainder of the current fiscal year no fur- 
ther expediting of service or increase of.trips in any postal star route 
shall be made; so that the $100,000 given for new routes applies to 
what may be developed between now and the Ist of July as necessary 
for new service which will be let to the lowest bidder in open and 
fair competition. 

The Senator from Kansas will also observe that one of the difficul- 
ties we have to contend with is that whenever a large number of new 
trips are added or expedition is granted the contractor comes and in- 
sists that good faith requires that that shall continue to the end of 
the contract term. Let me read for a moment what Mr. Salesbury, 
who is the largest contractor in the United States, said on that sub- 
ject when the chairman of the sub-committee [Mr. WALLACE] put 
the question to him: a 


Question. In your letter you say something about the annulment of your con- 
tract after a month's notice; does your contract provide for that? 

Answer. The contract provides that the Post-Office Department can annul any 
contract by giving a month's extra pay; but now, if you will let me state my 
case 

Q. Goon; we want you to state all there is about this. The committee want to 
hear your own statement abont it. 

$ of us who run such a great amount of mail certainly have some expe- 
rience in business matters. The Government of the United tes obliged us, 
when we bid for the contract, to give two sureties who own real estate, ther 
with a certified check for 5 per cent. of the amount of our bids, conditioned that 
if the contract be awarded to us that wo will execute a contract to perform the 
service for four years. Then when the contract is drawn it obliges us to give two 
more sureties to continue the contract four years. Now, then, what do we get from 
the Government? We have the good faith of our Government, of which we are a 
part. We have the long-accustomed usages of Congress that they will appropriate 
money each year to carry out these contracts for the term. We have the long- 
established usages of the Post-Office 8 that they never do curtail these 
contracts or use the power which they have unless under extraordinary circum- 
stances, such as building a railroad over certain lines or in a case where there is a 
mail service of once a week, for instance, on a slow schedule, and some man has 
that route who is not able or competent to put on the service that the t 
and the Government require. Then they annul the contract and award it to some 
man who can do the work. That is the security that we have in return from the 
Government which justifies us in giving the heavy bonds that we do, and no busi- 
ness man would do it under any other conditions or under other circumstances, 

Q. Then I understand you to say that you do not regard the provision or regu- 
lation in the contract by which the contract can be annulled on one month's pay as 
a part of the contract? 

A. That is what I understand, except under those peculiar circumstances which 
a contractor can always anticipate. 


The meaning of all this is,and the complaint the contractors are 
making against the House bill is, “ you gave us the expedition, re- 
quired the extra service from weekly to daily; we have put on the 
needed stock; we have built the necessary stations; it is not fair to 
cut us down before the end of our contract time, because our bonds 
run for the four years.” Everything runs for the four years; and they 
have had as much to do with the action of the committee as any other 
set of men, for there was justice in what they said. What do we here 
propose to say? As complaints are made, as an investigation is going 
on at the other end of the Capitol, we do not propose to cut down 
your present contracts, and we give $100,000 more to provide for new 
routes, as to which it is admitted the laws are obeyed; but as the 
Postmaster-General has said he desires to make changes, we declare 
that there shall be no more increase of trips, or expedition, or any- 
thing else for the next three months until we see if we cannot amend 
the laws so that this business can be carried ont fairly. 

Suppose in the next three months an increase of trips is ordered on 
a hundred or a thousand routes, every contractor will come to us 
and say “I have aright to go on for four years;” and what is the 
result, if we have mismanagement in the Department, which I have 
no doubt we have; there would be no investigation going on but for 
the "a general belief that that is the fact. Now, after we have 
given them all the money they want, and seek to disturb no exist- 
ing relation, why should we put this power in their hands to abuse it 
for four years to come without giving Con a chance to say what 
ought to be done to prevent a repetition of that condition of things? 
If it only applied to three mon it would be a very small matter ; 
but the tor from Kansas will readily see under ent of 
the contractors that they would have a right to come in with another 
claim, as they are doing now, that gross injustice was done if any 
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interference was had before the end of their contract term. Surely 
but little damage can be done in the next three months if we wait 
to see if new laws can be made or amendments to old ones secured 
that wiil make the Department conform more closely to what many 
of us think A bso requires. That is all there is in our amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is a great deal of force in what the contractor 
testifying before the committee said about the disturbance of his 
contract after he had provided for the expense of carrying it out 
fully; but I know personally that the practice of the Department in 
regard to small contractors is not governed by considerations of that 
sort. I know that in my State a number of these contracts have 
been modified, some of them entirely abolished during the last twelve 
months. That became necessary, and the Department wisely exer- 
cised its discretion. In a great many other cases it has reduced the 
service from daily to semi-weekly, and in some from semi-weekly to 
weekly, by reason of the fact that railroads penetrated that section 
of the country, which changed the methods and manner of Carrying 
the mails; but I have not heard of any contractor aang Sores eye 
It was part of his contract, it was part of his bond. He 
to complain. 

Of course the peculiar condition of things existing on the frontier 
is different. There men are required to have a large number of horses, 
to build stations, to dig wells, and to have other unusual appliances 
for carrying the mail, and they have a certain equity which for my- 
self I am disposed to yield to. But I am speaking now of a class of 
men who do not contract with the Government in this way, a class of 
small contractors on short routes varying from 20 to 60 miles in length, 
where there has been heretofore no or practically no abuse—none that 
has ever been heard of—routes on which the Government spends only 
a small amount of money. 

I called the attention of the Senate yesterday to the fact that the 
entire increase of service on star routes in my State last year was 
abont $11,000, or less than $12,000, and I believe there has been no 
allegation made that in that case there has been any kind of abuse. 
I am speaking now abonta class of people who are not served by the 
long routes, but have short routes where the Department has always 
exercised the discretion of cutting off the service entirely or increas- 
ing it at its will. 

. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I do not think there is a very 
great deal of importance to be attached to the pending amendment 
of the committee, which the Senator from Kansas wishes to strike 
ont. I apprehend that in the next three months there will not be 
any very great amount of increase of trips on established routes in 
the western country or in the older States. But the Committee on Ap- 
propriations having had to appropriate for deficiencies, have deemed 
it proper to put limitations and restrictions on the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral as to his power to increase trips on Se ee or to expedite 
the routes; and I see no reason why the amendment proposed by the 
committee should not be cong ig 

It has been regarded by the Senator from Kansas as a question 
affecting the Western States exclusively. It applies equally to the 
service in all the States of the Union, the older as well as the new. 
I do not apprehend that any very t amount of inconvenience 
will arise to the people in any section of the country in the next 
three months by their not being able to procure additional trips on 
any established route. 

ere has been considerable criticism of the Postmaster-General 
for the exercise of what he claims to be a discretion vested in him 
under the laws of the land. I have nothing to say against the Post- 
master-General. I believe that he is an honest man, a man of in- 
tegrity, and a man of character, and I have no criticism of him per- 
sonally. I have a right, however, as a member of this re ex- 
press my opinion upon the question whether he has exercised wisely 
or unwisely the discretion which he considers to be vested in him by 
the statutes. I think the strongest ent against the exercise of 
that discretion is presented in the very bill which we are considering. 
At the last session of the last Congress we made an appropriation for 
the postal service based upon the estimates of the Department itself, 
and granted as I understand to the Post-Office Department all the 
money that was claimed or asked by the Postmaster-General for this 
particular service. Five million nine hundred thousand dollars was 
appropriated by Congress for what is usually termed star mail sery- 
ice; and yet we are met at the commencement of this session by a 
declaration of the Postmaster-General and his subordinates that the 
mails of the country will have to be stop unless Congress comes 
up and gives them, according to one of the officials, $1,700,000, and 
according to this bill based on the estimate of another $1,100,000. 

I apprehend there are but very few members of the Senate who 
have ever considered the existing state of circumstances but will be 
compelled to vote this money. We do not believe it to be right to 
stop the mails all over the country, as we are advised by the Post- 
master-General will have to be done unless the money is appropriated; 
and, therefore, a demand is made upon us to vote the 9 
contained in this bill. To pass it is not a ratification of the action of 
the Postmaster-General, as is suggested by the Senator from Kansas; 
but we pass it because a necessity is laid upon us either to vote an 
appropriation of $1,100,000 for the postal service or to have the mails 

Lover this country suspended. repudiate the idea that we are 
ratifying the exercise of that discretion which is claimed to be lodged 
in the Postmaster-General byso voting. On the contrary, the expres- 
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sions of opinion which have been heard in the Senate upon that ques- 
tion ought to exclude the idea that there is any disposition on the 
part of those who consider this an unusual exercise of discretion, or 
any p whatever on their part to ratify the exercise of this dis- 
cretion by the Postmaster-General. 

There is another question underlying this whole bill, and suggested 
rather by this condition of affairs; and that is whether the Executive 
Departments of this Government are or ought to be independent of 
Congress in reference to the expenditure of the public money. I 
listened yesterday to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. KWOOD ] with 
a great deal of pleasure, as I always do, but it seemed to me that the 
logical consequence of the views which he presented was that not- 

thstanding we make appropriations for a particular service, if there 
is discretion vested in the head of a Department, especially in the 
Post-Office Department, in reference to the performance of the duties 
of the Department, he may disregard the expressed will of Congress 
evidenced in the appropriations made for that particular service and 

on of his own pleasure, and without any restraint, to administer 

e affairs of the Department independent of the appropriations. I 
do not say that there is not a discretion vested by provisions of law 
in the Postmaster-General with reference to expedite g the mail serv- 
ice; I do not say that there is not any discretion vested in him to 
increase the service upon a particular line; but I do hold that when 
Congress has spoken, when Congress has appropriated a particular 
amount of money for a particular service, then the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral is not at liberty to withdraw his eyes from the appropriations 
made and go on carelessly, recklessly, or indifferent to the will ex- 

ressed by Congress'in its appropriations, and increase the service at 
Fis own pleasure upon old lines or to establish new lines if he pleases, 
so as to exhaust the appropriation which Congress has made for the 
service within six months or eight or ten months of the year, and 
then suspend the whole mail service of the country unless Congress 
eliooses to come up or is forced to come up by his action and make 
further appropriations for it. 

I say that in construing the laws which vest him with discretion 
in reference to these subjects, he is bound — to look at the ac- 
tion of Congress in providing for the service. It is an unwise exer- 
cise of discretion if he simply looks to the power and authority con- 
ferred upon him by former statutes without looking to the action of 
Con in making appropriations for the service. I do not desire in 
the Senate to criticise the action of the Postmaster-General or the 
action of his Department, for which I do not hold him wholly re- 
sponsible, because it is well known that the head of a Department can- 
not absolutely control all the details of the Department. He must 
rely on subordinates to a certain extent. I say that the action of 
that Department has compelled Congress to appropriate money that 
it did not desire to appropriate for the A poera service, and this bill 
before us now is an exaction from this Congress by the head of one 
of the Departments of this Government. 

We heard a few days ago from the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Wrxpom] a disquisition upon the deficiency bills which were brought 
in at every term. He alleged that the democrats of the House had 
curtailed the appropriations for the Government, and had been so 

r and parsimonious in their appropriations that the Depart- 
ments had to come here and ask for deficiencies. The case before us 
illustrates the cause of those deficiencies very frequently. It is a dis- 
regard by executive officers of the will of Congress in reference to the 
expenditure of money for any particular branch of the service; and 
many of the deficiency bills to which reference was made by the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota the other day were caused doubtless by the very 
same cause that has produced this: a disregard on the part of the 
moe officers of the expressed will of Congress in its appropria- 

on bills. 

Mr. President, I am not willing that the Congress of the United 
States shall be placed at the mercy of executive officers in reference 
to the payment of money. It is our duty to vote the proper appro- 
priations, not only for the postal service, but for every other Depart- 
ment of the Government; and we ought to hold a check upon the 
executive officers, and not permit them to exercise unwisely and 
recklessly any discretion which has been necessarily vested in them 
by the laws of the land. In voting, therefore, for this bill, I disclaim 
that I am to be understood by that act as ratifying, in the language 
of the Senator from Kansas, the action of the Postmaster-General or 
the exercise of discretion which has been vested in him. I do no such 
thing; I vote for it from the necessity which he has placed on us 
rather than see the mails of the country suspended for three months, 
or three months and a half. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I am opposed to the amendment pro- 

by the committee in this case. I do not see that there is any- 
thing in the arguments that have been urged here which meet the 

al point made by the Senator from Kansas that the necessities 
of the mail service of the West require upon routes already estab- 
lished an increase of trips and perhaps of expedition. That is a 
power conferred upon the Department, and it ought to be conferred 
upon some Department of the Government because it is necessary 
for the interests of the public service. 

The Senator from Kentucky in his clear and able argument has 
raised a question, not as to the personal in ty, not as to the hon- 
est and patriotic purpose of the administration of this dee ae 
but the very grave question Whether a Department disbursing thirty 


or forty millions of public money annually shall be allowed to do it 
without any accuracy in its reports and estimates and without any 
control on the part of Congress as to what the amount of its expendi- 
ture shall be. He has presented the issue whether a Department of 
the Government is permitted under the existing law to make an esti- 
mate for a certain amount of money and exceed it by two million. 
On such a question thus stated there can be no just or proper differ- 
ence of opinion. Beyond a doubt the gmet Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, when appealed to furnish information as to the necessities 
of the public service in their Departments, must be held to some 
greater degree of accuracy than to come within two millions of the 
amount needed in a single year. There must be either an error of 
opinion or an error in the proper and economical administration of 
eir Departments if they cannot do better. Without undertaking, 
therefore, to cast any degree of reflection upon those who administer 
the Post-Office Department, and conceding that there is nothing in 
this case to cast any reflection upon them except that there has been 
a grave mistake, a mistake which it concerns the proper administra- 
tion of the Government to have rectified, I see myself in the laws as 
they stand that there is nothing to control the discretion of the Post- 
Office Department in this The law is that they shall be re- 
quired to accept the lowest bid on every route, however inadequate 
to the service to be performed, however unremunerative, however 
impossible to perform the service, and having accepted it, under the 
terms “expedition” and “increase of trips” they have a clear discre- 
tion to increase the compensation with an unlimited power to the 
contractor. This loose and absolute discretion in the disbursement of 
such a vast amount of the public money demands the application of a 
remedy; but does it follow from that that the interests of the public 
service in the great West, represented by Senators here who say to 
us that their people will be greatly injured by this restriction upon 
the increase of trips for the next three months, shall be jeopardized, 
that that injury shall be inflicted upon them? That is the special 
question presented by the amendment now pending. 

In the discharge of my duties as a Senator I shall always pay a 
proper degree of respect and regard to Senators when saor ay that 
the interests of the public service in their States require that money 
shall be expended to a reasonable extent, Ifeel bound to give proper 
respect and deference to their wishes upon such a point. And while 
I concur in the absolute necessity of some legislation which shall 
make alaw, where there is now none, to control the disbursement 
of one of the t Departments of the Government, I am entirely 
opposed to this amendment, and I see no connection between the 
necessity for our action and the infliction of a present injury for the 
next three months on those communities in the West where the routes 
demand an increase of the service. For that reason I shall vote against 
3 amendment. 

eP IDING OFFICER, (Mr. Rots in the chair.) Upon the 
pending amendment the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 28, nays 
$2; as follows: : 


YEAS—23. 
Baile Edmunds, Johnston, Ransom, 
Bayard, Farley, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Garland, Kernan, Slater, 
Cockrell, Groome, McDonald, Vance, 
Davis of Ilinois, Mi r Voorhees, 
Davis of W. Va., Harris, Mo Wh 
Hereford, Pryor, Willi 
NAYS—32. 
Allison, Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Platt, 
1 8 — — of Nevada, Aen 
awes, ellogg, llins, 

Blair,” Ferry, Kirkwood, Saunders, 

th, n, McMillan, Teller, 
Burnside, Hampton, Maxey, Vest, 
Call, Hill of Colorado, Paddock, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Pendleton, Windom 

ABSENT—16. 

Anthony, Conkling, Lamar, 8 
Bruce, Grover, Logan, Thurman, 
Butler, Hill of 2 McPherson, Wallace, 
Carpenter, Jonesof Florida, Randolph, Withers. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The Chief Clerk read the next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, which was, after the word “law,” in section 2, line 
4, to strike ont the words “ or increase the service upon existing routes 
other than those reduced by the first section of this act,” and to in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Postmaster-General shall not hereafter havo the power to 


expedite any contract either now existing or hereafter given to a rate of pay ex- 
ceeding 50 per cent, upon the contract as originally let. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What does “expedite any contract“ mean in the 
amendment, I shoud like to inquire, as distinguished from expediting 
the service ? 

Mr. BECK. I suppose the committee meant “to expedite the 
service under any contract.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I think it would be well to say “service,” 
because “e iting a contract” is a very serious thing to do. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move to insert after “expedite” the words “the 
service on,” so as to read “ power to expedite the service on any con- 
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Mr. BECK. Say “the service under.” Mr. KIRKWOOD. He is governed by the law as to what? As to 
Mr. MAXEY. I accept that. whether he shall expedite the time or not? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that modification will be made. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I should like to ask the Committee on Appro- 
priations whether this proviso is intended to apply to the star service 
ES to the mail service generally on rai and steamboats as 
we 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It applies to all legally, I should say. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. My own impression is that the language would 
apply to all mail service. 

r. BECK. The chairman of the sub-committee, who has charge 
of the bill, being absent, I will say that I think it was intended only 
to apply to the star service. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WALLACE] is absent this morning. 

Mr. WOOD. I wanted to learn whether the intention of the 
committee is that it shall be a continuing provision, and whether it 
is intended to apply to star service only, and if it were so intended 
5 the distinction was made between the star service and railway 
and steamboat service. 

Mr. EATON. I think I can make a suggestion to my friend that 
will render his criticism 388 This 8 must apply to 
the star service and nothing else. e should hardly give the Post- 
master-General the power to increase 50 per cent. upon any of the 
great railroad routes of the country. We should hardly leave that 
with him. This gives him power to increase the routes to which the 
bill relates, to wit, the star service. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. But I understand that the Postmaster-General 
has now the right to expedite the service upon mail routes over rail- 
roads, under ail the contracts. 

Mr. EATON. If he has I shall be glad that this provision is here, 
potas he shall not increase it more than a certain per cent. if he has 

t power. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. What I want to come at is certainly in the pro- 
vision. If it is intended to apply to all mail service, railway, steam- 
boat, and star service alike, we ought to know it and express it. If 
it is intended to apply only to one kind of service, then I ask the 
committee to inform us of the reason why the distinction is made. 
That is the point I make. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator will recollect that the 
railway mail service is regulated by law. On all the railroads the 
service shall not exceed so much per mile as to the space, weight of 
mail, and to some extent. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I understand that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is an act regulating the 
transportation of mails upon the railroads, and this provision does 
not apply to railroads. Of course it may apply, but it was not in- 
tended to apply to railroads, because there is a law in existence which 
regulates them, and the Postmaster-General has to be governed by 
mp law regulating the expense of the transportation of the mails by 
railway. 

eS a ae Will the Senator from Iowa allow me a single mo- 
ment 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. In the absence of the chairman of the sub-committee 
wno had charge of the bill, I suggest that the proviso should read 

us: 

That the Postmaster-General skall not hereafter have the power to expedite the 
service under any contract. 

Then add the words “for mail service“ 
either now existing or hereafter given, to a rate of exceeding 50 cent. u 
— 55 g Siok gi pay g 50 per pon 


ee fes make the meaning perfectly plain, whatever may be the 
effect of it. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. What does the Senator intend that to mean? 

Mr. BECK. I desire it to apply only to the star routes. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Will the Senator tell me why? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The law, I think, regulates the 
service on the railways. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I think the law regulates some things, but not 
all things. It regulates the price to be paid for railway mail service 
according to the speed and the weight and , but it leaves with 
the Postmaster-General the right to either decrease or increase the 
speed of railway mail service as well as star service. It leaves him 
the right to expedite the railway mails, and if he does expedite them 
it fixes the rate which shall be paid for the expedition. The power 
to expedite the one or the other is just the same, as I understand. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend will understand that 
there is a special hy one pe (I have forgotten the amount now, 
but a few hundred thousand dollars) for special facilities for railroad 
mail service. The Postmaster-General has discretion, I believe, so 
far as that special appropriation is concerned, but to no greater ex- 
tent that I recollect. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Do I understand the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia to say that it is not competent for the Postmaster-General to 
increase the rate at which the mails shall be carried, say, from New 
York to Washington over the time now provided by existing con- 


tracts? 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. He is governed by law as I under- 
stand it. There is a special law regulating the railway mail service. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, sir; I understand that every- 
thing connected with the railroad service is regulated by law. The 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] probably had something to do 
with the law and understands it better than Ido. I will state that 
I am not very familiar with this bill, not having had it in charge. 
The chairman of the sub-committee who had>the bill in charge is 
absent this morning, as the Senator from Kentucky has said. I think 
the Senator from Michi is familiar with the law. 

Mr. FERRY. What is the point? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think the Senator from Michigan 
understands the question as to the mail service we railroads better 
than I do myself, for I think I have heard him on it. 

Mr. FERRY. As to the method of payment? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. No; I will state the point to the Senator upon 
which I am Sonan information. Here is a proviso that the Post- 
master-General shall not hereafter have power to expedite the serv- 
ice. The question I put is whether the language used is intended to 
confine that prohibition to star service only or whether it is to apply 
alike to star service, railroad service, and steamboat service. I am 
informed by the organ of the committee that they intended to apply it 
only to star service, and I ask the reason why the distinction is to be 

e; why, if the Postmaster-General has the right to expedite rail- 
way mail service, he may not have the right to expedite star service 
as well? Iam answered that he has not that power now; that the 

wer to expedite service upon railways is re ted wholly by law. 

y understanding of it is that the compensation is regulated by law, 
by weight and speed, but that it still remains competent for the Post- 
master-General to change the time upon railway contracts as well as 
upon star service contracts. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator from Iowa is correct. In that respect 
the law is not changed. The bill that was passed last year did not 
change the existing law in that 8 The Postmaster-General 
is authorized, as well for the r and steamboat service as for 
the star service, to expedite the service; so that if the amendment 
should be adopted it would apply generally. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishonld like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee if this amendment is in the nature of general legislation 
to work a perpetual inhibition in respect of expediting the service, 
not only for the present year but for all the fiscal years that are to 
come hereafter? Is not that the object and scope of the amendment? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Nebraska ad- 
dresses his question to the chairman of the committee. I would sug- 

est that the Senator from Pennsylvania who had charge of this b 

Mr. WALLACE] is absent this morning. I am not so familiar with it 
as I would have been if I had had charge of it; but the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck] was on the sub-committee, and he understands 
the matter very well. However, I will answer the Senators question 
as I understand it. The intention of the amendment, as I under- 
stand, is that the discretion which the Postmaster-General now claims 
is to be checked, a limit is to be put upon it, to the extent of 50 
cent. of the amount hereafter to be expedited; that the expedition 
shall not go beyond that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is, then, in the nature of a general legislative 
enactment be 555 an appropriation bill, making this inhibition a per- 
petual inhibition in respect of this particular matter? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If it is a point of order that the 
Senator inquires about 

Mr. PADDOCK. Itis a point of propriety rather than a point of 
order that I am speaking to, because we have heard the members of 
the committee say that Bure is an investigation proceeding, which is 
to continue until the end of the present fiscal year, in reference to 
all this matter, and they have provided that there shall be no in- 
crease of trips during the remainder of the present fiscal year. I 
suggest that it would be a logical thing to do, logical in reference to 
the position taken by the commitiee already in respect of increase of 
trips, that they should say that during the remainder of the current 
fiscal year there should be no expediting beyond the 50.per cent., and 
that any other attempt beyond that would be illogical and improper 
on such a bill as this. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. This bill is not in the nature, as 
the Senate has decided several times, of a general appropriation bill. 
In the consideration of one of the general appropriation bills not long 
since we had the question up whether or not a special bill of this 
kind could be termed a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If that is true, my criticism has a better ground 
than it would otherwise have. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will say to the Senator that if 
that be true, then his criticism does not belong to this bill at all, 
because it is competent for the Senate to amend any bill, and the 
objection that could be made upon an appropriation bill as to the 
relevancy of an amendment would not apply to this, because this is 
in the nature of a general bill coming up. The Senator himself can 
move anything he deems proper to this bill, and if the Senate 
with him it will be in order, as I understand, to put it upon the bill. 
In connection with the public printing, for instance, as we under- 
stand the amount appropriated for that p is about exhausted, 
and perhaps within the next few days we s neither have bills, 
nor Calendar, nor RECORD, the Committee on Appropriations propose 
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to offer an amendment to this bill looking to an appropriation to | strike out the words “on star routes” after the word “contract; v 


temporarily carry on the Printing Office. If this were a general ap- 
8 bill such an amendment might be objected to, probably, 
ut it is not in that nature, as I understand. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Does the Senator assume that general legislation 
upon a deficiency bill is more proper than it would be upon a 
Fe Riga care bill? LIapprehend that that is a very untenable po- 
sition. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, This is not a general deficiency 
bill; it is to provide for a special siren 

Mr, PADDOCK. For that very reason I think this general legisla- 
tion is out of place; and I think in order to be in logical accord with 
the concluding portions of the first section the provision ought to be 
made to terminate at the end of the present fiscal year; that is, that 
the same phraseology in respect to the inhibition as to expediting the 
service ought to be used, that has been used in reference to the in- 
crease of tri 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 
Kentucky proposes to amend the proviso so that it shall read: 


That the Postmaster-General shall not hereafter have the power to expedite the 
service under any contract for the star service either now existing or hereafter 
given, &c. 

Is that the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me to make a statement 7 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. Iam entirely satisfied that the bill in all its provis- 
ions applies only to the star routes, and this particular provision was 
intended only to apply to star routes, The present law will be found 
in section 3961 of the Revised Statutes. It is short, and I will read 
it: 

No extra allowance shall be made for any increase of expedition in carrying the 
mail unless thereby the employment of additional stock and carriers is o neces- 
sary, and in such case the tional compensation shall bear no greater proportion 
to the additional stock and carriers necessarily employed than the compensation in 


the original contract bears to the stock and ers necessarily employed in its 
execution. 


As that section had led to what we thought great abuses, and as 
the Postmaster-General himself had recommended in his report that 
it should be altered and modified and the power under it curtailed, 
we intended in this proviso to say that the Postmaster-General shall 
not have the power to expedite the service on any contract on star 
routes either now existing or hereafter created at arate exceeding 50 
per cent. upon the contract as originally let, so as to avoid the trouble 
of that section. We did not believe that we were dealing with the 
railroad service or with the steamboat service—the steamboat serv- 
ice being very small, however—not supposing that the Postmaster- 
General in dealing with such a provision would try to make a train 
run five miles an hour faster or seek to control the trains. We were 
dealing with the expedition given on star routes, to which alone this 
bill relates. That is the idea of the committee, as I understand. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I was seeking for information, and sought to 
have the language made so plain that it would not cause trouble in 
construing it in the Post-Office Department. That I have succeeded 
in doing, if I understand the Senator from Kentucky to move to amend 
the proviso in the way indicated by me, confining it to the star 
service. 

Mr. BECK. I shall therefore modify my amendment so as to make 
it as plain as I can, and move after the word “ contract,” in the sev- 
enth line, to insert the words ‘on star routes.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky to the amendment will be reported. 

The CHEF CLERK. After the word“ contract,” in line 7, it is pro- 
posed to insert “on star routes ;” so that the proviso will read: 


That the Postmaster-General shall not hereafter have bowed pte to te the 
service under any contract on star routes, either now e gor given, 


to a rate of pay exceeding 50 per cent. upon the contract as originally let. 


Riva KIRKWOOD. Then there will be no difficulty in construing 
the proviso. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be made. p 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We had better take a vote. It involves a great 
deal. I do not wish to be considered, for one, as consenting to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. 

Mr. EATON. I hope my friend from Kentucky will not press the 
amendment, because it interferes with the bill itself. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Allow me to finish my statement, and then I 
shall get ont of the way. 

Mr. EATON. I desire to say a word before my friend from Iowa 
finishes, The bill applies to star routes only. It has no reference to 
ba Spey else. What is the title of the bill? It is “An act to pro- 

efor a deficiency in the appropriations for the transportation of the 
mails on star routes for the Real year ending June 30, 1880.“ Every- 
thing that follows has absolute reference to star routes and to noth- 
ing oles. Therefore, I say that is too clear and too plain to render it 
necessary to insert the words “star routes” on every other line of the 
bill. The bill has no reference to anything else, and cannot, unless 
by 8 construction, have reference to anything else. 

Mr. One word, I will modify the amendment so far as to 


neral } 


which will leave the proviso simply in this form: 


meric under any contract, either now existing or hereafter Elven, to atate of pee 
under any contract, either now 
— — ee eee ee 

I agree with the Senator from Connecticut as to the meaning of it, 
that it can apply only to star routes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn, 

Mr. MAXEY. I only wish to say that the whole of this discussion 
is entirely unnecessary, because the slightest examination will show 
that chapter 10, beginning at section 3997 and ending at section 4005, 
covers especially railway mail service and contracts thereunder. The 
very wording of section 3961 shows that it refers to star contracts; 
and if the words “star service” were added to the proviso, it would 
necessarily carry with it the idea that as the prohibition extended to 
star routes the power existed as to other service, which is not the fact. 
Therefore, the words “ star service” would injure the law rather than 
benefit it. I say tomy friend the Senator from Kentucky and to the 
chairman of the committee, that it would be a dangerous thing to 
change the post-office law in that way. They have not got the right to 
expedite the service on railways now. This would by implication 
2 85 it to them. But as the Senator from Kentucky has withdrawn 

is amendment, with the words “ the service under” after the word 
‘expedite ” left in, the original amendment is, I think, in good shape. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I profess no particular knowledge of the rules 
of legal construction; but my recollection is that a Pace Saye law 
always changes a pre-existing law if the two are in conflict: The 
sections of the Revised Statutes cited by the Senator from Texas are 
not mentioned in this proviso at all; but there is a general, broad 
declaration that the Postmaster-General shall not hereafter have the 
power to expedite any contract. I wish to ascertain what the pur- 
pose of the committee is, and if possible to have that purpose clearly 
stated, so that the Post-Office Department may not be involved in 
any difficulty in the construction of it hereafter. 

The Senator from Connecticut states that the title of the bill will 
determine the question. Again I say I am very rusty in regard to 
the rules for the construction of statutes; but my impression is that 
the title of a law is not so authoritative as the language of the law 
itself, particularly where, as in acts of Congress, an act may cover 
half a dozen different subjects totally distinct from each other, if 
Congress so choose to enact. 

Mr. EATON, My friend will permit me to say to him that the title 
of the bill is “An act to provide for a deficiency in the appropria- 
tions for the transportation of the mails on star routes,” &c. It 
refers to that and nothing else, and is as binding as any other part of 
the act. If there were other seo, in the act, it would say “ and for 
other purposes,” and then I should agree that it would be very proper 
for us to make the amendment. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. The title of an act is usually the last thing 
settled, I understand. If we were to put in here a provision regulat- 
ing the Territories, it would be competent to do so, and then to change 
the title in accordance with what we had done would be all right. 
What we may do with this title after we get through with the bill, 
we cannot tell yet. I was trying to construe the lan asit is, to 
know what the language here meant, and I do say in the interest of 
the Department and of the public service, we ought not to leave it 
doubtful so that the Department may be embarrassed in giving acon- 
struction to it. If it is intended to be applicable solely to the star- 
route service, then I have only to say that so far as the State in which 
I live is concerned it will not affect us. We have railway communi- 
cation in almost every county in our State; we have some star serv- 
ice there, but it is much less important. What the Senators from 
States not so highly favored in the way of railroads as we are may have 
to say about it, is for them and not for me to determine. I have done 
my duty in bringing the matter to the attention of the Senate, and 
I leave it with them to determine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations as modified 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 of section 2, after the word “law,” it 
is proposed to strike out the words “or increase the service upon 
existing routes other than those reduced by the first section of this 
act,” and to insert: 

Provided, That the Postmaster-General shall not hereafter have the power to 
expedite the service under any contract, either now existing or hereafter given, 
to a rate of pay exceeding 50 per cent. upon the contract as originally let. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to offer an amendment as an additional sec- 
tion to the bill. I move to insert at the end of the bill the following: 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereb eee el 
said for the public printing, including the cost of printing the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, it being a of the deficiency for the current fiscal year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kent 8 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is understood by the Senate that 
the 3 for S is about exhausted, and probably by 
the end of this week we sha t neither bills nor RECORD unless 
some special provision is made for the Printing Office. Although the 
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deficiency is much larger than $50,000, yet $50,000 it is believed will 
run the Printing Office to a certain extent until the regular defi- 
ciency bill, which is now pending in the other Honse, may come over 
and we shall have an 3 of acting upon it. The committee 
believed it important to keep the Printing Office in running order at 
least, and if not doing all the work, doing the most important work 
until the regular deficiency bill may pass. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether we have had any response from the committee of the House 
which has that matter in charge? It s. ts itself to me that while 
a bill is pending in the House to provide for a deficiency in the print- 
ing we ought not to meddle with that question, unless there has been 
some agreement between the tive committees of the two Houses 
to make an appropriation here on that subject, because we may at- 
tach to this bill an appropriation that will endanger its passage in 
the House. We are providing for a deficiency in the Post-Office De- 
partment, and we ought not to attach to this bill any measure which 
will delay its passage in the House for a single day under existing 
circumstances. If we now connect with it an appropriation to pro- 
vide for a deficiency in the Printing Office we may put in jeo y 
the very bill we have been proyiding for with reference to the Postal 
Department. J suggest to the Senator whether it is well to connect 
these two subjects ther at present. I make the suggestion, not 
that I have any objection to a proper appropriation for the printing, 
if it is deemed advisable, but to call the attention of the committee 
to the difficulties that may embarrass this bill by adding the amend- 


ment pro > 
Mr. DA of West Virginia. It is due to the Senator from Dela- 
ware that I should say that we have had no consultation with the 
House committee on this subject. I understand the general fact to 
be—and the bill is on our tables—that the House propose to appro- 
priate $400,000 as a deficiency for the public printing, and they are 
now discussing that bill there. The Printing Office, I understand, 
asks for a larger sum than $400,000, although the House have not con- 
sented to give above $400,000. Believing that this bill will be much 
earlier passed and become a law than the bill now pending in the House, 
this $50,000 is pro to be added by your committee, belies baer that 
it will relieve the Printing Office from the present embarrassment. I 
should say to my friend from Delaware that if the committee of the 
House objects to the amendment they will refuse to agree to it, and 
in conference it will go out; but if the House committee believe it is 
wise and proper, of course it willremain. The Senate Committee on 
Appropriations believed it far better to add such an amendment here, 
thinking that probably this bill will be a week or two earlier in its 
pemago thin e other. 

Mr. Y. The bill which we have been considering for the 
last two or three days is one of very great importance to the country. 
There are radical differences of opinion in re to this bill between 
the Senate and the House, which probably may throw it into confer- 
ence. Those who desire the bill to pass as it has been amended so 
far by the Senate do not want it cumbered down or handicap by 
anything that may probably delay or endanger its passage. I have 
no objection in the world to the amendment offered by the committee 
in and of itself; I think the chairman is right about it, because there 
is danger of stopping necessary cee a At the same time I donot 

n the 


want to put this amendment o there is any danger what- 
oe of thereby endangering or delaying the passage of the bill into 
a law. 


Mr.WHYTE. Mr. President, I approve very heartily of the proposi- 
tion which has emanated from the Committee on appropri atona in 
the o of this amendment to this temporary deficiency bill. I 
would state to the Senate that unless some action is taken very soon 
by the two Houses of Congress we shall have an entire stoppage of 
everything at the Printing Office. The Publio Printer has already 
been compelled to furlough a large body of the employés. He has 
been compelled to stop work npon many of the books and documents 
which were pang rinted at that office under the order of Congress 
and to devote e means that he can rake and scrape toward pay- 
ing for the work upon the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which we cannot 
pohy do without. A cessation of the printing of the CONGRESSIONAL 

RD would certainly work the test inconvenience to the mem- 
bers of the two Houses in discharging their public duties. It is pos- 
sible, as I have been informed by the Public Printer, that he may get 
through this week with the Recorp with the means that he has at 
his disposal to pay for the work, devoting it all in that direction; 
but if an appropriation is longer delayed he will have to stop; it will 
be absolutely impossible for him to continue to furnish the Record 
to us each morning as we require it. 

The House Ap 1 500 ommittee has reported a deficiency bill, 
which includes %4 ,000 for the public printing ; but there are other 
measures connected with that bill which have given rise to t dis- 
putation. The result is that that bill “ its slow length along,” 
and there is no knowing when it may come from the other House into 
the Senate. It is therefore all-important to us that we shall provide 
some temporary means, by way of a deficiency of the character pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations, to carry on the work on 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD until the larger deficiency bill comes 
from the other House. It is Pay aah rar submit it to Senators 
for their own convenience—that if they do not put an appropriation 
of this character upon this bill now they may find themselves on 


Monday morning next without any RECORD to inform them of what 


has been going on in the other House on the preceding Saturday. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator from Maryland, if he 
pardon me, that I have just had a conversation with the chairman of 
the Appropriations Committee. As I stated before, I am in favor of 
this amendment. The only trouble I had was the fear that it might 
endanger the bill. I am quite sure, from what the chairman says to 
me, that there will be no danger of endangering the bill in which 
we are all—I, at least, am—so much interested. Therefore I shall 
not make any objection whatever to the amendment. 

Mr. WHYTE. Then, if there is no objection to it, of course I shall 
not weary the Senate by any further discussion. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam satisfied from what the chairman has said to 
me that there will be no trouble. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Texas rightly rep- 
resents the conversation that took place between us. Both the Post- 
Office and printing 1 are very important, and I do not 


think one ongni to 1 own the other. I am of the impression that 
tbey will help each other, and that this bill will become a law in a 
y or two. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. BECK.] 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is an amendment which I 
offered yesterday which if adopted will supersede the preamble. I 
22 — — direction of the committee. Ihope the amendment will 

adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia pro- 

to amend the bill as follows: 

The CHIEF CLERK, At the end of the bill it is proposed to add: 

Sec. 4. Nothing in this act contained shall be deemed or construed as a ratifica- 
tion of any unlawful act or omission of any officer of the United States, or affect 
any proceedings therefor. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on Appropriations seem determined 
that the Senate shall present a bill of indictment against somebod, 
in the p of this act. Before voting upon this amendment 
should be glad to have the chairman inform the Senate at whom this 
section is aimed, and what are the acts and omissions that are com- 
plained of, and who the parties are who are sought to be in this way 
covertly assailed. If the section is not aimed at somebody, it is useless. 
If it is aimed at the Postmaster-General, I believe it to be unjust. I 
should be very glad before being called upon to vote on it to know 
exactly what the purpose of the section is, who is sought to be affected 
by it, and what the meaning of it is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Kansas has ad- 
dressed his question to the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
tions. The Senator probably overlooked the fact that the Senator 
from . ECK] now has the bill in charge, in the absence 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WALLACE, I who was chair- 
man of the sub-committee. Therefore I will hand the question over 
to my friend from Kentucky, who will answer the Senator from Kan- 


sas. 

Mr. INGALLS. LIunderstand that the Committee on Appropriations 
are willing to make this trade with the Senate: if the Senate will 
agree to pass this section, then the Committee on Appropriations will 
omit asking any action upon the preamble. That is, if they cannot 
succeed in pains fangs in the head of the bill, they want to put a 
sting in the tail of it ; for I suppose this means the same thing as the 
preamble. 

Mr. BECK. I will answer the Senator. I am in favor of the pre- 
amble to the bill. I have spent a good deal of time in the last two 
days in endeavoring to show that the Postmaster-General and his 
Department have violated the law in spending money in excess of 
appropriations and in making contracts in excess thereof, and that in 

ition to that they have kept back facts which they ought to have 
told the committee when they asked formore money, and that there has 
been bad administration even when they were within the law. I may 
not have satisfied any other Senator but myself that that is the case, 
but I have endeavored to show that it is true. The Committee on 
Appropriations, however, determined that they preferred to have this 
section offered to the Senate in lien of the preamble. The Senate can 
vote it down if they do not like it, and they can vote down the pre- 
amble if they do not like it. The country will understand whether 
the charges I have made against the action of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment are true or not. The laws are given, the conduct is admitted; 
and while the Senator from Kansas may think it is all right, and while 
he may approve it all, I am equally conscientious in disapproving it 
a 2 ve given the reasons for so doing. That is all there is 
of that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then this section is intended 

Mr. BECK. This proposed section is the act of the Committee on 
9 as a substitute for the preamble that I advocated. 

. INGALLS. And is intended to accomplish the same object 
that is to say, the condemnation of the Postmaster-General for acts 
anog to have been in violation of law? 

. BECK. It is intended to do just what upon its face it pur- 


ports to do. I think he ought to be condemned, and his whole De- 
partment onght to be condemned. I think unless Con is goi 

to turn over all power over appropriations to the Executive 3 
ments, it is time we were condemning somebody. 


If the Postmaster- 
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General can stop all the mails of the country by an executive order 
and force us, under duress, to give him all the money he asks for or 
close the mails on 10,400 routes, it is time that something was said. 

While I understand that the section proposed does not make any 
accusation against the Postmaster-General, it does say that this ap- 
propriation not relieve him of, nor is it intended to be an ex- 
cuse for, any act of his that may be proved to have been ill 5 
There is a committee of investigation at the other end of the Cap- 
itol, as the Senator knows, which is looking into all these things. 
That committee believe that gross frauds have been practiced. They 
are now investigating them. We do notintend to pass this bill, sent 
to us from the House of Representatives, in such a form that the 
Postmaster-General or his advocates can go to the world and say that 
all the accusations at the other end of the Capitol are false. We 
give the money without any such suggestion; we leave that question 
open. If they ascertain in their investigation that frauds have been 

trated, let them act; we say nothing about the consequence or 

he fact ; we have avoided it altogether, so far as any suggestion of 

fraud is concerned. There being an investigation going on, we do 

not intend to pass the bill without saying that we leave all questions 
open that are now being investigated by the House. 

That is all, as I understand it, that the committee desire to say in 
this amendment. If there is guilt and the committee of the House 
ascertain it, there is nothing in this bill to preclude action. The Sen- 
ate is uncommitted. That was the argument before the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate. It may be right. The Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] very well said that perhaps the preamble 
as originally reported contained an accusation of guilt, and if any 
officer of the Department came before us for trial the Senate might 
have by this preamble expressed an opinion beforehand. I saw and 
felt the force of that. I do not intend to express any opinion before- 
hand in regard to matters that are being investigated, and we thought 
we had carefully avoided it and contented ourselves by stating in the 
preamble the simple fact that the law had been violated. 

Mr. FERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky if 
the amendment now proposed is not an indirect implication that the 
Postmaster-General has violated the law, thus expressing an indirect 
opinion in advance? 

Mr. BECK. It may be; but I would not do it by any indirection 
at all if I had my way ; I know he has violated the law. The stat- 
utes said that he should not expend more money than we gave him, 
He has done it; he admits it, 

Mr. FERRY. That may be the opinion of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, and he seeks now to obtain an opinion of the Senate in accord 
with his own; but I take issue with him, 

Mr. BECK. This is no expression of opinion here as to the action 
of the Postmaster- General, 

Mr. WHYTE. It is a reservation. 

Mr. BECK. It is a reservation of an opinion that we may give one 
1 7 or the other after the facts are ascertained. It is saying that we 

ill not anticipate the action of the House and declare that the in- 
vestigation going on there has no foundation before that investiga- 
tion is loan or its proceedings are made public. We give the money 
and reserve our opinion. 4 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from kontuok 

who is a lawyer, if this bill should pass without either the preamble 
or this amendment, and any proceedings were taken against the Post- 
master-General, does he expect that that officer could plead this in his 
defense? Did anybody ever hear of such a proposition, that by the 
simple payment of money we declare that an offense against the law 
iscondoned? Inthe first place, we cannot doit if we would. I think 
such a statement is unheard of in any body. 
Mr. KIRKWOOD. I proposo to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. I move to amend by inserting after the word “ratification” 
the words “ or condemnation,” and also to strike out the word “ unlaw- 
ful.” The Secretary will please read the amendment as it would stand 
if amended as I suggest. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word “ ratification” it is proposed 
to insert “or condemnation,” and to strike out the word “ unlawful ;” 
so as to read: 

Nothing in this act contained shall be deemed or construed as a ratification or 
condemnation of any act or omission of any oflicer of the United States, or affect 
any p! therefor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let the Secretary read that again; 
I think robably we can accept it. 

The Chief Clerk again read the amendment as proposed by Mr. 
KIRKWOOD, 

Mr. BLAINE. Ishould like to ask why put that in if it is not to 
have a bit of meaning either way? You are careful to put that in 
and then to insert that it shall not be construed to have any posible 
significance in any possible direction ; but youinsertit. It shall not 
be understood to ratify anything or confirm anything, or deny any- 
thing or assert anything, but still we must have itin. That is the 
way it strikes me. I submit to my honorable friend, whom I am al- 
ways so glad to follow, that we have got a clean bill if you leave 
all that out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think the bill will be cleaner and 
make some hands cleaner withitin. I think, as I catch it, that we 
accept the amendment on the part of the committee. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam not in favor of that amendment. The 


amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa, in my opinion, is to as- 
sert affirmatively that we approve of this exercise of discretion on the 

of the Postmaster-General which has involved the Government 
in the expenditure of $1,100,000. I am not in favor of it. I do not 
want to condemn the Postmaster-General unheard, but I am not here 
without knowing all the facts in this case to say that I approve or 
condemn. I am willing, so far as I am concerned, to leave out the 
whole section, but I am not willing by my vote to say that I approve 
of all that he has done. : 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. The Senator certainly misunderstands the force 
of the amendment offered by myself. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That may be. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. The amendment moved by myself, if passed, 
will say we neither approve nor condemn. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Any act that is done? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Any act that is done. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The exercise of the discretion whereby he has 
involved the Government in an expenditure of $1,100,000 I do con- 
demn; and while I am willing to vote to provide for it, I do condemn, 
so far as oy judgment is concerned, the exercise of that discretion on 
the part of the Postmaster-General. Iam not willing, by my vote, 
to say here that I do not condemn it, because I do in my honest judg- 
ment believe that it was an unwise exercise of the discretion vested 
in one of the heads of the Executive Departments. I am willing to 
vote the money to provide for the deficiency which the exercise of his 
discretion has caused, but I am not willing to say by my vote here that 
I approve of the exercise of that discretion which has brought this 
trouble upon us, For that reason I shall vote against the amendment 


of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think my friend from Delaware 
misunderstands—— 

Mr. SAULSBURY. No, I do not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. He says he does not. Then I have 
nothing more to say in that direction. I think as the amendment 
now stands, so far as this act is concerned, it does not ratify nor does 
itcondemn. The very intention of it is that if proceedings should be 
had elsewhere this act shall not affect those proceedings, and we say 
that it shall not affect those proceedings. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. That is precisely the effect if my amendment 
be adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It seems to me that the amendment is a 
very sensible one, I understand this to be an appropriation for a de- 
ficiency created by the action of the Postmaster-General under the 
circumstances stated in this debate, and an implication of approval 
of his action might be drawn from the 3 The position 
of the Senator from West Virginia I think is clearly right. The ob- 
ject of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa is to do away with 
any imaginary implication which might be drawn either way from 
making this deficiency appropriation. It is neither an approbation 
nora condemnation. There are no words of approval in it. It simply 
says we appropriate this money to supply a deficiency made necessary 
by the action of the Post-Office Department, which is undergoing in- 
vestigation. The amendment says that by this appropriation we do 
not intend either to condemn or approve the action of the Depart- 
ment; that is it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Would there be any ratification or condemnation 
if this section were not in? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. There might be by implication. 

Mr. BLAINE. But very remote. I think my friend will see that 
it is hardly necessary for the Senate to pat itself in an attitude—I 
do not know exactly how tocharacterize it, but in av attitude which 
is in aslightde; laughable. We have hada long debate here over 
the appropriation of $1,100,000, made necessary because we did not 
appro riate enough in the regular appropriation bill. 

r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator is mistaken, 

Mr. BLAINE. That is all there is abont it. It is simply because 
we did not appropriate enough money in the regular appropriation 
bill last year to out the regular estimates of the Post-Office De- 
partment; and now lest somebody should feel himself concluded, or 
excluded, or precluded, or deluded, we must pat in something to as- 
sure the whole world that we do not ratify anything that has been 
done and we do not condemn anything that has been done! I sub- 
mit to everybody on both sides of the Chamber that that is not a 
large-sized piece of legislation for the Senate of the United States to 
engage in, and the best thing we can do is to avoid such grotesque 
expressions as that and let the bill go. Let it have no more mean- 
ing than just this—“it hath this extent, no more”—that we are vot- 
ing $1,100,000 to on the postal service of the United States. 
That is all there is in it. A 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maine is a member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and of course is assumed to know what the 
facts are. Instead of not voting enough in the eee appropriation 
bill, we voted every dollar that the Postmaster- 
partment said was necessary for the service. 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes; but they did not know. " 

Mr. BECK. They did not know how much they intended to give 
away for expedition and for routes nob then provided for. They de- 
termined, therefore, to disobey Co: and to spend a million and a 
half or two million dollars more t they asked for; and now the 


neral and his De- 


Senator from Maine comes and says it is grotesque in us to tell the 
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Postmaster-General, “although you haye done that, 7 yon 
are under investigation now, we will not put a caveat in this to 
show that wo are going to await the result of that investigation 
and see whether we will condemn or approve, and in the mean time 
withhold our = giving the money asked for; although it was 
caused by the Post-Office Department expending more than Congress 
ap riated, although Congress gave you all that you asked.” 

. FERRY. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky whether 
he has not guarded sufliciently against a repetition of that by the 
amendments which have been adopted by the Senate ? 

Mr. BECK. We have guarded against it in the future as far as we 
thought we could. : 8 
Mr. FERRY. Then why ask for the expression that is now pend- 
ing? Why compel Senators to vote upon a proposition upon which 
there is a difference of opinion? The Senator from Kentucky takes 
one side; I take the other. He condemns the Postmasjer-General ; 
Ido not. Here is a proposition to imply indirectly that the Post- 
master-General has done wrong. Iam not prepared to vote for that. 
Mr. BECK. The Committee on Appropriations did not go so far as 
I did in reference to expressing an opinion, but simply reserved the 
nestion. What I wanted they did not care to vote pel or perhaps 
ey did not think it proper to vote upon, and as I said I confess 
when the Senator from Arkansas made his remarks yesterday I 
doubted somewhat the propriety of voting upon the preamble. This 
is an effort on the part of the committee to avoid that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. KIRKWOOD. I thought that was accepted. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think the amendment was accepted. 
Mr. FERRY. That was accepted. 
Mr. CONKLING. Nobody has power to accept that amendment. - 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that objec- 
tion was made ; and the question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. ALLISON. By unanimous consent it can be accepted. 
Mr. BLAINE. Who moved the amendment? 
Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. BLAINE. But who moved the amendment to which this amend- 
ment is to be attached! 
Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from West Virginia. 
Mr. BLAINE. He has perfect power to modify it. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is the amendment of the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLAINE. Was the original amendment reported from the 

r. DAVIS, f West Virginia. It rted b ajority of 
i of West Virginia. was repo! y & majority o 
the committee. The Senator from Maine was not in this morning. 

Mr. BLAINE. Iremember now; I beg pardon. I was mistaken; 
but it was not a committee amendment that was considered in the 
session of the committee. It was one of those amendments to which 
we agree by passing around the hat. The Senator is right, but we 
had not an opportunity to consider that. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD. my amendment still pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa is still pending. The question is on Ra to that amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I think I had better call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHYTE. Let us take the vote by a division. O 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to my friend to be content 
with a division. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Let us take a division. I do not wish to be com- 
pelled to vote against the bill. 

Mr. EATON. We might as well have the yeas and nays. If we are 
to have as foolish a thing as this put in the bill, I want it done on a 
call of the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and mare were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
28, nays 34; as follows: 


Cameron of Pa., Paddock, 
Cre rar Cameron Jones of Nevada, ene 
dwin, wes, Kellogg, umb, 
Blaine, Ferry, Kirkwood, i 
Blair, Garland, McMillan, Saunders. 
Booth, Hamlin, Max Teller, 
Burnside, Hoar, Mi Whyte. 
NATS—34. 
Bailey Eaton, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Ba: Edmun Vance, 
Bere, Gordon," MeDonald, Vest, 
Call, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Mo; alker, 
Cok Pendleton, i 
Conkling, Hereford, Pryor, Withers. 
Davis of Illin Johnston, Ransom, 
Davis of W. Va., Jonas, - Seulsbary, 
ABSENT—14, 
Bruce, Grover, W. 
Butler, Hill of Colorado, Kandeipb, We 
3 Hill of Georgia, Sharon, 
Thurman, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tae guenon recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from ini 


est Virginia. 


Mr. TELLER. Let it be reported. 

The SEESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again re- 
ported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill as an additional 
section the following: 

Sec. 4. Nothing in this act contained shall be deemed or construed as a ratifica- 
tion of any unlawful act or omission of any officer of the United States, or affect 
any proceedings therefor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it must be 9 to everybody 
that that is the merest buncombe, if I may use the term without bein 
offensive. It is not possible by any vote of ours to ratify any act of 
that kind, and we certainly are not charged with the power under 
the condition of affairs here presented to pass condemnation upon 
any of these acts. The Senate has not yet resolved itself into a body 
to try an impeachment. While it may in fact say, and does say, that 
we do not condemn anybody, yet the declaration is put there for the 
express purpose and the avowed purpose, as stated by one Senator, 
of showing that we disapprove of the action of the Post-Office. De- 
partment. That may not be technically and strictly a violation of 
our constitutional authority; but nevertheless it amounts to that in 
5 It is a declaration that we have tried this man and found 

im, so far as the public is concerned, wanting. It is purposely done 
for that. Senators may cover it up as they see fit, it is intended as a 
condemnation and a thrust af this Department, which I do not think 
it deserves, and which if I did think it deserved I would not com- 
mence now to pass upon in this way. 

Is there any necessity for the amendment? If any proceedings 
are brought against the Post-Office Department or any officer, does 
anybody claim that he can plead this billin bar? Will any lawyer 
stand here and say that it would be any defense to him? Is it any 
defense in morals or in law? Ido not know that I ought to say it, 
but it strikes me that it is merely child’s play for us to put it in the 
bill. It ought to be offensive to the good sense of the Senate, it seems 
to me, as I believe it will be to the country, to put such a thing in 
the bill. We do not ratify. Who said we did? Who supposes we 
can? Do we not assume that we have got the power to do it when 
we say we do not do it by this bill? 

Mr. President, I am anxious that this bill shall pass; I am exceed- 
ingly anxious that this great service shall not be stricken down; but 
I will vote te 888 this bill and go home and face my constituents on 
that vote before I will put myself upon the record as a lawyer to say 
that any act of mine in voting upon an appropriation bill can be 
taken as a ratification of any illegal conduct. I will not stultify 
myself in that way; and I will see the service stricken down before 
I will be a party to morally condemning a man who I believe has ex- 
ecuted the law with the highest 8 and with the very highest 
end and for the greatest good of the e number in this country. 
It is an injustice that the Senate ought to be ashamed of. It is an in- 
justice that the peonio will hold the Senate responsible for, and they 
will do that especially in the West, where they have derived the bene- 
fits of this service. 

It is not an ordinary, mining oing that you now seek to do. Itis 
to traduce by the vote of the Senate and to slander, so to speak, one 
of the highest officers of this Government without any evidence. 
While the Senator from Kentucky says that he knows the officer has 
acted in violation of law, men on this floor equally as well versed in 
the law as he, equally as competent to judge, with a knowledge of as 
many facts, declare upon their convictions as Senators that he has 
not violated the law. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to vote for any such thing, nor do 
$ 1 be driven into voting for any such thing, although this 
ill may fail. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Mr. President, if this is child’s pla as the Sen- 
ator from Colorado says, then I am in favor of child’s per. I do not 
think it is. It has been stated by the responsible organ of this body, 
or by members of that responsible organ, the Committee on Appro- 


priations, that the expenditures and contracts already made by some 
officers of the Post-Office Department have exceeded the authority 
that the law reposed in them and are t the statute which com- 


mands that no officer of the United States shall involve the Govern- 
ment of the United States in any contract or responsibility beyond 
the means that Congress shall have already provided to execute and 
carry out that contract. Ido not know whether that statement is 
correct or not. If it be correct, for one I do not intend to vote for 
any bill that shall operate as a condonation or ratification of any such 
illegal act. I have the impression that it is the Congress of the United 
States that makes laws for this country and disposes of the public 
money, and that it isthe business of every Executive Department to 
obey the law, no matter whether it thinks that the public service may 
be better improved in some way b. disobeying the law or not; and 
when Executive Departments can be taught—if they are not taught 
already; I make no comment ou that—that it is their business to obey 
the law and follow it and not transcend it, there will be one of the 
reforms in the administration of this Government from forty years 
ago down to now that all the patriots and white-neck clothed gen- 

emen and everybody else in this country have been longing for and 
wishing for, That is my opinion. 

Ido not intend to pronounce any opinion upon the question whether 
there has been a violation of law or not; but I do intend to prevent 
anybody from saying that the effect of this statute, if passed, has 
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been a ratification of any illegal act or unjust discretion of anybod 
and so an invitation to try it again. Therefore, Mr. President, I shall 
vote for this amendment, 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not think, Mr. President, that the amend- 
ment proposed in behalf of the committee is objectionable on the 

unds suggested by the Senator from Iowa; nevertheless, in the 
ope of expediting, not thestar service, but the business of the Senate 
I ask the committee to listen to an amendment which I have placed 
upon the table, and which I will offer if it answers the purpose. I 
move tostrike out of the pending amendment all after the word “con- 
strued ” and insert the words suggested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Strike ont all after the word “ construed,” in 
the proposed section, and insert the following: 

To affect the validity or legality of the act or omission of any officer of the United 
States, or to affect any proceeding therefor. 

So as to make the section read: 

Nothing in this act contained shall be deemed or construed to affect the validity 
or legality of the act or omission of any officer of the United States, or to affect any 
proceeding therefor. 

Mr. CONKLING, The object of patting those words in lien of the 
others, is to obviate an objection which I do not see, but which some 
8 do see. It is thought that the language employed by 
the committee carries with it some imputation upon somebody. I do 
not so understand that amendment; but certainly the words which 
I propose carry no imputation apon anybody. The simply, in col- 
orless phrase, declare that it shall not be a of the effect of this 
act to touch one way or the other the legality or validity of any of 
these proceedings, and I inquire of the Senator from Kentucky whether 
that will not answer his whole purpose and be acceptable to him? 

Mr. BECK. In listening to the amendment offered and looking at 
the original proposition, I am unable to see any substantial difference, 
as the Senator from New York says; but the amendment offered by 
the Committee on Appropriations is a committee amendment, which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALLACE] now absent had charge 
of. It was notwhatI thought ought to be done. The gentleman act- 
ing for the committee ought to speak for the committee. I can only 
say that I do not see any substantial difference. 

. CONKLING. Then I will ask the Senate to vote on this amend- 
ment in the hope of putting an end to this question; but before I sit 
down I venture to indulge in one remark. 

I listened with a great deal of pleasure, as I always do, to my hon- 
orable friend before me while in picturesque and vivid phrase he told 
us about the benevolent, wholesome, missionary, commendable work 
of this star service, I believe it all. Imake it a point always to be- 
lieve everything that he says, even sometimes when it would not be 
so easy to believeit if I said it myself. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. To whom does the Senator refer! 

Mr. CONKLING, I mean the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER, 
and I wish now that my friend from Iowa calls attention to himself, 
to put him in the same category. I always make it a point to believe 
what either of these Senators says. But I also believe that there has 
been a great deal touching the star service so called, which does not 
seem wholesome to people quite as discriminating as we are and who 
know quite as much aboutit. Ihappen to be acquainted myself with 
a number of upright and discerning persons who, with a pretty large 
knowledge of what has been done in this regard, disapprove very 
much of it. Therefore, I think it not unreasonable that, in votin 
this deficiency, we should abstain from complicating ourselves at all 
with 5 with Which we have no practical concern at present. 
I shall vote for the bill with much more satisfaction with such an 
amendment as I have suggested myself, not meaning toimpair at all 
the force of the words for which I oo es it as a substitute. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. not the Senator from New 
York be kind enough to tell us the difference between his amend- 
ment and the other, and why he likes his better? 

Mr. CONKLING. I will tell the Senator the difference, which dif- 
ference does not prevail with me, but does, I discover, prevail with 
wiser and more discerning men. itis thought by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. Kirkwoop] that the words employed by the 
committee carry some imputation with them upon somebody. The 
same idea is shared by the honorable Senator from Kansas, Bur. IN- 
GALLS, ] who originally called attention to it. Therefore I propose to 
employ the more customary „ think; I am sure it is more cus- 
tomary in the statutes of the State from which I come; the usual 
phrase there is, “that nothing in this act shall be deemed to affect 
one way or the other such and such things.” Therefore, I say that 
nothing in this act shall touch in any way the question of the legal- 
ity or the validity of any act, or of any omission of any officer of the 
United States, nor shall it affect any proceeding. That, I think, ex- 
presses clearly and fully the idea which the committee intended to 
convey in the proposed amendment, to which personally, I say frankly 
to the Senator from West Virginia, I see no objection; but as other 
Senators do see objection to it, I prefer a form of words inoffensive to 
them and equally effective for the ae in view. Therefore I shall 
vote for the amendment I have offere If it be the pleasure of the 
Senate to reject that amendment, for myself I shall vote for the com- 
mittee’s amendment, for I see no offense in if. At the same time I 


would rather have it in such form that other Senators, who can judge 


61 as well and I presume better than I can judge, are satisfied with 
t also. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia, as amended. 

Mr. TELLER. Now let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Nothing contained in this act shall be deemed or construed to affect the validity 
or legality of the act or omission of any officer of the United States, or to affect any 
proceeding therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the pream- 
ble proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that the preamble be stricken 


out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The preamble as proposed as an 
amendment by the committee. 

Mr. ING. The question comes first on the bill under the rules, 
and on the preamble last. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is now in Committee of 
the Whole. The Chair understands the committee to have reported 
the preamble as an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent on the part of the committee to withdraw the preamble, 

Mr. CONKLING. have no objection to that; bnt. the Senator 
need not do it. The bill is first to be voted on, I submit to the Chair, 
and last of all the preamble. When you come to the preamble, all 
that needs to be done is to abandon the preamble and it goes out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is true; but I would prefer 
withdrawing it at once and have no further question about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks leave to withdraw the preamble. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the preamble is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BECK. The title ought to be amended by adding “ and for 
other 3 there being now included a deficiency for printing 
as well as for the Post-Office Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to amend the title by adding“ and for other purposes.” 

The amendment was to. 

TITLES AT HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. GARLAND. In pursuance of the notice I gave several days 
ago, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House 
bill No. 4244, a bill to establish titles in Hot Springs, and for other 


p 5 

Mr. THURMAN, I gave notice some days ago that as soon as the 
appropriation bills then before the Senate were disposed of I should 
move to p to the consideration of the Geneva award bill. I 
should make that motion now, but I have pecori eet sh convinced 
that I shall facilitate the consideration of that bill by letting this Hot 
Springs bill be first taken up and got out of the way, either by be- 
ing passed or defeated. At the same time I wish it understood that 
I shall feel it my duty if the debate on the Hot Springs bill shall 
threaten to be prolonged, which I trust it will not be, to move to 
postpone it in order to take up the Geneva award bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, Iam just as anxious to haye the Geneva 
award bill taken up as the Senator from Ohio, but this Hot Springs 
bill ought to have precedence of anything else. There are but a few 
days in which we can consider it at all. It seems to me that there 
ought to be unanimous consent to take it up. 

T . Ihave stated that I shall not oppose its being 
taken up, but I must give notice that if it is to produce a long debate 
I reserve the AE to move to postpone it in order to take up the 
Geneva award bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. I understand that the Hot Springs bill has already 
been taken up. 

Mr. GARLAND. Not yet. 

Mr. WHYTE. Let it be taken up by general consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the Hot Springs 
bill, so called. 

The motion was a to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4244) for the estab- 
lishment of titles in Hot Springs, and for other purposes. A 

Mr. WHYTE. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. GARLAND. Before that motion is put let me make one sug- 

tion. 
8 WYHTE, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to state to the Senator from Maryland and 
to the Senate that while I do not object to going into executive ses- 
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sion at this late hour of the day, it should be remembered that we 
have but nineteen days after to-day todo aay ane in this Hot Springs 
business. The bill has to go back to the House to be acted on there. 
I hope the Senate will stay with me long enough to-morrow to get 
through with the bill. 8 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WHYTE. I renew my motion. 

The motion was a; to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and forty-six min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five 
o'clock and thirty-four minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 17, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
FORFEITURE OF VESSELS FOR BREACH OF REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I ask unanimous consent to have taken 
from the Speaker’s table and passed the bill (S. No. 939) to amend the 
law relative to the seizure and forfeiture of vessels for breach of the 
revenue laws. I think there will be no objection to the bill. It 

assed the Senate unanimously, and was favorably acted upon by the 
pmo beet on Ways and Means on three or four different occasions. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

enacted, 1 person or corporation as common 
e for 3 iere 8 pent carriers shall be sub- 
ect to seizure or forfeiture by force of the provisions of title 34 of the Revised 
tatutes of the United States, unless it shall appear that the owner or master of 
such ag: at the time of the alleged illegal act was a consenting party or privy 

Mr. CONGER. Who introduced this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill; and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] asks to have it taken from the Speak- 
er’s table. j 

Mr. CONGER. If itis for reference I have no objection. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I ask the immediate consideration of 
the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I think it should go to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects to imme- 
diate consideration. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Then I ask that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 


There being no objection, the bill was read a first and second time, | j 


and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAPP. As I shall be absent when the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands will be called, I ask consent to make some reports from that 
committee, to go on the Calendar. 3 

COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 

Mr. SAPP, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 1064) 
to grant to the corporate authorities of the city of Council Bluffs, in 
the State of Iowa, for public use, a certain lake or bayou situated 
wear said city; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARZEL ALTMAN. 

Mr. SAPP also, from the same committee, reported back, without 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1373) for the relief of Marzel Altman; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. TAGGERT. 

Mr. SAPP also, from the same committee, reported back, without 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1374) for the relief of John R. Taggert ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, sal with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 0 

SURVEYS N CRAWFORD COUNTY, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. SAPP also, from the same committee, reported back, without 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 4596) authorizing the survey of parts 
of certain townships in Crawford County, Wisconsin, and making an 
met hg therefor; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
HENRY GEE. 

Mr, SAPP also, from the same committee, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. No. 4034) for the relief of Henry Gee; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

TITLE TO ISLANDS, BEDS OF LAKES, ETC. 

Mr. SAPP also, from the same committee, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. No. 4378) to transfer to the States the title to all islands, 
beds of lakes, (not navigable,) bayous, sloughs, ponds, &c., which at 
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the time all public lands were surveyed by the Gevernment were 
meandered, with amendments; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT LAND, VINCENNES, INDIANA. 


Mr. SAPP also, from the same committee, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 3742) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to sell cer- 
tain real estate belonging to the United States, and vesting the title 
to certain other lands in the city of Vincennes, in the State of Indiana, 
and for other purposes, with amendments; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS’ AND SAILORS’ HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. SAPP also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the bill (H. R. No. 1740) to amend section 2305 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to soldiers’ and sailors’ homesteads; which was laid upon 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. SAPP also, from the same committee, reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 4227) for the relief of settlers on public 
lands. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that that bill be now con- 
sidered. It is a very short one, although very important, and, in a 
few minutes, I think I can explain it to the satisfaction of the House. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read. 

Mr. MCMAHON, I object to the consideration of the bill, and 
demand the regular order of business. 

The SPE R. The regular order of business being demanded, 
the bill and amendments will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Honse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


METHOD OF SETTLING CLAIMS, 


Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, presented a resolution direct- 
ing the Speaker of the House to arpani a special committee to in- 
baer ep the present method of settling claims under the act of July 
4, 1864; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. MANNING. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to in- 
troduce a resolution for present consideration. I will remark when 
I introduced the same resolution the other day it provided the matters 
referred to should be inquired into by the Judiciary Committee. I 
thought that was the proper committeéto which the resolution should 
be referred, but the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. NEWBERRY ] ob- 
ected because he thought it should go to the Pacific Railroad Com- 
mittee. I agreed with him it should go there, and it is so provided 
in the body of the resolution. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. I withdraw my objection, the reference having 
been changed. 5 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution to inquire into a) contract between the Union Pacific and Central 
Pacific way Companies and the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 


Whereas it has been announced in the public press that a contract has been en- 
tered into by and between the Central Pacific Hailroad 


ng per! and the Union 
Pacific Railroad ore ged on the one part, and the Pacific Steamship Com- 


7 on the other by the terms of which contract the Pacific Mail Steamship 
jompany, in consi: i 


passengers as may be fixed by the railroad eompanies, and to collect the same from 
the commercial public ; an ` ` 

Whereas the effect of such a contract is directly r alin eae to the public interest 
and contrary to the public policy that controlled in chartering the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company and in granting to both railway companies Tars subsi- 
dies in money and lands: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Railroad be directed to inquire, 
specifically, whether such a contract exists, and to do so shall have power to send for 
persons and papers, and shall report what legislation is necessary to protect the 
public interests in the premises; and such committee may sit in 3 and re- 
port by bill or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection ? 

Mr. BREWER. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. BREWER. A similar resolution has passed the Senate order- 
ing a like investigation. I do not see why we should go over the 
same ground at double expense. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 3 ues- 
tion. I desire to correct the Journal of Mondày. On Monday I offered 
a resolution providing for the appointment of a joint committee to 
examine and report upon claims against the Government and moved 
45 reference to the paren Aree Rules. It was so referred by the 

peaker, as appears by the ORD; but by some means its entry 
upon the Journal was omitted. I now desire to have the entry made. 

The SPEAKER. This seems to be a joint resolution. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. $ 


? 
The SPEAKER. But it provides for the establishment of a House 
committee, 
Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Yes; and of a Senate committee also. 
The SPEAKER. Then it should be a concurrent resolution. 
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Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. It also provides for an appropriation 
which cannot be made without the s ture of the dent. 1 
offered it under Rule XXIV, which provides: 


1. Each Monday mornin; — session of Congress, all the States and Ter. 
ritories shall be called in alphabetical order for bills, joint resolutions, and 


Legi: and Honse resolutions, for refer- 
call only, resolutions of inquiry directed to the leads of the 
ents shall be in 


order, to be submitted and referred to the 
ittees, which shall report thereon to the House within one w. 

The SPEAKER. A joint resolution is the same asa bill, and would 
have to go to the President for his approval. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. That is precisely what I want in that 
case. 

The SPEAKER. Does the 1 want the President's ap- 
proval of the House committee 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I cannot reach the matter in any other 
way except by the President’s signature. 

The SPEARER. It would be a very unusual thing for the Presi- 
dent of the United States to make a law in that way, but the Chair 
has no wish about it if the gentleman desires to have it referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. The only reason that I presented the 
matter in this form is that there is no provision under the rules by 
which it can be offered at any other time than on Mondays, 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I understand, for the purpose I have in 
view, the demand for the regular order is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. The gentleman has 
risen to a privile question. 

Mr. YOUN , of Tennessee. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I will 

t through TRON There is no provision in the rules by which 
fhis resolution can be introduced at any other time, and therefore I 
was driven by necessity to avail myself of that call. 

The SPEAKER. In order that the committee might make it a con- 
current instead of a joint resolution? 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. The committee can report it back in 
any form it sees proper I want the subject acted upon in some way. 

pa e he resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rise to make a privileged report, 

Mr. BREWER. I demand the regular order. ; 


OUACHITA RIVER IMPROVEMENT—EAST RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. REAGAN, I have a privileged report from the Committee on 
Commerce. I send to the Clerk’s desk two resolutions calling for in- 
formation fromthe Departmepts which are reported back under the 
val : ; 


0. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Has the demand for the regular order 
been withdrawn ? 

The SPEAKER. If itis withdrawn the Chair is bound to recog- 
nize the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. BREWER. I have not withdrawn the demand for the regular 


order. A 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, but the gentle- 
man from Texas rises to make a privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the House of esentatives, That the Secretary of War be, 
and is hereby, requested and d to furnish to this House a statement showin, 
the amount o vp oly tiem rg made within the past ten years for the survey an 
improvement of the Ouachita River; what amount haa been expended, and in what 
manner, and for what purposes these expenditures have been made. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the second resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to this House any 
information in his „ relation to the bridge now being erected over the 
East River at New York, and his opinion as to whether the said bridge is not an 
obstruction to commerce, i 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the 
morning hour, 

Mr. MCMAHON. I move to dispense with the morning hour for 
the purpose of considering the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The question was taken; and the House determined to dispense 
with the morning hour, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering the deficiency appropriation bill, and pending 
that I move that eral debate be limited to one minute. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask the gentleman to allow some further time. 
I would want about thirty minutes myself. Let the gentleman say 
an hour and a half. 


Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to say to gentlemen on the other side 


that there is a yay ron of $3,000 or $3, a day depending n the 
passage of this bi It has already been very fully di 2 
Mr. GARFIELD. I think the disposition on this side is to sit out 


the bill to-day. We have twice dispensed with the morning hour 
and I have no doubt we will get through with it to-day. But I ask 
the gentleman to allow us a time for this final de It will 
save time when the bill comes to be considered by paragraphs; for 


those who do not get in during the debate under the hour rule will 
otherwise take the time they want in the five-minutes debate. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I will modify the motion so that all general de- 
bate shall be limited to forty-five minutes; and I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio if he desires to occupy thirty minutes he may have 
that time, and we will reserve fifteen minutes for this side. 

Mr, G IELD. Ido not like to to that for myself; for 
there may be others on this side who desire time, and I would not 
like to be a party to any agreement by which I should have the whole 
of the time allowed to this side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MoMA- 
HON] that he make it an hour. 

. GARFIELD. Let it be an hour and a half. 

Mr. MCMAHON. For the purpose of testing the sense of the House, 
I move that all general debate be limited to one hour. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to amend the motion so as to make the 
time an hour and a half. 

Mr. MCMAHON. It ought to be understood in any arrangement to 
be made that one-half of the time is reserved for this side. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMAHON, I insist on my motion that all general debate be 
closed in one hour. ‘ 

Mr. HISCOCK. And I have moved to amend so as to make the 
time an hour and a half. 

The question being put on Mr. Hiscock’s amendment, there were 
ayes 83, noes 74. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The motion naume debate, as amended, was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. CARLISLE in the chair, and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4924) making appro- 
priations to supply certain deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 


and for other pu 5 

»The CHAIRMAN, By order of the House general debate on the 
nding bill is limited to one hour and a half, to be divided equally 
tween the two sides of the House. 

Mr. WEAVER. May it please the Chair, it will delight the party 
I represent to yield the time we may be entitled to to either the one 
side or the other in this discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Hayes, ] who is entitled to the floor, will control the part 
of the time allotted to his side of the House, 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal of 
interest tothe discussion which has been called forth by the billnow 
under consideration, being aware at the very beginning of what the 
democrats were aiming to accomplish. It may be set down as a fact 
that when the democrats on this floor make such an outrageous on- 
slaught upon any Department or bureau of the Government as they 
have made on the Government Printing Office they have some object 
in view other than merely to expose the frauds which they may allege 
have been perpetrated therein. It is not to be expected that they 
will always step forward and opraly declare what this object is, 
although in the present case they have not hesitated so todo. What, 
then, is this object? Itis none other than for the democratic or a 
ity in Congress to get control of the Government Printing O 
and the method by which this is to be accomplished is clearly se 
forth in the amendment offered on last Friday by the gentleman from 
8 LMr. SINGLETON.] That amendment proposes to take 
from the President the power to 1 a Public Printer and to con- 
fer that power upon this House. other words, it proposes to give 
the democratic majority in this House the power to turn out of office 
the present Public Printer, who is a republican, and to put in his 
place some man who is a democrat. This is the object of all this 
talk about mismanagement and fraud in the Government Printing 


Office. 
These gentlemen want to get this office, with its fifteen hundred or 
two thousand employés, under their control. Such an office, with such 


a large number of employés, presided over by a republican when both 
Houses of Congress are democratie, is rather more than the average 
democratic Congressman can stand. He knows that he has a score 
or more of constituents whom he could put into that office if the 
democrats had control of it, and who would use all their influence to 
have him continued in his present position as a representative of the 
people, To those of us who know the of democrats for office, 
and who have observed the hundreds of democrats 5 
this Capitol during the past three years hungry from long ails 
is not a matter of great surprise that the democratic majority here 
should seek to get control of this office. Asa party measure it would 
be a. great It would furnish the democratic member an op- 
rtunity to fulfill the promises he made to some of his constituents 

uring his last campaign. It would help him greatly in working up 
a sentiment in his district in favor of his return. Besides this, it 
would assist the great democratic pen wonderfully in its efforts to 
elect a President next fall. All of these things come thronging to 
the minds of gentlemen on the other side when they think about get- 
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They say that a change is necessary, and are determined to effect 
one if possible; in fact, they determined upon a change in the Forty- 
fifth Congress. It was privately hinted to me several times by dem- 
ocratic members of that body that the democrats would have control 
of the Government Printing Office as soon as they got: control of the 
Senate. Hence it was that, as soon as I entered upon my duties as 
a member of the Committee on Printing at the extra session about a 
year ago, I was met by something like half a dozen propositions for 
making some change in the management of that office. These prop- 
ositions all had their advocates, and several hungry democrats hung 
around the Capitol for weeks urging their 3 views upon mem- 
bers of Congress, and ready to take “ any little crumbs of comfort” 
which might chance to fall to their lot when the change was effected. 
Nothing, however, has been done toward effecting this change until 
now, when this amendment is brought forward and sought to be 
attached to this appropriation bill. To show that a change is neces- 
sary the majority on this floor raise the cry of mismanagement and 
fraud; but this cry, as all have observed, is of a very vague and indefi- 
nite nature. The charges made are in their character. 
Search all the sj es which have been made upon the democratic 
side since this discussion began, and, while they are all full of abuse 
of the Public Printer and of allegations of mismanagement and fraud, 
you will nowhere find a single instance where the speaker has made 
a definite charge and substantiated it by facts. 

Why, sir, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] ad- 
mitted that he could not put his finger on any one thing in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office and say that in that thing there had been 
any dishonesty or frand; and the other democratic speakers might 
as well have admitted this, for their speeches all show that they have 
poz more ability in this regard than the gentleman from Mississippi 


But even supposing that there have been mismanagement and fraud 
in this office, why have not the democratic majority in Congress ex- 
posed them? The democrats have had control of this House for five 
years, and if the charges they make against this office be true, they 
are to blame for net showing them up and punishing the guilty par- 
ties. This office was one of the many things which they proposed to 
reform in the Forty-fourth Congress, and no sooner was that body 
organized than the House Committee on Printing was instructed to 
investigate it, and did investigate it. Now, if there was anythi 
wrong in the management of that office wy was it not develo 
and proven by that committee, and corre by this House? This 
House was overwhelmingly democratic then, and hence there could 
be no excuse, if wrongs existed, for not correcting them and guard- 
ing against their recurrence in the future by proper legislation. But 
the Forty-fourth Congress expired, and no action was taken by the 
democratic House, simply because they had discovered nothing to 
base any action upon. 

Not content with what the Forty-fourth Congress had done, the 
democratic majority in the Forty-fifth Co proceeded to inves- 
tigate this office. And what did they find? Nothing to show that 
there was the least mismanagement or rascality, notwithstanding all 
the vast amount of blow and bluster that have been made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY, ] who headed that investigation, 
and other gentlemen on that side. I have here, sir, a copy of the 
report of this committee. In this report I find both a majority and 
minority report. The minority report is signed by Messrs. Burdick, 
Keightly, BAKER, and Bayne, and from it I take the following, which 
I wish the Clerk to read: 


The andersigned, a minority of the Committee on Public Expenditures, regret 
that they sei concur with the majority of the said co: in the 
conclusions by them and stated, in their report in the matter of the inquiry 
made in reference to the public printing and binding. 

Further, a not concar in the recommendations made by the 8 


g- 

The minority of the committee desire to herein respectfully state some of the 
reasons for their dissent. 

The inquiry made by the sub-committee, of which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
FINiey] was chairman, has been protracted and of a character such as to detect 
and discover frauds and abuses, if any existed, had been practiced, or permitted, 
in the management and conduct of the Government pantag Office. 

The sub-committee entered u its investigations on the 26th day of March, 1878. 
Meetings were frequently held since that date, and various witnesses were called 
before the committee from different parts of the country, as well as persons con- 
nected with the Government Prin: Oftice. Experts were employed to make 
careful and ee examination of the books, records, and papers on file in the 
Government Prin Office. The testimony of such witnesses was taken, reduced 
to writing, and is voluminous. 

From the ing made and testimony reported it appears that the Government 
Printing Office is ughly equipped with the most improved machinery and im- 

eee NI fm it possesses ample facilities for the execution of the public print- 
an g. 


8 Faret eee 1 . 
$ respect to sty eof workmanship and quality 
ral if not universal has been gi the officers 

the 8 x ion wenn the ark eg weg executed. ER 7 
Objection has been made to the présént system of exècuting the public printing 


C ‘These items of cost are 
ang Zana invested in the building for an office, and the machinery, implements, 
type t contains. 
© salaries of officers be unreasonably large, if the wages paid employés be 
i co ed ve, then it would 


and the facts 


to t the salaries paid are not exorbitant; that wages employés are 
low indeed, and that the prices paid for materials axe uct earenecnnbier that the 
discipline in the office is It will not be the sala- 


wn to be . that 
ries paid to officers and the wages Bed rs printers and b e fixed or limited 
W. 


law. 

ine conclusion of the minority of the committee on this branch of the investi 
gation is, that the cost of the public printing and binding is not excessive, but, 
considering the great s in its execution, the manner in which the em- 

oyés are paid, and theschedule of prices for labor fixed by law, the public print- 

g and binding, under the present system, is executed at reasonable cost and ex- 
pense. 

* * * * * * * 


From these statements it would not that extrav: ce prevailed in the 
management of the Government Printing Office, nor that Government is pay- 
ing more for its printing and binding the same class of work could be o 
tained for if executed by contractors or private establishments. 

The testimony taken does not, in the judgment of the minority of the commit- 
tee, show a e instance of design on bs Erg the present Public Printer, whe 
we think is with reasonable care and fi oe the Government 
Printing Office, or any of his subordinates, to defrand the Government in any de- 
gree. 


Now, sir, as I have said, this report is signed by Messrs. Burdick, 
Keightly, Baker, and BAYNE, all iak tone. honest, and intelligent 
gentlemen ; and is it to be sup that if there had been such ras- 
calities practiced in this office as the gentlemen on the other side as- 
sert, these gentlemen would not have discovered and exposed them f 
No one who is acquainted with these men would believe for a mo- 
ment that they would seek under any circumstances to cover up fraud, 
or to shield any person from punishment who was guilty of it. If the 
charges made so freely are true, why do not the democrats, who have 
control of both Houses of Congress, take the matter up and have the 

ilty parties punished? The Constitution says that “the House of 
Re resentatives shall have the sole power of impeachment.” If the 
Public Printer has done half the dishonest deeds charged against him 
he should be impeached, and every one on this floor knows that the 
democratic majority would ar eae him if they 5 they could 
make out a case against him. The very fact that they do not impeach 
him is proof sufficient that they have no faith in the eee made, 
and do not believe that there is enough evidence, even in the volum- 
inous report of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY,] to justify 
them in making the attempt. 

But, sir, suppose we admit that there are frauds and abuses in this: 
office, why, I ask, can they not be corrected just as well under the 

resent system as under the one proposed by the gentleman from 
ississippi? Whoever has charge of the Government Printing Of- 
fice, whether he be appointed by the President or chosen by this 
House, must conduct that office in accordance with law. If the laws 
are not what they ought to be where rests the blame? The gentle- 
man from Ohio in his speech the other day said this office had less 
safeguards around it than any other Department of the Government. 
If this be so Congress, and Congress alone, is to blame for it. Con- 
makes the laws which govern this establishment, and it can 
and ought to throw around it all the safeguards that are necessary. 
But let us look a moment at these laws and see if they are quite as 
loose as the gentleman would have us believe. According to these 
laws the Public Printer is appointed by the President, with the.ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. He shall be a practical printer and 
versed in the art of book-binding. He shall give a bond in the sam 
of $100,000, with approved sureties, conditioned that he shall faith- 
fully discharge the duties of his office and properly acconnt for all 
money and property that may come into his possession. 

The money appropriated by Con shall only be drawn from the 

by the Public Printer in installments, not exceeding at any 
one time two-thirds the amount of his bond, and for all money thus 
drawn he shall render a strict account and return proper vouchers 
for its disbursement or expenditure. 

In addition to these provisions of law the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing of the two Houses have a general control of the public printing 
and the management of the Printing Office. This committee is re- 

uired to fix the standards of paper used, to advertise for proposals 
or pa required, to open all proposals, to award contracts, and to 
give direction relative to the printing of the debates of Con 
ides this the Publie Printer is limited by law as to the price he 
may pay for composition and for time-work to printers and binders. 

Now, sir, it would seem that these laws would furnish some little 

safeguard against the perpetration of frauds in this office. But if 


they are not all that is needed, let Congress enact other and more 
stringent ones. I do not care how strict these laws are made. I am 
no apologist for rascality or dishonesty of any kind. I want this 
office as well as every other office or bureau under this Government 
so guarded by proper legislation and supervision that it will be im- 
possible for any one connected with it to perpetrate a fraud without 
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being detected; and Congress should not rest satisfied until this is ox. 

done. But is it necessary, in order to accomplish this in the Govern- | z ĩx?r.ʃʒC ⁰.ꝗ³—23W- ————— 
ment Printing pees eee down the present system in that office ? | Executive Departments. 98, 097,933 | 3, 451, 086 |.......... 246,564 | 16, 289 
I think 2 oa 2 go may he e in 9 8 to | Congress 7.714.653 | 15,250,312 110, 749 677 | 9,987 
it, but that is a gentleman from Mississipp r. SINGLETON, ] 7 me 
however, does not seem to look at it in this way. ; e thinks we must n W 


tear down this system in order to prevent fraud. He urges the 
adoption of his amendment because it provides for taking an annual 
inventory of the material and stock on hand, as by such an inven- 
tory, he says, we can save a vast amount to the Government each 
year. But all this can be provided for just as well under our present 
system as under the one he proposes. There is no necessity for revo- 
lutionizing the whole management of the Government Printing Office 


printed this your cxooeds thowe printed Inet year by 20/594 935, and the blank books 
ex 08e ear 3 = 
exceed those manufactured — — by 120 51. * = 

The following table shows the cost of printing done for each and 
all of the various Departments of the Government for the same year: 


in order to accomplish a simple thing like this. If our laws, as they EF E 5 

now are, are defective, let us change them, and then adopt such new e * ES fot 3 F 

legislation as may be necessary. isis the sensible and proper thing zA ae SoS 

to do, and it is the thing which gentlemen on the other side will do Department. = EE 33 E 

if they are at all desirous of accomplishing the best results by the g 2 le 2 

best means. 2 2 a FE 
The gentleman from Ohio complains because the Government print- 5 Š g 5" 

ing is costing so much. He says that our 8 bill, if we pass the 

measure now before us, will amount to $1,900,000 for the present year. 836 89 | $2,458 60 | $8,295 49 | $7,686 10 | 813 981 59 

This is all nar Roo fen Dane OESOTO 3 of 2 ae ee pues ie 

money for printing tever printing has been done n done 

ee e to laws Is has hoan ee either by Congress or the De- tor o1| ain n 8 

partments and the amount, as avoy member of Congress must know, 21 88 600 25 45.872 13| 1,695 67 47.567 80 

is enormous. That office not only does the work ordered by Stee ere 553 00 | 2,885 20 6,438 20 957 98 | 7,396 18 

but it also does the work for the Department of State, including books a — 59, — — 100,004 91 | 42,064 64 | 142, 069 55 

ot instruction, blank-books and blanks for consuls throughout the > alan ied Bie kanteni Pinkit 

world; the books, blanks, and blank-books for the Treasury Depart- 53 36 178 46 | 14,868 25 | 15,046 71 


ment, including the custom-houses, mints, sub-treasuries, and inter- 
nal-revenue offices for all parts of the United States; for the Post- 
Office Department, including all the post-offices, numbering over 
thirty-nine thousand, the money-order offices, domestic and interna- 
tional; for the War Department, including the books and blanks for 
the Army of the Uni States, arsenals, depot quartermasters, Sur- 


9 527, 387 76 | 235, 373 03 | 762,760 79 


The following table shows the actual expenditures for all work 
executed at the Government Printing Office during the same year: 


For Co., in the office of the Public Printer.. . $15,485 69 


eon-General’s Office, Signal-Office; for the Interior Department, in- | For the public printing.. 

A the land offices in all parts of the country, the Patent Office, | For pepe for vipa o printing.. ` 901.808 0 
Pension Office, and pension agents; for the Navy Department, includ- | For the public FFF . 422, 242 24 
ing the Navy, navy-yards, Marine Corps, Naval Observatory, Nauti- | Por the Congressional Record -..-.. ---..-...... — 265 1 

Almanac Office, and Hydrographic Office. In addition to all this 3 Catalase z Lileary of Congress 3,725 62 
class of work the Government Printing Office does the work for the | For C0 che snszedocest 2,244 00 
Department of Justice, the Supreme Court of the United States, the | For tel o connection... . e 147 86 
supreme court of the District of Columbia, the Department of Agri- So e 1,716, 012 00 


culture, the Library of whee eer and the Court of Claims, 

From the report of the Public Printer for the year ended June 
30, 1879, I take the following, which shows the vast amount of work 
execnted at the Government Printing Office daring that year: 


The first table shows the total number of blanks, pam 33 documents, 
Mank - books, and miscellaneous volumes, printed and — — for the Executive De- 
partments: 


Now, sir, from these tables we see not only that our printing bill 
is large, but that the amount of work done is enormous. As every 
one knows, the size of our printing bills depends upon the quantity 
of work done. Hence, if we want smaller bills we must order less 
work, and I would say to the gentlemen on the other side who are 
complaining of our large printing bills, that they and their friends 
who have control of the two Houses of Congress have it in their 

wer to make these bills as small as they please. Order less print- 
ing, hold fewer and shorter sessions, force no extra sessions, when 
you come to Washington come to legislate for the of the coun- 
try and not for party, make fewer political speeches to fill up the 
RECORD, stop consuming time by trying to attach political riders to 
eo peg bills, and then you will find that your printing bills 
will be reduced in size very materially. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while the gentleman from Ohio is deprecating the 


Department. 


Pampblets and 
documents. 


Blanks, envel- 
opes, &. 


H Reak |Blank-bosks. 


A ECI RRT At | 1 ou ao aise af ou printing bills; he comes onb sd tho champiaii of a satiate 
A E Ea 122, 242 which, if once adop y arene, wee greatly en. those bi 
1, 687, 007 instead of decreasing them as he seems 50 anxious to de. I find in 
—4— the report from which he quoted so freely the other day a bill which 
8 640 he and the other democratic members of his committee recommend 
35, 759 should be enacted into law, and which provides for letting out a large 


share of the Government printing to be done by the lowest bidder. 
In speaking of this bill these gentlemen use these words: 


If enacted into law it will, inour remedy some of the evils found to ex- 
fs aai tet salutary reforms in the administration of the public printing and 
inding. 


Now, sir, I must beg leave to differ from these gentlemen in the 

opinion here SEDDA. I re; the proposition to put out the pub- - 
lic printing, or any portion of it, to the lowest bidder as a proposition 
fraught with great evil and leading directly and surely toward ex- 
tra ce instead of toward economy. It is trae, sir, that there are 
to-day, as there always have been, a few men hanging about this 
city who are seeking for a job, and who can always make it appear 
that it would be greatly to the interest of the Government to get its 
printing done by contract. But it must be borne in mind that these 
men are interested parties. They are working for their own good. 
They want to induce Co: to tear down the magnificent priut- 


The next table shows the number of copies of documents, &c., printed by au- 
thority of Congress, as well as on resolutions of the Senate and House, and mis- 
cellaneous printing done on requisitions from the Secretary and Clerk, res ively, 
the Librarian of Congress, and on private orders for extra copies of public document 
made during the same time, The number of pages are for the documents only: 


Pamphlets and 
documents. 


958) 350 1,156 ing office that we have established, for the simple reason that they 
685, 477 may get an opportunity to do a portion of the printing which we 
1200 N now do Pio 18 As an ent in favor of their scheme they tell 
196,709 | 24,879 |.......-..|.-.-.--. us that we can get our printing done much 3 if we let it out 
to the lowest bidder than if we do it ourselves. But, sir, is this true? 


I am inclined to think not. In fact, I know it is not, if our experi- 
ence in the past is worth anything. We have tried the contract sys- 


p 
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tem in the years of the past, and have found it much more 
than the system we now haye. I have here tables showing the cost 
of the printing and binding for Congress for seven years, under both 


sive 


the present and the old system, and to these tables J invite the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, believing that he will be greatly 
profited if he will give them a little study. 


CONGRESSIONAL PRINTING. 

Comparative statement showing the cost of the printing and binding for Congress the 
a ee ee a old or contract system “with the past seven youre under the prer- 
ent s; 0 

es OLD OR CONTRACT SYSTEM. 


2 o 5 she 

io |i | $ 2i 

2 Ag m ASS ES 

Period. a5 wh 8. 285 

8 ER 2 8 ne ag 

È 5 8 25 ES 
1853-54, Ist session 33d Congress $503, 923 96 | 32,964 $1.53 
185455, 2d session 33d Congress 556, 760 08 | 43, 089 129 
1855-'56, Ist and 2d sessions 34th Congress.] 932,299 86 | 42, 882 217 

1856-57, 3d session 34th Congress 2 — 1 7 10 | 38, 076 3 48 ® 73 
1887-58, ist session 35th Congress. --| 1696, 816 06 | 52, 454 133 
1838.59, 2d session 35th Congress. --| 393,480 05 | 38, 260 103 
1859-60, Ist session 36th Congress 149 
Woldd « bn 2, E A PA 71 76 


Palin Le in this column are taken from the Reports of the Superintendents of 
o Printing. 
t Includes ting ordered at previous sessions, but not completed at date of 


8 Annual Report of Su tendent of Public Printing. 
ve 


For nine months only. 


‘These tables show that notwithstanding we printed more than double 
the number of pages during the last seven years of the present system 
that we printed during the last seven years of the old system, the 
cost was $831,149.22 less under the former than under the latter. 
These figures are very instructive and should be carefully studied be- 
fore we make pou minds to abandon our present admirable system 
and adopt the plan of getting our printing done by contract. 

Having said this much, Mr, Chairman, I wish to notice some of the 
assertions made by the gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. WILSON. ] 
That gentleman in his speech of yesterday says that the Committee 
on Printing have come to the conclusion that the Government Print- 
ing Office is not managed in the interest of economy. This may be 
true as far as the majority on that committee are concerned, but it is 
not true of the minority. 

Never, sir, since I have been a member of that committee have I, 
either in the meetings of that committee or elsewhere, expressed the 
opinion that I thought that office was not economically managed. It 
is true, sir, oe 1 7 not n the 3 8 Printing for 
any great len of time —on urin o present Congress but 
sees Ihave in a member of 40 1 have 0 occasion to look into 
the workings of the Government Printing Office somewhat, and I 
stand here to-day to say that I believe that that office is as ably, hon- 
estly, and economically managed as any department of this Govern- 
ment. I look upon Mr. the present Public Printer, not only 
as an honorable but as an able man, and I do not believe that he 
would condescend under any circumstances either to perpetrate fraud 
himself or to connive at it on the part of any one else. Not only this, 
but I protest against the efforts of the democratic majority of this 
House to get possession of the Government Printing Office by attempt- 
ing to blacken the character of a high-minded and honorable public 

- Officer. II bps have made up their minds to make a change in the 
management of this office, let them do it in a manly and honorable 
way, 2 not in the mean, underhanded, and despicable way they are 
now doing. 

e asked me if I could not take the Government Print- 
ing Office and run it cheaper than it is now run. If I were to run it as a 

private 3 I have no doubt I could run it much cheaper, just 

the same as I could run any department of this Government cheaper, 
by cutting down the w: of Se and compelling those em- 
oyés to work ten ins of eight hours perday. Unless this were 
one I am not prepared to say that I could do any better in this re- 
than the Public Printer is now doing. I am aware, sir, that 

re are many persons hanging about this city who have made the 
assertion that they could do the Government printing at a much less 
than it now costs us. But this assertion is made by persons 

who are anxious to break down our cent printing establish- 
ment, hoping if they can do this to get a portion of the ernment 
printing o themselves. One of these men is Mr. Rives, to whom 


the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WiLson] made reference in 
his speech of yesterday. It a that this gentleman not only 
claims that he can do this work cheaper than it is now being done 

but has actually made a proposition to do it for 90 per cent. of what 
we now pay, provided we give him charge of the Government Print- 


ing Office. 

Raw; sir, it may be that Mr. Rives can do this and at the same time, 
as he says, make money out of it. But he can do it only by cutti 
down the wages of his employé and by making his employés wor 
ten hours a day instead of eight, as the employés at the Government 
Printing Office now do, It will be easy for him to run this establish- 
ment and make money out of it, even at his offer, if he will put his 
workmen upon starvation wages. But I cannot think the demoerats 
in this House will favor a thing of this kind. The democracy have 
set themselves up as the especial champion of the laboring classes, 
and it would scarcely be consistent with their professions for their 
representatives upon this floor to deliberately turn this office over to 
a man who, they know, in order to live must oppress labor by stary- 
ing the laboring-man. 

0 333 from West Virginia quotes from a certain letter, 
signed by Alfred Thomas and others, and says that if these gentle- 
men “are correct in their statement there is an egregious error in 
the accounts of Mr. Defrees, an error which this House ought to cor- 
rect by changing the management of that department.” The state- 
ment of these gentlemen is that during the months of April, May, 
and June last over one-half of the working force of the Government 
Printing Office was furloughed, and yet the amount paid ont at the 
office was not diminished any of any consequence during those 
months. But, sir, this statement is easily explained. The 
referred to show the disbursements of the office, and the money paid 
out was paid out largely for work done during the preceding months. 
For instance, during the month of June there was paid out the sum 
of $55,683.97, but of this amount $23,948.58 were earned in May. For 
the month of April the amount paid out was $61,052.67, but of this 
amount $30,609.81 were earned during the month of March. I have 
in my hand a statement from the Public Printer, which will explain 
this ee matter, and which I wish to print as a part of my re- 
marks. = 

In July, 1878, there was disbursed on account of pa of Se in the public 

ting, (see Public Printer’s Re for 1879, page 7 $61,291.54. Of this amount 


„178. II was for labor performed in June, 1878, and was paid out of the Efes 
1 55 for the year ending June 30, 1878, and $41,113.43 was for labor performed in 
y. 


E E a r E ð ðͤ T EAN S $55, 979 41 
Of the above amount there was earned 
Cc AAA AT $14, 864 19 
ER AUPUEE spank cars 41,115 22 
5, 979 41 
Disbursed in September, 1878... . 4 56, 677 40 
Of the above amount there was earned in May, 1878, and paid 
out of the appropriation for 187ù 5 08 
TRURBENEG rene ue cna: cose k aA TE ENO TT 16, 526 27 
In September d e 40, 146 05 
56, 677 40 
Disbursed in October, 1878. . 22... 2 e.20..ce- esos cseesnevece cnawececes 49, 523 47 
Of the above amount there was earned— 
CCTV 11, 510 26 
P/ AAA ˙ͤ ͤↄ— ß— 2 013 
49,523 47 
Disbursed in November, 187 .. 3 54, 539 0 
Of the above amount there was earned— 
C ines aranaue andere sa omeatenadadyacek A 16,349 91 
e T T AEA AO AA E 38,189 14 = 


Disbursed in December, 1878 « 
Of the above amount there was earned— 
In November 
In December 


Disbursed in January, 189 444444 
Of the above amount there was earned 
In 6!!! 8 
e ... AE 
Disbursed in Webrusry, 1870 <2. icccccc ccc cevescccssncctnsascsccnenase 
Of the above amount there was earned— 
VA PSOE codons scree seudandaacesp r E E T AT 
n, e 
Disbursed in March, 1879 


Disbursed in April, 1879 
Of the above amount there was earned 


aa a ol cM A oa E eos) wee 2228 
C76... ͤ ͤ—— = ax qndunene 1, 008 er 
Dishurned in May, 1879. e 51, 105 54 
Of the above amount there was earned— 
na ORE I ET S 22 
n M «nc e õõõkͤõͤk4k do 
=! 51,105 54 


CCC 
(see c Printer’s Report „ page 37, 
amount was earned in said month. 

Disbursed in A) 1878, $22,675.62, all of which was earned in that month. 
Disbursed in ber, 1878, $23,636.05, all of which was earned in that month. 
Disbursed in * FTT. 
Disbursed in November, 1 647.53, all of which was earned in that month. 
Disbursed in December, 1878, $26,360.07, all of which 


was 


Disbursed in February, 18799 
Of the above amount there was earned— 


y, 1879, 
in June, 1879, $11, 


In July, 1878, there was disbursed, on account of pay of employés on the Con- 


gressional Record, (see Public Printer's Re for 1879, page 43,) $14,850.48, all 
of which amount was for work E 0b 
out of the appropriation for 
Disbursed in August, 1878 ————————ꝛ22ũ4EVH n 
Of the above amount there was earned 
In July aeee p e a: 
TRUBS ., ů—ꝑm :: M sens 
* — 9.289 89 
1 in September, 1878, $4,022.57, all of which was earned in the month of 
ugu 
Disbursed in October, 1878... :::: 5ũ $1,276 10 
Of the pore amount there was earned— 


— — 1, 276 10 
F 1878, $156.00, all of Which was earned in the month of 


‘ovember. 
Disbursed in January, 1879, $5,250.54, all of which was earned in the month of 


December, 1878. 
= Disbursed in February, 1879, $7,285.46, all of which was earned in the month of 
anuary. 
Disbursed in March, 1879 seceeeeseesee es eaees $17, 710 64 
Of the above amount there was earned— 
In February yy JJ ⁵ 8? $12, 968 70 
rr . nann 4. 741 94 
— — 17.710 64 


Disbursed in ape 1879, $5,463.39, all of which was earned in the month of March. 
Disbursed in May, 1879, $11,457.11, all of which was earned in the month of April. 


Daharsed th Sane) 1870 . . ESPADAS EOS $16, 659 62 
Of the above amount there was earned— 

Ma aye oped ork age Rcieeedascincs ectvecachossopwassnes $8, 945 76 

FRSA daca ca cnsboves stance A E E E E jens avadas, 7,713 86 

16, 659 62 

In December, 1878, there was disbursed on account of pay of employés on the 
— 7 91 of the Library of Congress, (see Public Printer's for 1879, 48,) 
iss . Of this amount $578.50 was earned in November, and $1,409.09 in De- 
‘cember. 

Disbursed in January, 1879, all of which was earned in that month. 


Disbursed in March, 1879, $321.05, all of which was earned in that month. 
Disbursed in June, 1879, $829.52 5, all of which was earned in that month. 


Statement shoving the amounts earned each month during the scal year ended June 

5 p 2 public printing, public ng, Congressional 

srs ond by, rarka tha TABH of Congress TORGI < T 
uly, 1878: 


23,636 05 
1,114 10 
76, 406 46 
54, 363 12 

+ 26,716 19 
162 00 

81, 241 31 


is the total amount earned by em on the Catalogue of the Library of 
Oe ena OAE cn 6 = 75 


800. 907 97 
- 26,647 53 
‘ 156 00 
678 80 

88, 390 30 
65, 009 03 
27, 112 90 
. 5,250 54 
1, 469 89 
98, 842 36 

- 66,235 92 
27, 421 62 
7,285 46 
426 36 


$86,548 60 898, 400 88 

85, 387 45 87, 924 92 

76,406 46 84. 330 02 

81,241 31 77.518 76 

88, 390 30 81. 186 58 

98,842 36 78,533 00 

101,369 36 7, 351 24 

99,340 30 101,657 02 

90,995 75 100,486 94 

86, 945 34 90, 572 29 

86,780 34 86, 382 25 

51,323 87 84,218 21 

1, 033, 571 44 1, 068,605 11 
Deduct amount earned in May, 1878, printing 5 08 
Deduct amount earned in June, 1878, | ee 20,178 11 

Deduct amount earned in June, 1878, g. Record... 14,850 
033 67 
1, 033, 571 44 


This table explains itself and needs no comment. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to remark in conclusion that we 
— to N this bill as a simple mot Pe plexes bill without further 
delay. e Printing Office is in need of money to pay the workmen 
there employed. Already a large number of employés have been dis- 
charged use there was no money to pay them. These people, 
some of whom are widows with families depending upon them for 
support, have no other means of obtaining a livelihood than their 
labor in this office. Already some of these pe are suffering for 
the want of food and other necessaries whieh their labor would 
bring them if they could be again set at work. Let us, then, stop 
all discussion, strike down the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi, and pass the bill without further delay. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD. The discussion of this bill has concentrated upon 
two topics, the public printing and the election laws. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


On the subject of the public printing I shall take no time, except to 
say this: After one of the saddest histories in the experience of this 
Government with the old contract system, which broke down by the 
weight of its own corruption, if was developed and proved beyond 
any controversy that in the four years preceding the administration 
of Abraham Lincoln, ont of the pava profits on the public printing 
and binding, the sam of $1(0, was contributed by the Public 
Printer for political p , mainly to carry the democratic elec- 
tions in P Ivania; and that vast contribution did not exhaust 
the profits of the Public Printer out of the Government. This expo- 
sure destroyed the wretched contract system; and thereafter the Gov- 
ernment itself assumed the responsibility of the work. At first the 
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Senate or the House of Representatives elected a printer, as they had 
a manifest right to do under the clause of the Constitution which gives 
each House the power to elect its own officers. But when, by and 
by, the office grew into a t national establishment, in which all 
the printing and binding for all og soaps of the Government was 
done, it became manifest that the te was exercising a power of 
appointment unwarranted by the Constitution; and in the year 1874, 
on the motion of Mr. Hale, of New York, a resolution was adopted 
by a two-thirds vote ing the rules of the House and m: g 
in order, on a sundry civil service appropriation bill, an amendment 
to change the law and make the Printer an officer of the United 
States, to be appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. 
I had charge of that bill and voted for the amendment, as did nearly 
all my associates; and it was adopted by the almost unanimous vote 
of this House, both parties uniting in declaring that the old law was 
unconstitutional, and that experience had proved it unwise; repub- 
licans taking their share of PADOT for their own blunders and 
mistakes; all agreeing that the law ought to conform to the Consti- 
tution. 

When the democratic party came into power in 1876, they amended 
that law by making it take effect immediately. We had made it take 
effect when a vacancy should occur in the office of Public Printer. In 
1876 the law was so changed as to make it take effect immediately. 
And that passed by the general consent of both parties. The propo- 
sition now is to go back, and, in the face of our past experience, make 
« change in this law which will not affect in any way the question 
of economy, which will not change one iota of the machinery of the 
management of the public printing, and does not pretend to be in the 
direction of economy; but merely abolishes a constitutional office and 
creates an unconstitutional one; takes the appointing power out of 
the hands of the President and unlawfully p it in the hands of 
this House, merely to get some democrat into office. This is to be 
done for no public , but to satisfy the demands of party hunger. 
Ihave no doubt that this amendment will be, as it certainly ought to 
be, ruled out of order, and I will waste no further words in discuss- 
ing it. 

7 THE ELECTION LAWS. 

I will now call attention, during the short time left me, to what Icon- 
sidera matter of far gravermoment. My coll e, [Mr. MCMAHON, ] 
in his speech opening the discussion upon this bill, made the announce- 
ment in substance, and it remains uncontradicted and not protested 
against by any one on his side of the House, first, that we have not 
hitherto made, do not in this bill, and will not in any future Dill, 
make any appropriation whatever for supervisors or special deputy 
marshals, so far as they have to do with congressional elections.” He 
asserts that it was not proper for any officer of the Government to 
appoint special deputy marshals when noappropriation had been made 
for that specific purpose. 

Then further on he declares—I quote from his printed speech: 

And I desire to say that because the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided that the el m law is constitutional by a sort of eight-by-seven decision 
and I mean by that a division apparently according to party lines, (without im- 
pugning the good faith of any member of the 7 E Court, but to show how dif- 

erently a legal question ee to persons who have been educated in different 
litical schools)—that although that court has decided the constitutionality of the 
aw, that when we come, as le; Ts, to appro money it is our duty to say, 
this law consti ? or, if constitutional, is it a good law, and are we bound 
to appropriate money for it? 

He undertakes, as will be seen, to throw contempt on that decision 
by styling it “a sort of eight-by-seven decision.” I remind him that 
it is a seven-to-two decision, having been adopted by a larger num- 
ber of the members of the court than the majority of the decisions of 
that tribunal. It is a decision of a broad, sweeping character, and 
declares that Congress may take the whole control of congressional 
elections, or a partial control, as they choose; that the election law 
as it stands on the national statute-book is the supreme law of the 
land on that subject. 

LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES ARE THE LAWS OF EVERY STATE. 


More than that: the Supreme Court, not only in this case but in 
another recent case, has made a declaration which ought to be en- 
pravon upon the minds and hearts of all the people of this country. 

d this is its substance : 

That a law of Congress interpenetrates and becomes a part 
State of this Union to which its subject-matter is mare Mig 221250 3 
all people and covers every foot of our soll. 

This is the voice of the Constitution. Now, therefore, under this 
decision the election laws of the United States are the laws of every 
State of this Union. No judge of election, no State officer or other 
person connected with any congressional election, no elector who 
offers his ballot at any such election can, with impunity, lift his hand 
or do any act against any of the provisions of these laws. They rest 
down upon congressional elections in every State like the “casin 
air,” broad and general, protecting with their dignity every act aad 
penetrating with their authority every function of congressional elec- 
tions. They are the supreme law of the land on that subject. 

CONGRESS THREATENS TO DISOBEY THE LAW. 

But now a Representative, speaking for the democratic party in this 
House, rises, not with the plea which he could have made with some 
show of plausibility last year, that the law is unconstitutional and 
that therefore they would not enforce it—but, with a constitutional 


law, declared so by the Supreme Court, covering him and filling the 
Republic from end to end, reaching everywhere and covering every 
foot of our soil where a congressional election can be held—he rises 
in his place and declares that the democratic party will not execute 
that law nor permit it to be obeyed. 

We who are the sworn law-makers of the nation, and ought to be 
examples of respect for and obedience to the law—we, who before 
we took our first step in legislation, swore before God and our coun- 
try that we would support the supreme law of the land—we are now 
invited to become conspicuous leaders in the violation of the law. 
My colleague announces his purpose to break the law and invites 
Congress to follow him in his assault upon it. 

Mr. Chairman, by far the most formidable danger that threatens 
the Republic to-day is the spirit of law-breaking which shows itself 
in many turbulent and alarming manifestations: The people of the 
Pacific Coast, after two years of wrestling with communism in the 
city of San Francisco, have finally grappled with this lawless spirit, 
and the leader of it was yesterday sentenced to penal servitude as a 
violator of thelaw. But whatcan we say to Dennis Kearney and his 
associates, if to-day we announce ourselves the foremost law-breakers 
of the country and set an example to all the turbulent and vicious 
elements of disorder to follow us? 


MANDATORY CHARACTER OF THE ELECTION LAW. 


My colleague [Mr. McManon] tries to shield his violation of the 
law behind a section of the statutes which provides that no disburs- 
ing or other officer shall make any contract involving the expendi- 
ture of money beyond what is appropriated for the purpose. I answer 
that I hold in my hand a later law, a later statute, which governs 
the restrictive law of which he speaks, which governs him and gov- 
erns the courts. It is the election law itself. 

I invite attention briefly to its substance. Sections 2011 and 2012 
of the Revised Statutes provide that upon the application of any two 
citizens of any city of more than twenty thousand inhabitants to have 
a national election guarded and serutinized, the judge of the circuit 

court of the United States shall hold his court open during the ten 
days preceding the election. The law commands the judge of the 
court to so do. 

In the open court from day to day, and from time to time, the judge 
shall appoint, and, under the seal of the court, shall commission two 
citizens of different political parties who are voters within the pe 
cinct where they reside, to be supervisors of the election. That law 
is mandatory upon the judge. Should he refuse to obey, he can be 
impeached of high crimes and misdemeanors in office. He must not 
stop to inquire whether an appropriation has been made to pay these 
supervisors. The rights of citizens are involved, and upon their appli- 
cation the judge must act. 

Again section 2021 provides that on the application of two citizens 
the marshal of the United States shall appoint special deputy mar- 
shals to protect the supervisors in the execution of their duty. And 
the law is mandatory upon the marshal. He must orot it, under the 
pains and penalties of the law. What then? When the supervisors 
and special deputy marshals have been appotntet they find their 
duties plainly prescribed in the law. And then section 5521 provides 
that if they neglect or refuse to perform fully all these duties enjoined 
upon them, they are liable to fine and imprisonment. They cannot 
excuse their neglect by saying, “We will not act because Congress 
has not appropriated the money to py us.” ‘All these officers are 
confron by the imperial command of the law—first to the judge 
and marshal to appoint, then to the supervisor and deputy marshal 
to act, and to act under the pains and penalties of fine and imprison- 
ment. Impeachment enforces the obedience of the judge; fine and 
imprisonment the obedience of the supervisors and deputy marshals. 

Now comes one other mandatory order: in the last section of this 
long chapter of legislation, the majestic command of the law is ad- 
dressed both to Congress and the Treasury. It declares that there 
“shall be paid” out of the Treasury $5 por day to these officers as 
compensation for their services. Here too the law is equally imperious 
and mandatory ; it addresses itself to the conscience of every member 
of this House, with only this difference: we cannot be impeached for 
disobedience; we cannot be fined or locked up in the penitentiary 
for voting “no,” and refasing the appropriation; we cannot be fined 
or imprisoned if we refuse to do our duty. And so, shielded by the 
immunity of his P Mapa as. a Representative, my colleague sets the 
example to all officers and all people of deliberately and with clear- 
sighted purpose violating the law of the land. 

Thus he seeks to nullity the law. Thus he hopes to thwart the na- 
tion’s “ collected will.” 

DANGER OF VITIATING THE ELECTIONS. . 

Does my colleague reflect that in doing this he runs the risk of 
vitiating every national election? Suppose his lead be followed, and 
the demand of citizens for supervisors and marshals is made and re- 
fused because an appropriation has not been voted. Does he not see 
the possibility of vitiating every election, where fraud and violence 


are not suppressed and the law has not been complied with? Yet he 
wouldrisk the validity of all the congressional elections of the United 
States. Rather than abandon his party’s purpose he would make 
Congress the chief of the law-breakers of the land. 

Mr, Chairman, when I took my seat as a member of this House, I 
took it with all the responsibilities which the place brought upon me; 
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and among others was my duty to keep the obligations of the law. 
Where the law speaks in mandatory terms to padi’ Bey else and then 
to me, I should deem it 5 Snes e z forvera a 
behind my legislative privi or the purpose o ying an 
breaking the supreme law of the land. [Applause.] 

The issue now made is somewhat different from that of the last 
session, but, in my judgment, it is not less significant and dangerous. 
I would gladly waive any party advantage which this controversy 
might give, for the sake of that calm and settled peace which would 
reign in this Hall if we all obeyed the law. But if the leaders on 
the other side are still determined to rush upon their fate by forcing 
upon the country this last issue—that because the democratic party 
happen not to like a law they will not obey it—because they happen 
not to approve of the spirit and character of a law they will not let 
it be executed—I say to gentlemen on the other side if you are deter- 
mined to make such an issue, it is high time that the American peo- 
ple should know it. 


THE SACRED CHARACTER OF THE LAW. 


Here is the volume of our laws. More sacred than the twelve 
tables of Rome, this rock of the law rises in monumental grandeur 
alike above the people and the President, above the courts, above 
Congress, commanding everywhere reverence and obedience to its 
supreme authority. Yet the dominant party in this House virtually 
declares that “any part of this volume that we do not like and can- 
not repeal we will disobey. We have tried to repeal these election 
laws; we have failed because we had not the constitutional power 
to destroy them; the Constitution says they shall stand in their au- 
thority and power; but we, the democratic party, in defiance of the 
Constitution, declare that if we cannot destroy them ontright by re- 
peal, they shall be left to crumble into ruin by wanton and lawless 
neglect.” > 

Chairman, I ask gentlemen on the other side whether they wish 
to maintain this attitude in regard to the legislation of this country? 
Are they willing to start on a hunt through the statutes, and deter- 
mine for themselves what they will obey and what they will disobey? 
That is the meaning of my co. 8 speech. If it means anything 
it means that. He is not an old Brandenburg elector, but an elector 
in this novel and modern sense, that he will elect what laws he will 
obey and what he will disobey, and in so far as his power can go, he 
will infect with his spirit of disobedience all the good people of this 
country who trust him. ; j 

THE DANGEROUS EXAMPLE OF LAW-BREAKING BY CONGRESS, 

I ask gentlemen whether this is a time when it is safe to disregard 
and weaken the authority of law. In all quarters, the civil sociéty 
of this country is becoming honeycombed through and through by 
disintegrating forces—in some States by the violation of contracts 
and the repudiation of debts ; in others by open resistance and defi- 
ance; in still others by the reckless overturning of constitutions and 
letting “the red fool-fury of the Seine” run riot among our people and 
build its blazing altars to the sanpo gods of ruin and e. All 
these things are shaking the good order of society and threatening the 
foundations of our Government and our peace. In atime like this, 
more than ever before, this country needs a body of law-givers clothed 
and in their right minds, who will lay their hands upon the altar of 
the Jaw as its 8 not its destroyers. And yet now, in the name 
of party, for some supposed advantage, my colleague from Ohio 
announces, and no one on his side has said him nay, that they not 
only have not in the past obeyed but in the future they will not obey 
this law of the land which the Supreme Court has just crowned with 
the autho of its sanction. If my colleague chooses to meet that 
ooses to go to the country with that plea, I shall regret 
s sake; but if I looked only to my party’s 
e in such a struggle. 


If we do, I will gladly give away any party advantage for 
the 8 of law an 


ers are preparing, not for themselves alone, but for 
ope 


nate and 
The C 
of the House still remains. a 
Mr. GARFIELD. I will reserve the ten minutes to be used here- 


after. 

Mr. MCMAHON. No; that cannot be done. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Well, then, I will yield the ten minutes remain- 
ing to my friend from Michigan. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, it was not my purpose to en in 
this discussion. To my mind, indeed, debate is 3 All — to 
the majority is futile. After arse fed the remarkable declarations 
of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Mo ON] in the opening of this dis- 
cussion, there can be no question but that it is the deliberate, deep- 
seated purpose of the democratic party to nullify such laws as they 
disapprove but cannot re y 

You propose to permit this law requiring the appointment of special 
deputy marshals to stand upon the statute-book, enjoining upon the 
President the duty of executing such law, make him amenable to im- 

ment if he does not enforce it, and at the same time withhold - 
m him the means to it into execution. United States mar- 
shals when properly applied to are charged with the duty of appoint- 
ing special deputy marshals, but when that duty is performed and 
3 deputies are appointed, you propose to withhold their compen- 
sation. 

Now, sir, what is the meaning of all this? The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON ] expressly declares that it is the purpose.of the 
democratic party not only to withhold the $7,600 due the special de 
uty marshals of California for services rendered last fall, but it 
their intention also not to appropriate a solitary dollar to carry out 
the election laws in so far as they provide for special deputy mar- 
shals in the a litical contest of 1880. We are to elect a Pres- 
ident of the United States, we are to fill every seat in this Chamber, 
and you decline to permit the use of special deputy marshals durin 
this struggle. Why are you anxious to dispense with their services 
Does the law enjoin upon special copay marshals the commission of 
any wrong? hat are their duties? Why, sir, they are required to 
aid and assist the supervisors in the verification of the registry list. 
The law enjoins it. The Supreme Court have pronoun that law 
constitutional. Yet the democratic party declare they will not ap- 
8 a dollar for such inspection. Do you desire a fraudulent 

t? They shall attend at the time and place for the registration of 
voters and see that such registration is fair. The law requires it. 
The Supreme Court has declared it constitutional. Yet you say you 
will net appropriate a dollar for such a purpose. Do you desire an 
unfair 5 ? They shall attend at the registration when those 
unla y registered are marked for challenge. The law enforces 
this duty. The Supreme Court declares this constitutional, yet you 
decline to appropriate a dollar for that Do you desire ille- 
gal voters to go unchallenged? Theys be in attendance at the 
polls on election day. The law commands it. The Supreme Court of 
the United States pronounces such law constitutional. Yet you de- 
clare you will make no appropriation for such purpose? Do you object 
to their presence? They are to keep the peace at the polls on election 
day. The law compels it; and, although the democratic party at the 
extra session declared that there was no peace of the United States 
to be preserved, yet the Supreme Court affirms that there is a peace 
of the United States to be maintained, and that the United States 
may preserve the peace at the polls. Yet the democratic party will 
appropriate nothing for such a purpose. Do you want disorder at 
the polls? They are to protect and support the supervisors in the 
discharge of ail their duty. The law requires it. The Supreme Court 
approves it. Yet you declare there shall be no appropriation for such 
a 8 Do you want them unprotected ? 

hey are to prevent frandulent registration, frandulent voting, and 
fraudulent counting by officers of elections. The Supreme Court of 
the United States declares all these provisions constitutional. Yet 
you will appropriate no money to prevent stufling ballot-boxes or the 
dishonest connting of ballots. Bo you desire a fraudulent vote? 
They are authorized to arrest the violators of law seeking to over- 
throw the will of the people. This is their duty under the law. 
This Jaw is constitutional. Yet the democratic party decline to ap- 
propriate a dollar for such arrests. Do you want these criminals to 


go 3 unpunished? It looks like it. 

In view of the declaration of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. McMa- 
HON, ] I have this to say in conclusion, and this only: that I believe 
this to be a part of the great scheme of the democratic party to ob- 
tain complete control of the Government. ` I believe it to be the de- 
termination of that party to seize this Government at all hazards, 
whatever may be the result of this fall’s elections; that it is their 
parpode not only not to pay the expenses already incurred for special 

eputies, or make provision for such officers in the future, but should 
special deputies be employed without appropriation therefor, in an 
of the States in the approaching elections, the electoral vote of suc 
State will not be counted. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFP, of Ohio. If they can help it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Les, sir, if they can prevent it. The democratic 
majority has found its way into this Hall by the light of burnin 
homes and blazing churches—ovyer murdered but unburied dead, an 
its bloody foot-prints stain the very raed of this Capitol. By this 
means you have secured both branches o Congress. Now, the Presi- 
dency is to be attained. But how? Nullify the election laws, you 
say. Give us free fraud and no special deputy marshals to detect us 
in our crimes or arrest our criminals and we will carry States enough 
in the North to consummate our purpose. Yon are determined to ho 
both branches of Con and secure the Presidency. Let me warn 


you, gentlemen, that if you adhere to this policy of nullification you 
will do neither. [Applause on the republican side.] 
e gentleman’s words have no effect, coming 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
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as they do from a party which holds the Presidency by having stolen 


the votes of two or three States in the Union. 
ocratic noeg j 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Anybody who succeeds in stealing from the 
democratic party is entitled to a pension. [Laughter on the repub- 
lican side. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. Gentlemen who appropriated the benefits of the 
victory stolen at the last election are not the ones to rise up here and 
talk about honesty in elections. 

Mr, WILBER. Thai only shows the democratic party was not 
smart. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, the third party commands peace in 
this Hall. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. LI like to hear the other side begin to talk about 
honesty in elections, but I must confess I should like to hear the cry 
come from those who had not practiced fraud in the past. 

Mr. REED. Just wait until the chairman of the Committee on 
Elections gets to work in his proper office. 

Mr. M ON. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House should have arranged their programme a little better. 

` The oily gentleman from Ohio, my distinguished colleague 

Mr. GARFIELD. Thope my friend is not now speaking autobio- 
graphically. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I am speaking of my colleague; the only gen- 
tleman from Ohio who deserves that appellation. He should have 
arranged his pro © better. He shonld have had the gentleman 
who came behind him and those who preceded better trained, when 
he made his paternal appeal to the democratic party and the demo- 
cratic members of the House, imploring them not to throw away all 
ehance of the next presidential election by being such naughty boys. 
We were all touched by his t anxiety for our political welfare. 
But the other gentlemen offered such direct insults to members on 
this floor and to the democratic party as a party—and they are insults 
because they are base falsehoods—as to lead us to doubt the sincerity 
of all. Almost in the same breath in which my colleague appeals to 
us to abandon our position upon the question of deputy marshals of 
election, we are denounced by his associates as a majority who owe 
our seats to blood and whose footsteps into power are tracked in 
burning homes; yet we, are invited to abandon our position, to 
take up our abode among republicans and to suck the dugs of the 
“ wolves” on the other side of the House. [Applause on the demo- 
eratic side.] 

There was only one great man raised in that way, and I have not 
read of any other in history. . 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think they were twins, Romulus and Remus. 
[Laughter on the republican side.] 

Mr. MCMAHON. My colleague will allow me to correct him. Only 
one of them was great, History speaks only of Romulus as a “ great 


man. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Remus was there, though. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I wish in all good faith to ask my colleague from 
Ohio, who has read us all, and me particularly, a lecture, why it is 
that on every political proposition upon which he undertakes to alarm 
the country and lecture the democratic party we find that in the past 
he advocated the very propositions we now make and pursued the 
very course which he now pretends so much to reprobate? Why is it? 
Will my colleague look to the history of the republican party in the 
country, and particularly in the State of Ohio, with its long record 
of nullification on the question of the Dred Scott decision and the 
fugitive-slave law? [Laughteron the republicanside.] Gentlemen 
on the other side are amused. Why? Do they object to my refer- 
ence to those days? Is it because the republican party was then only 
in its infancy and that it pleads minority for what it did then? In 
those days actual resistance to the enforcement of the law was one 
of the cardinal points of the majority of the republican party, a policy 
we have never advocated nor practiced nor indorsed. 

Or, do gentlemen claim that the gress public men of their party in 
that day were unsound statesmen, dangerous to the country and ene- 
mies to the Government? The judgment of an impartial public 
would be to-day in favor of the republican leaders of twenty years 
1 15 Preference to those of Lado, Se 

en the record of gentlemen been so different in the past 

from their prons position, on the questions of the effect of decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court, the supremacy of Federal law, and riders 
to ma riation bills, are we to look upon them as reformed states- 
men oes my colleague desire to ap in that rôle? Has my 
colleague seen the errorof his ways? Has he become convinced that 
in those days he and his party was wrong? Are you willing, gen- 
tlemen, to admit that to the country now? Or are we to draw the 
proper conclusion that you can change your side as the necessities 
and emergencies of party demand? In1860 the republican party was 
æi poy 2 as brainy, as aua << leaders, and as in- 
upon purposes as it ever was in the history of this coun- 
ty; added. tare so; for it had not then been debauched as it has 
been since by the unlimited possession of power; it had not been 
corrupted by the handling of millions or rather of thonsands of mill- 
ions of the public money without accountability except to itself. It 
was then a party for the equal rights of men; a 5 
might well respect although he might not agree with it in its aims 


[Applause on the dem- 


and purposes. In those days one of the corner-stones of the party 
was placed in the Chicago platform of 1860: 

That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the Sta‘ especiall 
right of each State to order and control its own domestic institutions according to 
its own judgment exclusively, is essential to that balance of powers on which the 

ection and endurance of our political fabric depends; and we denounce the 
wless invasion by armed force of the soil of any 8 or Territory, no matter un- 
der what pretext, as among the gravest of crimes. 

A similar enunciation of doctrine to-day, by any democrat, would 
be denounced as hatred of the Federal Union and hostility to the Fed- 
eral Government. Will you admit that in 1860 you were for the rights 
of the States because you possessed a majority of the State govern- 
ments, and were not in possession of the Federal Government? Do 
you admit that yon were wrong then but right now? I leave gentle- 
men to decide that before the American people. A party which can 
maintain both sides of the same important question, with equal vigor, 
depending only upon where its 8 interests may temporarily lie, is 
not well qualified for the position of monitor to any other party, nor 
are its teachings deserving of tho attention of a serious people. 

Mr. Chairman, the ingenuity with which our friends on the other 
side evade the discussion of all economical questions that look to the 
real interests of the people is remarkable. When the Belknap inves- 
tigation was first ordered the cry went all over the country that the 
„rebel brigadiers” were assailing an honest Union soldier who had 
helped to put the rebellion down; and, although he was proven to 
have been guilty beyond all controversy, republicans did all in their 
power to protect him. This is only one instance in the past. When 
we have now under discussion the question of how mach money shall 
be appropriated for the Printing Office because the Publie Printer 
has violated law in using up in eight months an appropriation in- 
tended for the whole fiscal year—when we discover that the appro- 
priations for that department, if voted as the demands of the office 
now require, will make an increased expenditure of $400,000 over 
former years, when charges of extravagance, inattention to public 
interests, squandering of the gs aa money are made, how are we 
met? Why the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD ] rises, and, in his 
dilettant way, says that he will not waste any time on the discussion 
of the Printing Office. That seems to him to be only a matter of a 
few hundred thousand dollars to the American people! I suppose, in 
view of the history of his party, he considers such a deficiency a very 
small matter. Perhaps it is. But it is the mission of the democratic 
party at this time and for that reason it has been kept in power 
to look into the expenditure of the money of the people, no matter 
how small, and save wherever we can, no matter how small the sum 


and y the 


may be. 

This purpose of the democratic party to economize expenditures 
and expose the extravagance of the Administration cannot be evaded 
by side issues. It does gentlemen no good to undertake at this late 
day to flaunt the bloody shirt before the American people. It might 
do, Mr. Chairman, in the days when our people were distressed, when 
men were out of employment, when there was no work to do, when 
our manufacturing establishments were stopped, when every inter- 
est and industry in the country were paralyzed, as the result of the 
policy of the party of gentlemen on the other side. But now if men 
are out of employment it is simply because the exigency of the oc- 
casion authorizes them to demand an increase of 10 or 20 per cent. 
over the wages of hard times, I say to gentlemen on the other side 
when they come before the American people with that same wern- 
out, tattered, faded, 8 shirt, they mistake the temper of the 
American people. They will find that the people will put the seal of 
condemnation on that party which inaugurates these sectional dis- 
cussions, tending to disturb the business of the country and to in- 
crease discord between the two sections. 

The business of the country demands quiet, and the ple will 
have Who teach the rising generation that they should hate 
their fellow-countrymen? If you put into the hands of the boys of 
our day the speeches of republican politicians, they are taught that 
their 3 ripe lie in the 8 N sons of future Sara 
wars are p esignin cians for a mere tempora 
advantage. Is this 5 ? Is this taking a 9 of 
the present needs of our country? Is it patriotic to foment divisions 
at home, to perpetuate sectional hatred, to weaken our country by 
intestine quarrels 

Oh, I wish there was a statesman u the other side. [Laughter 
on the republican side.] I hope gentlemen will permit me to finish 
my sentence. I know that we are all apt to imagine ourselves to be 
statesmen, and therefore gentlemen rebel when I seem to take away 
the rightfrom any of them. I was going to qualify my statement, if 
gentlemen had given me time. Thero are statesmen on the other side 
of the House. I am not disputing that proposition, either as to my 
friend from Maine, or my colleague from Ohio. I was about to say to 
you what kind of statesmen I wish you had on the republican side. 
I wish you had a statesman who was able to rise above fomenting all 
this petty political strife between the North and the South. I wish 

ou had a statesman who would wave the banner of peace, as the 
President did, for a while, until resistance in his own party became 
too powerful. I wish there was one who could overlook the and 
let country prepare itself for the great difficulties through which 
it may have to inthe next few years. They are difficulties grow- 
ing out of our increasing greatness. 


1642 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 17, 


There are gentlemen on both sides of the House exceedingly anx- 
ious to decided resolutions on the subject of the interoceanic 
ennal. It is proposed that we shall lay down on that subject a doc- 
trine which may involve this country in an unequivocal assertion of 
its rights, and lead us no man can tell where. It is proper for us to 
consider the situation, Are we preparing ourselves, in fomenting 
civil discord at home, to proclaim the act of any foreign nation set- 
np pot on any portion of the soil of this continent as a declaration 
of war 

What must the le and the rulers of other countries think when 
they see our Leer leaders, or those who claim to be such, endeay- 
oring to keep alive sectional hate? If the people of this country 
want to learn any lesson rapidly it is that we are becoming not onl 
the great power on this continent but a standing menace to the world. 
The success of our free institutions is a constant argument against 
the despotism of the Old World. Our products, our commerce, and 
our manufactures have almost brought Great Britain to her knees. 
Do you think, Mr. Chairman, that this can long be the case without 
forcing some combination inst us? And is our country to be ben- 
efited by the appearance of division at home? Are we likely to have 
continued peace if we proclaim to foreign nations that we are divided ; 
that one half of our people are against the Government; that there 
is no peace between the North and the South, even though the war 
has been over for fifteen years ? 

A party that foments and proclaims these internal divisions and 
‘conten and asserts that one-half of this country means to overthrow 
this Government, only invites an attack which some day sooner or 
later will come from the combined forces of foreign governments. In 
what position will we then be? Read the reports of your Govern- 
ment officers, and they will tell you that in Boston Harbor there is 
not a single gun which can keep out the iron-elads of Europe; that 
the harbor of New York is in the same condition; that there is not 
a harbor in the United States into which the iron-clads of Great 
7 prin; of France, and of Spain cannot go and take possession of your 
cities. 

In the midst of these possible dangers, in the midst of the prosperity 
of our country,in the midst of the increase of business, in the midst 
of a desire on the part of the people to bury all sectional issues, when 
we ought to be shouting pwans for our prosperity, and 8 in 
common energy that nothing shall retard it, the republican politi- 
cian comes to the front with his shouts of hatred to the South, his 
denunciation of the democratic party as an enemy to the country, as 
intending to seize the Government by force, if not duly elected by 
the people; and as proof of his assertion and the propriety of his hate 
he points to the remarkable fact that his | pede ee deputy marshals 
of elections who controlled the polls in Francisco are not to be 
paid the $7,600 which is said to be dus them. 

The attempt to unsettle the confidence of the people is atrocious. 
If successful it would paralyze business everywhere. And the pre- 
tense that the democratic party intends to seize upon the Government 
under all circumstances comes with a bad grace from a party which 
robbed us once of our rights and seems disposed to do soagain. Our 
submission to law is proven by the peaceful res ee as President 
of one who was not actually chosen by the people. 

Now, sir, there is nothing in this bill which in any way prevents the 
full execution of the election laws to their fullest extent; nothing to 

revent general deputy marshals from doing duty at the polls; noth- 

ng to prevent a United States marshal from appointing as many gen- 
eral deputy marshals as he pleases at any future election, or to pre- 
vent the marshals or their general deputies from arresting on election 
day as many persons as they please and carrying them before commis- 
sioners where they can be tried. How, then, do we nullify these laws? 
We ered i say that we will not give $7,600 to pay your special deputy 
marshals in California because you had no authority to appoint them 
when no money was appropriated for that purpose. My colleague 

Mr. GARFIELD] is the advocate of a very distinguished gentleman 

r the Presidency, [Mr.Sherman.] I violateno confidence in saying 
this, becanse he has gone upon the record in the public prints. Let 
me read to him, as a complete answer to a portion of his argument, 
from a celebrated document issued by his candidate for the Presidency 
since he has been Secretary of the Treasury. During the second ses- 
sion of the Forty-fifth Congress he sent a communication to us in which 
is to be found the following: 


2 


ernment shall expend, in any one fiscal year, any sum in excess of appropriations 
ear, or involve the government in any contract 
time acts of C had been passed whi oy — 9 el Sele 
on which expressly or constructiv: 

th — : 4 expendi. 


ropriations had been made, and 
that the power to incur the necessary debts also 


To out off all such inferences and assumptions was the evident purpose of the 
section of law referred to. (See 14 Opinions Attorneys-General, page 109.) 

I give that to the gentleman as a complete answer to his argument. 
He has claimed that when a marshal is called upon to appoint special 
2 marshals he is bound to do so in compliance with the law, 
alt o appropriation has been made for the purpose. Irefer 
him to hi date for the Presidency, who says that if no appro- 
priation has been made for that purpose, then the duty imposed upon 


bas officer does not exist, and he is not liable for a failure to per- 
‘orm it. - 

The gentleman did me much honor in alluding to me as the leader 
of the House upon this bill, or as one of the leaders of the House. I 
confess that if I were to take to myself the estimate that gentlemen 
upon the other side put upon me just now I might entertain an im- 
proper idea of the position which I occupy on this floor. I make 
and have made no pretensions to leadership. Iam assigned to the 
duty of pushing this bill through the House; and I am only auther- 
ized to speak for the committee so far as their actions allow. 

I do not understand that I speak for anybody except in the official 
way that I represent the Appropriations Committee. I call my dis- 
tinguished colleague’s attention to the fact that in commenting upon 
what I said he left out a part of the sentence which he undertook to 
quote. I will read from the RECORD exactly what I did say: 


We do not in this bill appropriate any money for special deputy marshals; and 
I doubt whether the . nat party ever will appropriate ey mney for such 
special deputies so long as the law stands in its present shapo. 


Did my colleagne read that? He did not. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I said to the Chair that I would print in full the 
referred to. 

Mr. MCMAHON. That is the whole passage. 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, it is not all I am going to quote; I shall 
quote three or four times as much. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I appeal to the House as witnesses that all that 
I said upon this subject was—and I will read again from the RECORD : 


We do not in this bill appropriate any money for special deputy marshals; and 
I doubt whether the 8 party ill ever appropriate —— for such 
special deputies so long as the law stands in its present shape. 


oad the House will observe the care with which I expressed my- 


self. 

It would have been very easy for my colleague to have quoted me 
correctly. He could not read what I had said without pieces the 
ee It was a part of the same sentence. Why did he pre- 

er not to quote me correctly? Why did he fail to quote the words 
80 long as the law stands in its present shape ?“ Does he prefer to 
have his speech go to the country representing me in the flaming way 
in which he put it instead of my own language? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will my colleague allow me? Everybody in the 
House knows that I said I would not stop to read the extract, but 
would print in fall what I referred to, from the RECORD. 

Mr. McoMAHON. Why did not my colleague repeat on the floor 
what I had said? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Everybody heard me say that. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I propose to hold the distinguished gentleman to 
a strict accountability when he builds the fabric of a whole speech 
upon something I have said. All I didsay upon that particular point 
was what I have read; and if the gentleman’s argument does not 
apply to that he had better “ withhold his speech for revision” and 
leave the whole of it out. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman again that the fact that the 
Supreme Court of the United States has decided a particular law to 
be constitutional is no reason why Congress shall be denounced as a 
nullifier because it fails to appropriate money under that particular 
law. What did the Supreme Court decide? Merely that the election 
laws are constitutional; that it was within the ordinary power of 
Congress to pass such laws. Did the Supreme Court decide that they 
were good laws? Did it decide that it is the duty of Congress to 
a money to carry them ont? Did the court decide that 

y are laws which ar to be carried out? By no means. I call 
for the reading of anything in the Supreme Court decision putting 
ar obligation upon us in regard to that matter. 

want to go a little farther. My colleague says that we ought to 
appropriate money for this purpose in the future. It would not be 
prone on this bill; but if it was, how much? Five thonsand dol- 

rs? Gentlemen will say that is not enough, and we are nulliflers 
still. Ten thousand dollars? They will say that is not enough, and 
we are still nullifiers, Twenty thousand dollars? They will 
that is not enough, and we are nullifiers in spite of the amount voted. 
The fact is, we are always to be called nullifiers unless we meet the 
views of the republican 2 

Congress, Mr. Chairman, holds it in its own power to say for what 
purposes it will appropriate the public money. We are the judges; 
the Constitution leaves it with us only. It would be very foolish for 
us to appropriate money for an unconstitutional law, because in at- 
tempting to carry it out the country would be involved in confusion. 
But there are 5 of laws upon the statute-book that are consti- 
tutional, for which Congress fails as a matter of fact to appropriate 
money. Now I do nots for the democratic party and have not 
spoken for that party, having no authority to do so; but I repeat 
what I said before, that I doubt whether the democratic party ever 
will vote to pay $5 2 day to special deputy marshals so long as the 
law stands in its present shape. 

Mr. GARF. To save any question, if my colleague will allow 
me, I would like to ask him whether he is in favor of executing the 
election laws? 

Mr. McMAHON. Let me read as an answer from my speech of the 
other day. 
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Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman could say “yes” or “no” it 
would make the matter very short. 

Mr. McMAHON. Let me read again as my answer what my col- 
league failed to read when he was commenting upon my speech: 

not in bill riste money for special marshals; and 
I ante the 3 7 will ener 5 for such 
special deputies so long as the law stands in its present shape. 

Is the gentleman answered? That expresses my views. 

Mr.G IELD. That merely expresses the gentleman’s “doubt.” 
I ask him whether he is in favor of carrying out the election law? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I have no hesitation in saying to the gentleman 
that so far as I am concerned, while the law stands in its present 
shape, Iam not in favor of voting money for sponu deputies; but 
I will tell the gentleman something more in the same connection. 
Before this Con adjourns gentlemen on the other side may be met 
with a proposition which will test their sincerity as to a modification 
of these laws. They may be met with a proposition to amend the law 
so that two deputy marshals may be appointed for each polling 
place—one to belong to each political party. 

Mr. WEAVER. Three. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Wherever the greenbackers can make any show- 
ing, let them have one. [Deng hier | ahe proposition may be made 
that these two or three officers shall be appointed, not by the United 
States marshals, but by the judges of the courts of the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman then favor appropriations to 
them? 


75 r. MCMAHON. I want to get your side committed first; you are 


the refractory men as to the amendment of the law. 
Mr. CONG: Will the gentleman then favor appropriations to 
pay these officers ? 


. CALKINS. Where a county has a democratic sheriff, I sup- 
pose the gentleman will also favor giving us half the deputy sheriffs. 
Mr. McMAHON. A sheriff is not a political officer; a special dep- 
uty marshal, as we have found, is nothing more nor less than a mere 
itical appointee and general party agent. He is only appointed 

‘or an election and then goes out of existence. 

Now, when gentlemen on the other side are willing to give us a 
roposition like that, with a reduced pay and a reduced term of serv- 
ce, and ask us to appropriate money for these officers, we will meet 

them in the proper spirit and discuss the matter; but we want the 
change of the law and the appropriation to go together. But so long 
as gentlemen have and exercise the unlimited power to appoint in 
any city of twenty thousand inhabitants an unlimited number of 
United States special deputy marshals from the rough scum of the 
rabble, at $5 a day, and fora period of ten days, and thereby debauch 
elections, so long they cannot expect us to put the money of the Gov- 
ernment into their hands to be used for mere partisan purposes. You 
may call the election laws laws for the protection of the ballot-box. 
Under republican management they have been corruptly and wrong- 
full 3 


Mr. GARFIELD. My colleague will remember that we offered last 
session to let the law be changed so that these officers should be ap- 
pointed from the two prue I distinctly held that out as a standing 
offer i, and, so far as I am concerned, that “lamp still holds out to 
burn.” 

Mr. McMAHON. We may give the gentleman a chance to vote for 
such a propost ; and when I say “ we” I mean “I,” for I disclaim 

g for the democratic party. But that is a question for the 
future, and I want it tested in all fairness and sincerity. The imme- 
diate proposition we are considering is that whether we will vote 
$7,600 to pay the special deputy marshals in California. Gentlemen 
on the other side say we ought to vote it. Who on that side say that 
it isa debt or obligation? What Department asks us to vote it? 
What De ent is willing to assume the responsibility of havin, 
incurred that as a debt? No Department has asked us; 1 
to my friend from California whether those men have not been paid 
out of private funds. 

Mr. PAGE. No; they have not been paid. 

Mr. McMAHON. On your honor? 

Mr. PAGE. On my honor, so far as I know, they have not been 
paid. They were appointed with the distinct understanding there 
was no appropriation, and they have left it to the honor of the House 
to make oper AORE TETE 

Mr. Mo N. I want to say to the gentleman this House does 
not appropriate money on “honor ;” it peda e money under law, 
and only to meet obligations and debts. The gentleman admits in 
the very proposition he has made to us there is no legal obligation. 
It is simply a question of honor with the American Congress, the gen- 
tleman admits, that we shall take $7,600 out of the Treasury to pay 
the expenses of a lot of republican or democratic dead-beats, hired to 
stand at the pollsin the interest of the republican candidates for Con- 
gress. [Laughter and applause on the democratic side.] That is 
what it means; and that is all it does mean. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. The honor of this Congress is to obey the law. 

Mr. MCMAHON. There was no law authorizing this, because, as 
Secretary Sherman says in the letter I have already quoted, (and I 
want my friend to rub it well under his nose,) no Siemans can 
incur an obligation when no appropriation has been made for that 


ifi 
Ir. HUMPHREY. Who says that? 


Mr. MCMAHON. Secretary Sherman. 
r HUMPHREY. Secretary Sherman is not a member of this 
ouse. 
Mr. McMAHON. He is not; but-is not the gentleman from Wis- 
consin pome to pippan Secretary Sherman for the Presidency ? 
Mr. HUMPHREY. That is a leading question. Eat! 


Mr. WILBER. It depends on whether he is nomina 

Mr. MCMAHON. If I turn to that other man, who is running for 
a third term; if the gentleman will look to his message sent to Con- 

in June, 1876, he will find that he lays down the same law, that 
in the absence of an appropriation imperative executive duties can- 
not be performed. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I am for the third-term man, if you please. 
Certainly I am. And he will hold, as did Secretary Sherman, that 
when any obligation rests in this Congress, or any other body in the 
poate States, which the law creates, they are to obey it and ask no 
questions. 

Mr. McMAHON. The gentleman did not hear me when I read from 
Secretary Sherman, who takes just the opposite ground and says if 
the appropriation has not been made there can be no debt or ob 9125 
tion incurred. That he said at the time when he was looking to 
business interests of the country, and not looking, as my friend is, to 
some political harangue. The only chance my friend will have then, 
if he wants to have a candidate to carry out his doctrine, is to drop 
the man who wants the third term and turn the cold shoulder to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and give his support to the statesman from 
Hanga pretty good man indeed, who does not seem to have a record 
on this point. 

Mr. HUMPHREY, I will be as much pleased to vote for Mr. Sher- 
man or Mr. BLAINE, or for Mr. Grant; for whoever we nominate we 
are o going to elect. 

. MCMAHON. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Seventeen minutes. : 

Mr. MCMAHON. I yield, then, the balance of my time to my col- 
league Mr. WARNER, 

. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the question raised ın this bill is 
not whether laws are to be obeyed or violated, but whether, as legis- 
lators, we have the right to repeal or amend laws, or to direct how 
the revenues of the gerie shall be applied in the execution of the 
law. It is whether Congress has the right to say to what objects 
appropriations shall be directed, and whether, under any circum- 
stances, it may withhold the appropriations of money from any object 
recognized by law, or from the execution of any law. The tle- 
man from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, ] in his argument yesterday on 
this question, admitted that circumstances might arise which would 
justify shutting off supplies from an obnoxious law; but the arga- 
ment of my colleague from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] if it leads to any- 
thing, is to the position that a law once placed upon the statute- 
books is there not merely to be appropriated for but is in itself a 
perpetual appropriation of revenue; that the whole body of lawson 
the statute-books are there, not as calling merely for annual appro- 
priations for their execution, but in and of themselves are a perpe 
appropriation of the revenues of the people, and consequently a per- 
petual levy of taxes. If that be the case, then why go through the 
form of passing an appropriation bill in this House? Why not, as 
was asked by a distinguished member of this House a century ago, 
why not let the President make his drafts at once upon the Treasury? 
I say all laws stand upon the statute-books subject forever to the 
condition of periodical appropriations to be made by Congress under 
the Constitution. 

The public revenue, Mr. Chairman, is that part of the annual pro- 
duce of a people devoted to public uses. 

Who shall say how much or how little shall be so applied ; they who 
produce it or they who spend it? Every free people that have ever 
inhabited the earth, whether Hellenic, Roman, or Saxon, have held 
in their own hands this control. It is a right older than constitu- 
tional governments, older than the English-speaking race. Liberty 
has stood its ground only when wedded to this right, and when and 
where the people have held and used this power. By it the Anglo- 
Saxon race gained and preserved its liberties on English soil, and, 
with the first colony, brought it to this side of the Atlantic. 

Story says of the first Plymouth colony : 

There was also an early declaration that no taxes could be levied by the gov- 
ernor without the consent of the general assembly. 

Not only was the assent of the general assembly necessary to the 
levying of taxes, but the same authority say: = 

When raised, they were to be applied to the appointment of the legislature. 

And of the first Connecticut colony he says: 
eee other things it was declared that no tax could be levied but by the gen- 

co’ 

This right was carried forward as a fundamental principle in the 
Constitution, which provides that “all bills for raising revenue shall 
originate in the House of 1 As early as 1797, Mr. 
Nicholls, a distinguished member of the House from Virginia, and a 
member of the State convention that adopted the Constitution, said: 
The power of this House to control appropriations has been settled. It was in- 


deed an to call a body a „ and at the same time deny them a 
eontrol over the public purse. If it were not so, where would be the use of 


2 the forms of 
well draw upon the 
A doctrine like this would 


House with a money bill? The Executive t 
at once for whatever sums he 
scouted even in despotic coun 


as 
ht stand in need of. 
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Mr. Madison said: 

‘The purse is in the hands of the representatives of the people. They have the 

of all moneys. 

In the House of Representatives, February 25, 1797, Mr. Gallatin 
said he “conceived the power of granting money tobe, vested solely 
in the islature, and though, according to the opinign of some gen- 
tlemen (though not in his) the President and Senate could so bind 
the nation as to oblige the Legislature to appopriate money to carry 
a treaty into effect, yet, in other cases, he did not suppose there had 
been any doubt with respect to the power of the Legislature in this 

t. 


e exclusive power to originate revenue bills—which has always 
been construed to include appropriation bills—by express constitu- 
tional provision is given to the House, the immediate representatives 
of the people. The question has been often mooted whether to raise 
revenue includes also its application. But when we understand that 
the revenue raised is the part of the earnings of the people applied 
to purposes of government, that is, to public uses, it is by the plainest 
implication that the power that determines how much shall be so 
applied shall also determine how it shall be applied. It is for Con- 

alone to say not on gia merely—what taxes shall be levied, 

ut how much money shall be appropriated for this object or that ob- 

ject, and howit shall or shall not be applied. 
of Congress and not of the Executive. 

De Lolme, in his Treatise on the English Constitution, says: 

If any other s besides the representatives of the people had a right to 
make an offer of the produce of the labor of the le, the executive power would 
soon have forgotten That it only exists for the advantage of the public. 

In the reign of Henry IV, according to the same authority 

The house voted supplies to the Crown, but appointed treasurers of their own 
to see the money disbursed for the ry sec in ed, and required them to deliver 
in their accounts to the house; and from that period the supply was generally 
appro; to specific purposes. 

Not only was money appropriated for specific purposes, but in this 
Posey the House of Commons appointed its own treasurers to apply 

money, 

So lata aa 1861 Mr. Gladstone included all the chief financial pro- 
positions in one bill, thus depriving the House of Lords of the power 
of amendment in detail, and so carried it. 

I say all the other constitutional sarantos the people of this coun- 
try have are nothing compared with this one great right, so jealously 
guarded by the English Commons, 

The veto of bills, then, on the ground that provisions are annexed 
directing how appropriations of money shall be applied, would be an 
assumption of power on the part of the Executive wholly inconsist- 
ent with the fundamental principles of our Government and of all 
free government. Congress alone has control of the purse, And if 
will be asad day when the people of this country surrender that con- 
trol or submit to executive dictation in the matters of appropriation. 

Congress may, and it may be its duty not only to reduce both rev- 
enues and appropriations, but to withhold altogether an appropria- 
tion for the time being from an object deemed detrimental to public 
welfare. This is a constitutional right. It is a kind of reserved 
power vested in the representatives of the people, not wholly unlike 
the veto power in the hands of the President. Take the case before 
us. A majority in Congress have sought the repeal of certain laws; 
the President interposes his veto, as is his right; then, exercising its 
constitutional right, Congress withholds money from the specific ob- 

ject in controversy. For the time being the operation of the law is 
Lenny fl suspended, or, to use the expression of another, that ship is 
unded. e issue goes to the people; they alone can say whether 
taxes shall be levied and the money appropriated and the law put in 
ration again or berepealed. There is no revolution here; no sem- 
blance of revolution. There is no violation of law or of the oath 
of legislators. It is a constitutional way of reaching a solution of 
differences between co-ordinate branches of the Government. This 
view has been uniformly held by the most distinguished republican 
leaders until that party came in the minority in this House. And, 
1 the doctrine was yaa even to unwarrantable extremes. 
. Fessenden, in 1867, said: 
The power of supply and the power of annexing conditions of supply have al- 
e together in parliamen history, and their joint exercise has never 
Toar —— asa ——5 of 8 or calling for e or tending to 
produce revolution in ay shape or form whatever. It is a power essential to the 
preservatio 


All this is the business 


n of our li 


In 1866 the following provision was annexed to the diplomatic ap- 
propsiation bill: 

And no money shall be paid to the present minister resident at Portugal, out of 
any funds whatever, on account of ther services in his office. 

In the debate in the Senate on this provision in the Dal she tahoe mg 
year, Mr. Sumner, than whom no one was more competent to spea 
for his party or to lay down the principles of constitutional govern- 
ment, said, (page 1501, Globe of February 18, 1867 :) 

It will be remembered that during the last session Congress in its appropriation 
bill provided that nothing should be paid to the sinister at that time in Portugal 
under any appropriation bill or ont of any fund whatever. 


. * 


Now tho question may arise whether Con in taking that step went beyond 

Lect Une of pr — — onal duty. 15 epy 5 nobody will wv — ed I 

eve one best principles—I might almost say one of tho princi- 
ples—of constitutional law— H = 


I call special attention of the other side to this golden principle of 
constitutional law— 


is that, POA gue sah el A aghast Da a PESA may in that way in- 
fluence public policy in the appointment of officers. z ‘ 

This is surely high republican authority, although the last vote of 
the great statesman was given for the democratic candidate for Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. Fessenden said, (Globe, July 25, 1866, pages 3957, 3958 :) 

It is very right and very proper that, in a case that justifies it, Congress should 
exercise the power that it has, and that is, when a public officer is obnoxious and 
Congress is satisfied that retaining him in his place is injurious to the public inter- 
est or the public honor, it should exercise the power it has and refuse to a 
priate for the 88 of his salary 9 er p aoe is a power that s - 
gress an a proper case it is perf t for it to exercise it. Itis 
a ebook that it has, that tie Constitution intended it nend have. 

Mr. Davis, of Kentucky, said: 

I agree with the Senator from Maine that, where a proper occasion arises, it is 
not pa Begg but it may be the duty of Congress ta aks no appropriations to 
pay les. 


In another part of the debate on the same question Mr. Sumner 
said: 

The only question before us now is whether we can, so far as this minister is 
concerned, refuse all appropriations. 8 

There 1 believe the rule is clear and absolutely beyond question. If it were 
not clear and absolutely beyond question, I think that Con would be shorn 
of one of its best powers. It is no answer to say that it is a power that in our 
history has been rarely exercised, for the occasion for its exercise happily has 
been very rare; but Congress has exercised it now, and I submit that it is a power 
beyond question. It was a power, as the Senator from Maine has remind u, 
recognized in English history. It was perfectly familiar to the framers of the 
Constitution of the United States, for it had been proclaimed in a work of author- 
ity which had been read at that time by all of our fathers. I hold in my hand the 
work of De Lolme on the British constitution, from which, with your permission, I 
idian —— afew words, for they seem to settle this constituti question. I read 
as follows: 


I give the part quoted from De Lolme by Mr. Sumner with his com- 
ments: 


The King of England, therefore, has the p tive of commanding armies and 
Cauipping eets, but without the concurrence of his Parliament he cannot maintain 
em. 


Then Sumner continues: 


Just the same as our President has the power of commanding armies and of 
0 nipping fleets; but what cau he do without the power of Congress? 
lme then goes on; 
“He can bestow places and emoluments "— 
(Mr, SUMNER.) So can the President— 
but without his Parliament he cannot pay the — attending on them.” 


Then De Lolme says: 

In a word, the royal prerogative, destitute as it is of the power of 1 
taxes, is like a vast body which cannot of itself accomplish its motion, or, if you 
please, it is like a 255 completely peppa, but from which the Parliament can 
at pleasure draw off the water and leave it aground, and also set it afloat again by 
granting subsidies.” 

Then Mr. Sumner says: 

Now, all that Congress proposes to do at this moment, so far as I understand, 
is, 3 to the language of this writer, to draw off the water and leave the 
ship agroun 8 

This was quoted in part by the distinguished gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Maxry ] at the extra session. This illustrates well the case before 
us, Congress refuses to appropriate money for apone deputy mar- 
shals to control elections, The water is drawn off, and the deputy- 
marshals law is left for the time being und. 

Mr. CONGER. Do I understand the gentleman to argue that Con- 
gress has the right to withhold any or all appropriations and let the 
old Ship of State go down to the bottom ? 

Mr. WARNER. I will answer the gentleman’s question by first 
quoting further from the opinions of distinguished members of his 
own party. In a debate on the Army bill, in the Thirty-fourth Con- 
gress, Mr. Wade, Senator from Ohio, taking more extreme ground, 
said: 

Must the people's House of Representatives sit with their arms folded, and al- 
Houga tha 0 jay of ~~ een confers 6 them = 
power originate revenue whio comprises Ə power ese gran 
of money on such conditions as they see fit,) must they. refraio. from exercising 
their authority in an emergency like this? Is this the liberty of the American 
citizen, that the le’s House, where there really is a representation of the peo- 

le, where the 2 — of the fathers placed the — g wer, are leading to revo? 
2 ion by anne a condition to the appropriation of the people's money, a most 
wholesome resi t, putting a curb in the mouth of the traitor who sits in the 
executive chair, now stimulating this country as fast as he can do it to civil war! 

John P. Hale, of New Hampshire, said: 

Mr. President, I understand this principle to be the great principle or English 
liberty incorporated iu our Constitution, and it is the only resource by which the 
Parliament of Great Britain have held the king in check. If we surrender it we 
shall give our own Executive an SERATE DONAT unknown to the Constitution, and 
not vested in the Kingof England. It is the ay eee that is left of populat 
government by which the supremacy of the pop will can be maintained in this 
country or in England, and if we he it up to-day, we may just as well give up 
the experiment. * 

Joshua R. Giddings spoke in the same way: 

I take the position which I have always maintained here for myself, and which 
I am unwilling in the midst of passing events to leave e ed on this floor, 
and that is that the people have a perfect, unlimited control of their own funds. 
We are the representatives of the po here. We are their agents, sent here to 
deal ont their funds, and it is not for the Senate or for the Executive to say that 
we shall 3 them for any object revolting to the proper sense of justice 
and ais, gir h Aiai down this as a principle too old and too well understood to be 
dispu y- 
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Mr. Seward, recognized by all parties as a statesman of high rank, 
said: 

Since the House of Representatives has 5 to pass such a bill distinctly, it 
has power, also, to place an equivalent prohibition in any bill which it has consti- 


tutional power to pass. And so it has a constitutional right to place the prohibi- 
tion in the annual Arm i pater) bill. 
I grant that this mode of reaching the object proposed is in some an 


unusual one, and in some respects an inconvenient one. Itis not, therefore, how- 
ever, an unconstitutional one, or even necessarily a wrong one. 

It is a right one if it is n to effect the object desired, and if that object 
is one that is in itself just and nently important to the peace anjl happiness of 
the country or to the security of the liberties of the people. 

Mr. Wilson, afterward Vice-President, went so far as to step even 
on the dangerous ground so bitterly condemned now by the other side 
of the House, and which I also in part condemn. Mr. Wilson says: 

“The House of Representatives,” says Mr. Madison, 
the alone can propose the — 8 for the support of the Government.“ 
This declaration is full, ee complete. If the House can refuse the supplies 

uisite for the ban tet e Government, if it possesses this complete and 
effective weapon for obtaining a redress of every grievance and for ing into 
effect overy just and salutary measure, the occasion surely demands the full exer- 
cise of that power of the House; and in its firm exercise, to use the words of Mad- 
ison, it will be sustained by the consciousness of being supported in its demands 
by right, by reason, and by the Constitution. 

But this doctrine of the redress of grievances involves different 
8 from those connected with the control of revenues and the 

irection of expenditures to or away from ial objects. 

The doctrine of the redress of grievances borrowed from England 
I do not indorse. I have heretofore declared that it is a doctrine that 
finds no place in our system of government. The President has no 

wer to redress grievances. That power was never given to him. 

e has no powers but those which the people have intrusted to him, 
power to execute the laws. These 3 the people can enlarge or 
abridge, or they can abolish the office altogether by amendments to 
the Constitution. On this point Judge Story has laid down, as I be- 
lieve, the true doctrine. He says: 

Strictly speaking, in our republican forms of government, the absolute sover- 
eignty o 83 is in the people of the nation; and the 3 sovereignty 
— 1 52 State, not granted to any of its public functionaries, is in the people of the 


To ask a redress of grievances at the hands of the Executive is 
therefore an admission of weakness on the one hand, and a sugges- 
tion of power on the other that does not comport with the organic 
structure of our Government. Where the “ divine right of kings” is 
acknowledged; where the powers of government descend by inher- 
itance through one person, and reside in a single head, the people, 
theoretically at least, possess only such rights and liberties as their 
ruler may graciously bestow on them, or they may compel him to rec- 
ognize or secure to them, by refusing him money to carry on his gov- 
ernment. There, the doctrine of redress of grievances is consistent 
and of practical force. King James II said: 

I will make no concessions; my father made concessions and he was beheaded. 


But though James made no concessions, for his refusal he lost his 
throne. But where the people themselves are the source of all power 
this doctrine is inconsistent. The differences between our own and 
foreign governments, where inherited powers are recognized, are 
wide as the poles. 

I hold, however, Mr. Chairman, that it is as much the duty of Con- 

when the law is once recognized to appropriate for it as it is 

‘or the Executive to administer the appropriation when made. On 
this point I agree with the eminent author of a recent able treatise 
on ‘Politics as a Science,” Mr. Reemelin, of Cincinnati, when he says: 

To refuse ay riations arbitrarily for after its object is 
recognized hyn. is dereliction of duty. PE FER; va 

Government is entitled to support, as the same author says, “ from 
the law-making as from the executive power. appropriation is 
not an act of grace vouchsafed to the Executive; it is the dischar 
of a duty.” This principle has been recognized by all democratic 
leaders, from Jefferson and Jackson down. 

But there may be circumstances when it would not only become 
the right but the duty of this House, exercising its functions as rep- 
resentatives of the people, to hold for them the control of their earn- 
ings and their revenues and to say whether they shall be appropri- 
ated for this object or for that, how much for one and how much for 
another. And I can conceive circumstances, Mr. Chairman, under 
which I would vote to withhold appropriations from the whole Army ; 
if, for instance, some usurper—some man in the presidential chair, 
some Cesar or Napoleon—should attempt to make use of it to over- 
throw the liberties of the people, turning it against the people them 
selves, I would then most ass y draw off the water—that is, cut 
off the epee rene leave him aground, anchor him as quick as it 
was possible to do it. And the people themselves under such circum- 
stances, through their Representatives in Congress, would have the 
right to use this reserved power in self-defense. I say, too, when the 
peopie surrender this power they surrender free government. 

ile, therefore, I uphold the right of this House, as the immedi- 
ate representatives of the people, to increase or diminish taxes, to 
increase. or diminish STE. and to direct to what objects 
money spen riated shall be applied, and to withhold it from specific 
objects, if it shall see fit, [make a broad distinction between this right, 
between this exercise of power, and the right to refuse supplies for 


legitimate purposes; for the necessary and proper objects of govern- 


“cannot only refuse, but 


ment as a means of coercing a co-ordinate branch of the Government 
to give its assent to either the repeal or the enactment of a law. If 
Congress may rightly and constitutionally withhold appropriations 
necessary to support the executive department of Government in order 
to compel the Executive to concede some privilege, or concur in some 
measure, then it may withhold the means necessary to support the 
Jamon department of the Government for the purpose of compel- 

ing judicial sanction of a law, or from the minority in Congress 
as a means of controlling their action. The logical conclusion to 
which such a doctrine 1 is, that Congress, or one branch of Con- 
gress, has the constitutional power to subordinate to its own will a 
co-ordinate branch of the Government. Such doctrine, I maintain, 
was never taught by democrats recognized as leaders since the party 
bad an existence. Itis utterly opposed to all the settled principles 
of democratic government. To attempt to carry out such a doctrine 
would be revolution, or rather it would be nihilism scarcely less 
dangerous than that which hangs over Russia now. 

On the other hand it will not do to say that a law once passed must ne- 
cessarily be appropriated for each and every year thereafter for ever. 
Laws themselves are sometimes left to become obsolete. They may be 
perverted, or become obnoxious, or used as a means of tyranny. Or 
suppose a law is passed providing for a public building. Must Con- 

levy taxes and appropriate money for it every year, no matter 
what the reasons may be for stopping it? There might be cases 
where vested rights come in, but there is no such question in the case 
before us. 

Applying these principles to the bill before us, and believing as I 
do that every dollar appropriated for deputy marshals to go to the 
polls, as the law now stands—if money were appropriated for that 
purpose—would be used for 8 purposes, and not for the publig 
e to corrupt the ballot and set aside the will of the people 

think the case is one, using the figure of De Lolme and Sumner, that 
justifies the drawing off of the water and leaving that law aground 
until the people decide the question. And I have no fears myself as 
to how they will decide this question when, divested of all other issues, ' 
it is clearly presented to them. 

I do not propose to go over the ground or repeat the discussions of 
the extra session, but I cannot shut my eyes to the 7 8 of 1 
mitting executive interference to penetrate to the ballot-box. t 
is the fountain-head of our system of government, and it must be 
left absolutely with the people. If they, acting in their sovereign 
oy re cannot hold free and fair elections, then free government is 
afailure. I fear the encroachment of power there; I am warned by 
the examples of history; I am instructed by the admonition of the 
most far-seeing statesmen of the danger of relaxing constitutional 
safe 8. ulay utters a warning that it would be well to 
heed. He says: 

As we cannot, without the risk of evils from which the imagination recoils, em- 
= parao Bola asa check on misgovernment, it is evidently our wisdom to 

eep all the constitutional checks on misgovernment in the highest state of effi- 
ciency, to watch with jealousy tho first beginnings of encroachment, and never to 
suffer irre ties, even when harmless in themselves, to pass unchallenged, lest 
they acquire the force of precedents. y 


Madison does the same when he says: 

Since the general civilization of mankind I beliove there are more instances of 
the abridgment of the freedom of the © by gradual and silent encroachments 
of those in power than by violent and s usurpations. 

Patrick Henry said: 


Show me that age and country where the rights and liberties of the people were 
jacea on see sole chance of their ralers being good men, without a consequent 
088 0 rty. 


And as indicating the marked decadence in the sentiment of the peo- 
ple—in the spirit of the age—as compared with a century ago, I give 
an extract from the Virginia Gazette, printed in 1769, which 
has been almost lost to our history. I ask gentlemen to listen to an 
echo from Faneuil Hall, the old cradle of liberty, as reflected one hun- 
dred and eleven years ago from the home of Patrick Henry. I will 
call attention to the motto on the Gazette of that date: “ Always for 
liberty and the public good.” And on another copy of the same 
paper: “High Heaven to gracious ends directs the storms.” 


Boston, May 8, 1769. 
Last Friday the freeholders and other inhabitants of this town, legally warned, 
met at Faneuil Hall and there made choice of the following gentlemen to represent 
them in the general ussembly at the approaching session, the number of votes 
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Mr. Samuel Adams 


ah apis to the above choice the following vote was passed, nemine contradi- 
cente, viz: ] 
Voted, That the town, before they proceed upon the business of the day, do make, 
or order to be entered upon their records, the following declaration of their rights 
and freedom of their elections, viz: 
The selectmen, 5 the town that they had waited on General 
Mackay, commander of His Majesty's forces Fates Son here, to inform him that the 


choice of persons to represent the town in the general assembly was coming on, 
and to in behalf of the town the full right of British freeholders and subjects 
upon so im t an founded in the principles of the British constita- 
tion; the selectmen having also acquainted the town the general bad declared 


that it was not in his power to march the troops out of the town upon this occasion, 
or any farther to comply with their claim than by confining the troops to their bar- 
racks, which he en; todo. The town, though they receive this reply as acon- 
cession on the part of the general in favor of the justice of theclaim, yet, as the meas- 
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ure of confining the troops in their barracks only, and not removing them out of town, 
is by no means adequate to the extent of their rights, they cannot proceed to the 
election without declaring thelr clear and full sense that the residence of an armed 
force in the town during an election of so great an importance is a gross infringe- 
ment of their constitutional rights; at the same time protesting that their pro- 
ceeding to an election under such circumstances is wholly from necessity, and not 
to be considered as a precedent at any time hereafter, or construed as a voluntary 
receding from the incontestible rights of British subjects and freeholders on so in- 
teresting an affair. 


It was not Jong before this that Lord Bruce, in England, for utter- 
ing a single word by way of threat at an election, was marched up 
and down Westminster Hall in hose and doublet without his hat, an 
then sent to the Tower. “And fit it were,” the old chronicler adds, 
“that these men (divers Yorkshire constables) for forestalling free- 
dom of election and terrifying men with as much as a reminiscar, 
should go to the Tower.” 

In 1604 it was asserted in Parliament that the interference of a 
sheriff with an election would be tantamount to the disfranchisement 
of a town. 

Mr. Chairman, in discussing this question I do not see the necessity 
or the pertinency of continually ca ing up the ghost of the war, as 
gentlemen seem so ready todo. Did the republicans of the North 
alone fight the battles of the war? 

The two great parties in 1860, in the North, divided the people not 
unevenly, and, whatever opinions were held previously, when the war 
came on one sentiment animated all. Isay all, for, although there were 
exceptions, they were few, even though some were noted. There were 
some on one side who said, Let the erring brothers go,” and on the 
other who op the war for the Union, But I say they were the 
exceptions, mocratg and republicans alike fell into ranks. Poli- 
ties was for the time forgotten, What officer knew the politics of 
his men? And surely the democratic party gave to the country many 
of its most distinguished generals and other officers. Politics were 
not thought ofin the Army. It was not talked about. What was it, 
I ask, that called forth the hardy manhood of the whole North? It 
was the deep conviction that with the Union broken asunder there 
would be anend of republican government on this continent. They 
knew that with two governments set up each must be strong tostand 
against the other. They knew the success of secession meant two 
despotisms—one over the grave of Washington, and one over the grave 
of Franklin. 

It was to save the life of the Republic, to preserve free govern- 
ment, that democrats and republicans unitedly answered the call of 
President Lincoln. It was that noble sentiment, sunk deép in the 
hearts of all true soldiers, that supported them through the long 
years of the war; that sustained them in the hour of battle, on the 
weary march, in the midnight watch, and through the dreary hos- 

ital. Together they went to battle; together their blood flowed as 

m one fountain; together they met death, and together their bones 
lie mingled in common graves. The rich fruits of their sacrifices all 
now in common enjoy. And the time will come, must come, has come, 
I believe, when you gentlemen here who fought on the other side 
rejoice with us that the great Republic lives; that a common in- 
heritance, left us by a common ancestry, was preserved, And I be- 
lieve I but correctly reflect the general sentiment of the Army when 
I say that when the contest was ended, when the battles had all been 
fought and the fruits of the war secured, and when the graves of 
their fallen comrades were yet unturfed and every recollection of the 
conflict was fresh in their minds, that no soldier, had it been in his 
power, would then have added or wished to add one pang more to 
the sufferings that he so well knew had been endured tives who 
fought against him as well as by those who fought with him. 

Such was the feeling between the men who composed the ranks of 
the great armies. Though fighting against each other, they were 
fighting over national issues and not as personal enemies. I have 
more than once seen a soldier, on a chilly night after a bloody strug- 
fle, deprive himself of his blanket to cover a wounded, dying enemy. 

ese pictures will be the last, I hope, to fail from my recollections of 
the great war. In such deeds are founded the highest hopes of the future 
ofourrace. If after one of the great battles had been fought,some one, 
like Falstaff at Tewkesbury, who had shirked the dangers of the 
conflict, had come upon the field after the roar of the battle had died 
away to trouble and torture the dead and dying, how it would have 
stirred the wrath of an honorable soldier! How much more worth 
a Christian people is it now fifteen years after the last shot was fired, 
and when almost a new generation of people have come upon the 
stage of life, to seek to open afresh old wounds and stir up old strifes 
for party gain. I stand as firmly as any man for the principles 
maintained by the war, and to secure the legitimate results of the 
war—the Union made e the extinction of slavery, and the 
Se eer of all citizens before the law. But I insist that the rights 
of the States and the rights of the people to local self-government 
were never intended to be assailed. The war was wa to save, not 
to destroy; to maintain and not to break down the safeguards of free 
ahaa rit This achieved, let the past be forgotten; in the future 

e our hopes, when 


The common sense of most shall hold a fretful realm in awe, 
And the kindly earth shall slumber, Japt in universal law. 


The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House general debate upon the 
e et isnow closed. The Clerk will read the bill by paragraphs 
amendment and discussion under the five-minute 3 


The Clerk read as follows: 
3 £c., That I. niig ae ba, and joe some sro BODY, SEO 
out of any mone: © nol 
2 A8 
PUBLIC PRINTING. 


For the public printing and binding and for forthe public ting, includ- 
ing the cost of printing the debates 2 — of 5 —.— E — 
hing, mapping, and en- 


SIONAL RECORD, and for the Departments, and for 
graving, $400,000. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 11 strike out “ $400,000” and insert $300,000.” 

Mr. McMAHON, I desire to make a very brief statement to the 
House. The amount in the bill was upon when the bill 
was first considered, about the 5th day of March, 1880. It was the 
amount which by the majority of the committee was thought to be 
ne from that time. In whatever way this bill may be expedited 
it cannot well be signed before the last of this week, and cannot be 
law much earlier than next Monday, the 22d. If gentlemen will make 
the calculation, they will see that but eighty-six working days will 
remain to the close of the fiscal year. A oy Sh of $3,000 a day, 
would amount in that period to about 3200 ; and if you allow 
$50,000 or $60,000 for paper in the mean time, you will have given the 
Publie Printer an ample sum. And I wish to say further that the 
only way in which you can control the expenditures of this depart- 
mear is by limiting the amount of money you give to the Public 

rinter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have but a single word to say upon this qnes- 
tion. I had intended to move to increase this amount to $450,000, but 
on reflection have concluded to stand by the amount in the bill as it 
now is. 

I believe the statement made by my friend from Ohio is disingen- 
uous. To start with, the pay-roll for the month of February has not 
been paid, and that for the month of March will not be paid until 
long after this bill has been signed, if it is signed at the period of 
time indicated by the gentleman from Ohio. Therefore it is neces- 
sary for us to make this appropriation for a period commencing cer- 
tainly as early as the first day of March. I desire to make another 
suggestion with reference to this matter. My friends upon the com- 
mittee, I think, or every one of them who has investigated this ques- 
tion, will agree with me that the monthly pay-rolls of this depart- 
ment amount to $100,000. There is no dispute about that. From 
$100,000 to $150,000 a month are necessary to pay the force that is 
being employed there to-day, and during the discussion of this ques- 
tion no pana detain has been able to point to any portion of that force 
that might with propriety be discharged. Again, there is no sort of 
doubt but that the current expenses of the department will avera 
from $30,000 to $40,000, perhaps will goas high as $50,000 each month, 
Therefore, from now till the 30th day of June, there must of necessity 
be expended in this department the sum of at least $450,000. 

Mr.COBB, Will the gentleman permit me to suggest that the aver- 
age pay-roll of the last fiscal year was little over $55,000 a month? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not discussing the question of what the pay- 
roll was for the t fiscal year. We have been discussing here at 

t length the increase in volume of labor which is being performed 
in that 3 to the present time. What we state is the amount 
which to-day is being expended on the pay-rolls there; and I ask any 
member of the sub-committee which has investigated that question 
to point to an employé in that service who can with propriety be dis- 
charged. The idea that this bill may be signed at a late period, that 
it may not be signed until one or two weeks hence, should have no 
bearing on that question, for the reason that the pay-rell is past due, 
and for the month of March is not expected to be paid until during 
the month of April. 

The Appropriations Committee, by a majority vote, against a vote, 
I may say, of the gentleman who has charge of this bill, agreed upon 
the sum of $400,000 as the proper amount to be putin this bill. I 
then stated, and I state now, I do not believe that is sufficient; and 
I believe we will be compelled to come in here and ask for a further 
and additional appropriation before this session of oe is hopin 
to make good this deficiency. Therefore it is that I urge that the 
sum of $400,000, the amount that is in the bill, should be retained. 
there, and that the proposed amendment should not prevail. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to strike out the last word. j 

I only take advantage of the five minutes allowed me to answer a 
proposition which the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ]. 
made yesterday, and which I cannot consent to let go unanswered. 
The gentleman read from a document, which we found lying on our 
desks, purporting to be the speech of Hon. T. W. Burdick. This 
speech was lying yesterday on every gentleman’s desk in this Hall, 
printed I should estimate at a cost of $50 to $100, because the type 
was all taken down. If it was not, the Public Printer was guilty of 
misconduct in not taking it down at the end of a year’s time. Now, 
to set up that and print that speech at somebody’s expense must 
have cost from to $100; and this expense has been incurred by 
somebody in order that this House might be furnished with answers 


to the arguments made against the Publie Printer. Iinquired of the 
man whose business it is to supply RECORDS from the Publie Printer 
when a reprint is wanted, and he said all he knew about it was that 
he understood 


speeches, 


Mr. Painter had ordered a number of Mr. Burdick’s- 
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But whoever ordered them, whether they were printed by the Goy- 
ernment Printer himself at the public cost and distributed here, or 
whether Mr. Painter, the gentleman who sold to the Government 
Printer the wire book-sewing machines, took the extraordinary pre- 
caution to do this, I care not. The gentleman from Connecticut read 
from these speeches a table, to prove that in the seven years when 
the public printing was done by contract 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FINLEY. I do not wish to be interrupted during only five 
minutes. He read a table to show that in the seven years when the 
public printing was done by contract it cost more than it costs under 
the present system. Now, I want to say to the gentleman that he 
ought not to put his trust in wire book-sewing machine agents, for he 
may lean on a broken reed. This tableis deceptive; it does not give 
the facts. Why? Take the seven years during which the printing 
‘was done under the contract system, and it will be found that during 
that time there were 453,770 more books printed than during seven 
years of the present system. Now, any printer will tell yon thatthe 
cost of a 8 depends l ly on the number printed. Forinstance, 
if but one copy of the Agricultural Re be printed, it might cost 
$1,000; while if a thousand copies be printed it would cost only about 
twenty-five cents a copy. Now, 453,770 more books were printed dur- 
ing the seven years underthe contract system than have been printed 
in seven years of the present system. 

Again, take the number of bills printed. The “usual” number of 
bills printed during the contract system was only five hundred and 
eighty. Under the law as it now stands “the usual number” is 
nine hundred and twenty-five. Consequently it costs a t deal 
less per copy under the present system, because there are less copies 

inted. Under the contract system the usual number of documents 
was fourteen hundred; now it is nineteen hundred. 

But there was one item included in the estimate which if taken 
out makes the difference and more too in cost between the two sys- 
tems. I refer to the matter of lithographing and engraving. For 
instance, in the seven years under the contract system the lithograph- 
ing and engraving, which is included in this account, amounted to 

000,000 more than under the seven years of the present system. 
But the lithographing and engraving has no business at all in the 
accounts on either side of the question. Why? Because under the 
present system the lithographing and engraving is done under a sep- 
arate contract with lithographers and engravers, and the Public 
Printer has nothing whatever to do with it. Therefore, there is 
$1,000,000 included in this estimate for lithographing and engraving 
in order to prove to gentlemen here that the printing is now costing 
a great deal less than it did under the contract system. I call atten- 
tion to the following table: 


Table showing the difference between the cost of printing for seven years 
under the contract and present systems. 


Number of volumes printed under seven years’ contract 4, 690, 081 
Number of volumes printed under Government Office. a 4, 236, 311 
Excess of volumes by contra _ 453, 770 

Cost of composition, press-work, and folding, Government Office. . . $1, 770, 577 61 
Cost of composition, press-work, and folding, contract 1, 054, 005 83 
Cost Government Office over contra 716, 571 78 
Lithographing and engraving, contract. 407 52 
Tithonrantion and 9 Government Offle 110, 738 28 
, e sens teccsverease 951, 669 24 

Cost of Cee eR EAE AE AE FAN N deuce 1, 332, 869 94 
Cost of —.— Government Oſſie ooo 1, 227, 659 31 
nner, e 105, 210 63 
Cost Department work, seven years, Government Ofhice 2, 685, 034 72 
Cost Department work, seven years, contract 412, 321 06 
Excess by Government 2, 272, 713 66 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know who caused to be printed the copies 
of Mr. Burdick’s speech which were distributed here. I estimate that 
if it was stereotyped it would cost probably a cent and a half or two 
cents a ve 

Mr. F. Y. The gentleman says “if it was stereotyped.” It 
was not stereotyped. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know whether it was stereotyped or not. 
Isuggest that if the gentleman wants an investigating committee on 
this little bill of $10 he should have it, although I should be inclined 
to say about it as Daniel Webster said about the national debt, that 
I would pay it myself. 

The two speeches of Mr. Burdick were an admirable illustration of 
the truth and the facts in the case. For myself I will say that I voted 
for the minority report of the Hatcher investigating committee, but 
I referred yesterday to the speeches of Mr. Burdick as being a very 
excellent and instructive presentation of the case. 

Now, it is not a matter of the slightest consequence who caused 
those speeches to be printed, unless the gentleman thinks that the 

ublic service was e by their being printed. I presume Mr. 
Defrees paid for it, as i ga better presentation of the case 
than others could make here; certainly a better presentation than I 
can make. But enough for that. 


It seemed to me that the impression was conveyed what was 
said by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McManon] that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations had agreed upon the sum of $300,000 for this 
item. On the contrary, it is the recorded vote of the committee that 
$400,000 should be appropriated for this purpose. 

It is not to be expec that in a three-minute or five-minute talk 
I can go again into all these items. Perhaps the discussion has con- 
tinued long enough. I will say that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, after a long inquiry into this subject, the Public Printer 1 —.— 
self saning that he ought to have $490,000 to out his obli- 

tions an rform his duties—the Committee on Appropriations 

ecided that he could get along with $400,000. My colleague on the 
committee [Mr. Hiscock] has shown in what way this amount is 
needed. I hope the House will not reduce the amount for this item 
one dollar, for if they do it will only lead to another deficiency bill. 
The work to be done requires every dollar of this money and more. 
too. And there is no sort of economy, when you have to pay a ten- 
dollar note, and you can make nothing by it, to pay only $8 upon it. 

Mr. HUNTON. I would ask the gentieman from Ohio [Mr. McMa- 
HON] whether, if his amendment prevails, reducing the amount of 
this appropriation from $400,000 to $300,000, there will be enough ap- 
oppa to pay for publishing, among other things, the Agricult- 
ural Report. 

Mr. FINLEY. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. COBB. I renew the amendment and yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. McManon.] 

Mr. MCMAHON. I wish to answer a question which has been put 
to me from several sides of the House, whether if we appropriate 
$300,000 it will be sufficient to publish the icultural Reports. I 
want to say to 3 of the committee that the estimated cost 
of printing the 3 Report is $164,000, which is about $25,000. 
or $30,000 more than a similar number of copies of the same kind of 
book have cost within the last four or five years. Of that $164,000 
all has been paid according to the table furnished us by the Public- 
Printer except $16,000; only $16,000 is necessary to finish the Agri- 
cultural Report. 

One of my reasons for thinking that the amonnt asked by the Pub- 
lie Printer is tool is that his estimate to us, $450,000, is the amount 
which he considered necessary to furnish the paper, composition, and 
printing for all the books that have been ordered by Congress up to. 
the present day; and when I asked the question whether he could 
print half those within the present fiscal year he said, “No.” Of 
course everybody knows that the bulk of this expenditure must go 
into the next fiscal year. 

Mr. AIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question at this 
point. Itis very well known that during the last fifteen or thirty 
days the supply of Agricultural Tepora at the folding-room has been 

tly inadequate, has not equaled the demand by any means; yet 
it is also very well known that members desiring to get these books 
to send home to their constituents can go out into the highways of 
this city and buy them by the dozen. The gentleman says, moreover, 
that the appropriation for printing 300,000 copies of these documents. 
was $164,000, which wonld be about fifty-five cents apiece; yet in the 
streets of Washington I have been offered as many of these books as 
I wanted by the dozen at ten cents apiece ; and the books thus offered 
are bound up and pasted in wrappers in precisely the same style as 
when they come from the folding-room, I desire to know whether 
the gentleman who has charge of this bill can enlighten us as to these 
irregularities? 

. HAWLEY rose. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I renew it. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro to 
discuss pean ai oreng three hundred thousand copies of the 
Agricult Report. They have been ordered; and if the House does 
not desire that many to be printed let us revoke the order; but if it 
is to stand, let us give the money to have them printed. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] says he can buy 
these documents below cost of second-hand dealers. Very well; let 
us have a committee of investigation and see who sell these public 
documents to dealers. I know for myself that I buy some from a 
second-hand dealer. There are some city members, I suppose, who 
have not a farmer among their constituents, and that may account 
for the way some of these reports get into the market. I concede 
that it ought not to beso. But I know that the icultural mem- 
bers are constantly pegging these documents of city members and 
are buying them of second-hand dealers. I repeat, if we do not 
want so many of these documents printed let us revoke the order; 
but while the order stands let us appropriate money to carry it 
out. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The gentleman does not seem to comprehend that 
5 will be needed to complete the whole 300, 000 copies. 

. HAWLEY. But the Public Printer estimates that $490,000 
will be required to complete the work already ordered. 

Since I rose this morning I have received information concerning 
the mysterious developments in connection with the * of Mr. 
Burdick, of Iowa. Those speeches were ted from the stereotyped 
plates of the RECORD, according to the law by which anybody can 


and obtain copies of public documents. I have here the receipted 
and the amount is $10.40, instead of the $50 or $100 of whieh 3 
the gentleman from Ohio spoke. [Laughter.} 
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Mr. HUMPHREY. I wish to make a single on in reply to 
the remark of the gentleman from Connectiguts fl . HAWLEY ] that 
if we do not wish these reports printed, we should not appropriate 
for them. Some members have received their full quota of the 
300,000 while others have received a very small number of copies; 
so that it would be very unjust if we should now refuse to appropri- 
ate enough money to paas the whole number already ordered. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman from Connecticut tell us what 
receipt that is to which he referred ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itissigned“ W. A. Smith, for the Public Printer.” 

Mr. FINLEY. To whom? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, that is his business; under the law he had 
the right to have this done. I withdraw my pro forma amendment, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I renew the amendment. Mr. Chairman, it ap- 
pears (and I have not yet heard it disputed) that $193,588.39 is nec- 
essary to be expended upon departmental printing. We all know 
the necessity for that work, and that it should be done. It has not 
been questioned that this work is required by the Departments. Now, 
the cost of the RECORD has been estimated by the Public Printer at 
$90,000. Ido not know that it will cost so much; but I have seen 
no table and have heard no argument tending to show that the actual 
cost will be much below these figures. It is estimated that there 
will be required for printing bills, reports of committees, and current 
printing of Congress $59,272.78, making, in the aggregate, $342,861.17 
which, so far as I have heard, no gentleman on this floor has attacked 
or shown to be unnecessary. This is an expenditure that is required; 
and I have not taken into consideration the printing of any report. 

I have not taken into consideration the printing of any public doc- 
ument, but this item as you have it in this bill allows for the sum of 


50,000. 

Mr. MoMAHON. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some confusion 
in regard to the manner in which the Public Printer settles his ac- 
counts at the Treasury Department. My friend from New York talks 
abont the departmental printing. There is no such thing as an ac- 
count of the departmental printing kept at the Treasury Department. 
The Government Printer settles his account on Pay rolls and vouch- 
ers for materials, &c., and requisitions for paper. It makes no differ- 
ence how much he charges the Departments for work. That is not 
3 to the Treasury Department, nor settled as a Department 
debt. He simply reports his pay-rolls and his expenditures for ma- 
terials, including paper, ink, &. Therefore, when you ascertain how 
much pay-roll he ought to have, how much paper he will need in ad- 
dition to what he has on hand already paid for, then you will exactly 
know how much ought to be appropriated. 

I wish to say in justice to the Committee on Appropriations, and I 
intended to say it in moving the reduction of this amount from 
$400,000 to $300,000, that I did not do so by authority of that com- 
mittee. Probably I should not have done so, having charge of the 
bili, but as I have made investigation in regard to the amount of 
paper on hand, and into certain items furnished to me which were 
not given to me when I made my speech, but which are incorporated 
in the appendix to it as published in the RECORD, I became satisfied 
that $400,000 was too much, and felt I would be wanting in my dut; 
to the House if I did not make an effort to reduce it to ,000 an 
let the House take the responsibility of voting between $300,000 and 
$400,000 as it saw fit. 

Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I feel it to be my duty as a member of the Commit- 
tee on ap ropriations to insist upon the adoption of the pee 
of the bill as reported from that committee. It so happens that the 
gentleman from Ohio has dissented from a majority of the committee, 
and it is his right, entertaining the views he does, to move to reduce 
the amount to $300,000, This matter has been carefully considered 
by the Committee on Appropriations, detail after detail, and the 
majority of that committee agreed to report the amount which it is 
now proposed to reduce. 

It is impossible, Mr. Chairman, and I shall not attempt it, to go into 
a discussion of all the details of the public printing in order to answer 
the various points raised by gentlemen on this floor. There is, in my 
opinion, a looseness in the system there. We are, as we all know, with- 
out any system in reference to the public printing. Sometimes the 
Committee on Printing report in favor of printing books, and some- 
times it is done over the heads of the Committee on Printing. There 
is no system about it in the House, Then, again, when it gets down 
to the Printing Office, the orders of the House are not always exe- 
cuted. Heretofore they never have been. It rans through a period 
of several years. The appropriation for one year has been made to run 
through a period of several years. I presume there has been a larger 
amount of printing than usual, not ordered by this Con „but 
ordered by previous Congresses, and the Public Printer, until we shall 
adopt some system to restrain him, is at liberty under the law to go 
on and print as he pleases. Until that is done it does seem to me, 
Mr. Chairman, we are entirely without remedy, however much of ex- 
travagance there may be in the Printing Office. 

Now, sir, as to the matter of economy. Whether the democratic 
party of this House have in their past history reduced the expenses 
of the Government is withont question. When the matter is inves- 
tigated the response will come that millions of money have been 
saved to the Government of the United States by the action of the 
democratic party. It does not become us, however, to higgle because 


from lack of system or any other cause, there may have been an un- 
usual amount of ig ago required for Government printing. 
That does not go to the record we have made. I think it the duty of 
this House, unless there are reasons other than those which now ap- 
pear, to adopt the report of the majority of the Committee on Appro- 
e mtlemen are anxious in regard to their Agricultural 
ports. There are other documents they are anxious about. It does 
seem to me, sir, we might very well yote this appropriation, and do it 
with the distinct understanding that the Public Printer is not to re- 
turn here toask any additional deficiency. The issue has been made. 
We propose to give him money to finish up the work of this fiscal 
year, and it is in his discretion to withhold enough printing of doc- 
uments to keep him within that appropriation. He os done it here- 
tofore. There is printing for the Forty-third Congress; printing for 
the Forty-fourth Congress; and printing for the Forty-fifth Congress 
there to-day yet to be done. He has not found it necessary hereto- 
fore to go on and complete every order at once. It is his duty, there- 
fore, to take notice that this appropriation means the finishing up 
of this fiscal year; that after he shall use the funds in his possession 
he shall not come to this Honse for another deficiency for this fiscal 
pe I regret very much after Congress sought to restrain the Pub- 
ic Printer by stating specifically the amount which was intended for 
each department and each bureau, the amount for the departments 
and the amount for Congress, he should have seen fit to treat the whole 
matter in his relations with the printing department without the 
slightest reference to those restrictions. 
Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, as a member of 
the Appropriations Committee who voted to fix the amount for the 
deficiency in the Government Printing Office at $400,000, I wish to 
give in a few sentences my reason for it. At the begianing of the 
year, as has been stated, wo gave $1,500,000 te the Printing Office. 
Of that amount there was given to the Departments specifically for 
their use $743,000, not quite one-half of the amount. They have used 
of that amount—I mean of the amount appropriated for the Depart- 
ments—in their printing $475,000, leaving due to the Departments 
$268,000. But the Public Printer, in order to do the current work and 
to carry on the publication of the books ordered, has used almost the 
entire balance appropriated to the Departments, together with that 
appropriated for carrying on the RECORD and the miscellaneons print- 
ing. It is true in this I do not think he has followed the law, but it 
is the practice, and has been the practice of that office for years past, 
to use this fund indiscriminately. 

He should have notified, and I believe he did notify, us at the begin- 
ning of this session that the funds would be short; and he should have 
refrained from the printing of books or anything else until the new 
appropriation was made. But supposing hat the practice hereto- 
fore made would be sanctioned by this House, not only was that 
appropriation for the miscellaneous printing and for books, &c., 
used, but it trenched upon the amount set apart for the several De- 

artments, and from that fund $193,000 has been used. And at the 
ginning of this month he has but $75,000 on hand of that, although 
there was due to these several Departments this $193,000. Now, we 
must pay that. The Departments cannot stop for the want of print- 
ing, and, although the Public Printer may have erred in this matter 
and may have dene wrong, we are compelled, unless we stop the 
pontua of the Departments, to replace this $193,000. That is an 
item which has been charged against us, and we must provide for it 
or the Departments will not have the printing done. 

Then, again, it will take, according to his estimates, $90,000 for the 
piang of the RECORD for the remainder of this session of Con 

o you propose to give that amount or do you propose by withhold- 
ing it to stop the printing of the Recorp? One or the other is 
inevitable. You must give the money or the RECORD will not be 
printed. So, I say, we will have to provide for that $90,000. 

Then the amonnt necessary for miscellaneous printing is estimated 
at $60,000. We must provide for this. If we order reports and bills 
and matters of that sort to be printed we must provide the fund to 
pay for it. The money must be there. 

The Printer settles his account with the Treasury Department on 
his pay-rolls and accounts of material used, and when I was interro- 
gated recently as to whether these pay-rolls could be duplicated and 
the Government thereby defrauded, I answered that I did not think 
that it could be done. There are two ways, and two ways only, in 
my judgment, in which this can be done. One is by collusion in the 
purchase of material which the Public Printer is authorized to buy, 
and by paying more for it than is absolutely necessary. There is no 
proof, to my mind, that he has done either to any great extent. 

These amounts to which I have referred foot up in the aggregate 
$340,000 of the deficiency. How are you going to get round it hat 
amount is required as I have shown for these several branches of the 
service and we must provide for it. The gentleman may laugh. He 
[Mr. Coss] has perhaps examined this matter and differs with me in 
the judgment which I haye formed, but I pope to give my views 
without reference to what the opinions of other gentlemen may be. 
I give my own views, based upon the examination which I have my- 
self made 


I have stated that these amounts foot up the sum of $343,000. Now 


you have the books which have been ordered, and we propose to 
give $57,000 for the balance of the fiscal year for that purpose. The 
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Public Printer wants $100,000, yet we believe that $57,000 will enable 
him to run through the next three months. This amount added to 
the $343,000 makes the $400,000 which it is proposed to appropriate 


garan insinuation, however, will be found on page 23 of the report. 
ere it is: ‘ 
FRAUDS IN THE MATTER OF POST-OFFICE BLANKS. 


in this bill, and it was upon that basis that the Committee on Ap- In the course of our investigation we were led to inquire into certain fraudulent 


ropriations to provide this amount for the Printing Office, 
Aang the remainder of the current year. I do not apologize for 
any wrong done in that office, but I simply treat matters as I find 
them. 

[Here the hammer fell. N ; 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam, no doubt, somewhat of an intruder in this de- 
bate, trenching upon the high prerogatives of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and for an outsider to step in and make a speech on the 
subject under consideration requires a degree of noopten for 
which, perhaps, I should make an apology. I nevertheless feel that, 
in consequence of the fact that I was a member of the Committee on 
Public Expenditures in the last Congress which investigated the Pub- 
lie Printer, it is my duty to say a word on this occasion lest my 
silence should be construed into acquiescence in the conclusion of the 
majority of that committee on that occasion. I feel that it is but 
pe to vindicate the Public Printer against the charges which have 

n made on this floor against his management of that establish- 
ment and the innuendoes and insinuations against his good faith and 
integrity which are contained in the report of the na Sapa of that 
committee, and which have been alluded to frequently by gentlemen 
on the other side, and made the text of the h of the then chair- 
man of the sub-committee, Mr. FINLEY, of Ohio. f 3 

I have not time to go into details, but I will call attention to just 
one or two things by way of example. The report charges that the 
manner of book koeni in that establishment was totally unreliable, 
and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] in his speech said that 
many of the accounts were kept on loose slips of pape which were 
permitted to lie on the desk, thus intimating to the House that these 
slips of paper might at any time become lost and the traces of the 
transactions of that department might not be obtainable. The evi- 
dence regarding that point is that these entries were made on slips 
of paper, and those slips of paper for the purpose of safe keeping were 
locked up in the safe, and that the clerk in that respect had departed 
from the rules that had hitherto prevailed in the department. 

To sustain what I say I call attention to the following extracts 
from the testimony of Mr. Larcombe, (pages 263, 264:) 


Q. You made these entries at the time at which you made the deposit in the 
Treasury ? 

A. In every instance. 

Q Where did you keep the figures constituting the accounts from which you 
made these entries here ? 

A. I kept them on a paper which I keep in mysafe. When a deposit was made, 
I made those entries which appear in this book. 

Q. Then, if I understand you, you kept a record of all sums of money received 
from sales of waste paper, and all other accounts, not in this book but on a quire 


of paper! 

2 T aia, down to two 3 ago. 

Q. And when you made a ba or of money in the Treasury you would at that 
time copy into this book from that quire of papes the amounts you had received ? 

A. I would enter in this book the items which appear there. I would add up the 
amounts and take the money to the and make a deposit. 

Q. Would you enter here, at the time of „ all the items which 
here from the loose sheets of paper of which speak? 

Š — 8. may call them loose sheets! if you like. 
y ey d you not make the entries in a book ? 

No 1 tell you exactly why. Inever bad, mark 
struction in bookk 
up in a printing office. Now, I wanted, if any man paying any of these moneys 
desired to raise an inquiry about moneys paidin here by him, that I should beable 
to show a permanent record 3 the amount of those moneys, a statement 
of what he paid them for, why he paid them, and the whole transaction up to the 
© moneys in the Treasury of the United States. That was an original 


e. 
Why did you not make the entries at once in the book f 
Because I wanted to do it in that way. 
Q Suppose that the loose sheets of paper had been lost ? 
. They could not have been lost any more readily than would that book have 
been . they were locked up in an iron safe. 


Now hear what the report says on page 24: 


In the mean time, until transferred to his cash-book, he frequently kept the ac- 
count of this money on loose slips of paper or in his memory. 

The evidence and the report placed side by side evolve all the com- 
men on the report that is needful to show its unreliability. 

Another asp was that money was retained in the hands of 
the Public Printer and not covered into the Treasury, intimating that 
the Public Printer or some of his subordinates were deriving advan- 
tages from having fands belonging to the Government in their poa 
sion. That is an re So insinuation against the integrity of those 
officers. It is shown by the evidence that every dollar of the money 
coming into their hands was covered into the Treasury or was legiti- 
mately used for the pur of that Department. There is nota 
scintilla of evidence in all the seven hundred pages of testimony that 
has been taken which indicates that the Public Printer or any sub- 
ordinate in his office used any money belonging to the Government 
for any other than legitimate purposes. The evidence is that they 
paid it into the Treasury jast as soon as they ought to pay it. 

It is true there is much speculation as to whatmight have been 
done; but it is untrue to cbarge that anything wrong wasdone. The 


X 104 


one moment's in- 


g; never knew anything about 2 ; I was brought! 


transactions occurring under the former administration of the present Public 
Printer, John D. Defrees, by which it a that the Government was defrauded 
out of large sums of money, estimated by one of the witnesses at $250,000. 

There is no subsequent qualification of this p e in the report 
which will take away its sting. Yet it is most unjust and unfair. 
What little connection Mr. had with it in no way involved 
his rit, P His name would not have been connected with it had 
it not been for one Carlisle, who never made drafts on his imagination 
in vain where he had an object to accomplish. 

This man had been a Treasury agent in 1868, and had been deputed 
by the Postmaster-General to investigate alleged frauds in the pur- 
c of paper and printing of blanks for the use of the Post-Office De- 
pa aneas. e discovered frauds, and ascertained that the contractors 

ad defrauded the Government out of considerable money. The mat- 
ter was thoroughly sifted, and it was clearly shown that Mr. Defrees 
was in no way complicated in the frauds. This man, Carlisle, was 
put on the stand in the . by the sub- committee of which 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] was chairman. He was a 
y witness, a willing witness. Under the skillful examination of 

the chairman of the sub-committee he said, on May 6, 1878: 


estion. Could this fraud have been perpetrated without detection unless by 
= on between the Government Printer or his chief clerk and these other par- 


es 

Answer. It would have been impossible. 

The next day, referring to the same subject, he said in reply to the 
question : 

Question. I am aware of the answer which you gave yesterday, but the question 
as now stated is in a form different from that in which ſt was stated yesterday. 

Answer. Those frauds could not have been successfully carried on had Mr. De- 
ine pa lnti the inspection and adjustment of the accounts as was required 

This man had doubtless promised wonderful revelations. He was 
the sort of a man who always has a stock of revelations on hand. 
He made another discovery, so he swore: a deficit in the Public 
Printer’s accounts of $119,746.65. He so testified, January 23, 1879. 
Hear what he said : 

By Mr. BURDICK: 


Question. When were you last before the sub-committee investigating the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office? F 
Answer. I think it was in June. 
2 Did you testify then 
Tes, sir. 
Q. Did you present some exhibits then ! 
A. Idi 


g 1 they show a deficit in the accounts of the Government Printing Office! 
Jes, 


2 What amount of deficit did they show? 
forget the amount. 

Mr. Frixtery. Look at it and answer. 

The Wirxess. One hundred and nineteen thousand seven hundred and forty-six 
dollars and sixty-five cents. x 
Now listen to what he said the next day, January 24: 

By Mr. BURDICK: 
Question. Since the e of the committee on yesterday have you re- 
examined any of the exhibits which you then submitted ! 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

2 Which one have you re-examined ? 

. The one for the year ending September 30, 1875. 

* Did you find any error or errors in it? 

. I found an error in it of $100,000. 

He BAA 7575 down a good deal. See where he lands, however, under 

the ordeal of a cross-examination in the matter of a deficiency: 
Question. As an expert, would you say that these amounts reported as a def 
ganr oy these statements are a real deficiency in the accounts of the Pablic 

Answer. I cannot say that they are. 

There was no deficiency after all. 

I have stated only a few instances, embracing the most serious and 
most definite charges, if there is anything definite in the whole busi- 
ness, for the purpose of showing their utter want of foundation. 

The object of the inquiry was to do away with the present system ` 
of public printing and replace it with the contract system. The only 
frauds discovered during the long investigation of that committee, 
were perpetrated under the contractsystem. The history of the con- 
tract system bristles with frauds. While it is no doubt true that 
the present system is liable at times to abuses, it is certainly the best, 
and it is only necessary to keep an honest and capable man in charge 
of it to have it entirely successful. I am confident that the gentle- 
man now in charge is both capable and honest. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
. FINLEY. I move to strike out the last word. I do so for the 
purpose of making a brief personal explanation. 

Gentlemen around me say that in giving the cost of the speech of 
Mr. Burdick I said that it must have cost from $500 to $1,000. Gentle- 
men must see it is very evident that I could not have intended to make 
that statement. What I intended to say was that five hundred or 
one thousand copies of these speeches wonld cost from $50 to $100. 
I had it in my mind that there had been printed and distributed from 
five hundred to one thousand copies in this House; and any one must 
have known that I could not have intended to state the cost of that 
number of copies at $500 or $1,000. The gentleman from Connecticut 
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pe HAWLEY ] produced a receipt signed by Mr. Smith for the Public 


nter. That same Mr. Smith told D when these docu- 
ments were printed e £5 our and I asked him who had 
ordered them, that the not been addressed to him and that 
they had not been paid for through him. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment, 

The question being taken on Mr. McManox’s amendment to strike 
out “$400,000” and insert ‘“ $300,000,” it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. 1 now, under instructions from 
the Committee on Printing, offer the amendment of which I have 
heretofore notice. . 

Mr. Mc ON. ‘The question of order is reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order can be made after the 
amendment is read. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment as follows : 


Add as a proviso to the pending paragraph the following: 

8 so much of the act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, 
and for other purposes,” as is in the words 5 That so much of all laws 
or s of laws as provide for the election or pe tment of Public Printer be, 
and the same are hereby, led, to take effect from and after the passage of this 
act; the President of the United States shall appoint, by and with advice 
and consent of the Senate, a suitable person, who must be a practical printer and 
versed in the artof book-binding, to take charge of and manage the Government 
Printing Office from and after the date aforesaid ; he shall be called the Public 
Printer, and shall be vested with all the powers and subject to all the restrictions 
pertaining to the officer now known as the Public Printer; he shall give bond in 
the sum of $100,000 for the faithful performance of the duties of his ottice, said bond 
to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed: Provided further, That the House of Representatives shall elect some 
competent person, who shall be a penan printer, to take charge of and manage 
the Government Printing Office. The are so elected shall be deemed an officer 
of the House of Representatives, and s! be denominated Con Printer, 
and shall hold his office for two years and until his successor l be elected ; he 
shall give bond in the sum of $100,000 for the faithful performance of the duties of 
his office. said bond to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior; he shall su- 

perintend the printing and binding of the Journals and such other documents as 

shall be ordered by each House of Congress, and shall superintend the execution 
of all the printing and binding for the respective Departments of the Government 
now required by law to be executed at the Government Sere SS and shall, 
in all respects, be governed by the laws in force in relation to the Public Printer 
and the execution of the printing and binding ; and the salary of said officer shall 
be $3,400 annum: Provided further, That as soon as practicable after the elec- 
tion of said Con jonal Printer, he shall cause to be pre a complete invoice 
: ae material, 1 neme paper, 3 8, 2 8 
wagons, carr’ rnesses, and personal property of every description 
whatever under his and belonging to the Government; said invoice shall be 
verified by the oath or affirmation of the Congressional Printer, reported to Con- 
prese, and printed. And thereafter, at the beginning of each fiscal year, or as soon 
as practicable, he shall cause a new inventory of all of the said personal 
property then in his m to be taken. Said inventory shall be verified by the 
or aftirmation of the Congressional Printer, and published as a part of his an- 
nual report to Congress. This proviso to take effect from and after the date of its 
passage. 


Mr. MCMAHON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tiovs to raise the question of order on this amendment. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I ask the gentleman if he stated 
the Committee on Appropriations instructed him to make the point 
of order. I certainly understood the vote of the committee on that 
subject to be the indication of their desire that the amendment should 
not be placed upon this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the matter as it has been stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio, that that gentleman was instructed to raise 
the point of order by a direct vote of the committee. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I ask the point of order for this reason: This is 
abill providing for theimmediate necessities of the Government. And 
I may say it is a bill porate for the immediate necessities of a large 
number of people who are dependent on its s There- 
fore, without expressing any opinion on the merits of the bill the com- 
mittee have instructed me at all évents to resist its being attached 
to this appropriation bill. S 

I make the point of order that it does not come within Rule XXI; 
that itis not germane, and does not necessarily retrench expendi- 
tures. 


Mr. GARFIELD. A single word in support of the point of order 
made by pay conega (Mr. McManon.] This bill which we are now 
discussing is not even a general appropriation bill; it is a special de- 
ficiency bill. It does not come under the head of general appropri- 
ation bills; it is a bill for miscellaneous deficiencies. We have now 

the clause of the bill providing for deficiencies in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. Ap ition which creates an office and 
provides for the election of an officer is not germane to a mere appro- 
priation to supply deficiencies ; and on that score I think the point 
is well taken. j 

Mr. CLYMER. Itisa point. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I attention to the fourth clause of Rule XXI 
of the new rules. Heretofore the rule was that it was not in order to 


No bill or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or incor- 
porating therewith the substance of any otber bill or resolution pending before 
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If gentlemen will turn to the report of the committee, submitted. 
at the time they reported the proposed revision of the rules, they will 
find the reasons given for this change of the rules: 

The last portion of Rule 48, to wit, “ No bill or resolution shall, at any time, be- 
amended by annexing thereto or ting therewith any other bill or resolu- 
tion pending before the House. was adopted September 15, 1837, (first session 
Sg cs Congress.) As then reported by the Committee on Rules, it contained 
after word resolution, where it oceurs the second time, the words “ the sub- 
stance of.” These words were stricken out by a close vote, and the practice ef the 
House has since permitted the substance of any bill or resolntion pending before the 
House to be offered as an amendment or substitate for the pending proposition. 

The committee believe the correct principle to be the p tion reported by 
the Commitee on Rules in the Twenty-fifth Congress, excluding an amendment 
which contained the substance of any other bill or resolution pending before the- 
House. The rules and practice of the Honse of Commons, from which this a 
sition was substantially taken, restricted the right of substitating one subject for 
another to motions for reading (that is, of proceeding to the consideration of ) the- 
orders of the day, thas giving the House an unity to select the particular sub- 
ject it would first consider, and preventing the practical inconvenience that would 
result from public business being obstructed by substantive motions which had 
no connection with the orders of the dax. Under the present rule a bill or reso- 
tution ding before the House“ may be moved as an amendment to a pending 
proposition, if germane, by simply changing & word or two in no sense important 
or material, thereby aeomp Hom} indirectly what the rules prohibit doing ae 
a species of parliamentary legerdemain that certainly ought not to be countenanced 
or permit by a rule. 


We haye put in express language, in the rule, that the substance 
of a pending bill shall not be in order as au amendment. The gentle- 
man from a rend [Mr. SINGLETON] now offers as an amendment. 
almost the identical bill which he reported some time ago from the 
Committee on Printing, and which is pending before the House; 
certainly the amendment embraces the substance of that bill. I think 
on both of these grounds the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. So faras my amendment is con- 
cerned, I do not regard it as being in snbstance the same as the bill 
to which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] refers. The 
principal object of my amendment is to change the superintendent of 
the Printing Office from “Public Printer” to “ Congressional Printer.” 
The bill which was reported from the Committee on Printing, and 
which is now upon the Calendar, proposes to give the election of this- 
Congressional Printer to the Senate. The amendment which I have 
offered proposes to vest that power in the House. If that is nota 
material change, if the amendment is still substantially the same as- 
the bill, then I must confess that I do not understand the import of 
terms and language. 

Another thing; the bill which was reported from the Committee. 
on Printing and which is upon the Calendar, and which the gentle- 
man says is the same in substance as my amendment, proposes to 
the Public Printer an annual salary of $3,500. The amendment that. 
I have offered proposes to change that so as to reduce the amount of 
his salary. Iadmit that the change was made with the view of avoid- 
ing the very point of order which the gentleman now makes. I pro- 
pose to treat this matter fairly and honestly. The change was made 
with that view. The election of the Congressional Printer is trans- 
ferred by my amendment from the Senate to the House, and the sal- 
ary is reduced $100. 

I confess that the other features of the amendment are the same- 
as the bill; but the main features of the bill have been changed in 
the amendment. It occurs to me, therefore, that my amendment is: 
not subject to the point of order made by the gentleman. It certain], 
is germane to the clause to which it is proposed as an amendment ; 
think that cannot be questioned. It is in the line of economy, be- 
cause it reduces the expenditures of the Government—it reduces the 
salary of an officer. In other respects it is substantially the same as 


‘the bill that was reported from the Committee on Printing and is. 


now upon the Calendar. 

As to the point that this is merely a special appropriation bill, and 
that there is a necessity for its immediate [ think there is 
nothing in that which renders my amendment liable to the criticism 
of the gentleman. For these reasons I think the amendment is not 
1 to the point of order. 

r. MCMAHON. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
is there in his amendment any other eee reduction of expendi- 
tures except that of the salary of this officer 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. It makes no other reduction. It. 
leaves the law to stand as it now is; under this amendment all the- 
duties now devolving upon the Public Printer under the law will de- 
volve upon the new officer proposed by my amendment. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Then I would call attention to this fact: the- 
salary of the Public Printer is not provided for in this bill. There- 
fore the thing upon which the gentleman pro to hang his econ- 
omy is a thing not in this bill. The salary of the Public Printer is- 
provided for in another bill. f 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I know that the law provides 
for the payment to him of a salary of $3,500. 

Mr. MCMAHON. That is in another appropriation bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. It is the law of the land ; it is 
not in an appropriation bill; it is the standing law of the land and 


8 now to it. 

BUCKNER. I submit to the Chair that the third section of 
Rule XXI applies not to eee bills, but to what are known as 
the general appropriation bills of this House—twelve in number. 
Now, it would be exceedingly unfortunate, when we are ap 


propriat- 
ing money to supply a deficiency, if an amendment of this sort could. 
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be introduced, getting up a discussion of a question like this, when 
it is important for the interests of the Government that the bill 
should pass as speedily as possible. 

But there is another point to which attention has not been called. 
The rule requires that an amendment embracing legislation must, to 
be in order, “retrench expenditures.” I hold that this means, ac- 
cording to the view taken y this House weeks ago; that the object 
shall be to “ retrench expenditures,” not that the amendment shall 
operate as a frand upon the rule. The real purpose of the amend- 
ment should be not to reorganize any department of the Government, 
bnt to cut down expenditures. That should be clear tothe House as 
the intention of the proposition, not merely subsidiary to it. The 
language of the rule is: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment theretochanging existing 
law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, 
shall retrench exp_nditures, 

The object, the purpose should be to “retrench expenditures.” That 
is the meaning of the rule; and I hope it will be the construction 
given toit. The retrenchment of expenditures should be the primary, 
substantial Pier of the amendinent. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to a 1550 75 
point. It is very important that rulings upon a new rule should 
distinet and clear, so that we may understand their full force. The 
gentleman from Ohio on the other side [Mr. MCMAHON] made the 

int of order that this amendment was not germane, and did not on 
its face retrench expenditures. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD] made another point entirely distinct—that the amendment 
was not in order under clause 4 of Rule XXI. Now, if both points 
are re ed as pending at the same time, I simply desire that the 
Chair in ruling shall state distinctly upon which point he bases his 
ruling, so that there may be no confusion. It seems to me that the 
point of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McMauon] is perfectly well 
taken—that the amendment is not germane. To this point the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi replies that the amendment retrenches ex- 
penditures on its face $100. 

The CHAIRMAN. Conceding that it does retrench expenditures, 
still the question whether or not it is germane remains. 

Mr. FRYE. I was just coming to that. The reply of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi answers only one-half of the proposition made 
by the gentleman from Ohio. Itisentirely clear to me that the amend- 
ment is not germane. Now if that is clear to the chairman, I ask 
either that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] will withdraw 
his second point, and not ask a ruling upon it, or else that the chair- 
panin his ruling, will state distinctly upon which point he bases his 

ecision. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Of course the Chair is not obliged to rule on all 
the points raised. If he rules the amendment out upon one point, 
thut will be sufficient. But J do not want to run the risk of not hav- 
ing points enough presented. 

Mr. FRYE. But Ido not want the Chair to rule the amendment 
ont of order, and not say upon which point he does so. Nor do I wish 
him to rule it out because it is not germane, and take no account what- 
ever of the o her point of order, thus giving room perhaps for the in- 
ference that the other point was not well taken. I believe both are 
well taken. 

Mr. GARFIELD.. I have no doubt the Chair will give his reasons, 
whatever his ruling may be, one way or the other. 

Mr. HOOKER The amendment of my colleague from Mississippi 
has encountered two objections from the oe side of the House. 
As I understand, the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD] has made 
the point that ĩt isnot germane to the subject matter of the bill. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Frye] makes tle further objection that, 
under the fourth clause of Rule XXI, no bili or resolution can at any 
time be amended by annexing thereto or incorporating therewith 
the substance of any other bill or resolution pending before the 


ouse. 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; I was requesting the gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. GARFIELD] to withdraw that point and raise it if it should be- 
come n at a laters I do not make it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then the only objection to the proposition of my 
colleague is that presented by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD, ] that the amendment is not germane to the subject-matter, and 
falls under the provisions of the third clause of Rule XXI. If there 
is any proposition on the ‘oe of the gentleman from Ohio under the 
fourth clause of the rule, I would like to know it, so that I may reply 
to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I withdraw that for the time being, reserving 
eg to renew it. 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Ohio that when a point of order is made, it necessarily brings up 
for the consideration of the Chair all the reasons for and against the 
point of order. — 7 

Mr. MCMAHON. I will say to my coll e [Mr. GARFIELD] that 
I do not appreciate the strength of his point of order, because this 
is not one of the regular appo riation bills, but is, intended as a 
supplemental bill to out all anticipated deficiencies for the 
present 8 

Mr. HOO I cannot yield to the gentleman further. AmI 
2 ht = g that the only objection now ted to the con- 

dors ion 


the amendment of my colleagne is that it is obnoxious ! 


to the provisions of the third clause of Rule XXI because not ger- 
mane to the subject-matter of the bill, and because it does not reduce 
expenditures ? 

As I understand the rule, Mr. Chairman, it is not subject to all the 
objections suggested by the gentleman from Ohio who, in his omnium 

um style of disposing of questions, wanted to take every rule 
which he thought might be infracted by the amendment offered by my 
colleague from Mississippi, but who has now the modesty at least to 
withdraw one of the propositions, on the suggestion of his friend from 
Maine that it was not a proper one to make. 

In reference to the one that is made I desire simply to say that cer- 
tainly to a deficiency bill, not a general appropriation bill making 
appropriations, but to a deficiency bill which proposes to remedy cer- 
tain appropriations which have been demonstrated to be insufficient 
for the purpose, made for the current year, where there is an appro- 
priation for public printing of the House, such an amendment is ger- 
mane. My colleague from Mississippi comes in with a proposition to 
dispense with the mode and method of printing now in use and adopt 
another which is more economical in style. That answers the ques- 
tion as to whether or not the amendment offered by my colleague 
from Mississippi is germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

It is not a general appropriation bill, but it is a deficiency bill pro- 
posing to remedy the insufficiency of the annual appropriation by 
amendment as to the mode and method in which this appropriation 
shall be disbursed, and is therefore under the rule, as it now stands, 
XXI of the new series of rules adopted by the House, subject for the 
consideration of the House as to what is the best method of applying 
the money which the Appropriations Committee proposes to appro- 
priate. For doing what, Mr. Chairman? Far carrying on the public 
1 of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will allow the Chair to make 
a suggestion on that point. 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the very question, whether the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi makes any disposition what- 
ever of any part of the money which this bill proposes to appro- 


priate. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well, sir; on that suggestion I will say the 
amendment as introduced by my colleague proposes to change the 
method of doing the public printing, thus carrying along with it a 
proposition cognate to the item submitted by the Committee on Appro- 
priations in this deficiency bill. When you use the term as to whether 
or not it is some to the bill you mean, Mr. Chairman, as I under- 
stand it under ordinary parliamentary , as to whether or not 
it is of that nature and order to make it cognate to the suhject-matter 
of the bill itself. And in that sense and in that way I say this propo- 
sition to change the method of doing the public printing is germane 
to the subject-matter. In other words, it proposes it 8 be donein 
a different way ; and certainly that different way has been demon- 
strated, by more than one speech on this subject, to look toward the 
reduction of the public expenditures. Therefore the objection taken 
by the gentleman from Ohio, either as to the fact whether the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague from Mississippi is germane to the sub- 
ject-matter or whether it looks to the other correlative proposition in 
this rule, that it shall look to the reduction of public expenditures, I 
say that it does both; Isay it is germane tothe subject-matter; that, 
in other words, the proposition of my colleague from Mississippi pro- 

to change the method of doing this public service different from 
that which this Appropriations Committee in this bill proposes, and 
at a cheaper rate. Therefore the objection raised by the gentleman 
from Ohio is neither good as to the one point nor the other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON, ] under instructions from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, is objected to upon two unds: first, that it is 
not germane to the subject-matter of the bill under consideration ; 
and, secondly, that it is in substance the same asa bill heretofore 
reported by the Committee on Printing and now pending before the 

ouse. 

Notice of this amendment was given several days since, and dur- 
ing the general debate in the Committee of the Whole the Chair was 
advised that a point of order would be raised inst it; so that a 
reasonable 8 ity has been afforded to examine the subject, and 
the Chair will now state the conclusions at which he has arrived. 

In the absence of an express rule, the amendment would not be 
liable to a point of order upon the ground that it was inconsistent 
with, or not germane to, the subject under consideration, for, accord- 
ing to the common parliamentary law of this country and of Eng- 
land, a legislative assembly — by an amendment, in the o 
nary form or in the form of a substitute, change the entire character 
of any bill or other proposition pending. It might entirely displace 
the original subject under consideration, and in its stead adopt one 
wholly foreign to it, both in form and in substance. 

eel ever on me 4th of 1789, 3 ae had a 53 
which changed the common liamentary law in t 
least as to substitutes, and 5 1822 as to Gone iar 
form. The Congress of the Confederation, in 1781, adopted a rule in 
the following words: 


No new motion or proposition shall be admitted under color of amendment as a 
Taa PANEO ie Serene eee eee Sees until it is postponed or dis- 
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The House of Representatives of the First Congress, on the 4th of 
March, 1789, adopted the following rule upon this subject: 


No new motion or proposition shall be admitted under color of amendment as a 
substitute for the ion or proposition under debate. 


It will be observed that each of these rules admitted amendments 
introducing new motions or propositions, if they were not offered as 
substitutes for the motion or proposition under debate. But in March, 
80 the House changed the rule of 1789, so as to make it read as 

ollows: 


No motion or proposition on a subject different from that under consideration 
shall bo admitted under color of amendment. 


And in this form the rule has stood ever since, and now constitutes 
a part of the seventh clause of Rule XVI in the recent revision. The 
rule does not 8 a committee reporting a bill from embracing 
in it as many different subjects as it may choose; but after the bill 
has been reported to the House no different subject can be intro- 
duced into it by amendment, whether as a substitute or otherwise. 

When, therefore, it is objected that a pro l amendment is not 
in order because it is not germane, the meaning of the object is sim- 
ply that it (the proposed amendment) is a motion or proposition on 
a subject different from that under consideration. This is the test of 
admissibility prescribed by the express language of the rule; and if 
the Chair, upon an examination of the bill under consideration and 
the proposed amendment, shall be of the opinion that they do not 
relate to the same subject, he is bound to sustain the objection and 
exclude the amendment, subject, of course, to the revisory power of 
the Committee of the Whole on appeal. 

It is not always easy to determine whether or not a proposed 
amendment relates to a subject different from that under considera- 
tion, within the meaning of the rule; and it is especially difficult to 
do so when, as in the present instance, the amendment may, by rea- 
son of the terms it employs, appear to have a remote relation to the 
original subject. 

e sth Pn to which the bill now under consideration relates is 
very clearly set forth in its title. It is “a bill making appropriations 
to supply certain deficiencies in the appro riations for the service of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other 
pu ” The appropriations “for other purposes” contained in 
the bill do not relate at all to any of the subjects embraced in the 
amendment, and therefore need not be noticed. The words “for other 
purposes” are used here, as they usually are, to embrace subjects out- 
side of the main subjects to which the bill relates, and which are 
re by the committee itself. 

e bill relates to no other subjects than appropriations of money 
for the purpose stated, to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the Government.” One of the deficiencies which 
the bill provides for is in the Government Printing Office. But the 
bill carefully enumerates the items for which the appropriation is to 
be made, and the salary of the Public Printer is not among them. 

The proposed amendment has no relation to the appropriation of 
money for any purpose. It neither increases nor diminishes the 
amount pro to be appropriated by the bill; nor does it in any 
manner affect the expenditure of the money proposed to be appro- 

riated by the bill. e salary of the Public Printer, for the current 
scal year, has already been provided for in full; and it does not 
appear that there is any deficiency on that account. 

The amendment relates solely to the method of choosing a Public 
Printer; to the nature of the duties to be performed by him, and to 
the amount of his salary. As already stated, the original bill em- 
braces none of these matters; and consequently none of these sub- 
jects are now under consideration. It seems quite clear, therefore, 
that the proposed amendment, if admitted, would introduce for con- 
sideration one or more new subjects, and is, for that reason, pro- 
hibited by the express language of the rule. 

Under the rule, as it stood prior to 1822, the amendment, although 
on a subject different from that under consideration, would be in order, 
for it is not offered as a substitute for the bill or for the clause under 
consideration. But as already noticed the prohibition applies now 
as well to ordinary amendments as to substitutes, 

Since the adoption of the rule in its present form there have been 
several decisions under it; and so far as the Chair has been able to 
discover, in every, instance where an amendment pro to intro- 
duce an entirely new subject it has been excluded. The Chair refers 
to the Journal of the House, Twenty-seventh Con first session, 

223, for a decision by Mr. Speaker White; Journal of the House, 
hirtieth Congress, first session, page 737, a decision by Mr. Speaker 
‘Winthrop; Journal of the House, Thirti ieth Congress, second session, 
a decision also by Mr. Speaker Winthrop; Journal of the House, 
Thirty-first ass first session, pages 1509 and 1510, a decision by 
Mr. Speaker Cobb. 

Having disposed of the point of order upon the first ground pre- 
sented, it is unnecessary to express an opinion upon the second ground, 
and the Chair prefers not to do so. 

The fourth clause of Rule XXI provides that “ no bill or resolution 
shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or incorporating 
therewith the substance of any other bill or resolution pending before 
the House.” Where a p amendment differs in 1 respect 
from a bill or resolution pending before the House, it will always be 
more or less difficult to determine whether or not they are substan- 


tially the same; and the Chair thinks he ought not to attempt to 


decide such a question unless it be absolutely n to do so. 
The point of order is sustained, and the amendment is excluded. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Treasury Department 

Mr. MCMAHON. I am instructed to put under the head of Treas- 
ury Department the following amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On after line 12, insert the following: 

2 5 : For —— amount to pay salaries and expenses of agenta 
and surveyors; for fees and ee aoa of gaugers, for salaries of storekeepers, and 
for aneous expenses, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1880, $320,000." 

Mr. MCMAHON. As I have said, Mr. Chairman, 1 have been in- 
structed by the Committee on Appropriations to insert this amount. 
The reason of this I will state to the ouse in as few words as possi- 
ble. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue has succeeded to a certain 
extent by means not ni now to recount in transferring a large 
number of illicit establishments in this country into regular distiller- 
ies, so that we had, for example, in the sixth North Carolina district 
in 1879 ninety-four distilleries regularly registered, while there were in 
1878 only forty-two, and in 1880 in the same district we have two hun- 
dred and two. So in the fifth North Carolina district where we had 
ro sixteen in 1878 and twenty-nine in 1879, we have seventy-four in 

At the close of the last fiscal year, there having been ap ce, pare 
a million and a half of dollars for this 5 or that tion year, 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue applied to the Committee on 
Appropriations for a deficiency of $150,000, and it was granted to him ; 
so that the total appropriation last year amounted to $1,650,000, out 
of which were expended $1,646,506, leaving a small b ce in favor 
of the office. But since that time, as I have already stated, a much 
larger number of legal distilleries have been started, requiring a 


much number of gaugers, storekeepers, &c. And in view of 
the growing business of the country, and particularly of this grow- 
ing business which yields so large a revenue, especially in that sec- 


tion of the country where it has not heretofore yielded so much rev- 
enue, the Committee on Appropriations thought it proper that the 
full amount requisite for salaries for these gaugers and storekeepers 
and for incidental expenses should be given; and I think the calcu- 
lation that was made brought it within $2,000 of the amount we have 
recommended in this bill. 

Mr. RYAN, of ‘Kansas. I wish toask the gentleman how much the 
committee allowed for the general service? 

Mr. MCMAHON. That is in a separate amendment, the amount 
being $25,000. 

I shall print with my remarks the statements in detail to which I 
have adverted. They are as follows: 
Statement showing the number of registered grain distilleries in the follow- 

ing districts on the 1st day of January, 1877, 1878, 1879, and 1880. 


Number | Number | Number | Number 


Disses in 1877. | in 1878. | in 1879. | in 1880. 
Second Alabama ........-........-...-.. 3 1 2 2 
Second Georgia bs 30 23 22 36 
Fourth North Carolina 7 4 5 il 
Fifth North Carolina 25 16 2 74 
Sixth North Carolina 50 42 o4 202 
South Carolina 3 3 12 2 
Fifth Tennessee 56 39 40 53 
Pitt Virgie oss EE cc caccsuassoveues 6 5 4 a 
Correct. 7 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
Mancn 8, 1880. vm Fred 
Appropriation for salaries, q., of agents, d'c., 1879. 
annual appropriation ..... Sr 81. 500. 000 00 
Db . ep eends 150, 000 00 
II ˙ 1 ERAR N 1, 650, 000 00 
Expended thus: 
Gau — 8 / % ͤœ—]Cñ ,, % , —＋˙O .. 576, 424 988 
eepers * 030 


1, 593, 615 89 


332 02 

„ 421 83 

392 65 

452 82 

277 69 

„860 96 

638 95 

220 00 

094 34 

572 50 

5 25 

104 95 

Boxes for hydrometers, & 266 19 

Freight on stationery y 127 65 

Sales of lands, &c 282 95 

Rent, collector's office second New Yi 4,500 00 
52,890 75 
1, 646, 506 55 


1880. 
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Appropriation for 1880. 
Salaries of agents and subordinate officers, interral revenue $1, 500, 006 00 
Expended in the period from July 1, 1879, seven months, to February 1, 1880, as 
per records in Office Internal Revenue: 
For storekeepers’ and surveyors’ and gangers’ salaries $521,910 00 
For gangers eea anà SP eon 9 200 00 
revenue Y es k 
For district surveyors, (estimated) ee 4, 000 00 
Misce — agg — 31, 883 00 
A ts for 3 miscellaneous expenses 
during ‘oe per not yet raindrop Beres r 5, 000 00 
Total for seven months cence = nee enssnnneee 1, 058, 470 00 
‘At the same ratio the expenditures for twelve months would be.. . I, 814,520 00 


The question being taken on Mr. McManon’s amendment, it was 
to. 


Mr. CLYMER. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to follow the amend- 
ment which pened bad been adopted. 

The Clerk as follows: 

F ditional amount to salaries and oe for collectors of internal 
3 a deficiency tort the fiscal year 1880, $25,000. 

Mr. CLYMER. In explanation of the necessity of the adoption of 
this amendment I will state that we appropriated in the bill for this 
year the sum of $1,800,000 to pay the salaries of collectors and the 
expenses of their office. At the time of the meeting of Congress there 
was but a balance of $3,000 on hand, the rest of the appropriation 
having been distributed to the various collectors throughout the col- 
lection districts of the United States. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue says that the reason of the impending deficiency is this: 
that the increase of business throughout the country, making the col- 
lections much r in amount, increases the pay of the collectors 
in nearly every district of the United States; for gentlemen will re- 
member that the pay of collectors is a fixed sum, and then paaur 
ages of the amounts collected, and the amounts collected this year 
being much larger than formerly, it will require at least this addi- 
tional sum to pay their salaries. 5 Lape 

Again, for the convenience of the public the Commissioner has ap- 
pointed at different localities, where there are not collection offices, 
agents for the sale of revenue stamps, giving them in most instances 
very moderate salaries, employing persons who have fixed employ- 
ments in fixed places, as, for instance, cashiers of banks, and who re- 
quire some additional sum to compensate them. The sub-committee 
were unanimous in recommending the adoption of this amendment. 

The question being put on Mr. CLYMER’s amendment, it was agreed 


paragraph : 
Public buildings: 

For the completion of the custom-house, court-house, and post-office building, 
5 a 1 at Chicago, Illinois, including steps, grading, sidewalks, and pav- 

ua e 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to offer an amendment to come in 
after the clause just read. I send it to the desk to be read. 

The Clerk as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 47 the following : 

For completing the custom-house and post-office building at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
$150,000; said appropriation to be immediately available. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that that amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to ascertain from my friend from 
Kentucky to what rule this amendment is obnoxious. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To the third clause of the twenty-first rule. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I propose to speak to the point of order. 
I wish the gentleman to submit his objections to my amendment in 
re to the question of order. 

r. BLACKBURN. I do not propose to argue the point at all. It 
is so plain that I do not desire to say a word. The gentleman from 
Ohio can argue it if he pleases. j 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It does not appear to me so clear as it does 
to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam willing to submit the point of order for 
the decision of the Chair without any argument from me. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand this is an appropriation bill 
providing for a deficiency ; that it is not aregular appropriation bill; 
and hence that the amendment is not obnoxious to the third clause 
of the twenty-first rule. The erection of the post-office and custom- 
house building of Cincinnati was authorized years ago. The appro- 
priation of last year was insufficient to provide material for prose- 
cuting that work, and now the work has been suspended for some 
months by reason of a want of material. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I must ask the gentleman to confine himself 
to the point of order and not discus the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am confining myself to the point of 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is trying to show that there is 
a deficiency for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. BLACKB I only insist that he shall not travel beyond 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 


the point of order. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. When I depart from that the Chair will 
no doubt call me to order. 

Mr. ATKINS. There was not enough appropriated to complete the 
building, if that is a deficiency. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is very true. 

Mr. ATKINS. And it was not intended that that appropriation 
should complete the building. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I notice that there is in this bill an appro- 
priation for the completion of the custom-house at 3 I su 
pose that comes in under the head of deficiency; whether that 
enough to complete the building I do not know. 

The granite for the custom-house in Cincinnati is procured in Maine, 
and until that is pr vided it is not possible to go on with the pros- 
ecution of the work. It was thought that the i oe last year 
would be sufficient to keep the workmen constantly employed. It- 
turns out that it was roay and wholly inadequate for that purpose. 
This appropriation is asked in order that the work provided for by 
law may be prosecuted ; in other words, that the 3 in Maine 
may get out the stone and ship it to Cincinnati for the prosecution 
of the work on this building. 

thing to do; and a 


Now, there is no * that this is a roves 
proper thing to do is in order through the instrumentality of the 

nding bill. I take it that the law authorized the Secretary of the 

to press the prosecution of the work on this building, and 

that appropriations are made for the purpose of furnishing the neces- 
sary material to do so. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What law? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The law authorizing the construction of 


the ig yn n 

Mr. BLO What law is there authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pesee the construction of the building ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. When Isay “press” I mean that the work 
is to be prosecuted with all proper dispatch and speed, and that a 
propriations are made for the express purpose of insuring the spe 
completion of the building. It is known that the Government 
asanare | subjected to a large expense because the building is not 
comple The Committee on Appropriations will bear me witness 
that the appropriation made last year was inadequate for the purpose. 
Unless this appropriation is made it is impossible to get the stone 
upon the ground in time to prosecute the work during the coming 
summer; unless this money is given now we cannot prosecute the 
work this year. Hence I insist that this is properly a deficiency. It 
is for the purpose of furnishing the material required in order that 
the work upon the custom-house building in Cincinnati may progress 
whenever the season shall have so far advanced that workmen can 
work upon the building. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will not the same rule apply to all the public build- 
ings of the country? 

r. BUTTERWORTH. It is quite possible that it may. 
1 EINSTEIN. Then let us have an amendment applying to all of 
em. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not object to that. 

Mr. MCMAHON. When the sundry civil appropriation bill comes 
in, all these buildings will be provided for. 

ae BUTTERWORTH. I am afraid it will come in everlastingly 
too late. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Although the bill under consideration is not tech- 
nically speaking a general appropriation bill, yet Rule 120 of the old 
series was always held to apply to bills of this character as well as to 
original appropriation bills. The difficulty with the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWORTH] seems to be that it 
does not come from any committee having any jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject. The right of individuals ppn their own responsibility to offer 
amendments to appropriation bills has been very much restricted by 
the third clause of Rule XXI of the new rules. Without commenting 
upon that clause, the Chair holds that the amendment is not in order 
coming from an individual member of the House and not from a com- 
mittee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair permit me to call his attention to the 
first portion of the third clause of Rule XXI? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. That certainly implies that an amendment “in con- 
tinnation of appropriations for such public works and objects as are 
already in progress” would be admissible. The custom-house at Cin- 
cinnati is a work already in progress, and by inference from the first 
portion of the third clause of section 21 it would be in order. 

The CHAIR: . There is now a law making an appropriation 
for the work upon the Cincinnati custom-house and court-house for 
the present fiscal year. This bill is one making appropriations for 
deficiencies-only. The amendment proposed by the Spycam from 
Ohio [Mr. Butrerworts#] is not to supply any actual deficiency, but 
to make provision for the completion of the work. 

Mr. REED. And that is precisely what is provided for in the first 
part of clauso 3 of Rule XXI. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks not, when moved as an amend- 
ment to a deficiency appropriation bill. If the bill under considera- 
tion were the sundry civil appropriation bill, a bill which properly 
relates to these subjects, the Chair would hold that such an amend- 
ment would be in order, although offered by an individual. 
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The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 


Coast and Geodetic Survey: 
For the and maintenance of the vessels used in the Coast and Geodetic 
Peray. 3. 4 


For coal, wood, grates, grate-baskets and fixtures, stoves and fixtures, blowers, 


coal-hods, ‘hearths, shovels, pokers, matches and match-safes for the Treas- 
Department, $1,250. 

W ice, ice-buckets, file-holders, book · rests, labor, clocks and repairs of the same 

for the Treasury Department, $1,250. 


Mr. ATKINS. By instruction of the Committee on Appropriations 
I move to amend by inserting after line 57 what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ 
one of the steamers of the revenue marine, now on the Pacific coast, for the relief 
of the officers and crews of the whaling-barks Mount Wollaston and Vigilant, 
now imprisoned in the Arctic Ocean; and such sum ot mone, not exceeding $6,000, 
as may be necessary to ang, strengthen and equip such steam - cutter and to 
carry out the object of provision, is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. ATKINS. As this amendment indicates, there are a couple of 
whaling vessels that have been imprisoned in the Arctic waters since 
last fall, not being able to get out on accountof theice. Their crews 
are supposed to be in — great danger. The Secretary of the Navy 
_ was applied to for a vessel to afford relief to these sailors; but he re- 
plied that he had no vessel suitable for those waters. The Secretary 
of the Treasury was called upon for one of the revenue cutters, of 
which I believe there are thirty-six ; and he consents that one of them 
shall be designated for this purpose ; but it will require some improve- 
ment of the prow and the stern, besides repairs of the rudder and 
rudder-posts. It is estimated by the Superintendent of the Marine 
Service that $6,000 will be ample for these repairs. The vessel, if re- 
paired, would be able to go into those waters and probably afford 
relief to those sailors, who, it is expected, when spring shall set in, 
will leave their vessels so that they may be rescued. 

I will add that a vessel belonging to the United States Navy, the 
Jeannette, is also in those waters, with a crew of about fifty men— 

robably in the same condition as the crews of those whaling vessels. 
There are about eighty men on the whaling vessels, and about fifty 
on the Jeannette. ink the House ought not to hesitate a moment 
to make this little Ge ion stop of $6,000 to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to afford relief by sending out one of the revenue cutters. 

The amendment was adopted 

The Clerk read as follows: s 

For transportation of officers of the Marine Corps, $2,000. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT—— 

Mr. McMAHON. On behalf of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I offer an amendment to come in under the head of “ Interior De- 

ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 69 insert : 

Pensions: 

For pensions for Army invalids, widows, minors, and dependent relatives, sur- 
vivors of the war of 1812 and widows of the war of 1812, $6,500,000; for pay and 
allowances for salary, fees for preparing vouchers, rent, fash ght, and tage 
on official matter directed 5 and bureaus at Washington, H 000 
for Navy pensions to invalids, widows, minors, and dependent relatives, $140,000. 

Mr. McMAHON. The appropriation here proposed has been made 
necessary by the act commonly known as the es of pensions 
law; not for the purpose of paying those whose cases were embraced 
in the appropriation act of $27,000,000, but to pay those whose cases 
have been allowed since the statute of limitations was repealed. The 
sum proposed to be appro riated is large, but it can only be paid out 
under law; and I think there is no opportunity for improper use of 
the money. 

MI. REAGAN. Will this amendment admit the payment of pen- 
sions to all soldiers of the war of 1812, or will those in the Southern 
States be excluded? 

Mr. McMAHON. The committee propose simply that the money 
be appropriated, without any F in regard to the matter, aud 
without attempting to control the Department in any ruling which 
it has made. That question was not brought to the attention of the 
committee; and if it had been, the committee probably could not 
have acted without subjecting the proposition to a point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN, Would the gentleman object to an amendment mak- 
ing the provision apply, e existing laws, to all those 
who would otherwise be entitled under the provisions of the pension 


act? 

Mr. MCMAHON. So faras I am concerned, undoubtedly ; but I 
think gentlemen on the other side had better be consulted on that 
proposition. I will not object to the amendment. 

r. REAGAN. Then I shall ask to amend . 
Mr. MCMAHON. One moment. Mr. Chairman, there has been a 
t deal of uneasiness manifested recently in regard to the pension- 
roll of the United States; but I think we may pass this bill, with 
this amendment, without much uneasiness. This is not a perpetual 
burden upon the American people, Many of the men who now receive 
‘pensions will undoubtedly pass away in the course of ten or twenty 
ears. Besides, there is this opnsolation : in granting this money we 
ow that we give it to a class of ple who need it; we know that 
we are circulating the money of the country among the poorer class 
of our people. Althongh our pension-roll and the amount of expendi- 


ture for pensions may appear large, I call the attention of gentlemen 
to the important fact that all the money we have expended in this 
country for pensions, from the foundation of the Government to the 
present time, will not reach $500,000,000. 

Mr. HOOKER. | I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. McMAHON. - Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. I see that this bill of which the gentleman has 
c proposes, as stated at the end, to appropriate $665,530.50. 
Now I understand the Committee on Appropriations offer an amend- 
ment N to increase the aggregate amount to the extent of 
some $r, „000. I raise the point of order whether or not this is ger- 
mane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is taken too late. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The question was not raised in time. 

Mr. HOOKER. I raise the question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman raises the question of order 
ay amendment is under consideration by the Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. HOOKER. I could not do it until I obtained the floor. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McManon] took the floor as soon as he 
offered his amendment, and has not yielded it until now. 

Mr. McMAHON. Ido not think the gentleman was wide awake in 
making his point of order. 

The CHA J. The amendment was read at the Clerk’s desk, 
and that was the time to make the point of order. The Chair is 
obliged to recognize at any time a gentleman who rises to make a 
point of order. £ 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I ask the gentleman from Ohio what the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations meant by laying upon the tables of members 
a bill proprosing an aggregate appropriation of $665,000, and then 
offering an amendment to appropriate something like $7,000,000? 

Mr. McMAHON. I do not think it makes much difference on what 
bill an appropriation for the present fiscal year should come in. 

: = H R. Does the Chair rule the point of order comes too 
ate 
Ney CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the point of order comes too 


Mr. HOOKER. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. GARFIELD. I object, if it was not made in time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Of course the Chair by unanimous consent would 
entertain the point of order, but the gentleman from Ohio objects it 
comes too lute. 

Mr. ATKINS. I think the remark the gentleman from Mississippi 
has made is a proper one to make, for it does look a little singular we 
should come in here with an 1 bill, a deficiency appro- 

riation bill, stating it appropriates only $665,530.50, and then come 

orward with an amendment appropriating between six and seven 
millionsof dollars. That enormous increase in one single amendment 
looks a little singular and needs explanation. 

But the explanation is very simple, Mr. Chairman, and it is this: 
The Committee on Appropriations when this bill was drafted had 
not these statistics before them, or at least they did not have sufti- 
cient data to enable them to include this item, and as the committee 
were anxious to get this important deficiency bill into the House as 
soon as possible, it was reported without it. The sub-committee of 
the Committee on Appropriations was authorized to examine this 
matter and make their report to the general committee, which they 
did; and then the general committee authorized it to make this 
amendment to the bill when it came up for consideration. As the 
gentleman from Mississippi will see, it is a simple matter of dollars 
and cents with which the committee had to do. 

Mr. HOOKER. And a great many dollars and cents. 

Mr. ATKINS. A great many, I admit; but it is in pursuance of 
law which this Congress had passed. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions have simply reported the amount necessary under the estimate 
to execute the law now upon the statute-book. 

Mr. MCMAHON. As Isaid before, the total amount we have appro- 
priated for pensions from the foundation of the Government, if I am 
correct in my figures, will not exceed $500,000,000. I could lay my 
hands on a single act passed in the history of this Congress, within 
my recollection, voting money into the hands of people who did not 
need it as these people do, and I hope there will be a unanimous vote 
on this proposition. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Is this amendment a deficiency of last year’s 
appropriation, or is it for this fiscal year? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I will state to the gentleman when tle estimates 
were made and the original appropriation bill was passed for this 
fiscal year, as I understand it, the bill had not been passed out of 
which this deficiency grew. 

Mr. ATKINS. The Commissioner of Pensions reported an estimate 
for $5,000,000, but applications came in for arrearages of pensions 80 
fast that estimate had to be increased over a million and a half, creat- 
ing the necessity for this large item. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible to hear at the desk what is 
going on between gentlemen. The zile requires gentlemen shall 
address the Cair, 

Mr. ATKINS. I beg the Chair’s pardon; I was explaining to the 
gentleman from Mississippi in reference to a point which he raised 
Against the pending amendment. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I desire to have the amendment read again refer- 
ang b pensions so we may know exactly what it is. 
amendment was again read. 
Mr. REAGAN. I desire to call attention to the fact that this amend- 
ment is intended for the benefit of the soldiers of the war of 1812. 
By section 4616 of the Revised Statutes it is provided that no money 


on account of pensions shall be paid to any m or to the widow 
or children or heirs of any d n who, in any way, engaged 
in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority of the 
United States. The persons intended to have the benefit of this law 
are persons who were too old to have participated in that contest; 
and, although they may have, in sympathy, participated with the 

ple among whom they lived, the services which they rendered 
bel, this country in a war which has been called the second war 
of independence with the like patriotism, with the like devotion of 
those oh served in that war from other portions of the Union. Of 
these gallant men there are but few left; they are dying from age, 
infirmity, and many of them are in poverty. It seems to me they are 
all alike entitled to the bounty of the Government wherever they may 
happen to live, and that this amendment providing for this class of 
meritorious pensioners in one part of the country and denying relief to 
others in another part of the country ought to beso amended as to in- 
clude all. If the gentleman will consent to make the provisions of his 
amendment apply to all these pensioners „ the section 
of the Revised Statutes whiċh I have quoted, then I wil gladly sup- 
port it. If he shall refuse to do so, then I hope the whole proposi- 
tion will be now defeated and come up hereafter in a separate bill so 
the judgment of this House can be better taken on it. Surely we will 
not pursue the aged and decrepit, those trembling on the verge of the 
grave, and deny them the bounty of the Government which they 
served in the days of its weakness and peril. There seems to be some- 
thing in it so wrong, something so repulsive to our common sense of 
right and justice, it ought not to be asked for any unless justice is 
-done alike toall. I have not time to prepare an amendment now, but 
I shall ask to offer one hereafter providing that all shall be paid not- 
withstanding the provisions of the section of the law to which I have 
referred, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Are you going to raise the point on what I am 

going to say on the bill? 

Mx. HISCOCK. No, but on the amendment of the gentleman from 
‘Texas. My 25 is that the amendment is not germane; that while 
increasing the appropriation it changes existing law. I do not de- 
-sire to discuss the merits of the bill. I do not desire to answer the 

su pennon of the oe from Texas, but it seems to me 

7 e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has obtained the floor to make 
objection, but the amendment against which he makes his point of 
-order has been under consideration for some time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not so understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has not yet offered 
-any amendment. 

. REAGAN, I will prepare it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to say in response to what has fallen from 
my friend, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
the gentleman who has this bill in charge, that it does not seem to 
me to be proper in this House at this time in considering a bill, printed 
and laid on our table for some time and which proposes simply to 
make an appropriation in the nature of a deficiency in the sum of 
$665,530.50, to ask the House now to amend that proposition by add- 
ing an appropriation in payment of arrearages of pension amounting 
to nearly $7,000,000. And I say this is not proper for this reason, 
Mr. Chairman: By a single bill, which this House passed during this 
session . some thirty-two or thirty-three millions of dol- 

lars were voted, and probably the amount of appropriations for ar- 
rearages of pensions will altogether, before we get through with them, 
reach between sixty and seventy millions of dollars. If deficiencies 
have been incurred, I insist it is not probes they should go on this 
bill for this p e, but that they shall wait an appropriation here- 
after to be made by Congress for that 8 purpose. In one 
single bill, sir, as I have said, passed by this House of Congress, some 
$33,000,000 were ape are for arrearages of pensions and appro- 
priated, I believe, by the almost unanimous vote of gentlemen on this 
side of the House—without a dissenting voice, as I am told. I say, 
therefore, if there is a deficiency, and if there is money necessary to 
pay thee pensions, let them wait a proper bill being reported by the 

` Committee on Appropriations. 

I regret, Mr. Chairman, that I rose too late in the judgment of the 
Chair and in the opinion of the gentleman from Ohio, who has this 
bill in charge, to make objecfion that the amendment proposed was 
not germane to the subject-matter of the bill. And, indeed, it wasan 
amendment which seemed to be an addition to the bill so dispropor- 
tionate to the object the committee had in view that I am surprised 
to hear either from the chairman or the gentleman having the ull in 
charge that you propose even to consider an amendment to add an 
expenditure of $7,000,000 to a bill which simply proposes to supply 
deficiencies to the amount of some six hundred and odd thousand dol- 
lars. I say, therefore, that I do not think it proper that the commit- 
tee should be called upon to pass upon the question, and if called upon 
to pass upon it at all, the Committee of the Whole should take the 


responsibility of saying we will not allow any committee, whether 
the Appropriation Committee or any other committee, to present a bill 
and lay it on the desk for the consideration of members which a 
poses to supply deficiencies in the different departments of the Gov- 
ernment, whatever sum may be necessary, and then incorporate an 
amendment in it erga « to $7,000,000. In other words we ought 
to have a specific bill for this purpose. The bill appropriating this 
amount should be entirely separate. If there is a deficiency in the 
Treasury on account of appropriations already made for the payment 
of a of pensions let that fact be presented in a separate bill 
and let it go npon that as a separate measure whenever it shall be 
presented. I do not wish to be understood that I will oppose any ap- 
propriation bill for pensions. On the contrary I have stood on this 
floor, and every southern man on this side of the House has stood on 
this floor, after the war waged in defense of the Union out of which 
the Government acquired a 1 area of territory from which was 
carved State after State—I say I have stood here on this floor for the 
cone principle that all those men who have risked their lives in 

efense of this Government, and the widows of men who have lost 
their lives in defense of their country should be pensioned. And yet 
Ihave not been able to get that bill through the House or through 
the Senate. And still I am not disposed to deny to the men entitled 
to it what is 0 by the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Texas, and I think it is right that the men who rendered services 
to the country shall be pensioned and that the widows of the men 
who fell should be rde Still we have the right to ask that 
the pension shall be applicable as well to the soldiers of the Mexican 
war and to their widows as any others. [Applause.] 

(Here the hammer sat} 

Mr. REAGAN, I now desire to offer my amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is the amendment on which I desire to make 
the point of order. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Provided, That the provisions of this section shall extend to all pensionera of 
the United States referred to in this section, and that the provisions of section 

716 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply for the exclusion of any from the ben- 
efit of its provisions. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihope the gentleman will not make the point of 
order on that, 

Mr. HISCOCK. On this question of the point of order I make it 
without intending in any way to consider the questions already con- 
sidered and the reasons why the porien to which the — 
tleman from Texas has referred should be repealed. Now, sir, there 
has been legislation on this very subject. What it is I do not know; 
what I say is that it will be illy advised on an appropriation of this 
kind to attempt to change existing law and enact a new law without 
its having been properly considered by a committee and reported 
upon. Therefore it is that I make the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before that is submitted I desire to have read, and 
I think it is germane to this question, sections 5 and 6 of the law 
passed March 9, 1878, which repeals this sec tion 4716. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to restore to the pension-rolls the names of all persons now surviving 
pray veer ee on account of service in the war of 1312 against Great Britain 
or for service in any of the Indian wars, and whose names were stricken from the 
rolls in pursuance of the act entitled “An act authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to strike from the pension-rolls the names of suck persons as have taken u 
arms against the Government or who have in any manner encouraged the rebels," 
approved February 4, 1862; and thatthe joint resolution entitled Joint resolution 
es payment by any officer of the Government to any person not known to 

ve been opposed to the rebellion and in favor of its suppression,” approved 
March 2, 1367, and section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall 
not apply to the persons provided for by this act: Provided, That no money shall 
be paid to any one on account of pensions for the time during which his name re- 
mained stricken from the rolls. y 

Sec. 6. That the surviving widow of any ioner of the war of 1812, where the 
name of said pensioner was stricken from the pension-roll in pursuance of theact 
entitled An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to strike from the 
pension-roll the names of such persons as have taken up arms against the Gov- 
ernment or who have in any manner encouraged the rebels," approved February 
4, 1862, and where, under the existing provisions of law, said ponsioner died witli- 
out his name being restored to the roll, shall be entitled to make claim for a pén- 
sion as such widow after the P of this act: Provided, That no such arrear- 
ages shall be paid for any period prior to the time of the removal of the disabilit 
of the pensioner, as provided in section 5: And provided further, That under 
act any widow of a revolutionary soldier who served for fourteen days or was in 
any engagement shall be placed on the pension-roll of the United States and receive 
A eR eet Faia OE Sa r month. 3 

Sec. 7. That all laws and clauses of laws in conflict with this act be, and they 


are hereby, N 

Approved March 9, 1878. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that relieves the difficulty my friend from 
Texas refers to, 

Mr. DIBRELL. In answer to the statement of the gentleman from 
Georgia, I wish to say that the Commissioner of Pensions does with- 
hold pensions under the act of February 13, 1361, except to soldiers 
who proved their loyalty; that on the question of letters which came 
to him as Commissioner of Pensions he has refused to pay them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make the point of order that the only 
thing which can properly be discussed is the point of order that has 
been made upon the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee is simply as 
to the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not agree with the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] that this amendment is liable to the point of order. 
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I believe it is just as germane to provide for the relief of the soldiers 
of the war of 1812, who have been relieved by law of their disability, 
as it is to provide for other pensioners; and I had just sent to the 
Library for the law on that point in order to have it read from the 
Clerk’s desk just as my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] had the 
law read. The law has relieved soldiers of the war of 1812 who 
labored under disabilities by the fourteenth amendment of the Con- 
stitution. Here is a proposition to appropriate $6,650,000 to cover a 
supposed deficiency for the present fiscal year arising out of the ar- 
rears of pensions act. Now, sir, I would like any gentleman to show 
me how that proposition which is now before the committee is not 
as liable to the point of order as the proposition offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas; for the 13 that he offers is in accordance 
with the law as far as that is concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the proposition of the 
gentleman from Texas is to repeal certain laws. This is an important 
point of order coming up for decision for the first time, as the Chair 
thinks, under the new rules. The Chair would therefore like to call 
attention of gentlemen to the exact point and hear their views upon 
it, because the Chair is exceedingly anxious in making the first ruling 
under this rule to be correct. 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
Manon] nder instructions from the Committee on Appropriations 
does not change any existing law but makes an appropriation for a 
deficiency, whereas the amendment which the gentleman from Texas 
pro does change existing law. The Chair therefore desires to 

the attention of gentlemen to that difference between the amend- 
ments and to the new language, if the Chair may use the expression 
of the third clause of Rule XXI in reference to the right of individual 
members on the floor to offer amendments. 

Mr. REAGAN. May I'say a word there? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] 
was addressing the Chair on the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire only further to say that Iam not familiar 
with the language of the new rule, but I hope the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I gave, I think, au excellent reason why I could 
not withdraw the point of order. The gentleman from Georgia has 
had read statutory provisions, by which it would seem to be clear 
that no such amendment as is 5 osed is necessary. The gentleman 
from Tennessee has been to the Library and comes here with some 
statutes which seem to make it necessary. The gentleman from Texas 
is of that view. Now, shall we waive the point of order without 
knowing what the law is; without knowing what amendments, if any, 
to the law are necessary? I say this is a sufficient excuse to me for 
insisting on the point of order without entering on any discussion of 
the merits of the proposition. 

Mr. REAGAN. Onthe subject of the point of order I desire to say 
that the amendment I offer proposes simply to follow the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, by the application of its provis- 
ions to all alike, notwithstanding the provisions of section 4716 of the 
Revised Statutes. But if the two sections of the act of 1878, read at 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT, ] are the 
Jaw—and that I submit is a question that the Chairman himself may 
look at to determine if it is the law—then my amendment would not 
change existing law, and therefore would not be liable to the point 
of order made by the gentleman from New York. 

I may to some extent have been influenced by understanding from 
members on this floor that notwithstanding the act of 1878 the Com- 
missioner of Pensions refuses to permit the law to apply to that class 
of pensioners. What are his reasons for so doing I know not. Hence 
it was I offered the amendment that the provisions of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio should apply to all notwithstand- 
ing the provision contained in the Revised Statutes. I do not know 
how that may influence the mind of the Chair, but I submit the Chair 
may look to the act of 1878 and see whether under that act it is the 
duty of the Commissioner of Pensions to place these pensioners upon 
the rolls. If so, my amendment would not change existing Jaw, and 
is therefore relieved from the effect of the point of order. 

A MEMBER, Do yon propose to withdraw the amendment, that 
being the law? 3 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh,no. Ifthe point of order is made on the amend- 
ment and is sustained, I trust the gentleman from Ohio in the exer- 
cise of his judgment will withdraw his amendment, because I will 
say if this is simply to apply to pensioners of a certain class in one 

of the country, and their claims are once satisfied, that makes it 
more difficult afterward to satisfy the claims of those in another por- 
tion of the country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The language of the rule is: 


Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing exist- 

law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of the 

ill, shall retrench e tures by the reduction of the number and salary of the 

officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any person 

paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of amounts of 
money covered by the bill. 


It seems to me that excludes this amendment. If no law is changed, 
then there is no need for the provision which the gentleman from Texas 
has offered. If he proposes to change existing laws, then the amend- 
ment comes within the very letter of the clause I have 

Mr, BUCKNER. IfI anderetaid correctly the effect of the amend- 


ment which the gentleman from Texas desires to present, instead of 
diminishing it will increase expenditures very largely and will add 
largely to the pension-roll, on which there is already necessarily a 
large number of fraudulent cases, The amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio is intended to provide for of pensions to Union 
soldiers, and the law as to pensions to Union soldiers gives what was 
not gen to pensioners for the war of 1812—it gives pensions to de- 
pendent relatives. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that he 
misunderstands the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 

Mr. McManon.] His amendment is limited exclusively to the sol- 

iers of the war of 1812 and the-widows of such soldiers, and has 
norisa to do with the soldiers of the late war. 

Mr, ATKINS. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is en- 
tirely mistaken. The amendment applies to the soldiers of the late 
war, and only to them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Perhaps I did not hear it distinctly when it was 
read. Why were the soldiers of the war of 1812 referred to in that 
amendment? : 

Mr. ATKINS. I am speaking of the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. McMaHon.] 

Mr. REAGAN. And that is the one I am speaking of. 

wis ATKINS. It does not apply to the soldiers of the war of 1812 
at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask thatit be again read, for either I do not un- 
derstand it or the gentlemen do not. 

Mr. ATKINS. 1 wish to be understood that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio is for the benefit of the soldiers of the 
late war, and not the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it relates to soldiers of both wars. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let it be again read. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be again read. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. MCMAHON, as follows : 

_ For pensions for Army invalids, widows, minors, and dependent relatives, sur- 
bi ra — „FFF 8 fuel, light 
ane mia — official matter directed to the — enta and bureaus at ‘Wash: 

‘or Navy pensions of invalids, widows, minors, and dependent relatives, $140,000. 


Mr. REAGAN. Thatis the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the provisions of this section shall extend to all pensioners of 


the referred to in this section, and that the provisions of section 4716 of 


classes 
the Revised Statutes shall not apply for the exclusion of any from the benefit of 
its provisions, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
McManon, J who has charge of this bill, to explain to the House just 
how this deficiency arose. 

Mr. MCMAHON. With the permission of the House I will do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a point of order pending. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I understand that. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let the point of order be first decided. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had hoped that he would not be called 
upon to rule upon the new part of the third clause of Rule XXI, with- 
out having the benefit of the views of such gentlemen upon the floor 
as desire to express them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I would suggest that the committee now 
rise if the Chair would prefer that the decision of the point of order 
be deferred. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not ask that. 

Mr. MCMAHON. If the Chair would like to have further time to 
examine the point of order, I will move that the committee rise, 
although I would like to have this bill finished this evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not ask the committee to rise 
upon his account, although he would prefer to hear the views of gen- 
tlemen upon this clause of the rule, because it is an important one, 

Mr, McMAHON. Then I will not make the motion. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I hope that will not be done. This is an unusu- 
ally important bill. There are people out of employment who will 
eontinue so every day that we delay action upon this Dill. 

Many MEMBERS. ular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. e regular order is the question upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER ] that the com- 
mittee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; upon adlivision—ayes 106, noes 63. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 4924) makivg appropriations to supply certain deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes, and had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask consent to have printed in the RECORD an 
amendment which I pro; to offer at the proper time to the pend- 


ing bill in the Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I hope there will be no objection to that; I want 
to see what the amendment is. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The proposed amendment is as follows: 

Amend the amendment by adding thereto the following: 

For special deputy marshals 8 tho sum 85 $7,600: Provided, That 
hereafter special deputy marshals of elections and es deputy for 

rforming any duties in reference to any election, shall receive the sum of $2 per 

ay in full for their compensation; and that all appointments of such special deputy 
marshals or of general deputy marshals having any duty to perform in tto 
any cl shall be made by the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
for the district in which such marshals are to perform their duties, or by the dis- 
trict judge, in the absence of the circuit judge, and not less than two nor more than 
three appointments shall be made for any voting precinct where such appoint- 
ments are required to be made, and the persons so a ted shall be of different 
political of good character, and able to read write the English language, 
and shall be well-known residents of the voting precinct in which their duties are 
to be performed. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I ask consent to have printed in the RECORD an 
amendment which I propose to offer, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The proposed amendment is as follows: 

Provided, That the Commissioner of Pensions shall not withhold a pension from 
any soldier or pensioner of the war of 1512 who was granted a pension under the 
act of Congress of 1871, and was dropped for charges of disloyalty and reinstated 
under act of 9th March, 1878, and their pensions shall be d from 9th March, 
1878. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 1489) to remove the political 
disabilities of Roger A. Pryor, of New York; also, a bill (S. No. 1280) 
for the purpose of erecting an elevator in the United States court 
and Federal offices at Indianapolis, Indiana; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move that the House now adjourn. 


PUEBLO OF SAN FRANCISCO. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, relative to House bill No. 4928, to confirm the survey of the 
pueblo of San Francisco; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

MRS, LAURA NICHOLLS. A 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, 5 papers in the Indian depredation 
claim of Mrs. Laura Nicholls; which was referred: to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

SANDUSKY RIVER, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relattve to the improvement of the Sandusky River 
below Fremont, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

PATAPSCO RIVER, MARYLAND. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to an appropriation for the improvement of the 
Patapsco River, Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. CHIT- 
TENDEN, for three days. 

The motion of Mr. Hooker was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The 88 memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk's desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petition of Albert W. Landon, 
publisher of the Hamane Journal, Chicago, Illinois, for the abolition 
of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ARMFIELD: The petition of J. J. Bruner, publisher of the 
Chrolina Watchman, Salisbury, North Carolina, of similar import— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of druggists of Plymouth, Indiana, 
for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and pro- 
prietary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to the claim of James Millinger 
for pay for the use and destruction of his property by the United States 
forces during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of citizens of Accomack County, Vir- 
ginia, against any appropriation for the improvement of the channel 
in Chincoteague Bay—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Northumberland County, Virginia, 
and of certain seamen, that a light-house be erected near the mouth 
of Great Wicomico River—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Westmoreland County, Virginia, for 
a monument to Washington, and for a wharf to facilitate access 
thereto—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of Henry H. Brooks, fora pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of William McCoy and 78 others, 
citizens of Clarke County, Indiana, for the passage of the Reagan bill 
to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of druggists of South Bend, Indi- 
ana, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 
proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMP: The petition of Thomas Kirkpatrick, for balance 
of salary as consul at Nassau, New Providence, Tslands—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of Francis Low, for payment of 
expenses incurred in erecting a building at Hilton Head for the United: 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COLERICK : The petition of W. J. Hilligass and 150 others, 
citizens of Huntington County, Indiana, that the poea laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor o patented articles. 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. COVERT : The petition of Oliver Perry Smith, of wig et 
New York, against compulsory pilotage—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of W. S. Robertson, proprietor of the 
Monitor, Massachusetts, that materials used in making paper 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: Resolutions of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, favoring the establishment of a dead-letter office at San Fran- 
cisco—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of Ann Little, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUNTER: The petition of citizens of Boone and other 
counties in Arkansas, for a donation of public lands in said counties 
to aid in the construction of the Little Rock, Harrison and North- 
west Railroad—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of the National Association of 
Bleachers and Dyers, for the reduction of the duty on chrome iron 
ore and bichromate of potash—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: The petition of Woolfolk, McQuaid & La 
Croix, publishers of the Helena (Montana) Independent, that mate- 
rials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduc- 
tion of the duty on printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of S. Brooks, of Dixon, Kentucky, 
for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprie- 
tary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: Two petitions of leather merchants and tanners of 
the United States, for the removal of the duty on bark extracts—to 
the ee er F 1 A 

Also, the petition of printers, publishers, stereotypers, and type- 
founders of the United Btates, against the reduction of the duty on 
printing-t; to the same committee. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of the publishers of the Ice and 
Fish News, Sandusky, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Memorial of Hon. John F. Wheaton, mayor,. 
and of the business men of Savannah, Georgia, asking that Tybee 
light-house, at the mouth of Savannah River, in the State of Georgia, 
be rebuilt—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a bill to appropriate $50,000 to rebuild the light-honse on 
Tybee Island, in the State of Georgia, and the sum of $6,000 to build 
a dwelling-house for the keeper of said light-honse—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: A communication from the Vessel Owners and 
Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, giving an example of the effects 
of compulsory pilotage—to the same committee. 

Also, memorandum of marine insurance companies of New York, 
and agencies of marine insurance companies, against compulsory 
pilotage and favoring a reduction in rates of pilotage—to the same- 
committee. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial of the representative committee of the 
Illinois yearly meeting of the Society of Friends, for 4 commission of 
inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traflic—to the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. JOHN S. RICHARDSON: The petition of J. D. McLucas, 
publisher of the Merchant and Farmer, of Marion, South Carolina, 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. ROBESON: The petition of John H. Dialogue, for the con- 
sideration of certain accounts with the Navy Department—to the- 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DANIEL L. RUSSELL: The petition of citizens of North 
Carolina, for the improvement ef Lockwood’s Folly River—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of citizens of North Carolina, for the building of a 
coast canal from Lockwood’s Folly to Cape Fear River, in North Car- 
olina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEPHENS: The petition of Bernard Rice, of Augusta,. 
Georgia, for the payment of loss of property through the carelessness 
of Federal soldiers in October, 1865—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Dyer D. Lum and 30 others, 
citizens of Northampton, Massachusetts, for the p è of the bill 
(H. R. No, 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead 
act—to the Committee on the Public HE 

By Mr. CASEY YOUNG: The petition of George W. Payne, for an 
3 of a patent for an improved cotton- gin to the Committee 
on Patents. 
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IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 15, 1880. 


Prayer by Rev. Henry T. SHARP, of Alexandria, Virginia. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to an amendment of the Journal. Last night, 
immediately after the taking up of the bill to establish titles in the 
Hot Springs, I asked and obtained unanimous consent to take up the 
pill for the distribution of the Geneva award that I might move an 
amendment thereto and have said amendment pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands from the Secre- 

that that was done by unanimous consent and was not upon 
motion, and he is not in the habit of journalizing such understand- 


in A 
- Str. HAMLIN. What is done by unanimous consent is not jour- 


nalized. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not the Journal of the Senate to show the fact that 
-a certain matter was taken up for consideration, that an amendment 
‘was moved and is pending, merely becanse nobody objected to it? 
I think that a special reason why it should be dong 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Did the Senator offer an amendment or 
give notice of an amendment he intended to propose? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly I offered it. À 
Mx. GARLAND. The statement of the amendment appears on 

7 of to-daꝝ's RECORD. 

r. HOAR. Iam not talking abont the Recorp; I am talking 
about the Journal. I do not understand that a unanimous consent 
to do something in the future is journalized. That is a matter which 
is merely binding upon the honor of the Senators who join in the 
unanimous consent. But this was a taking up of certain business 
for action. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The present incumbent did not occupy 
the chair at the time. He understands from the Secretary that the 
amendment was received, the Senator stating that he intended to 
Mod sige it. 

. HOAR. No, sir. My reason for calling the attention of the 
Chair to it is that it is erroneously stated inthe RECORD. I distinctly 
moved to take up the bill for the distribution of the Geneva award 
in order that I might then move an amendment and have the amend- 
ment pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair now understands the Senator. 
. Mr. HOAR. Lnow move that the Journal be corrected accordingly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be corrected so as to 
state the fact. 8 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I rise to a correction of the Jour- 
nal. I understood the Secretary to read that the hill (S. No. 549) for 
the relief of Samuel I. Gustin, on motion, was postponed until to- 
day. I understood that the bill was objected to by the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. EpMunps,] and under the operation of the Anthony 
tule went over: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the understanding of the Chair. 
The bill was passed over regularly, and lost its place until another 
call of the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It does not so appear in the Jour- 


nal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is reminded that the bill was 
passed over without prejudice, the Senator from Vermont remarking 
that, having the privilege to object at any time, he would assent to 
the arrangement that it should be passed over without prejudice, so 
that it would come up on the regular call of the Calendar to-day. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Chair refers to another bill, a 
Dill in which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is interested, 
for the erection of a public building at Denver, I think. 

Mr. TELLER. No; but the bill (S. No. 769) to enable the State of 
Colorado to take lands in lien of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions found to be mineral lands, was the bill the Senator from Ver- 
mont said might pass over without prejadice, although I observe that 
in the Calendar printed this morning it has gone off the Calendar, 
thus losing its place. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont said, “Let the bill go 
over.” Therefore the Chair said, Let the next bill on the Calendar 
be called,” showing that the bill referred to by the Senator from Wis- 
consin lost its place upon the Calendar. Then the next bill was taken 
up, relative to cotton cordage in the Navy, and pending its con- 
-sideration the morning hour expired and the Senate proceeded to the 
unfinished business. The Chair will observe that by looking at the 
middle of the sixth page of the RECORD. 

' The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be corrected in the way 
su ; 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a communication from the Sec- 
xetary of War, transmitting the petition of Colonel Jobn E. Smith, 
Fourteenth Infantry, and other commissioned officersstationed at Fort 
Douglas, Utah Territory, praying for the repeal of the law in regard 
to payment by officers for fael; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ae VOORHEES. I present a petition which, being very brief, I 
will read: 
To the Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United States: 

The undersigned, citizens of the ayer Terre Haute, in the State of Indiana, 


would 8 petition your le body to make an appropriation for the 
Tae, of purchasing a lot and erecting thereon a suitable ce building in 
7 city. 


We ask this in view of the fact that Terre Haute distributes the largest amount 
of mail matter of any city in the State except two and pays the largest amount of 
revenue to the Government of any city in the State. 

James M. Allen, Hoberg, Root & Co.; Newton Rogers, P. Shannon, C. Y. Pat- 
terson, Charles Cruft, B. W. Hanna, Wm. Mack, John E. Lamb, S. H. Potter, Albert 
J. Kelley, F. C. Donaldson, John W. Davis, A. B. Carleton, Wm. E. McLean, Ed. 
Seldmaridge, C. W. Barbour, Cox & Fairbanks, Wm. C. Ball, Preston Hussey, H. 
Hulman, Samuel S. Early, Demas Deming, J. H. O'Boyle, Samuel Royse, Jno. G. 
Williams, W. B. Tuell, Thomas H. Nelson, H. H. Boudinot, D. W. Minshall, Sam. 
2 Havens & Geddes, John G. Shryer, N. Filbeck, W. B. Warren, Thomas B. 

g- i 
The petition is signed hy thirty-six of the most prominent citizens 
of Terre Haute. They represent men in every position of life, of 
at wealth, and high character. I call the especial attention of the 
Jommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to this subject, to which 
committee I move the reference of the petition. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of John W. Hoffman, pray- 
ing the W of Senate bill No. 1455, authorizing the President to 
appoint him a second lieutenant in the United States Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I present the petition of W. C. Smith and 59 
other citizens of Marshall County, Iowa, who state that some twenty 
or more Indians of the Pottawatomie tribe located in Kansas are now 
and have been for some time living in Marshall County, Iowa. They 
own small tracts of land there, and are engaged in cultivating the 
land and trying to live a civilized life. They do not wish to go and 
liye with the remnant of their tribe in Kansas, 9 wish to have their 
ratable proportion of the annuities payable to the tribe paid to them. 
The petitioners pray that that be done, and that any expense which 
may be incurred by the Government in consequence of granting their 
prayer may be taken out of the annuities to be paid to these Indians. 
n move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 

irs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I present the petition of the Lippitt Woolen 
Manufacturing Company, C. H. Merriman, treasurer, of Manchester, 
Rhode Island, praying oe the repeal of the prohibitory duties upon 
chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash; and a large number of 
other citizens join in the petition. I move the reference of the peti- 
tion to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was a to. - 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the memorial of ten rectifiers and dis- 
tillers in Hamilton County, Ohio, 8 against the passage of 
the bill (H. R. No. 4812) to amend the laws in relation to internal 
revenue; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of William 
S. Hansell & Sons, of Philadelphia, praying for the parmons of an 
allowance recommended by the Quartermaster-General and the Third 
Auditor; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Henry F. Knapp, of New 
York, praying for an appropriation for the improvement of the Sandy 
Hook bar on a plan suggested by him; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present, according to the leave given by the 
Senate the other day, the views of the minority of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee on the bill (S. No. 1421) to make the crime of rape in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia punishable with death, reported by the chairman 
of the committee, [Mr. TuurMAN.] I ask that the views of the mi- 
nority be 5 5 : i 
1 E-PRESIDENT. They will be received and printed under 
the rule. 8 4 i fe 

-Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1230) to establish a port of delivery at In- 
dianapolis, in the State of Indiana, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the bill be placed u 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be pl 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill 1 85 No. 1497) to amend section 
2630 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so that appraisers 
shall be authorized to act by deputy in certain cases; which was 
read twice by its title, and the accompanying letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1371) to authorize the Mississippi River Logging Company to 
construct and operate sheer-booms at or near Straight Slough, reported 
it with an amendment. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 846) for the relief of Ira Gill, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

r. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public Buildings 


n the Calendar. 
upon the Calen- 
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and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 841) making an 


3 for the base and pedestal of a monument to the late 
Rear-Admiral Samuel Francis Du Pont, United States Navy, reported 
it with an amendment. 13 


ARMY REGISTER. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the following resolution, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 

Resol: That 1,000 additional ies of the Army Regi i 
Re T i cop e Register be printed for the 

NAVY REGISTER. 


Mr. ANTHONY, Iam also directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the following resolution, to report it with- 
out amendment, and I ask for its present consideration: 


' Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the last edition of the Navy Register 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 


í The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator if this is the 
usual number that has been printed? ` 

Mr. ANTHONY. The number has been from fiye hundred to 
eight hundred, I think. The resolution now: reported provides for 
printing a thousand copies. The cost will be less than $100. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Why is there any necessity for a larger number 
than usual? y i 

Mr. ANTHONY, If the Senator desires, I will submit to an amend- 
ment reducing the number. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; Ido not desire that. I simply want to 
know why we are to increase the number; that is all. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It gives alittle more to Senators. The edition 
was exhausted and many Senators have constant applications for the 
Navy Register. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1498) to grant an American register to a 
foreign-built ship for the purpose of scientific exploration; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1499) to provide for holding a term of the dis- 
trict court of the United States at Wichita, Kansas, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1500) for the relief of J. W. Newman, admin- 
istrator of Jacob Newman, deceased, of Tennessee; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 94) authorizing the Sec: 
of the Treasury to make final adjustment of claims of certain forei 
steamship companies arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage du- 
ties; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr, HEREFORD, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Charles B. Phillips be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


YAQUINA BAY, OREGON. 
Mr. SLATER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish the Senate with all 
data in the ion of the Department of Engineers of the United States res; 
ing the entrance to Yaquina Bay, Oregon, showing the depth and width of the 
channel and the character of obstructions thereto, and cularly a copy of the 
report of Captain Woods of an examination and survey of the entrance of said har- 
bor, pate in December, 1579, by direction of the board of engineers for the Pacific 
coas 

POWER OF POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads be instructed to in- 
sutre and rt whatis the power of the Postmaster-General under existing law: 
t, to m. existing contracts for 8 the mail over established routes 
by Leones.) diminishing the number ips over such routes or to annul the 
same; second, to require an increase or diminution of the speed at which the mail 
is carried by existing contracts; third, to contract for service on routes estab- 
lished by law on which service has not been re also the law or rules gov- 
erning the change of compensation to be paid in all such cases; also the rule for 
service for special post-ollices, with such changes in existing law in all or any of 
these matters as the committee may deem advisable, and that the committee have 
leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


RIVERS IN MISSISSIPPI AND ALABAMA. 
On motion of Mr. GORDON, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate bo directed to communicate to th 
be or Nek of Engin for i ae the letter of 3 eee of ‘War 
and o ngineers in reference to examinations of the N i 
‘Mississippi, and Choctawhatchee River, Alabama. ates nat an 


COTTON CORDAGE IN THE NAVAL SERVICE. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed, under the 


order of the day, to call tke Calendar of General Orders, commencing 
at the point reached when last under consideration. 

The bill (S. No. 1281) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to in- 
troduce cotton cordage into the naval service of the United States 
was announced as being the first in order upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESID The bill having been considered yester- 
day as in Committee of the Whole and reported to the Senate, the 

nding question is on concurring in the first amendment made as in 

ommittee of the Whole, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter Cierk.’ In line 3, after the word “ anthorized,” the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck ont “and directed; “ so as to 
make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be authorized to introduce into the naval service 
rope and cordage manufactared of cotton according to the process of Thomas W. 


Dunham, of Boston, to such an extent as will furnish a oe test of the value and 
i t 


efliciency thereof as compared with the kinds now in use: Provided, however, That 


said Dunham shall have no claim whatever against the United States or any De- 
partment thereof, and shall receive no compensation on account thereof. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I trust that the amendment will not 
be concurrédin. It will defeat the whole object of the bill. It is well 
known that heretofore ship cordage has not been manufactured oat 
of cotton, on account of its liability to contract or expand upon ex- 
posure to the weather. Recent processes pretend to have remedied 
that defect by manufacturing it in such a manner, in combination 
with tar and pitch, as to preveni its expansion or contraction, and 
make it quite as solid as hempen cordage. If that, is so, and it can 
be introduced into general use, it will have a tendency to reduce the 
price of ship cordage 50 per cent., and will, as I explained to the Senate 
yesterday, have a tendency to enhance the value of that staple. 

The objection made to the bill yesterday was very proper, perhaps, 
that it required the particular processof some one individual. There 
is no intention to give any individual an advantage in the manufact- 
ure of this kind of cordage. There is no patent upon the process 
that I know of, and there is no possibility for a job in it that I can 
see. I will move, when the Senate shall have voted upon the amend- 
ment now pending, to strike ont the words “ according to the proc- 
ess of Thomas W. Dunham, of Boston,” and insert the words “ recent 
methods,” which will give the Secretary of the Navy a fair opportu- 
nity of testing any method for the manufacture of cotton cordage 
with the improvements that have been made. k 

To strike out the words I have indicated would leave the law just 
as I apprehend it stands now, that the Secretary of the Navy could 
introduce this cordage into the Navy if hesaw proper. The Secretary 
of the Navy, it will be remembered, is simply the gaardian of the 
interests of the Navy, and he might well decline to test every invention 
that might be brought to his notice by any citizen of the United 
States; but Congress is the guardian of the whole country, and Con- 
gress, it seems to me, might well interfere and direct the testing of 
this improvement in the interest of one of, the greatest staples of 
the Union, the greatest textile fabric in the world, and which consti- 
tutes a large portion of the industries aud wealth of a great number 
of our people. Congress might well interfere and instruct the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to make a test which will not involve the Government 
in any great cost in favor of this method, and without specifying any 
individual or any particular process to be tested. 

For these reasons I hope the Senate will not concur in the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Senator from North Carolina takes his 
seat, I should like to make an inquiry. Has this subject ever been 
brought to the notice of the 1 t» 

Mr. VANCE. Ithasbeen. The honorable the Secretary of the Navy 
was before the committee when this bill was discussed, and it met his 
concurrence. 

Mr. CONKLING. And may I inquire further, does the Secretary 
of the Navy refuse to make tests of the value of cotton co 7 

Mr. VANCE. As I remarked yesterday, I do not know that he has 
ever refused, but the parties who presented their petition have stated 
that they had requested him to make the tests, and he had not done 
so. I do not know that he has ever stubbornly. refused. 

Mr. CONKLING. I shonld like to inquire of the Senator whether 
he can speak of the fact itself? Has not the Secretary of the Navy 
caused tests to be made of cotton cordage ? 

Mr. VANCE. That I do not know; Iam not informed as to whether 
or not that is the fact. I only know that the Seoretary of the Navy 
was present when the petition on which is founded this bill was read 
before him and was discussed in his presence, and such a bill met his 
assent. ‘ 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not know that tests have been made of cot- 
ton cordage, but I am informed that they have been. f 

Mr. EATON. I will state to my friend from New York that the 
Secretary of the Navy said to me nearly a month ago that he would 
cause those tests to be made. Whether he has so caused them to be 
made, I am not aware. ' 

Mr. CONKLING. I think the Senator from Connecticut in very 
brief phrase furnishes all the commentary needed on this bill. The 


Senator from North Carolina says that cotton is one of the great staples 
of the country. It isso, undoubtedly. You know, sir, as I do, that 
cheese is one of the great productions of the country; and there are a 
great many men who believe that cheese can be so treated and pre- 
pared that it would be a most valuable addition to the ration in the 
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Navy and in the Army; that it could be made to endure all tempera- 
tures and all climates. Why do I not introduce a bill directing the 
Secretary of War and directing the Secretary of the Navy to put 
cheese, as a test, among the rations of the Army and the Navy? There 
are a great many eggs laid in this country, and there are people who 
believe that dessicated eggs and eggs treated otherwise would last 
eternally, for aught I know, and could be carried everywhere and 
kept fresh, and that they would be most valuable additions to the 
pre food used by the Army and the Navy and in other branches 
of the public service. Why not have a bill directing one of those De- 
ents to try the experiment of taking eggs around the world and 
seeing whether they would mellow, as wine does, or whether some- 
thing else would happen; and so on to the end of the chapter? 

I hope this amendment will be sustained, because if it is not, I con- 
ceive that it would be not only a license but an invitation and a sort 
of requirement of every member of this body, who knows anything 
abont an industry which might be benefited in this way, to bring in 
a bill giving congressional tion to departmental officers to go on 
and experiment and test all of these various things to be eaten and 
employ an expert to examine all the various things to be used in the 
economy of the Government. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 20, nays 
33; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Allison, Conkling, Hoar, Platt, 
Baldwin, Dawes, Ingalls, Rollins, 
Blair. Edmunds, MeMillan, 
Cameron of Wis., Hamlin. Morrill, Teller, 
Cockrell, Hill of Colorado, Paddock, Windom. 

NAYS—&. 
Anthony, Garland, Kernan, Vance, 
Baxard. Gordon, McPherson, Vest, 
Beck, Hampton, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Burnside, 3, Morgan, ‘alker, 
“Call, Hereford, Pendleton, Williams, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill of Georgia, Randolph. Withers. 
Coke, Johnston, R 
Farley, Jonas, Saulsbury. 
Ferry, Kellogg, Slater, 

ABSENT—23. 

Bailey, Davis of Illinois, Jones of Nevada, Pryor, 
Blaine, Davis of W. Va., Kirkwood, Sharon, 
Booth, Eaton, Lamar, Thurman, 
Bruce, Groome, Logan, Wallace, 
Butler. Grover, McDonald, Whyte, 
Carpenter, Jones of Florida Plumb, 


So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr. VANCE. I now offer the amendment of which I gave notice. 
In line 5, after the word “the,” I move to strike out all to and in- 
cluding the word “ Boston,” in line 6, and insert “ recent methods ;” 
so that the bill will read : 

‘That the Secretary of the Navy be authorized and directed to introduce into the 
naval service rope and manufactured of cotton according to the recent 
methods, to such an extent as will furnish a fair test of the value and efficiency 
thereof as compared with the kinds now in use. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Shall the bill be engrossed and read the 
third time? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the proviso added to the bill in Committee 
of the Whole been concurred in in the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question will be put se tely upon 
concurring in that amendment if the Senator desires. e Chair was 
treating it as concurred in, no objection having been made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not care for a separate vote. I simply de- 
sire to know whether the Senate has concurred in the amendment 
which was added to the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair declared yesterday when the 
bill came into the Senate that the amendments made as in Committee 
of the Whole would be concurred in unless objection was made. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from North Carolina and agreed 
to was made in the Senate this morning. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT subsequently said: The Chair wishes to 
call the attention of the Senate to the bill which passed a few mo- 
ments since, authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to introduce cotton 
cordage into the naval service of the United States. An amendment 
was adopted which struck ont the name of Thomas W. Dunham and 
inserted “recent methods.“ The proviso adopted does not apply to 
the billin that shape. The proviso is: 

Provided, however, That said Dunham shall have no claim whatever against the 
United States or any department thereof, and shall receive no compensation on 
account thereof. 


The Chair suggests 
Mr. COC Let it read “no person shall have any claim.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent the bill will be so 
amended. 
NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 
The bill (S. No. 1282) to incorporate the National Educational Asso- 
ciation was announced as being next in order upon the Calendar. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that this bill was recommitted upon 


the su, ion of the Senator from IIlinois [Mr. Davis] and my col- 
league, [Mr. EpMuNDs.] It is now made so as to confine the oper- 
ations of the association as a corporation to the District of Columbia. 
Therefore, I 3 it will not meet with any objection. It is merely 
an educational association that prints once a year its proceedings, 
essays, and reports upon the various topics embraced in all branches 
of education. It is a modest and very useful association, and all it 
desires is to hold pai teh fad the amount of $50,000 that posse pro- 
pose to donate in order that it may publish its annual volume. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
if these gentlemen have not the perfect legal and constitutional right 
to do without any act of Congress all they are asking Congress to 
anthorize them to do? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, sir 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why is there any necessity for congressional 
legislation ? 

. MORRILL. The necessity arises from the fact that they want 
to hold this donation to the extent of $50,000 to enable them to pub- 
lish their annual volume. Certainly neither the Senator from Mis- 
115 nor any other Senator can have the slightest objection to the 


Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator ony that this is intended to oper- 
ate solely in the District of Columbia 

Mr. MORRILL. As I said, the bill has been confined to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, according to the suggestions of my colleague and 
of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. INGALLS. I presume the Senator is aware that there is a gen- 
eral incorporation act for the District providing that parties may in- 
corporate here for the purposes stated by the act. 

2 r. MORBTED: But this is not one of the purposes included in 
that act. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Irise to a point of order. Let the bill be read. 
We do not know what the bill is. 
sone VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has not yet been read. It will 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. : 

Mr. CONKLING. From what committee does the bill come, if I 
n inquire ? 
ike VICE-PRESIDENT. From the Committee on Education and 
r. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is a bill the objects of which seem to me most 
useful, pasty seer and otherwise. If the amount of education should 
be dispensed that is provided for in the bill, there would not be a 
democrat left in the country, I take it. [Laughter.] Therefore I 
should like to have it adopted; but I should think that one or two of 
the provisions were very broad indeed under any authority that I sup- 
pos Congress had. I think I shall venture to suggest that the bill 

ie over. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over for the on 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from New York will not object 
to the bill. It was up once before. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did the Senator report it? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, and all the objections made by the Senator 
from Illinois and my colleague have been removed Som the bill. It 
is reported unanimously by the Committee on Education and Labor. 
It is a mere trivial matter to allow this association to receive dona- 
tions so that they can publish to the world in something besides the 
informal mode of newspaper reports a record of their proceedings. 
Any gentleman who has seen one of the six or eight volumes that 
they have published I am sure would not object. Among other docu- 
ments there is a report of the president of Harvard University, an- 
other one by the president of Princeton College, and by various edu- 
cators of the country, that are of exceeding t value. I cannot 
suppose that there can be any valid objection to the authorization 
that is proposed here of allowing these gentleman who have been so 
usefully tre plo vaa for many years to receive donations to enable them 
to publish their annual volumes without going around to beg a couple 
of thousand dollars from a gentleman here aon another there, in order 
that they may distribute a correct account of their ee 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I withdraw the objection, at least 
for a moment, to enable myself to understand, by the aid of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, something about this bill. I wish to know if I am 
right in my understanding in these respects: The association is to be 
the National Educational Association in and of the District of Co- 
lumbia.” Does the Senator understand that its operations are to be 
confined to this District ? 

Mr. MORRILL, I understand that so far as the holding of ag 
erty is concerned, they will be entirely confined to this District. 
far as the exercise of their corporate rights in that respect is con- 
cerned, they will be entirely confined to this District. I do suppose 
they would have a right to adjourn and hold a meeting in New York, 
as they have done at Saratoga, and at Chicago, and at various other 
places, merely for the purpose of listening to the report and discuss- 
ing the various subjects that come up annnally before the association. 

Kr. CON KLIN G. I supposed that the Senator from Vermont un- 
derstood the bill as he has now stated it. Iam quite sure my under- 
standing of it is as different from his as could well be, and I think if 
Senators will look at it they will find that it is a very different thing 
from that described by the Senator. 
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In the first place it pro to ineo te a large number of indi- 
viduals of both sexes, who are named, and then to incorporate also 
«the officers and members not naming them—“ of the association 
known as ‘The National Educational Association, and their succes- 
sors.” That is the first feature of it to which I call attention, that a 
large number of individuals named are to be incorporated, and then 
a large number of other unnamed individuals are to be incorporated, 
and then their unnamed successors, at any time hereafter to be, are 
incorporated. I submit to the honorable Senator from Vermont that 
that is a very wide scope of incorporation. 

When they are incorporated the “ association shali have power to 
make and amend its constitution, by-laws, and rules, consistently 
with law,” and what else? 

And to hold, by purchase, gran t, or otherwise, real or mal estate not 
exceeding $00,008 18 value. one > = 

That does not mean real or personal estate to be donated merely; 
it does not mean real estate to lie within the District of Columbia, 
but it means, I submit, real estate which may lie in Portland, Maine, 

or in Portland, Oregon, or anywhere between. It does not mean per- 

sonal property to be used for educational purposes, but it means bank 

stock, insurance stock, choses in action, any sort of thing which is 

rsonal property or real estate. Whether if it were mixed property 

it would fall within this, would be a question; but certainly any 

oc yn Property, no matter for what held, no matter where 

- held, would be within this permission f I understand the bill, and I 

make these 255 Ra subject of course to the better knowledge of 
Senators who have looked further at the bill. 

Then it provides that twenty-five members out of all this multi- 
tude which no man can number—which is literally trus because no 
man can ascertain from this bill how many persons there are among 
the officers and members of this other association named, and their 
successors—twenty-five of this unnumbered multitude of incorpora- 
tors “shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of business.” That 
I take it to mean “of all business,“ purchasing real estate, selling 
real estate, purchasing personal property, selling it, exchanging it, 
doing whatever may fall within the province of this permission. 

And that said association shall mest and organize under this charter on the 1st 
Monday of July, 1880, and annually thereafter sball meet at such time and place 
as it may designate. 

I think that that is not only an unusual charter, but at all events 
a charter of very different dimensions and very different capabilities 
from those indicated by the Senator from Vermont. I do not know 
of any instance in which an act of incorporation approaching this has 
been granted by Congress, and I certainly 5 not be willing to 
vote for it without an opportunity to look at it and to hear it dis- 
cussed as it cannot be under the five-minute mle in the morning hour; 
and therefore, unless it specially incommodes the Senator personally, 
I should like to insist in my objection and let the bill lie over until 
we can understand something more about it. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to move an amendment if the objection 
ean be withdrawn for a moment. 

= CONKLING. Certainly I withdraw the objection for the Sen- 

ator. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to add to the first section these words: 

For the purpose of collecting and diffusing information in regard to the condition 
of education in the United States. 

Mr. President, I do not know that I ever heard of this bill until it 
came up at this moment, but it seems to me that the bill is defective in 
not distinctly specifying the purposes of the incorporation ; and when 
these are specified the law will take care of the rest. A corporation 
undertaking to do anything ultra vires is amenable to quo warranto or 
other proper process, and could be restrained or its charter vacated. I 
suppose that it is customary to incorporate certain persons named, their 
associates and successors. It is always the case in such corporations, 
and when they are incorporated their constitution and by-laws fix the 
method of becoming associates and the methods of transacting busi- 


ness. 

Mr. CONKLING. I inquire of the Senator from Massachusetts, to 
whom I yielded, whether he understood me to direct attention to the 
fact that certain persons and their associates were incorporated ? 

Mr. HOAR. I did—associates and successors. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I was quite unfortunate in making myself 
understood. The feature of the bill in that behalf to which I called 
attention is this: that not only certain persons mentioned are incor- 
porated, but that unnamed members and officers of another existin, 
association and their successors are incorporated, if I read the bi 
aright. If the Senator from Massachusetts can lay his hand upon an 
instance in which we have incorporated people in that way by rela- 
tion, first inco: “agen J certain individuals and then incorporatin 
all other individuals who might belong to some other association, an 
all their successors, I should like to see such an act. There may be 
one, but I never heard of it. 

Mr. HOAR. It is hardly worth while to prolong discussion upon 
that pon because the difference between me and the Senator from 
New York is a difference in our understanding of the meaning of the 


language of the bill. 
. CONKLING. That may be. 
Mr. HOAR. And certainly if the bill be so drawn, as it seems to 


the Senator from New York, as to bear the construction that he puts 
upon it, it ought to be amended by making it clear. I understand 


this bill to mean that it incorporates certain persons, their associates 
and successors, persons named, and those who by the constitution 
and by-laws shall become members of the corporation and take in 
their associates; and it adds to that designation, which is the ordi- 
nary one, the description that these persons are in fact the officers 
and members of a certain praune association, which isan unincorpo- 
rated voluntary association, as if it said “their associates and sue- 
cessors, persons holding real estate in the District of Columbia.” 
seyret difficulty can easily removed by an amendment, if that 


is all. 

Mr. BAILEY. Ido not see any reason why the Senator from New 
York should object to the bill. It is simply doing what is done every 
day, for it is simply an act enabling persons to be incorporated and 
to have a corporate existence in the District of Columbia. It is not 
for business transactions, but simply for the purposes of education. 
As stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, these persons are made 
corporators by this bill in the language that is customary in bills of 
this character. This is the National Educational Association. The 
very name implies the object and e e of the corporation, and 
there is no objection made to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, which only makes more certain that which might 
before have been perhaps misunderstood. The object of the associa- 
tion is to promote the interest of education simply. I understand 
these gentlemen to be persons who are connected with educational 
institutions throughout the country. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to make a 
suggestion to him at this point? Why not strike out the words “the 
officers ang members of the association known as The National Edu- 
cational Association ?’” That removes the objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. There can be no objection to that. The bill will be 
just as complete without those words as with them. I do not sup- 
pose the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] would have any ob- 


| jection to striking them out. However, I do not feel authorized to 


ve consent, because it is his measure. I only speak of this point 
cause I am connected with the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and gave to this bill in committee, as I give it here in the Senate, 
and will give it when it comes to a vote unless I see some reason why 
my action should change, my support. 

As I was proceeding to say, this bill incorporates an association of 
men who are connected with educational enterprises, who meet year 
by year for the purpose of discussing matters of common interest to 
them and of interest to the whole country and of getting statistics 
and information and publishing them to thecountry. It is a society 
which has been useful in the past, and which, I think, will be useful 
in the future. It desires a corporate organization, because funds are 
needed for the pu of paying the expenses of the organization 
and providing for the printing of documents, statistics, and facts, and 
these publications have been of value to the country in time past, 
and I have no doubt will continue to be so. 

It is said that twenty-five members of this association shall con- 
stitute a quorum. That can certainly not be objectionable. If Con- 
gress should choose to provide that ten members may constitute a 
quorum, I imagine that there could be no objection to it. It is further 
provided that they shall meet annually, and that Con shall at 
any time have power to alter, amend, abolish, or repeal this act, leav- 
ing the corporation at the absolute mercy and under the control of 
Congress for all time. I can see no reason why there should be hos- 
tility to the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I must confess that I do 
not know what power in the Constitution gives Congress authority 
to pass this bill. I should like to know 

Mr. BAILEY. What power have you over the District of Colum- 


bia? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Exclusive legislation, but no right to go 
beyond and incorporate citizens of States. We have aright to legis- 
late here just like the States have the power within their own juris- 
diction, I admit; but the islature of the State of Tennessee I do 
not think would pretend to claim the right to incorporate a national 
educational society to ramify the whole Union and to hold property 
= any ee of the Union as it may do under the second section of 
this bi 

It is said that the corporation may hold property to the value of 
$50,000; but once you concede the question of power it may be in- 
creased to fifty millions. Here aré a number of gentlemen whose 
States are designated not citizens of the District of Columbia. This 
is no local charter. W. P. Haisley, of Florida, another gentleman 
from Kentucky, another from Tennessee, another from Ohio, and so 
on, ramifying the whole Union, are incorporated as citizens of those 
States, invested with corporate power to hold property anywhere in 
the Union; it is true only to the extent of $50,000. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me suggest to the Senator from Florida that 
this is a corporation that is to be organized and have its existence 
“in and of the District of Columbia,” wherever the corporators may 
reside, and certainly the Senator from Florida will not contend that 
we cannot incorporate here persons who reside outside of the District. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The second section is: 

That the National Educational Association shall have power to make and amend 
its constitution, by-laws, and rules, consistently with law, and to hold, by p 
grant, gift, or otherwise, real or personal estate not exceeding $50,000 in value. 
Where? Anywhere in the Union. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Cannot national banks hold property anywhere? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Where does the power come from to incor- 

national banks? - 

Mr. MORGAN. The Supreme Court bas recognized it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The power to re; te education is a very 
different power from the banking power. The Supreme Court of the 
United States has passed upon that question and has determined that 
the power to regulate commerce governs that, although I do not be- 
lieve in the doctrine myself. Still the question of education has never 
been up, and while I am willing to go as far as any one in making 
concessions of land or anything else to the States for the purpose of 
education, I can never be brought to support a bill like this, which 
ae into the Federal authority the whole subject of regulations over 

ucation. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would ask the Senator from Florida to point out 
in this bill any section or part of it that proposes to regulate educa- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Well, Mr. President, a great many things 
may he done though they are not named when the power is conceded. 
You concede the power and you say they may adopt a constitution and 
by-laws under which they may do anything they please under the gen- 
eral powers granted. It is hard to tell what they may not do. I 
cannot find in the Constitution, which simply gives to the National 
Legislature power to govern this District, any authority to pass this 
bill, and I shall vote inst it. 

Several SENATORS addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wishes to understand whether 
this bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand it is objected to. v 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand the Senator from New York to insist 
on his e and while I am anxious to have the bill passed I ad- 
mit that he objected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from New York please 
state whether he still objects. The Chair understood him to object 
to this bill and declared that it went over, but it has been discussed 
some time since. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did object, Mr. President. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from New York to allow the bill 
to go over without prejadice—I believe that is the language used 
so that amendments may be presented to-morrow morning to obviate 
the objections which seem to prevail. 

Mr. CONKLING. I withdrew the objection at the request of the 
Senator from Massachusetts meaning to renew it on the conclusion of 
his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair then understands the bill is 
555 pane the Senate. The Secretary will report the next bill on the 

endar. 


LUCIEN KILBOURNE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 637) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucien Kilbourne; which was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to grant an increase of pen- 
sion to Lucien Kilbourne, a private of the Eighth Regiment of Mich- 
igan Infantry Volunteers, equal to the special rate provided for the 
loss of an arm by amputation at or near the right shoulder. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON LYON AND JEREMIAH S. JAMES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the 
relief of Nelson Lyon and Jeremiah S. James; which was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to direct the Commis- 
sioner of Patents to correct the patent dated July 9, 1872, No, 128843, 
and erroneously granted to Joseph Barsaloux, Jeremiah S. James, and 
Nelson Lyon, as joint inventors, for an invention which was in fact 
made by oux as sole inventor, and of which, at the time of the 
issue of the patent, James and Lyon were assignees of the entire and 
exclusive right, title, and interest. The correction is to be made upon 
the face of the patent, or a certified copy thereof, and by proper cer- 
tificate thereof appended thereto, and when corrected the patent is to 
show that the grant is to James and Lyon, jointly, their heirs and 
assigns, as assignees of Barsaloux. The patent when corrected is to 
be as good and valid asif it had been originally granted and issued in 
the corrected form. It is torun forthe term of seventeen years from 
and after the 9th of July, 1872, but no person is to be held liable for 
an infringement prior to the date of the correction. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. We have no information as to the facts of the 
ease. ‘The report should be read so that the facts may be spread o 
the RECORD. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr, PLatr 
February 16, 1880: 

The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred an act for the relief of Nelson 


Lyon and Jeremiah S. James, (the same being the bill H. R. No. 2518,) having had 
the same under consideration, respectfull: : 


d ly report: . 
The object of this bill is to correct a patent, and the facts upon which the cor- 


rection is asked are as follows : 

In 1871, Joseph Barsaloux invented a new and useful device called a metallic 
stiffener for boot and shoe heels, and, before applying for a B ance assi; an un- 
divided two-thirds of his invention to Nelson Lyon and Jeremiah S. James, and 
33 said Barsaloux, Lyon, and James made a joint application for a patent. 
In such application they were all described as joint ä — iun when, in fact, Bar- 


saloux should have been described as the sole inventor, and Lyon and James as 


assi, 

Tpon suck tion the patent was issued to Barsaloux. 
dated July 9, 1872, No. 128843, At the date of issue Lyon and J. 0 
—9 entire owners of the invention by virtue of an assignment from Barsaloux of 


g pendency of the application. 
It is evident upon the proof in case that the error in monn hie application 


for the patent resulted from the mistaken belief of the assignees that inasmuch as 
their interest had been obtained before the patent was applied for, it was proper 
moe sey ee them to be 8 Joint aoe with said Barsaloux. 

Ə papers e case were prepared an attorney whose experience in such 
matters was limited. 5 z 7 

It seems just and proper that the patent should be corrected and made valid for 
its unexpired term. 

The committee, out of abundant caution, would recommend the following amend- 
ment: At the end of the bill add, “Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
operate to invalidate the rights of any none to whom assignments may have 
been made, or licenses under said letters-patent ; but such assignments and 
— pony perder valid 3 338 eee as they would have 
been said letters. as origina t no tive and valid,” and that 
the bill thus . passed. 8365 patie 


The Committee on Patents reported an amendment to add to the 
bill the following: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall operate to invalidate the richts 
of any persons to whom assignments may have been 6 or licenses granted un- 
der said letters; but such assignments and licenses shall be as valid under said 
corrected letters-patent as they would have been had said letters-patent as origi- 
nally granted been operative and valid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to know some reason for this. The 
original inventor made an assignment of this patent-right before the 
patent was granted, to these speculators. They bought it and paid 
forit. They were twenty-one years old and they onght to have known 
what they were doing. They got out a patent in their own names 
that they might have the benefit of it. I presume if the facts were 
developed and all the truth told, it would appear that their patent 
has been held to be invalid in the courts. The report of the commit- 
tee does not disclose that fact. I presume that is the truth, however, 
that the courts have held that the patent granted to them gives them 
no exclusive right. 

1 ne HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to make one suggestion to 

im 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate passed, without a dissenting vote on that 
point, a law to enable everybody as of right to have done in the Pat- 
ent Office what this bill seeks to allow these persons to do, as it is a 
mere correction of a mistake. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Passed a law to do what? 

Mr. HOAR. To have such a mistake corrected in the Patent Office, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Then why this bill? 

Mr. HOAR. Because that proposed law has not passed the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law has not become a law then! 

Mr. HOAR. My point, Mr. President, is that the entire Senate, 
without a single dissént, agreed that it was proper, as a matter of 
course and as a matter of right, as a universal rule, to allow these 
things to be done in future. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senate may have agreed to that just as it 
has to several other things. I recollect very distinctly that 
the question of the retired list of the Army was frequently before the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and the first thing the committee 
knew and the first thing anybody in the Senate knew it had been 
increased one hundred. ‘The committee had positively refused to act 
upon it. I do not believe that one Senator ont of fifteen in the Sen- 
ate knew when that became a law. 

These parties are asking Congress to validate, to render effective, 
their private contract, which has doubtless proved invalid and inef- 
fective. It is to give these men aright which they do not have to-day. 
That is the whole of it. They have lost their right, and this is to 
restore to them the exclusive right to this invention and take from 
the people of the country who have now the right to use it that right. 
It is to take it from the people at large and invest it in these pat- 


entees. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not see how it is possible that an 
objection can be made to the correction of this patent upon any prin- 
ciple. This bill is not toextend a patent; and although it is possible 
that there may be in some quarters prejudice against patents, I do 
not see how even that can be brought to bear upon the question of 
correcting an erroneous recital in what the Government has attempted 
to grant to certain individuals. It seems to me that it does not differ 
from the ordinary case of validating a deed which has been defect- 
ively executed by having the attestation of only one witness instead: 
of two, or by having been acknowledged before an officer who by the 
statute was not authorized to take the acknowledgment of deeds. 

The simple facts are these: This man Barsaloux made this inven- 
tion, a very useful invention, but one that is of not very great public 
importance. He was entitled toa patent. He did what hundreds of 
other inventors do ; he assigned two-thirds of his invention to parties. 
who purchased from him before the application was made. Then,. 
instead of making the application as the statute requires, in the name 
of Barsaloux alone, they all thought it was ee for them to join. 
They were mistaken ; they were not informed of the law. 

I do not see why any punishment should be visited upon these men 
for that mistake, which any man is liable to make who does not em- 
ploy a skilled 1 obtain a patent. 

r. COCKRELL. ill the Senator permit me to ask a question + 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 


Lyon, and James, 
ames had becom 
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Mr. COCKRELL. What punishment is Congress visiting upon 
them? We are simply leaving them where they left themselves. 


Con is not inflicting any punishment upon them. It is simply 
leaving them where they placed themselves by the advice of their 
own counsel and their own friends, and with which the Government 
has nothing todo. * s 

Mr. PLATT. The Government undertook to give them a valid 

atent. It undertook to protect the rights of this inventor in the 

ands of these assignees; and now it is said that because a little 
mistake was made in the formal method of making application for 
this patent, what the Government undertook to do should not be 
validated. It seems to me like a punishment, and as I said to com- 
mence with, I cannot distinguish it from the case of a man who has 
purchased property, but the conveyance of it is defective by reason 
of some statutory informality in complying with the conditions upon 
which the deed should be executed. 

Mr. KERNAN. I hope this bill will pass. The Government by its 
laws says that inventors shall be secured by a patent for seventeen 
years in the use of their inventions. These men by a mere ignorance 
of law themselves, an honest mistake on their part and a mistake of 
their attorney, had the patent issued in the wrong name. We surely 
ought to correct that, and let them have the residue of their time, 
which is only nine years to make them seventeen in all from 1872. 

Mr. COCKRELL: Will the Senator from New York answer a 
question 


Mr. KERNAN, Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What more right has Congress to interfere in 
regard to this contract between these parties than it would to inter- 
fere with a contract between a perempto or homesteader on the 
public lands and a man to whom he had contracted to sell his right, 
where the courts had decided that the sale was a nullity ? 

Mr. KERNAN. Iwill answer. The Government intends to give 
the inventor the use of his invention for a certain time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So to the homesteader and the pre-emptor. 

Mr. KERNAN. I take it that if the Government made an 
ment for a consideration to give a man a patent for land, and by a mis- 
take it was a void deed, it would correct the mistake. Here a mere 
mistake of an attorney, the parties being men who knew nothing 
about the law, caused the patent to be issued in a form that is errone- 
ous. Now, we simply want to make it , as equity would, for the 
rest of the term, to do just what the Government on the one hand and 
the inventor on the other intended to do when the patent was issued. 
I think it is simple justice to do it. The purpose is merely to reform 


the paper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. KERNAN That saves everybody's rights. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask the Senator whether any persons hold a 
right to use the patent for this article; and whether they will have 
to pay a commission to manufacture this article? I could see no ob- 
jection to a mere correction of an error in the obtaining a patent, 
unless the rights of other parties have now intervened. 

Mr. KERNAN. We have not heard the slightest objection to it 
from any It only makes the patent valid for the rest of the 
term, according to the original intention. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If that is the object, I suggest an amendment 
which will cover it perfectly, that if anybody has obtained rights he 
shall not be interfered with. I suggest this at the end: 

Provided, That—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator propose to amend the 
committee's amendment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERNAN, Let us first act on the committee’s amendment. 
Li COCKRELL, I think we had better amend it first. It now 


That nothing herein contained shall te to invalidate the rights of any per 
sons to whom assignments have been eor licenses granted under said le 
Then I would add: 


Or who may have been using or manufacturing the article provided for. 


Mr. KERNAN. Men should not be allowed to manufacture it here- 
after in violation of the patent because of a mere technical mistake 
like this. The bill is simply to correct an error. All persons who 
have used the invention are protected up to this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They have not been protected up to this time, 
because you say the patent is void. Now, if men have invested their 
means in manufacturing these articles, and this patent is validated, 
those men lose what they have invested. 

Mr. KERNAN. I am not aware that anybody has done so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We do know this—— 

Mr. KERNAN. Let me complete my answer. If a sharp fellow, 
getting some lawyer to find out and tell him “you can upset this pat- 
ent,” has gone to work using the invention, I would not protect 1 
hereafter in doing it, he knowing that the real men ought to have 
their 5 

Mr. HOAR. The policy of the patent law now is wherever there 
is a defect in the specification the patentee goes to the Patent Office 
and has a reissue, and from that time forward his patent is good. 
That right is secured by general law. It does not make anybody a 
trespasser who was not a rin the past. But the patent law 


omits by accident to provide for the correction of such a mistake as. 
this, where a man has assigned his patent before he takes it out. In- 
stead of its being taken ont in the name of the inventor it was taken 
out in this case in the joint names of the inventor and assignee; and 
now this bill proposes to do for that mistake just what the general 
law does for a mistake in a specification. Nobody is a trespasser for 
anything he has done; nobody can say I intended to violate this- 
patent” that he had practical notice of, because of a mere technical- 
ity and be 1 in the future. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has ired, and the 
Senate proceeds to the consideration of its unfinished business. 


TITLES AT HOT SPRINGS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 4244) for the establishment of titles in Hot 
Springs, and for other pu j 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior within ten days after 
the passage of this act to transmit to the United States land office at Little Rock,- 
Arkansas, the final Sie go of the commissioners 8 under an act approved 
March 3, 1877, enti An act in relation to the Hot Springs reservation, in the 
State of Arkansas,” together with the survey and map made by said commission- 
ers, and accompanying their said ross which report and map show the award of. 
titles to lands made by the comm mers under the provisions of said act; and 
shall instruct the United States land officers at Little Rock to allow the lots and 
lands awarded to individuals or associations on the Hot Springs reservation to be 
entered as hereinafter provided, and shall cause patents of the usual form used in 
the sale of public lands to be issued therefor, except in cases hereinafter to be 

fied; and it shall be the duty of the land officers at Little Rock to give thirt 
days“ notice in the Little Rock and Hot Springs newspa! of the time when sai 
lands will be subject to by eg uane the provisions of act. 

Sec. 2. That the right to have review of the decisions and adjudications in re 
gard to claims by reason of 5 or occupancy made under sections 5 
and 6 of the act of Congress of h 3, 1877, entitled An act in relation to the 
Hot S. reservation, in the State of Arkansas," by the commissioners provided 
for by and appointed under that act is hereby recognized, and shall belong to as of: 
right, and may be exercised by, any claimant or Langs yee of any tract or parcel of 
land forming part of the lan: 2 in section 3 of the said act, whose right to 
P such tract or parcel of land, or part of the same, has been either 
or denied by the said commissioners, where his ground of complaint shall be an 
adverse decision as to his right to pure 

SEC. 3. That an person deeming himself so aggrieved may exercise his 5 to- 
have the action of the commissioners reviewed by filing a petition of complaint in 
the Court of Claims of the United States, containing a brief statement of his claim, 
as 8 to the commissio: and of the opposition, if any, made thereto, and 
of e commissioners thereon, alleging that such 
action was erroneous and in denial of his rights in refusing to him the right to 
purchase the tract or parcel of land claimed 7 him, or part of it, and shall tile as 

if any, granted to him. 


or otherwise there, concern- 
parties named therein as having adverse in- 


ch 

and citations s be issued, g 3 not more than sixty days after 
the date thereof, and the parties cited shall answer the petition within such time 
thereafter as by general rule for such cases the said court shall fix; and the cause 
pear — heard de mene, ppo the TRA sidan and no a — a 
ant’s „an regard to adverse claims, upon which the commis- 
tones ne yg 

Sec. 5. That every such petition of GE r must be filed within sixty days 


days no 
d co 


in an t the adjudication of the commissioners in any case shall be 
3 a y 


caso be at all 
ven by the clerk, by order 
cate, if the party see fit to 


under this act as are fixed for like services in other cases in the Court of C 

to be taxed against one or the other party, in part or in whole, at the discretion 

the said court, according to the rules that prevail in courts of equity; and persons 
clerk of the court 


filing ition of complaint shall at the same time file with the 

an undertaking to the United States with sureties to be approved of by said clerk, 

conditioned for the payment of all costs which they may in that proceeding be by 

the court condemned to pay, with such sureties as shall be approved as sufficient. 


by the clerk of the court; and the court may atany time compel payment of costs 
by the party condemned to pay them during the progress or at the end of the suit 
by execution or attachment. 
Sec. S. That in cases where the commissioners have not adjud. to any person 
the right to purchase and enter land. and the Court of Claims s judge such 
‘ht, said court shal! determine the amount to be paid by the claiman g as 
a basis the reduction fixed by this act. 


mired in be 
— e thn after the hr 
are court, mon : 
dication of said Court of Claims, and the issuance to such person of Socata. 
cate by the clerk of said court hereinafter provided for, by paying to the recei' 
of public moneys at the Jand office in Little Rock, Arkansas, 50 per cen 
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assessed value of said ye alone thereon by said commissioners; and that such 


assessments be reduced to 
church aor 15 has been 
o 


extent; and that in any cases where any church or 


adju entitled to purchase land it may do so by 


itnesses, or the execution of 


ce of two subscribing wi 
ledgedl before a court of record or 


the assignment thereof shall have been acknowl 


inal. 

Sec. 11. That those divisions of the Hot Springs reservation, known as the 
mountainous districts, not divided by streets on the map made by the commission- 
ers, but known and defined on the map and in the report of the commissioners as 
North Mountain, West Mountain, and Sugar Loaf Mountain, be, and the same are 
hereby, forever reserved from sale, and dedicated to public use as parks, to be 
known, with Hot Springs Mountain, as the nent reservation. 

Sec. 12. That whenever the town of Hot Springs shall procure elsewhere a suit- 
able burying-ground and shall cause the bodies now buried in the cemetery lot, 
within the limits of said town, to be decently removed and reinterred, the title to 
said cemetery lot shall vest in the corporation of said town, to be held and used 
forever as a town or city park, and not otherwise. 

Sec. 13, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to designate as 
anany as six lots from the unawarded grounds on the Hot Springs reservation for 
the use of the common schools of the corporation of the town of . as 
sites for school-houses, and the lots when so designated are hereby d foated to 
the use of common schools, and shall be used, controlled, and managed by the 
common-school officials of the district in which they may be located for such pur- 


only. 

Src. 14. That the streets, courts, and alleys, and other thoroughfares of the town 
-of Hot Springs, as surveyed, opened, or established by the commissioners and rep- 
resented on the map of said town, and not included in the t reservation, 
pas ane on same are hereby, ceded to the corporation of the town of Hot Springs 
ifor c use. 

818 18. That that portion of the Hot Springs reservation laid off into lots and 
blocks and forming part of the town site, but not awarded to any claimants, and 
not otherwise pore nea of or reserved by this act, shall be sold at public auction 
to the highest bidder, at not less than its appraised value, to be made from time to 
time, at the discretion and under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
-after public notice in the usual way in the sale of public lands; and the money 
pix Shee said sales, as well as any money paid in under section 9 of this act, 
shall held as a special fund for the 5 aud care of the permanent 
reservation at Hot Springs and of the Hot Springs Creek adjacent to and between 
the permanent reservations, and for the maintenance of free baths for the invalid 
poor of the United States, as provided by acts of Congress. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
"WALKER on the 27th of February, 1880: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom were referred the bill (H. R. No. 4244) 
for the establishment of titles in Hot Springs and for other purposes, and also the 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior transmitting the report of the Hot Springs 
commissioners, submit the following report: 

The committee have been anxious, in arriving at a conclusion in this matter, to 
reach, as far as could be, a result that would be final. Thelitigation about the Hot 
Springs has been long, tedious, vexatious, and costly. Above all things it seemed 
to the committee important to end this completely, if possible. But few complaints 
have been made tothe 1 7 a of the commissioners under the act of March 3, 1877, 
as to the possessory right to lots; and the committee have thoughtit proper to give 

ein these cases a review of the findings in some way that would not interfere at all 
with the disposal of the other lots. To this end they have provided for a certiorari 
in the Court of Claims to the Interior Department to bring up the records and papers 
of the commissioners there d ited for examination; and if, upon review, any of 
these findings are erroneous they are to be quashed ; if not erroneous they are to 
-be affirmed, The commissioners are out of office, and no appeal 538 well be 
provided for, If it were desirable to do so. The method adopted by the committee is 
plain, direct, inexpensive, and affords a remedy to those who may be aggrieved by 
any tindings by the commissioners as to the right of possession under the act re- 
erred to. 

Many complaints have been made as to the assessments fixed upon property by 
the commissioners, Of course the committee could not examine each case and de- 
termine as to this matter. But they have examined it in general; and while they 
find the commissioners valued property at its market value and price, and they 
could adopt no other rule, yet, in the peculiar condition of the property there, it 

has been deemed advisable to recommend a reduction of these assessments in 
It is pare pain the Government never intended to make money out of the oc- 
-cupants on that land; in many cases it is the only estate of the occupants; they 
have held it under adverse circumstances for years, and their profits have been for 
the last few years only nominal. The gross assessments, $223,000, taken from that 
place would well-nigh prostrate its business, and would in many cases break the 
occupants. The Government has been at some expense to inaugurate and carry 
-out à plan to dispose justly of that property, and this expense should properly 
be paid by the property itself, and beyond reimbursing the Government for its out- 
lays in this behalf the committee think these assessments should not go. A reduc- 
tion of 50 per cent. (one-half) upon the whole amount assessed will pay all these 
expenses and leave a surplus. And this reduction the committee think is fair and 
just, and have so provided in the bill. 
The certificates issued by the commissioners for condemned p: 


rty under the 
act-of March 3, 1877, are of course to be paid at some time by the 


overnment, and 
ttis would require an appropriation and outlay of money. To avoid this, and to 
2 the transaction, the committee think it better to take up these certificates 
as far as can be done in the payment of Jots set apart to persons on preference 
right under that act, and they have so arranged it in the bill presented. effect it 
is just the same to the Government, and it is more direct and expeditious, in that 
it does not require payment in money from the owner, and then waiting by him for 
the Government to take up his certilicate with money. 

- With many conflicting interests at the Hot Springs, and almost as many differ- 
ent views urged and asserted before the committee, they have on this plan, 
after long and anxious consideration, having before them all the time the equities 
of the people claiming property there under the act of March 3, 1877, and the rights 

of the Government as well. With a wish to do justice between all, and end this 
matter without further trouble and delay, the committee report this bill, believing 
its passage will secure the desired object. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear this matter explained a lit- 


tle. Ido not see quite as clearly as the committee seem to do the 
fitness of this ation. 


In 1877 Congress an act which, just as the committee speak 
of this one, was ed to make a finality of the Hot Spri fasts 
ness. By the terms of that aqt it was made a finality, and Con 


had nothing left to do about it as far as I remember that act of 1377. 
The title to this property had been decided to be in the United States 
after all sorts of cross litigation between various claimants and so 
on. 9 therefore, was called upon to make provision for dis- 
posing of this property and attending to such equitable rights as 
might appear ; uitable I mean in the sense of morals, for I map 
there were no leg: y equitable rights. Porri the act o 1877 
was passed which provided that the President by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate should appoint three commissioners who, 
between the respective squatters on this property should decide con- 
flicting claims and ascertain which among them (where there was 
any conflict) was the person who was best entitled to be allowed to 
purchase the land on which he had settled or poser at its value, 
that being ascertained, the law provided that such occupant might 
purchase it at its valae and might have a certificate, or allowance in 
some form that I need not go into now, in respect of his improve- 
ments; that that commission should proceed to hear, try, and deter- 
mine all these matters, report to the Secretary of the Interior, and 
that should be the end of it. That has been done. 

The law having entirely exerted itself and performed its func- 
tions through these commissioners, it is pro afterward to have 
a new trial for everybody that chooses to seek a new trial, and a re- 
view of the action of these commissioners by the Court of Claims on 
the theory that that will satisfy everybody, and then it will be final. 
Why should it be any more final than it is now? It is not stated in 
the report of the Committee on Public Lands that there is any just 
ground for believing that there has been any fraud or corrupt mis- 
conduct on the part of these commissioners or any of them. Nothing 
of the kind is hinted at. On the contrary the report states that the 
commissioners have made on the whole a very just and fair estimate 
of values and have decided on the whole (without going into par- 
ticular cases) rightly. In some cases there are complaints. That un- 
doubtedly is trne. There probably never have been many instances 
in human affairs where when a tribunal has been constituted to de- 
cide on conflicting interests, one side or the other after the decision 
did not complain that it was erroneous. Now the committee say that 
in this case the complaints are few. 

Is it ight as a matter of principle—I am not now speaking of the 
details of this bill—is it right as a matter of principle for the Con- 
grom of the United States, in disposing of this property of its own, 

aving once made a final provision for deciding everything that Con- 
Bre ought it fit to have decided about it, and that decision having 
n made; is it right, I ask, on the complaint of anybody to reopen 
the thing, to provide for further trials in favor of dissatisfied claim- 
ants, and particularly when those claimants are not resting upon the 
ground of an absolute right, but are only resting upon the generosity 
of the Government which was exerted in the passage of the act of 
1877, giving them the privilege of purchasing the land at its value, 
to the exclusion of others. That is the thing that puzzles me, I con- 
fess, and with great respect to the committee I speak of it in order 
that we may see the grounds and views upon which the committee go. 

Then it is proposed in the next place that, instead of the United 
States Treasury being paid the value of this property of the United 
States by the pons who wish to purchase it, the Treasury shall oniy 
be paid half the value, and that the tax-payers of the United States 
shall therefore part with just that much money or value for the bene- 
fit of particular settlers who have without any authority of law oc- 
cupied these lands, and for the benefit of settlers who so far as they 
have made improvements have already been provided for. Of course 
I know how hopeless a thing it is to seek to protect the Treasury of 
the United States or the property of the people against a demand in 
favor of anybody who has got ion and is in the occupancy of 
any part of the public lands of the United States, or I might add per- 
haps any other part of its property. At the same time it is fit to call 
the attention of the Senate to it and to hear from the committee upon 
what ground it is of public justice, upon what ground it is of public 
propriety that the people of the United States who own this land shall 

called upon to give half of its value to the people who have chosen 
to occupy it, and now wish to purchase it. That is the question. They 
are not obliged to purchase it. 

Then, Mr. President, there are other matters about this bill that I 
should like to make some inquiry in regard to as it goes on. I notice 
one very peculiar paras that “as many as six lots,” leaving no up- 
ward limit, are to be given away entirely to some purpose, I have for- 
gotten what it is,—a very ra er expression. There is no limit in 
that phrase, of course; the whole number may be given away that 
are unappropriated to the private people who wish to buy. All those 
lots that are unassigned to any claimant may be given away in the 


discretion of the Secretary of the Interior or Commissioner of the 

General Land Office or somebody. I do not wish to give away the 

rty of the people in exactly that way; that is to say Ido not 

to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to do it for me or for 
my constituents, 

ere are a good many other things that may be 1 5 as we 

at singular about this bill; 


Pro 


go on, which are somew ut the chief 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1665 


thing that I shall be glad to have the honorable Senator from Arkan- 
sas, who I believe has charge of the bill, explain, is just now, first the 
principle upon which it is necessary that Con; having in 1877 

ea 


of law. 
of the 


right, an equita 

of certainly one of the claimants. 
what do we find? That the reason why the Supreme Court did not 
decide in favor of the litigant to whom I have referred was not on 
account of any fault of himself or his ancestor or predecessor, but for 
the reason that a fault—I may term it so—was committed by an officer 
of the Government. The grant made to Rector and Hammond was 
made in accordance with law, but the officer of the Government failed 
to file the survey in the recorder’s office, as required by law, and upon 
that ground the Supreme Court say the claimant was not entitled to 
the land. I will read for one moment from the decision as found in 
the Court of Claims Reports, volume 11, page 321: 


The whole burden of this decision is 3 that the survey not 
having been filed in the office of the recorder of land titles the claim 
of Reetor and Hammond failed. Here again: 


In conclusion we feel bound— 
It seems to be with reluctance— 


any, may ensue this m 
be daly taken into consideration by the !. ve department of the Government 
in g with the subject of the future on of those lands. 

From this decision it would appear that had the plat of the survey 
been filed in the proper office of the Government, the title to these 
Hot Springs, hot water and all, would have vested in the origi 
claimant of the pr . I refer to this decision to show that ere 
appears to be a good basis for the application here made for the re- 
duction that is allowed by this bill. 

And while on this point permit me to say that it is not the object 
of this bill nor of those who advocate it to leave the Government un- 
remunerated. This bill of our committee goes upon a basis that the 
Government shall be repaid all the expenses it has been to in this 
business; even the seventy-two thousand and odd dollars expended 
for the commissioners is to be repaid. Seventy-two thousand and odd 
dollars is the amount, as I learn from the letter of the Interior De- 
ment, expended by the commissioners. Itis the intention of this 
ill that that amount shall be paid back. It is the intention of this 
bill that the Government shall not suffer. 

The assessment made upon individuals there who proved their right 
to purchase the property as 1 amounts to $223,000. We pro- 

to require payment of of that, $111,500, The fact should 
borne in mind that at the time when these people were least able 

to bear it, in 1876, a receiver was sent by the Court of Claims to take 
charge of the property and receive the rents. After deducting the 
of that e ee we find that thirty-five thousand and 

odd dollars has been received by the Government and its agents. In 


addition to that condemned — — has been sold amounting to 
$1,800 or more. When you make these 


X 


deductions and make a — 
105 


lation of the certificates for condemned property, which certificates 


we propose to make legal tender for any of these lands, there is still 
a surplus to come to the Government from the sale of the lands not- 
withstanding the Government gets the hot-water reservation and the 
better portion of the tract. e receipts under this bill, with the 
other items I have named, will pay all expenses and still leave an 
amount coming to the Government. 

It must be perpetually borne in mind that many of these parties 
purchased from one supposed to be the owner, and pe ‘or the 

roperty which they now have to buy again from the Government. 
ey believed that those from whom they bought had a legal right to 
the property, though it wasin litigation. They acted upon that sup- 
position and invested their money upon the presumption that they 
would receive a title from the owners who were contending; but the 
decision of the Supreme Court was against the parties contending for 
the property; and now they come and say: We have been put to 
ship; we have been put to trouble; we have paid for this property, 
once; we ask a beneficent Government to make a reduction and say 
that one-half of those assessments shall be enough. We have paid 
once ; we hope the Government will not ask us to pay again in full.” 

Upon the question of certiorari I haye only a few words to say at 
this time. There are but a few parties who are dissatisfied with the 
decision of the commissioners. do not look upon their action as 
being a finality. I do not see that these parties are prohibited by the 
act of 1877 from applying for further legislation. There is nothing 
that I can see in the act that tends in that direction. A few persons 
are dissatisfied, and only afew. The bill that came over from the 
House of Re tatives made provision for an appeal to the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the eastern district of Arkansas; 
but your Committee on Public Lands thought that would tend too 
much to increase litigation, and therefore have pro the plain. 
save remedy of a writ of certiorari to be issued to the Secretary of 
the Interior where all the evidences in regard to the contro are 
on file, and then all the papers connected with the particular o 
for which a certiorari is sued out are to be sent to the Court of Claims 
and there the matter is to be heard and decided. There are but few 
of these cases. If parties have been injured is it ee pal gt geri the 
Court of Claims should have an opportunity to review the action of 
the commissioners and do justice to these parties! 

I must confess, however, that as to this question of certiorari I have 
but little care. I think it much more important for the interest of 
these people who want to get a title to these lands, that there should 
be a reduction of the assessment and that the certificates for con- 
demned 1 be made legal tender for the p of pay- 
ing for the ; and beyond that the bill does not extend in that 
respect, it simply providing that these certificates shall be received 
in gonen for the lands in the Hot Springs reservation. 

here is a section authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to select 
six lots for public-school sites. Itseems to me the Government under 
the circumstances can well afford to make this donation of lands for 
school purposes, and I can see no serious objection to it. 


There are other gentlemen who are fully pro to address the 
Senate on the TE “i This is as much as I to say at present. 
Mr. McDON. . Mr. President, as this bill has come 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the Senator from Indiana p may I, 
with his permission, inquire whether we have the report of the com- 
mission, or a copy of it with a map or diagram which shows the num- 
ber of lots, and how they lie, and so on? 

Mr. GARLAND. On page 3 of the report of the commissioners 
(Senate Executive Document No. 21, Forty-sixth Congress, second ses- 
sion) the information is given. 

oath MUNDS. Is there a map also in the possession of the 
Senate 


Mr. GARLAND. There is a map at the office of the Interior De- 
partment, and one at my room, but I do not think there is one here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I inquire at the same time—because the Sen- 
ator from Indiana in the course of his remarks can probably explain 
that also—what proportion of those who are authorized to purchase 
fall within the category described by the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
WALKER] as being Lap who bought the lands from the persons 
who were the original claimants under the expectation that they had 
2 title. He said there were a good many of each as I under- 
s 


Mr. MCDONALD. All of these parties, inasmuch as the act by which 
the commissioners made these assessments required them to take into 
consideration no claim of purchasers since the decision of the Supreme 
Court. It was only those purchasers who had purchased and were 
in ion at the time the Supreme Court decided that the prop- 
3 to the United States, whose possessory rights were con- 
side: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Those were purchasers under both the conflict- 


ing titles, were they not? 
ek rior title or claim of title. 


McDONALD. Under some 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There would be one purchaser under one prior 
title, and another under another. 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes; under some prior claim of title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which stood in conflict. 

Mr. McDONALD. Les. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Now Ishould like to ask one thing more, and then 
I will not interrupt my honorable friend further, and that is, what 
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are these certificates that are spoken of that the bill provides shall 
be treated as money ? 

Mr. McDONALD. I will explain that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are the rights which under existing law 
these certificates now confer? 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, the report of the Senate Com- 


mittee on Public Lands is made u House bill No. 4244, and the 
committee reports a substitute for that bill. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands were not able to consider this matter in the light presented 
b the House bill, and while we were as anxious as the tor from 
Koare Sp any 3 nerf rg ss paired a e ending of 

8 Ho rings controversy and Hot Sp: legislation, we were 
compelled to take up and consider the Bak in because it had been 
sent to us by the Senate, the House having already acted as far as it 


was concerned upon the same matter. 

The points that have been su by the Senator from Vermont 
relate, first, to the provision in the substitute re by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands which provides fora ew in the Court of 
Claims of the assessments made by the board of commissioners upon 
the same records and facts as those that were considered by the board 
of grr be rth it from 3 Near of W 

not suppose t any one when t ot Springs com- 
mission was o that the three gentlemen, able 2 careful as 
they might be, would be able to take up all the controversies that 
were submitted to them under that law and so completely solve every 
one of them that there would be no dissatisfaction or even no i 
tice. So there were claims and complaints preferred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands in regard to them; and while these were not 
many, and perhaps not very aggravated, yet they seemed to be of 
sufficient importance in the view of the committee to induce it to pro- 
vide in some mode for a review of the decision of the board ; in 
ortae a mode for some we saw no icular reason why we 
ould limit it to any particular class. The right of review should 
of necessity be open to all who might see proper to seek that remedy, 
or no right whatever should be 1 it was impossible 
for us to select and single out those who had made their complaints 
to us and close the door to those who had not come forward, on the 
assumption that they had no complaints to make. 

The House bill that we were considering had authorized this kind 
of a review by a 88 instituted in the district court of 
the United States for the ct in which these lands are situated, 
which would have been a trial de novo, an entirely new 288 
and would necessarily have had to drag its slow . along throug’ 
the inferior court up to the superior court, and to 8 Court 
of the United States in any case where the amount involved was 
sufficient to finally vest that court with jurisdiction. It would have 
opened up again the whole question of inquiry as to testimony and 
ret gone of that sort. The Committee on Public Lands did not 
think best to recommend that procsedtni did not concur with the 
House bill upon that subject, and of that the provision that 
is incorporated in the substitute for a certiorari was introduced, and 
it embraces just that scope and no that those who feel aggrieved 
by the decision and judgment of the board of commissioners in 
to the Aeneon eat of the value or = na ey 3 of 
possessory t may have a review to that extent by taking their 
proceedings É the manner herein provided. | 

Then we came to the consideration of perhaps the most important 

uestion involved in this case, and that was as to how those parties 
should. be treated who were in 5 under titles that were 
claimed at the time of the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States by which the title was declared to be in the United 
States. The Supreme Court, in the decision that has been referred to, 
very clearly regarded them as standing in the light of occupying 
claimants, occupying claimants possessing strong equities, and while 
the Supreme Court could not award to them the legal title under the 
facts presented in the case, it did not pass the case from it without 
having very clearly indicated that they were not there entirely in 
the wrong as tort-feasors or wrong-d but that they were there 
as parties who believed they had rights, and that those rights when 
the legislative branch of the Government came to deal with this ques- 
tion would be considered and regarded. 

In the act providing for this board of assessment, the Hot Springs 
commission, the commissioners were required to receive the applica- 
tion of all those who claimed possessory rights, and to award as they 
should find those facts to be. They were also required to make as- 
sessment of the value of the lands in the possession of those parties, 
The act provided that those persons who were thus in possession 
might become the privileged purchasers, and it was certainly in con- 
templation perhaps that no her legislation would be required. 
The board have made their assessment. They have filed their report 
with the Secretary of the Interior, designating such lots and parts of 
lots as they have found to have been in the possession of the various 
daimants and the extent of those ry rights, and they have 
also made the assessment, under the law as they regarded it, of the 
value of the property thus in the possession of those ies. The 
aggregate value, as they find, of that property now is 000. This 
property covers 699.80 acres, a little less than 700 acres. whole 
2 of land that has been laid off in lots on the entire reserva- 

jon covers 1,270 acres,so that there is almost one-half of the town 
plat of the town of Hot Springs that is not embraced within these 


claims, That is pro which the United States has an unqualified 
right and claim to, both as to the title and as to the possession and 
as to everything that pertains to it. 

The occupants upon the 699.20 acres that the commissioners have 
found have these 8 rights come forward and say that it is 
not right that the Government should exact from them the full meas- 
ure of value of this pro F 
av at something over acre; that this value has been 
given to it by their labor, by 
went there not as trespassers, but as 


owners ; that it is by their act as much 
has been enhanced and made val- 
uable as it now a and they therefore ask of Congress that, in the 
spirit of the decision of the Supreme Court that had divested them 
of their title, there should be some reasonable deduction made from 
the present value of the 2 and that some concessions be made 
to on account of their labors and the improvements that the 
had put upon it by which the value of the property has been 8 
The House of Representatives in the bill before us had considered 
that same question and they had treated it in accordance with the 
usage of the Government in regard to what is known as town sites 
upon public lands, and therefore in their bill they had required these 
parties to pay a nominalsam. The second section of the House bill 
provided on that subject that these persons should be entitled 


as anything else that this p: 


to purchase, at any time within twelve months next after the iration of the 
days’ notice by the land officers reqnired in the precedin ion to be gi 

by pa: on every certificate of award covering a lot of one acre, or 

any of an acre, the sum of $10; and on every 80 te ficate cover- 


ing more than one acre but not over two acres, the sam of ; and on sien fey i 
J. ͤ vc 
of an acre covered by oe certificate. D 

So that the bill which came to us from the House, treating this sub- 
ject in analogy to the usages of the Government in regard to town 
sites located upon public lands that had not yet been surveyed, put 
the price down to $10 an acre or thereabont. The valuation ascer- 
tained by the board of assessment was over $300 an acre. So it will 
be seen that the House taking the view it did of this subject put it 
down to a nominal sum, 

When the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate came to con- 
sider that question it thought it was but fair and right that as 
between the United States and these oceupying claimants the present 
value of the land should be fairly divided, and therefore we report 
a provision to reduce the assessments—not undertaking to rate it per 
acre, but to reduce the assessments at the rate of 50 per cent., thus 
gi to the occupying claimants the benefit of the enhanced value 
of property to the extent of 50 per cent. of its present value, and 
3 to the United States the other 50 per cent. for its proprie- 
tary right. That pra to the United States on these seven hun 
acres—for I shall it as in round numbers, that many hundred— 
a value of about $159 per acre. Then it leaves the remainder of the 
property that has been thus laid off into town lots, and that is not 
within the permanent reservations to be hereafter sold at its present 
value, because all who have a right to claim any abatement in price 
on account of their labor and on account of having contributed to this 
enhanced value of the property haye been provided for, and those who 
purchase hereafter will pay what the land is worth according to its 
appraisement. 

at is the principle of the report of the Committee on Public 
Lands, The law that this bill supplements vested in the board of 
commissioners the power to go on and correct the town plat of the 
town of Hot Spri nu off additional streets, and to widen those 
already laid of, an to e certain changes and improvements u 
the location and plat of the town. It also dedicated a certain on 
of this reservation of four sections—for that is the whole amount of 
the reservation—to the public. It is known as the permanent reser- 
vation, embracing the Hot Springs proper and certain rights and 
privileges connected with those Springs. There were upon this per- 
manent reservation improvements that had been put there by parties 
who have settled at Hot Springs and made improvements there. The 
principal hotel at the town of Hot Springs, the Arlington, was located, 
as it turned out afterward, upon this permanent dedication—this 
permanent reservation. : 

Again, in straightening the streets, in laying out the avenues, in 
improving the town, it became n to condemn and remove im- 
provements that had been put there, buildings that were found to be 
within the street limits when the streets came to be thus changed 
and improved, so that the eee Government having b 
the act of 1877 in effect condemned these improvements, were direc 
to ascertain their value, because the Government could not take this 
private property for paoue use or condemn it ororder it to be removed 
or n for public considerations without paying the owners, and 
the land certificates that are spoken of here are the certificates issued 
by the commissioners to the owners of those improvements for the 
value of those improvements, thus condemned by the Government, 
for improvements that were found to be in the streets when the streets 
came to be straightened, or in the avenues when the avenues came to 
be opened. The Government claimed as a matter of course the pro- 
vie right to all this property, and claimed therefore the right te 
make these streets and avenues where it pleased. Further, some por- 


1880. 
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tions of the improvements were found to be on the permanent reser- 
vation that the Government had reserved permanently for the public 
use, and the act that these commissioners were executing directed 
them to ascertain what those improvements were worth that were 
thus removed or destroyed or taken out of the way, or condemned 
on the permanent reservation, and to issue to the owners thereof a 
certificate for their value. : 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What does the Senator mean by a certificate for 
their value? Is it an more than a baper which states that the 
value of the building, or fence, or whatever it is that is to be 
moved off or destroyed is so much ? 
Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir; it is a 


ition that A, to whom 
that certificate issues, was the owner of t 


t building, that he had 


laced it there with his own money, and that it g necessary 
in the plan the Government had in to this property that it 
should be condemned, he should have this certificate for its value. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand the Senator yet, whether he 
means to say that the act of 1877 makes the certificate an obligation 
of the Government of the United States or anybody else to do any- 
thing, or whether it is merely the statement of a fact that a squatter 
on property that did not belong to him had constructed a building 
ora fence or something that the proprietor found it necessary to tear 


Mr. MCDONALD. The difference between the Senator and myself 
is that he calls these people squatters on property that did not be- 


long to them; in my country oce g claimants who go upon prop- 
erty that they honestly believe they have a title to are as 


the owners of their improvements. They are not termed squatters. 
The law recognizes that having gone there under a claim of title and 
made improvements, the improvements belong to them, and the ulti- 
mate owner of the fee cannot undertake to them of that 
property, although his title may be never so good, until he has made 
provision for the payment of these im ments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What law is it the Senator is speaking of—the 
law.of the United States or of Indiana? 

Mr. McDONALD. The law of any honest people anywhere. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it is merely a sonal late that we are speak- 


ing of. 
Mr. McDONALD, I say this is property, recognized as property 
by law, I know of no State in which it is not so reco ized. Does 
the Senator? I ask the Senator from Vermont if he pin of any 
State in which an po Capes claimant of property under a color of 
title is not regarded as the owner of improvements that he puts upon 
it before the title has been ced against him? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know of any State where the law is as 
the Senator now states it in that phrase. I do know of some States 
where the law is that if a possessor being expelled in an action of 
deep es can show that he purchased the land for value believing 

t he had got a good title and had made improvements or better- 
ments upon it, as they are called, the jury in assessing the damages 
for the ejectment may make a reasonable and equitable allowance to 
him so that justice will be done between the two parties. 

In this case, what have we? Take the instance of some one who 
did purchase on what he supposed to be a good title—whicli I do not 
understand by any means to be everybody embraced in this bill, far 
from it; but may be some; whatisthe provision? The bill pro- 
vides, first, that a man who thus purchased under a mistake, believ- 
ing he had a good title, shall have the land itself at half the value ; 
second, that he shall be paid the full assessed value, instead of half, 
‘of the improvements that he has put upon it. 

Mr. McDONALD. No, the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think not. And that the Senator regards as 
dealing with the property of the people of the United States in the 
way that it is our business to do, 

.McDONALD. The Senator is entirely mistaken. It is not 
often that he is mistaken, of course; but heis entirely mistaken now. 
These certificates do not issue to any man who 5 the right to 
purchase the land on which the improvements were made. They 
only issue in favor of those who had made improvements before the 
decision of the Supreme Court had been rendered deciding that the 
Government owned the land, and those improvements were after- 
ward found to be in the highway as laid out by these commissioners 
or on that of the premises that is permanently retained from 
sale. As to the 699.80 acres that are found to have been in possession 
of other parties under circumstances which gave them certain pos- 
sessory rights, there is not one single dollar of certificates issued for 
any improvement thereon, but the certificates are issued to those who 
had made improvements before, not those who have made them since, 
because all the improvements that have been made since the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court have been regarded just in the light that 
the Senator wants all these improvements regarded. He admits him- 
self that where a party has purchased in good faith believing he had 
a title, his improvements are protected even in his State. 

Mr. EDM S. I did not say that, Mr. President. 

Mr. McDONALD. You did not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. If the Senator is to quote me on a mat- 
ter of law, I wish he would quote me exactly as I stated it. Isay 
that in the State of Vermont and in a good many other States there 
is a provision that when a n has a recovery i him in an 
action of ejectment and he can show to the court that he purchased 


under a color of title and believing he had a good title, the extent 
that he has improved the land so that it is so much better for the 
owner than it was before shall be taken into the account in doing 
justice between them. That is a singular rule to apply to a case 
where these people now on these lands at the Hot prings, and to 
justify a provision that to all of those who were not in the streets 
the land is to be given for half its value, the improvements being al- 
ready theirs, on the Senator’s theory, or to be allowed forin the same 
way as those that are in the streets. And so you are to pay what he 
dalle the owner of the building but he is not; he is only a person who 
has an equity for an allowance—you are to pay the man who has that 
gpeg as it is called which is to be moved off or which in a good 
many of these cases the man himself moved right back on his lot and 
took his certificate as it is called, which is now to be turned into 
money. He moves his building back on to his lot; he has got his 
building, and his certificate, and his land, all three when bill 
passes; and that the Senator says is the spirit of the betterment 
act! 


Mr. MCDONALD. Though he has employed a good deal of circum- 
locution, I do not see that the Senator made it any plainer that 
the purchaser in good faith from one having color of title, or a pe 
son in possession of property in good faith under color of title, is to 
be protected in the improvements that he has made upon that prop- 
erty until the question of title is determined against him. 

I am perfectly willing that the Senator's statement and mine shall 
both be made, and if there is any difference between them in princi- 
ple—there is a good deal of difference in language—I cannot under- 
stand it. 

Now, Mr. President, the act under which these assessments were 
made expressly provided that the commissioners should not assess 
any improvements that were made after the decision of the Supreme 
Court. It was Hony the improvements that were made before the 
Supreme Court etermined this property to belong to the United 
States, and the valuation was made of just the ‘kind of property I 
have already stated; that is, improvements that were found to be in 
the streets or avenues as the commissioners finally laid off the town 
off Hot Springs, or that were upon the permanent reservation that 
the Government retained permanently to itself. That is just what 
they were, and nothing else. We supposed that it was certainly in 
contemplation that all such claims as were for property actually con- 
demned by the United States, Ly ad that had been put there by the 
parties in faith and before had any reason to suppose that 
the title they were improving under was not a good one, wonld be 
paid, The act under which these assessments were made did not 
make any particular een for this payment. It did, however, di- 
rect the A eb of the evidence of that debt or claim. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Will the Senator be kind enough to read the 
statute 

Mr. McDONALD. I have not got it before me, but it shall be 
read. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see exactly what it does say. 

Mr. McDONALD. The statute authorizing these assessments can 
be readily referred to. The simple question, therefore, is whether in 
closing up this matter of the Hot ra the Government will re- 
ceive its own certificates as a part of the purchase: price of 2 
that these . may purchase there; whether the amount w 
these commissioners, in the name of the Government, have said was 
the value of the Property condemned on account of its being either 
in the streets, alleys, and avenues, or ou the permanent reservation 
shall be received in making payment for that portion of the town of 
Hot Springs that it proposes to dispose of, either from the occupying 
elaimants in payment of whatever they shall be required to pay, or 
from the or entry by any other parties who may see proper 
to buy any lots outside of these claims. 

But another objection has been s to this as being rather 
too free a use of the public property, and that is in the thirteenth 
section : 
eee hee the Interior is hereby authorized to designate as many as 

Of course under this act he cannot designate any more than six. 
He may designate as many as six. I do not know whether it would 
be more definite if it was amended by saying not to exceed six.” I 
do not see any particular ambiguity in it as it stands now, and no 
latitude certainly beyond the six lots. 

‘Mr. EDMUNDS. bere ttm! Grohe pea Ag dent 

Mr. McDONALD. I should think they would, but I would ask the 
Senator if he was 3 these lots with authority to designate 
“as many as six,“ if he would designate any more than six? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would depend in my jud nt, if it was 
committed to me, u what the public interest and generosity and 
so forth required. It would be a perfectly clear authority in point of 
law to give as many as I liked, not less than six. 

Mr. McDONALD. My op n is that in following the construc- 
tion the Senator is ineli to give to this act, he would not give more 
than one lot. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should feel obliged to give at least six, because 
the law commands that. d 

Mr. McDONALD. No, you may give that many, but that does nôt 
oblige you to give the whole six. it would e it any more spe- 
cific in the estimation of the Senator to say “not exceeding six,” it is 
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very easy to insert that amendment. 
given for? 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to designate as many as 
six lots from the unawarded grounds on the Hot Springs reservation for the use 
of the common schools of the corporation of the town of Hot S 
school-houses, and the lots when so designated are hereby d 
common schools, and be controlled, and managed by the common-school 
officials of the district in which they may be located for such purposes only. 


As many as six lots for school sites. I understand this to mean not 
more than six. As many as six lots are to be designated in the town 
of Hot Springs; that is a town now which covers some twelve hun- 
dred acres of land. A little more than half of it is in the possession 
of these occupying claimants. The remainder the United States holds 
in absolute fee, has an entire right to, Whatever there is upon it of 
improvement or anything else belongs to the United States. 

ə bill authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to set apart certain 
lots which he may designate as sites for school-ho: not exceedin 
six. Six sites are to be set apart for school-houses in the town o: 
Hot Springs. There is no private man in the United States engaged 
in managing his own affairs who in laying off a town of that size 
would not 3 more lots than six for school purposes and think 
he was doin lf a benefit; yet it is carped at because it is pro- 
posed to authorize six sites for common schools in this town which 
covers twelve hundred and odd acres of ground. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very much a. to my friend for ang 
it is carped at. That may be his way of looking at it, but I hope 
shall not be disturbed at that measure of epithet. The Senator will 
pardon me if I ask, which I rose to do, how many sections of land are 
embraced in this Hot pe ea reservation that were decided to belong 

to the United States, altogether? 

Mr. McDONALD. Four sections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In a township I believe, there are thirty-six sec- 
tions generally, are there not? 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Always. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought I would put it “ generally,” because it 
might be thought “carping” if I said “always.” The State of Arkan- 
sas, when she came into the Union, had the sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections in each township granted to her for the use of schools, I pre- 


sume, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. She had the sixteenth anyhow. 

Mr. McDONALD. She had the sixteenth. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not the thirty-sixth? 

Mr. McDONALD. Not the thirty-sixth. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But by some subsequent act? 

Mr. McDONALD. No. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No matter; call it the sixteenth. 

Mr. McDONALD. In the newer Western States the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections have been granted. That was not done at the 
time Arkansas was admitted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think you will find that, and at rather a remote 
perigo; Arkansas has had liberal provision made; so that I hope the 
J ] ͥꝝö§17n 

to tect the pro people of the Uni or 
at least e it deus. if T inaano a little how it happens that 
this sort of provision is to be ein disposing of four sections of 
land that have been decided after great to the Government 
to belong to the people. It is true itis a small business, but when 


But what are these lots to be 


the business of ee Ape Treasury comes to be divided into small | of the 


ran it is necessary 
83 the same proportion. I do not say that this is part of that 


me leave to say that; but I must be allowed to 
he ought not really to i 


effect upon the le whose labor pays for everything of this kind 
is an pict roper e of dealing with the subject. I submit it to 


Mr. McDONALD. Ihave nothing to say to that, I do not think 
that the quantity of lands reserved in the State of Arkansas at the 
time of her admission into the Union for common schools or public 
schools has anything to do with this question atall. It was certainly 
not in contemplation when those reservations were made that the 
Government should reserve out perpetually from sale any part of 
these four sections. The four sections of land involved in this in- 
quiry and to be settled and disposed of by us here have accidentally 
come into this condition not from xo bing on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, for these lands could have been entered ; there is no doubt 
about that; they could have been purchased 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. At any time. 

Mr. McDONALD. ere was no reservation made. An accidental 
omission of a Government officer in reference to filing and recording 
the survey and location defeated these ies of their title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It defeated Rector’s entry. 

Mr. McDONALD. He was the principal claimant. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. He was the sole claimant, really. 

Mr. McDONALD. It defeated his title; and years after we come 
to consider what we shall do with this property upon which this 
valuable medicinal ye isfound. The sole center of attraction in 
all this thing is the hat the spring is there. We should be in a 
very small business indeed if we were engaged in legislating on the 
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subject of that mountain gorge if it was not for the spring that has 
been developed not by the United States but by the people who have 
congregated there for the purpose of enjoying the benefits of its 
waters and who have settled there and developed it. If it was not 
for that we should have nothing of this here at all. 

The United States has come to be the proprietor, for that is just 
its condition at 8 of these four sections, on which these remark- 
able springs are found, where the people have entered into the mount- 
ain gorges there and settled as best they could, have built up a little 
town and are struggling along to maintain themselves. When tha 
Government as the proprietor of these four sections comes to make 
some disposition of them, I do not think there is any wasteful ex- 
travagance on our part, representing the Government, in making 
some reasonable and suitable provision for school sites in that town, 
independent of the thirty-s section, or the sixteenth, or any other 
section that may have been granted to the State generally. that 
town, in that locality, I do not think itis very wasteful extravagance 
to make suitable provision for designating school-house sites out of 
these four sections of land. 

If there is any difficulty about the provision of this bill being am- 
biguous as to the number, it is very easy to correct that. I know of 
no one who is wore apt in using language for that purpose than my 
distingui friend from Vermont, and he is always ready to do it, 
too. it did seem to ine, when he was commenting upon this pro- 
vision as if it was leaving some wonderfully latitudinous discretion 
to the Secretary of the Interior, by which he might absorb almost 
the whole of this reservation in school-house sites or under pretense 
of school-house sites, that he certainly understood what the commit- 
tee meant clearly and distinctly; and if our meaning has not been 
couched in terms that could have prevented any quibble over it, it 
is easy to correct it. Therefore, when I said “carpe at,” I, of course, 
meant no personal disrespect to the Senator at all, but it did seem to 
me that in place of making the criticism he did upon the terms of the 
bill it would have been more in the line of his course here as a legis- 
lator to have su an amendment to the section referred to. 

Mr. President 
I do not think that the Government will be a loser on any principles 
of equity and justice if this bill shall become a law. Th 
who have settled there and have established their possessory ri 
are required to pay about $150 an acre for land that the Government 
a long time ago would have parted with for a dollar and a 8 
acre; and it would be very willing to part with it for a dollar and a 
quarter an acre to-day if if was not for the hot springs and the im- 
provements and the enhanced value that has been given to that prop- 
erty by its public development, in which the Government has taken 
no part except to assert its claim and gather in the control of the prop- 
erty. Now, having that control, it seems to me that it would more 
comport with the dignity of the Government to act with reasonable 
generosity toward those popis than to insist that they shall pay for 
all the enhanced value of the land to which they themselves have 
contributed so much. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the statute of 1877 read, if 
anybody can find it. 

. GARLAND. Here is the statute. Iwill hand it to the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator in charge of the bill could no doubt 
have read in a moment the provision about the certificates and what 
they amount to; though I think I have found it in the ninth section: 


Gt lund tha BOIDAE To eartttied to pecchegs, AMA TAO VEGIN 
character and the valuation fixed 


or persons whose 


all 
showing the value of said improve- 


That is the provision for the certificates. 

Mr. McDONALD. That, you see, provides for the issuance of cer- 
tificates for the condemned improvements separate from the others. 
One is a certificate entitling them to enter so much land at the ap- 
praised value; the other is a certificate for the value of the improve- 
ments that have been condemned as therein provided. Provision is 
made in the preceding section of the act for condemning property on 
the streets and avenues as laid off by the commissioners, and for con- 


demning that upon what is called the permanent reservation. 

Mr. ED S. This is what the law says: 

And it shall be the duty of said commissioners to issue a to each 
claimant setting forth the amount of land the holder is entitled to and 
the valuation fixed thereon and also showing the character and the fixed 


upon the improvements of said tract or parcel of land. 

If that does not mean and read that to every claimant who has any 
improvement upon the land Soor DODN there shall be a certificate 
which states the value and character of t improvement, then I 
confess that I am carpin ae quite unable to understand the 
English tongue, so ar to distinguished Senator from Indi- 
ana. Then it proceeds to add— 

And— 
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4 5 3 all hose improvements 
a or certificates to w. i are con- 
anad, on Taole TSONA, showing the velne of said improvements. 

So that as it reads there are two classes or kinds of certificates. 
How much they would differ when they came to be drawn up, I do 
not know; but every claimant, the statute says, is to have a certifi- 
cato of the valuation of his improvement upon the land that he claims 
distinct from a statement of the value of the land. Then it adds that 
every person whose improvement is condemned shall also have a cer- 
tificate as herein provi showing the valuation of the condemned 
improvements. e 1 reported by the committee appears to 
cover every ies of certificate of the value of improvements. 

Mr. McDONALD. There is just where the Senator is mi 
Section 10 of the substitute reported by the committee is as follows: 

That the certificates issued for condemned buildings by said commission be 
made receivable, &. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many are there of those? 

Mr. McDONALD. Just as many as there were buildings con- 
demned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I mean not only in quantity, in the number of 
the buildings, but in t of the total amount of money that the 
United States has got to pay for these certificates. That is what it 
comes to. 

Mr. GARLAND. Seventy-four thousand dollars, according to the 
report of the commissioners. 

r. McDONALD. The bill here deals with the certificates issued 
for the condemned buildings, and nothing else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course it is “ carping” to point it out, but any- 
body can see that the act of 1877, which professed to make an end of 
this 3 did not provide for paying anybody for these condemned 
8 admit that it would be open to Congress, as the Senator 
from Arkansas says, as it is to do anything in respect of disposing of 
the public Property, to make provision to pay for them. 

I am told that in a large number of these instances of what are 
called condemned buildings because they wanted to put streets 
where they were, and straighten them, &c., the condemned building 
was by the very man who professed to own it moved right back on 
to his claim, and he has a certificate for a building that he has got 
himself, or if it has been sold he has bought it off at a nominal price 
because his neighbors would not bid against him, or because it was 
not worth anything to anybody but him. If this be the fact, as I am 
told it is, Isay it is unjust to make the people of the United States 
pay that man in dollars for the improvement that he has still got 

imself, and has moved on to his property. I am sure the Senator 
from Indiana will agree with me about that. 

It is open to serious question how far we ought to go about that 
particular branch of this subject, saying nothing of the other con- 
siderations that have been named. I have been told,—I do not know 
that it is som hey that is my information,—that you have a certain 
hotel there ed the Arlington, I believe. I do not know the name 
of it, but some hotel there. 

95 — G. That is on ground that belongs to the United 
tes. 

Mr. MCDONALD. That is on the permanent reservation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, If Senators will only be good enough to hear me 
a minute, I will tell my story, I may have got the name of the hotel 
tog Aese I have been told that some hotel, by whatever name it 
may be called, or whomever it belongs to, under the authority of this 
act, or the supposed authority of this act, has been leased for ten years 
to persons who were the claimants of the hotel, who built it or bought 
it of somebody who did build it, at a nominal rent of a thousand 
dollars a year, and that these commissioners have also issued under 
the provision of the statute that has been referred to, to the same 
33 a certificate for, I think $30,000, or a very amount, per- 

ps $20,000. I think it was $30,000 I was told, certainly a very large 
amount. That was for condemning that hotel, and there it stan 
occupied by the very same men now under a lease for a thousand 
dollars, a nominal rent, and we are to give them the $20,000 or $30,000 
of condemned certificates, and they have got the property besides. 

I have been told of other instances, two or three, probably more, 
where in straightening a street, a frame-house would appraised at 
what it was supposed to have cost, $1,000 or $2,000, and condemned as 
they call it, a certificate issued stating this honse thus condemned 
must be taken out of this street, and is worth $1,500, or whatever the 
sum is. Then the proprietor of the house immediately buys it of the 
commissioners at public sale. I am not speaking of frauds, I am 
speaking of the actual transaction, no fraud about it. That is the 
way it goes. Thor put itup at auction to get the building out of the 
street. Who will bid? The neighbors do not want to bid against the 
proprietor, although he has got the certificate in his pocket, on the 
theoryof my friend from Indiana, which is worth just so many dollars. 
He bids $5, hitches a 78755 of oxen, or a couple, or a dozen, as the case 
may be, to the side of the building, and andes it back to the rectified 
poe ee aad bill passes; he has got the money, the building, and 
eve g else, 

I know this is really “ carping,” when you take a patriotic, and lib- 
eral, and generous view of the business, but at the same time I am not 
able to see that it is quite just to tax the people to accomplish that 
sort of Sees know how perfectly useless it is to talk about such 
a bill from this one consideration, that it is coming of late apparently 


to be impossible that anything shall be finally decided and dis 
5 g 


posed 
of by the Congress of the United States. We establish a Court of 
Jaims and provide that everybody falling within a certain range of 
claimants may sue the United States there, just as they could sue an 
individual in the courts. Men do it, and they get beaten, as individ- 
uals sometimes will when they have private suits. The next step is 
to appear in the Senate of the United States or in the House of Rep- 
resentatives and proceed to ask us (and we are almost always eager 
and willing to do it) to retry, either on the old evidence or the new, 
either upon the law or the fact or both, that case, and decide it in 
favor of the claimant. If we happen to retry it, as we frequently do, 
and decide it against him, do you ray 4 Spee that isthe end of it? Not 
by any means. He will only wait for another Congress or another 
session, when the personnel of the Senate or the House of Represent- 
atives is changed a little and people have forgotten that it has been 
once or twice decided already, and it comes again. The same with 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States and a thou- 
sand times more than with our own decisions, made with a full un- 
derstanding of the whole case and as the great tribunal of the people, 
standing perfectly impartial. A decision is made in another Congress. 
We are urged, and I think with great respect that we do it too fre- 
quently, to open the whole thing, begin anew, raise new 8 make 
new dispositions; and when that is about to be accomplished some- 
body who is dissatisfied or wishes to gain more or give less appeals 
to us again and it is again here. Now, that is this case. 

The act of 1877 did provide confessedly for a complete disposition 
of this subject, and that disposition in substance was this: The prop- 
erty belonging to the United States, and there being conflictin, 
claimants against each other, one claiming under one title that turn 
out to be bad, and another under another that turned out to be bad, 
the United States owning it all, still these conflicting claimants should 
have their conflicts adjusted by commissioners of the United States, 
and they should be allowed to purchase at a fair valuation the prop- 
erty that they had occupied. When I used the term “squatter” I 
did not use it in any offensive sense. I use it in the great democratic 
sense of “squatter sovereignty,” that was so Se oer: in this country 
at one time, and it is no offense to anybody that I know of. The 
occupant is to purchase it. That law is considered; it is discussed ; 
it is investigated, the whole subject, by the Committee on Public 
Lands, I think if was, of this body, the very same committee that 
makes this report, and after due criticism and investigation and dis- 
cussion it is passed into a law. It There is not quite time 
enough for these commissioners within the first limit of the law to 
accomplish this quasi-judicial duty. The time is extended. At last 
they have accomplished it, and as the committee report, they have 
accomplished it as well as anybody could expect, justly and fairly on 
the whole, making errors no doubt as we do, as we may now, as the 
courts do, but they have done it. 

The next step is exactly what I have been trying to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to as an unwise thing. The next step is to come 

in, to open the subject for further litigation in one instance, and 
en to change the whole basis of the act of 1877 in t of what 
is called the equity of these occupants. It may be if this had been 
a case de novo I should have been quite willing to give these lands to 
those gentlemen who occupy them, at half their value; but we have 
once considered it completely, and have determined deliberately that 
this disposition should be made, and it has been made. Rights have 
become settled and fixed ; undoubtedly changes of ownership in the 
mean time would go on in the community ; and yet for the benefit of 
somebody or ev: y, as the case may be, (probably it will not work 
very equally at that now,) all this thing is to be changed, and half 
thé valuation is to be taken. 

Mr. President, I am sorry that I cannot see my way clear to do that 
thing. The sooner the Senate of the United States takes up the no- 
tion that it is not to be a bony in the nature of a permanent commit- 
tee of safety to whom every tisfied person whose case has been 
decided once, twice, or thrice is to come again, making it our duty to 
open and continue to try over and over again the subjects that we 
have once impartially disposed of, the sooner a t public benefit 
will result to the Government of this country, I think, in a great many 
ways. 

My duty is done, Mr. President. I will not waste your time and 
that of the Senate, who are impatient, to look closely at some of the 
details of this bill. As I say, my duty abont it is done. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I do not profess to be familiar with 
the terms either of the bill as it pama the House or of the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Public Lands which is now before the 
Senate. The Senator from Vermont has referred to a case of which 
I have some familiar knowledge, as exhibiting a great ou as his 
language might be interpreted to mean, upon the United States. 
That is the case of the Arlington Hotel, at which, when an invalid, I 
had the pleasure and benefit of staying for nearly a month. The ` 
great ip that the United States and the t wrong that these 
men get the advantage of lies just in the =F e faet that they built 
an expensive, commodious, and elegant hotel at an expense, there 
said, and I should so judge from its size and conveniences, of $75,000. 
Without any disrespect to the previous accommodations, it may be 
said to have been the first hotel of what is called a first-class character 
that was erected there. 

When the title was adjudged to belong to the United States, these 
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men found themselves without any property. Their hotel wason land 


that belonged confessedly to the United States. Of course they made 
no resistance, and could make none. When we were passing a bill to 
settle that portion of the domain that lay outside of the permanent 
reservation for this hotel is on the permanent reservation, which the 
United States is never going to part with, and very p ‘ly—the ques- 
tion remained whether this should be an absolute, a heartless, and a 
cruel confiscation, and a t inconvenience beside tothe public. We 
eed then, the Senator from Vermont growling a little over it, that 
ese men might actually occupy an acre of ground in the heart of the 


Ozark Mo ins, in Arkansas, at the cheap rate of $1,000a year ground 
rent. I should like to know where in many Southern, or Western, or 
Eastern States an acre of ground is worth a thousand dollars a year 


ground rent outside of a large city. Yet all the United States had to 
ive these men was the simple acre of pna more or less, and I 
lieve less, that they are occupying with tha hotel and its appur- 
tenances; and the United States, as I said, rather grudgingly told 
them, “ You can only have it at that rate for ten years,” and then the 
hotel, whieh cost double or treble when prices were higher what it 
might be built for now, is to be theirs no longer. 
.MCDONALD. We have the right to terminate the lease at any 
time. 

Mr. BLAINE. We have the right, but there was an implied prom- 
ise that they should oceupy it for ten years, and the United States is 
usuall 8 5 faithful in 8 g those promises. 

Mr. io NALD. The law expressly provides that the lease may 
be determined at any time. 

Mr. BLAINE. That I say is the implication, and that implication 
is 705. to them. 

. EDMUNDS. How does the Senator get the implication? 

Mr. BLAINE. That they might pay a thousand dollars a year. Ten 

51 was the utmost put in as a limit beyond which the Government 
id not go at all. I believe there is an absolute dispossession to take 
place at the end of ten years. Am I not right? 

Mr. MCDONALD. Yes, sir; the lease terminates absolutely in ten 


years. 

Mr. BLAINE. It absolutely terminates in ten years, and may be 
terminated to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it may be terminated to-morrow; but the Sen- 
ator 5 15 there is an implication that it may not be. 

Mr. BLAINE. Oh, well, when the United States gives a limit of 
ten years of that kind, even reserving the power, it is a power which 
I repeat is not often exercised until the ten years are up. I think 
3 the Senator from Vermont might be willing to exercise it, 

ut I do not think he would find many with him. ‘ore, these 
men hold it for ten years and are entitled to it for ten years by equity, 
whether by law or not. 

The Senator from Vermont presents it as an extrao’ 
that when the United States shall turn those men out, neck and 
and take the property which cost them yy which it is worth, I 
understand from the Senator from Arkansas, $28, allowed 
for damages, in equity or under the betterment law, as we say down 
in Maine. That is an extraordinary outrage! 

I do not know whether this bill is a wise mode of settling the case 
or not. 1 ga not know as = 3 8 vote for it. 5 hen I 
came bac m a tarrying of a mon ere I was very strongly per- 
suaded that the best mode of settling the Hot Springs controversy 
that could possibly be adopted was what I shall state, if the Senate 
will indulge me for a moment. The United States there own four sec- 
tions of land, twenty-five hundred and sixty acres. The title was 
decided to vest in them. It isa very remarkable sop It is in the 
heart, as I said 3 of 3 Ozark eee IE DAs Ioas very 
extraordinary springs upon it, springs w are beneficial to a larger 
class of human ailments than iay ts any other gs in the wide 
world, and in the opinion of many competent cal men, both of 
Europe and America, the most valuable songs for medical treatment 
to be found e ere in the world. The United States, I think, have 
wisely resolved that the title to those springs shall always remain in 

ment. I believe it would have been a wise thing never to 
have parted with, I believe it would be a wise thing not now to part 
with, a solitary inch of the land there, but let those who come in and 
those who are now holding by possessory, or squatter, or equitable 
right, or what not, pay a permanent ground rent, and we should de- 
rive from that an annual revenue for the improvement and beautify- 
ing and upbuilding of that great sanitariam. What would n 
come by way of revenue from that source would go a great ile 
su that to the honorable Senator from Vermont, whose legal 
opinions we are all glad to follow. He may now forget it, but he told 
me, and I then ceased to agitate the question, that he did not see ex- 
“rave how that could be done, that the United States should be the 
landlord to a lot of d-renters. But asthe United States owned 
the entire four sections of land, I did not, in my unsophisticated 
horse-sense view of things, see any difficulty in letting permanent 
leases, for nine hundred and ninety-nine years, if you choose, be given 
to men on a Cpe rent. The equitable value of that mode of ad- 
justment would have been that it would not have affected injuriously 
any present holder, it would not have oppressed any man, and the 
ground rent, even at a very low percen upon the absolute value 
of the property, its salable value, would have made a very consider- 
able revenue, and one continually from year to year increasing. 


case 
ls, 


I do not think the United States ont of a great beneficial institution 
to so many as that would prove, ought to seek to make money, nor 
do I think at the same time that the United States ought to be called 

m to pay money to yet a watering-place in any way; but let 

e one wash the other, as we say in country phrase; let the 
property secure its own revenue ; and let that revenue be judicious! 
expended from year to year in the necessary roads and bridges aa 
se and mountain paths and what not that might be required 
there; in the improvement of free baths for anybody who might 
choose to use them. I think very great good would have come out of 
it, and I think now that would have been a much easier settlement 
and one much more easily made by every person who holds there 
under color of title. 

While I was at the springs, I will say here parenthetically, I think 
I talked with a hun persons who are interested, ibly more; I 
talked to large crowds of men who came tosee me aboutit; and I didnot 
hear one person, from the claimant to the smallest claimant, 
white or colored, 1 that that would not be to them a God's bless- 
ing; that they could take that land and hold it for a small ground- 
rental, 3 per cent. if you choose, upon its estimated value, or 2 per 
cent. Three per cent. would not have proved oppressive, for it would 
have continued increasing in value, and the revenue would have been 
no oppression whatever to the holder ; the revenue would have been 
a very valuable income for a purpose which I do not see now any 
mode that is to be provided for except to rent it to individual enter- 
pene The trouble about individual enterprise is that the United 

‘tates has 888 5 resolved not to part with the title in the springs. 
I presume the United States can put those springs up at auction and 
get $1,000,000 to-morrow for them; I presume more. I am told that 
one of the claimants to this suit, when it was decided in favor of the 
United States, had a standing from parties who had largely been 
interested in 1 on cash for the property if 
his title was verified by the Supreme Court. But the tithe has gone 
into the United States; and if the United States shall now simply sit 
down and make no provision and do nothing toward the improve- 
ment of that t and valuable pro) , and will not sell the prop- 
erty which individual capital would so soon take up and so ra idly 
improve, I think its great value is about half sacrificed, and I thi 
the settlement we are making here to-day is having no re; what- 
ever to the great object in which the whole people of the United 
E designed to be an easy 

is is an easy mode, or e desi an mode, b 

orf meet ve equity, if I may use that phrase, of adjusting the 3 
of the individual settlers there; but bill, I am sure, does not go 
far enough, and does not take within its scope and object that which 
is of far ter consequence and far greater and more outreaching 
value tot Pita than the mere settlement of the rights of the squat- 
ters. Iw rather give it to them, if something cannot be done that 
will tend to improve and make accessible, on an easy and free basis 
to the people of the United States, the great value of those waters. 

Mr. GARLAN D. Mr. President, as the objections by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] go to the entire bill and every 
feature of it, I might just as well say now all that I expect to sayin 
regard to this measure or any measure pertaining to t object, for 
if we pass through his objections there will not be much difficulty in 
the way of settling upon the bill in some shape or other. 

I will begin where the Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] left off. 
The bill before the Senate does not contain anything but fixing the 
titles to the lots at Hot Springs in individuals. The act of the 3d of 
March, 1877, the perfection and the completion of which act this bill 
now seeks to effect, had that object in view. The question of the 
improvement of the permanent reservation and the giving of the 
water to the public in the best possible shape is not now before the 
Congress, and cannot be, in virtue of the act of 1877, until these pri- 
vate claims are determined in some way. 

That the Senate may understand me, I repeat that the question as 
to what the Government will do with the reservation upon which are 
all of the hot springs is not before Congress, and cannot be at this 
time, for until the Government settles the title to the outer part of 
the property in individuals, she is in no attitude to say just exactly 
what is the value of what she has there, where it lies, its compass, its 
length, its breadth, and its depth, if you please. What the Govern- 
ment will do with that will be no particular concern to me, any 
further than what it may do with the navy-yard at Brooklyn, or the 
fort at or any other piece of public property in any other 
State. The immediate question at hand is what shall we do now to 
perfect and carry into execution the objects of the act of 1877. 

Going backward instead of forward, let me commence with the Ar- 
lington Hotel 1 and I wish Senators to pay attention to this 
particularly. I could disregard very well, and so could the commit- 
tee, all the talk upon this subject because there is nothing before the 
Senate in a legal or parliamentary shape aboutit. The report of the 
commissioners, which is elaborate, does not make any mention spe- 
cifically of that subject, and all the trouble abont that in the mind 
of the Senator from Vermont, comes from the“ They Say,” which is 
notoriously the bi t liar the world ever heard of. I will venture 
the assertion that he has not got the statement of any responsible 
man upon that subject. Who it is or where it is he does not state, 
but he says he has heard somewhere, in the air orround about Wash- 
ington City, or somewhere else, something of the sort. 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1671 


The law of 1878 directed the lease of this Arlington property, and 
not merely the Arlington property but other property there, with this 
proviso: 

That said leases shall in no way prejudice am right that any person or 
sons may have poe. ytd under the act 8 and 9 to any int 
provements on said ground. 

That is the express proviso in the act that makes the lease for the 
Arlington property and these other properties. R & Co. were the 
lessees of this 1 nd and they have a certificate for twenty-odd 
thousand dollars, for the was condemned, because it was 
standing right over a hot-water sprimi aaa therefore in the reserva- 
tion. y are entitled toit, because the law says that the lease shall 
not affect their right to the condemned property or the improvements 
upon it. This lease is within your grasp now; you can tear it to 

ieces; you can destroy it, if you please. As the Senator from Maine 

as well said, it is only the sum of $1,000 a year. But not only the 
Arlington Hotel but other property is mentioned here. 

The commissioners make no report of that fact. Why? Because 
they recognized the force of the law which declared that these people 
were entitled to this condemned property, the certificate for which 
they hold, just as much as I am entitled to my property a mile anda 
half further off. So the Senator from Vermont is making a shadow 
and fighting it. That is the law which stands in the face of these 
men, and they are just as much entitled to the amount of that cer- 
tificate as any one else who has 5 of the Government. 

I want, as my colleague does, to be perfectly fair about this matter. 
We have had trouble enough with it. If the Senate can fix it any 
better, I say amen. If any one now has any doubt about the Arling- 
ton property, I wish to know it before I e further, for I 
have no more to say on this proposition ter I get through with the 
remarks that I am now g. 

The Senator from Vermont also found a ghost in reference to the 
certificates of appraisement for pao air aoa the certificates generally 
for condemned property. I will explain to the Senate how that is 
upon the face of the report of the commissioners. After stating that 
they had the property surveyed and laid off and a map of it made, 
the commissioners say : 
showing the several claims as meets as —— 


ori y made by the claimants. These claims were imperfecti: 

tions, and the plats filed with them were inaccurately drawn in many instances, 
ab with t ty to enable the commission by the aid of personal 
tion, by surveys, and by testimony, to fix their true location upon the ground. 

It was im ble to put these Goole caption sarii yee 

The number of cates issued for the right to purchase land is six hundred 
and forty-seven. certificates have been issued from books ded for that 


These 
urpose with stubs, upon which, in addition to the substance of the matter con- 
Rined in the Sarl Gena, ib A TOCADA TOUN tive AATA Oc bas agent or attorney. 
Each certificate of the appraised n ays that the person 
holding the certificate has preference to buy at the appraised value, 
and here is a list appended of those. Keep those separated from the 
other certificates. This is a certificate which a man holds to a par- 
ticular lot; he presents it to the land officer to show that he is enti- 
tled to buy it at that price. That is all there is of it; so there is no 
Jack-in-the-lantern in that. Now we come to the other certificate: 
Pie number of certificates for condemned buildings is one hundred and seventy- 
Om 


That is separate now from the appraised certificates, you see 
And the amount covered by them is the sum of $74,696. 


There is the list of those on pages 14 and 15 of the report. The 
certificate for this condemned property under the act of the 3d of 
March, 1877, is based upon that construction of the statute, it has 
been read already, that the commissioners should condemn this prop- 
aiy and haveit removed from the reservation and fix a value thereon, 
and give the party owning the n a certificate therefor, The 
commissioners say they have done that, and they have a stub to each 
of these certificates upon their books and a receipt from the person 
to whom issued, his agent or attorney. There the law of 1877 stops. 
Tell me what that valuation was had for? Tell me what that cer- 
tificate was given for! Was it to make thumb-papers out of by those 
who held them? Was it to make paper to plaster their walls with? 
It was given for the pu some day or other, of the United States 
in a general settlement, taking them up at their face value. 

7 OOD. What has become of the property, the buildings? 

Mr. GARLAND. The commissioners make no report of what has 
become of the pro condemned. 

Mr. McDON ` ey were authorized to sellit at public auction. 

Mr. GARLAND. They were authorized, of course, to sell it, but 
what has been done I do not know any more than the Senator from 
Vermont, who has heard certain reports about it. I am now arguin 
the law of the case upon the facts as made public to the Senate aa 
to the world by the commissioners in their report. 

I hope the Senate has noted carefully the distinction between the 
two sets of certificates. That is the important point. The act of the 
3d of March, 1877, ee when it says the commissioners shall issue a 
certificate, evidently the Senators and Members meaning that further 
70 e would have to be passed by Congress to settle this matter. 
It leaves the door open for further legislation, because that act does 
not say what shall be done with those certificates, 

Now we come to this bill, and here we pro what shall be done 
in our judgment and in the judgment of the Committee on Public 
Lands. Keep in your minds that is an obligation upon the Gov- 


ernment. She has got to meet it some time or she has got to repu- 
diate it. Which shall she do? If she pays it, what is the difference 
between paying it now, by kaso these persons take it up in these 
lands, or after awhile? It is simply swapping from the left hand to 
the right, and from the right hand back to the left. The simple prop- 
osition presented by the bill is whether those who hold $74,000 in 
certificates may enter land with them, so that we shall not have to 
make any appropriation hereafter to take them up. 

The commissioners’ report makes no statement as to these persons 
taking the houses off the land by oxen, or steers, or something else, 
and selling the same e and buying it back, and all that ri 
role that somehow or other found its way into the head of the Sena- 
tor from Vermont. It would be im ible in the nature of things to 
provide for issuing warrants or certificates of this sort without poy 
ing a chance to some one to take advan of the market for them, 
to profit by them, perhaps at the loss of others. That has been the 
case under the acts of Congress allowing the issue of soldiers’ boun: 
warrants and under all acts permitting scrip or warrants of any ki 
to be issued. Notwithstanding all the talk in that regard, I have had 
nothing laid before me, and I am satisfied the committee has not in 
any tangible way, to show that any n has profited by fraud or 
otherwise in reference to certificates issued in good faith. Now, will 
Congress leave them open to be paid hereafter, or pay them now by 
allowing them to be a set-off in the hands of persons who may enter 
these lands with them? I think the latter is the most correct and 
the least expensive way of settling the transaction. 

I wish the Senate to keep in mind always the difference between 
the two sets of certificates, one for the appraisement of land, upon 
which the persons have the preference in the right to purchase ; and 
the other the certificates for condemned property which the Govern- 
ment contemplated in 1 the act of March 3, 1877, to pay at some 
time. That is all there is of that, 

The next point to be considered is the propriety of allowing a re- 
view in some form to persons who consider themselves aggrieved by 
the finding of the board of commissioners. I was not in the Senate 
when theactof March 3, 1877, was passed, but taking itfor granted that 
it is true, as the Senator from Vermont says is the meaning of the act, 
that it was intended to be a finality, yet we see by the very face of the 
actitself that it is not a finality. A board of commissioners go down to 
exercise the functions of judges, the functions of a court, to decide 
questions of law and fact; that is, the question of law as to the pos- 
sessory right under this gratuity of the act of the 3d of March, 1877, 
which must be established of course upon fact. These commissioners 
take the testimony and they adjudicate. Some persons say “ we are 

ieved with the finding; itis wrong in this particular case.” The 
bill says, “ Very well, you may go into the Court of Claims with a cer- 
tiorari upon very record, and if there is error established the 
finding all be set aside; if there is no error found, it is to be perma- 
nent. 

This had to be so because the records have been brought from Hot 
Springs and are now deposited in the Interior Department and the 
commission is out of office. There is no ap allowed from the 
Court of Claims. They are here at the seat of Government, just ex- 
actly where the records are. It is a direct proceeding; no witnesses 
are brought here, no person but the parties. The United States has 
its day in court, if it wants to make any objection to any contest, 
and the n then becomes a pure question of law upon the facts 
revealed by these records. Is this finding correct? That under the 
bill is circumscribed within a certain time. In the mean while as to 
the other lots the law is enforced by the Interior Department; the 
land offices go forward and enforce it and permit citizens to purchase, 
and thus close up this business. Now, where is the t damage, 
where is the great evil to result to the Government from it? It is 
very questionable under this form of government of ours whether 
any board of commissioners should be clothed with absolute power, 
without some authority somewhere to review their findings upon 
such important matters. 

Mr. K OOD. Is there any question in the Senator’s mind as 
to whether unless we disturb their finding it can be disturbed other- 
wise, or will it be final? Suppose we do not disturb their finding ? 

Mr. GARLAND. That the Senator from lowa may understand me I 
will state that whenever Congress washes its hands of this matter, and 
the Department washes its hands, and these lands, or lots, or blocks 
go into the possession of any persons under certificates or patents, 
the courts are open, as they should be in any other case of a patent, 
for inquiry as to fraud, mistake, or anything of that sort. This pro- 
ceeding, if the Senator from Iowa will consider for a moment, does 
not go to thatextent. It simply asks for a review upon the very rec- 
ord itself, and nothing more, to see whether or not the three commis- 
sioners have decided properly upon the state of the facts in reaching 
what is known and recognized as a right of occupancy under the act 
of 1877. The delay will not exceed ninety days, and we are informed 
that it will not probably exceed twenty or twenty-one cases. Some 
of the parties desire to have these findingsopened. It is a small right 
to be accorded to them. The right of appeal is a very dear one, espe- 
cially to all practicing lawyers, in this country. This bill cuts all of 
us ont of it asa matter of course, because it is in the Court of Claims, 
and we are not permitted to practice there. 2 

Now, let me say a word as to the situation of the parties upon this 
property. There is a great error existing in the minds of many people 
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in reference to that, which I wish to remove now if I can, so far as 
the Senate is concerned. The Senator from Vermont used and some- 
what indiscriminately at times the word “trespassers,” and at other 
times the word “ squat There is neither trespasser nor squat- 
ter on the Hot Springs reservation, and that is what I wish now to 
make clear, if I can, to the mind of the Senate. John C. Hale pro- 
pounded a claim to the quarter-section upon which the Hot Springs 
are located, based upon the pre-emption act of 1814, before the register 
and receiver of the proper land office, and after taking his proof they 
divided, one deciding that Hale had made ont his pre-emption claim 
and the other deciding that he had not, The heirs of Belding pro- 
pounded their claim to the property under the pre-emption act of 1830, 
as amended by the act of 1832. The Belding heirs received a certifi- 
cate of entry under the order and direction of A. H. H. Stuart, when 
he was Secretary of the Interior, Rector was asserting his claim 
under the act of February 17, 1815, to a little more land than one 
hundred and sixty acres, that is two hundred arpents, which was one 
hundred and seventy acres, and which went beyond the boundary of 
the quarter section of Hale when it was surveyed. Under the laws 
of Arkan certificates of entry are made the foundation of actions 
in court. You may eject spon them, and you may maintain your pos- 
sessory right upon them. The statute of Arkansas in 1853 extended 
the same benefit to the New Madrid certificate, one of which Rector 
had in his pocket. 

These three claimants were contending for this property under 
these general acts that I have stated, for over twenty years in the 
Departments andin the courts. A trespasser or a squatter is one who 

upon lands without any title or any color of title. All three of 
Thess persons had as good color of title as color of title can be made, 
because when you go beyond the mere boundary line of color of title 
you come to title itself. A color of title is simply a title apparently 
good upon its face but which when examined is not a title. That is 
all the legal definition there is of color of title. 

Gaines maintained actions of ejectment upon his certificate and 
they were affirmed by the Supreme Court. Rector maintained actions 
and they were sustained by the courts. And yet it would be a most 
cruel abuse of language to say that these men were trespassers or 
that they were squatters upon the public domain, because as far back 
as the case of Carroll vs. Safford, in 3 Howard, afterward affirmed 
in Witherspoon vs. Duncan, 4 Wallace, and again reaffirmed in the 
case of Stark vs. Starrs, in 6 Wallace, it was held that, although the 
patent had never issued the right to a patent once vested is equivalent 
to it as the Government dealing with the publiclands. The 
patent never issued; the case was not as one of individual pro 
erty; and yet the Senator from Vermont talks about these peop 
2 trespassers or squatters! In the celebrated case that came from 
California of Whitney vs. Frisbie, Judge Miller went very far in turn- 
ing the law from the old construction of the Departments and courts 
as to pre-emption. He went so far as to say that where a man held a 
certificate of entry or purchase he was not a trespasser or a squatter 
in any sense of the word. 

Now, what does all this teach? That the Government of the United 
States stood by for twenty years and saw this going on, and never 
inte to stop it until by the act of 1870 she agreed to put her- 
self in the Court of Claims to contest the right to this property. 
During this time no less a person than Reverdy Johnson gave two 

inions as Attorney-Gen that Rector was entitled to a patent for 

is land; and at last when it was rejected by the court it was 8 gr 
a worse than technicality, that the recorder of land titles failed to 
note and record his survey, as my coll e has stated—a doctrine 
that a party loses his rights when he has done all he can or should do 
under the law, because some mere ministerial officer fails to do his 
duty—a doctrine never before known or enforced in a court of equity 
from Lord Bacon to Judge Bartlett in Arkansas, 

The Senator from Vermont, who is versed in the legal lore of the 
country and the proceedings of the Departments, says that Rector 
and these men were squatters. No less a man than A. H. H. Stuart 
ordered a certificate of entry for Gaines, representative of the Beld- 
ing heirs. Pending this litigation Gaines, Rector, and Hale agreed 
among themselyes to a kind of partition of the property that each 
could hold undisturbed by the other, and during the holding of these 
thirds, if I may so call them, many persons rented, some from Hale, 
some from Gaines, and some from Rector. The persons so holding 
as renters sometimes would not eas their rent, and proceedings to 
put them out N and there were actions for forcibie entry 
and detainer. ere there was a recovery the cases were carried to 
the supreme court of Arkansas,and it decided every time that the 
persons who had given these leases were entitled to do that; and yet 
the landlords were trespassers and squatters, according to the Senator 
from Vermont! 

When the decision was made by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in 2 Otto, which was delivered in the spring of 1876, the Supreme 
Court held that because neither of these three claimants had ever yet 
perfected his entry and pending the prosecution of those equities the 
act of the 20th of April, 1832, came in, which was a reservation and 
cut them all off from ecting them, and that made the pro y 
vest in the United States; but all this time we stood by and saw these 
persons there on these lands in that condition, upon which children 
and children’s children had been born and raised, and the Govern- 
ment never took it upon herself to eject them or put them out. Even 


after the decision of the Supreme Court in 1876 she did not put them 
2d, 4 she kindly took them by the hand by the act of Lr, and 
said, “ We will recognize you here; as you know, we have permitted 
you to stay here, and stay here under color of title, and now we will 
ve you equity,” and that is the equity that this commission was sent 
own to re hes Sir and to determine. 

Before the board these parties and all persons who had improve- 
ments there, thinking that they came within the purview of the act, 
3 and presented their claims, and they were adjudicated. 

ere is the list of the adjudications, the prices and all affixed. The 
sole question, the Senate will bear in mind, under the act of 1877, 
was whether any person had the right of occupancy previous to the 
decision of the Supreme Court and up to it; but no one should come 
in after that decision, which was delivered in the spring of 1876. 

The commissioners have found; they have adjudicated; certain per- 
sons want their adjudications reviewed and all want what is con- 
tained in the other sections of the bill—that is,a reduction of the 
assessments. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Can the Senator say how many persons desire 
to have a rehearing; how numerous they are? 

Mr.GARLAND. I have stated that my information and that of my 
colleague is that there are not exceeding twenty or twenty-one who 
desire a review as provided here, - 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Will the Senator answer me another question, 
whether in case a review was allowed, that fact would probably in- 
duce others, who are now, perhaps, reasonably well satisfied, to ask 
for a review ? 

Mr. GARLAND. I would answer the Senator very cheerfully, but 
I have no information on that subject at all, and I suppose if this 
bill were kept here for the next three months we should not get any 
more information on that point than we have at present. 

These few want a review; all of them desire a reduction of the 
assessment which brings me now to the other feature of this bill. 

There is no charge that the commission assessed this property in an 
exorbitant manner or for an exorbitant sum in itself. What I mean 
by that is, that I take it for granted from all the information we have 
that every piece of property they have assessed is worth the amount 
assessed upon it. That is true; and I have no doubt that if that 
pro were put up at public auction the great majority of it would 
go ar beyond the- assessment put upon it by the commissioners. 

eir assessments range from one thousand seven hundred and odd 
dollars down as low as $10 per lot, averaging, as the Senator from 
Indiana has shown, $318 an acre, to one-half of which we propose to 
reduce the price. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Is the Senator very much interested in re- 
taiog toe portions of the bill which allow areview ? 

Mr. . Iintend to say a word upon that before I finish. 

2 J of Illinois. Ithink there can be no objection to the rest 
of the bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. I will answer that a little further on. 

Mr, DAVIS, of Illinois. Isimply throw out that suggestion, so that 
if the bill passes over until to-morrow it can be conside 

Mr. GARLAND. I have intended to allude to that before I finish, 
but I have my attention directed to another matter now. I will al- 
lude to that point before I conclude. 

It is true that this property is worth more than it has been assessed 
at. I am speaking now in the market sense of the word. But look- 
ing at the act of 1877, and looking at all the circumstances connected 
with this case which I have attempted to detail here, can any one say 
that the Government intends to make money out of the occupants of 
these lands whose rights she has already recognized by the passage 
of the act of 1877 and recognized by acquiescence for nearly as long 
a time as I have lived in this world? She found the occupants there 
ou the ground and she dealt with them thus kindly. The occupants 
have held that property, as the report of the committee says, under 
adverse circumstances for several years past, receiving but nominal, 
if any, profits from it. 

There have been several terrible devastating fires there, as has been 
made known by petitions which have come before the Senate hereto- 
fore. These have in many instances ci away everything maoy of 
them had. One bundred and fifty-nine dollars an acre for ground is 
more than the United States ever received before, especially when she’ 
starts the public domain at a dollar and a quarter an acre. She sold 
this property at a dollar and a quarter an acre to Gaines. She sold it 
for a tract of land injured by earthquake in 1815 to Rector; he got it 
through his assignor, Lan 100 Now she is to get, if these assessments 
are . as pro , $159 per acre. What is the theory upon which 
that is based? The assessments are over 8300 an acre. What is the 
theory upon which they are reduced? It is this: Out of accommo- 
dation tothe occupants the United States has sent these commissioners 
there to appraise this land; they were to deal with the occupants as 
honestly and fairly and sympathetically as could be done. The Gov- 
ernment said “ Very well; we have expended and shall expend in all 
$100,000 or $200 to enforce our rights in this reservation, but we 
must not take that money out of the general Treasury; we shall take 
it out of you.” If the Government is made whole in this respect, I 
think she ought not in conscience to ask any more. The reduced as- 
sessments proposed in this bill, 50 pe cent., leave a surplus, including 
the receipts of the receiver and the money from other sources that 
she gets there, of from two to three thousand dollars in the Treasury, 
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not counting the value of her own 2 that she has there, which 
added to that surplus would leave her under any state of the case six 
or seven thousand dollars clear profit. I prefer, as my coll e did, 
and as the Committee un Pane e id, | a there 3 — bea 
surplus; and there are a few little fragments of expense yet to come 
in, which have not been counted, but the whole of them will not 
ag te over 81, 000 or $1,200. 

hat is the theory on which the assessments go. The value at- 


tached to this property these people have made themselves by their 
own improvements upon it; and while it is a1 thing financially 
to those ple, many of whom had been born to believe they had as 


good right to that property as I have to the coat on my person now, 
it is a mere pittance to the Government. Nobody is taxed to pay it; 
no person losesacent. The argument I have heard from the Senator 
from Vermont on that point amounts to nothing. Not a citizen of the 
United States loses a cent by this; and the Government has several 
thousand dollars lus from the property after giving these persons 
this little benefit which the bill proposes. 

The House bill cuts the price down to $10 a lot. In fairness and 
justice I thought that was improper. Although I would be very glad 
to see the Government donate the property to these ee did 
not think it proper and fair that the Government should be the loser 
* in the operation, and if she comes out whole upon the transaction, I 
do not think in fairness and justice any person can complain. It is 
an important matter to these people; it is a mere drop in the bucket 
to the Government. 

The Senator from Vermont finds another great difficulty in the 
way. He thinks that the General Government should receive benefits 
from all its lands. This bill does not ask Co to give any lands 
to the State of Arkansas. There is no claim of that sort. The State 
of Arkansas is not asking for it; but citizens of Arkansas come and 
ask you for this favor or gratuity, if you call it so, and many of these 
citizens are persons from the various States of the Union—New York, 
New Jersey, Massachusetts, and elsewhere. Hot Springs is now the 
most cosmopolitan town in the world for its size. I ask the Senate 
in all sincerity and in all conscience if this is exorbitant, if this is an 
outrage either upon justice or fairness when you are trying to deal 
out equity to these people? 

Now, as to the question asked me by the Senator from Illinois. 
Recognizing in the terms of the act of 1877 that there was a disposi- 
tion to make the proceeding final as near as possible, (although as I 
stated before I was not in the Senate when that was passed,) and recog- 
nang a fact outside of that action, which is as old as the law can 
possibly be, that itis to the public benefit that there should be an end 
of litigation, I have more reason ey than any other man in 
public life to desire that there should be an end to this litigation and 
to this trouble. For eighteen years, long before I was in the Senate 
I was connected with the litigation in reference to the Hot Springs, 
and I know every foot of this land and can go blindfolded now I 
lieve over every inch of the ground that is talked about. The place 
itself I love, and there I believe I am loved; indeed this ground is my 
second home. Hence the feeling I manifest on the subject. 

Those persons who desire a review of the finding of the commis- 
sioners are constituents of my colleague and 1 barga They gave food 
reasons for this desire. We did not consider that we a right to 
turn a deaf ear to them, and we have inserted a provision giving a 
review. We are not tenacious about it if the Senate in its wisdom 
sees proper to take that from the bill. The Senate may in its wisdom 
refuse the rest of the bill, and we must submit. We will make no 
contest for this review by certiorari. It can 
stubborn fight is to be made upon it, rather = the bill 
and keep the question open, we will yield, as we do on all occasions, 
complacently to the will of the Senate; but we ask you at any rate 
to give these occupants the benefit of these reduced assessments, and 
take up these certificates and end this matter. With me, I hope itis 
ended forever. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I would suggest that the Senate pass this 
bill over until to-morrow, and we may look at these sections in the 
mean time and see if-there is any change needed. Some gentlemen 
want to go into executive session now anyhow. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. That will do it. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty-five 
minutes son in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
five o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 18, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


RICHMOND AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BEALE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5251) to authorize the Richmond and Southwestern Railway Com- 


pany to build bri across the Pamunkey and Mattaponi Rivers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COMMERCIAL COMPANY OF VIRGINIA. 

Mr. RICHMOND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5252) to authorize the United States Commercial Company of Vir- 
ginia to do business in foreign countries; which was e 5 t and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I am directed by the Committee on Elections to 
offer the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the views of the minority of the sub-committee of the Committee 
for tho uso of tho committee, aud that the cont of suck Printing be paid oat or the 
contingent fund of the House. itr Bet co 

I will state that the fund for printing reports of this kind is ex- 
hausted, and the Public Printer has declined to print any further 
matter for the committee unless the House will make a special order 
to pay for the printing out of the contingent fund. The committee 
is now being delayed in its investigations by the failure of the Pab- 
lic Printer to comply with the orders of the committee. This print- 
ing will not cost more than $50. 

. KEIFER. There is no objection. 
Mr. NEWBERRY. Is this the unanimous request of the commit- 


tee? 
Mr. SPRINGER. It is, undoubtedly. 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 
THEOPHILUS P. CHANDLER. 

Mr. LINDSEY, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on ay without amendment, the bill (S. No. 22) for the 
relief of Theophilus P. Chandler; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and the accompanying report ordered to 


be printed. 
COMMANDER GEORGE A. STEVENS. 

Mr. MORSE asked unanimous consent that the papers in the case 
of Commander George A. Stevens be withdrawn from the files of the 
House and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be made, 
and the papers will be referred accordingly, not to come back on a 
motion to reconsider. 

There was no objection. 

JOHN D. MKM, 

Mr. WEAVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5253) granting a pension to John D. McKim; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT. OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BRENTS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 
5254) amending section 4414 of the Revised Statutes of United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS WITHIN RAILROAD WITHDRAWALS. 

Mr. BRENTS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 5255) to secure the rights of settlers on lands within railroad 
withdrawals ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. SAPP, 
for three weeks after to-da , on account of important business. 


INTEROCEANIC CANAL, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, in reply to a resolution of the House 
calling for all information and correspondence, not hitherto published, 
in possession of the Navy Department, touching the interoceanic 
canal; which was refe to the Select Committee on Interoceanie 
Ship-Canal, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WARNER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. MCMAHON. For the purpose of proceeding with the deficiency 
appropriation bill, I move that the morning hour be di with. 

e question being taken, there were—ayes 126, noes 12; two- 
thirds voting in the affirmative. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MCMAHON. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
ror of resuming the consideration of the deficiency appropriation 


The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, (Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4924) making appro- 
priations to supply certain deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the 8 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 


and for other purposes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the point of order made 
—, amendment proposed by the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 


GAN. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I would like an answer from the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. McManon] to the question I put to him last evening. 


Mr. MCMAHON. Do I understand that the question of order is 


lor sa ? 
The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing really before the committee 
now except the question of order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, what is pending now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing but the point of order. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The gentleman from Texas who raised the ques- 
tion is not now in his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offered the amend- 
ment, but the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] made the 
point of order against it. The Chair was pausing, as he saw the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] was not in his seat. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move the matter be passed over informally for 


the present. 

e CHAIRMAN. If there be no ohjoction, the Chair will reserve 
the point of order for the present until the gentleman from Texas is 
in his seat. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I 8 desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
for some explanation as to how this deficiency arisen in 


to ons. 

. MCMAHON. Mr. Chairman, anticipating the question of the 
tleman from Illinois, I have made a little more thorough exam- 

on than I was prepared to present to the House yesterday. This 
deficiency arose in the following way: On the 27th of January, 1879, 
we passed the general apm riation bill for pension purposes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1880; that is, for the present fiscal year. 
The amount sppropriated in that bill was altogether $29,366,000. 
Two days prior, however, Mr. Chairman, to the Lager pa this gen- 
eral pension appropriation bill, we had passed the bill known as the 
bill for the a of pensions, to wit, on the 25th day of Jan- 
uary, 1879. In that bill no appropriation of money was made to meet 
the arrearages provided for. On the 3d day of March, however, 1879, 
just before we adjourned, we passed what is known as the arrearage 
pension appropriation bill, in which we appropriated for arrearages 
of pensions, for all claims which had been allowed prior to the Ist of 
January, 1879, the sum of $25,000,000; and then, as a deficiency for the 
current fiscal year of 1879, we appropriated $1,800,000 in addition to 
the money appropriated for that year. The committee will observe 
at once, Mr. 8 „that when we passed the appropriations for 
1880 it was impossible to include in that bill the increased expendi- 
ture of money which would arise out of the p of the arrearage 
bill and of the other bills appropriating money for the payment of 


ose arrearages. 

I want the committee to understand that the $25,000,000 we appro- 
priated for arrearages of pensions was an 5 in the nature 
of back pay on all claims which had been allowed prior to the Ist of 
January, 1879, and that we are not now er e ng any money to 
meet any deficiency, as I understand it, prior to that date, 

But, Mr. Chairman, we repealed the statute of limitations on a 
2 for pensions, and we established something of a new rule 

to the time at which the pension should date. Under this 
new law the Pension Office has been flooded with new applications, 
and every ef gaat which successfully goe through the Pension 
Department attached to it not only the allowance of so much a 
month from the time of the allowance forward, but of so much a 
month back to the time when the pension under our new law dates. 
It is to meet these new 1 tioescne and arrearages accruing under 
them this $6,500,000 is to be voted. 

In reading the amendment at the table, in the peculiar way in 
which the law is framed, if seemed all the money was appropriated 
for the purpose of paying invalids of the war of 1812; whereas if it 
is read properly it would be discovered the provision for the war of 
1812 is simply as to a class and not words of limitation covering the 
total amount La pesii 

Mr. HISCOCK. t me suggest—— 

Mr. MCMAHON. Not now. I will read the original clause in the 
pension bill: 

For pensions for Army invalids, widows, minors, and dependent relatives— 

Now I am reading it right as one class— 
survivors of the war of 1812, and widows of the war of 1812, $28,400,000. 


Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the surviv- 
ing soldiers or the widows of soldiers of the war of 1812 would get 
anything under this bill? 

. MCMAHON. Unquestionably. 

Mr. REAGAN. There is no law in existence which gives them ar- 
rears of pension. 

Mr. MCMAHON, I think not. 

Mr. REAGAN. This only provides for arrears of pension. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it provides for 
arrears of pension and it provides for quarterly payments as well. 
The arrears of pension fall under the law which we on the 25th 
oy of January, 1879, and the committee is doing nothing in this bill 
8 money to carry out the express provisions of the 

and gentlemen thoroughly misunderstand the object of this 


appropriation in this bill if by its passage one dollar of arrearages is 
voled to any one who is not entitled to it by laws already passed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Can you inform us what proportion in this would 
go to the soldiers of the war of 1812 and their widows? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I think the chairman of the committee can an- 
swer that question, and I will yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have partly predicated the question on what the 
gentleman from Tennessee said, which seems to be correct, that this 
applies alone to 3 of pension and haas nothing to do with the 

usions of the war of 1812. I now ask the gentleman the question 
ow much of this $6,500,000 would go to the pensioners of the war 
of 1812, or their widows? 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. McManon] offered yesterday grows out of the ar- 
rearages of pensions act. A small per cent. does apply to the soldiers 
of the war of 1812, but it is all in uence of the arrearages act. 
I stated that yesterday. Six hundred usand dollars out of this 
sum will pay the arrearages of the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

If my colleague on the committee will allow me while I am up—— 

Mr. Mc N. Certainly, sir. 

1 aes ATKINS, I 7 make one 3 The 3 offered 

y the gentleman from Texas . REAGAN] yeste posed to 
reinstate those soldiers of the war of 1812 odes were ak cae the roll 
by virtue of the act of 1871, but who have since been stricken from 
the roll in consequence of disloyalty, or in cases where, ac- 
cording to the De nt, sufficient testimony has been adduced be- 
fore the Commissioner to strike them from the roll on account of dis- 
7 81 7 Now, those soldiers only amount to the number of six, and 
I think the honorable gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] ought 
not to object to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas, 
but will allow these six men to be put back upon the roll, even al- 
though they may have testimony that they were disloyal their 
restoration by the act of 1871. 

I will state further that I am assured by some gentlemen this tes- 
timony which has been brought forward against some of these men 
can be overturned. I had a conversation this moming rih the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and I think there will be no objection, so. far 
as the ponar RR is concerned, to that Lege + done. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Let my amendment be adopted and it will cover 


EARN, 

Mr. GAN. Have your amendment read and perhaps I will 
withdraw mine. 

Mr. ATKINS. These men are now upon the roll, They were re- 
stored by the act of 1878, and they were on the roll 1 but 


were drop on account of alli disloyalty between 1871 and 1878. 
Mr. B OWS. Is it not a fact that these six men are now re- 
stored to the roll? 


Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. But their pay is withheld. 

Mr. ATKINS. That is so. 

Mr. BURROWS. Because they obtained some $300 are by virtue 
of unjust restoration, and so pension is withheld until that amount 
can be liquidated. 

Mr. AT S. That is true. 

Mr. BURROWS. If they did get on the rolls by reason of perjured 
testimony, dught this money to be paid to them. 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not say that. 

Mr. DIBRELL. There is no proof the testimony was perjured. 
I have a case here in my desk where a man was restored to the roll 
and on the mere letter of a lady was dropped. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand they are all restored, but their pay 
is withheld. 

Mr. ATKINS. That is it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Because under the erroneous restoration money 
was improperly paid, and so it is withheld until that amount can be 
liquidated. 

. DIBRELL. I now ask to have the amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that no other amendment 
is now in order until the question of order made on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas is decided. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I hope that the amendment will be read for in- 
formation at all events. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Tennessee can be read, and the gentleman from Texas can then 
withdraw his amendment if he desires to do so. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Commissioner of Pensions shall not withhold a pension from 
any soldier or pensioner of the war of 1812 who was granted a pension under the 


of Congress of 1871, and was dropped for charges of disloyalty and reinstated 
under act of 9th March, 1878, and their pensions shall be paid moth March, 1878. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I make the same point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw the amendment I offered. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Then I offer my amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the same point of order on that, and I sug- 

t that it is in effect a private bill. Simply for the purpose of giv- 
A BIER. I would like to rd the iety of 
2 Io say a word upon propriety o 

the measure rather than upon the point of order pen A Contes I 
do not think the amendment is sub; to the point of r. 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1675 


Mr. HISCOCK. There certainly is neither more nor less of it than 
giving private relief to certain individuals not of course named in 
law. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is the case with every pension bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But this is purely a private relief bill. ah 

Mr. SIMONTON. I rise to make an inquiry of the Chair. What is 
the point of order of the gentleman from New York ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
has not stated any ground for raising the question of order but one. 
But the point of order having been made against the amendment, 
the Chair will of course decide it under the rules of the House. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I insist, when this Co during the present 
fiscal year has voted more than $60,000,000 for pensions, the point of 
order should not now be made on a bill that simply proposes to do 
justice to six old soldiers who have been stricken from the rolls and 
who are now between eighty and ninety years of age, the whole amount 
involved not being more than $3,000. I think it would be very illib- 
eral in Congress to refuse to do justice to these men, and I hope the 
House will not sustain any objection to that being done. There are 
only six of them that are in this position, and it is an outrage, when 


we are voting more than $60,000,000, without a word of op ition, to 
the pensioners of the country, that these six old men should be denied 
the banani of this provision. 


I do not object to the ruling of the Commissioner of Pensions in this 
matter. He may have probably done what he considered right. He 
isan honorable gentleman I have no doubt. But he or his agents 
acted merely on the letter of a woman—as I showed before the Com- 
mittee on Pensions—alleging one of these pensioners was disloyal, 
although he had proved by witnesses and his own oath that he was 
loyal. And now by the act of 1878 after he was restored they pro- 
pose to dock him of two or three years’ pay which he drew before he 
was dropped from the roll on the charge of 3 

Mr. MCGOWAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
DIBRELL] a question. Does he not know that nearly a score of men 
were to the pension-rolls previous to the law of 1878 who 
swore to their bra and who were afterward discovered to have 
been disloyal? he not know that a number of them had been 
officers in the confederate army, and their commissions were found in 
what is known as the rebel archives and they were stricken from the 
rolls by reason of that discovery ? 

Mr. DIBRELL. Idonot, That is the first intimation I have had 
of anything of the kind. 

Mr. MoGOWAN, - lean produce the record. The written statement 
of the Commissioner of Pensions to that effect is on record. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Does the gentleman refer to soldiers of the war of 
My amendment only applies to them. 

Mr. M WAN. I refer to soldiers of the war of 1812. I mean 
precisely what I have said. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I do not think the gentleman can show it. I do 
not believe the facts are as he has stated them. 

Mr. McGOWAN. I can bring you the statement of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions to the effect I have stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is simply as to the point of order. 
Does any gentleman desire to address the Chair upon that question? 

Mr. C 8. Would it be in order to ask that the Clerk read the 
section of the law pro to be modified by this amendment ? 
The CHAIRMAN, e gentleman asks that the law of 1878 be read. 
Mr. CALKINS. I ask that the law which is proposed to be modified 


be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the act of 1878, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. CALKINS. Lask also that the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Texas has been withdrawn and the amendment now offered is 
one offered by the 8 from Tennessee, [Mr. DIBRELL.] 

Mr. C NS. That is of the same purport, as I understand it. I 
ask this that the House may be ad as to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the provision in the law of 


1878. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to restore to the pension-roll the names of ali now surviving here- 
tofore pensioned on account of service in the war of 1812 against Great Britain or 
for service in any of the wars, and whose names are stricken from the rolls 

pursuance of the act entitled An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to strike from the pension-roll the names of such persons as have taken up arms 
against the Government or who have in any manner enco the rebels, ap- 
proved February 4, 1862; and that the joint resolution entitled Joint resolution 
penises payment by any officer of the ment to any person not known to 

ve been to the rebellion and in favor of its suppression,” approved 
March 2, 1867, and section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall 
not apply to the persons provided for by this act: Provided, That no money shall 
be paid any one on account of pensions for the time during which his name re- 

ed stricken from the rolls, 


Mr, CALKINS. Before section 6 is read I ask whether the amend- 
mee of the gentleman from Tennessee applies also to section 6 of the 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment has no refer- 
ence to section 6. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask that the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee be now 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the Commissioner of Pensions shall not withhold a from 
any soldier or pensioner of the war of 1812 who was granted 


a the 
of C of 1871, and was for o of dish and rei 
under act of 9th March, 1878, and 8 paid me 9th — 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CALKINS. My inquiry is whether the gentleman offering this 
amendment reports it by instructions from his committee or whether 
it is 75 amendment offered by the gentleman as a member of fhe 
House 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the amendment is offered 
by the gentleman himself and not under instractions from a commit- 
tee. 


Mr. CALKINS. I desire to say but one word. It occurs to me that 
as the section is materially modified by the amendment, the amend- 
ment is liable to the point of order which is being urged it. 
But I do not want to take up time in 3 the amendment 
as it seems to me, being on its face so clearly ble to the point of 


order. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I think this amendment is not liable to the point 
of order. It certainly changes no existing law. It is intended to 
correct a construction given by the Commissioner of Pensions to a 
statute, which construction is that under the act of 1878 he has a 
right to withhold the pensions of those who were stricken from the 
rolls after their names had been pisces thereon under the act of 1871. 
It does not change any ee w, but corrects what is deemed to 
be an erroneous me DE she mmissioner upon a statute. It can- 
not be a change of existing law; it is merely an application of the 
8 les of the law as it now stands. 

x HISCOCK. If it changes no existing law, then there is no 
need for the amendment. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Ah! 

Mr. HISCOCK. The whole proposition is covered by that state- 
ment. If it does change . W, then it is subject to the point 
of order which I have made, and which is the same point of order 
that I made 8 against the amendment of the gentleman from 
7 ey 

Mr. ONTON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
says that if it changes no existing law then there is no need of it. 


Sup: that the Commissioner construes a law wrongfully. 
. HISCOCK. Does the nn say that the Commissioner 
has wron, ly construed the law ? 


Mr. SIMONTON. Suppose he has done so; then there may be a 
necessity for a legislative interpretation of the law, and we have the 
right to make that legislative interpretation without changing the 


law. 

Tha CHAIRMAN. But would it not change the law from this time 
on 

Mr. SIMONTON. Not at all. If the Commissioner is compelled 
hereafter to aet to the law, and has not been doing so here- 
tofore, that is not a change of the law ; it is merely a legislative con- 
struction of the law; that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The fifth section of the act of 1878, after pro- 
viding for the restoration to the 3 of the soldiers of the 
war of 1812 who had been dropped for disloyalty, goes on to provide 

That the joint resolution entitled “ Joint resolution prohibiting payment by any 

0 


7... ving or ” approved March 2, 1867, section 4716 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall not apply to the persons pro- 
vided for by this act: Provided, That no money shall be to any one on ac- 
ab sea ed EGE Aa time during which his name stricken from the 
ro 


Now, as the Chair understands it, the Commissioner of Pensions 
holds that if a person who otherwise would have been dropped from 
the rolls under the previous acts of Con wrongfully received any 
part of his pension during the time he should have been so dropped, 
and is now restored to the rolls by reason of this act, then under the 
act the Commissioner is authorized to withhold or deduct from his pen- 
sion the amount which he wrongfully received during the time he 
should have been dropped. Whether that is a correct construction 
of the statute or not, the Chair is not prepared to give a positive 
opinion. At any rate it is the construction which thas bees put upon 
it by the officer designated by the law to administer it. 

The effect of the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ners if al te will be to change that law; or perhaps, to state 
it properly, it change the construction of that law so as to pre- 
vent the Commissioner of Pensions from charging to these persons 
who have been restored such money as they may have wrongfully 
received during the period when they should have been dro 

The Chair has been informed by the Commissioner of Pensions that 
this amendment if adopted sy | affect but five or six persons; still 
it would change the law as respects a number of persons whether five 
or six or more. The Chair therefore thinks that it will cha: the 
law, within the meaning of the rule; because undoubtedly if the 
amendment be adopted the Commissioner of Pensions will hereafter 
be a ipa by the express letter of the law to do what he has not 
been heretofore Fouire to do by the express letter of the law. 

Then this amen: 


nt is not offered by the instruction of a eom- 


mittee, nor does it retrench expenditures in any one of the three ways 
provided by the new clause of the rule. That is, it does not retrench 
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eee by “the reduction of the number and salaries of the 
ofticers of the United States;” it does not retrench expenditures by 
“the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States ;” and it does not retrench expenditures 
by “the reduction of amounts of money covered by this bill.” It is 
not, therefore, such an amendment as an individual member can offer, 
except upon the instruction of his committee. 

Mr. SPARKS. The only point is, does it change the law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it does. 

Mr. SPARKS. - It certainly changes the ruling under the law; but 
does it ate the law? 

The C MAN. The Chair thinks it does change the law, be- 
cause without this amendment the proviso of the act of 1878 is a pro- 
hibition upon the Commissioner of Pensions paying to any person 
who has been restored to the pension-rolls his pension during the 
time when he ought to have been drop from the roll. Under the 
law as it now stands, when the Commissioner of Pensions discovers 
that he has paid to a person his pension during the time when he 
otherwise would have been dropped from the rolls, he simply charges 
it up to that person, and poss him upon identically the same footing 
as all other persons who did not receive pension during such time as 
they were 1 from the rolls. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Which is the general practice. 

The CHAIRMAN, Which the Chair understands is the general 
practice, not only in reference to this class of pensioners, but to all 
8 under the law. The Chair therefore sustains the point of 
order, 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio by reducing the amount $1,000,000. I desire to call atten- 
tion to the fact that we have here a bill which as reported from the 
committee pr posed to appropriate for certain deficiencies, amounting 
to $665,530.50. An amendment comes in afterward proposing to appro- 
priate an additional $600,000, making something over $1,200,000. Now 
we are confronted by an additional amendment, which was sprang 
upon the House without having been printed so as to notify us that 
it was intended, an amendment appropriating 36,500,000, making the 
bill grow by the amendments of the committee from $665,000 to $7,765,- 
000. This amendment is for“ pensions for Army invalids, widows, 
minors, and dependent relatives, survivors of the war of 1812 an 
widows of the war of 1812, $6,500,000,” with some other appropriations, 
making the amount of the amendment something like EP 000,000. 

Now, as explained by Ton ap anaes reporting the bill, this amend- 
ment appropriating $6,500,000 for pensions is aesigned to supplement 
the appropriation of about $27,000,000 made by the last Congress for 
arrears o pason, This Targo appropriation is explained as supple- 
mental to that appropriation or arrears of pension; but the language 
“arrears of penson is not in this amendment. In lieu of such lan- 
guage, somehow or other the expression has got in referring to sur- 
viving pensioners of the war of 1812, and widows of such pensioners. 
Why they come in, how they are to be benefited, under what rec- 
ommendation from the Department they are to be benefited, upon what 
rule of reason or law they are to be benefited, is not exactly apparent 
to me, and has not been made so by the gentleman reporting the bill. 

During the last Con we passed an appropriation of $87,000,000 
which was to be added to the pensions of soldiers already receivin, 
their pandena, It was passed under very peculiar circumstances. 
think I have the right to refer to what occurred upon the floor of the 
House—that democrats ur; other democrats to vote for it, to be 
ahead of the republicans with the “soldier claim,” because the Sen- 
ate would defeat it; and republicans urged republicans to vote for it 
to be ahead of the democrats with the ‘‘soldier claim” because the 
Senate would defeat it. Ido not like to speak with disrespect of that 
body which out-demagogued the House, for it was a great undertak- 
ing under the peculiar facts of the case. It was using the industries 
and money of the country as counters in polos gambling for the 
votes of the ple. Sir, the time cannot long delayed when the 
property and the industries of this country will demand that they 
shall cease to be gambled with as a means of securing political favor. 

Now, here comes another proposition modestly proposing to appro- 
priate $6,500,000 for the same c. of soldiers; and it does not even 
mention that it is for arrears of pensions. This amendment came 
here with no notice; and this House ought to reject it, The prop- 
osition ought to come before the House upon its merits, with notice, 
so that we can see whether we are to go on in this career of squander- 
ing the public money in order to buy political favor with any class of 

le in this country. 

I make these remarks for the purpose merely of calling attention 
to the nature of this proposition, the circumstances under which it 
comes here, the objects for which it comes, and the wording of the 
amendment, which was calculated to mislead, which at least did 
mislead entirely one of so poor judgment as nye as to its objects. 
I hope the whole amendment will be reject Let it come before 
the House when it can be fairly considered. 

Here the hammer fell. 

. HAWLEY. Mr. Chai , the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, under instructions from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, had in view no special class of pensioners—no more those 
entitled to arrears than any other. It is intended to supply some six 
or seven million dollars in order that the Department may go on and 
pay all lawful demands for pensions. 


Mr. REAGAN. Would the gentleman give the details? That is 
what we want. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Wait a moment. All lawful demands for pensions 
can be paid out of this money. The question is asked, why is this 


needed? It is needed for a great variety of reasons. There are many 
more applications for pensions than there used to be because of the 
arrearages bill, which, of course, increases the amount to be expended 
so that it is correct to say, when we are asked “why this necessity?” 
that it is due to the arrearages act in part. But it is not to be charged 
to that alone; it is due to a great many things. There are changes 
in the law which swell the general demand for pensions, and the money 
appropriated is not sufficient to meet that general demand. There is 
no discrimination, no partiality in this amendment. It is to supply 
all demands for pensions, and in this debate the discussion of the 
arrearages law is not in order any more than the discussion of the 
first pension law that the Government ever passed, or any law — 
sioning soldiers of the war of 1812, or of the Mexican war, or of the 
Indian wars. Ame the demands which make this necessity the 
8 ension bill comes. Am I not right? 

Mr. AN. I did desire to know the reason for this, but the 
eee has still failed to give it. Just give us the details; let us 

ow what the Department says as to whom it goes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The details are to be found in the several hundred 
thousand pension claims, and I could not give them in a week. 

Mr. GAN. But the gentleman, as a member of the Committee 
on 8 could have given us the estimates of the Depart- 
ment to show what it was for. 

Mr. ATKINS. I are them yesterday. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe they were given yesterday by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. ATKINS. I gave them to the gentleman yesterday. 


Mr. REAGAN. I do not remember. 
Mr. ATKINS. If you examine the RECORD you will find it. 
Mr. HAWLEY. e amendments submitted by the gentleman from 


Ohio follow, in 223 the lan e of the statute. It would have 
been a little trifle clearer if the words “and for” had been in the law; 
“ for pensions for Army invalids,” &. Let us put in the preposition 
“for” and see bow clear it is. “For pensions for Army invalids,” 
that is, all Army invalids, “for widows, for minors, for dependent 
relatives, for survivors of the war of 1812, and for the widows of the 
war of 1812.” That is what it is for. 

Mr. McMAHON. Insert the word “included.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. Or the word “included” ought to be inserted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to say I have understood from the gentle- 
man from Ohio this was mainly for arrearages of pensions. Then 
why not mention arrearages ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the largest blank to be filled; but all these 
things come in and there is not enough to pay the whole general ac- 
count. 


Mr. REAGAN. Why not make the act so it shall read “ for arrear- 
ages a pension?” How can yon use it for arrearages unless you 
say 80 


. HAWLEY. Arrearage pension is not in the nature of an ordi- 
nary claim against the Government. It has merged itself since the 
passage of that bill into the general pensionclaim. There is not any 
more need of specifying that than of specifying a pension for the loss 
of a leg or arm or anything of that sort. All the ifying that is 
needed is made in this amendment, which is in the language of the 
general statute. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw my amendment by consent of the House. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman will allow me a word before with- 
drawing his formal amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN, 8 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman seems to think no estimate has been 
made at all for this appropriation. I stated yesterday as plain as lan- 

ge would allow me that the Commissioner of Pensions had stated 
in his report there would be a deficiency for this year of $5,000,000 
for these Army invalid pensions, &c., which I will read : 

And there will be a deficiency in the ion appropriation for the current year, 
as nearly as can now be estimated, as Salon: €3,000, 000, Army pensions; $30,000, 
Navy pensions, which should be provided for in order that the pensions for the 
June quarter may be promptly paid. 

I stated that yesterday in the remarks I then made. This estimate 
has been on the gentleman’s table ever since the Ist day of December 
last, and yet he says he has not seen the estimate. 

Mr. REAGAN. As my friend from Tennessee helped to mislead me, 
he ought not to blame me forit now. If he will look at his remarks, 
he will find that he did not make the statement in the language of 
the report from which he has just now quoted; but he stated that 
this was for arrearsof pension. Ihave from the reading of the amend- 
ment supposed in some way the pensioners of the war of 1812 were 
concerned. I have been trying to find this morning how far they 
were interested in this; and it was because I was trying to correct 
the part of it which related to the soldiers of the war of 1812 when 
the gentleman corrected me and said there was nothing about the 
pensioners of the war of 1812. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman stated that the entire proposition 
related to pensions for the war of 1812, and I denied that. 

Mr, McGOWAN What is the question before the House? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the pro forma amend- 
ment to the amendment moved by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw it by consent of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then recurson the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. MCMAHON. ] 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move to strike out the last word, and I will 
yield my time to the gentleman from Ohio. 5 

Mr. MCMAHON. . Chairman, I scarcely know how to take the 
drift of the remarks of the gentleman from Texas, for,if I were to 
take the record of the past, I should suppose he was chiefly desirous 
of criticising the Committee on Appropriations, because he says we 
came in with a bill for $600,000, that we then increased it to $1,200,000, 
and now propose to increase it to $7,500,000, 

I ask what difference it makes to him or the House if these appro- 
priations are proper appropriations to be made, and why he has seen 
fit to criticise the Committee on Appropriations because they haye 
endeavored to P into one bill provision for all the immediate neces- 
sities of the Government? He says we come in with an appropri- 
ation for these pensions of $6,000,000 which no one had time to con- 
sider, but which bill is brought and laid on our tables suddenly. That 
comes with a bad from the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, who annually rises in his place with appropriations to the 
extent of six and eight millions of dollars and moves to rush them 
through under a suspension of the rules—bills relating to matters 
which none of us know anything about, and a majority of which are 
not open to any consideration or discussion on the of the House. 
It comes, I'say, with a bad grace from that gentleman to make the 
criticism he has this morning. 

Mr. REAGAN. It never has been done, but the bill, on the con- 
trary, has been ponmi and laid for weeks on the tables of gentlemen. 

Mr. MCMAHON. And that is all we know about it. It was there, 
but we had no r for discussion; none of the views of the 
minority on aor ill. All we had to do was to go it blind and swal- 
9 it whole. Many a steal was put through this House under that 

Mr. REAGAN. Never got one for $27,000,000 or for $6,500,000 on it. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I wish to say in answer to that 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman say this is a steal? 

Mr. MCMAHON. I do not yield to the gentleman from New York. 
I wish to say to my colleague from the State of Texas on this side of 
the House there is no steal in this, and I am sorry to hear it from him. 
And when he talks about the motives others have in passing these 
bills I want him to look into his own conscience and probe it and see 
whether he is not appealing to some latent prejudice somewhere else. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a law upon the statute-books which we 
have e It was passed by a two-thirds vote. I want to know 
now if the gentleman advocates the not carrying out of thatlaw. I 
want to know if he wants to go before the country and say although 
we have a law which has been on our statute-books for a 
whole year, we will not appropriate money to carry it out. Because 
yon baye said these men s. have this, and they shall be entitled 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman has been instructing me in the last 
few days that we have the right to vote against appropriations under 
a bad law. [Laughter.] 2 

Mr. Mo ON. Exactly; but did I not draw the distinction be- 
fore this House that when Congress failed to appropriate money it 
had a right to determine whether the law was a law or a 
law? But this is a very different thing. The pension of the Union 
soldier is a debt which the Government of the United States owes to 
him. It is a debt which, when he files his application in the Pension 
Office and when it is allowed, becomes as obligatory on the Govern- 
ment of the United States as the payment of any other obligation of 
the Government. 

Mr. REAGAN. I recognize that as fully as the gentleman from 
Ohio; but this is not a pension. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, there is not a dol- 
lar in this bill but what goes for pensions under the law. 

Mr. REAGAN. This is for 1 ea, e of pensions. 

Mr. MCMAHON. It simply fixes when that pension shall date. It 
says it shall date from the time when he was wounded or when he 
died. I wish to ask the gentleman now does he pretend when the 
Government of the United States owes a soldier a pension it shall 
gat fh p him the pension from the time he comes in to apply for it? 
I to say the true way is to give it to him from the time that he was 
wounded in the United States service. 

And we all know in 3 experience that many of the most 
eee pensioners failed to apply for pensions until extreme want 
compelled them; and that some of the best men now on the rolls 
were among these later applicants who were only recently pensioned. 
I am surprised to hear my colleague from the State of Texas make 
this statement and use the ents that he has used here to-day. 

Mr. REAGAN. If there will not be more surprise when the people 

t awake to the fact that we are squandering the public money in 

way, then I shall be surprised. 5 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. MCMAHON. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 137, noes 18. 

So the amendment was a; to. 

Mr. SAMFORD, I wish to give notice that I will ask for a yea- 
and-nay vote in the House on that amendment. 


The Clerk proceeded to read as follows: 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

Office of the Auditor of Railroad Accounts: 
For traveling and incidental expenses of the office, §750. 

Stationery : 
For stationery for the Interior Department and its several bureaus, $5,000. 
Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to offer an amendment to that section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr.McMAHON. I hope my colleague will not press that now. It 
is a matter that the Committee on ea cay ey s now considering, 
and I make the point of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. CONVERSE. What is the point of order? 

Mr. MCMAHON. It is that the amendment increases expenditures, 
and that thisis not properly a deficiency; besides that it is now being 
considered by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will say to my coll ə that this is a defi- 
ciency, and it is not an increase of the expenditures either. 

It will be recollected that under a law of last year a commission 
was raised consisting of five ns to codify the land laws, and also 
to examine and report to this House some measures for the proper 
classification and sale of the public lands. This commission has been 
at work since last June. The sum of $20,000 was appropriated for 
their payment and necessary expenses. The commission is authorized 
to exist for a period I think of one year from the time of appointment. 
The appropriation, as I am informed, has run out. 

The commission have already prepared the measures they recom- 
mend in relation to the public lands themselves, but as to the codifi- 
cation of = mde 1 been made. The 5 is now 
engaged te dan ose laws preparatory to making their report, 
a most importan — Br of their wae: It will be remembered that 
the expenses of this commission are comparatively trifling. There 
are only two of them that are paid out of the appropriation, and they 
are pai my $10 a day. One of these gentlemen has a large practice 
which would yield him three or four times the amount he receives as 
a member of this commission. If he should be obliged to stop no in 
his work and a delay should intervene of three or four months, he 
could not afford to return to the discharge of this public business, at 
the end of that time, at the still Pasi sacrifice of his private busi- 
ness, The work is being done, the codification is being made, and 
this appropriation ought to be made now so that the work may go 
continuously forward and be completed as speedily as possible. I 
7 the amendment will prevail. 

he CHAIRMAN. What has the gentleman from Ohio to say as to 
the question of order? 

Mr. CONVERSE. My statement is this: That the amendment pro- 
vides for a deficiency. The original appropriation was insufficient 
for the purpose for which the commission was raised. 

The MAN. Butthe Chair understands the gentleman to 
state the commission was to exist for one year, and this amendment 
provides for its continuance till the Ist of January, 1881. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will withdraw that portion of the amendment, 
and ask the =e gees withont it if that is objectionable. 

The CHAIR The gentleman can offer his amendment in any 
form he pleases. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Then I offer the amendment without the pro- 


viso. 

Mr. McMAHON. I desire to ask m ge e a question bearing 

upon the point of order. I wish to him Whether the original law 

did not provide for the survey of only a portion of 8 c lands, 
to 


whereas he would have that system now extended the public 
lands, according to the wording of his amendment? 
Mr. CONVE. . There was no survey provided ori The 


commission was simply authorized to codify the laws and make a 

classification of the pein lands. The classification has already been 

„ and the report in relation to that has been made to the 
ouse, 

Mr. McMAHON. But there is something there about including all 
the other public lands. 

Mr. CONVERSE. That is withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio has modified the 
amendment so as to omit that part. Does the gentleman from Ohio 
50 8 still make his point of order against the amend- 
men 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let the amendment be read as it has now been 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the expenses of the commission on the codification of existin, 3 
to the survey and disposition of the public domain, and for other purposes, $15,008, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand that that is a deficiency at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to understand whether after 
the 5 made by the gentleman from Ohio and his modifica- 
tion of the amendment the point of order is still urged. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do urge the point of order and insist that this is 
not a deficiency at all. There is no law requiring this work to be ac- 


complished within the year. There wasasum of money appropriated 
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for the purpose of commencing the work and it is not absolutely re- 
quired to be finished during the year. This, therefore, is not a defi- 
ciency. If the law fo Scat this to be done within the year and the 
fund was exhausted, it would be in the nature of a deficiency. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Does the gentleman state that the law does not 
* the work to be done within a year? 

. BLOUNT. That is my recollection. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The gentleman is mistaken. By the law, as I 
understand, the commission exists for one year. An appropriation of 
$20,000 was made. And I will state to my friend this commission has 
been obliged not only to pay its traveling expenses out of that sum, 
but to pay for testimony, say seven or eight hundred 

and to pay for a very considerable portion of its printing. 

wot a is insufficient for the completion of this work of 
codifying the land laws, which I consider as important as any work 
before this House. There are now more than three thousand acts re- 
lating to the public lands, scattered through nearly a hundred years 
of tion, till even the very best lawyers are scarcely able even 
with protracted research to hunt out and ascertain with certainty 


the present condition of the land laws. There is no more important 
work than the codification of these land laws, and it ought to be done 
at once. 


The CHAIRMAN. If it be a fact that the existing law requires the 
work of the commission to be done within a P bagel: of course this 
amendment in its present form does not change the existing law, and 


therefore is not liable to the point of order. The Chair, of course, 
will accept the statement of the gentleman from Ohio unless the con- 
trary be shown. 


Mr. CONVERSE. The commission exists for only twelve months. 
And I will state further that this additional appropriation will cover 
all the expenditures of the commission; there be no future ap- 
Ma are necessary to * * this important work. 

e CHAIRMAN. Then point of order is overruled ; and the 
Smeg is upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
hio, [Mr. CONVERSE. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would inquire of the gentleman how large this 
work will be ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. The final report will contain three or four hun- 


dred 

Mr ATKINS. Has the gentleman investigated the subject so as to 
be satisfied that the money heretofore appropriated has all been ex- 
pended upon this work ? 

Mr. CO . Ihave been so informed by the chairman of the 
commission, and I have no doubt about it. 

Mr. ATKINS. And there is an actual deficiency of $15,000 to com- 
plete the work ? 

Mr. CO E. There is an actual deficiency to complete the 
work. The entire commission is united in urging that this appro- 
priation be made now, so that they can go forward with the work 
while they have the clerks init. If they are obliged to drop 
out for three or four months it would be a t while before the 
could get in working shape again. Indeed it is doubtful if we coul 
obtain the services of all the members of this commission after an 
enforced delay of three or four months. 

Mr. ore . Hasthe whole $20,000 heretofore appropriated been 
ex 


Mr. CONVERSE. Iam so informed by the chairman of the com- 
mission. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And now they have no funds at all? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I understand so. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. I will ask the tleman if the object of this ap- 
propriation is simply to make a codification of the land laws, or is it 
proposed to expend it in printing reports and getting ig expensive 


maps, already covered by other maps, for the purpose of sustainin 
the theorica af certain gentlemen 1u reerd to the public lands, whieh 


theories I think are erroneous ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. It will not embrace the publication or the mak- 
ing of any maps. I understand that the work is now all done vane ae 
the codification of the laws, the collection and annotation of the de- 
cisions of the courts relating to the public lands, under the statutes 
heretofore existing or now in force, and also the decisions of the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior on the 
same subject. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. That is all very right and proper. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The volume which the commission is now engaged 
upon is the codification of the laws in relation to public lands, the 
decisions of the district and circuit courts of the United States, and 
also the decisions of the Land Department relating to the several 
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measure in this way without some examination as to the manner in 
which the money heretofore appropriated for the p has been 
expended. It was regarded by the Committee on . at 
the time the appropriation was made that $20,000 would cover all 
expenses, and the amount was given upon the estimate furnished the 
committee. In view of the rg, apne of codifying the land laws of 
the United States, I wish, so as I am personally concerned, to 
waive any objection to the adoption of this amendment at this time, 
although I do object as a general proposition to appropriations being 
made in this way, without any examination on the part of those who 
propose the amendments. 

Mr. McMAHON. I desire to call the attention of my colleague [Mr. 
CONVERSE] to the wording of his amendment, which reads For the 
expenses of the commission for the codification of the laws.” It does 
not 28 for what expenses. 

Mr. CONVERSE. That is the name of the commission. The style 
of the commission is “for the codification of the laws and for other 


P Mo 

. MCMAHON. I would like to have the diture limited ac- 
to the statement which has been made by the gentleman on 

this floor; that it is to complete the codification of the laws. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will make that modification; and I will modify 
the Sranan still oe 80 2 to 2 it read “$15,000 or 80 
much thereof as may be necessary for the purpose. 

Mr. MCMAHON. It should read: “ Necessary for the completion of 
the codification of the land laws.” 

Mr. CONVERSE. I am satisfied to modify the amendmentin that 


way. 

The amendment, as modified, was scopra, 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill and read the following 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Money-order office: 
Ronan yong eee snd three at $900 cor Soc 
of this act until June 30, 1880, a P 
of First Assistant Postmaster-General ; 


To provide for in of certain route-agents, who be oted to- 

be pocbal oun clocks, to 5 equal to that of 'postalcar clerks, $5,000. 
Office of Second Assistant Postmaster-General : 
For mail-route messen, $10,000. 

For additional postal-car clerks, $15,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Iam instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to 
come in after that portion of the bill just read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

That the sum of $35,000, or so much thereof as be necessary, of the appro- 
priation for stamped env and wrappers for the fiscal sear J ding June 30, 

880, may be for the purchase of post-office envelopes required for use during 
the said fiscal year. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read the following: 

STATE DEPARTMENT. 

For extra clerk hire and copying, $2,000. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, to come in after that portion of the bill which has just 
been read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the of State to purchase the manuscript of the revised con- 
sular regulations by A. B. Wood, chief of the burean in the De- 
partment of State, and C 
ceeding $2,000, as shall seem to him a fair price for the work, and to use for the 
88 the app m already made by the act of C of 

anuary 27, 1879, for the expenses of editing and revising the consular tions. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
For furniture and repairs of same, $1,500. 
UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION. 
Propagation of food-fishes: 
For continuing the work connected with the propagation of food-fishes, $15,000. 
Fish-ha: steamer: 


For supplyin © fish-hatching steamer authorized by and constructed under 
the act o — 3, 1879, with the necessary fish-ha’ and other 
$12,500, or so much thereof as may be n ; and the of 
the Navy is Sey Ce to place the vessels of the United States Fish Commis- 
sion oaths same footing with the Navy Department as those of the United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey. 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE. 


For contingent expenses of the Executive Office, including stationery therefor, 


questions that have from time to time come before those tribunals | $1,000. 


anization of the Government. 
NS. Without the appropriation now asked for would not 
not the work of this commission be 


it, the work already accomplished 


since the o 
Mr, AT. 
the work be incomplete; woul 
to a great extent a failure? 
Mr. CONVERSE. As I 


by the public land commission is important and valuable, but of far 

less value than that now in progress and which is to be continued to 

completion under this appropriation. This is a most important work, 
ag) ah to every lawyer and to every man in the United States. 

BLOUNT. I am not prepared to say anythin 

this proposition. It is unusual to 


now in regard 


to the merits of ing forward a 


r 


MISCELLANEOUS. 
Southern claims commission : 

That the sum of $800, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby author- 
ized to be transferred from the ion for con t of south- 
ern claims commission, made er act of June 21, (see Statutes, volume 21, 
page 29,) to be available for paying the salaries ‘and traveling expenses of the 
agents of said commission. 


Mr. ATKINS. By instructions of the Committee on Appropriations. 
I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 122 insert the following: 
And the sum of $1,200, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of the unex- 
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pended balance of any a of the south- 


ern claims commission is 


ropriations heretofore made for the support 
ereb . for the payment of a clerk, who 
may be appointed by the Sec: 7 e nn „ 


and 


to complete the records of the sai: care for the same, under 
— of the Treasury Department. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, to come in at the end of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Department of Justice : 

For the payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and their 
general deputies, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, $600,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to amend the amendment by inserting 
after the word “general” the words “and special ;” so that the 
appropriation will be for the payment of general and special depu- 
ties. 

It is not my intention to take very much time in the discussion of 
this amendment; but there is one point which has been so insisted 
upon by gentlemen on the other side that I must offer a remark 


or two upon it. The gentleman who has of this bill [Mr. 
McMaunon] and the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Con, ] members 
of the Committee on Appropriations, have, in di ing this bill, 


insisted that the amendment I have offered is in effect in conflict with 
the eee of law forbidding the diture of money which has 
not been genon ER aoe I to call attention to the 
fact that the $600,000 which the committee propose to appropriate to 
y marshals and their ganai deputies is to pay fees which have 
n already earned and for which no ap ation had been made. 
It will be remembered that we adjourned at the extra session with- 
out making any appro riation for this branch of the service. 
gentleman from Ohio pleads the amendment I offer that itis 
improper and ba a make it in the face and eyes of the statute 
which he has . When the statute applies to the $600,000 he pro- 
to appropriate, if it applies to the amendment I have offered, 
urge that all fees of both general and al deputies are earned 
_by minor officers ; they are not earned under contracts made by any 
branch of the Government; this money is not to carry out a con- 
tract. The proposed appropriation is for services of officers set in 
motion by law which have been earned in a of statute, and 
not únder a contract, and earned without the violation of any appro- 
priation law or of any general statute. 

When 8 the other side say that they vote 
this amendment, are uninfluenced by or will not obey the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States, a serious question 
arises of the propion of their action, and I desire to make it clear 
and emphatic. ere is no legal excuse for rejecting the amendment, 
in view of the decision of the Supreme Court. In the last session 
the other side resisted the payment of these fees—let the appropria- 
tion go over because riders would not be accepted; they demanded 
in effect that the Federal election laws should not be executed by 
the United States because of their unconstitutionality. The Su 0 
Court has passed judgment — 7 — that question, and now the“ pale- 
eyed priest from prophetic cell“ comes not forth to lead the democ- 
racy; her oracles are dumb; no longer does she obey the voice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, but the voice of Mississippi, 
where we all know elections are conducted in the most quiet and peace- 
able manner. The voice of Missi i is heard announcing that this 
Congress when it will, will obey the decision of the Supreme Court.” 
Other and new pones have arisen in Cincinnati, Baltimore, New 
York City, prop esying if the operation of the Federal election laws 
is not d democracy is lost. 

I ask gentlemen on the other side to be frank and fair. It will be 
as well for you, If you are not, you will deceive no one. Do not 
pen yourself on the untenable doctrine that the payment of these 

ees is forbidden by any existing law, for, as I have shown in the very 
amendment offered by the imens P Ait propose to provide an = 
3 of 8600, 000 to pay fees which have been already earned, 
and which stand upon the same footing. You propose to authorize 
the payment of marshals and general deputies for services which they 
have ‘ormed during the last fiscal year. Let the fact be recog- 
nized that it is in obedience to the men of the cities I have named, in 
obedience to the voice of the State of Mississippi, that your position 
is taken in defiance of the decisions of the United States Supreme 
Court, and all because a faithful execution of the Federal election 
laws prevents fraud and insures an honest vote and an honest count. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr.McMAHON. Mr. Chairman, when we had the“ star- route“ ap- 
propriation under consideration, the three tlemen on the other 
side who most distinguished themselves in favor of adhering to the 
amount of money that had been appropriated during any fiscal year 
for a particular 3 were my modest friend from New York, [ Mr. 
Hiscock, j my friend from Connecticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, I and my friend 
from Lemar  ape CANNON ]J—all members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. Weremember how my friend from Connecticut denounced 
the conduct of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General in connec- 
tion with the star service; in what emphatic language he said that 
Mr. Brady had been guilty of violation of law which might lead to 
his im hment. Indeed, he was so impressive u that occasion 
that the reporter forgot to get down the exact w: which the gen- 
tleman did use. 


ainst 


Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman mean the words that I ased f 

Mr. MCMAHON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My words were taken down, and I have nothing 
to take back. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The words of the gentleman from Connecticut, 
it would appear, were not taken down; and, therefore, in quotin 
them I am compelled to rely upon my memory. But I desire to 
the language of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] upon 
that same question : 

But I desire to say to the gentleman from Califo: and to all gentlemen who 
have taken the ground that the Post-Ofiice Areir tos nob violated lar, that 
F the statute; they not only misconceive the 
spirit of the statute, but the letter of the statute also. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire of my friend from Ohio whether 
the very $600,000 covered by the amendment which he offers on be- 
half ane committee is not to pay fees which have been already 
earn: 


fi part. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Substantially all. 

Mr. MCMAHON, In part only; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

- Mr. HISCOCK. When the gentleman says “in part” he covers the 
whole ground and the whole principle. 

Mr. McMAHON. The amendment applies only to the fiscal year 
Pargi Wied 30, 1880. But the point I want to make is this: hereto- 
fore ver appropriations have been made for carrying out the 
election laws the appropriation has always been specific for that pur- 
pose; the estimates were sent to us in that form. Now, we all know 
that in this case no specific visa wae and no general appropria- 
tion was made for this p want to know whether gentlemen 
on the other side understood that the Post-Office Department could 
not run without a specific appropriation covering the full year? If, 
for example, we discover that the auditor of railroad accounts cannot 
examine the books of the Pacific railroads for the purpose of ascer- 
taining how much money is coming to the United States Treasury 
because there is no appropriation available for that aj vee if the 
“fish-hatching steamer” cannot be fitted out; if thi vernment 
cannot be run in any of its Executive Departments unless uppropas 
tions are made therefor, I want to know why gentlemen on the other 
side claim that special deputy marshals of election, mere political 
agents, can be employed without any ee for that purpose, 
and that a debt against the Government is thus created ? 

Mr. HASKELL. I wish to ask the gentleman whether, when the 
democratic party failed to appropriate money for the marshals of the 
United States, it was their intention to stop the judiciary of the 
United States and hold it in abeyance until they saw fit to set it ran- 


nin in? 
Mr, MCMAHON. That is an awful question, Mr. 


Chairman. Isay 
no. [ ter.] In putting that amendment on that bill they sim- 
ply wanted when you were getting money for the courts you should 


also take your medicine for the election laws. [Laughter, 
Mr. KELL. You failed to appropriate money for courts; 
you adjoaned without appropriating it. The nt you have 


show you meant to stop the judiciary of the United 


the gentleman’s pardon ; we passed the bill 
the fees of marshals, bat your Executive 
ing the appropriation. 
© year to accommo- 


twice for the payment 0 
vetoed it. 


Of course he vetoed it twioe, may be three times. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman's time has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. PAGE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Further amendment is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the ee offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is an original proposition and not an amendment 
to any . section of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on ra mtg ons through the 
gentleman from Ohio, in repo this bill to the House a sec- 
ond time, reported along with it the amendment already read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There may be two amendments to that, being a 
pi, of on origi 1 — 3 

e „It is not a part of the original text, but is an 
amendment pending before the committee. 

Mr. SP GER. Then no further amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not until this is di of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman from New York to withdraw 
his amendment; and I will renew it. è 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] made 
the amendment. 

Mr. PAGE. I made no amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moved to amend 
by adding the words “and special” after the word “general.” On 
that amendment debate is exhausted. 

Mr. BERINGER. I ask the gentleman to withdraw it, and I will 
renew i 

Mr. HISCOCK. Debate has not been exhausted. 
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The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is in order and no debate is in 


order until this amendment is di of, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to withdraw it, and I will 
renew it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I withdraw it for that purpose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise for the purpose of stating that I have pre- 

an amendment which I think will meet this view of the ques- 
jon. As I have sent it to the Clerk’s desk, I ask it to be read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not understand that amendment is offered now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course not, but I give notice at the proper 
time I will offer it. 

TheC Only one amendment to the amendment can be 


penang, 
Mr. SPRINGER.. I now ask it be read as a part of my remarks. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


als of elections, the sum of 87,600: Provided, That 
eral deputy marshals, for 
1 any duties in reference to any election, sl receive the sum of 82 
Oy in ful ppointments of such special dep- 
marshals or of 717 37 dopes marshals baving — 0 duty to ‘orm in 


t. y respect 
ton be made by the judge of the circuit court of the United States 


Mr. SPRINGER. I will state this is the amendment which . 
in the RECORD this morning and which I gave notice I would offer. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. FRYE. Strike out those limiting, qualifying words “of 
character” as it will be difficultto find them on that side. [Langhter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Those words were put in to meet the case whic 
occurred in the city of Philadelphia at the last presidential election 
when, by the proof offered before one of the committees of Congress, 
it was shown those who were appointed were the very worst char- 
acters which could be found in that city. I desire to avoid that in the 
future. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I want to tell the gentleman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I cannot yield. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I want to tell him how ignorant he is in refer- 


ence—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave only five minutes, and I cannot yield to 
the gentleman from Pe: lvania. I desire to state that when I can 
ofter this amendment I will doso, and that I have been authorized by 
the Committee on Elections to submit this as an amendment to the 
amendment now pending. The committee have directed me to sub- 
mit this, but in doing so the Committee on Elections desires it to be 
understood that it does not bind individual members, but that when 
the measure comes upit may be that some will support it and some will 
vote against it. Now this proposed amendment meets eve ing 
which seems to be desired by the gentleman from New York, and more. 
It provides in the future that the number of these deputy marshals at 
elections shall be limited to not less than two or more than three. It 
provides that they shall be of different political parties, of good char- 
acter, and able to read and write in English, and that they shall be 
well-known residents of the precinct in which the election is to be 


Mr. CONGER. Is that an attack on the German citizens? 

Mr. McMAHON. I will say to the gentleman from Michigan that 
I doubt if he has ever seen a German who could not read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Germans who vote the democratic ticket 
know how to read and write in 8 Soar Inow withdraw the amend- 
ment in order that the gentleman from New York may again offer it. 

Mr. PAGE. Irenew the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York, and desire to say a word only in reference toit. If this amend- 
ment is adopted it will enable the disbursing officers of the Govern- 
ment to pay the deputy marshals that were ig aioe at the election 
in California in September last. These men, Mr. Chairman, were ap- 
pointed in accordance with the existing law. The democratic party 
as well as the republican y in California last year believed, I 
think, generally that the United States law should be invoked for 
the protection of its citizens on election day. There were four par- 
ties in California last year, and three parties had candidates in the 
field for Congress. 

It is well known to the people of this country that there was danger 
to be 5 on election day and for several days prior to the 
election last fall in California. It is also well known that the leader 
of one of the political parties assailed the head of one of the other 
contending ies with an attempt to commit murder, neither be- 
longing to the republican or democratic party. But the inflammable 
condition of affairs in the State of California ten days prior to the day 
of election rendered it necessary that the authorities should take every 
possible precaution in their power in order to protect the people from 
what seemed likely to be a source of trouble growing out of that elec- 
tion, and with a view that there should bea ‘ble and fair elec- 
tion. The military of the city of San Francisco and of the State of 
California were employed to guard one of these parties who was con- 
fined in the county jail for an assault with intent to murder; and 
numbers of workingmen paraded the streets threatening that they 


would take this party from the jail; and all this occurred about elec- 
tion time. Now,I say that it was right and necessary that the law- 
abiding people of that State without regard to party should invoke 


the power of the General Government if necessary for the protection 
of this people and for the purpose of securing a fair and free elec- 
tion. 


On turning to your election laws I find it is provided that the United 
States marshals at the request of two citizens must appoint deputy 
marshals for the purpose of seeing that there should be a fair election 
held and also for the purpose of preserving the peace at the polls. 
Now, I ask my friend from Ohio in charge of this bill if he believes 
that the marshals did right in appointing these deputy marshals and 
if he believes it right that this House should pay thedebt. The gen- 
tleman asked me yesterday, and I have no doubt that he was serious 
in his question, if these marshals in California had not been alread: 
paid. I know of no sum out of which a could have been paid. 
do not think the gentleman seriously believes that the republican 
party paid the expense incurred under the law. I do not believe that 

he democratic party or any other party paid the bill, but I do sa; 
that it was an expense created exactly in accordance with law, an 
that the best citizens of that State without regard to party believed it 


an | right to have the marshals appointed as a precautionary measure, if 


for no other purpose. They would have been derelict in their duty 
if they had not complied with the law appointing the marshals when 
required to do so. And these appointments were made, and these 
marshals performed the service, in order to provide that the election in 
San Francisco and Oakland should be fair and free, and I do hope 
that this measure of justice will not be defeated here. 

I hope that the House, without any objection, will pay these one 
or two hundred marshals—I do not remember the exact number, but 
the amount ranges from $20 to $40 each, and I hope that the payment 
will not be delayed. I do not know the exact amount. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Seven thousand six hundred dollars in the aggre- 


ate. 
8 Mr. PAGE. And it does not seem possible that that siđe of the 
House would refuse to pay these men who were appointed under the 
law of Congress; that you will now withhold the necessary appro- 
priation for paying these men what they are entitled to under the law. 

And let me say to the gentleman from Ohio that the legality of 
their appointment can no more be questioned than the legality of 
the general marshals that were 1 pa by the marshal himself. 
If it was wrong for him to retain in his employment the general mar- 
shals it was wrong then, perhaps, for him to have appointed these 
extra marshals. But it was no more unlawfal in the one case than 
in the other, because you had made no appropriations to pay the gen- 
eral deputies and no appropriations to pa the marshal his salary, 
and it was just as lawful for the marshal of California to appoint 
these marshals on election day as it was to retain under his control 
the general marshals, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WRIGHT. 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from California has 


ired. 
be 5 O'NEILL rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER ] renewed the amendment 
and made a speech and the gentleman from California opposed it. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from Illinois withdrew the amendment 
and I renewed it. 


e $ 
tled to five minutes. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I donot think I want five minutes to defend Phil- 
adelphia or, Philadelphia elections or the officers who conduct the 
Philadelphia elections. 

During the session of last summer I gave this House what I thought 
was a very clear view of the conduct of the marshal of the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania and a defense of the special marshals who 
had been appomteg by him. Now I want to say what hurts the gen- 
tleman from Illinois TMr. SPRINGER] and the democratic in this 
House and the democratic party all over this country is this, that Phil- 
adelphia is radically a republican city and that you cannot repress 
its republicanism. And I want to say in reply to the gentleman’s 
slur on the marshal and his conduct there that the democratic Sen- 
ate of the United States sent a committee of investigation to Phila- 
delphia, that that committee investigated the democratic side of the 
case, and came back ashamed of itself and afraid to return to Phila- 
delphia to examine republicans who would have come before it and 
told it the honest truth. It never dared to go to the city of Phila- 
delphia to carry on this investigation. b, 

And if gentlemen will look over the records of the Senate they will 
see what was done in executive session in re; to the reappointment 
of the marshal of that district. Marshal Kerns, a gentleman of the 
highest integrity in his official conduct, was unanimously confirmed 
by the democratic Senate in executive session, which thus indorsed 
his acts as marshal. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) How does the gentleman know the 
confirmation was unanimous? 

Mr. O'NEILL. I know it from having heard it. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Ah! 


I want to ask the gentleman from California a 


Then the gentleman from Pennsylvania is enti- 
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Mr. NEILL. I know there are no secrets that are not told out of 
the executive session of the Senate, and so does the Speaker of this 
House. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I want to know the gentleman’s 
authority for the statement he made that the nomination was con- 
firmed ä 

Mr. O'NEILL. I give it as spoken on the streets of this Sp Ar 
in the same way as we always get information of what is done in 
executive session. 

Mr. FORT. And did not the committee report unanimously ? 

Mr. NEILL. I was about to state that. Every member of the 
House knows that we hear everything that occurs in the executive 
session of the Senate relative to confirmations. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. O'NEILL. The committee reported unanimously to the Sen- 
ate and the confirmation was unanimous. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call the gentleman to order. The gentleman 
has no right to refer to the proceedings of the Senate in this House, 
and especially to proceedings of the Senate in executive session, which 
are secret. 

Mr.SPARKS. Unless he can tell us the means by which he knows it. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I have referred to that, and my reference has gone 
into the RECORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I insist on the question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand there is any rule 
of the House or any rule of parliamentary law which prevents the 

entleman from referring to proceedings at the other end of the Cap- 
itol; although heis prevented from criticising or calling in question 
the proceedings there or 8 0 Doy name to the gentlemen who par- 
ticipated in those proceedings. The proceedings of the other branch 
are constantly alluded to in this House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman is attempting to state the 
proceedings of a secret session of the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. He is stating the result of the proceedings as 
he understands it. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I state further I made no attack on Marshal 
Kerns. 

Mr. O'NEILL. But you made an attack on the great republican 
city of Philadelphia. 

Mr. SPRINGE In that, too, the gentleman is wrong. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Iwill say further in reference to this confirmation, 
it was opposed strongly by certain democrats. But, sir, the demo- 
cratic Senator from the State of Pennsylvania rose above party feel- 
ing and showed himself superior in his action to the democrats who 
sought to pull down this respected official, Marshal Kerns. And he 

ermitted that confirmation to be made in the Senate, because he 
ew there was no cause for rejecting him, as he had simply dis- 
charged his duty conscientiously. 

Mr. SPARKS. My colleague only attacked the republican party 
of Philadelphia, not the city. ' ; 

Mr. O'NEILL. He attacked the citizens of Philadelphia who are 
republicans and who will remain republicans. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I have been interrupted a great deal. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I desire to say but a few words. I 
do not want by silence to have it understood that I am of the opins 
ion that there was any occasion whatever for United States marshals 
at the election to which reference has been made. On the contrary, 
I assert that there was no occasion for them, and the very gentleman 
alluded to, who was the officer that appointed them, stated subse- 
quently under oath that there was no occasion for them. 

Nor do I want by silence to have it understood that the men who 
were so appointed were of that character of citizens who were enti- 
tled to be selected for that particular service, I want to say further, 
notwithstanding the gentleman’s allegation that this officer was re- 
cently confirmed by a unanimous vote of the Senate, that he was con- 
firmed over my written protest. 

Mr. O’NEI That only shows the manner in which Senator WAL- 
LACE performs his duty toward a gentleman who was worthy of his 
support. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. O'NEILL] 
is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman. 1 
Mr. O'NEILL. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. I want to 
say something more for the instruction of the democratic party of 
this House and of the country [laughter] relative to elections in the 
city of Philadelphia. It is but a few years since republicans by hun- 
dreds and thousands were driven from the polls in Philadelphia, 
That continued until the city of Philadelphia became a republican 
city, until we were enabled to elect a mayor of the city of Philadel- 
phia and to have a police force that knew how to perform its duty; 
until we passed a few years ago (and I aided in its passage through 
this House) the very law under which special depnty marshals are 
appointed to serve at elections. We wanted a police force and United 
States marshals at our elections to give the great republican city of 
. an 1 to express its real sentiments at the 
Polls and which it had been obliged to express before that time upon 


election days time and again through blood and the most fearful riots 
X——106 


ever known in this country, insti, 
to 1. 5 of that city if they could. 
—.— RINGER. The gentleman entirely rire, ge me when 


ted by the desire of the democrats 


that I attacked the people of Philadelphia. I simply re- 
fe to certain special deputy marshals appointed for the elections 
in that city, who were proved by the evidence before a committee of 
Congress to have been in several instances persons of the most dis- 
reputable character, some of them keepers of bawdy houses, others 
of them convicts, others of them jail-birds, and others vagrants and 
tramps who had no visible means of support whatever. They have 
been proven to be persons of that character by a committee of Con- 
gress, and nobody has come to their defense. It was such persons 
that I attacked and no other. I did not say a word against the good 
people of Philadelphia. Those persons do not represent even the re- 
publican party of Philadelphia. 

Mr. O'NEILL. The gentleman says that was proved; it was by 
ex parte testimony. 

SPRINGER. It was not by er parte testimony. It was in open 
committee, where the witnesses were subjected to cross- examination. 

Mr. O'NEILL. And the committee laughed in their sleeve while- 
that testimony was being taken. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not see the laugh in the record; but I see 
evidence of the fact that some of those persons were of the most dis- 
reputable character. 

Mr. SPARKS, And they were selected “ to give the republicans of 
Philadelphia a chance.” 

Mr. O'NEILL. The Senate committee never returned to Philadel- 
phia to give these men a chance to defend themselves. I was obliged 
to bring into this House and put into the RECORD as a part of my 
23 in April last the affidavits of a number of these men whose 
characters had been assailed before the Senate committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So much was proved by the testimony that it 
was not necessary to return to that city in order to heap up proof 
upon proof. 

Mr. O'NEILL. At all events the gentleman who appointed those 
men has been confirmed by a democratic Senate as marshal. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Such action could not have occurred 
in a democratic House. 

Mr. O'NEILL. No, not by a democratic House; but by a demo- 
cratic Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I raise the point that this debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken; debate has 
been exhausted upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to amend by striking out the last three words. 

The CHAIRMAN. No such motion is in order because an amend- 
ment to the amendment is already pending. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to withdraw temporarily the amendment which 
the gentleman from New York first offered and which was renewed 
by me; and I wish to yield 

Mr. FINLEY. We object to the withdrawal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] can- 
not yield, because he has not the floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. He withdraws the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the withdrawal. The ques- 
tion is upon the adoption of the amendment offered originally by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and renewed by the gen- 
tleman from California. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I trust that there will be no objection to the tem- 
porary withdrawal of this amendment, to the end that one or two 
more gentlemen may speak on the question. 

Mr. WRIGHT. If you want debate on it, let it be general. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We shall not restrict it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
has given notice of an amendment to be offered as soon as this ques- 
tion is disposed of. That amendment will present substantially the 
same question, at least in one of its forms. The amendment of the 
gentleman from New York will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word general insert the words “and special; so that the amend- 
ment will read: 


For the payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and their 
4 aud special deputies, earned during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 


Mr. GARFIELD. We may as well have tellers on this question. 

3 CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will appoint 
tellers, 

cep fag no objection, and Mr. MCMAHON and Mr. Hiscock were 
appointed. 

he committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 105, noes 

124, 

So the amendment to the amendment was not d to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On behalf of the Committee on Elections I now 
offer the amendment of which notice has been given. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend the amendment by adding thereto the Slowing: 
of elections, the sum of $7,600: 


For special deputy ma: Provided, That 
hereafter special mwa A marshals of elections, and eral deputy marshals, for 
‘orming any duties in reference to any election, s receive the sum of $2 per 


y in fall for their compensation; and that all appointments of such deputy 
marshals or of aes deputy marshals having any duty to pe respect to 
any election be made by the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
for the district in which are to perform their duties, or by the dis- 
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80 ap ted shall be of 
tical of character, snd to read and write the En. 5 
and be well-known residents of the voting precinct in which their duties are 
to be 


Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make a point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Ialso wish to make a point of order, 

Mr. McMAHON. I hope gentlemen on the other side will not make 
points of order upon this, We had a promise yesterday from the other 
side that something of this kind would be accepted. My colleague 
[Mr. GaRFIELD] said that the lamp was still burning. 

Mr. HISCOC Imake a point of order on the amendment. Isup- 
pose it will hardly be claimed that this amendment can be offered 
under the clause of the rule which we have had under discussion : 

vision in ch bill dment thereto changing existin 
„ except euch as, being geen 40 the subject-matter of the bill 
shall retrench expenditures: 

I suppose the proposition is offered 

The CHAIRMAN. It comes from a committee, as the Chair under- 


stands. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It comes from a committee. Now, the first point 
I make is based upon the proviso of Rule XXI: 

Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of 
the — having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of raain Nr Co. 

I submit that the subject-matter of this amendment has never been 
confided to the Committee on Elections, and that committee has no 
jurisdiction of it by any order of this House. It can only acquire 
Jurisdiction under the order and direction of the House. 

The next point I make is based upon this language of the rule : 

All proposed . shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely: Subjects relating— 

1. To the election of members : to the Committee on Elections. 

I submit that the clear intent of this language is that the province 
of the Committee on Elections shall be limited to questions concern- 
ing the election of members to this House; that it is not competent 
for that committee,even under the direction of the House, to take 
jurisdiction of a general election law making provision for the future 
election of members; that the whole jurisdiction of this committee 
is confined to the investigation of subject-matters relating to the 
election of members already claiming seats here—that their jurisdic- 
tion does not extend beyond that. 

Mr. KEIFER. The points of order have been well stated by the 

mtleman from New York, [Mr. Hiscock. ] I wish to call attention 
E a bill introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
and referred to the Committee on Elections, and I will say that thìs 
amendment is in substance that bill. I agree that it is not in pre- 
cisely the same Janguage, but in every sense it is in substance that 
bill. I take pleasure in sending a copy of the bill to the Chair, 

Now I wish to say if this be not true—if it be controverted by the 

tleman from IIlinois—if he claims that this proposed amendment 
is not in substance the bill now before the Committee on Elections, 
then the point made by the gentleman from New York is sound—that 
this subject-matter refe: to in the amendment was never before 
the Committee on Elections. It was never referred to that commit- 
tee if it did not get there by virtue of the reference of the bill of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

In terms the proposed amendment contains more than the bill that 
was referred. It contains in addition an appropriation; but in its 
subject-matter it proposes to change existing law in relation to the 

ial deputy marshals and their mode of appointment. The objec- 
tion must go, of course, to the wholeamendment. If the amendment 
simply proposed to pay these ial deputy marshals in the State of 
California, the objection would not be good, and I think I am safe in 
saying that no objection would be made, at least on this side of the 
House, to such an amendment. That amendment would be entirely 
in order, because this is a deficiency made in accordance with law. I 
know it is that sort of deficiency that big Batre [Mr. MCMAHON] 
undertakes to say the Con, of the United States ought not to 
make good. But, Mr. Chairman, while I do not characterize that 
utterance of my colleague, I wish to characterize the conduct of the 
Con of the United States in refusing to make appropriations 
which are in exact accordance with the mandates of law. It is not 
eowardly to refuse, but it is doing that which will be denominated 
before the country and the world dishonest not to appropriate money 
to pay a debt which has been contracted in exact accordance with law. 

5 Mr. Chairman, that my point of order must go to the 
whole of this proposed amendment; and I wish to have it distinctly 
understood the gentleman can make proper 3 but in this 
way. He cannot change existing laws. We do not wish either to have 
a repetition of what we have had in the early days of this Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Ohio, who has just taken his 
seat, makes the point of order, first, that the subject-matter of this 
amendment has not been before the Committee on Elections; and, 
secondly, that the subject-matter of it is before the Committee on 
Elections, and for that reason is not in order. 

Mr. KEIFDR. The gentleman will understand me: I say that it 
is not before the Committee on Elections unless it gets there by vir- 
tue of a bill which the gentleman has introduced; andif it does get 


there by virtue of that bill, then he can only report in accordance 
with the subject-matter contained in that bill. If it is notin aecord- 
ance with that, then it should be ruled ont upon that ground. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A billis pending before the Committee on Elec- 
tions, as appears by the RECORD, concerning the election of Repre- 
sentatives in Con It is not necessary to look into that bill any 
further as to the subject-matter of this amendment. The subject- 
matter of the election of Representatives in Con, is now before 
that committee. Therefore on that ground the point of order is not 
well taken. 

The next question is, whether it is in substance the bill pending 
before the Committee on Elections. In order to be in substance the 
same if must in terms or words sufficiently plain represent the sub- 
stance of that bill. It does not do so, and the gentleman cannot pre- 
tend that it does. 

The bill before the committee contains three sections, one in rela- 
tion to supervisors of election, another in reference to deputy mar- 
shals of election, and the third in reference to arbi arrests by 
such marshals of election, so that the substance of the bill is not em- 
braced in the pending amendment nor in the language of that bill. 
The subject of deputy marshals is covered, but it is entirely different 
in its provisions. 

As to the point made by the ss from New York [Mr. His- 
cock] that the Committee on Elections did not properly have juris- 
diction of this subject, that question has already been adjudicated by 
the reference of the bill to that committee. If the gentleman thought 
the reference was improper, it was his right at the time the reference 
was made to moye a different reference; but the House having re- 
ferred this bill all questions as to whether it is properly there or not 
have been adjudicated by the House. But independently of that, I 
hold that under the rule all questions relating to the election of Rep- 
resentatives in Congress properly should be referred to the Committee 
on Elections. As to the point made by the gentleman from New York, 
I do not think it is well taken from the fact that, under the rule, it is 
provided— 

That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the report of the com- 


mittee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, which amend- 
ment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures, 


Does this provision retrench expenditures? It reduces the com- 
msation of deputy marshals of election from $5 a ot to $2 a day. 

t reduces their number from being unlimited to not less than two 
nor more than three in each district where they are required to be 
sppolaten So in both respects, in the reduction of the number of 
oflicers and the amount of their pay, it does retrench expenditure by 
its terms. Then, bein gues to this bill as an appropriation to 
supply a deficiency, which this bill in its title panes torefer to, and 
making that appropriation on the condition that hereafter the pay of 
such marshals hall be reduced in amount and they shall be reduced 
in the number, it comes entirely within the rule under every feature 


of it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I suppose these rules are not in- 
tended for a snare, and I suppose a fair and liberal construction is to be 
put upon them. I do not — if a bill is introduced to the House 
and by mistake or if because the gentleman from Illinois was not care- 
fully watched a bill was refe to his Committee on Elections over 
which it had no jurisdiction, the fact that it was sent there in that way 
would bring it within the proviso which is added to this third clause 
of Rule XXI. The language of the proviso is: 

Provided, It shall be in order to further amend such bill on the report of the com- 
mittee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment. 

Having jurisdiction ” under these rules. Here is a code of law for 
us, a code of law which is to guide us, which is to guide this House. 
It is in fact its chart of government. The point is whether under the 
rules the committee has 5 of the subject-matter. Now, turn 
back to Rule XI, and this subdivision has special reference to Rule 
XI in reference to aie powers of committees when it says what sub- 
jects may be considered under this proviso. 

Turning back to Rule XI and the language is that— 

eee Son eet to the committees named in the 
odine’ e, as fo 3, namely: Subjects relating st 

1, To the election of members. 

The rule refers to election of members of this House, not members 
of a future Congress. We all understand the jurisdiction of the Elec- 
tions Committee. We all understand what jurisdiction it was in- 
tended to confer on that committee. And I say that the language 
used here, the word “jurisdiction” in this subdivision of Rule Ž 
refers to the jurisdiction as itis referred to and defined in Rule XI, 
which confers jurisdiction upon the differentcommittees of this House. 

So far as the question of fact which has been referred to by the 

entleman from Ohio on this side of the House is concerned, I do not 
ow in reference to that; but this is the first time I have ever un- 
derstood that any bill on this subject had been referred to that com- 
mittee. I understand the gentleman from Ohio to say this is not in 
substance the bill referred to the committee, or it was not a bill 
which would carry the jurisdiction of this amendment or of the sub- 
ject-matter of this amendment to that committee; but the point 
which I insist upon, and the vital point here, is the language of this 
subdivision No.3 of Rule XXI. It speaks with reference to the juris- 
diction as it is laid down and defined in Rule XI, where the jurisdic- 
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tion and powers of the various committees of the House over sub- 

t-matters referred to them is defined, and not with reference to a 
Jeriedletlon which may be eonferred by a special reference. Upon 
the question which the gentleman from Mississippi has discussed I 
shal] spend no time, because under the intimation of the Chair I 
understand that the vital point in his mind is that I have discussed. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that the important 
point in this case is whether the Election Committee has jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter of this amendment or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order turns upon 
that question. 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir; turns upon that point. I find by Rule 
XI that all proposed legislation on subjects relating to the election 
of members shall be referred to the Committee on Elections. What 
does that mean? This, and this only: by the Constitution this House 
is the “jadge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its mem- 
bers.” In the discharge of that function this House has created a 
committee which it calls its Committee on Elections, and to them 
are referred all the questions growing out of the controversies which 
are involved in these particular elections. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ROBESON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Rule XI, which the gentleman from New Jersey 

Mr. ROBESON] has just quoted, provides that all“ proposed legis- 

tion” shall be referred to the several committees thereafter named, 
Ko., and then provides that all proposed legislation in reference to 
the elections E members shall be referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions. This is not a contested-election case. 

Mr. ROBESON. I admit it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now if we look to the jurisdiction of the Judi- 
ciary Committee we find that it relates to judicial proceedings, to 
civil and criminal law. Should this bill, therefore, go to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary? Not at all. It does not relate to any of the 
subject-matters referred to in the rule prescribing the duties of that 
committee and it can only go to the Committee on Elections under 
the rule. 

Mr. ROBESON. I was about to state a general proposition, when 
the gentleman interrupted me, that “all proposed legislation shall 
bo referred to committees named in the preceding rule,” as follows : 
“ Subjects relating to the election of members, to the Committee on 
Elections.” Now my point is that that committee was organized for 
the consideration of the election of members after they get into this 
House with reference to contests in regard to their seats, and that the 
committee does not naturally and generally have charge of the sub- 
ject matter of the laws which regulate, and are for the future to regu- 

ate, those elections. I say that is so, first, because that committee 

is organized under that clause of the Constitution which gives to this 
House the power to which I have referred ; second, use the prac- 
tice has always been so; third, because all subjects relating to civil 
and criminal law are under this rule referred to another committee, 
and that division of the rule which refers subjects relating to civil 
and criminal law to the judiciary is the special and last provision on 
this subject, and takes the general subject-matter from the Commit- 
tee on Elections and gives it to the Committee on the Judiciary oy 
that direct assignment, excluding all inference of language whic 

would take it to the Election Committee. So much for the general 
1 Since then it seems that the Committee on Elections 

not generally the jurisdiction of this subject-matter. 

Now, there still remains on the gentleman’s side—and I wish to 
state it fairly—this ent: that this subject-matter has been re- 
ferred to his committee by the reference of a bill on the subject which 
is before the committee. I say now that if my first proposition be 
true that generally the committee have no charge of the matter, then 
the special reference of that bill to them carries with it nothing but 
the bill and their action on it, and gives them no charge of the sub- 
ject for any other purpose nor clothes them with power under this 
rule which belongs to another committee. Their jurisdiction is not gen- 
eral, but is confined to their special action on that bill alone. It is given 

to them subject always to the general rule of this House, and extends 
no further than the special reference. I do not care to detain the 
Chair further upon this point. I know that a suggestion of it to the 
distinguished gentleman who occupies the chair is sufficient to set 
his acute and judicial mind to the calm and full consideration and 
decision of the question, and I am content to rest on his decision of 
this matter when his mind has been once directed to it. 

Therefore I will not detain the House at all upon that subject-mat- 
ter. But I trust the Chair will discriminate in his ruling, if he ad- 
mits this amendment, between the questions whether he admits it on 
the general proposition that the committee have charge, or upon the 
proposition that the subject-matter has been specially referred to it 
by the reference of the bill; because it is ex ingly important now, 
when these rules are crystallizing into law for the future government 
of this House, to let us understand whether, when this rule says that 
all questions relating to the civil and criminal law shall go to the 
committee organized for considering the laws, they are to be divided 
up and assigned to every committee whose mere name may suggest 
an analogy with the subject-matter. 

Mr. CONGER. It is only because of my desire that in the first con- 
struction of these rules they shall be made to conform to their general 
intent, that I make any remarks at all. I think I may call the atten- 


tion of the Chair to the very wide range which this question involves. 
I ask his attention to paragraph 32 of Rule XI. Rule XI says: 

All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule as follows, namely: Subjects relating. 

In paragraph 32 of Rule XI, where the matters within the juris- 
diction of the eight committees named are stated, the chairman will 
see among other things that are referred to those committees on expen- 
ditures in the different Departments—the Department of State, the 
Treasury Department, the War, Navy, Post-Office, and Interior De- 
partments, the Department of Justice, and on Public Buildings—the 
proper application of public moneys. 

Now, here is a question involved in this vay bill—the proper ap- 
plication of publio moneys whether to special or to general deputy 
marshals. A little variation in the ruling would give to the Commit- 


tee on Expenditures in the Department of State the whole of this 
question that is in dispute. 
The CHAIRMAN. Willthe gentleman from Michi allow the 


Chair to suggest that the thirty-second clanse of Rule XI seems to 
apply to investigations as to the proper application of moneys already 
appropriated? This amendment proposes to make a specific appro- 
priation for the special deputy marshals. 

Mr. CONGER. It is now making this appropriation, and that in- 
volves the proper application of it when made. But 1 have merely 
referred to that. I refer to another point provided for in that same 
clause 32, “the reduction or increase of the pay of officers.” Another 
is “ the abolishment of useless offices,” which is one of the very ob- 
jects of this amendment, as claimed. 

Now if a member of one or the other of those committees instructed 
by his committee should offer an amendment in rd to the abol- 
Ht ene of useless offices, under the construction claimed by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that he has the right here under the other clauses 
of the rule, his committee having the subject-matter of the amend- 
ment under control, that could not possibly be ruled out in my opin: 
ion; and so of several of these things. The provision is so distinct 
that those committees shall have charge of those particular subjects 
that if they report amendments here under the ruling which is asked 
because some matter of the election of members is involved, or the 
attendance of marshals at an election of members, the Chair will see 
how very far and how very wide such a ruling would open the door 
for every committee and any committee to interfere and get in amend- 
ments under that rule. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that was not at all the intention of 
the rule. The intention of the rule undoubtedly was that in a gen- 
eral deficiency bill or other appropriation bill of this kind a commit- 
tee having special charge of that part of the expenditure to which 
the bill related might offer an amendment to it, as, for instance, the 
Military Committee in iy “po to a deficiency in the Army appropria- 
tions, the Committee on Naval Affairs in regard to a deficiency for 
carrying on the naval service of the country, the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs in regard to some expenditure in a deficiency bill makin, 
appropriations for carrying out our foreign relations. I think suc 
aruling can be made as shall give full scope to what I conceive to 
have been the object of this amendment, to permit the committees 
who are familiar with and understand the wants of the departments 
of the service, committed under the rules to their charge, to come in 
and say in this deficiency or in this appropriation bill—for I take it 
for the purpose of this discussion these are the same—for the nayal 
service, for the military service, or for public buildings, matters com- 
mitted to their examination, brought under their supervision, require 
in their judgment this additional appropriation to be made, and they 
offer their amendment as being the committee to supervise and have 
the jurisdiction of that subject-matter. 

I have no doubt that the Chair will consider all these propositions, 
and I have no doubt about the correct ruling of the Chair if all the prop- 
ositions are presented to his mind. My only object is that we may 
start right under these new rules. What I have said has been with- 
out special reference to this particular matter, but that the ruling, 
as the Chair has already suggested, under the new rules may be suc! 
that it shail be consistent, uniform, and capable of being maintained 
on principle and on a strict construction of all the rules ther. It 
is for that reason I have ventured to call the attention of the Chair 
to the manner in which other committees might continually, in con- 
nection with the matters referred to them, introduce under that rule 
amendments and claim the right to introduce them if the construc- 
tion be as claimed by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. KEIFER. I simply wish to add a word or two to what I have 
already stated. I am induced to do it by thé intimation of the Chair 
that on one point I suggested the Chair differed from me. As has 
already been said, I regard the ruling on this question as a very im- 
portant one, not for to-day or perhaps for this session or for this Con- 
gress, but for the future Congresses. I wish to state again what I 
tried to state in the first instance: that is, if the Committee on Elec- 
tions had the subject-matter of this amendment referred to it by rea- 
son of the reference of the bill offered by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] and if we gave that committee jurisdiction to 
report upon this question at all or jurisdiction to consider the ques- 
tion at all, then it was because the amendment itself was im sub- 
stance the same as the bill. 

Now I have invited the attention of the Chair to the consideration 
of the bill. The analysis of the amendment will show that it per- 
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tains generally to an alteration of an existing law relating to the 
1 of special deputy marshals. Is not that the substance 
of the bill of the gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Sprrncer?] II it is 
not, then the committee which this morning undertook to instruct 
its chairman to report an amendment to this House was doing a vain 
thing and one outside of its jurisdiction. 

Let me repeat: if that bill gave jurisdiction to the Committee on 
Elections over this matter, then it was because it contained the sub- 
stance of this amendment. If the amendment contains the substance 
of the bill, then we can come logically, I think, to the conclusion that 
it is not in order under the fourth clause of Rule XXI, which prohibits 
the introduction by way of amendment of “the substance of any 
other bill or resolution pending before the House.” That is all I de- 
sire to say on this point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. One single further e The proviso of 
the third subdivision of Rule XXI is as follows: 

Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill u the report 


of the committee haying jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, 
which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench 


Now let us look for a moment at the amendment. 
For special deputy marshals of elections, the sum of $7,600. 


That much I concede is germane to the bill under consideration 
Let us then look at the proviso of the amendment, the vicious part 
of it, to which objection is made. It reads: 

Previdad, That hereafter special deputy marshals of elections, and general d. 
uty marshals, for ciety a any duties in reference to any election, Shall ens 2 
the sum of $2 per day in full for their compensation; and that all appointments of 
auch special deputy marshals or one deputy marshals having any duty to per- 
form in et to any election be made by the judge of the circuit court of 
the United States for the district in which such marshals are to perform their duties, 
or by the district judge. in the absence of the circuit judge, and not less than two 
nor more than three appointments shall be made for any voting precinct where such 
7 oana T are required to be made, and the persons so appointed shall be of 

t AS of good character, and able to read and write the English 
la e, and be well-known residents of the voting precinct in which their 
duties are to be performed. 

That is a proposition to enact a law for the fature. The point I 
make is that the enactment of a law regulating elections in the future, 
and which may run for all time, is certainly not germane to this bill 
under the proviso which I have read of the third subdivision of Rule 


XI. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Iam very sorry that our friends on the republican 
side of the House have with such unanimity interposed their points of 
order. After what was said yesterday by the gentlemen whom we all 
acknowledge upon either side to be the leader of that side of the 
House, I thought that a proposition to amend these election laws 
would be met with favor by gentlemen upon that side. But it seems 
now that with a great degree of unanimity they have taken the oppo- 
site tack, and now interpose a point of order upon which I propose 

8 


to paar 
The committees of this House obtain jurisdiction of a bill, or of the 
subject-matter of a bill, either because of the naturé of questions 
ing before them, or by the reference in open House of a particu- 
bill to them. Now, the Committee on Elections was a very proper 
committee to which to refer the bill which my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] presented here as a bill pending before his commit- 
tee. The second section of that bill provides that section 2021 of the 
Revised Statutes shall be amended by adding thereto the following: 
That all ti for th int tof 1 deput; hal 
EE tits ALON dell We TSEAN be BIA CAEN BAD DORAO AAT AD. 
pointments of such deputy marshals, or of any general Serah marshals, havin. 
any duty to perform in respect to any election, the court si cause a notice o 
such application to be served on the candidates for Representatives in Congress, 
in the voting precios where the appointments are to be made, represent: the 
three different political parties casting the greatest number of votes in sai ae 
cinct at the election next preceding for Representatives in Congress; and appoint- 
ments of such 1 hereafter be made only by the court for each votin 
precinct where such appointments are required by law to be made, and an equa’ 
number of appointments for each vo precinct shall be made on the recommen- 
dation of of such candidates; and each person so appointed shall be a resi- 
dent of the voting precinct where his duties are to be performed. 

The point I make is this: that the introduction and reference of 
this bill in open House without objection to the Committee on Elec- 
tions gave that committee jurisdiction of the subject-matter of regu- 
lating the method of electing members of Congress, But I need not 
insist upon the committee having jurisdiction of the whole subject- 
matter. Iwill only insist apon its having jurisdiction according to the 
express terms of the bill. In the second section of the bill I find that 
it is proposed to amend the method of appointing 8 deputy mar- 
shals at elections. Therefore there can be no earthly doubt that the 
Committee on Elections would be authorized to report to this House 
any bill upon the subject-matter of either the first or the second sec- 
tion of that bill, because it has been referred to that committee by 
the House. 

But getting jurisdiction of the first and second sections of this bill 
‘imposes no obligation on the Committee on Elections to report that 
bill back to the House in the exact shape in which it was introduced 
by my friend from Illinois. The very object of referring the bill to 
the committee was that they should consider it—should see whether 
iit was well matured, and if not, should mature it and put it in shape. 

Now, as I understand, they have considered the bill and have con- 
cluded to report in lieu of the precise bill as introduced the substance 
of it or something like it. They have jurisdiction to do that. They 
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have the right to report their amendment, as they have done, because 
it is based upon the express provisions of a bill which was referred to 
them in open House without objection.. 

Now, let me come to the second proposition. My friend from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] admits that it is in order and germane upon this 
bill to move to appropriate $7,600 for the payment of ae deputy 
marshals at elections. When that ame ent was offered without 

ualification nobody raised the point of order, but we voted upon it. 
ow my friend from Illinois comes in and states that he is instructed 
by the Committee on Elections—to do what? To offer a further 
amendment to the pending bill. The gentleman from Illinois moves 
to insert $7,600 for the pay of special deputy marshals. My friend 
from New York admits this to be germane; but then the committee—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, let me call attention to this language in the 
proviso of the rule: 

Having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, which amend- 
ment being germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 

Now does the gentleman claim that this amendment providing that 
hereafter deputy marshals shall be appointed in a particular manner— 
that this chapter of legislation attached to the appropriation of $7,600 
is germane to the pending bill? 

r. MCMAHON. Ido. I do so in all honesty and sincerity; and 
I wili state why. In the first place, what is the character of the whole 
bill now pending before the House? It is a bill to provide for defi- 
ciencies in the service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880. If 
this Congress should vote this A PENAS of $7,600, it will be for 
a supposed deficiency arising in the current fiscal year. Hence the 
appropriation of $7,600 is germane to the subject-matter of the bill. 
Now, what is under consideration in this particular clause? The pay 
of United States marshals and their general and special deputies. 
That is the question under consideration. Shall we pay them not 
only the feee they have earned, but those they may earn? For this 
appropriation is to run until the Ist day of next July. 

r. HISCOCK. It is perfectly clear that nothing can be earned 
by them before that time. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Why not? A member of this House may die; 
there may be a special election ordered; the money may be needed 
for that portend and it could be used for that purpose. There is one 
thing which my friend has overlooked in this discussion from the 
beginning to the end—that this appropriation is not only for the pay- 
ment of fees already earned, but for the whole fiscal year, including 
more than three months yet to come. 

Now the amendment, being germane, proposes what? To retrench 
expenditures; and I suppose no gentleman on the other side of the 
House will for a moment contend that it does not retrench expendi- 
tures. It proposes to limit the number of deputies that may be em- 
ployed at ear poitog place to three 

Mr. CONG Does the gentleman doubt that it will increase 
very largely the number of deputy marshals in places where other- 
wise they would not be called for? 

Mr. MoMAHON, It does not require them to be appointed. 

Mr. CONGER. But ifeach party is to choose deputy marshals, will 
it not naturally and necessarily increase very largely the call for 
ag officers all over the country where now they are not called 
for 

Mr. MCMAHON. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman will under- 
stand this amendment reduces the pay of these deputies from five to 
two dollars a day, besides providing that no more than three shall 
be employed at any one polling place. We know that now, not only 
under the law as properly construed, but under the practice, more 
than three may be employed. 

Mr. CONGER. Not at one polling place. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Yes, sir; at one polling place. 

Mr. CONGER. No. 

Mr. MCMAHON. You may employ a hundred under the present 
law at one polling place. 

. Mr, CONGER. There is no example of that kind. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes. There is an example of seven hundred 
and forty appointed in the city of New Orleans in 1876; thirty-five 
hundred in the State of Louisiana; and in one congressional district 
in Missouri, represented by the gentleman from Missouri, [ Mr. Frost, ] 
seven hundred and twenty deputy marshals were appointed. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I do not care to hinge my cs ir on this point 
of order upon the practice, I base it upon the right under the law, to 
appoint as many deputy marshals for a polling place as the marshal 
sees fit. , 

Now, I say that the amendment is eminently in the interest of econ- 
omy because it limits the number of deputies at any one polling pare 
to three, and reduces their pay from $5 a day to 82 à day. If my 
friend from Illinois had adopted the suggestion I threw out yester- 
day he would also have limited the number of days during which 
these men are to be employed. I think it a mistake that his amend- 
ment does not contain such a limitation, but in that it is liberal to 

ntlemen on the other side. I hope those gentlemen will withdraw 
their points of order and let us have some g like a fair vote. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman is now ing to the merits of 
the amendment. I insist that he shall s to the point of order or 
else that we shall have an opportunity to go into the merits. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I want to know, Mr. Chairman, whether it is out 
of order to appeal to gentlemen to withdraw their points of order? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The tleman has the right to make such an 
appeal, but not to discuss the merits of the question. 

.McMAHON. I now make that appeal to every member on that 
side who has raised a point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. And every member refuses to withdraw the point 
1. onder. I think I have the right to speak for the whole crowd, 

aughter. 

Mr MCMAHON. Where is my distin ed ag yo a from Ohio, 
(Mr. GARFIELD?) The “lamp” is still burning, I understand. We 
“vile sinners” are anxious to return. $ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio—— 

Mr. ROBESON. The lamp is still burning and the gentleman from 
Ohio can still come in, 

Mr. MCMAHON. Why does the gentleman extinguish the lamp 
when the sinners are ready to return? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen will save time by confining them- 
selves to the nding eee of order. 

Mr. Mc ON. ave used all my efforts to get gentlemen on 
the other side to withdraw their point of order, and therefore now 
refer the matter to the Chair. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire only a moment. There is 
still a point of order which it seems to me has not been made. Per- 
haps it has been partly covered by the gentleman from New York. I 
do not regard this as coming within Rule XXI, or that it is material 
whether it retrenches expenditures or not. My point is it is foreign to 
the subject-matter under consideration. It introduces a new subject. 
This is not one of the general 5 bills. It is a deficiency 
bill. A deficiency bill is to supply the funds necessary under the law 
of Congress as it exists, to administer the Government until the end of 
the fiscal year. 

Here is a new subject introduced. The gentleman from Illinois pro- 
poses to change the entire system of appointing deputy marshals ; 
to provide an entirely different system of appointment; that they 
shall be made by the judges of the court instead of by the marshals 
themselves. I invite the attention of the Chair to Rule XVI, to the 
latter part of clause 7, which reads “And no motion or 8 
on a subject different from that under consideration shall be admit- 
ted under color of amendment.” The amendment of the gentleman 
from Dlinois introduces a new subject. It has no reference to a de- 
ficiency bill, but it proposes to change the mode of appointing deputy 
marshals. It is entirely different from the subject-matter under con- 
sideration. Rule XXI is not applicable, but Rule XVI is, which would 
exclude in this case as in any other the introduction of a matter dif- 
ferent from that under consideration. : 

Mr. SPEER. Mr, Chairman, I presume no gentleman who did me 
the honor to listen to what I had to say in the discussion on Rule XXI 
will pretend, for one moment, I am in favor of riders on appropriation 
bills; but the House, in its superior wisdom, saw fit to adopt this Rule 
XXI and it is upon the construction of that rule this question of order 
has arisen. 

Now, that rule contains this proviso, “ That it shall be in order 
further to amend such bill upon the report of the committee havin 
jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such amendment, which amend- 
ment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, shall retrench 
expenditures.” 

e question is first, has the Committee on Elections jurisdiction 
of the pa, Mea ayer of this amendment? I contend thatit has. In 
the first place, sir, this bill has been referred to that committee. The 
reference itself is an adjudication by the authority of this House of 
the propriety of that reference. It is an adjudication of the question 
of jurisdiction, and that adjudication being final, that committee has 
jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

Sir, it needs only the most casual reference to the terms of the bill 
to see that the subject-matter of the bill and the amendment is the 
same, „All applications for appointment of special deputy marshals, 
Kc.“ In order to obviate the effect of that proposition gentlemen 
will have to assume the position here that the Committee on Elec- 
tions is limited to the terms of the bill which is referred to it. That 
is not true. It is not sound eee Iaw, Having jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter, the Committee on Elections can make such re- 
port as seems to them best on the subject; and they have accordingly 
instructed their chairman to report this amendment to the pending 
appropriation bill. 

5 sir, aside from the question of reference, has not the committee 
jurisdiction of this question? Is it not properly referred to that com- 
mittee? To return to Rule XI, we see it there provided that— 

All oe le on shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
cedin e, as follows, namely: Subjects relating 

1. To the election of members: to the Committee on Elections. 

Does this bill relate to the election of members? But gentlemen 
say that refers to contests now pending before the House. That I 
understand was the proposition of the gentleman from New York. 
Will that gentleman contend there can be any such thing as proposed 
pe rer about a contest that is already pending? Can you propose 
a law about a contest before this House unless you propose an ex post 
Sacto law relating to that contest? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have seen that done. 

Mr. SPEER. Well, but the gentleman will not say it was right or 
parliamentary. It would be highly improper to do so, and yet the 
gentleman is forced to that position to sustain his argument. 


r Will the gentleman permit me to make a state- 
ment 

Mr. SPEER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBESON. If“ proposed legislation” is to govern the Com- 
mittee on Elections, then it will not have control of anything but 
proposed legislation.” 

Mr. SPEER. Not at all. 

Mr. ROBESON. Certainly, for that governs the whole subject- 
matter. Then how does this get before them ? 

Mr. SPEER. That question L am not discussing. 

The logic of the gentleman’s argument would be that the Commit- 
tee on Elections could not decide contested-election cases at all. I 
say that would be the logic of it. The mistake in the gentleman’s 
3 is that he takes the old rule as the basis of it instead of the 
new rule. 

The old rule to which he refers is as follows : 

It shall be the duty of the Committee of Elections to examine and rt upon 
the certificates of election or other credentials of the members returned to serve 
in this House, and to take into their consideration all such petitions and other 


matters touching elections and returns as shall or may be presented or come into 
question and be referred to them by the House. 


That was the old rule. But the language of the new rule is: 

All proj legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely: Subjects relating— 

1, To the election of members, 

Now, this is proposed legislation; it touches the election of mem- 
bers; it has been referred by an adjudication of this House to the 
Committee on Elections, and therefore it properly comes before the 
House in the manner presented by that committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, that is entirely a novel construc- 
tion of that rule. We have for the first time here heard that there 
was to be any change whatever in the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Elections. Imnever heard an intimation of that fact before. Now, 
I hold that the fact that the bill is in the hands of the Committee on 
Elections is by no means conclusive of its rightful jurisdiction. 

If the bill upon its face shall appear to them belonging more prop- 
erly to any other committee, the presumption of course is against 
that jurisdiction, and we must recur to the manner of the reference. 
If at the time of the reference, notwithstanding the apparent impro- 
priety of that reference, the House had an understanding of the ques- 
tion, and referred it distinctly to this or any other committee, then 
we should be concluded against questioning its jurisdiction. But here 
we find a bill proposing to change the pape pene statutes of the United 
States which regulate and govern the election of members of Con- 

, in the hands of a committee which has never from the organ- 
ization of the Government had anything to do but to inquire into the 
certificates and manner of election of members of that particular 
House, whether they were rightfully or wrongfully elected—trying a 

rsonal issue between a man out and a man in. The committee never 
ad any other jurisdiction ; but the manner of electing and . ba. 
and all that, according to the general statute, went to the hands o 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Now, sir, I hold, therefore, the question of that committee having 
jurisdiction is just as much open to the Chair, on this point being 
raised, as it would have been open to the Honse when the reference 
was yin IRER The Chair must take knowledge of the fact 
that thousands and thousands of bills are referred here just as ra 
idly as the Clerk can read and refer them, by the chance words whic! 
may happen to catch his eye on the back of the bill. If, for instan 
a bill providing the ways and means for improving the navigation 
the eee River should happen to be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, that reference in the hearing of the House would 
not control the question of jurisdiction. The bill belongs to the Mis- 
sissippi River Committee. If a question concerning elections hap- 
pens to get to the Committee on Elections it does not follow by any 
means that committee has jurisdiction of it. For, as I said, the com- 
mittee has never concerned itself with making amendments to these 
general statutes, but only in deciding what I may call personal issues 

tween men claiming seats. 

Mr. SCALES. Mr. Chairman, if I understand this pes ition it is 
that a bill has been referred to the Committee on Elections by this 
House in accordance with its rules. [understand that committee have 
considered that bill, and they have reported back to the House their 
action in the way prescribed by the rules in the shape of an amend- 
ment to a bill now pending before this Committee of the Whole. 

Now, sir, will the chairman of the Committee of the Whole under- 
take to decide that the House was wrong when it saw fit to refer that 
question to the committee? If so, it involves us in a difficulty which 
cannot well be remedied. This bill is referred to the Committee 
on Elections. It is the duty of that committee to consider and to 
report, and they have reported in accordance with that duty; but if 
you say now they did not have jurisdiction of the matter, then you 
deprive any committee of the power to make or propose the amend- 
ment which the Committee on Elections have deemed necessary. That 
committee has submitted that amendment and it was the only com- 
mittee that could do it. No other committee can make it, because it 
is not to be presumed that the House has referred the same su 
matter to more than one committee, and having referred this subject 
to the Committee on Elections, it is more than probable that ij will 
not be found before any other committee. é 
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Now, if the report of this Committee on Elections is ruled out, the 


robability is, indeed it is almost certain, that the Committee of the 
Whole will lose whatever benefit there is in the amendment, 

Now, will the chairman of the Committee of the Whole House say 
he will override the action of the House, and bring on this difficulty 
which could be avoided if we abide its action? Icare not whether 
the reference was considerately or inconsiderately made. It does not 
matter. It was the action of the House; it was committed by the 
House; it has been reported back, and this committee must abi om 
it. If the chairman says the reference was improperly made, he wi 
deprive the committee of the 
ever anxious we might be to do it. 7 

Will the Chair do that? Does the Chair feel that he has the au- 
thority under the rules of the House to do that? Would it not be 
better for the Chair to say—and I hope the Chair will not consider 
me as dictating what he should say, but simply as presenting m. 
views in my own way—the House having decided, its action sha 
stand. It may be that if the House had taken no action, and this 
was an 8 question, the decision of the Chair would be different; 
but since the House has acted, with all due deference, it does occur 
to me the Chair is concluded by it. I feel sure the amendment ought 
to and will be admitted. 

Mr. REED. I desire to make a suggestion upon the question of 
order, although it may seem to have been pretty thoroughly exhausted 
by what has already been said. If I understand the object of the 
amendment which changed the rule to its present shape, it was that 
the House might in all these matters of amendment have the benefit 
of the peculiar experience of the committees which might submit 
them; and therefore the House very carefully used the language 
which was employed in the present rule as it now stands, namely, 
that the amendment must be proposed, not by a committee to whom 
a bill in substance of the same character was referred, but by a com- 
mittee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

Now, I submit to the Chair that under the third and fourth clauses 
of Rule XXI there results this dilemma: if this be a bill in substance 
like the amendment which is offered, and therefore giving juris- 
dictfon to the Elections Committee of the subject-matter, then the 
amendment must be obnoxious to the fourth clause of therule. The 
fourth clause must rule it out as being a bill in substance like the 
amendment which is offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman not confound the word 
“substance” and the word “subject-matter?” May not two bills re- 
late 10 the same subject-matter and yet be very different in sub- 

' stance 

Mr. REED. Yes, they may; but if it be a bill which gives of itself, 
ipso facto, jurisdiction to the committee of the subject-matter, then it 
must be a bill which in substance is like the amendment, because you 

cannot give a committee n by giving it power over a bill 
which is not in substance like this, but simply relates to the subject- 
matter in general. Suppose it was a bill referred to the committee 
which related to the business of elections and not to deputy marshals 
at all. In a certain broad sense that might give jurisdiction of asub- 
ject-matter relating to the election of members. But if it is claimed 
that jurisdiction over the subject-matter of this amendment is given 
by the reference of this bill, then it must be because the amendment 
is in substance like the bill itself. And if that is so, then it is ruled 
out by the fourth clause of the rule. 

But what I contend is that the object of the Honse in establishing 
this rule was to rd us against amendments that were offered by 
committees that had no general jurisdiction of the subject; in other 
words, it was intended the amendment should have the sanction of 
a committee which by its training and its consideration generally of 
the subject was specially fitted to guard the House against the disasters 
which result from inchoate and inconsiderate legislation as placed 
upon appropriation bills; for I am bound in discussing this matter 
to suppose the demoeracy in offering this amendment had some good 
aod wise reason for it. It would be parliamentary to suppose so at 
east. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In that respect you are quite right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis anxious not to make any erroneous 
ruling upon these new parts of the rules, because, as has been said, 
such rulings may be re ed as precedents hereafter. Therefore 
the Chair has listened longer than he otherwise would have done to 
the discussion of this question. 

The first part of this amendment, which proposes to make an Sp 
propriation of $7,600 to pay specin! deputy marshals ofelections, would 
have been in order if offered b any individual member on the floor, 
8 it provides for a simple deficiency and changes no existing 


wer of making this amendment, how- 


W. 

Therefore, it is the latter part of the amendment alone to which 
the objection seems to be urged. There are three, perhaps four, com- 
mittees of the House to which this subject-matter might have been 
referred, not improperly, the Chair thinks. It might bave been re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, because it relates to the 
courts of justice and to the proceedings in the courts. It might have 
been referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, because 
it relates to a change of part of a certain statute. It might have 
been referred to the Committee on Elections, as it was in fact, be- 
eause it affects the manner of electing members of Congress. Or 
perhaps it might have been referred to the Committee on Expendi- 


7 


tures in the Department of Justice, because it relates to a reduction 
of the number and salaries of the officers who are appointed under 
that Department. 

But the House has selected the committee to which it would refer 
this subject-matter, to wit, the Committee on Elections. Now, it 
seems that the chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union would be assuming a very grave responsibility if he 
were to determine that the House had selected the wrong committee 
out of these four, and perhaps others, and that he would hold that 
the committee to which the House had referred the subject-matter 
had not jurisdiction over it, If the House had not acted at all, then 
of course it would be incumbent upon the Chair to decide according 
to the best of his judgment to which one of these committees this 
subject-matter belongs. But no such case as that is presented, and 
the Chair is bound to hold that the Committee on Elections has juris- 
diction of the subject-matter to which this amendment relates. That 
presents the question whether the amendment is the samein substance 
as the bill which that committee has before it. 

As the Chair stated a moment ago two bills may relate to the same 
subject-matter and yet be very different in substance. The Chair 
thinks that is the case here. The subject-matter te which the bill 
referred to and the amendment now pending relate, is the appoint- 
ment of special deputy marshals by the courts, whose duties pertain 
to elections for members of this House; but the provisions contained 
in the two are quite different. For instance, the bill contains no 
provision in reference to the of these officers. It provides that 
before they shall be appointed notice shall be given to the candidates 
for Congress, and it containsa gross many other provisions upon the 
subject, which are not contained at all in this amendment. 

Tho Chair therefore thinks that the Committee on Elections has 
jurisdiction of this subject-matter by the express order of the House, 
if not by the rules of the House; and that the proposed amendment 
is not in substance the same as the bill which has been handed to the 
Chair. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Chair pass upon the other point, that the 
amendment is not germane to the subject-matter of the pending bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state his conclusion upon that 
point. By the universal practice of this House, both in the House and 
in the Committee of the Whole, an amendment when offered is treated 
as an entirety. In pursuance of this practice the Chair, but a few 
moments ago, was about to sustain the point of order raised against 
an amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. CONVERSE. } 
Thereupon the gentleman modified his amendment so as to take out 
of it that portion which made it subject to the point of order. 

Treating the pending amendment as an entirety, the Chair is of 
opinion that it is germane to the bill, because, as already stated, the 
first part of if relates purely to a deficiency. The latter part of it is 
connected with the first part, inasmuch as it provides for the com- 
pensation hereafter of the same officers for whose compensation for 
past services provision is made in this bill. It does not, like the 
amendment passed upon yesterday, bring entirely new subjects before 
the Committee of the Whole. It brings before the committee simply 
an appropriation for a deficiency, and in connection with that appre- 
priation a reduction of the number and the amount of salary of the 
officers for which this very my e is made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then am I to understand the Chair to hold that if 
an amendment in one feature is germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill to which it is offered, and not germane in its other features, nev- 
ertheless the whole amendment is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not so decide at all. The Chair 
would decide without the slightest hesitation, if the latter part of 
this amendment had no reference whatever to the subject-matter to 
which the first part relates, that the whole amendment would be out 
of order. The Chair would not divide the amendment, but would 
exclude it entirely. 

Mr. CONGER. As the amendment is capable of division, under the 
rule a separate vote may be demanded upon the different parts of 
this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I shall ask for a division of that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has that right, the amendment 
containing two distinet propositions. 

Mr. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KEIFER. The amendment is now debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand that the gentleman presenting the 
amendment now pending will consent to have incorporated in it what 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The mover of the amendment can modify it if 
he sees proper. i 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I ask the Clerk to read the modification 
which I understand the gentleman will accept. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
wot tae th cay AE Unies ANO astute teal be EADS TOA aa AYOYE pom 
vided, no two of whom shall belong to the same political party. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objectien to that, and will accept it as 
a part of my amendment. 

he CHAIRMAN, The question is upon the amendment as modi- 
fied ; and debate is now in order. 
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Mr. CONGER. I ask for a division of the amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated that a division of the 
amendment has been called for; and the Clerk will read the first part 
of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For special deputy marshals of elections, the sum of $7,600. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for a separate vote on that first. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to that. 

Mr. MCMAHON. If we vote upon the first proposition will not de- 
bate be cut off on the whole proposition ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is offered as an entirety; but 
if it contains two or more distinct propositions a separate vote can be 
demanded upon each proposition. 

Mr. McMAHON. Debate upon the amendment is now exhausted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been no debate proper upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. McMAHON. If we proceed now to vote upon the first propo- 
sition, will debate upon the second proposition be cut off? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GAR D. Do I understand the Chair to hold that the vote 
en one branch of the amendment would cut off debate upon the sec- 
ond branch? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks itwould. It is all one amend- 
ment; and if there is to be any debate upon it, it should take place 
before any vote is taken. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the second branch—— 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will hear the gentleman’s amendment; perhaps 
I will accept it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is to strike ont all after the words “in the ab- 
sence of the cirenit judge,“ where they occur in the last line of the 
RECORD print, page 39. I speak for nobody but myself, but I will 
vote for the amendment if all following these words be struck ont. 

A MEMBER. What is the effect? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘I cannot accept that amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ido not ask the gentleman to acceptit. This 
is not a contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that the Committee on Appropriations has re- 
ported back this bill, recommending the adoption of an amendment 
making an appropriation of $600,000 to pay marshals and their gen- 
eral deputies. To that amendment the gentleman from Illinois has 
proposed an amendment. Therefore not only an amendment, but an 
amendment to the amendment, is now pending; and at present no 
further amendment is in order under the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Wonld it be in order to offer a substitute for the 
whole amendment of the gentleman from Illinois? 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done. 

Mr. GARFIELD.. Then I offer as a substitute the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois, with these modifications: inserting $5 
a day instead of $2 a day, and omitting everything after the words 
“in the absence of the circuit judge.” 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 

And for special deputy marshals of elections, the sum of 87,600: Provi That 
hereafter special deputy. marshals of elections and sro i deputy dee for 

rforming any duties in reference to any election, shall receive the sum of $5 per 

y in full for their com ; and that all appointments of such special deputy 
marshals or of general deputy marshals having any duty to perform in ey ha to 
any election shall be made — the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
for the district in which snc! als are to perform their duties, or by the dis- 
trict judge, in the absence of the circuit judge. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the original amendment, 
to the amendment to the amendment, and to any possible substitute 
of the gentleman from Ohio. I oppose every form of recognition of 
these supervisors or deputy marshals. I opposed the bill by which 
originally these men were placed around onr polls. I have seen them 
sometimes, when acting in conjunction with the muncipal and State 
authorities, behave well. On the other hand,I have known occa- 
sions when, according to testimony which I cannot doubt, they have 
behaved ill; for instance, in the city of Philadelphia, where monstrous 
frauds were committed, as the evidence will show—where twenty 
thousand fraudulent voters were registered; while in New York—— 

Mr. NEILL. The gentleman’s assertion in regard to Philadelphia 
has been utterly disproved time and again. 

Mr. COX. Isupposed that my friend from Philadelphia was asleep; 
but if he is very anxious I will read him a little chapter from the 
report of a committee that examined this subject fully : 

At the last election in Philadelphia— 

‘That is the election in 1876— 


it appears from the testimony the registration was from twenty-five to thou- 
sand excessive. In the city of Philadelphia, with a population of abont eight hun- 
dred thonsand, the registration of last year was over one hundred and eighty-six 
thousand, while in the city of New York, with a nearly 50 per cent. 
greater, the registration was but one hundred and ity-three thousand. 

* * * + 


> * * 
The fact of the excessive registration in Philadelphia becomes more apparen 
when it is known that over twenty thousand of the names aig — 


fully attacked, and the names stricken off or marked with a red cross. 
Mr. O’NEILL rose. 
Mr. COX. Now let the gentleman sit down. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to yield 
to the „ age from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COX. My friend from Philadelphia has never indulged in any 
unparliamentary conduct or lan towardme. Therefore I excuse 
his former ee if he will only sit down now. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I will sit down until the gentleman again states 
something that I know not to be a fact. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman has no right to interrupt me until I got 
through my five minntes. I will pnt the “red cross” on him if he 
does not conform to the rules. [Laughter. ] 

Let me read further from the same report: 

And it is a matter of no little surprise that over nine-tenths of the names thus 
attacked in court were so attacked by democratic petitions. According to the evi- 
dence, the courts to which those petitions were returned were engaged for a month 
previous to the election in trying those cases alone ; and but for want of time very 
many more names would have been stricken off, ninety petitions which had beem 
returned not having been reached in the investigation by the courts. 

This was all substantiated by testimony. But in New York—so 
often abused here by reckless and ignorant people, [laughter]—only 
fifteen hundred complaints were filed, and three hun persons ar- 
rested. According to the testimony of Supervisor Davenport, men 
were frightened away from the polls by the advertisement of their 
names. Of the three hundred men arrested, 90 per cent. were allowed 
to vote as legal voters after a fair trial by the United States court. 
That was because in that election in New York there was, for the 
sake of peace and safety, an arrangement between the State, the 
municipal, and the Federal officers to act in concert in keoping the 

ace, and to have, if possible, a fair election. But in Philadelphia 

t was all ne Flin ase ay outside, but inside “full of dead 
men’sbones.” They literally voted dead men, though sometimes a dead 
man’s vote was challenged because he had not been buried in the 
proper precinct! 

I am only amazed and surprised to hear my friend from Philadel- 
phia making a merit of this thing in the City of Brotherly Love. The 
red cross has been used by associations for better purposes, and the 
red-cross knight has borne his banner without shame or fraud upon 
other apart : ; 

Iam o to recognizing this Federal supervision over our elec- 
tions. Tvoted 8 pill in 1871-1872 because I knew it was 
unconstitutional. [Laughter on the republican side.] Ay, smile; 
erackle your thorns under a pot. The Supreme Court had said there 
was no such thing as a Federal election, only a State election; and, 
sir, for one I will not place the Supreme Court as now packed, par- 
tisan and demoralized, above the popular branch of the Legislature 
of this country. [Loud applause on the democratic side. k 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, on the merits of this bill which we 
have been considering for many days I have notundertaken to occupy - 
a moment's time. I would not take the short time allotted to me un- 
der the rules but for the fact that I think we are again launching . 
ourselves upon the issue which divided this House and divided the 
country and concentrated the interests of this country all through 
the extra session of this Congress. $ 

The amendment proposed to the substitute by my distinguished col- 
league from Ohio [Me GARFIELD] may be entirely unobjectionable 
in form and in terms, but, Mr. Chairman, to me it is wholly objection- 
able, because it comes here in the form of a rider to an appropriation 
bill, and a mere deficiency bill at that. While I may feel bound to 
vote for it if I think it is the best we can get, especially after the 
Chair has ruled such an amendment is in order, yet I wish here dis- 
tinctly to protest against it. 

I am not particularly surprised that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] undertook to set himself up against the Supreme Court of 
the United States and at his undertaking, by his ipse dixit, to say, that 
a solemn, well, and carefully considered decision of that most august 
body of this country is wrong. I was not surprised to hear him say 
that. Mr. Chairman, I was not surprised to hear the general applause 
coming from that side of the House when they responded to that 
statement. The decision of the Supreme Court remains, however, the 
supreme law of the land under the Constitution. 

b Dupremo Court of ours he says is partisan in its character; 
packed is the word he uses. Who packed that court? Turn to the 
character of those men; read it; read the record they have made in 
all their life-time—each one of them—and yon will see how utterly 
reckless and false this statement was. I might say their lives would 
give the lie to such a charge as that. The source of the charge need 
not be considered. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to say one thing further, in reference to a 
remark made by my colleague from Ohio [Mr. McManon] who has 
charge of this bill on the floor. He undertook to state to the com- 
mittee a day or two ago that while the Supreme Court decided these 
election laws were constitutional, yet that court did not decide the 
law was a good one. Of course he made that statement without hav- 
ing tead the opinion of the Court. Ihave not time here, in the limit 
allowed me, to go into that opinion. I hold itin my hand. There 
are some grand views stated there in the opinion of Justice Bradley, 
who spoke for the majority of the Court. Unless there is objection, 
I will insert an extract or two as part of my remarks. 

The Court say in the recent case of Ex parte Seibold etal., in speak- 
ing of governmental power, that— 


In exerci the power, however, we are bound to presume that Congress has 
done so in a ju — manner; that it has endeavored to guard as far as possible 
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fait thou 
of officers and agen CETA Dart Tt is also diffienlt 
how it could attain these objects without imposing proper sanctions and 
against offenders. 

And in another place Justice Bradley, in the opinion, says: 

Without the concurrent sovereignty referred to, the National Government would 
be 1 but an advisory Government. Its executive power would be absolutely 
nu . 

Why do we have marshals at all if they cannot physically lay their hands on per- 
sons and things in the performance of their proper duties ? at functions can 


they perform if they cannot use force? In executing the of the courts must 


they call on the nearest constable for protection? must they rely on him to use the 
requisite compulsion and to keep the peace while they are soliciting and entreat- 
ing the parties and bystanders to allow the law to take its course? This is the 
uence of the positions that are assumed. If we indulge in such 


necessary consed 1 
impracticable views as these, and keep on refining and eee, we shall drive 

nited States, and relegate it to the District, 
soil. We shall bring it back to a condi- 


the National Government out of the 
of Columbia, or perhaps to some foreign 
tion of greater helplessness than that of the old confederation. 

‘The argument is based on a strained and impracticable view of the nature and 
powers of the National Government. It must execute its powers or it is no Goy- 
ernment. It must execute them on the land as well as on the sea, on things as 
ason persons. And to do this, it must necessarily have power to command obedi- 
ence, preserve order, and keep the peace; and no person or power in this land has 
the right to resist or 1 its authority so long as it keeps within the bounds 
of its jurisdiction. ithout specifying other instances in which this power to 
Scere order and keep the peace unquestionably exists, take the very case in 


Let me read a single extract more on the power of the Government 
and its duty: : 
It is argued that the preservation of peace and good order in society is not within 
the powers confided to tio Government of the United States, but belongs exclusively 
to the States. Here again we are met by the theory that the Government of the 
United States does not rest upon the soil and territory of the country. We think 
that this theory is founded on an entire misconception of the nature and powers of 
that Government. We hold it to be an incontrovertible principle that the Govern- 
ment of the United States may, by means of physical force— 

Note the words, gentlemen— 
by means of physical force exercised through its official agents, execute on every 
foot of American soil the powers and functions that belong to it. This necessarily 
involves the power to command obedience to its laws, and hence the power to keep 
the peace to that extent. 

A power that gentlemen on the other side deny—the power to keep 
the peace at elections, if you please, the place of all others where it 
should be maintained. 

I might pursue this further, but I will not. It is sufficient for me 
to say the Kasne Court of the United States has not only said this 
legislation which has proved good whenever executed was constitu- 
tional but it has in effect pronounced it a good, wise, and wholesome 
law. This law ought to have been executed with a stronger arm and 
firmer hand than it has been. Now that the Supreme Court have held 
all these election laws to be clearly within the 1 of the Con- 
stitution of the United States and that it is right in principle, it be- 
comes our duty to appropriate money to pay for its execution, and 

_ especially is this so since a debt has been contracted on the faith of 
the law. The democratic party can hardly afford to persist in refus- 
ing to pay officers chosen under a constitutional act of Co: and 
who have in good faith performed their duty on the faith of it. No 
party can afford to be thus faithless to its duty. 

[H re the hammer fell. ] 

. FINLEY rose. 

Mr. McMAHON. Are there not three amendments 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, I to propose a substitute which has not been 
sent to the Clerk’s desk in writing. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Oh! yes, Mr. Chairman, it has been read. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Then further debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand this to be a sub- 
stitute. It is simply a rebel to strike out certain words in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is a substitute which I sent to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman, then, offers this as a substitute! 

Mr.GARFIELD. Yes. 

Mr. McMAHON. The gentleman offers it as a substitute and 
changes the compensation from two to five dollars per day. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is the only change, except leaving out the 
last four or five lines. 

Mr. COX. Is further debate in order on the substitute ? 

The CHAIRMAN. As the ponema from Ohio has the floor, and 
the tleman from New York has already once spoken, he is not now 

entitled to be heard. 

Mr. COX. I did notrise to debate, but to ask whether debate is in 
order on the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, if gentlemen are discussing 
the amendment. The rule allows five minutes’ discussion for and five 

inutes inst the amendment. 

Mr. . Five minutes have been exhausted against it, but 
not one minute in favor of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York made a 


Mr. FINLEY. inst it. 
The C . And the gentleman from Ohio made a 


pending? 


1 e Against it, and I want to say now a few words in 
vor of i 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair understand now, and state this 
proposition so that there will be no question hereafter about it. Two 
speeches have been made u the substitute, and the debate now 
for ten minutes longer is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. FINLEY. Now I desire to say in the five minutes that I have 
a few words in reference to the marshals employed in the last presi- 
dential election. In that election there were employed 11,615 special 
deputy marshals, of which number 10,574 were p in democratic 
precincts as shown by the report of the Attorney-General. 

Now, I want to say that I am in favor of this amendment, protest- 
ing as I always have and always will against the appointment of 
these special marshals as a partisan outrage ; protesting against alaw 
that has been used and abused a for partisan purposes. I 
will vote for the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois for the 
reason that it is a step in the direction for protecting ourselves from 
the outrages which we are pomene to prevent in these appoint- 
ments. When I look into the report of the Attorney-Gèneral and 
analyze it in connection with testimony relating to the kind of men 
used in those precincts for partisan purposes, I feel inclined to do any- 
thing thatIcan by my voice and vote to procure a fair election at the 
polls and to procure relief from the political bummers appointed by 
the republican party and paid out of the Federal Treasury. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, who seems to be so particularly 
tender whenever anything is said about the politicians of his State, 

an encomium a moment ago on some of the leading politicians 
there. Now, Mr. Chairman, I know nothing of the politicians of the 
State of Pennsylvania, excepting what I find in the newspapers. I 
do occasionally see something about them there—and a case in point: 
I find that a large number of the prominent republican politicians of 
that State are now under indictment for attempting to bribe and pur- 
chase the Legislature. Oneof these gentlemen, W. H. Kemble, presi- 
dent People’s Bank of Philadelphia and a republican ex-treasurer of 
state, came into open court the other day and plead guilty to having 
gone into the Legislature and attempted to bribe the members. 

But he talks about. the marshals in his district. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, of the seven hundred marshals employed in Philadelphia in the 
last election I find, from a report of a committee of the other House, 
that thirteen of them were convicted of crimes, such as murder, burg- 
lary, shooting with intent to kill, Ko. Two of them were keepers 
of houses of prostitution, two were keepers of low doggeries, and the 
whole lot of them, every one of them, was an active working repub- 
lican at the polls who wore the badge on his breast of a special dep- 
OF marshal. [Laughter.] 

will give the gentleman the names of some of his constituents 
and probably he will remember them. One of them is Philip Mad- 
den. He was a special deputy marshal at the polls who had been 
convicted of highway robbery and served two terms in the peniten- 
tiary. [Laughter.] Francis McNamee, of the Seventh ward, had 
been arrested five different times for different crimes, some of them 
as high as burglary. Daniel Redding, who also wore the badge upon 
his breast, had been tried for murder, and he was the gentleman that 
the testimony shows had voted no less than eight times in one day. 
He was an active working republican and wore the marshal’s badge 
on his breast. 

Michael Slavin, marshal Fifth ward, is desgribed as “a thief and 
notorious repeater.” J. Roberts, marshal sixteenth division, had been 
a policeman in the City of Brotherly Love. He had blocked up the 
polls and arrested citizens who went there to vote, and he had a beau- 
tiful record. He had been keeping a house of prostitution and had 
there a lot of republican policemen that were paid out of the Federal 
Treasury for keeping the at the polls! 

I have not time in the five minutes allowed to give a history of the 
sayory reputations of the gentleman’s constituents for whom he 
pleads so strongly on the floor of this House. But all the way through 
it was shown that the republican policemen at the polls assisted these 
worthy marshals to keep democrats away from the polls. 

Now, under the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois there 
can be a mitigation of that kind of outrage in this: that instead of 
five hundred or six hundred republican marshals, appointed at the 
pois as in some cases—for instance, one precinct in Georgia had one 

undred and three, one in Missouri had several hundred—instead of 
that number paid out of the Federal Treasury, every one of them a 
republican and a partisan, we can under the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois have a decent number of decent people to attend 
to the duties. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. I wish to say a few words in addition 
to what was said by my colleague in reference to the election in Cali- 
fornia, the appointing of these marshals, and the character of the 
men who were b. It is scarcely necessary for me to say to this 
House now, after what has been in the public prints during the last 
few weeks, anything with reference to the nature of the disturbances 
there. It is hardly n for me to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that within a year past California has been the theater of 
a social convulsion, resulting in the adoption of a new constitution 
at a special election held less than a year ago, and under circum- 


stances of peculiar interest and excitement, when political feeling 
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ran high and the whole population from one end to the other of the 

State was excited on the subject. 

Following immediately on that election came the campaign of the 
fall. Party feeling ran high, partisanship was red-hot all over the 
State. Charges and mutual recriminations were indulged in until 
at last, as you well know, it terminated in bloodshed in the very 
streets of San Francisco. 

Under those circumstances is there any man on this floor who will 
tell me that there was no need of special care and prudence and a 
special watch over the polls? Then at this very critical juncture 
came the necessity for a re-registration of all our voters. The statute 
passed by the last Legislature required, previous to this election, a 
re-enrollment of all our voting population. This registration in the 

recincts began in the midst of all this turmoil and disturbance. 
nder those circumstances came the appointment of these marshals. 
Then followed the election; and look at the prize there was at stake. 

Under our new constitution every officer in the State had been deposed 
from office, and the ticket we voted at San Francisco was a ticket two 
feet in 3 and containing eighty-four or eighty-five names. With 
a political prize like this held out yon can imagine what was tho 
inducement to fraudulent registration, and crowding men to the polls 
that were not entitled to come there. ‘ 

It is a well-known fact that thousands and thousands of names 
were rejected from the poll-lists of men who endeavored ad upon 
the rogis ry. After the election, the number of voters had been so 
large that in some of the precincts of San Francisco it took five or 
six days of steady work, day and night, to count the vote. These 
are the circumstances under which these men were appointed. It has 
been insinuated they were paid by the republican party. I challenge 
any man to offer the slightest shadow of proof for that statement. I 
have no hesitation in saying that the charge is absolutely false. And 
I will say the body of men appointed there were as honorable, up- 
right citizens as ever did police duty in any part of the United States. 
Lask gentlemen before they vote against this proposition to pay these 
men employed to carry out the law of the United States and to pre- 
serve the peace at that critical juncture—I ask them to consider what 
will be the effect on the State of California if Co refuses to give 
these men their just dues, earned at a juncture like that. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman state it. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Is the substitute of the gentleman from Ohio open 
to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. One amendment may be offered to that substi- 
tute. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Then I offer as an amendment to the substitute 
what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


guage, and 5 
own residents of the voting precinct in which their duties are to be performed.“ 

Mr. CONGER. That is the original proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is substantially the same 
thing, but it is offered as an amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. CONGER. Marshals of three political parties were provided 
for bythe modification of the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
5 [Mr. SPRINGER, ] and this is virtually restoring the original prop- 


osition. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no doubt about that; but the Chair 
cannot rule it out on that account. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. SON TONI] now before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. HORR. I desire to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I riga to support it. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I yield my time to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. SPRINGER. ] . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois, to support the porongos, ste which he will recog- 
nize the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Honn.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I regret that the utleman from Ohio [Mr. GAR- 
FIELD] should so soon have retreated from the position which he took 
in this House yesterday, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have not retreated from it at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman says he has not retreated. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will read from the Recorp to show whether 
the gentleman has retreated or not. The gentleman said 
20 et fe Se 

a es. outas as offer; 
and, oo far as Lam concerned, that “Tatap still bolds out to burn,” s 

Now that gentleman comes in with a substitute and proposes to 
leave out the very portion of my amendment which provides that 
these officers shall be appointed from different political parties. Is 


not that true ? 
Mr. GARFIELD. If the 8 will allow me, I will sa: 
Jam entirely willing to put 


that 
at in. I had not in the moment allowed 


me the time to prepare carefully the whole amendment. The part to 
which I objected and which I wanted to get stricken out was that 
part which limited us to three marshals to keep the peace in a pre- 
cinct where there might be a riot of several thousand ns. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman should have moved to strike 
out “three” and insert “as many as the court may deem necessary.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. Very well, but I will not take your three-mar- 
shal proposition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It seems to be difficult to frame a proposition to 
which the gentleman will agree. 

Mr. G. L Restricting the number of marshals to three for 
a whole voting precinct was never a part of any proposition sug- 

by the other side yesterday, or accepted by as on this side. 
That is what I objected to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman desired to remedy that, it was 

his province to move an amendment as to the number. 
r. GARFIELD. Iam willing to do so now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman did not do so, but moved an 
amendment in regard to the manner of appointment only of these 
marshals. 

Mr. MCMAHON. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say to 
my colleague from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that he seems to forget that 
the law is not interfered with at all which permits general deputy 
marshals to be present at the polls; and under the statute they may 
be appointed to an unlimited number. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not under this amendment. This amendment 
limits the number to three, of general and special deputies. The point 
I make against the amendment as it stands is that in all cases of 
doubt, danger, and disturbance the Government of the United States 
can have but three officers empowered to keep the peace against a 
riot, however large. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill say to the gentleman from Ohio that I have 
no objection to leaving to the discretion of the court the power to 
appoint a sufficient number in each precinct to keep the peace at the 
polls. Idesire a free and fair expression of the popular will at every, 
poll. The democratic party desires such free and fair expressions of 
the people’s will at every poll in the United States. 

Mr. REED. It must be a recently-born desire. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And any one who asserts that the democratic 
party desires to commit or permit fraud at any poll in the United 

tates asserts that which is not true and which is not supported by 
the history of the democratic party in the past. 

I ask the members of the democratic party on this floor, I ask the 
republicans on the other side of this House, to support this amend- 
ment, or the substance of it, in order that this vexed question of 
deputy marshals at the polls may be settled by this Housé in such 
manner as to oe satisfaction to all the people of this country, and 
to take the subject out of the discussions of political parties. 

We all say that we desire fair and free elections. Gentlemen on 
the other side must understand that it is not fair to surround the 
polls with an unlimited number of their own partisans, paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States, for the pR of electioneering 
in behalf of their own party candidates. You know that is not fair. 
I ask you to remedy it. You can remedy it 15 voting for this amend- 
ment. If 78 do not remedy it, but contend for the right to surround 
all the polls with your own paid partisans in order to electioneer for 
your party candidates, you will be asking for that which you know is 
not right, and which should not be sustained by the law. 

eg the hammer fell.] 

. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to take any part in 
this debate, and I should not do so now were it not for a peculiar 
feature that seems to attend this bill, as it has all similar bills since 
I have been a member of this House. 

When my friend from SITATA SINGLETON] sought to strike 
down one of the old officers of this Government, he attempted to do 
so by attaching a rider to this bill, and seemed perfectly satisfied that 
his reason for doing so was e PRE when he could say that in Andy 
Johnson’s time the republicans did just as mean a thing. [Laughter. } 
That was the very acme of his argument. . 

Not a rider has been put on an tar ane bill by the majority 
of this House that has not been defended by the democrats upon the 

und that “ you republicans have done just the same mean thing.” 

d yesterday when the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McManon] who 
has ¢ of this bill sought to clinch the matter beyond all doubt, 
he stated as a reason why he and his party have the right to violate 
the law and refuse appropriations for m who have done their 
duty, “ you republicans once violated law; you did not enforce the 
fugitive-slave law.” So it has ever been. It seems that the highest 
idea of legislation that democrats can get is to try to imitate the 
meanest measures we republicans have ever passed. [Laughter.] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it would be refreshing to me to have these 
gentlemen introduce one bill here upon which they could stand up 
and say before the House, “ we are in favor of this bill because it is 
right, because the interests of the country demand it,” and not have 
to resort to the argument that in some un ed moment the repub- 
lican party had done something just as . Has it come to this, 
that the democratic party of this country has no higher idea of leg- 
islation than to follow and imitate our mistakes? it true that the 
meanest things we have ever done seem to a democrat to be directly 
in the line of retrenchment and reform? [Great laughter. ] 
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Mr. WARNER rose and attempted to asi! te 

Mr. HORR. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will not interrupt 
me, for he has the ability to longer and oftener on any subject 
without exhausting either the subject or himself than any man I 
ever saw. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, there are before the country great questions that 
this Congress ought to be at work upon. We have been here three 
months and a half and only a single general appropriation bill has 
been reached. Onur river and harbor bill still sleeps in committee. 
The great question, what shall be done with the Indian tribes and 
their reservations, is still unsolved. The question of interstate com- 

* merce, which has agitated this country from end to end, is still un- 
settled. Our friend from New York [Mr. Woop] has in his charge 
undisposed of one of the most important financial measures yet in- 
troduced into this Congress. I refer, sir, to the funding bill; and I 
say to the gentlemen who live on the seaboard, “You ought to be 

here with some measure that the men from the West, who are not 
familiar with the subject, can support, providing for the restoration 
of our commerce to the oceans of the world.” But nothing of the 
kind has yet been proposed. : 

Yet, sir, with all these questions and many others demanding im- 
mediate attention, we cannot have presented here a little billto make 
up deficiencies without a week being frittered away on this kind of 
profitless discussion. I say, Mr. Chairman, it is time that this Con- 
gress should go to work and do some of the business for which we 
were sent here. 

I should leave this subject right here but for a “sneer” which fell 
from the lips of our democratic friend from Ohio, [Mr. McMauon,] 
in reference to the “bloody shirt.’ I was sorry to hear him refer to 
that. The effect was not great. I have heard that sneer before. It 
is twenty years old. I was in Ohio during the war and well remem- 
ber how the party he represents was in the habit of sneering at that 
same shirt 550 the blood on it was yet fresh and new, and when it 
was the only winding-sheet of so many of the brave soldiers who 
went down to death that the nation might live, and these same gen- 
tlemen have been sneering at this “bloody shirt” from that time 
until now. 

Mr. WEAVER. Did the gentleman get any farther south than 
Ohio! 

Mr. HORR. No, sir; I was not in the service. Mr. Chairman, un- 
fortunately, Ohio had 50 many rascally copperheads within her bor- 
ders at that time that she was compelled to keep some of her bes 
men at home to take care of those fellows in the rear. [Great laugh 


ere the hammer fell. ] 
ries-all over the House: “Go on!” “Go on!” 

Mr. HORR. No, gentlemen; I will take no more time. 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Michigan is exhausted ; no 
let us have a vote. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr, Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Till one of the proposed amendments is disposed 
of, no further amendment is in order, The gokion is upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tonnes L . SIMONTON ] to the 
substitute 5 by the gentleman from Ohio, [MR. GARFIELD. ] 
The gentleman from Ohio has modified his substitute as the Clerk 

ill 


will read. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Has the gentleman the right to modify his sub- 
stitute? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. He has; but, as the Chair now understands, he 
does not pro to do so. 

Mr. SIMONTON. If the gentleman modifies his substitute, I de- 
sire a like privilege with reference to my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Any gentleman offering an amendment has a 
right to modify it before a vote is taken. 

r. SIMONTON. lf the gentleman from Ohio proposes to modify 

his proposition, I would like to modify my amendment, so that it 


may come in oy 8 in connection with his. 
The CHAIR? N. The gentleman from Ohio has made no modi- 
fication in his amendment, although at one time he proposed to 


do 80. 

Mr. EWING. I hope my colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] will be per- 
mitted to make such modification as he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has a perfect right to modify 
the substitute if he wishes to do so. 

Mr. EWING. He can have unanimous consent if necessary, as he 
seems to be anxious to have non-partisan deputy marshals. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hvee written out a modification in the form of 
an additional clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute as now 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For special deputy marshals of elections, the sum of $7,600: Provided, That 
hereafter special deputy marshals of elections and general deputy marshals, for 
1 any duties in reference to any election, shall receive the sum of $5 per 
-day in full for their com tion; and that all appointments of such special deputy 
marshals or of general deputy marshals having any duty to perform in respect to 
any election shall be made by the judge of the cirenit court of the United States 
for the district in which such are to perform their duties, or by the dis- 
trict judge in the absence of the circuit judge; said special deputies to be appointed 
in equal numbers from the different political parties. 


Mr. GARFIELD. I modify the substitute further by striking out 


the words ‘‘and general deputy marshals,” as the amendment ought 
to relate to s' — 53 i = 

Mr. SP. GER. I object to that modification. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has the right to modify his own 
substitute. 

Mr. FIELD. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
9 100 mmo 2 The 8 is that in the absence of the cir- 
cvit judge these officers sha appointed by the district j i 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes, sir. = 4 igi ities 

Mr, FIELD. Isuggest that the words “of the district” be inserted. 
_ Mr. GARFIELD. Very well; I modify the amendment farther by 
inserting after “ district judge” the words “ef the district.” 

The amendment of Mr. SIMONTON to the substitute of Mr. GARFIELD 
was read, as follows: 

Strike out “$5" and insert 82; and after the word “judge” insert: 

And not less than two nor more than three appointments shall be made for any 
voting precinct where appointments are Paquited to be made; and the persons so 
appointed shall be of different political parties; and if there are more than two 
political parties having tickets to be voted for, no two of said deputy marshals 
shall be opposed from the same party. And the persons so appointed shall be 

rsons of good charaeter, able to read and write the English Jan 6, and shall 
Ps 3 residents of the voting precinct in which their duties are to be per- 

Mr. KEIFER. I should like if we are going to vote on the amend- 
ment of my colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] to bave the Clerk read that 
substitute as it would be if adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has just been done. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood the Clerk to read what is to be stricken 
out of the original amendment; but I should like to have the amend- 
ment read as it will be if adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will again read the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio as it now stands, and the Chair asks that 

ntleman to observe whether the changes have been made accord- 
ing to his desire. 

The amendment was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Tennessee to modify his amendment so as to make it come in at the 
end of the substitute as originally offered. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Before the word “said” and after the word 
“ judge.” 
he question recurred on Mr. SIMONTON’s amendment to Mr. GAR- 
FIELD'S substitute. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 103. 

Mr. GARFIELD demanded tellers. 

. ordered; and Mr. GARFIELD and Mr. SIMONTON were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 117, 
noes 114, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to restore the words “and general dep- 
uty marshals having any duty to perform at any election,” wherever 
they occur in the original text. I desire the general deputy marshals 
having any duty to perform at any election shall be subject to the 
same appointment as special deputy marshals and limited to the same 


number, 
Mr. 1 D. You cannot change it now. 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. What is the difference between general 


and special deputy marshals? 

Mr. SPRINGER. These general deputies are to perform their a 
over the whole State. Now at tke last election in the State of Sout 
Carolina several hundred deputy marshals were appointed who went 
into all parts of the State and raided around for the pretended pur- 
pose of enforcing these laws. I desire those general deputy marshals 
shall be subject to the same appointment as special marshals and in 
the same number. I desire to restore those words, therefore. { 

The CHAIRMAN. The question then is on the amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FINLEY. Let us have that substitute, as amended, read. 

Mr. GARFIELD’s substitute, as amended, was then read. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for a division on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. On what? 

Mr. CONGER. First on the proposition to appropriate $7,600. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not the question now before the com- 
mittee. The question before the committee is the amendment pro- 
— by the gentleman from Illinois to insert the words general 

. 8 marshals” in this amendment which has just been read. 

. HISCOCK. I 1 1 to the gentleman from Illinois the effect 
of Contar oR on the judge the power to appoint general deputy mar- 
shals is N to take it from marshals in all cases. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where it speaks of general deputies having any 
duty to 33 at any election in the State. 

HISCOCK. The duty the general marshal would have to per- 
form would be in the execution of process, When it comes down to 
the question of con obey. pti Ho he is not charged with the same 
duties as the marshal himself. From that fact of executing process 
he becomes a deputy marshal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will put in words prohibiting 
general deputies having any duties to perform in reference to elec- 
tions, very well. 

Mr. KEIFER. Have they now? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have understood that in 1876 in the State of 
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South Carolina, all over that State, general deputies were p pei 


to fe into precincts where under law special deputies could not go. 
x HISCOCK. General 5 have Neger to execute process 
and they may be called upon to preserve the ; but as general 
deputies they have no power whatever over elections. 
SPRINGER. I understood it was construed differently. It 
will do no harm, however, to put it in. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The effect of the amendment will be to change 
the appointing power of deputy marshals. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is it open to the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been under discussion for ten minutes 
and the point of order comes too late. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move the committee rise. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 98, noes 64. 

So the motion was a to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 4924) making ge case to supply 
certain deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Goy- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no conclusion thereon, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested, a bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. No. 4376) to provide for a deficiency in the appro- 

riations for the transportation of the mails on star routes for the 
Bscal year ending June 30, 1880. 

The message announced that the Senate had passed bills of 

the following titles; in which the concurrence’of the House was re- 


quested : 

An act S No. 637) granting an increase of pension to Lucien Kil- 
bourn; an 

An act (S. No. 1281) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to intro- 
duce cotton cordage into the naval service of the United States. 

The m also transmitted for the consideration of the House a 


letter of the Secretary of War in reference to Mobile Bay. 


REVISED RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to 
submit the following report amending the rules of the House, and 
ask that the same be printed in the RD, and also in the usual 
form. I also give notice that I will call the same up to-morrow for 
action. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The report is as follows : 

The Committee on Rules ask leave to 


made necessary by a clerical and sun 
of amendments — 8 in th —5 


certain amendments to the rules 
graphical errors, and also by reason 
e Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to the report of the Committee on submitting rovised rules, which 
amendments were not at the time as! name pa by other amendments making other 
rules conform to and in harmony such amended rules. — 
The amendments proposed are as follows: 
the words select committee,“ in line 3 of clause 2, Rule XIII, insert the 
following words: 
„The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the House Cal- 
endar, or the Committee of the Whole House, according to its character.” 
Strike ont the word “ordered,” in line 2, clause 1, Rule XVII, and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “seconded.” 
After the word debate,“ in line 3, clause 1, Rule XVII, insert the following 


words: 

“Ex the hour authorized in clause 3, Rule XIV.“ 

After the word “submit,” in line 12, of same clanse and rule, strike out the letter 
ta” pan oneri 1 1 ee Be 4 

After the word instructions, e 16, same clause and rule, insert the words 
“and without debate.” 

After the word “names,” in line 2, clause 1, Rule XXIT, strike out the words 
“and the reference or disposition to be made thereof,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “thereon, and the same shall be referred to the committee having jurisdic- 
tion of proar greener eda NT me A 

After the word “propositions,” in line 1, clause 3, Ralo XXIII, insert the words 
„directly or indirectly ;" and after the word “people,” in line 2, of same clause 
and rule, strike out the semicolon and insert in Heu thereof a comma. 

In clause 1, Rule XXIV, line 7, after the word “only,” insert the words House 
resolutions and; and in line 9, of same clause, after the word “ resolutions,” in- 


sert the words “of pail 
Strike out all after word “Union,” in line 4, clause 6, Rule XXIV. 
V, the word “consent,” the followin viso: 


Add to Rule XXXIV, 
“ Provided, That the persons embraced in clause 2, Rule VI, shall be ad- 


mitted to the marble-room on the south of the Hall of the House under such reg- 
ulations as the Committee on Rules may from time to time prescribe.” 
POST-OFFICE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill making appropriations to supply deficiencies for the 
Post-Office Department. I do not remember exactly the number of 
the bill, and ask that the Senate amendments thereto be printed, and 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the House adjourn. 


POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, by unanimous consent, reported a bill (H. R. No. 5256) to estab- 
lish post-routes ; which was read a first and second time, ordered to 
be printed, and recommitted to the same committee. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CONGER. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to notify the House that I shall call up 
for consideration to-morrow morning the deficiency appropriation 
bill and move to suspend private business for the purpose of consid- 
ering it. 

= WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, the papers in the case 
of Nathaniel G. Smith, previously referred to the Committee on 
3 were referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


TRANSPORTATION OF UNITED STATES MAILS. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 

The SP R, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting the report of all fines 
imposed upon and deductions made from the pay of contractors for 
transporting the mails of the United States for the years 1875, 1876, 
and 1879; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Post-Office Department. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the 5 War, relating to an investigation re- 
8 certain lands in Washington City belonging to the United 

tates; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CONGER, (at four o'clock and thirty- 
six minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The sc epee memorials, petitions, and other pa were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petition of Marder, Luse & Co., 
type-founders, of Chicago; Illinois, against the abolition of the duty 
on N the Committee on Ways and Means. 

the petition of James W. Stone and 40 others, soldiers of the 
United States Arm , engaged in the late war, for the early p 
of a law providing for the payment of the difference between the value 
of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their services, and the 
Wer of gold at the time of payment to the Committee on Military 
airs, 

By Mr. BARBER: The petition of Dr. W. S. Pearce, of Waukegan, 
Illinois, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmeties, 
and proprie medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of George S. Hays and others, cit- 
izens of Pennsylvania, that Congress grant lands to actual settlers 
under the homestead laws and provide sufficient money for an outfit, 
to be secured by mortgage to the United States—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BENNETT: The 5 0 of 68 citizens of Northern Dakota, 
that the bill organizing the Territory of Pembina be amended by 
changing the name to North or Northern Dakota, and when so 
amended that it pass—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, the petition of 110 citizens of Northern Dakota, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of Charles L. Hoover and 19 
others, druggists and manufacturers of medicines in New Albany, In- 
diana, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 
proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of G. K. Whitney and others, of Win- 
nebago County, Wisconsin, soldiers of the United States Army, en- 

aged in the late war, for the early passage of a law providing for 
the 8 of the difference between the value of greenbacks, in 
which they were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the 
time of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: A paper relating to the pension claim of John 
Bartow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGHAM: The petition of printers, publishers, and others, 
of New York and elsewhere, against the removal of the tariff upon 
type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A Mr. CABELL: The petition of P. Bouldin, A. Anderson, and R. 
H. Glass & Son, of Danville, Virginia, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
printing-paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of S. E. Douglass, of Porter County, 
Indiana, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of H. C. Knill, of Port Huron, Mich- 
igan, of similar import—to the same committee, 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of C. Hills and 38 others, citi- 
zens of Delaware County, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alene re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Joseph Carman and 21 others, and of A. B. 
Elliott and others, citizens of Fayette County, and of A. J. Case 


and 37 others, citizens of Delaware County, Ohio, for a law to pre- 
vent fluctuations and unjust discriminations in freights—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of the National Association of 
Bleachers and Dy: 
bichromate of po 


for removal of the duty on chrome iron ore and 
—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. COX: The petitions of Thiteheuer & Glastaeter and other 
3 publishers, stereot; and founders, of New York 

ity, and of the employés of Farmer, Little & Co., of New York City, 
against the reduction or abolition of the tariff duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Eco d'Italia, New York 
City, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DICK: The petition of Seth Hoagland and 10 others, citi- 
zens of Mercer County, Pennsylvania, that the Agricultural Depart- 
ment be made a Cabinet bureau—to the Committee on iculture. 

Also, the petitions of E. Jewell and 15 others; of J. L. Moore and 
8 others, and of W. D. Burnett and 28 others, citizens of Mercer 
County, Pennsylvania, against discriminations by railroads—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of Nelson Boylan and 29 others; of Thomas Bag- 
nall and 7 others, and of E. Jewell and 14 others, citizens of Mercer 
County, Pennsylvania, that the patent laws be so amended as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of W. C. Wygant and 33 others, soldiers of Craw- 
ford County, Pennsylvania, for ee of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKEY: The petition of L. Evansline and 106 others, cit- 
izens of Clermont County, Ohio, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of Maddox, Hobart & Co., of Cincinnati, and 9 
other distillers and rectifiers, of Ohio, against certain provisions of 
the bill to amend the revenue laws relating to distilled spirits—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. EVINS: The ata of P. H. Riley, of Edward Bailey, 
and of A. M. Howell, of Glenville, and of L. M. Grist, of the Enquirer, 
Yorkville, South Carolina, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. 

Also, bar’ yes of James A. Hoyt and others, and of J. C. Bailey, 
of Greenville, South Carolina, that materials used in naking paper 
be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. 

y Mr. EWING: The petition of John G. Cornwell and others, of 
Middleport, Ohio, for the defeat of the bill (S. No. 496) providing for 
the examination and adjudication of pension claims—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of John W. Free and other officers and soldiers 
of the United States volunteers; also of John G. Cornwell and other 
soldiers and sailors of United States volunteers, for the pee of a 
law equalizing bounties—to the Committee on Military irs. 

Also, the petitions of Charles V. Clark and others, citizens of Gallia 
County, and of T. H. McKnight and others, citizens of Meigs County, 
Ohio, that Con enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions 
imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now 
control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Charles V. Clark and others, of Gallia and 
Meigs Counties, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FISHER: The petition of soldiers of Huntingdon County, 
Pennsylvania, for the p of the equalization bounty bill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of the Western Wholesale Drug As- 
sociation, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and 3 medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: The petition of Norton & Co. and 9 others, citi- 
zens of Lockport, Illinois, against the rednetion of the duty on pa- 
per—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of certain distillers in the first Ohio district, in 
regard to the revenue bill now before the Committee on Ways and 
Means—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOOKER: The petition of citizens of Cincinnati, for a re- 
vision of the revenue laws relating to certain articles—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles 8. Brown, of Jackson, Mississippi, 
and T. W. Tarrant, of Galveston, Texas, for the removal of the stamp- 
tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of citizens of Warren County, Vir- 
ginia, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufact- 
ureror vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HURD: The petition of Daniel Brown and others, of Wood 
County, Ohio, for the e of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of C. M. Canfield and others, of Fulton County, 
Ohio, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions 
imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now 
— the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on 

ommerce. 

Also, the A sot of Andrew Welton and others, of Wood County, 
Ohio, that atent laws be so amended as to make the manufact- 
ureror vendorof patented articles alone responsibleforinfringement— 
to the Committee on Patents. 


Also, the petition of James Timmons, of Wood County, Ohio, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
Teraso oi the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways- 
an 

Also, the petitions of B. L. and D. E. Peters, and of James Tim- 
mons, of Wood County; of H. F. Paden and P. Knerr, of Sandusky 
County, and of C. H. Coy, of Toledo, Ohio, for the abolition of the 


duty on type—to the same committee. 

, the petition of H. A. Pratt and others, against the further 
introduction of the French metric = hear of weights and measures— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of J.C. Sprague and others, of Ogdens- 
burgh, New York, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, 
cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. JONES: The petition of Allen & Crozier, of Burnett, Texas, 
for the abolition of the duty on 2 the same committee. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of citizens of Vermont, that Josephus 
D. Lathrop be paid arrears of pension alleged to be justly due his 
late wife—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LADD: The petitions of 100 soldiers and citizens, of 60 sol- 
diers and citizens, and of 71 soldiers, of Aroostook County, Maine, 
for the early passage of a law pac! for the payment of the dif- 
ference between the value of greenbacks, in which soldiers of the 
late war were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the 
time of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCGOWAN: : The petition of E. H. Lathrop and 225 soldiers 
of the late war, of Barry County, Michigan, for the passage of the 
bill (H. R. No. 3955) providing for the equalization of bounties—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. McKENZIE :, Joint resolution of the Kentucky Legislature, 
pad the benefit of soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. McLANE: The petition of E. D. Morgan & Co., Moses Tay- 
lor & Co., and others, against changing the tariff on sugar—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Baird & Butts, of Baltimore, Maryland, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the city council of Baltimore, Maryland, ask- 
ing for an appropriation for continuing the work on Fort Carroll—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of W. M. Crandall and 28 other sol- 
diers, citizens of Ohio, for the passage of House bill No. 2480—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of E. L. Burge and 64 other soldiers, citizens of 
Ohio, inst the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of merchants and citizens of Buffalo, 
New York, and vicinity, for reciprocal trade with Canada and New- 
foundland—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of the publisher of the Public 
Leader, Detroit, Michigan, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 46 citizens of Northville, Michigan, for a 

bridge across the river at Detroit, Michigan—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
By Mr. NEILL. The petition of manufacturers and dealers in 
sheet-metal and metal goods, manufacturers and dealers in paints, 
oils, and varnishes, in Philadelphia, against the extension of the Har- 
man Miller patents—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. OS. : The 58 of Mr. McCormack and 24 others, and 
of Daniel Haworth and 11 others, for the passage of House bill No. 269, 
relating to the homestead laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of John W. Zoller, of Robertson 
County, Kentucky, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. ' 

ve Mr. ROTHWELL: The petition of J. T. Plunkett, of Bruns- 
wick, Missouri, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cos- 
metics, and Jae rie medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. 8 : The petition of 8 citizens and ex-soldiers of Mont- 
gomery County, New York, against the passage of the sixty-surgeon 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEVENSON : The petition of N. Patterson, of Ellsworth, 
Illinois, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: The petition of citizens of Ohio, for the 
passage of a bill to create a department of manufactures, mechanics, 
and mines—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. WASHBURN : The petition of W. H. Grant, president of the 
Snake River Transportation Company, to appropriate $10,000 for the 
improvement of the Snake River in Minnesota—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of sgoe tonas; printers, and others, 
of Saint Louis, Missouri, and elsewhere, against the reduction of the' 
duty on t. to the Committee on Ways and Meaus. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: The petition of M. V. Brown and other pub- 
lishers, of Albany, Oregon, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the same committee. 


; 
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By Mr. WILBER: Three petitions of publishers of New York, for 
the abolition of the 5 A hed the same committee. 

By Mr. F. ANDO WOOD: The petition of type-founders and 
printers of New York, against reducing the duty on type—to the same 


committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of L. McCarty and 83 others, citi- 
zens of Sioux City, Iowa, for the of the bill (H. R. No. 269) 
known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to the Com- 


mittee on the Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, March 19, 1880. 


Prayer by Rev. A. W. PITZER, D. D., of the city of Washington. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from the Chief of En- 
gineers, covering a report of Major W. H. H. Benyaurd, Corps of Engi- 
neers, upon a survey and proposed improvement of the mouth of Red 
River, Louisiana, with four maps showing the present and former 
conditions of the navigation in that locality; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
of the 1ith instant, certified copies of patents issued to Indian tribes 
in the Indian Territory and of applications for lands in that Terri- 
tory by railroad companies or corporations, and the action thereon 
by his Department; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also Jaid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a communication from the Commissary-General of Sub- 
sistence, representing the absolute need of six clerks in his office in 
addition to those estimated for, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1881, to effect the disposal of claims now on file in a reasonable time, 
should Congress not establish some tribunal to which they can be re- 
ferred for settlement; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in connection with the 57 78 of Captain A. N. D 
Corps of Engineers, upon the survey of the harbor of Mobile, trans- 
mitted on the 13th instant, a communication of the Chief of Engineers, 
covering a report with accompanying map from the Board of Engi- 
neers for river and harbor improvement, to which the report of Cap- 
tain Damrell was referred for consideration ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Mrs. Dora Stark, wife of 
Theodore O. Stark, formerly Dora Lambeth, and Fanny Lambeth 
Randolph, widow, formerly Fanny Lambeth, surviving heirs of the 
estate of W. M. Lambeth, both residents of the city of New Orleans, 
Louisiana, praying that their claim against the United States for 
prey. taken e oc late war be referred to the Court of Claims 

oradjudication; which was referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I present the petition of Susan B. Anthony, pray- 
ing for relief from political disabilities. The petitioner complains 
that while Con has p many acts for relieving men from 
paiia disabilities, it has not passed any act for relieving a woman 

m her political disabilities. She asks that the same attention be 

pn to her petition as though her name were Samuel, instead of 

usan. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented a petition of citizens of Marion 
County, Florida, praying for the deepening of the entrance to Cum- 
berland Sound to the depth of twenty-one feet at low-water; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of the National Associa- 
tion of Bleachers and Dyers, Moses Pierce president, praying for a 
reduction of the prohibitory duties on bichromate of potash ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 915) for the relief of Ed uson, reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 826) for the relief of several per- 
sons impressed into the United States naval service, reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be ee 

Mr. PLATT. The Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the petition of Mrs. Britania W. Kennon, widow of Commodore Bev- 
erly Kennon, praying an increase of pension, and the bill (S. No. 871) 
granting a pension to Mary W. Jones, have had the same under con- 


sideration, and have directed me to report a bill for a public act to 
cover these and similar cases. 

The bill (S. No. 1501) to restore pensions in certain cases was read 
twice by its title. 

REPORT OF ENTOMOLOGICAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. WHYTE. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred a resolution for printing six thousand extra cop- 
ies of Bulletin No.5 of the United States entomological commission, 
to report it favorably with an amendment striking out the words, 
“the House of Representatives concurring.” The cost being less than 
$500 it can be a Senate resolution simply. I ask its present consid- 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the fol- 
lowing resolution : 


ee ar ype e enais, the House of resentatives concurring,) That there be 
printed, wit ustrations, at the Government Printing Office, 6,000 ex- 
tra copies of Bulletin No. 5 of the United States ento: cal commission on the 


subject of the chinch-bug ; 3,000 copies for the use of the 2,000 for the use 
of the Senate, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Department of the Interior. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Printing, striking out the 
words “the House of Representatives concurring.” 

The amendment was to. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1502) for the relief of certain pre-emptors in 
the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1503) authorizing the Legislature of the State 
of Oregon to provide for the completion of the Oregon and California 
Railroad; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads. 

Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1504) refunding to the University of Notre 
Dame du Lac, of Saint Joseph County, in the State of Indiana, the 
sum of $2,334.07 in gold coin, that being the amount paid on certain 
imported articles, &c.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1505) for the disposition of certain stocks, and 
accrued interest thereon, belonging to the Prairie band of Pottawat- 
omie Indians, temporarily inv for their benefit under authority 
of act of Congress approved March 3, 1875; which was read twice by 
its title, and Caen to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked. 5 unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1 ) to authorize persons who have entered 
homesteads on the public lands which have been abandoned or for 
any reason canceled to make a new entry, also to require mistakes of 
description in making homestead entries to be corrected; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1507) to provide for the allotment of lands in 
severalty to the united Peorias and Miamies of the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1508) for an appropriation of money to 
close the slough at the confluence of the esota and Mississippi 
Rivers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a aint resolution (S. R. No. 95) providing for the ascer- 
tainment and payment of the claim of the legal representatives of 
Walter H. Stevens, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill to establish grat sre which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. WHYTE, it was 


Ordered, That the tion and rs in the case of Mary Good be taken from 
the files and 1 — — Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
Ordered, That the paon the case of Thomas B. Wallace be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL ASSOCIATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar of General Orders, commencing at the point reached 


Jes V. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of Nel- 
son Lyon and Jeremiah S. James. 

Mr. BAILEY. The bill (S. No, 1232) to incorporate the National 
Educational Association, reported by the Senator from Vermont {Mr. 
MORRILL] from the Committee on Education and Labor, was consid- 
ered yesterday morning and the Senator from New York [Mr. Coxx- 
LING] objected to it. I think with some amendments proposed the 
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bill will not be objectionable to any Senator. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the amendments I propose may be read. I think they will 
satisfy 3 5755 Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was passed over without preju- 
dice and comes up as a matter of right this morning. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1282) to incorporate the National Educational 
Association. 

Mr. BAILEY. In section 1, line 26, after the word “ associates,” I 
move to strike out the words “the officers and members of the associ- 
ation known as The National Educational Association.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment pa proposed 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] which will be re- 


rted. 

77 MORRILL. I think the Senator from Massachusetts will with- 
draw the amendment he proposed. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How is this the first bill on the Calendar? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the first bill on the Calendar this 
morning. It was passed over without prejudice yesterday. The 
pending question is on the amendment of the Senator from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. BalLEx.] 

Mr. GORDON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection to the motion 
but the Senator from Georgia will notice that the Senators from 
Arkansas who have charge of the unfinished business are not present 
at this moment. 

Mr. GORDON. I withdraw the motion temporarily. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will ask the Senator from Georgia 
whether the Senators from Arkansas have been consulted in regard 
to an executive session at this time? 

Mr. GORDON. Lam satisfied they would consent to a short exec- 
utive session. I do not think it will require a very long one; but I 
will wait until the Senators from Arkansas come in. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. WHYTE. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

Tho 3 being put, it was declared that the ayes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. COCKRELL called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is agreed to. 


TITLES AT HOT SPRINGS. 


Mr. GORDON. After consultation with my friend from Arkansas, 
(Mr. GARLAND, ] I suggest that if the Senate will consent to take up 
the Hot Springs bill and proca with it at once instead of using the 
time on the Calendar, I shall be very glad to have that matter go on, 
and then I will move at the end of that for an executive session. I 
move therefore to lay aside the Calendar of Pending Orders, and pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iwill state in support of that motion that I am 
satisfied we can finish the Hot Springs bill in half an hour, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, shall the pending order 
be laid aside for the p of moving that the Senate now proceed 
to the consideration of the Hot Springs bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate proceeds to the consideration 
of its unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 4244) for the establishment of titfes in Hot 
Springs, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill and to insert a substitute. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move to strike out from section 1 to sec- 
tion 8, inclusive, of the substitute reported by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. The first section simply authorizes these 8 to 
be transmitted to the officers at Little Rock. That is being done by 
the Secretary of the Interior now. The other sections that I haye 
moved to strike out really authorize a new trial of the adjudications 
of the Hot Springs commission in the Court of Claims. 

Although, I think, as a general proposition, there ought to be an 
appeal in all cases, yet it ought to have been provided ior by the law 
that created the commission, if it was to be allowed. This has not 
been done. We know of but very few complaints in that direction. 
The proceedings of the commission have been approved as a Spa 
thing. There are said to be a few persons who are not satisfied. It 
would be astonishing, owing to the infirmity of men, if the commis- 
sioners had not made some mistakes. All bodies make mistakes, no 
matter whether they are lawyers or laymen. 

Mr. WHYTE. Or jadges. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Orjudges,asmy friend from Maryland very 
a ort gates says. Iam satisfied that this provision for a review 

uld be stricken out. When it is ascertained that a review can be 
had in the Court of Claims, this matter of the Hot Springs will not 
be ended for years; and I believe it is for the interest of the people 
there and for the interest of the United States that the litigation 
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should be settled and ended. The commissioners have decided wha 
are entitled to purchase lands and who are not. 

I therefore move to strike out those sections. There would then 
remain but two general provisions in the bill of any importance. One 
is that the purchase-price of these lots shall be reduced 50 per cent. ; 
the other is that the certificates which were issued for condemn 
property, amounting to $74,000, shall be received as money in the pur- 
chase of these lots. I am satisfied that the Government does not want. 
to make money out of the Hot Springs reservation. The payment 
of the large assessment is I think uncalled for. The bill as it passed 
the. House put the price at $10 an acre. The Committee on Public 
Lands of the Senate have fixed the amount at a reduction of 50 per 
cent. on the commissioners’ valuation. 

I move to strike out all the sections of the committee’s amendment 
from 1 to 8, inclusive. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois to strike out from the substi- 
tute reported by the Committee on Publie Lands the first eight sec- 
tions. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to utter buta word. We have said all that 
we care to say in reference to this matter; the Senate is in possession 
of the whole case; we thought it best to give these parties a review ; 
but if the Senate after having heard the discussion, disinterested as 
they are, consider it best to strike out those sections, we have nothing 
to say. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I presume that renders necessary certain 
amendments in section 9. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Senator offers those amendments, will 
he be kind enough to tell me whether the substitute as now amended 
gives any recourse to those who complain of hardship under the past 
adjudication ? 

r. DAVIS, of Illinois. None at all. 


It receives the adjudication 
of the board as final. 


There are but very few cases of complaint with 


it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ought to say to the Senator that of the com- 
munications which have come to me on this subject, and there have 
been a number, none have been so earnest, none have complained so 
bitterly of anything as of cases of individual hardship growing out of 


what has already been done. I ought rather to have said this before 
the vote was taken; I did not; therefore I venture to say so to the 
Senator now. : 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. WALKER] 
who reported the bill will move certain amendments rendered neces- 
sary by the amendment just agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. Eight sections of the substitute re 
been stricken out, it mes necessary that it should be further 
amended. I move in line 2 of section 9, after the words “ in whose 
favor,” to strike out the words “said commissioners or the said cour 
of claims shall have finally adjudicated,” and insert the words“ the 
commissioners appointed under the acts of Congress of 1877 and 1878 
relative to the Hot Springs of Arkansas have adjudicated ;” so as to 

That an: rson, his heirs or legal re ti w vor the comm: 
sioners pod Fated under the acts Hx Cesena: of ler aa 1978 Binion tothe 1150 
Springs of Arkansas have adjudicated, shall have the sole right to enter and pay 
for the amount of land the commissioners may have adjudged him entitled to pur- 
chase within twelve months next after the exp of the thirty days notice, &. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. In line 6 of section 9, after the words “ expiration 
of the,” I move to strike out the words “thirty days’ notice by the 
land officers required in section 1 to be given, in cases where no pro- 
ceedings are had in the said Court of Claims, and in cases where pro- 
ceedings are had in said court, within six months after the adfudica- 
tion of said Court of Claims, and the issuance to such person of the 
certificate by the clerk of said court hereinafter provided for,” and 
insert the words “ twenty days’ notice required by the tenth section 
of the act of Congress of March 3, 1877, to be given.” ° 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I would suggest to make it read simply 
“ at the expiration of the notice,” without saying “twenty days.’ 

Mr. WALKER. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment to the amendment will 
be so modified. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. In section 10, line 9, after the words “or clerk 
thereof,” I move to strike out the words “shall vest in the assignee 
the right to make such purchase and entry therewith,” and to insert 
the land officers in like manner shall receive them from the assignee 
in payment of lands purchased by himself or others ;” so as to read: 


rted having 


And that such certificates be assignable, and when assigned in the ce of 
two subscribing witnesses, or the execution of the assignment th shall have 
been acknowledged before a court of record or clerk 


f, the land oflicers in 
urchased 


Uke manner receive them from the assignee in payment of lands p 


by himself or others. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WALKER. At the end of section 10, I move to add: 


And in all cases where such certificates are issued the 
shall certify on the original certificate taken up the num 
therewith and the price thereof. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


of the land office 
of lots purchased. 


1880. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. In section 13 the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epmunps] yesterday objected to this phraseology : 

Secretary of the Interior is hereb e rey dae erg as 
ec tan Tea the unawarded grounds on the 3 an for the use of 
the common schools of the corporation of the town of Hot Springs. 

I move to strike out the words to which he objected, “as many as,” 
so as to make it read, “to designate six lots.” 

Mr. McDONALD and Mr. WALKER. Say “ not exceeding six lots.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I think it would be best to have it read, 
“ designate six lots.” 

Mr. McDONALD. That number may not be necessary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It is necessary. It strikes me we had bet- 
ter say “six lots.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the phraseology upon ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move to strike out the words “ as many 
as,” so as to read, “to designate six lots.” Certainly six lots are 
needed for public schools in a town of the present and prospective 
size of Hot Springs. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to move an amendment to section 13 of the 
substitute reported by the committee. At the end of section 13 I move 
to add: 


The Secretary 

of Hot Springs, whose church edifice was destroyed by fire, asnitable lot of ground, 

8 one-eighth of an acre, from that — of tine The 

tion laid off into lots and blocks and forming part of the town site, but not awarded 
—.— of 1 75 act ; said conve be 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. There is a formal amendment necessary to 
section 15 that I should like to have made. It says: 

Any money paid in under section 9 of this act. 


Of course it ought to be section 1 of this act now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made. The 
numbering of the sections will be changed of course to correspond. 
The question is on the amendment reported by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands as a substitute for the bill as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. TELLER, I do not know that I ought to interfere in this mat- 
ter. If the Senators from Arkansas, who are directly interested in it, 
are satisfied, perhaps I ought not to object; but I understand there 
are very serious complaints made by people who claim to have rights 
in this land of great hardship that has been done to them by the action 
ef the commission. It does seem to me that the sections stricken out 
were really valuable sections and ought to have been left in the bill. 
They certainly could work no great hardship. The Senator from Ili- 
neis [Mr. Davis] says the result of them will be to continue the con- 
troversy. It ought to be continued until it is properly settled and 
these people get their rights. It will not continue it any longer in 
Cengress. I doubt whether this will be the final end of it in Con- 

. I presume it will appear here at every session for a number of 
years yet. It has been here ever since I have been in the Senate. 

Ido not believe the objections are well founded to the sections that 
allow a review in this case. Ido not know anything about it person- 
ally, but I have a general knowledge that there is a great deal of com- 
plaint; and the whole trouble in this case in my judgment arises from 
the United States Government attempting to set apart a piece of land 
and control it because it has a spring on it. The entire principle is 
wrong; and we should have saved a 
deal of time, and the pee of that section would have been infi- 
nitely better off, if the Government had allowed the first man that got 
there to take it. That ought to be the rule in reference to valuable 
springs or valuable lands. The man who has the enterprise to go and 

ut his claim on the land in accordance with law ought to take it. 

ut that has not been done. Here are people who have gone there, 
built houses on this ground, laid claim to the ground or alleged a right 
to take it at a moderate rate, and they say the commission have mis- 
judged their rights. It does seem to me that it is but fair to allow an 
epee or a review by certiorari. There can be no wrong done to any- 

y byit; there may be t wrong if it is not allowed. Of co 

if the Senators from that State think justice will be done by the bi 
as it is, I shall not make any particular objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. McDONALD. If the bill passes withont the provision for a 
review I have no doubt it will substantially meet the case. The 
claimants will be willing to take the land at the price here fixed— 
one-half the actual value as appraised by the commissioners. If there 
ate any errors in the decision of the commissioners, this bill of course 
does not cut off entirely the people aggrieved. While we leave the 
question of further controversy open, as a matter of course we shall 
have controversy and litigation; but if it is understood that this 
is to be regarded as substantially a final adjustment, it will be so, be- 
cause I am satisfied there has been no very great injustice done by 
the commissioners in their action. While we thought it better in 
committee to allow a review, it has been decided by the Senate to 
pass the bill in the form it is now amended. Probably the shortest 
war to let the bill as it now stands. 

. CONKLING. ay I ask the Senator frem Indiana why the 


good deal of money and a great 


ee, reported those sections giving an opportunity to correct 
errors 

Mr. McDONALD. I have already stated that there were some com- 
plaints made before us by parties that the awards had not been in 
all respects right and just, and we thonght it right to give them a 
chance to have the matter reviewed. 

I will state further that these complaints are not of such a charac- 
ter as in my judgment should prevent this from being a finality if the 
Senate see proper to rest it where it will rest if the bill in the 
present form. On the other hand, if any of these parties shall still 
come forward with complaints, it may be in the power of Congress 
to do something for them hereafter if they present a good case. The 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] said yesterday that the legis- 
lation of 1877 was intended to be a finality. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana how 
he can say that this matter can come here again? This, as I under- 
stand, is the complaint on the part of these people that the commis- 
sioners have misunderstood their rights. Now, by this bill the land 
passes absolutely to somebody, the commissioners having adjudged it 
perhaps to the wrong persons. How can these men come here unless 
they come and seek a moneyed consideration at the hands of Congress? 
How sr) they be set right if they have been wronged by the commis- 
sioners 

Mr. McDONALD. I will state to the Senator one way in which I 
think it may be done. If parties do not accept these awards, if they 
do not take their title under this bill in case it becomes a law, I do 
not see anything to prevent them from soot, Som pai and specific- 
ally porting forth their claims. That has not been done now. If, on 
the other hand, they do accept this as a finality, then as a matter of 
course as tc all who do thus accept it the case is closed; they be- 
come the owners of the property on the terms provided in this bill. 
But if they do not see proper to take it, if they have been so wronged 
that the provisions of this bill and the terms of it im injustice 
on them, they will find a way of letting us know it. If their claims 
have not been properly re ed by the Hot Springs commission, as 
a matter of course they will not accept this provision, and they will 
be here 5 885 with their clamor. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot understand that these complaints are made 
by people who say that the Government is getting something, but 
there is a controversy between occupying parties. There is where 
the trouble comesin. That isthe complaint I have heard more about 
than anything else, that the commissioners misjudged the rights of 
the parties who are occupying. But, as I said before, if the Senators 
who have more knowledge on this subject than I have are satisfied, 
I shall not interpose. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, having been on the ground covered 
by this bill abont two years ago when the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
BLAINE] who spoke yesterday was there, I know something about 
the value of this property, and I think, in response to what the Sen- 
ator from Colorado has said, that the people of Hot Springs ought to 
be very well contented with the provisions of this bill, as amended 
by the Senator from Illinois. I understund that the commissioners 
have appraised property there at the value of $223,000, which it is 
pro to reduce 50 per cent., making the amount that is to be 
paid to the United States Government $111,000. From my knowledge 
of that property, I venture to say that there can be a thousand men 
found in this country who would be glad to give a million dollars in 
cash for what we propose to sell for $111,000. I have no doubt about it. 

But there is one other point that I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Arkansas to, and that is this: While I think the 
United States Government ought not to be a speculator upon this 
property, and that it ought not to seek to make money out of it, I 
am convinced that the Government ought not to lose anything by 
this disposition of the prs I understood yesterday by the re- 
marks of the Senator from Arkansas who had the bill specially in 
charge that there were condemned property certificates amounting to 
about seventy-four or seventy-five thousand dollars. The expenses 
of administering this trust, as the same Senator said, have been about 
$75,000 more, making an aggregate of $150,000. Now, as these prop- 
erty certificates are to be received as money in the payment of this 
assessed valua son, which is $111,000, there is a deficit of about $45,000 
upon the showing the Senators themselves have made. 

Mr. McDON. . That deficit is made up and more than made up 
by the receipts the Government has already drawn from that source. 
Mr. INGALLS. Of what do those consist ? 

Mr. McDONALD. I do not know exactly the various items. 

Mr. WALKER. The amonnt of the assessed value of the property 
istwo hundred and twenty-three thousand and odd dollars. The half 
of that is $111,500, The cost of the commission is $72,000 and over. 
The condemned property is seventy-four thousand six hundred and 
odd dollars. There has been a sale of condemned property to the 
amount of $1,800, which the Government has received. In addition 
to that, I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to the fact 
that in 1876, under the order of the Court of Claims, a receiver was 
appointed who received $46,000 in rents from sues ee When you 
put together the $111,500, the $1,800 of condemned property, and the 
rents collected after paying all the e: of the receivership, about 
$36,000, we find that there is still a ce coming to the Government 
upon the basis that we lay down in this bill. hope the Senator 
understands it that in addition to this amount to be paid in for the 
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property, $111,500, $46,000 has been taken from these 
addition to that the Government retains thirty thousand five hundred 
dollars’ worth of condemned property—the Arlington Hotel and the 


ple, and in 


bath honses erected there. 

Mr. INGALLS. Of course the Senator does not intend to have it 
understood that this $46,000 of rents was taken out of the people. If 
it had not been paid to the Government it would have been paid to 
somebody else. 

Mr. MCDONALD. It was revenue derived by the Government. 

Mr. INGALLS. But that of course is diminished by the expense of 

- administering that trust, whatever it was. There must have been 
some expense. 

Mr. WALKER. We take out the expenses of administering the 
trust, $36,000, and still there is a balance left. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator of course will understand that I am 
not opposing the bill, for Iam in favor of d passah but I think 
those who are insisting that this is any h ip on the people of 
Hot Springs are not talking strictly in accordance with the facts, for 
I am advised that in many cases since this has been settled, lots that 
had been appraised at $400 have already been sold as high as $4,000, 
and in several instances where lots have been appraised at small val- 
uation, they have been leased at a larger rent per annum than the 
assessed value of the property. If they get the assessed valuation 
reduced 50 per cent., it appears to me there ought to be no complaint 
about the amount they are called upon to pay nor any special solici- 
tude about obtaining the right of review. 

Mr. McDONALD. Mr. President, as stated by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas the Government by this bill will receive, in addition to whatshe 
has already received in the way of rentals, all that she has expended 
upon the Hot Springs reservation in any way; and in addition to that 
she has over six hundred acres in that part of the Hot Springs reser- 
vation that is laid off as a part of the town of Hot Springs yet to sell. 
Over six hundred acres of the land are yet to be sold, and are to be 
sold at their appraised value, and if property has gone up very much 
as has been suggested by the Senator from Kansas, the Government 
will get the benefit of that enhanced value on this property that she 
holds free from any claims, that is already laid off in town lots and 
will be put into market just as soon as this matter can be settled. 

Then in addition to that the Government has retained as a perma- 
nent reservation over twelve hundred acres of that platofland. Oat 
of the four sections the Government still retains about one-half as a 

anent reservation, and will under this arrangement receive back 
From the ee Olaman ts and from the rents she has already had 
every dollar that she has expended and will have the lots in over six 
hundred acres of land to sell at the enhanced price. 

Now we do not say in our bill that this is oppressive; I do not re- 

rd it as oppressive to the people of Hot Springs—those persons who 

ad sought to be the purchasers of this property. I do not think the 
bill oppressive to them, but they thought that it was quite onerous. 
They were very anxious that the House bill should pass that gave 
them the right to purchase this propertyat$10an acre. Theythonght 
that was enough for them to pay, but we did not think so. e 
thought that, as to the property we had improved, it was fair and 
just and honest to give them one-half of its present value and require 
that they should pay the other half into the Treasury of the country. 
That is what we thought in committee, and that is the purpose of this 
bill; and in doing that we were careful to see that the United States 
would in this way, with what she had already received in rentals, be 
reimbursed for every dollar she had put upon paved Bed eo in any way. 
Then she has this large amount yet that she will utilize hereafter I 
have no doubt by the sale of these lots, and when she thus realizes 
on them, in my opinion, she ought not to put the money into the gen- 
eral Treasury but she ought to put it upon the reservation—the twelve 
hundred acres that she has there yet and the springs that she has for- 
ever dedicated for the health of the country. There is where she 
ought to put it—not be speculating upon it but put it there at that 
place where it can give the only national benefit that it is capable 
of giving to the afflicted. 

„ TELLER. The Senator from Kansas evidently misunderstands 
my objection. I did not object to anything in the bill or the lack of 
anything in the bill on the ground that the Government was not 
dealing generously with these ple, and I do not find any fault in 
any particular with that; but I spoke of the striking out of the pro- 
vision by which a man who had not been allowed by this commission 
to have the benefit of this generous action might have that decision 
of the commission reviewed. Now, it does not make very much dif- 
ference to the man concerning whose title the commission adjudi- 
cated, by saying he had not any at all; if they said to a man “ you 
cannot buy anything,” it does not make any difference to him whether 
the land is sold at twenty-five cents on the dollar or fifty cents. It 
was for the saving of that class of men’s rights that I spoke, men 
who were precluded from having the benefit of this benefaction, if 
it is one. But, as I remarked before, as it seems to be satisfactory 
ay te committee and the Senators concerned, I will say nothing 
abont it. 

Mr, MAXEY. I baye heard about this Hot Springs trouble ever 
since I have heard about anything. It has been a white elephant in 
the Land Office, among the people of Arkansas, in the Supreme Court, 
and in Congress, and was the prolific source of a shot-gun war for 
many years. Now, this bill appears to be satisfactory to the Sena- 


tors from Arkansas, and I do hope and trust the bill will pass and 
let us get rid of the question. . 
Mr. PLUMB. I sympathize entirely with the sentiment expressed 


by the Senator from Texas that this should be a finality ; but I think 
I see in the last part of the last section of this bill the seeds of a 
great deal of legislation yet to come. It is provided in that section: 


And the money arising from said sales, as well as any money paid in under sec- 
tho permanant reservation as Hot Springs and of te Hot Springs Cres adjacent 
ai and of the t 

between the and for the maintenance of free baths 


to rmanent „ 
for the invalid poor at the United States, as provided by acts of Congress. 

While it may seem a little ungracious to criticise that provision, I 
venture tosay that if this money or any money is to be of any ben- 
efit to the invalid poor of the United States, it will be because Con- 
gress devotes a great deal of time to legislation on the subject of how 
they shall get it, and so on, and we shall have the matter before us 
at every session of Congress from now on until the end of time, and 
it will be a source of a great deal of expense, and it will ultimately 
come to be, I have no doubt, a Hot Springs bureau and general sani- 
tarium, for which perhaps an amendment to the Constitution or some- 
thing of that kind will be needed. We shall get into the business of 
healing the sick. Without saying anything as to the propriety of the 
Government getting into that business by way of competition with 
the various schools of medicine in the country, I cani ine, as any- 
body else readily can, that it will be a subject of a great deal of mse. 

In committee, for one, when this subject was first considered, I said 
unreservedly that I 2 to give this entire reservation to the 
State of Arkansas. I am of that mind now. No regulation that Con- 
gress can or will provide in its cumbrous way of doing business, will 
ever result in giving any more benefit to the poor sic poanie of the 
United States, from these springs than private competition will do. 

In the next place, while I have not any doubt, and am not permit- 
ted to doubt that these springs contain great medicinal qualities that 
are of very t benefit to some classes of invalids, I believe there 
are within the limits of the same State, and in the same direction, 
other springs equally as valuable. It is not long since I was solicited 
by a gentleman to ask Co to prevent the acquisition by private 
parties of the title to the Eureka Springs, in Carroll County, Arkan- 
sas. It was stated to me by him, and also by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, near me, [Mr. WALKER, ] that the springs there had proved 
to be of great valne, and poor people had come from all parts of the 
country to the number of thousands; they were there in wagons and 
tentsto avail themselves of the benefits of those springs; and nowsome 
fellow, without the fear of the sick people before his eyes, had pro- 
posed to homestead the partela piece of ground on which the eprings 
were located. The aid of Congress was sought to be invoked by 
communication, to prevent the consummation of that, said to be, 
wrong. 

I was myself at first rather impressed with that idea and pro 
to assist in inte ing; but om consideration of the subject I con- 
cluded on the whole that it might just as well pass into the hands of 
some man who would appreçiate adyan of it enough to in- 
duce him to make the advan of it as widely applicable as pos- 
sible in order that he might ve a revenue from it. So there are 
springs in Colorado, there are springs all over the country possessing 
more or less medicinal qualities. People differ about their relative 
merits, of course. The fact is that u the Government is going 
into the business generally and is going to take under its control 
these places where the sick may be healed by the application of that 
which is natural to the place it might just as well let the Hot Bprings 
go along with the rest; to use a homely western phrase, let the 
go with the hide. The Government owns a great many of these sprin; 
all over Colorado; it owns probably a hundred, which some day will 
come into more or less note as places of resort for people who are ail- 
ing. The Hot Springs will be only one of a great many. Of course. 
if the Government is going into this business there, it might as well 
take them all under its protecting wing, and not make an exception 
of this and beautify this one, and make this one the subject of legis- 
lation and of regulation, leaving all the others to take care of them- 
selves in the hands of whoever may come to own them under the land 
laws of the United States. 

In pursuance of this idea that I have expressed, and which I have 
always entertained, that this should not be made the subject of Gov- 
ment control, I move to strike out all after the word “sales,” in line 
9 of section 15, to the end of the section, and insert “shall be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States.” 

If the Senator from Arkansas proposes to me that the money shall 
be given to the State of Arkansas or anybody else, I say as a matter 
of economy that would be a wise way of disposing of it. It would 
be better now to give this money to the State of Arkansas for that 
purpose, or to do any other thing with it, than to put it absolutely 
in the Terug of the United States, to be the subject of future dis- 
position, with legislation for the regulation, beautifying, and general 
management of this sanitarium. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the bill then be subject to amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Of course further amendments in the 
Senate will be in order. The question now is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, 

The amendment was concurred in. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. PLUMB, I which he will please state. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I sincerely hope that the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas will not prevail. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out all after the word “sales,” in 
line 9 of the last section, as follows: 


As well as any money paid in under section 9 of this act, shall be held as a spe- 


cial fand for the ent and care of the t reservation at Hot Springs 
and of the Hot gs Creek, tto and between the permanent reservations, 
and for the main nce of free baths for the invalid poor of the United States, as 
provided by acts of Congress. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
Shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The section now provides that the money 
arising from these sales shall be used as a special fund for the im- 
provement of the permanent reservation at Hot Springs and to main- 
tain free baths. It is not a questien of whether the State of Arkansas 
is going to get this reservation. Congress has decided in passing the 
act of Starch 3, 1877, to preserve these sections as a permanent res- 
ervation for the benefit of the people of the United States. It did 
not Torpo to give them to Ar We do not want any other 
disposition of this money except to improve the baths there, and also 
to allow them to be given for the use of invalids, and to beautify and 
adorn the town. 

There is a great difference between the Hot Springs and the small 
springs all over the United States. The Hot Springs is one of the 
most remarkable places in the world. In their medicinal qualities 
those springs are very remarkable; they were thirty or forty years 
ago. I know persons who went to the Hot Springs nearly doubled 
up with the rheumatism thirty years ago, when it was almost impos- 
sible to get there, when some sort of conveyance had to be impro- 
vised from Little Rock to take them to the Hot Springs, and after 
they had been there six months were cured, permanently cured. I 
myself was in the islature of Illinois in 1843 with a gentieman 
who was nearly doubled up with the rheumatism, and it was with 
great difficulty that he could be got on the boat at Saint Louis. I 
was present at the time he undertook the passage to Little Rock. I 
saw ee six months afterward when he was permanently cured. 

I do believe it is the wise policy to preserve these springs as a per- 
manent reservation, as a t sanitarium for this country. The time 
may come when we shall want to establish a marine hospital there, 
or some sort of hospital for the poor of the country; and who would 
talk now of giving these springs to the State of Arkansas? I have 

at faith in the State of Arkansas, but I would not give them to 

e State of Arkansas. I would rather cut off my 1 5 finger than 
to give them to Arkansas or anybody else. I want them to be pre- 
served perpetually for the use of those who need their medicinal 

roperties. 

5 Mr. PLUMB. In saying what I did about giving these springs to 
the State of Arkansas, I only referred to it incidentally, for that point 
is not practically before the Senate. I only spoke of it as one di po- 
sition that might be made. I think it would be better to have the 
control in the State of Arkansas than in the United States. Nor do 
I care to advertise these springs unnecessarily either by the United 
States or otherwise; but if the Senator from Illinois had been ac- 
quainted with the country west of the Missouri River I think I could 
call his attention to some springs there of great merit. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. These are known to be great, and have 
been for thirty or forty years. 

Mr. PLUMB. Other springs have great reputations in their way 
considering the time they have been occupied. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. When they come here we will talk about 


them. 

Mr. PLUMB. They belong now to private parties. The Las Vegas 
Springs in Colorado are highly spoken of, and remarkable cures are 
said to have been effected there. The logic of this is that the Gov- 
ernment shall own all these places, I it desirable to get rid of 
this matter as a mere question of economy. 

Mr. CALL. I merely want to say one word. I hope the amend- 
ment moved by the Senator from Kansas may not be adopted. Iagree 
heartily with the Senator from Illinois, . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MAXEY. I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 98. Iwill state to the Senate that Ido not desire to proceed with 
the bill to-day, but it is an important bill, which I gave notice of 
some time ago, and I wish to it up in order that it be left as the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Texas will allow the un- 
finished business of the morning honr to p far eno to have 
the bill that was under consideration disposed of. It probably will 
not take five minutes. 

Mr. HOAR. The motion of the Senator from Texas is not under- 
stood on this side of the Chamber. 


X—107 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He asked the Senator to take up and 
consider at this time a bill, the title of which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. “A bill (S. No. 95) to provide for the settlement 
of accounts with certain railway companies.” 

Mr. McDONALD. I see that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THUR- 
MAN] is not present this morning and I feel, therefore, that it will be 
my duty—I know it was his purpose if he was here—to insist that 
the Geneva award bill be made the special order after the disposition 
of the bill which has just passed the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought that was understood to be the arrange- 
ment. I hope the Senator from Texas will not antagonize it. 

Mr. McDONALD. I feel compelled to antagonize the motion of my 
friend from Texas by a motion to take up the Geneva award bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Texas 
to the fact that that was certainly the understanding with the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] when he got up the Hot Sprin; 
bill; and the Senator from Arkansas actually took the floor on the 
Geneva award bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. I was not aware that I was to be met by that diffi- 
culty. I desire to say that this is a very important bill which I want 

i of. It has been in committee long enough. I do not want 
to interfere with the Geneva award bill or anybody else’s rights; and 
now, if it be satisfactory to the Senate, I give notice that when the 
Geneva award bill is through with I shall ask the Senate to take up 
this bill and di of it. I think that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. McDONALD. If the morning business is over, I move 

Mr. MORRILL. No, there was a bill pending in the morning hour. 
aon VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana is occupying 

e floor. 

Mr. McDONALD. Unless some Senator has some special matter of 
the morning hour which he wants considered, I move that the morn- 
ing business be considered closed. 

$ he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not understand the Sen- 


ator. 

Mr.McDONALD. Imove to take up what is known as the Geneva 
award bill. When that is taken up and becomes the special order, I 
am perfectly willing it shall be laid aside until Monday. 

Several SENATORS, That will do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the question is on laying aside the 
pending order, which is the Anthony rule. The question is on that 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GENEVA AWARD FUND. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana now moves 
155 the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Geneva award 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving and 
continuing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for 
the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award. 

Mr. MAXEY. Just one moment. I am perfectly willing to have 
the Geneva award bill taken up and disposed of, but so soon as that 
is done I hope the friends of that bill will aid me in getting up the 
bill to which I have called attention. 

Mr. GARLAND. Ihave the floor on the Geneva award bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. GORDON. With the consent of the Senator from Arkansas, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After three hours and twenty-eight 
minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened ; and (at 
four o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 19, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

PILOTAGE COMMISSION. 

Mr. O'NEILL, by unanimous consent, presented a resolution of the 
Philadelphia Board of Trade, praying Congress to enact a law for the 
appointment of a commission to be composed of men conversant with 
maritime affairs, for the purpose of considering and reporting what 

neral laws can be framed in relation to pilotage as will be suitable 

r all the waters of the country; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. CARLISLE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back a bill (H. R, No. 4812) to amend the laws relating to internal 
revenue, with sundry amendments thereto; which was read a first 
and second time, recommitted to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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CRAFTS J. WRIGHT. 


On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, the bill 
(S. No. 752) granting an increase of pension to Crafts J. Wright, was 
taken from the Speaker's table, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to submit at this time a report from the 
Committee on the Depression of Labor, in the form of a resolution, 
and ask that the same may go to the Public Calendar, and that the 
report be printed. There is also a minority report which I ask may 

e the same course. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 

Congress assembled, That the President of the United States is hereby requested 
to give notice to the Chinese government that it is the desire of the Government of 
the United States that the clauses of the treaties between the two governments, 
which allow and permit immigration of the subjects and citizens of the two coun- 
tries, be abrogated and annulled. 

Mr. FRYE. Is that a report from a committee ? 

The SPEAKER. It is a majority report. 

Mr. WRIGHT. There is also a minority report, which the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CowGrIL] will submit, and I ask that the 
minority report be printed, to accompany the majority. 

Mr. CONGER. Both of these reports go to the House Calendar, as 
I understand. 

The SPEAKER. They do when presented, The gentleman from 
indiana, who is to submit the minority report, does not appear to be 
in his seat. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask for him and in his name that the minority 
report be filed, and that it be printed to accompany the majority re- 
port, and that both be 3 to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. I would like to inquire what committee that is from. 

The SPEAKER. It is from the Committee on the Depression of 


Labor. 

Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina. There are three reports from that 
committee. 

There being no objection, the majority and minority reports were 
referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am also instructed by the select committee to 
inquire into the causes of the depression of the industries of the coun- 
try to report the resolution which I send to the desk for reference to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the majority and minority reports of the select 
committee to inquire into the causes ot the depression of the industries of the 
country and especially labor, on the question of Chinese immigration, be printed 
for the use of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that. The question of Chinese immi- 

tion was not referred to that committee. Let the report be printed 
in the ordinary way. We can tell better after seeng it if we need 
five thousand copies of it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman from a Ws fot raised an objection 
when the testimony was reported, and when I asked the permission 
of the House to have additional copies printed he had that resolution 
sent to the Committee of the Whole, and there it lies. Now I merely 
ask not additional copies of the report and not of the testimony be 

rinted. 
z The SPEAKER. Does the 8 from Michigan object to the 
introduction of the resolution ? It goes to the Committee on Printing, 
under the law. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

REPORTING AND PUBLICATION OF DEBATES OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I rise to make a privileged report 
from the Committee on Printing. I am instructed by the committee 
to report back, with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
2657) to prohibit the 3 or publication at the public expense 
of the debates of Congress. move that the bill be laid upon the 
table, and that the accompanying report be printed. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of rater ed Iam also instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report back, with an adverse recommendation, 
petitions from citizens of the State of New York, wee Brads the pro- 
ceedings of Congress be printed in newspaper form, to be sent free of 
charge to every ily in the United States. I ask that the report of 
the committee be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


ting hundreds of millions of y- 
The therefore report back said petitions adversely, and ask to be discharged 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The New York Herald estimates 
2 the cost would 5 oon epee a 27 5 3 
e petitions were laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
en to be printed. i 5 
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REPORTS OF UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, also, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported back, with amendments, the Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion to print 3,000 copies of each of the five volumes of tke reports 
of the United States Fish Commission. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of 5 concurring.) That 3,000 sets 
of the five volumes of the reports of the United States Fish Commission be printed 
from the stereotype plates, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 1,500 


for the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 for the use of the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries. 


The amendments proposed by the committee were read, as follows: 
1, In lives 4 and 5 strike out 1.000“ and insert 700. 

2. In lines 5 and & strike out 1.500 and insert 1,800." 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 


REPORT ON ROCKY MOUNTAIN LOCUSTS, ETC, 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Iam also instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report back, with a favorable recommendation, 
the House concurrent resolution for printing the report of the United 
States Entomological Commission on the Rocky Mountain Locust. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 

ted with necessary illustrations, at the Government Printing Office, 10,000 cop- 

es of the second report of the United States Entomological Commission on the 

Rocky Mountain Locust and other injarious insects: 5,000 copies for the use of the 

House, 3,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the 
com on, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. This provides for printing ex- 
actly the same number of copies as we printed of the first volume, 

The resolution was agreed to. j 


REPORTS OF GEOLOGICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I am also instructed to report 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the concurrent resolution of 
the Senate for the printing of the final reports of the Geological and 
Geographical Survey of the Territories. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That there be 
printed at the Government Printing Office, for the use of the Department of the In- 
terior, 1,500 ae each of volumes 4 and 12, and 1,200 oe each of volumes 3, 8, 
and 13 of the final reports of the Geological and Geographical Survey of the Terri- 
tories,in quarto form, with the necessary illustrations, aniform with the edition 
ordered by Congress. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I desire to say one word. There 
are now in the Interior Department a number of odd volumes and 
this is simply to make up the sets so that they can be distributed 
among the colleges and institutions of the several States. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REPORT ON COTTON-WORM. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Iam also instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to report back, with a favorable recommendation, 
the Senate concurrent resolution for the printing of additional copies 
of Bulletin No. 3 of the United States Entomological Commission on 
the Cotton-Worm. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of en ah sce ee concurring.) That there be 

rinted 10,000 additional copies of Bulletin No. 3 uf the United States Entomolog- 
cal Commission on the Cotton- Worm: 6,000 copies for the use of the House, 3,000 
for the use of the Senate, and 1,000 for the use of the Department of the Interior. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
WAGES IN PRINTING OFFICE ON LEGAL HOLIDAYS. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I am also instracted by the Com- 
mittee on Printing, to whom were referred a memorial of the em- 
pee of the Government Printing Office and a letter of the Public 

inter, relative to pay for legal holidays, to report a joint resolution 
providing for payment of wages to employés in the Government Print- 
ing Office for legal holidays. 

e joint resolution was read. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I objectto the consideration of the joint resolution 


at this time. 

The SPEAKER. It is not a privileged report aud the gentleman 
from Georgia objects. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I understand that it is not a 


privileged report. Let it go to the Calendar for consideration. 
Mr. BLOUNT. It does not belong to the Calendar. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I withdraw the report. 


CORRECTION OF RECORD. 


Mr. FIELD. In the RECORD I am put down as euggesting that 
the words “of the district” be inserted in the substitute offered by 
the fag pec from Ohio, [Mr. GarFieLp.] I made no such sug- 

estion. What I did suggest was this, that instead of the district 
udge of the district having the authority in the absence of the cir- 
cuit judge, it should be the district judge assigned to that duty by 
the circuit judge in accordance with the provisions made for the 
appointment of supervisors. I am by what has been printed in the 
RECORD made to suggest what I believe to be an incongruity and 
which I endeavored to correct. 
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REPORTS OF CLARENCE KING. y 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported back adversely the joint resolution (H. R. No. 50) providin 
for the printing of 1,200 sopka of the reports of Clarence King; whic 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

rinted. 

5 RILEY'S REPORT ON GKASSHOPPERS. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, from the same committee, also 
reported back adversely the letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
inclosing a communication from Professor C. V. Riley, chief of the 
United States entomological commission, recommending the publi- 
cation of an edition of 30,000 copies of his report on grasshoppers ; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. - 

WILLIAM KERR. 

Mr. HAWLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5257) for the relief ef William Kerr, late private Company I, Fifth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask consent to have printed in the RECORD an 
amendment which I propose to offer to the resolution concerning the 
interoceanic canal. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be referred to that committee; perhaps the 
committee will adopt it. 

Mr. TUCKER. The committee has already reported on the sub- 
ject, and the amendment is one which I propose to offer when I have 
the opportunity. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Amend first resolution: 1 

In seventh line strike out word * concerns” and insert political institutions or 
systems of government.” : 

In ninth and tenth lines strike out acquisition in any other way and insert 

Te tenth gid eleventh lines strike out “is a” and insert are 

In fourteenth line, after word “doctrine,” insert “and in 
declarations.” 


In fifteenth line strike out “an” and insert the.“ A 

In sixteenth line, after word ` safety,” add of the United States. 

Substitute for second and third resolutions ; > 

2. That, in accordance with the A pase declaration of Lap policy, based 
upon the clear and indisputable right of self. preservation and the importance of 
perpetuating the republican institutions established by the Constitution of the 
United States, and cepecially in view of the rg Ake? free and unrestricted 
water transit for persons and produce between the Atlantic and Pacific States of 
the Union, it is à paramount interest of the people of the United States that no 
canal. railroad, or other artificial communication acroas the isthmus connecting the 
North and South American continents, for the transfer of vessels and cargoes from 
the Caribbean Sea to the Pacific Ocean, whether the same be built or constructed 
at Panama, Nicaragua, or elsewhere, should be in the possession or under the con- 
trol or government of any European or other foreign power, which would im 1 
this vital interest of the people of this country; and while recognizing the right 
ot other nations of the world to this interoceanic highway for universal commerce, 
the United States will insist that by reason of its proximity to them, and of its im- 
portance as a water-way between the States of the Union, the interests of commerce 
must yicld to the rightof national safety ; and it is therefore the duty of Congress 
to declare that, whether it be constructed by foreign goveruments or by corpora- 
tious deriving their being and authority from foreign governments, the United 
States will assert and maintain their right to see that nothing shall be done in the 
premises which shall not fully secure a free and commerce and inter- 
course by means of such interoceanic highway between the States of the Union in 
time of public war, as well as of peace; aud the United States cannot admit the 
right of any government, by treaty or otherwise, to grant to any other foreign power, 
or to any corporation created or authorized by ay foreign power, any privilege, 
right, or authority in respect to such interoceanic Highway as will be inconsistent 
with their peace and security, and with a free commerce and intercdurse among 
the States of the Union. 

3. Tbat the President be requested to take necessary and proper steps to carry 
into effect the foregoing declarations of public policy. 


HENRY M. SHREVE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, from the Committee on Claims, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H.R. No. 2477) for 
the relief of the heirs of Henry M. Shreve, deceased ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MINING DEBRIS IN SACRAMENTO RIVER. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish this House, for the 
use of the Committee on Commerce and the mittee on Mines and Mining, the 
report of Colonel G. H. Mendal, United States in California, relating to 
the effect of mining débris in the to River and its tributaries. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I have been instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to 2 851 to the House certain bills and ask that they 
be placed upon the Calendar. 

r. A S. I object. r 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask consent to have taken from the Speaker's 
table— 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I call for the regular order. 


EVENING SESSIONS FOR PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour, and to-da; 
being Friday d 


other morè recent 


ight sessions for the purpose of considering business on the Private 


n 
Calendar. That resolution has laid over one day under the rule, and 
I now call it up for consideration. 

The SPE The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after Monday, the 15th instant, the House ef Representa- 
tives shall hold evening sessions every evenin e dee p. m., for the 
consideration of the Private Calendar; and all bills shall be of in the order 
in which they stand upon the same. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to amend the resolution by striking ont “ 15th” 
and inserting “ 22d.” 

Mr. WILLIS. Let it be made to read “every alternate evening.” 

Mr. MILLS. Let us get through with the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the resolution will be be- 
fore the House for consideration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it not a privileged question! 

The SPEAKER, It is not a question of privilege. 

Mr. MILLS. But having laid over one day fa i the rule, is it not 
my privilege to call it up? 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule on that subject. 

Mr. MILLS. The Chair so stated when I offered the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that it might lie over; but the 
Chair does not recollect that he said the resoluticn was a privileged 
ree It is always within the power of the House to take a recess 
any day. 

Mr. MILLS. At what time will the resolution be in order, so that 
I may have a vote of the House upon it ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not come up at any time in that way; 

it might be brought before the House by a suspension of the rules. 
Mr. RYAN, of 3 It can be taken up now by unanimous con- 


sent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. MILLS. Is there any rule under which I can obtain a vote of 
the House on this resolution! 

The SPEAKER. There is a rule providing that the House may on 
any day by a majority vote determine to take a recess. This resolu- 
tion does not have any privilege attached to it. The Chair will ask 
consent of the House that it be taken up. 

Mr. FRYE. By the new rules the motion for a recess is made a 
motion that is always in order, 

The SPEAKER. It is; and the gentleman can reach his object in 
that way. Is there objection to considering at this time the resolu- 
tion which has been read ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lobject. I am opposed to night sessions any way. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MCMAHON, I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the House will do nothing of the sort; we 
should dispose of business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. MCMAHON] I move that the House go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not now in order. 

Mr. COX. Lask the attention of my friend 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. COX. LI wish to state to the House, if I can have its attention, 
that the Committee on the Censns—— 

The SPEAKER. That subject is not before the House. 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr- 
McManon, ] which is now pending, is equivalent to an objection, 

Mr. MCMAHON, The business in which the gentleman from New 
York is interested would not be in order in the morning hour at any 


rate. 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. COX. There ought to be unanimous consent to take up this 
subject; otherwise the business of the Census Office will have to 


stop. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. If the mornin 
hour should be dis; coed with, will 3 8 to go into Come 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar be in order later in the 


day? 

The SPEAKER. The plan adopted last Friday was first to move 
to dispense with the morning hour; then a motion was made to dis- 
pense with the consideration of private business. Under the new 
rules, both motions require a two-thirds vote. 

The motion of Mr. McManon to dispense with the morning hour 
was a to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. : 

Mr. Imove that at the close of the session to-morrow (it 
is agreed, I understand, that the session of to-morrow shall be for 
cussion only) a recess be taken until Monday night for the purpose 
of considering at that time the Private Calendar. 

The SP. That motion is not in order, because the only re- 
cess that could be taken at the close of to-morrow’s session would be 
a recess untit Monday mornin The motion of the gentleman from 
Texas would carry recess 1 the time fixed for the regular 
meeting of the House on Monday. 

Mr. MCMAHON, Tandaan that the gentleman from New York 
wishes to bring to the attention of the House something with refer- 


Mr. MILLS. I have a resolution perding in relation to holding | ence to a conference report. 
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The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from New York a conference 


report? 

Nr. COX. No. sir; but I wish to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks consent to 
make a statement touching census legislation. 

A MEMBER.. For how long? 

Mr. COX. Only a moment. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hears no objection to the gentleman’s 
occupying one minute. 

Mr. COX. I desire to say that the Senate has sent to us a bill af- 
fecting in many respects the taking of the census. The Superintend- 
ent of the Census is now awaiting action upon this bi Several 

weeks have passed since it came to us. The Census Office is anxious 
to have this matter under way. The Committee on the Census have 
instructed me to report back the Senate bill with a recommendation 
of disagreement as to many of its features, but agreement as to the 
essential urgent features, If the House will give us twenty or per- 
haps ten minutes on this subject we can have a committee of confer- 
ence and put this matter in shape for the taking of the tenth census. 

Tue SPEAKER. A conference committee could not be appointed 

until the Senate had di to the House amendments. 

Mr. COX. I think I could get that done to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
rae rete 75 report from the Census Committee the bill which he has 

icated. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I would like to hear the amend- 
ments read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not yet before the House. The gen- 
tleman from New York, on behaif of the Committee on the Census, 
asks consent that he may be allowed to report the bill with the 
amendments at this time. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Before unanimous consent is given, I want some 
distinct understanding as to the time this is to occupy. 

Mr. BLAND. I think this had better wait until the appropriation 
bill is spons ot: 

The SPE . Does the gentleman from Missouri object ? 

Mr, BLAND. I do. 

The SPEAKER. That ends the matter. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I move to dispense with the consideration of 
private business for to-day. 

The motion was agreed to; two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mx. MCMAHON. I move that the House now resolve itself into 

Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union to resume 
the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, (Mr. CARLISLE in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4924) making 
appropriations to supply certain deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1830, 


ne CHAIRMAN. T 
The C J. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to amend the substitute of gentle- 


man from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] as amended. The amendment will 


be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the wor W.. gene deputy marshals ” in the second line of the substitute 
insert the words "and general deputy marshals ;" and in the fifth line, after the 
“words “special deputy marshals,” insert the words or of general deputy mar- 


Mr. CALKINS. As I understand, the pending amendment is to the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] as 
amended by “the amendment adopted on motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. SIMONTON. j 

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. The Clerk will report the sub- 
stitute as it would read if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 
of elections, the sum of $7,600: Provided, That 

perfi any duties in refer- 

ence to any election, 
sation; and 


are to perform 


i not Jess than two nor more than three appointments shall be made for any 
voting inct where such appointments are required to be made; and the ——- 
_ 80 appointed shall be of different political parties; and if there are more t two 
Political parties having tickets to be voted for, no two of said ty marshals 
shall be appointed from Sie e DY; And the persons so appointed shall be 
Eaa of good ebaracter, able to and write the ish language, and shall 
well-known residents of the voting precinct in which duties are to be per- 
amet 25 special deputies to be appointed in equal numbers from the different 
po parae 7 
Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask the Chair whether this is open now 
to debate. Debate has not been closed by the House as I under- 
stand it. 


The CHAIRMAN. There was some desultory debate on this prop- 
sition yesterday afternoon, but no debate under the five- 
minute rule. The Chair thinks, therefore, five minutes for this amend- 
ment and five minutes against it ought to be allowed. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to oppose the amendment. 


Mr. SIMONTON. I desire to aero it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize a gentleman in 
ra of the amendment. 

SPRINGER. Is the question pending on my amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio as amended ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is; and the gentleman from Tennessee has 
been recognized to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. After the gentleman has concluded I desire to 
submit a modification. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to submit a modifi- 
cation of his own amendment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; of the amendment pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman had better make that mod- 
ification now before the debate proceeds. 

Mr. WARNER. Of course; let the modification first be made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I send to the Clerk’s desk a modification of my 
amendment, and desire only one minute toexplain the changes made, 
which are simply to make it conform to some requirements of the 
statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amendment before the com- 
mittee does nothing more than insert the words “ general deputy mar- 
shals” after the words“ special deputy marshals.” Now, that amend- 
ment which the gentleman has offered he has a right to modify. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not desire to modify that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman cannot do it now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move this as a modification of my other 
endment, in case these are voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order now. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Mr. Chairman, I trust the substitute as amended 
by my amendment will be incorporated in the bill and become the 
law of the land. 

Sir, I the Federal election laws as hurtful and dangerous, 
though they have been declared constitutional by the proper tribunal. 
It is not every constitutional measure that is wise or Penefleial or 
worthy to remain on the statute-book. The election laws are, in my 
judgment, dangerous innovations on the system of government our 
fathers gave us; they are calculated in their nature and do disarrange 
and destroy the nicely adjusted balance of power between the States 
and the Federal Government. These election laws are violative of 
all the honored precedents of this country in the matter of elections 
for nearly a century. And as they stand now, they confer on the Ad- 
ministration and its partisans a power to control elections, and con- 
sequently to perpetuate its indefinitely, that is simply mon- 
strous, and it seems to me a wonder that a free people, alive to the 
dangers that threaten their liberties, permit them to remain on the 
statute-book a siugle day unrepealed. 

Indeed the Representatives of this House, who are the exponents of 
the popular will of the Republic, since the 18th of last March have re- 
peatedly an act repealing these election laws, placing the elec- 
tions back just where our fathers pee them, under the ianship 
and protection of the people and local authorities, where a long ex- 
pemos has shown to be the safest and most sacred place, freest 

rom frauds and corruptions ; but these acts, thus repealing the elec- 
tion 3 have 1 met the croone veto, meg the ee the 
people thus voiced in legislative ac again and again been an- 
hulled. The republican party, that has contended for keeping on the 
statute-book these unholy laws, has not dared to doso withoutexpress- 
ing a willingness to correct some of their worst deformities. From the 
President down they have professed a willingness to amend and alter, 
so as to deprive them of what even they must admit to be unfair and 
dangerous operations. I desire, for one, to put these ions to the 
test of sincerity. And besides it is always wise and prudent to modify 
and make less objectionable and less dangerous that which we can- 
not remove altogether. Ifan apple were in my keeping that I could 
not rid myself of, and yet I might remove the worst of its reeking 
and offensive ties, org and deodorize the remainder, it would be 
folly not to do so. d though I would most gladly remove entirely 
the dangerous power conferred in these Federal election laws by re- 
pealing them outright since we cannot do this, as past experience has 
shown, I shall vote to cut off as much of this dangerous power as I 
can and shield as far as I may be able the ballot-box and the purity 
of elections from the power of corrupt and debauched partisans, and 
from the absolute control of a party and an Administration whose 
past history shows them to be reckless and defiant, and unscrupulous 
of the methods and means by which they retain possession of power. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, a word first to those on this side of 
the House who have substantially agreed with me against all political 
riders on appropriation bills. [announce now that even thougha polit- 
ical rider meet m viwa Frees would be supported otherwise by me, I 
never will vote for a political rider upon an appropriation bill. I 
never will vote for a bill if I can see any other way out of it which 
has uponita poligical rider, let that come from whichever side of the 
House it may. 

In the next place, sir, a spirit of fairness, a spirit of justice, leads 
me to say that were a single and substantive principle contained in 
the amendment presented to the House as an amendment to the elec- 
tion laws, or standing alone, it would meet my h approval and 
pr pre That part of it which provides that the deputy marshals 

be appointed by the courts and from opposite political ies 
would meet my approval, my idea having been so admirably pre- 
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sented by 3 crimes Ohio, 2 1 ee to surren- 
der a party advantage for good of my country. 

I am opposed to another feature of the amendnient which limits 
deputy marshals to three. In my j ent, if we are to continue 
the system at all, marshals ought to be continued in sufficient num- 
bers to do some good; and to cut the number down to three simply 
and solely destroys them on election day from doing good or render- 
ing useful service to their country. I say to my republican friends 
that, in whatever shape it may come, standing upon principle, you 
cannot support a political rider on a bill of this kind. 5 

In the next place, presented as it is, it cannot meet the views of 
any one who believes it is the constitutional right and duty of the 
Government to furnish protection on election day, as well as allothers, 
to the people. For, Mr. Chairman, these laws have no horror to the 
3 quiet, and law-abiding men of the count: Toevery man 
who is in the peace of the State and of the United States, these elec- 
tion laws present no bugbear. It is only to the criminal classes, itis 
only to the men who want to override all that is good, all who love 
order, that these election laws present this bugbear which gentlemen 
on the other side speak of. I, sir, am one who in peace am a peace 


man, and in war a war man; and when this country is at peace, I | j 


want officers enough, no matter from where or whence they come, to 
protect the peace of election day, as well as of all others. 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, ae ree by the chair- 
man of the committee of which Iam a member, did not meet my views 
there except in reference to one particular which I have announced, 
that I am willing to surrender any party advan for the of 
my country. en presented in that light, and that alone, it shall 
meet my hearty support. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio as amended. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May Lask the gentleman from Illinois a question? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Let my friend from Illinois withdraw his 
amendment and I will renew it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the at- 
tention of the House, and particularly of my democratic colleagues, 
upon this proposition. I shall vote for wio ponding props nan; and 
in doing so do not concede or mean to concede anything from the po- 
sition I have heretofore held of the right of Congress, the represent- 
atives of the people to withhold appropriations to the execution of 
laws they believe to be either unconstitutional, unwise, or unjust. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the attention of my democratic friends for one 
moment. We find these laws upon the statute-books. If they are not 
modified the administrators of the republican party in the coming 
presidential and e e elections can appoint ad infinitum dep- 
uty marshals throughout the country. And in doing so if we believe 
that they will use them for partisan advantage or for partisan 7 85 
poses they can so conduct the election as to secure a majority of the 
next House, and by securing that majority provide payment for all 
the marshals and deputy marshals they may choose toappoint. That 
brings me to a practical question, and I say here in looking forward 
now at this moment to the responsibility which may rest upon me and 
every member of this House during the months of January and Febru- 
ary next, when we shall determine who has been fairly, legally, and 
constitutionally elected President of the United States, and when the 
distinguished, if I may call him the conservative, member of the repub- 
lican party [Mr. GARFIELD] comes forward and tenders to the House 
a compromise on this question, and that compromise, as we have 
amended it, provides that we shall have a fair and impartial election 
next November—I say we owe it to ourselves and to the country, its 

and future harmony, to accept the modification and enact it into 
a law, and let us have under ita ul and im ial election. In 
doing so, we abandon no principle, but govern ourselves by the prac- 
tical difficulties which we find in our way. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been taught by the logic of events if noth- 
ing else; I have been taught in this country that for remedying 
vicious legislation there are but two appeals under the laws and the 
Constitution. The first is an appeal to the courts of the country, 
and the second is an appeal to the ballot-box. Grant, if you please, 
the courts have declared the law to be unconstitutional. We have 
our reserved right of 1 appropriations as the represent- 
atives of the people as the remedy. We have, second, the ballot- 
box to which we ean appeal. Take good care—I appeal to the lovers 
of the country—take good care that we have a fair, impartial elec- 
tion, and I stand here in view of my responsibilty and my position 
as a representative of the people, and say that whoever is elected, 
fairly and impartially elected, shall be inaugurated by my vote, come 
from whatever quarter he may. Thatisall I ask. That is all that 
should be granted. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I do not propog for my part to reply 
to the expressions of affection of the gentleman from Tennessee for 
his country. I find the gentlemen on the other side have followed 
. Mrs. Malaprop’s advice on that subject, and have about all of them 
begun their love for their country with a little judicious hatred. I 
remember how a the last session of Congress some fifty gentle- 
men on the other side of the House, with striking unanimity and 
Without so much as a smile as they looked into each others’ counte- 


nances, declared that these supervisors and marshals laws were all 
unconstitutional. And yet the Supreme Court of the United States 
has declared them to be constitutional. I do not mention this in any 
spirit of reproach to these fifty democratic tlemen. I only men- 
tion it to show how little constitutional law our Supreme Court 
actually knows. [Laughter.] 

But I do not intend to revive that ancient discussion, although it 
seems as if no democrat was able to talk upon this subject without 
bringing it up as a sort of memorial of last year’s fight. I purpose to 
confine myself to this interesting compromise, which, as the gentle- 
man from Tennessee says, has been amended after it was made. | Now 
Mr. Chairman, I object to this amendment, and I ee to it upon 
principle. I say in the first place that we have no right to such 
a political measure upon an appropriation bill, and upon that posi- 
tion I believe this side intend to stand. 

I say, secondly, thatif you are going to put any Hy ene on this 
bill, this is the last thing that should be permitted. It isrightas the 
law now is to direct the judge of the circuit court to appoint super- 
visors, one from one party and one from another, because the super- 
visors occupy a judicial position; but there is no argument which 
ustifies bringing in politics to the execution of the law. Nor is there 
anything which justifies dragging the judges of the courts into the 
active execution of the law. 

I say this is in violation of every principle of a decent form of — 
ernment. The party that is in power is nsible for the execution of 
the laws, and should have the control of the appointments to execute 
the laws. Nor is it right or just to make the circuit judges appoint 
executive officers. The law says that the marshal and his general 
deputies shall execute the law; and it is proposed here to take out of 
the hands of the marshal the appointment of the very officers upon 
whom he is to depend for such execution. And they call this pro- 
viding for the peace and tranquillity of the country! 

Have any of those gentlemen in their own States ever proposed 
that the democratic sheriff shall be controlled in the appointment of 
his deputies to oversee the preservation of peace? No, they never 
have. Their sole p and object is to weaken laws which are 
wise, salutary, sensible, and conducive to the best interests of the 
country; and they themselves know what their motive is. Their 
motive is to enable them to trample down the saf which are 
going in the next election to preserve the peace and the rights of the 
people and of the country, and with my consent they never shall do 
it. I do not believe that we mean to accept any such infamous crip- 
pling of the laws of the country, es y as those laws have re- 
ceived the sanction and sup of the highest tribunal of the land. 

I am perfectly willing to admit that the democratie party is con- 
sistent in its attitude toward the Supreme Court. From its earliest 
history it has opposed that great tribunal. There never was but one: 
exception, and that was when the Supreme Court decided in favor of 
the Deere, re of the infamous fugitive-slave law. That is the 
only aberratibu, and they are determined by consistent uniformity to 
mata up for that temporary aberration. [Applause from republican 
side. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCKNER rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I renew it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to withdraw the amendment that the 


whole boi ition may be voted on, 
Mr. CONGER. I object. i 
The C The amendment cannot be withdrawn, objec- 


tion being made. The question is on the adoption of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. SPRINGER, ] and re- 
newed by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. WHITTHORNE, ] to the 
eet proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] as 
amended. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask that the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “elections,” in the second line, insert a — 
shals,” and after the word! marshals,” in the fifth line 5 
or of general deputy marshals.” 

bap question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 88, 
noes 84. 

So the amendment to the substitute was et to. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move to amend by striking out “two” and in- 
serting “two and a half.” 

I offer this amendment that I may have the opportunity of entering 
my protest against some of the political heresies that have been as- 
serted on this floor, in the discussions on this bill. Mr. Chairman, it 
has been asserted here that because the Supreme Court of the United r 
States has decided the election law to be constitutional, therefore 
this Congress is not only bound to make the appropriation which is 
asked for, and to go back upon what we have done heretofore, believ- 
ing this law not only unconstitutional but impolitic and injurious 
to the best interests of the country, but that we are bound as mem- 
bers of Con toadmit that that decision of the Supreme Court 
has such obligatory power that Congress is divested of all contròl 
over the subject, and that we must simply obey its behests. The 
Supreme Court having decided it to be constitutional, it is claimed 
that it is not only of binding authority upon all the district and 
United States courts and the executive officers for the administration 
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of the laws, but that it is, I suppose, obligatory on the President as 
well as us; that it is obligatory and binding upon this Congress ; and 
that a tribunal appointed by the Executive and confirmed by the 
Senate is paramount in authority over all, and that we must all bow 
when they speak, and that no one can utter a word of dissent from 
their opinion. That has been the doctrine that has been assumed 
here, and which has been to some extent yielded even by gentlemen 
on this side. 

I am opposed to this amendment simply because it is an apparent 
concession to that pestiferous and dangerous idea that seems to have 
got hold of this side of the House as well as that. I deny that be- 
cause the Supreme Court has decided the election law constitutional 
we are under any obligation to change our opinions or our action to 
carry it out in any form whatever. 

Mr. SCALES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUCKNER. I have hardly time to yield. 

If I were a judge of a United States cirenit or district court or a 
State court and held the opinion I do upon this subject that this law 
is unconstitutional, I should, holding an authority subordionte to 
that tribunal, whatever my own opinions were, bow in submission 
to the decision of the Supreme Court. But when it comes to be a 
question between thisCongress and a coequal and co-ordinate depart- 
ment of this Government, then I say to bow to it is to yield to this 
tribunal, irresponsible to anybody, appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate, authority to control all the departments of the 
Government and make them paramount to every other power in it. 

A MEMBER. And wholly irresponsible to the people. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Yes; as my friend suggests, and as I thought I 
had said, wholly irresponsible to the people, holding their offices for 
life. It may be packed, as has been e arged here, for the accomplish- 
ment of a certain purpose, and when that is done, we are told that 
we are not only bound to carry out its behests, but thatits decisions 
bind every department of the Government as well as all inferior of- 
cers. Do democrats recollect the doctrines maintained by the demo- 
cratic party years ago, and carried out by that immortal patriot and 
hero, General Jackson? If he had held to that doctrine, if the dem- 
ocratic party of that day had held the doctrine now urged here, the 
old Bank of the United States would now be in existence, or there 
would be another like it in its place. And why? Because the Su- 
preme Court of the United States of that day—not a packed tribunal, 
as is charged against this one; not composed of men who in their de- 
cisions at one time upon an electoral commission had gone to the very 
extreme verge of State rights, and at another time had gone to the 
very extreme of consolidation or centralization of the powers of this 
Government say that the Supreme Court before the days of Jack- 
son had decided that the United States Bank was constitutional. 

What did he say when it was charged against him that he did not 
regard the decision of the highest judicial tribunal of the country ? 
He said that he was sworn as they were to support the Constitution, 
and to support it as he understood it, and not as others construed it 
to mean. 

There is this broad distincfion to be made on this question: that 
all tribunals subordinate to the Supreme Court, State as well as na- 
tional ; all inferior officers, marshals and other executive officers, are 
bound by the decisions of that court. But when it comes to the leg- 
islative department of the Government we are just as free to exercise 
our own opinions upon any question that they have decided, and to 
act upon our opinions, as if they had made no decision at all or had 
decided in some other way. In other words, they have no binding 
and obligatory authority over us any more than the opinions of the 
supreme court of the State of Ohio, or of Missonri, or of Delaware. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are some propositions stated by the gopio 
man from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER, ] to which I yield a very hearty 
assent. I hold that the legislative branch of the Government is re- 

msible to the Constitution and the country and to itself, and has 

the right to an honest difference of opinion with the Supreme Court. 

I bow to those decisions with the very highest respect. They are 

gren by learned, able men, as far as possible removed from the temp- 

tions of political life, and their judgments are given after elaborate 
ents by able counsel. 

Bat when I come to vote here as a sworn legislator, having taken 
an oath to support the Constitution, after listening to all that the 
Supreme Court has said, I do claim the right to vote if necessary 

inst the judgment of that court. I can readily specify instances 
whats any man with a respect for human liberty and free government 
would do the same. 

I never cared what the Supreme Court of the United States decided 
about the fugitive-slave law. There was not power enough in the 
world to make me move a hand or foot in support of that law or to 
vote a dollar for its execution, never! Ifall back upon my rights as 
a legislator, as a member of an independent branch of this Govern- 
ment. 

But these are very serions questions. It is not for a legislator 
lightly to take that ground. If.gentlemen on the other side hold 
honestly that the election laws of this country are in moral enormity 
like the fugitive-slave law, then let them say so and decline to en- 
forco them. Let them bring in a bill to repeal those laws; let them 
fight them if they can. Let them make their issues in a manly way 
and go before the country, If the election laws are their béte noire, 


their black enemy of the human race, let themsay so. Mine was the 
fugitive-slave law. Let them go before the country on that propo- 
sition; I have no objection to that. 

But I did not get up to argue the merits of thisquestion. I 


t u 
poose SY have tinall Ponore; , Stale OnE hea indignation 
8 outrage of political legislation upon a bill which is reall 
a bill of charity and mercy. There are about thirty items in this 
appropriation bill, every one of them needed to-day for the public 
service. Some of them are for the payment of honest debts; debts 
as honest as your note or my note becoming due to-morrow. All these 
boa erm are now needed, It is an appropriation bill for imme- 
diate deficiencies; for instant wants, such as cannot wait for the or- 
dinary deficiency appropriation bill. There are a thousand people 
who are to-day out of work for want of these very appropriations. 
1 e of Illinois. I would ask the gentleman if he 

not—— 

Mr. HAWLEY, I do not want to be interrupted now. The public 
service is suffering for want of this money. The public service is suf- 
fering because the work cannot go on in the Government Printing 
Office; that is but one of the many items. 

And yet we are put to the torture and torment here of a fierce polit- 
ical debate, in which the passions of gentlemen on both sides of the 
House are aroused ; and that confounded debate is jammed right into 
the middle of a business relating to charity and mercy. I say it is an 
ou upon all the forms of legislation. Mr. Chairman, I will not en- 
dure it; I will not vote now for a change or amendment of any of the 
election laws. I will vote against every political amendment which 
has been proposed or which may be proposed, whether the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, GARFIELD] or of anybody else. 
And I will not vote for any appropriation bill that has in it any clause 
proposing a change or repeal of the election laws. [Applause on the 
republican side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. BUCKNER. ] 

Mr. BUCKNER. I withdraw it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by adding to the 
amendment the following : 

And vided further, That such deputy ma hall no ive pay fora 
longer period rb three days for any mr ig W Fan 

Mr. Chairman, I think this amendment should prevail. I believe 
with others who have spoken here in the doctrine that there should 
be no Federal interference in elections. Either we are capable of 
self-government or we are not. If we are not capable, our system is 
a failure. If we are, we need no bands of ex-convicts, unscrupulous 

artisans, and political adventurers surrounding the ballot-box to spy 

nto it, like a gang of envious eunuchs around the oriental harem. 
[Laughter. ] I believe for one that we should have no such espionage, 
Lhave voted and will vote again for the repeal of these laws out- 
right. They are anti-republican, and should be repealed. Men on 
both sides of this Chamber have landed to the skies, and justly, the 
independence of the three different branches of the Government—the 
executive, the legislative, and the judicial. But what is the effect of 
these election laws ? Suny J destroy this independence and give com- 
plete control of the other branches to the judicial department of the 
Government, by permitting the judiciary to control elections. I hear 
one ask how? 

It results in this way: the President appoints the judge; the judge 
1 the supervisors; and they control the elections aud thereby 
elect the President and Con Where is the boasted independ- 
ence? Can there be any doubt in a sane man’s mind as to what must 
be the result of such a course? Can there be doubt that it tends 
directly and inevitably to centralization and despotism ? These elec- 
tion laws are but the cap-sheaf of Federal interference through the 
judiciary. For one, I think we have had enough of it. 

But we find these laws on the statute-book; we are not able to re- 
paar As legislators, it behooves usto do the next best thing possible. 

f we cannot repeal them as we desire, let us cheapen their enforce- 
ment and strike off by amendment all the obnoxious features we can. 
It is time, as I have sta that we should have no interference in 
elections; but if we are to have it, let us have as little of it as pos- 
sible, and pay supervisors for a shorter time than ten days. M 
amendment, if it , will save the Government thousands of dol- 
lars every year. I hope it will be adopted, and that hereafter we will 
not have to pay deputy marshals for ten days’ service in connection 
with every election. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment. I 
had not intended to speak on this general subject. When I look at 
the bill as reported from the committee I do not find one word or 
one syllable upon the subject either of making or of refusing appro- 
priations for special deputy marshals at elections. The bill as re- 
ported by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. MCMAHON ] contained nosuch 
proposition. On the contrary, it was a deficiency bill intended to pay 
to the marshals of tie courts of the United States fees which in great 

art had already been earned by them. When the gentleman from 
Connect icut [Mr. HAWLEY] says that we are thrusting a political dis- 
cussion into the very heart of this bill, which is intended to pay hon- 
est debts, I can only say thatthe heatof the political discussion seems 
to have sprung up on the opposite side. It was not proposes by the 
bill as reported to 716 anything upon the subject of special deputy 
marshals; but the bi 


does propose in terms to appropriate a certain 
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amount out of the Treasury for the -purpose of paying marshals of 
the courts in the discharge of their ordinary functions. 

I have no hesitancy, therefore, in opposing the amendment offered 
by my respected friend from . McMILLry z] and Ire- 
gret that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] should have 
seen fit to offer any proposition epee, ee this question; it seems to 
me it would have been best to let the bill of the committee go throu 
without amending it. When we come to the consideration of the 
question whether or not appropriations shall be made for the payment 
of special deputies to superintend elections, it will be time enough 
ġo consider and determine what we shall do. This bill has no such 
proposition in it; and the question arises alone upon the proposition 
which has been, I think, indiscreetly offered by my friend from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. SprinGer.] But I never avoid any question. With refer- 
ence to the laws providing for the appointment of supervisors by the 
Federal judges and for the appointment of deputies by the marshals 
to superintend elections, I have no hesitation in saying that in my 
judgment those laws have done more to corrupt elections than to in- 
sure a proper exercise of the elective franchise. 

Whether you appoint a swarm of special deputies by the action of 
the marshals, or appoint but two or by the action of the court, 
you are interfering with the great cardinal power of the States to 
conduct, control, and supervise their elections. I shall not consent 
now or at any time, so far as I am concerned, to any proposition which 
looks to sustaining these officers, who are, in my judgment, unwisely 
attempting to influence and control the elections in the States. This 
bill did not propose any such thing; the question is only presented 
in the amendment. As I understand, we are upon the record as op- 
posed to appropriations designed for this purpose. I go one step far- 
ther. I dissent toto cl from the proposition reiterated in this House, 
first on one side and then on the other, that the House of Represent- 
atives, the immediate representatives of the people, constituting with 
the Senate the legislative department of the Government, have under 
our system no power in analogy to that which exists in the English 
House of Commons. Isay that, as the immediate representatives of 
the people, we hold the purse-strings of the nation,and they can only 
be unloosed by our vote. This power under our system of govern- 
ment can never be surrendered without surrendering one of the most 
important powers by which our English ancestors, through their rep- 
resentatives in the House of Commons, maintained the freedom of 
the people, and by which alone we can be enabled to preserve the 
liberties of our people against the encroachments of other depart- 
ments of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. EWING. Iask the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The question pending is on the amendment of 
she gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. EWING. Then Lask the gentleman from Tennessee to with- 
draw his amendment and I will renew it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will withdraw it on that understanding. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to its withdrawal. 


The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made the amendment cannot 
be withdrawn. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Gentlemen can fix up their compromise to snit 


themselves; I desire to have nothing to do with it. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 15. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EWING. I move to strike ont the last word of the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, these election laws having been declared to be con- 
stitutional by the Supreme Court of the United States must be so 
treated pro tempore. Isay pro tempore, because the public mind in 
this country will never accept as final a decision on a disputed ques- 
tion of constitutional law when the decision is obtained by a party 
division of that tribunal. Such a decision, so reached, is lasting only 
as a melancholy instance of the fact, of which the action of certain 
jadges in the electoral commission three years ago convinced the 
2 that the fires of partisanship burn beneath the ermine just as 

ercely as under the jackets of the people. 

But for the time being this Federal election code must be treated 
as constitutional. Ido not mean that because of this decision we 
as Representatives must vote any sum of money which may be de- 
manded, or any sum of money at all, for the execution of laws 
which we believe to be vicious and dangerous to the liberties of the 
pone We have two paths open to us: we may amend those laws 

stripping them of their partisan features. That is the proposition 
of compromise coming from the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, 
[ Mr. GARFIELD.] Shall we on our side accept it; or shall we rather 
walk the perilous edge we trod at the extra session? Shall we stand 
on our right as representatives of the people and guardians of their 
liberties and their treasure to withhold the money needed to execute 
this vicious legislation, a course warranted by many precedents, and 
vindicated in every generation among the noblest names in Ameri- 
ean political history? Let me remind my democratic friends, and 
especially those from the South, that, while the repubiican leaders 
were able in other days to call public opinion in the North to their 
support in withholding appropriations from laws they believed to be 
mischievous, the democracy have not been successful in following 
their example. We should be taught by the lessons of recent elec- 
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tions that we must place ourselves in our action here not caly begond 
the reach of candid objections, but also high above the cavil and 
clamor and misrepresentation which comprise the political capital of 
the republican party. 

A decided majority of the people of the North are tired of the repub- 
lican party. They would g give it some wholesome discipline 
as å minority party. It would doit good, and might after a while fit 
it to hold power again. That party knows tbe state of the public 
mind toward it. It has been taught by repeated elections that it has 
lost the confidence of the majority of the northern people, and that 
it must hold its relaxing p of power not by SAKK popular judg- 
ment on its measures but by evading it. Condemned 15.7 ees opin- 
ion, it has yet heldon and onandontopower. How? By theclamor 
about “rebel brigadiers,” by the lie that the people of the South mean 
to renew opposition to our constitutional Government, if not openly 
by secession, then secretly by nullification. If we now refuse to strip 
these laws of their partisan character; if we choose rather to exercise 
that extreme though often-acknowledged right of the Representatives 
of the people to refuse appropriations for the execution of bad legis- 
lation, we will hear the cry of “Nullification!” go up in the next 
campaign from every hilltop and valley in the North. We will find 
ourselves cut off from that appeal to the sober 1 of dissatisfied 
republicans on which we may rely with confidence, if their reason be 
not swallowed up and lost in sectional passion. 

I appeal to my democratic friends to take this compromise now 
and extract the fang from these bad laws; and when they shall have 
ceased to be weapons of party advantage we will soon be able by 
common consent to sweep them from the statute-books, and to return 
to “the old paths, where is the good way.” [Applause on the demo- 
cratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no compromise coming from us, We do 
2 intend to have any compromise. [Langhter on the democratic 
side.] 

Mr. MCMAHON. You want them just as they are. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We ſrepudiate all compromises. I spit upon, scorn, 
and execrate all compromise. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I hope the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
will be sent for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is not on the floor. 
Gentlemen must preserve order. The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that 
gentlemen take their seats and preserve order on the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I have no fault to 
find with gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber. Their pur- 

are logical and their action consistent. But, sir, in my humble 
judgment, if the counsels of gentlemen on this side the Chamber for 
whom I have unbounded respect were or are to be followed, then 
that side will gain in this two or three days’ struggle what they 
failed to accomplish at the three months’ extra session of Congress. 
In saying this, I desire to accord to all who differ with me the same 
independence of judgment and action that I claim for myself. For 
one I desire no compromise and will vote for no amendment of this 
radical character to these laws, however attenuated or sugar-coated 
it may be. I will not do it either on or off from 5 
bill until I am prepared to vote to sweep these laws ily from the 
statute-book. 

Sir, I am not so much concerned at this time about the manner or 
the agency by which the attempt has been made to enforce these laws 
in the past as I am, and as I believe the country is, in the mannerin 
which they have been trampled down in outrage, in blood, and in 
death! A history which during the last five years has shocked 
Heayen as it should shame mankind! And until such things or evils 
shall be proventod, if they cannot be topreno, I think it no time for 
the republican party to stand here or elsewhere lamenting the past, 
making overtures for the future, or splitting hairs over this kind of 
amendment. 

ME SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I cannot yield if it is to come out 
of my time. I have heard it s by several gentlemen on this 
side of the House that if we were to fall into a minority then these 
laws modified by the proposed amendment might be a good thing for 
us. Mr. Chairman, I prefer to plan for victory rather than for defeat. 
When the question before this country is a question of enforcing or 
nullifying constitutional laws the republican party has no business 
to be in a minority. On such a question triumph is its duty and vic- 
tory its right. [Laughter on the democratic side.] 

Laugh, gentlemen, if that is your best and only response. Where 
duties are to be performed of a political character, or where elections 
are to be supervised or . there I can well understand why 
both political parties should be represented; but when it comes to 
the execution of the law, where force is to be applied if need be, 
and where the executive, be he President, governor, sheriff, or consta- 
ble, is responsible, then to talk about a double-headed President, a 
double-headed governor, or a double-headed sheriff or constable—you 
might as well talk about a double-headed commanding general on 
the battle-field ! 

Why, only look at it, Mr. Chairman: a deputy marshal of one party, 
backed by his friends, trying to make an arrest at an election poll, 
and a deputy marshal of another party, backed by his friends, trying 
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to prevent it. Sir, whoever originates or develops that plan should, | j 


in my humble Jodement, take out a patent for the best device ever 
concocted by m man for inaugurating election riots of the fiercest 
and bloodiest kind! And when they here increase the number by ten 
or more, I fear you have but added to the size of the mob y to 
be led to the fray by political officials, who in turn would do things, 
when thus e, they would never dare to do if left to their indi- 
vidual responsibility. 

I need not remind gentlemen that party strife is to run high in 
this country durin; e next eight months, perhaps higher, fiercer, 
bolder, and more gerous than ever before. Is this a time fora 
party or an administration charged with the enforcement of the laws 
to bate one jot or tittle of the constitutional power. For one, Mr. 
Chairman, I desire to hear no more about compromise of any kind, 
Compromise is not what gentlemen on the other side mean. They 
mean to weaken, break down, and nullify these laws. That is what 
they have virtually said time and again they would do. That is 
what they mean to do. Sir, I desire to see marshals appointed with 

t care; let them be men of character and courage; then let them 

go to the polls and fairly and e these laws, backed if 

need be by the whole power of the Government, and then for the 

faithful performance of their duties let them be held to a strict ac- 
countability by the country, and if need be before the courts. 

The CHAT . The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. EWING. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I renew the amendment. Mr. 
Chairman, I did not expect to take any in the debate which has 
been going on in regard to these election laws ; but as in reference to all 
these matters we judge by comparison rather than in any other way, 
and as I found it necessary to examine the laws of the various States 
in the preparation of a bill which I offered at the extra session and 
which was an effort to eliminate all of us from the troubles of the 
extra session and pass a law agreeable to the compromise which I 
understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to propose but 
which has been spurned by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY ]—I say from an examination of similar laws iu the various 
States I have found that in nearly every State in this Union the ne- 
cessity has been recognized which is provided for in the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois, that officers of elections shall be 
preety ivided between the f then contesting before the coun- 
try t is the same nearly all over the country. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
re f pe he not refer to executive officers? Does he refer to peace 
officers A 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I deny that in regard to the State of Pennsyl- 
vania. The law of that State requires the constables to be present 
on election day to preserve the peace. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I have not yielded any portion of 

my tite to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I 7 d to a ques- 
tion. I would state the law of Pennsylvania if I had time, bec: 
I am familiar with it as well as the laws of the otherStates. Iknow 
the 8 successfully contradict my statement that many 
of the States, and republican States at that, have found it necessary 
that the officers of the election shall be equally divided as near as 
may be between the different parties in the State, so that fairness at 
the election polls may be secured. Not only that, sir, but as has been 
2 by a gentleman, in order that they may watch each other 
and see that fairness is done. 

Upon the subject of the payment of these officers, after having ex- 
amined the laws of nineteen States of this Union on this subject, 
that these very officers that this law proposes in every congressional 
election shall serve for ten days, and some of them without any limit, 
as in the case of the supervisors, if I recollect aright, the deputy mar- 
shals being limited to ten days, at a compensation of $5 a day—I say, 
after an examination of the laws of these nineteen. States, there is 
not a single one of them, so far as I have been able to find, which 
provides for paying any such officer that amount of compensation or 
allowing them to serve any number of days exceeding four or five, 
which increased time applies only to officers of registration and not 
peace officers; and in nine-tenths of those that I have examined the 
service of those peace officers of elections is limited to a single day, 
and that the day of the election. 

And I say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] who has 
proposed the compromise, which his party seems to spurn and to re- 
pudiate, that his State only allows officers to serve on election day 
and does not pay them exceeding the amount of one and a half dol- 
lars a day. The act reducing the amount from $2 a day was passed 
in 1862, and has stood there, according to my reading of the law, ever 
since. They have no supervisors and no deputy marshals appointed 
there by the State authority. The county officers and the township 
officers are charged with the duty of holding the elections as provided 
by the law; and in Cincinnati, the great metropolis of that State, 
there is no change from the ordinary State law, as far as I can find 
and so far as I am advised. 


And so it is with the other States. If you go to Michigan you will 


find there that the first registration law that has been passed, so far 
as I have been able to ascertain, only pays the registrars for three 
days service at the outside and $2 a day for their services, and the 


and inspectors of elections are paid one and a half dollars a 


udges 
day, and they are limited to one day’s service. 

ask, if fairness in elections is all that is desired, why it is that when 
the National Government comes and puts forth its hand to interfere 
with elections in States—why it becomes necessary in order that those 
elections may be administered fairly and honestly that her officers 
shall be given such an extreme limit of time, and why the public 
Treasury shall be drained to this extent in order that the State law 
may be only aided in its administration ? 

A gentleman spoke of Pennsylvania a moment ago and alluded to 
Philadelphia. These laws were adopted in 1869 by the republican 
party of Pennsylvania and were modeled, I suppose, after the infa- 
mous registration laws of the South which drew their inspiration from 
the necessities of carpet-bag rule and stifled the voice of the people. 
But in Philadelphia they limited the time of service of these regi 
trars, supervisors, or overseers, as they are called there, to five days, 
and their pay to $2 a day. 

The republicans have full control in that State; all the officers of 
election are appointed by them; they appoint as many as they want, 
yet they leave the keeping of the peace to the ordinary officers, the 
constable, and that too without pay. If he can keep the peace with- 
out pay at an eta State election, why is it necessary to spend, 
as was done in 1876, $150,000 out of the public Treasury on deputy 
marshals and supervisors alone, especially when the officers in charge 
have sworn it was wholly unnecessary, that they have already nine 
republican officers at each ‘pol and no democrat to connive at, much 
less perpetrate, a fraud. The election in Philadelphia does not cost 
the State of Pennsylvania or the city over $10,000, yet the Govern- 
ment pays one hundred and fifty thousand to have it supervised, 
against the evidence of republican officers that it is wholly unneces- 
sary. In one district in Saint Louis seven hundred republican deput 
marshals were appointed at one election. This would make $33,008, 
being enough to control any ordinary election by frand. Why not 
follow the economical example the States have set us; limit the time 
and pay of these officers until there is no inducement to fraud, until 
the Weck in power cannot draw its campaign funds out of the pub- 
lie Treasury as the republican party has since 1872. They took two 
hundred and thirty-five thousand in 1874, and two hundred and 
eighty-five thousand in 1876. They may, unless we check them by 
some modification of the law, take a million this year and spend it in 
bribery to make Grant President. The question now is a question of 
economy as well as securing, if not a repeal of the law, a lessening 
of the power and opportunity to do wrong under it. We want to re- 
peal it all; we believe it, in spite of the Supreme Court, unconstita- 
tional. Unable to repeal it, we will modify and strip it of its parti- 
san character and of its most objectionable features, especially the 
power under it to rob the Treasury. I am opposed to paying the dep- 
uty marshals in California anything. They had notice by our action 
last year we would not pay them, but rather than defeat this bill lim- 
iting their number and days of service and demanding that good men 
from both parties be mat pat I yield to necessity, and while not 
getting all I want, take all I can get. 

‘ The compensation, &c., of officers in certain States are as fol- 
ows: 

Ohio: No Lb ‘ger Spare law. Trustees of towns act as judges of election. Town 
clerk and such other clerk as they select as clerks, and they serve on election 
day only as election officers, and their pay is $1.50 per day, to which it was re- 
duced by act of April, 1862, from $2. (Revised Statutes, volume 1, page 532. See 
also Statutes of Obio, volume 1, by Sawyer.) 

Connecticut: A judge of the election is annually elected. He, together with the 
assessor and collector, constitute board of electors. (Nixon's Digest, page 260, 
section 22.) Their pay is $2 per day. (Ibid, page 279, section 115.) Their election 
service, the day of election. 

Illinois: Register's fees, $2 per day; service, two days. (Statutes of 1873, chap- 
ter 46, section 145, page 563.) 8 constables may be ap ted to keep the peace 
at the polls at $2 per day. Jui and clerks get $3 per day. 

New York: Inspectors, same as judges, are allowed only $2 per day. (Revised 
Statutes, volume 1, page 454, section 7. Ibid, section 817.) Inspectors have power 
ee = help preserve order; no compensation provided for. (Ibid, 
page on 48. 

Indiana: Township trustee appoints two electors to act with him as judges; he 
is inspector. (Statutes of Indiana, by Davis, volume 1, page 437.) Pay, exensed 
from working one day on road, and if not liable to work, seventy-five cents. 

Iowa: Three jndges of election in each precinct, appointed by the board of su- 
pervisors, two ix one the township clerk, and the other chosen by the judges 
of election. Constable to attend and preserve order; if he does not attend judges 
a] t one or more specially. 

ryland: Three judges, two clerks; day of election. Judges keep the peace. 
(Revised Code of Maryland, 1878, pages 44-46.) 

Kentucky: Two judges and clerk, one sheriff; serve on election day; pay 5d per 

day. (General Statutes, page 392.) 

: Township trustee and two justices of the Lowy jud 
cilmen of the ward, three in number, are judges and shal 
from arrest. (Page 419.) 

Delaware: Judges and clerks; $4 per day. (Laws of Delaware, revised code, 
1874, page 760.) ding officer to keep the peace; justices, collectors, and con- 
stables to attend. In Wilmington the mayor and aldermen pe:form these duties. 
(Ibid, page 104, sections Gand7.) Inspector and assessor elected ; inspector, judge, 
and two others chosen; two clerks. (Ibid, page 119, sections 11-14.) Inspector's 


; in cities, coun- 
l appoint two clerks; free 


85 day. (Ibid, 760.) 
P South Carolina, (Revised Statutes page 33; section 35 :) Mayors and clerks of gen- 
eral electio: ve $2 per day. Time ted to three days. 


ns 

North Carolina: Officers are four judges and one replete; registrar has fees— 
ten cents for copying each old name, twenty cents for each new onc added. One 
day allowed him in which to correct lists Saturday preceding election. 

8 : Township clerk, assessor, and alderman of ward are the ius: 
ors of election. Spee ang Laws of 3 112 vow age keep order, and are 
paid $1.50 per day, (Ibid, 290, 95, sub-section 1.) Magee EY S50 
of 1859, page 132, section 2, (after 1859,) have three days to perform their work. In 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1705- 


cities the aldermen are regi in townships, treasurer, and clerk 
of the town: $ A eta day, to be paid by 3 (Ibid, page 149, section 27.) 

Minnesota, Minnesota, revision of 1566, 54, section 2:) Super- 
visors of townshi elections; town clerk, and some person of the 


their lists ; $2 i page section 8.) i 
Mai : 1 es duties of su isors; time, three . 


t to constitution of 1 


places the time is more limited 


ited by 
plication of ten citizens. (Ibid, — sec- 
and pre- 


[Here the hammer at 

Mr. FRYE. I have had no purpose since the beginning of this de- 
bate to discuss this pending question. I had not proposed to talk 
about it or to vote in relation to it in any way. But in the discussion 
this morning, and in the absence of the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
GARFIELD, ] the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE ] made 
the statement very distinctly that this proposition now pending was 
u compromise offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EwrxG] also, in the absence of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, I made virtually the same state- 
ment when he said that this was an olive-branch held out to the other 
side by the distinguished gentleman from Ohio. And on our own side, 
in one or two instances, still in the absence of the gentleman from 
Ohio, the idea has been held out here that this is a proposition offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio as a compromise. I repeatit, in the pres- 
ence of that gentleman, who is now here. I say, Mr. Chairman, that 
the grossest and gravest injustice has been done to the gentleman from 
Ohio in these assertions. He never offered this to the House as an 
olive-branch ; he never offered it as a compromise. He never went 
any further than to offer an amendment to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER. ] É 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Will the gentleman from Maine 
allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Did not the gentleman from Ohio, 
[ Mr. GaRFIELD,] who is now in his seat and can answer for himself, 
at the last session state that he thought these special deputy marshals 
should be divided between the two parties? 

Mr. MCMAHON. He said so to me the day before yesterday. 

Mr. FRYE. I will not undertake to answer for the gentleman from 
Ohio as to what he said. 

Mr. SPARKS. I thought you had undertaken to answer for the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FRYE. I will not undertake to answer for the gentleman from 
Ohio as to what he said or did in the extra session. Iam only speak- 
ing of what was said here to-day and during this discussion and since 
that amendment has been pending. I say the gentleman from Ohio 
has not offered thisas a compromise. The statements of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] and the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Ew1ne] to that effect would mislead the country. This propo- 
sition came from the gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, ] and the 
only amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
was an amendment 8 to improve tbe amendment which the 
gentleman from Illinois had offered. No man on this side, as I under- 
stand it, pro to offer an amendment or to accept an amendment, 
or that an amendment or that a compromise or anything else shall be 
adopted or accepted on this appropriation bill, whatever they may 
pro when distinct and independent legislation is offered. 

r. WHITTHORNE. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE] does 
me an injustice in his statement of what I said. I said I advised my 
friends to accept the proposition or compromise tendered ty the con- 
servative gentleman Fom Ohio, as amended by my friend from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. SIMONTON.] I didno man an injustice, and I beg to 
assure my friend I had no such intention. 

Mr. FRYE. I misunderstood the gentleman, then. I wish to say I 
do not feel called upon to defend the gentleman from Ohio. I simply 
desired to state in his presence and hearing, he having been absent 
till this moment, what had been said or done on the floor of the House, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does the gentleman from Maine deny that in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, yesterday, was this 
clause: 

Said 
ical es. 

Does the gentleman deny that? 

Mr. FRYE. It was an amendment offered to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Did the gentleman from Ohio not offer it? 

Mr. FRYE. Undoubtedly. The RECORD will show that. 


deputies to be appointed in equal numbers from the different polit- 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Irenew the pro forma amendment. 
The issue between the two sides has been very much narrowed dur- 
ing the discussion to-day. This law is on statute-book ; man 
of us believe that it is unconstitutional. The effect of the amend- 
ment proposed by the eee from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is to 
take in part from that law a partisan administration of its provisions. 
It has been distinctly asserted on the other side by several who have 
addressed the House this morning that they will not be satisfied with. 
any compromise or with any change of the existing law in these re- 
spects. 

Mr. HAWLEY. On an appropriation bill. re Gacy Monday next 
for the consideration of this matter, and discuss the election laws all 
next week if you choose, and we will be with you. 
Sinan McMAHON. The gentleman does not control that side of the 

ouse. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) We are ready to meet that issue. 
We say that if special deputy marshals are to used at elections, 
whatever may be the opinion as to the constitutionality of such a law 
those officers should be divided between the two or three political 
parties contending at such election. We say that when we come to- 
vote the money to carry out such law we will not vote it to be used 
for 8 purposes. 

n OBESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) We want the money to be used for 
no party ends whatever, but only for the purpose of carrying out the 
act which is on the statute-book, but which you declare it to be your 
purpose to administer as has been heretofore done. 

r. ROBESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Certainly. * 

Mr. ROBESON. The gentleman says “ for no party end.” Did not 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] stand here ten minutes- 
ago and say that he did this for a party end, that they would take 

is now for the advantage which they could get from it, and after- 
ward, having obtained t Rentage grona, they would preen all 
the law from the statute-book? [Applause on the republican side.] 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) In answer to the gentleman—— 

Mr. ROBESON. I accept that issue. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) One moment; I have the floor. 

Mr. ROBESON. I beg on. 

Mr. RANDALL, ute Speaker.) In answer to the gentleman, allow 
me to say that I take no one man’s word on this side of the House. I 
take the acts of the party who have the officers to execute this law 
in contradistinction to the words of anybody. You have adminis- 
tered this law in an outrageous and unjustifiablemanner. [Applause- 
on the democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. Not so. 3 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) And in endeavoring to modify that 
law here to-day we do no more than to ask that it 1 be made to 
exercise its powers upon all alike, and that those who administer the 
law shall be drawn from the great body of the people, without refer- 
ence to party associations or affiliations. [Renewed applause on the- 
democratic side.] 

The friends of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] assert that 
he did not take the position during the extra session of this Co - 
which it has been said he took. I ask to have read what the tle- 
man proposed as an amendment to this very bill and what he said: 
at the time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. And I wish to have read in con- 
nection with that what the gentleman said when he offered his 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We know what he said, and a great many of us 
would say the same thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read what has been sent up by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. GARFIELD. I modify the substitute further by striking out the words “and 
8 deputy marshals,’ as the amendment ought to relate to special deputies- 


Mir. SPRIXGER. I object to that modification. 

The CuaimMax. The gentleman has the right to modify his own substitute. 

Mr. Fint p. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio to one 
The provision is that in the absence of the circuit judge these officers shall 
pointed by the district judge. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes, sir 

Mr. FELD. I suggest that the words “of the district” be inserted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Very well; I modify the amendment further by inserting after 
“ district judge “ the words of the district.” 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I ask the Clerk now to read the 
last two lines of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. GARFIELD.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Said a deputies to be appointed in equal numbers from the different polit- 
ical parties. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois 
which I had marked. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] has expired, and the Chair recognizes the gentleman. 
from Ohio, [ Mr. GARFIELD. ] 


int. 
ap- 


Now let the paragraph be read 
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entleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GARFIELD] to allow to be read the passage I have marked, not to 
be taken ont of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let it be read. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask the 


The CHAIRMAN. 
man’s time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is to strike out all after the words “in the absence of the cir- 
cuit judge,” where they occur in the Jast line of the RECORD print, page 39. I speak 
for nobody but myself, but I will vote for the amendment if all following these 
words be strack out. 

Mr. FINLEY. That was on yesterday. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It was. 

Mr. GARFIELD. We are equals here, each having rights equal to 
every other, and nobody having any authority to bind any but him- 
self. With that preface, I will speak for myself. 

The first object which I try to keep before my mind in legislation 
is to be ngar And on this question of the election laws, during the 
long and heated session of debate last summer, in which all sorts of 
accusations were made against them by gentlemen on the other side, 
there was made but one lodgment in my mind of a just criticism 
upon them. There was one charge made by the other side, and in sọ 
far as it was true I consider it a just objection to the law. It was 
that the law had been used, or was capable of being used, to fill elec- 
tion precincts with men of one party whose time might be employed 
at the public expense for party electioneering purposes. 

I say in so far as that law can be so used to that extent it is unjust; 
and at all times and on all proper occasions I have declared, and I 
now declare myself, willing to modify the law so that the alleged 
abuse cannot take place. kapplause on the democratic side.] That 
I say for myself, and will continue to say it. No other valid objec- 
tion to this law was, in my judgment, made by anybody during the 
last session of this Oon or since. 

Now, what has happaned t In the first place on this side we ob- 
jected and do still object, with entire unanimity, to riders on appro- 
priation bills, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Yes; but you said yesterday that 
you would vote for this as a rider. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will“ possess 
his soul in patience.” We did all in our power to prevent any rider; 
but the rider was ruled in order. What then! I hold it always to 
be my duty to help make a pending measure as decent and harmless 
as possible, and then we can and doubtless will vote against its final 
adoption because it isa rider. Yesterday, distinctly disclaiming the 
right to speak for anybody but myself, I offered a substitute for the 

roposed amendment, by providing that the special deputy marshals 

ving their fair pay ates a day should be appointd by the courts, and 
equally from the political parties, so as to prevent the only evil that 
could be justly complained of. I will vote to substitute that for the 

nding proposition, if I vote alone on either or both sides of the 
ces: Applause on the democratic side.] 

But what has been done? Gentlemen on the other side not only 
did not accept my substitute but voted it down, and substituted for 
it a proposition containing these provisions: First, that the compen- 
sation of these deputy marshals shall be cut down to $2 a day; second, 
that there shall never be more than three of them in any one election 

recinct ; and, third, that they shall not be employed more than three 

ys even though the registration under the law of the State lasts 
ten days. Now, what does this mean? It means that under the pre- 
tense of enforcing the election law for scrutinizing and guarding the 
lls, though there may be a thousand rioters around the polls seek- 
to break up the election, yet there shall be but three men em- 
powered to keep the peace of the United States against the mob. In 
other words, the pending amendment proposes to make this law a 
notice in advance to the mob to come and overwhelm the keepers of 
the peace and make hell, rather than order, reign and rule at our na- 
tional elections. If this were a part of the best bill in the world, I 
would not vote for it, because it cuts the vitals out of the law and 
makes its enforcement an impossibility. 
But if you will take the naked proposition that I offered, I will 
vote for it as a substitute, if I vote alone. I will vote for it as a better- 
ment of the pending amendment, shout I say again that it is not 
oes to put it on an appropriation bill; it is altogether improper. 
ut when an amendment is pending I will vote for the betterment of 
it. I did not offer my substitute as a compromise. On the question 
of what I believe just and right I make no compromise anywhere ; 
but I do believe that it strengthens the election law to free it from 
every ground of charge that it is partisan or can be used for merely 
rtisan purposes. I want the law to insure, so far as law can do it, 
ir, honest, and peaceable elections, and I want it for no other pur- 


Pose. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

he CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Penusylvania, [Mr. RANDALL.] 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIĘLD] 
whether his understanding of the law is that the special deputy mar- 
shals have anything to do with the registration. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes, sir; in every State where a registration is 
required by the law. 


The Chair will not take it out of the gentle- 


A MEMBER. The a of election attend to the registration. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes, sir; the supervisors 5 of scrutin- 
izing the registration, but the special deputy m. are by law 
ordered to protect the supervisors in the execution of their duties; 
and the protection should go with the scrutiny. 

Mr. MCLANE. That is not in the election law. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Iam not sure, but I think the gen- 
tleman from Ohio is mistaken. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Oh, no; the language is specific. 

Mr. REED. The language of the law defining the duties of the 
marshal and his deputies is that they shall “ preserve order at such 
places of registration and at such polls.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I read from section 2022; 

The marshal and his general deputies, and such special deputies, shall keep the 

and support and protect the supervisors of election in the discharge of their 
duties, preserve order at such places of registration and at such polls, prevent 
fraudulent registration and fraudulent voting thereat. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, it was stated by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] that this side of the House had objected 
to the proposition in all its features. I offered to interrupt him at 
the time to sed I had expressly stated that whenever this proposition 
was presen as a sole substantive proposition it would have my 
hearty support. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I did not hear the gentleman’s 
spent j but I heard enough. I heard the echo and: the response to 
the sentiment uttered by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I withdrew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the amendment will 
be regarded as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MCLANE. As was said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. RANDALL, the issue in this debate has very much narrowed. 
There is now no longer any such question at issue as was made by 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY ] distinguishing be- 
tween the original bill and a rider to an appropriation bill. The 
subject before the committee for consideration is the appropriation 
bill, and the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, on my right, 
is an amendment to this appropriation bill. It is, therefore, the ap- 
propriation bill prepared, reported, and perfected in pursnance of the 
rules of this House, and the gentleman from Ohio has well explained, 
whatever might be his opinion as to the propriety of legislating in 
this manner, he felt it to be his duty to make the proposition em- 
braced in the bill as reasonable as he could. 

Now, whatever may be the differences of opinion here, however un- 
willing some gentlemen on this side of the House may be to accept 
these supervisors and marshals and deputy marshals under these elec- 
tion laws, or however resolute may be the determination of gentlemen 
on that side to admit of no amendment at all to these laws as they now 
exist, or to a; to any compromise whatever on this question, and 
however much compromise may be repelled and despised by gentle- 
men on that side, the issue is nevertheless a compromise as it is pre- 
sented in the pending amendment. And as the gentlemau from Ohio 
[Mr. GARFIELD] on his side is willing to take the marshals in equal 
numbers from the parties engaged at the polls, so the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. EWING] on this side has avowed his willingness to docept 
such an arrangement and such an adjustment, and the other gentle- 
man from Ohio on this siie, who reported the bill, [Mr. McMauon, } 
concurs in the same view of the question. 

I, for one, do not feel I subordinate in any degree my opposition to 
the election laws as a whole as well as in detail, if I also take that 
compromise. I recognize ectly well that the law has been adjudi- 
cated to be a constitutional law, and I am perfectly at liberty to think 
of the court as the gentleman from New York thinks of the court, 
yet it is not less my duty to respect the mandate of the court and 
accept its adjudication of questions arising under these laws, whether 
it be a bad court or not, whether it be a court entitled to my confi- 
dence and respect or not. 

And this is certainly not the place for me to declare my opinion as 
regards the partisan character of that court. I want to say that, 
maintaining my own opinion of the court and of the law, and leaving 
to all others their opinion of the court and the law, I am at perfect 
liberty to denounce the law as vicious and inexpedient and unneces- 
sary, although it may be constitutional. A law that is vile and 
vicious in its details may yet be a constitutional law. The powers of 
this Government are 8 and it is within the power of Congress 
in exercising perfectly legitimate power, to pass a law odious anc 
tyrannical and gas of the scorn of every freeman in the coun- 
try. And, for one, I believe the election law to be just such a law. 
And the gentleman from Ohio well said when he listened to this de- 
bate that he could not resist the appeal which was made that this 
law, although constitutional, was believed to be capable of abuse, 
capable of being prostituted to partisan pu 8, and his colleagne 
on this side of the House said he thought it his duty to do all in his 
power to take away from the law these odious features; and I for one 
shall co-operate with him to my utmost to take away from that law 
its bad features, although I may not be able at this time to repeal it 
altogether. Thus a point of compromise is reached between those 
who have heretofore sustained and those who have heretofore opposed 
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the law as it now exists. Conceding its constitutionality—that is, 
conceding the adjudication of questions arising under it by the Su- 
preme Court—its inexpediency, its partisan and tyrannical character, 
remain, and I feel perfectly justified in offering every possible opposi- 
tion to its execution and in exerting my utmost effort to change and 
modify its odious features. If these efforts are properly met by gen- 
tlemen on the other side, I feel an obligation resting upon me to yield 
what is necessary to meet an adjustment which will render possible 
the execution of the law. If no such adjastment is secured, then va- 
rious questions might be adjudicated arising under the law; and 
however much these particular ne bg e might be respected by 
me when individually encountered, I would continue my opposition 
to the law as earnestly and as uncompromisingly as if its constitu- 
tionality had not been adjudicated by the Supreme Conrt, for its in- 
expediency and vicious partisan character remain intact to render it 
odious and hateful. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, we stand to-day it seems just where 
we stood for three months and more than three months last spring. 
The democrats on that side of the House are determined to put on 
even u deficiency appropriation bill the worst and most objection- 
able riders which have ever been proposed. Notwithstanding the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court, which took away a part of their argu- 
ment during the extra session, the democrats to-day stand in their 

laces and assert that they will not be bound by the decision of the 
Bapremns Court. We do not expect them to be. Past experience 
would not warrant us in the belief they would be bound by the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court. 

A gentleman representing another party in part here, says that be- 
neath the ermine the fires are still burning of 83 partisanship 
and political hate. Why should gentlemen who can make such ex- 
pressions, yield any respect to the decision of the highest tribunal of 
the country ? 

But, sir, it is a gratification to me to see that under the leadership 
of the Speaker of this House, undera leadership which controlled his 
party and held them together with a hand of steel for two months of 
the last session of the last Congress and for three months of the extra 
session of this Congress, that that leadership is relaxing, that that 
hand of steel is opening, that the Speaker tells his followers to-day 
they are at liberty to give up the assertion of their rights and put 
political riders on appropriation bills; that they are at liberty to give 
up their assertion that these election laws were unconstitutional ; 
and more than that, were infamous. This astute leader of the demo- 
cratic party rises in his place and tells his followers they were all 
wrong, as we said they were all wrong, and as he heard the country 
say they were all wrong during the three months of the extra session. 
Now the ery goes up save yourselves who can, scatter, divide, take a 
compromise coming from the gentleman from Ohio. Doanything, as 
the other gentleman from Ohio said, to escape what he feels burdening 
his shoulders to-day with the condemnation of the American people. 

So, sir, I do not wonder that the counsels of the democracy are dis- 
organized. I do not wonder that the leader of the democracy is com- 
pelled to tell his followers, “ We will not only admit the election laws 
were right and constitutional and proper, but if we can get a little 
political advantage in the execution of these laws, it is right and 
proper for the great democracy ‘to back’ upon its entire record 
and accept the laws modified for their p S 

The exhibition is remarkable. If it were not serious it would be 
laughable. If it were not for the great veneration I have for the 
Speaker of the Honse; if it were not that I look forward with some 
anxiety to the high hopes he entertains of administering all the laws, 
I could treat this as à little comedy, as a little by-play—this per- 
formance here of the head of his party to-day. Is it in effect that 
hereafter he hopes to control all the officers in the execution of these 
election laws, that he tells his followers to-day that they had better 
let them remain until they get into his hands? Did he mean not only 
to direct the a 9 of the marshals, but appoint all of the 
other officers and bring the whole paraphernalia of the marshals serv- 
ice to the support of the democratic party? Why, I ask, this change 
of front in the midst of battle? 

Mr. SPRINGER. We keep marching on. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McMAHON. I have an amendment to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is now pending a pro forma amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. MCLANE. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I propose an amendment to strike out all after 
the ed ake peng of $7,600 and insert the following words, which are 
taken from the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is not in order at this time unless it be 
offered as a substitute. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I offer it in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is made to amend the substitute by striking 
out all after the word “ provided.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee have just put in allof that by vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh no; that part inserted by the committee is 
lower down. The modification here is to strike out all after the word 
“provided ;” or rather to incorporate the word “provided,” and let 
the amendment remain as su ted by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. PAGE. Do I understand the Chair to say it is in order to in- 
troduce that at this time? 


The CHAIRMAN. 
substitute. 

Mr. COX. Is it in order to oppose that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment pro has not yet been read, 
and nobody has advocated it. It will be in order after it is read and 
advocated. 

Mr. McMAHON. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word provided.“ and insert as follows: 

That hereafter special deputy marshals of elections, for performing any duties 
in reference to any election, shall receive the sum of $5 day in full for their 
compensation; and that all appointments of such special deputy marshals shall be 
made by the judge of the circuit court of the United States for the district in which 
such marshals are to perform their duties, or by the distriet judge in the absence 
of the circuit judge; said special deputios to be appointed in equal numbers from 
the different political parties. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I think the committee will bear me witness that 
having charge of this bill I endeavored to shut off debate at the carliest 
possible moment, and that Isought to prevent the political debate 
which my friend from Connecticut deprecates, but which was inau- 
gurated by my colleague, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. GARFIELD. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman is mistaken. 
debate ; we rather court it on this subject. 

Mr. MCMAHON. ‘There is no accouuting for gentlemen’s taste who 
like pickles. If the gentleman is pleased, we are. I assert that my 
colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] inaugurated it. Time was given him for 
discussion when I tried to close debate. He came in with a prepared 
speech, endeavoring to place us in a false position. I nnderteok to 
reply in my feeble way. In the course of that argument, repudiating 
the interpretation the gentleman had pnt upon my speech, Usaid we 
desired a modification of the election laws; that, if coustitutional, 
they were not good laws; that if they were modified wo might vote 
money in the fature for the purpose of carrying them out. There- 
upon my colleague from the State of Ohio said to me ou the floor that 
he had affered a proposition to appoint these marshals, by the court, 
from all parties at the last session, and that— 

While the lamp holds out to burn, 

The vilest sinner may return. 
And that the lamp was still burning, and he was ready to modify 
them. We acted on his words. We took it asan offer of compromise 
in good faith. 

Mr. HASKELL. Yon did not come back, 

Mr. MCMAHON. We did, bat you repudiated us. 
men shout, “No compromise!” 


It is in order as au amendment to the proposed 


We do not deprecate 


Your stalwart 
We acted on my colleague's offer, 
made on Wednesday last. The Committee on Elections met next 
morning and a d upon the amendment, now pending, of my friend 
from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER, I who brought it into the House and of- 
fered it under the rules, as he had a right todo. We thought when 
the offer contained in this amendment was niade to gentlemen on that 
side it would be accepted. But it seems to be objectionable in various 
ways, especially in limiting the number of deputies who may be ap- 
pointed. 

The amendment I have just now offered, which I hope our friends 
on this side wil] accept without dissent, as well as gentlemén on the 
other, is precisely the amendment of my colleague from the State of 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] offered yesterday in the House, without the 
crossing of a t or the dotting of an i, which proposition he has always 
said he will support, and which he has just now said be will vote for 
“if no other man does.” 

om BURROWS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. MCMAHON. If it is not to come ont of my time. 

Mr. BURROWS. 1 on the morning of election you want to 
appoint deputy marshals and the judge is one bundred miles away, 
or in the middle of the afternoon thare is a threatened disturbance, 
what are you going to do? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The law makes provision for that. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Iwill answer the question of the gentleman from 
Michigan. Suppose a marshal of the United States under the pres- 
ent law lives a hundred miles away and there is disturbance on elec- 
tion day, what are yon going to do? ‘The marshals are no more con- 
venient than the judges. e gentleman himself will see there is 
nothing in his objection. The amendment provides for that contin- 
gency as well as the existing law. Now, we want, as the Speaker has 
very well said already, — that looks to an amendment of these 
laws to go hand in hand with the appropriation for carrying them 
out. It should be in the nature of a compromise. It is not right for 
gentlemen on the other side to say to us,“ vote this money, and we 
will amend the law hereafter.” That amendment may never come; 
it certainly would not come until after the next congressional elec- 
tion. 

Mr. CONGER. Is not the money going to these marshals ? 

Mr. McMAHON, If you incorporate this provision, you will have 
5 proper ground to go upon to ask us to give yon appropriation here- 

ter. 

Mr. CONGER. But none of this money goes to pay the marshals 
in the future. 

Mr. McMAHON. This goes to pay a past obligation, I admit; or 
what is supposed to be an obligation. 

Mr. ROBESON. Do I understand the gentleman to say for himself 
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and his party that if this amendment should be voted on the bill they 
would stand committed to vote the money needed for the payment 
of ial marshals always in the future? 

. MCMAHON. I will vote, so far as I am concerned, and I can 
only speak for myself, all the money that in my judgment will be 
properly needed to carry out the law. è 

. ROBESON. Ah! 

Mr, MCMAHON. Does the gentleman want me to vote on his 
judgment? Certainly he would not be so unreasonable. To do so I 
would have to be made over, and surrender my constituency to some 
one they did not elect, I can only vote on my own judgment; and 
my responsibility in the exercise of that is of equal weight, or ought 
to be, with that of any other gentleman. My constituents sent me 
here to exercise my own judgment. And I can only say to gentlemen 
that I will exercise it fairly. 

Mr. Chairman, let us close this debate as soon as possible. I want 
this bill to go throngh as quickly as possible and to be to-day. 
I pathize with the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
9 remarks that it is really an act of charity not to delay 
any longer. Its delay is keeping $3,500 a day out of the pockets of a 
hard-working and needy class of this community, and depriving many 
worthy people of employment. I hope it will pass without delay, and 
I wish to say to gentlemen on the other side that I thought it cruel 
when they voted unanimously to enter upon a political discussion 
which has rougit on all these delays and entanglements. 


Mr. VALE . Strike out your riders and we will pass the 
bill. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The tleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, I the 
leader on that side of the House, the acknowledged leader—and I say 


to gentlemen that they will find it would haye been well for them 
to 80 learned from him instead of fighting him here—said that this 
was a law which had been misused. The gentleman said that in his 
seat, and after a solemn protest from his pany against his proposi- 
tion for a compromise and amendment of the law. 

Mr. CONGE The.gentleman did not say there had been such a 
thing as an abuse of the law, but that there might be. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The gentleman from Ohio said it might have been 
abused in the past, and that it was certainly capable of abuse. He 
made an open confession, as he has frequently done before, that 
the law is not fair, and should be amended. He said so just now. 
Vote him down, if you want to do so; vote down the man whose 
intellect and honesty has compelled him to make this admission. 
Who stands higher in your ranks than he does? And do you object 
to doing a fair thing because it isa “rider?” Where would it be 
more appropriate than on just such a bill as this? Upon his honest 
admission that these election laws are not fair and should be amended 
we will go to the country; and that there may be no mistake about 
our position we will, on this side, adopt the amendment of my honor- 
able colleague, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] and modify these election laws only 
in the very way he has pointed out they shonld be. Certainly no fairer 
proposition could be made; and on that we will go to the country. 

r. COX. Iam for all riders on bills to repeal the bad ridered leg- 
islation of republicanism. I use that term republicanism in its petty 
party 9 not in its nobler meaning. There never was on our 
statute-bcok a meaner instrument for the pur of tyranny, to 
torture free suffrage, than this law under discussion. The gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD] confessed this, when he confessed it to 
be A 


a partisan measure. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What does the gentleman say? 

Mr. COX. That the gentleman from Ohio—meaning you—said that 
there was a 1 in your mind—a lodgment 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is right. 

Mr. COX. That the worst feature of this election law happened 
to be—that it was charged and used for partisan pw 

Mr. GARFIELD. Charged and capable of being used. That is 
what I said. 

Mr. CLYMER. Let that stand. 

Mr. COX. I will let that stand. It is all I want. 

Now, a law of this kind is proposed to be repealed or at least modi- 
fied. Our friends on this side, with a good deal of suavity and in the 
spirit of“ compromise,” which I would like toshare, if I could, have 
tendered the very proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, in haec 
rerba—the gentlemen on that side understand Greek. [Laughter.] 
And yet when enything of that kind is tendered, gentlemen like the 
member from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] get red in the face in howl- 
ing no compromise.” 

Can we believe in the sincerity of gentlemen on that side abont 
any compromise? Would they carry out even the suave proposition 
made 5 Bos gontem from Ohio and accepted by some on this side? 

Mr. HAWLEY. You desire to repeal the whole of it. 

Mr. COX. I never disguised that; and all the salt and sanctity of 
the opposition cannot long save it. Gentlemen, in the language of 
Shakespeare, may 


With devotion’s visage, 
And pious action. sugar oer 
The devil himself. 


gr rape 
But that cannot save them from deep damnation in the end. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] yesterday, in answering 
what I said about the Supreme Court, intimated, in a speech that was 


mazy with misty rhetoric and ows de ie, about falsehoods and lies, 
&c., that we were bound to obey t ba chant Court decision as the 
supreme law of the land. No, sir; that is not our duty. General 
Jackson at least did not think he was bound by the opinion of the 
Supreme Court; not on the United States Bank charter. When the 
court decided it to be constitutional he vetoed the act. The Supreme 
Court can bind no tribunal except its subordinate courts. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Had the Supreme Court decided that President 
Jackson should not veto the bank bill? 

Mr. COX. They had decided that the creation of a United States 
bank was constitutional. 
og GARFIELD. Bat not that the President should not veto the 

Mr. COX. General Jackson swore by the Eternal that he would not 
sign any such moneyed franchise, even if they thonght it were con- 
stitutional. That oath has eternized him in the democratic heart and 
mind. He defied the Supreme Court. He held that it had its own 
functions, and by a stronger reason Congress is at least coequal and 
co-ordinate if not superior to its creature, the court. The Supreme: 
Court has no power over Congress in these legislative matters. 

Does my friend from Ohio remember the fugitive-slave law? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Yes, and the Dred Scott decision, too. 

Mr. COX. And the Dred Scott decision. Would he have voted 
here to carry out the Dred Scott opinion by legislation, or the fu- 
eee law by voting money for slave-catchers? No! I ask 

im to answer that question, he who is so sincere. Would any of 
you gentlemen have voted money to carry out by appropriations the: 
fugitive-slave law after the Supreme Court decided it to be constitu- 
tional? You are dumb! 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isaid here on the floor, before the gentleman came 
in, that there was no power on earth that could force me to move 
hand or foot to carry out that law. 

Mr. COX. You are only one man, though a very great one. 

Mr. HAWLEY. How many do you want on the floor at once? 

Mr. COX. Ihave no doubt there are some divided sentiments on 
that side. But tocome back to the Dred Scott decision and the fugi- 
tive-slave law. Does it lie on the part of gentlemen to talk about 
obeying the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States as 
supreme law, binding Congress? Do I not remember when proces- 
sions came from the district of my friend from Ohio, [ Mr. GARFIELD u 
Did they not meet in Cleveland in the “peeled stick” convention, al 
armed and ready to resist the authority of the United States? Do I 
not remember when the State authorities were arrayed against its 
execution; when men were arrested and when arms were provided 
and war was imminent; when gentlemen of the Reserve” moved 
through the streets of Cleveland singing the Marseillaise tbrough 
their noses? [Laughter.] I remember that they defied the law in 
spite of supreme courts. And would those partisans then have voted. 
money to out that law? No! Yet they now pretend to re- 
proach us for hating our independent opinion on this subject, not- 
withstanding the same tribunal, on a subject kindred, in which lib- 
erty is ed and free voting hindered, harassed, and suppressed.. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HERBERT. One thing I want to say 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted upon the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. An amendment to an 
amendment is now pending, and must be withdrawn or disposed of 
before any other amendment is in order. 

Many MEMBERS. Let the amendment to the amendment be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment pro-- 
posed to the pending substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

aire gt abe aed e ene 4 kai 

Provided, That ereafter special e marshals elections for o n 
duties in reference to any election shall — the sum of $5 Pa in fi ge 
their compensation; and that all appointments of such special deputy marshals 
shall be made by the judge of the circuit court of the United States for the district 
in which such mars are to perform their duties, or by the district judge in she 
absence of the circuit judge; said special deputies to be appointed in equal num- 
bers from the different political parties. 

Mr. MCMAHON. It is to be observed that the appropriation of 
$7,600 is still included in the substitute. 

Mr. GARFIELD. We will have to vote i pease on the money 
part, on the demand of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CoNGER. |: 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask to have read a bill which I offered 
in the House, and which is so much better guarded than the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Ohio, that I think he will accept it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is one offered by the 
gentleman from Obio, [Mr. McMann. J 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Let my bill be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to reading the bill referred to? 

Several members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made, and the qnestion is upon the 
amendment to the substitute. 

The question was taken; and the amendment to the substitute was 
agreed to upon a division—ayes 106, noes 53. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now upon the substitute as 
amended. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I would like to offer a further 
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amendment; to add that which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and which 
is a portion of the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Lr. ONTON. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the ns so appointed shall be persons of good character, able to read 
and write En greene ares and shall be well-known residents of the voting 
„precincts in which their duties are to be performed. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I think the amendment I have 
offered and just read is right. If we are to have marshals we ought 
to have intelligent men. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I hope the other side will accept 
this amendment. If we are to have marshals at all we ought to have 
intelligent men, men who are able to read and write, for they are to 
scrutinize fi s, to see that additions are correct, and generally to 
ses that no frand is committed on paper or through the window. 

Mr. KEIFER. Doesthe gentleman think thatspecial deputies have 
anything to do with scrutinizing the election returns? 

Ar. SPRINGER. Les, the registration lists. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, I think not. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) This amendment should be adopted 
-on the broad principle of getting the best men to perform this duty. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is another thing. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think one effect of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman will be that in portions of the country where the majority of 
the voters are colored men, if the reading-and-writing qualification 
is required, you might not be able to get a sufficient number of por 
sons to do the work. Iam not willing to put anything in the law 
that will have that effect. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, Iam glad to know 
that the colored people of the South are being educa: Thereisa 
great improvement in that respect, and I do not believe that there is 
à voting precinct in a southern city where you cannot secure colored 
men who can read and write the English language. Let us do justice 


to the South in that par RIN 
Mr. GARFIELD. The requirement seems to me unyecessarily re- 
strictive. 


Mr. FORT. Isuggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that if 
his amendment is to prevail, to which I have no objection, the word 
<t moral” should be inserted before the word “ character.” 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) LI accept that modification. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the amendment of 
my colleagué [Mr. RANDALL] would in the most necessitous cases 
defeat the execution of the law. If the deputy marshals are to be 
selected from the particular election district in which they are to oper- 
ate, then, when a large number may be required at any particular 

int to suppress a riot and preserve the peace, the force would be 
inadequate. The object of that amendment obviously is—— 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) My experience is that these officers 
generally make the riot. They did in a part of my district. 

Mr. BAYNE. It has been repeatedly said here that these officers 
have occasioned riots. It has been repeatedly said that in Philadel- 

hia men of bad character have been appointed deputy marshals— 
ead cy highwaymen, men who kept saloons and other improper 
laces. But it should be borne in mind that that portion of the repub- 
ican party was the only portion that was intimately acquainted with 
the democratic party, and co: uently able to detect frauds, to know 
repeaters, and to prevent imposition on the ballot-box. [Laughter.] 
It should also be borne in mind that two democratic Senators, 1 55 
McDONALD and GanLANxp, ] who were on the sub-committee that 
investigated this matter, have stated in a letter addressed to Hon. 
WILLIAM A. WALLACE, who had sent to the sub-committee all the tes- 
timony taken, that Marshal Kerns’s conduct on election day was not 
censurable in view of the duties imposed upon him by law, and their 
s ots semen was that those duties were neither vindictively nor illegally 
ormed. They said that the objections to him were purely polit- 

eal, and they recommended the confirmation of his reappointment. 
. Chairman, viewed in its relation to the enforcement of the 
laws, the amendment dividing the deputy marshals between the 
litical parties should not be adopted. Asa matter of diplomacy, 
3 . as a matter of politics, it might be very well to 
adopt it. For if it should become a part of the law, and the demo- 
cratic party should have the prospect before it of getting one-half of 
the deputy marshals at $5 a day, these election laws now so obnox- 
ious to that party, now regarded by that as unconstitutional 
and dangerous to the liberties of the poopie; would soon lose their 
terrors and meet with the approbation of that party. These election 
laws embody a great stride in national progress; they are active 
factors in working out our national existence. If we can ingratiate 
them into the favor of the democratic party, it might be wise to do 

so even at some expense. 

I venture to say that if we enable the democratic party to get the 
offices and the fees, you will hear nothing more about the unconstitu- 
tionality of these laws. The offices and the emoluments will over- 

-come all scruples. 

So, I say, as a matter of . as a matter of good e- 
ment by the republican party in securing the acceptance of these laws 
by the democratic party, it might be a good idea to adopt the amend- 

ment of the gentleman from Ohio. I think, however, such advan- 
tages are overborne by weightier considerations. One is, that the 


party in power should administer the Goyernment, and not the mi- 
noxity. other is, that it would give a partisan character to the 
officers of the law. If a riot should occur, it would be quite likely 
that democratic 1 ini f marshals would sympathize with their party 
friends, and under such circumstances it would be but natural that 
republican deputies should stand by their friends. In that aspect of 
the matter, it would often be impossible to fairly execute the laws. 
Leave the whole responsibility, however, in the hands of the party 
in power, whichever it may be, and it will be found that this sense of 
responsibility will lead to the best attainable results. 
ere the hammer fell. ] 

r. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, I desire to modify 
my amendment. Iam appealed to by some members, who say that in 
some of the election divisions there are colored people who cannot 
read and write, and also by many gentlemen who, having German con- 
stituents, say that this requirement of reading and writing the Eng- 
lish language might interfere with the appointment of Germans. I 
do not think there is much in the objection, yet I wish 3 
and I therefore modify the amendment by striking out the wo 
“able to read and write the English language,” lea the require- 
ment that these officers must be men of moral character and must 
also be well-known residents of the election district in which they 
= a 8 I would like to have the amendment read as now 
modified. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman will allow me to sug- 
gest cases may arise in a precinct, a riot being in progress and great 
excitement, that it would be desirable to have peace officers not ac- 
quainted in the precinct and not partaking of the local prejudices or 
excitement, and it might be difficult to find parties in the particular 
precinct who would be competent to act. 

Mr.SPRINGER. There is no election precinct in the United States 
where there are not enough honest men to act as peace-oflicers. I 
ask for the reading of the amendment as modified. 

The CHAIRMAN. As soon as the committee comes to order, the 
amendment as modified will be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I ask gentlemen to note it as it is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And the persons 80 ges rappin ing e arr piyar ee 
be well-known 1 precincts in which their duties are to be per- 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania this modification to his amendment: that instead of 
using the word “ character,” it shall read “ that these shall be persons 
of deat and able to read and write.” 

7 ALL, (the Speaker.) I have left out the words “ to read 
and write.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. Let the gentleman from Pennsylvania accept that. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I want the man who is appointed 
to come up to the sh ag neh of a good moral character in the com- 
munity in which he is to act. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is true; and the language I suggest 
will carry out that purpose better than the language now contained 
in the amendment. As the gentleman refuses to accept it, I move to 
strike out the word “character,” and in lien thereof to insert “of 
good repute.” 

Mr, RANDALL, (the Spe 2 Repute is one man's opinion of an- 
other and does not accomplish the purpose I seek. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word “character” and insert “repute ;” and I desire to say a word 
on that amendment. I wish to make it clear and practical. As it is 
now it is simply farcical to provide these persons shall be of 
moral character. A man’s character is y what he is, and it is 
somewhat difficult to determine what is his moral character. 

Mr. RAND. (the Speaker.) The court can do that. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One moment, if you please. To appoint 
a man of good ropar in his neighborhood, who is esteemed and re- 
spected by his fellow-citizens as an upright citizen, is what this law 
demands. The other expression is chimerical and ridiculous; you do 
not find it in the law anywhere. Good repute is the lan of the 
statutes everywhere. Now, I wish to t this law, and for that 
reason I su t it as an amendment, and for no other reason, as I 
desire to make the provision thoroughly practical. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is this amendment just moved in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks the amendment is notin order 
at this stage of the proceedings, because there is an amendment to 
the amendment pending. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object, then, to the reception of the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the question, then. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question; 
his five minutes are not all up. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask whether or not, in the opinion of the 3 
from Ohio, it is in order for the republican party to undertake to 
amend this political proposition when it is, no doubt, the purpose of 
that , or nine-tenths of them, to vote against any proposition 
containing oo ACR whatever in the nature of a rider upon an ap- 
propriation bill? 

. BUTTERWORTH. I will answer my friend frankly. I believe 
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in amending and perfecting every measure submitted to this House, 
although I may in the end vote against it. If it is to become a law 
I desire to see it freed from every possible objection, if that can be 
accomplished. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let the amendment be read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, rose. 

The C Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. I cannot understand the rule which gags a 
man when he has something to say. [Laughter.] I have as much 
right to speak as the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

he CHAIRMAN s bate is exhausted on this amendment under 
the rule. 


Mr. RANDALL’s amendment was a to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This now, I believe, is the modified substitute 
for the proposition I offered on yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Have I now the right to accept this for the prop- 
osition I then offered ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman who offered the amendment not 
yet voted on has the right to modify it by accepting this in its place. 

Mr. CONGER. But this has been amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. CONGER. Oh, yes; this has been amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s proposition has not been 
amended and he pro snow to accept this in lieu of his. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman’s proposition was amended. 

The CHAJRMAN. No, sir; this is a proposed substitute. 

Mr. CONGER, The RECORD will show differently. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on Appropriations reported a 
proposition to the House which was ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitted. That contained no appropriation for mars at all. When 
the Committee on Appropriations reported it back to the House, it did 
so with a proposed amendment making an appropriation of $600,000 
to pay the marshals and their general deputies. To that proposition 
the gentleman from Illinois offered an amendment appropriating 
$7,600 to pay special deputy marshals of elections with a certain pro- 
viso. For that amendment, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD ] 
offered a substitute and on that the committee has been acting ever 
since, not having touched yet the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois. . 

Mr. CONGER. TheChair will remember that the gentleman from 
Illinois offered a further amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. Therefore there was an amendment pend- 
ing, and an amendment to the amendment. 

he CHAIRMAN. That is so. 

Mr. CONGER. This has been amended, and the amendment is still 

nding to the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. There- 
Fore he cannot accept that pro amendment and cannot make it 
a substitute for anything which has already been amended by the 
committee. And I submit that if I have an amendment which Ihave 
offered, I have a right to vote on it. 

The CHAIRMAN, As a matter of course, and if the gentleman has 
any other amendment pending to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois, he has the right to vote upon it. 

Mr. CONGER. There is an amendment, as the RECORD will show. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not differ with the gentleman 
as to the facts, There is now pending before the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union an amendment in the form of a pro- 

d substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. 
ow the gentleman from Illinois proposes (his amendment not having 
been acted on at all) to accept this proposed substitute in lieu of it. 

Mr. CONGER. He might, of course, but for the fact that there is 

nding another amendment other than his own, and for which he 
Tak no right to accept any other amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Illinois accepts the 
amendment to that portion of his amendment which he himself intro- 
duced and which is pending. 

Mr. CONGER. But the other amendment is entirely a different 
5 and how can he accept a substitute for that 

Mr. SPRINGER. My amendment will be still subject to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CON GER. How can he prevent a vote on the other amend- 


ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. He cannot prevent a vote upon it, but he can 
accept an amendment proposed in lieu of hisown proposition. Then 
the question is on the adoption of the proposition as amended, and 
that of course has to be determined by the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. If he accepts or if he could accept that amend- 
ment, therefore, there would be still pending that original amend- 
ment which has been undisposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is it? 

Mr. CONGER. It is the amendment to the gentleman’s original 
p ition. 

e CHAIRMAN. But he proposes to accept that. If he agrees to 
it he accepts it as a modification of his original proposition of course. 

Mr. CONGER. ButI say there is another amendment that is pend- 
ing even in that case. 


Mr. SPRINGER. If Ihave accepted this amendment, it is still the 


pen amen mt. 
Mr. CONGER. The Chair, however, will observe from the RECORD 
that the amendment to which I refer, under the ruling of the Chair, 


is still pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to be right about this matter, 
and 5 20 the gentleman will state the exact point. 

Mr. YES. 


There is no amendment to Mr, SPRINGER’s amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. KEIFER, DoI understand the gentleman from Illinois ac- 
cepts what has been proposed in lieu of his own amendment! 

e CHAIRMAN. That is what he proposes to do, but the gentle- 
man from Michigan insists he has no right to do it. Of course it is 
understood that he cannot accept it so as to make it a part of the 
bill. It is still open for the action of the committee. 

Mr. KEIFER. I give notice that if he accepts that amendment I 
will make the point of order against it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I desire to ask whether in the judgment of 
the gentleman from Illinois the election laws would constitu- 
tional if his amendment was adopted ? 

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Chairman, I cal] for a vote on the pending 
proposition. 

. SPRINGER. If I can have ten minutes, I would like to an- 
swer the 9 from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to rule correctly on this, and 
if he is mistaken he desires to be put right. 

Mr. CONGER. In response to the desire of the Chair to be placed 
right on this matter, I find on page 30 of the RECORD this state- 
ment: 

The CHARMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GAR- 
wien dog the Committee on Appropriations has reported back this bill, recom- 
men ng the adoption of an amen nt making an appropriation of $600,000 to pay 
marshals and their general 88 To that amendment the gentleman from 
Illinois has proposed an amendment. Therefore not only an amendment, but an 
amendment to the amendment, is now pending; and at present no further ameng- 
ment is in order under the rules, 

The CHAIRMAN. But if the gentleman will look further on in 
the course of the proceedings, he will find the Chair rules under the 
peculiar practice of this House, which is different from the general 
parliamentary law, that notwithstanding the fact there was an amend- 
ment pending and an amendment to the amendment in the ordinary 
form, still the substitute might be pending at the same time, and 
thereupon the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] offered this sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. FIELD. I move to strike out the last word. 

Iam one of those who will not vote to put political riders on ap- 
propriation bills. Iam also one of those who will vote to perfect 
proposed amendments, even although I may ultimately vote against 
them. One objection to these political riders is that they are almost 
3 crude; and I think every proposition that has been submitted 
here is a crude Lie Sepa ill-considered, and not adapted to the ex- 
isting state of the law. 

The law is that the circuit court, on the application of two citizens, 
where there are cities of twenty thousand inhabitants and upward, 
shall be open for ten days preceding an election; that supervisors 
shall be appointed by the circuit judge; that if for any cause the circuit 
judge cannot act he may desiguate a district judge within his circuit, 
who shall actin his place. The proceedings are of record in the circuit 
court. 

In regard to marshals, the provision is that two citizens may apply 
to the marshal for the appointment of ial deputies, and that gen- 
eral deputies and special deputies shall perform the duties in refer- 
se = elections, and general deputies are appointed by the marshal 

mself. 

Now, look at this amendment. I agree that special deputy mar- 
shals should be appointed by the court. I agree that they should be 
persons of ene Fe Fee parties. I agree they should be intelli- 
gent persons of g repute, and I think, as they have warrants in. 
the English language in their hands, they should be able to read and 
write the English language. 

But if you are to put the authority for the appointment of speciat 
b marshals in the courts you ought to put it in the same court. 
as has the authority for the appointment of supervisors. What, then, 
is the amendment? It is that the circuit judge shall act if he be 
present, but if he be absent the district judge of the district shall act 
in the appointment of special deputy marshals. What is the pro- 
vision in regard to supervisors? ‘That the circuit judge shall act if 
he can; but if for any cause, by reason of absence or otherwise, he. 
cannot act, then not necessarily the distriet judge of the district, 
but a district judge within the cirenit assigned by the circuit judge to 
the performance of that duty, shall in place of the circuit jndge ap- 
point supervisors, and this isa ing in the eircuit court. Under 
this amendment the appointment of special deputy marshals in the 
absence of the circuit judge becomes of record in the district court, 
if it is of record anywhere, while the appointment of supervisors, 
whether by the cireuit judge or by the assigned district ju is in 
the circuit court; and thus a different district ju in a different 


court may have the appointment of one, and not of the other. 
Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Both courts are open to the pahe 
Mr. FIELD. There is no provision that the distriet court s be. 
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open ten pare before the election. There is a provision that the cir- 
cuit court i 
appointment of special deputy marshals, there is no provision that 
he shall keep his court open or be in attendance. 

Take TENE consideration to show the incongruity and ill-con- 
sidered character of this proposition. As the law is now, the mar- 
shal makes the appointment of special deputy marshals on the appli- 
cation of two citizens. But this is a provision that the court or dis- 
trict judge shall appoint special deputies; but it is not said whether 
he shall appoint on application of two citizens or without any appli- 
cation. It is not clearly made the duty of either judge to act at all. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It is said the judge shall appoint, 
not the court. 

Mr. FIELD. There is nothing in the provision from which any 
lawyer can certainly tell whether such a district judge in the appoint- 
ment of special deputy marshals shall act ou his own volition merely 
or upon the written application of two citizens, or whether he acts 
as judge of the district court or as a mere person designated to act. 
No statute is expressly repealed; implied repeals are not favored, and 
the provision may be cumulative or it may not be. 

Then take the provision as to general deputies appointed by the 
marshals. Itis said that for the purpose contemplated in this amend- 
ment they must be appointed by the court. If this beso, then a gen- 
eral deputy appointed by the marshal will not be able to execute a 
warrant in which a violation of the election laws is charged. But 
this cannot be so. 

The truth is, these election laws in some respecis need amendment; 
but they need well-considered amendments, adapted to other provis- 
ions, and they ought to be incorporated in an independent bill reported 
under the authority of some committee. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Io the amendment. 

Onr friends on the other side, who all during the extra session and 
up to the present time denounced the election laws as unconstitu- 
tional, come to the conclusion all at once when they get half of the 
marshals that the law is all right. Now, sir, for one I am opposed to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts ; I am opposed 
to anything here except to vote to pay these marshals whom we owe 
the money that we owe them. Let your rider go until some more 
appropriate time. 

For my part, I am not here now to perfect an election law. I am 
not going to say whether I would at the proper time favor this meas- 
ure or any other concerning theelectionlaws. Iam opposed to every- 
thing that looks to a repeal of the law or a modification of it upon 
this bill. What we have to do and ought to do is to pay the mar- 
sbals a debt we owe them, and which we ought to have paid in the 
early of the session. 

Look for a moment at the singular attitude of gentlemen on the 
other side. They sustain their position first by nullifying the law. 
I ask our friends of the other side what act of Congress will you obe 
if you will not obey this? Upon whom are the acts of Congress bind- 
ing if not upon the men here who make the laws? What right have 
you to discriminate what acts of Congress you will live up to and 
what you will disobey? It seems to me we must obey the laws as we 
find them on the statute-book, as Congress made them, orelse we can- 
not ask anybody anywhere to obey them. 

The other ground which gentlemen on the other side take is that 
they will nullify the decisions of the courts. Why, sir, there has been 
nothing since this debate began but swearing at the court on the 
part of the democratic lawyers in the House. They go before the 
court and argue their causes there, and are treated by the court with 
respect, and then they come into this House and denounce the court 
in onmeasured lan e. 

Mr. COBB. . Will the gentleman yield to me for a question! 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. No, sir. They remind me of the lawyer in 
Allegany County, New York, who, if he got beaten in a cause, would 
g to the tavern, drink whisky, and swear at the court. Now, our 

riends do not drink whisky, of course, [laughter, ] but they swear at 
the court, and we have heard nothing from them but swearing at the 
court since this debate be These gentlemen who repudiate the 
acts of Congress also repudiate the decisions of the court. No statute 
and no decision can restrain them. 

The first thing they did in the extra session was to trample under 
foot the supreme court of what they called a sovereign State. The 

uestion came up here as to who was entitled to a certain seat in this 

ouse for the State of Florida. The democratic majority of this 
House repudiated the judgment of the supreme court of that State, 
which established the title of a certain gentleman to a seat in this 
House by evidence as plain and irre: ble as the demonstration of 
the forty-seventh proposition of Euclid; and they seated a man who 
was not elected. 

What happened a few days later, under the inspiration of the doc- 
trines of the majority on this floor? A gentleman of the democratic 
party down in the State of Kentucky, who had had a decision rendered 
against him which he did not like, repudiated the decision and showed 
hiscontempt for the court by shooting to death one of the jud The 
2 upon which he acted was precisely that upon which the 

emocratic parng here acts in denouncing e here the Supreme 
Court when its decisions are not in accordance with their opinions or 


wishes, 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment has been 


ll be open. Butif the district judge is to act in the | exhausted. 


The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer} 
has demanded a division of the question upon the pending amend- 
ment. The Clerk will read the first clause upon which the vote wilh 
first be taken. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For special deputy marshals of election, the sum of $7,600. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina. Imove toamend bystriking 
out “$600,” I desire to call the attention of this House and of the 
country to the change and the unaccountable change of front pre- 
sented by the republican party upon the question now under consid- 
eration. All during the extra session of this Congress there was but 
one key-note to their cry. They charged upon the democratic party 
that we were op to free and fair elections. All during this Con- 
gress up to to-day we have heard that cry made and reiterated by 
almost every speaker upon that side of the House. According to re- 
publican ideas the democracy were opposed to free and fair elections 
and the repnblican party were its champions; and to secure free and’ 
fair elections they wanted the deputy marshals and supervisors at 
the polls. 

Now what do we behold? We upon this side of the House are say- 
ing to the republican party that we want nothing but free elections ; 
that we are willing, since the Supreme Court has decided the election 
laws to be constitutional, that you shall have deputy marshals at the 
polls, and we ask only that they shall be non-partisan. i 

We have not objected to law. It is a mistake to sup that this 
side of the House has objected so much to the constitutionality of the 
law as to the partisan execution of it. We have now a proposition 
before this body under which you can have all the deputy marshals 
8 want; we do not limit you to three. We have said, “Take them, 

ut give to each political party a fair representation of them. Strip 
them of their partisan character and we are ready to vote for them. 

What are the excuses we now hear presented by the republican side 
of the House for refusing to vote for this measure? Do we hear now 
from that side of the House any, more that they want free and fair 
elections? Nota bit of it. But we are told that they are opposed to 
this proposition, some because it is a compromise and they are opposed. 
to all compromise, and others tell us that they are opposed to it be- 
cause we ask that they shall be appointed by the judges and not by 
the marshals of the United States. Now, gentlemen may think they 
can deceive the country; but I tell them that the sham is too thin, it 
is too plain, and the country will see which side of the Honse really 
wants fair and free elections, 

We on this side of the House are charged with resisting the decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court. I deny that we do or wish to do it; we 
as good citizens accept the decisions of the Supreme Court, and we 
now propose to stand upon them and frame the laws we pass in ac- 
cordance with those decisions. 

Let me say one word in reference to what dropped from my distin- 
guished friend from Ohio, Mr. Ew1nG.] He is mistaken if he thinks 
it is necessary to appeal to the Representatives of the South and ask. 
them to stand by this proposition which guarantees to us free and 
fair elections. Give us but a chance to have non-partisan marshals 
and supervisors at the polls and when you come to the test you will 
find the members from the Sonth almost to a man voting for that 
measure. 

Mr. TYLER. Mr. Chairman, if the proposition were 1 
before the Honse so to amend the election laws that the special 
deputy marshals should be selected from the different political par- 
ties it would have m Sperova and vote, but the proposition is not 
properly here. The bill under consideration has been well termed 
ibe “immediate deficiency bill.” Immediate, because it is demanded: 
to meet pressing wants of the Government; that the Government 
Faning Office may again be set in full operation; that tens of thou- 
sands of claims pending in the Pension Office may be examined and 
adjudicated ; that other deficiencies in the various De ents enu- 
merated in the bill may be supplied. Now the plain and imperative 
duty of Congress is to pass a bill untrammeled with riders, making- 
appropriations for these immediate and urgent wants of the Govern- 
ment. Instead of so doing the democratic party, which has a majority. 
in both Houses of Congress, brings in this bill with a rider upon it 
proposing to make radical changes in the election laws, and in sub- 
stance declaring that the bill shall not pass unless these changes are 
made. There can be no question about the purpose of the bal and 
amendments. 

By the omission in this deficiency bill of any provision for the pay- 
ment of special deputy marshals who have served at elections during. 
the last fiscal year we are, of course, to understand that it is the 
determination of the majority in this House never to pay those offi- 
cers of the Government. Were there an intention ever to pay them 
naturally, provision to that effect would be made in this Bill. But 
the remarks of the gentleman who reported the bill [Mr. MCMAHON] 
relieve us of all doubt upon this subject, that the democratic party 
never would appropriate money for this purpose. 

Now I — re to say that by the decision of the Supreme Court 
in the Maryland case itis declared that the authority of the National 
Government in elections of Representatives and presidential electors. 
is paramonnt to that of the States, and that Congress has fall power 
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and authority given it by the Constitution to vest in thecircnit courts 

the appointment of supervisors of elections, and that marshals have 
equal authority to appoink special deputies to assist them in prevent- 
ing frauds at such elections. This decision only establishes what 
seemed plain before, and I trust it will remain as the law of this Gov- 
ernment as long as the Republic endures. 

But, Mr. Chairman, these election laws are not only constitutional, 
but they are eminently wise and just, for they are designed to pro- 
vent frauds at Federal elections, which are the very fountains of our 
national life. If evils have sometimes crept in under them, as has 
-doubtless been the case, they have shut out evils an hundred-fold 

ter and maintained the purity of the ballot-box, when without 
— 550 elections would have been such only in name. It is of small 
importance to the people of my State whether these laws exist or not 
-except as they relate to the welfare of the whole country, but in dis- 
tricts that cover great cities they are of the highest importance, and 
therefore deserve the support of all partiés and all men, I speak in 
no spirit of partisanship. These considerations are above all par- 
ties, or rather, they are considerations that should govern all parties 
that desire the maintenance and perpetuity of our republican gov- 
ernment and institutions. 

Then what justification or excuse is there for withholding from the 
«deputy marshals payment of the fees already earned by ihon gmina 
the past year, and what excuse is there for declaring that they s 
not in the future be paid? There is, there can be no justification and 
no excuse that will be accepted by the American people. And I say 
cto the party in power in this House that as you withhold payment 
from these officials, so the people in the coming election may with- 
"hold power from you. They are lawfal officers of the Government, 
-appointed for wise purposes, bound to perform their duties under pen- 
ass of fine and imprisonment, and Congress has no more right to refuse 
to pay them the money they have earned and which is their due than 
it would have to refuse payment of the salaries of the judges of the 
Supreme Court because that court had rendered a decision to which 
the maoniy in this House was opposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of Sonth Carolina. I withdraw it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a single word in 
reply to what has been said by the gentleman on the other side. I 
would like to ask that gentleman how long he has been in the calm 
mind that makes him and his party willing to obey the Supreme 
Court. What began this discussion only four days ago? It was the 
declaration that whatever the Supreme Court might say, the House 
of Representatives had the right to judge whether the law was con- 
stitutional or not, Doubt was expressed whether the democratic 
j ever would pay these deputies the fees already earned. And 
now the gentleman rises as though meekly, quietly, trustingly, they 
had been in favor of carrying out the law since the Supreme Court 
announced it constitutional. I am glad they are ready to do that 
to-day. If I had understood that to be the situation several days ago 
I should have had no need to make my strictures about the purpose 
‘to disobey the law after it has been declared a part of the “supreme 
law of the land” by the highest judicial tribunal. 

I do not wish to delay the vote on this question; I am as anxious 
as anybody to get at the vote. I hope we shall vote for the pending 
proposition, though we abate no jot or tittle of our opinions on the 
-question of riders, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) This matter is all in a nutshell. 
“We find upon the statute-book a law which in its administration does 
the greatest injury and wrong to a large body of the American people. 
“We want to ameliorate that statute. We want to have justice done 
to that party to which I claim to belong. Therefore we occupy the 

ition that while we are not able to wipe out all the offensive and 
{injurious features in this legislation, we will remove as many of them 
as we can at one time. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I simply wanted to correct the history of the 
matter. [Cries of “Vote!” “ Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot take the vote while gentle- 
men are calling out in this way. 

Mr. PAGE. I move, pro forma, to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out $7,600 and inserting $8,000. I do this for the pu of reply- 
ing briefly to the remarks of the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
RICHARDSON.) The gentleman a by that in the South they have 
always been in favor of a “ free and fair election.” Now, in lookin 

-over the Congressional Directory I find that in one of the districts o 
Mississippi there were something over four thousand votes polled for 
the sitting member against twenty-one “scattering votes.” Does the 
ntleman call that a “free election?” I find that in two districts in 

e State of Georgia there were less than four thousand votes polled 

inst about twenty “scattering votes.” That is the“ fair and free 
election“ that the gentleman from South Carolina talks about. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, rose. 

Mr. PAGE. I cannot be interrupted. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. As the gentleman has referred 


to my State, he on ht to allow me a remark. 
The CHAIRMAN. . The gentleman from California declines to be 


interrupted. 
Mr, PAGE. What is the reason there was no republican running 
against the gentleman in the State of Mississippi? Because there is 


no “ fair and free election” in that State; and the gentleman knows 
it. Mr. Chairman, in the fourth district of Mississippi, represented 
by the 8 [Mr. SINGLETON, ] 4,650 votes were cast for him, 
against 21 “scattering votes,” though at a former election 15,000 re- 
publican votes were polled! In the district represented by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT] that gentleman received between 
three and four thousand votes against 160 scattering votes. These 
are the “ free and fair elections” which the gentleman from South Car- 
olina says that side of the House has always been infavorof! “Free 
and fair elections!” [Laughter.] 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississi pt I want to answer the remark of 
the gentleman from California i r. PAGE] touching my district. 

A MEMBER. It is not needed. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. In 1876 the republicans in my 
district put up as a candidate their strongest man; and after a full 
canvass had been made, finding that he could not beat me, he with- 
drew. Then they put up another gentleman; and I beat him 10,000 
votes. At the next election, the republicans in my district were so 
well satisfied they could bring forward no man to beat me that I had 
no opposition at all. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. PAGE. Does such a thing occur in the North? It never does. 
In the North republican candidates are run in every district. 

Mr. RICHMOND. Because they have strength up there. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
of closing debate. 

Mr. COOK. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw that 
motion until I can be heard for a few moments in reply to the speech 
of the gentlemen from California, [Mr. PaGE. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Illinois withholds his motion for the present. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that the republican 
party in the State of Georgia held a convention in the city of At- 

anta and resolved to put up no candidates themselves but to sup- 
port whatever cd ent candidate should come out against the 
democratic pars . They acted on that policy. i 

Mr. HOUK. use a republican candidate could not be pro- 
tected. [Laughter on the republican side.] 

Mr. COOK. Nothing of the sort. I ran against a gentleman who 
lives in the city of Washington, who has lived here for ten years, 
who was then and is to-day a clerk in the Post-Office Department. 
[Laughter on the democratic side of the House.] He canvassed my 
district, went into every county in it 

A MEMBER. And lives here? 

Mr. COOK. Les, sir; he lives here and is a clerk in the Post-Office 
Department, [Laughter.] He spoke in my town in the presence of 
two thousand colored poopie, and was as uninterrupted in his speech 
as I am here to-day. I beat him 6,400 votes. He was in the county 
on the day of the election. He is a worthy, clever, gentleman. He 
is now a Federal office-holder. He wasacaptain in the United States 
Army. He remained in my State until 1868 and then came to Wash- 
ington and was employed in the Post-Office Department. He was 
furloughed here for two months [laughter] and went into my dis- 
trict, spoke in my town, and canvassed the entire district from county 
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ae CONGER. And came back alive. [Laughter on the republican 
side.] 
Mr. COOK. He came back badly beaten to resume his clerkship in 
the Post-Office Department. [Laughteron the democratic side.] He 
was beaten 6,400 votes at that election although he was supported by 
the republican party with funds. He said my district had never been 
canvassed and if the republicans would only give him money he would 
godown there and canvassit. The republicans did give him themoney 
and he did go down there and canvass the district, going into every 
county, but as I have already said I beat him 6,400 votes. At the last 
election the republican executive committee came to the conclusion 
there was no use of running any candidates; and that is the reason 
why my colleagues, Mr. STEPHENSand Mr. BLOUNT, as well as myself, 
no er 
Mr. HOUK. Will the gentleman explain why it was that districts 
in Georgia where in former elections 20,000 and 30,000 votes had been 
polled, in 1878 the vote fell down to 2,000 and 3,000? Why was that? 

Mr. COOK, Republicans gave up the contest, as they said from ex- 
perience there was no use of running any candidates against us as 
115 were largely defeated when they did their best. 

r. HOUK. Why was this if not because of violence 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen must preserve order. Debate is ex- 
hausted on the pendiig amendment. 

a POUE was only following the example of bulldozing on the 
other side. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I now move that the committee rise for the 
pur of closing this debate. 

The CH. Debate is exhausted, and the pending question 
is on the amendment to the amendment proposed by the Committee 


on 3 

Mr. VENSON. Then I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand a division of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Adivision of the question being demanded, under 
8 the vote will first od San on that of se amendment 
whie to appropria ,600 to pay the marshals, 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be read. 
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Is there objection ? 


The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

The amendment was X 

The CHAIRMAN. The grekon now recurs on the second part of 
the amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i That hereafter marshals of elections for rmin 
rant to any eloction tal receive the sum of $5 3 fail 
their com ; and the ap tments of such Sy ty byes 
shall be made by the judge of the it court of the United States for the district 
in which such marshals are to their duties, or by the district judge in the 
ovr ay Bley th diferent political ies; and the inted oe 

$ 80 

—— of good — character aud shall be well-kizown residents of the voting 
precinct in which their duties are to be performed. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Is it too late to give notice I shall call the yeas 
and nays in the House? 

The CHAIRMAN Notice given here would have no effect what- 
ever in the House. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 5. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers and appoint Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. CONGER. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 121, 
noes 29. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee 8 and a menage was received from the 
Senate, by Mr. Buron, its Secretary, announcing the of a bill 
(H. R. No. 4244) for the establishment of titles in Hot Springs, and for 
other purposes, with amendments in which concurrence was requested. 

It farther announced the Senate communicated to the House a let- 
ter of the Secretary of War to the Chief of Engineers, in reference to 
the examinations of the Noxubee River, Mississippi, and Choctaw- 
hatchee River, Alabama; and also a letter of the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in connection with the report of Captain A. N. Damrell, 
Corps of Engineers, a communication of the Chief of Engineers cover- 
ing the question of the report, with accompanying map, from the board 
of engineers for river and harbor improvement, to which the report 
of Captain Damrell was referred for consideration. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment as amended: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMAHON. I now move that the committee rise and report 
the bill as amended to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CARLISLE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the defi- 
ciency bill, had directed him to report the same back to the House 
with sundry amendments thereto. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on 
the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. McMAHON moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment will now be read. Does the 
gentleman desire a separate vote on each amendment? 

Mr. MCMAHON. No, take them all in a bunch. 

Mex HAWLEY. No, we desire to have a separate vote on some of 
em. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire a separate vote on each 
amendment ? 

Mr. McMAHON. I suggest that gentlemen designate the amend- 
ments on which they desire to have a popeta vote, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would glad if gentlemen would 
designate which they desire a vote on. 

Mr. CONGER. It is impossible to tell at this time, for in the hurry 
of the consideration of this bill it would be difficult to d te now 
what particular amendment we desire to vote upon. Let the amend- 
ments be all read, and we will then indicate on which we desire a 
separate vote. 

he SPEAKER, The Chair will cause all of the amendments to 
be read, and will ask gentlemen to indicate on which they desire a 
separate vote. 

e amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union were severally read and agreed to without 
a division except the following, on which a separate vote was asked : 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

For the ent of fees and of United States marshals and 
deputies —— during the facal year ending June 30, A. D., 1880, ray 55 

Mr. MCMAHON. That is an amendment offered by the committee 
and which was amended in the Committee of the Whole, and there- 
fore I sup that the amendment ought to be incorporated with 
this as it is all one amendment. : 

1 5 SPEAKER. The remainder of the amendment will be read. 


e all know what it is. 
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The Clerk read as follows : 


the appointments of such a 
the t court of the Uni 


ee eee ee uties to be appoi — 5 aes 1 
a © persons 80 8] 8 persons of good mora’ 
and shall -known resident of the voting precinct in which their 

uties are to be performed. 


Mr. HISCOCK, J demand a division of that question. 
Mr. MCMAHON. I claim that it cannot be divided under the pro- 
isions of the rules. 

Mr. CONGER. There are two distinct propositions in that amend- 
ment; one appropriates money and the other relates to the perform- 
ance of duty. L hold that it is subject to division under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is nothing in the rule 
which warrants such construction on an amendment from Committee 
of the Whole. It is to be determined by the former parliamentary 
practice and the decisions of the House in similar cases; which de- 
cisions seem to have been uniform. i 

Mr. CONGER. But there never has been a decision of the Chair 
that an amendment to be voted on, whichis capable of division, shall 
not be divided on the demand of a member. 4 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has always understood the contrary in 
mes to amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

. CONGER. It may be that is another iniquity in these rules 
which we have not hitherto discovered. i 

The SPEAKER. The decision is not based on either present or 
former rule. The words of present and former rule are substantiall 
the same, and the meaning of the words in both exactly the same. 
The decision has its basis on former parliamen decisions under 
present and former Speakers, and appears as the undisturbed practice 
Of the Clerk will read th ragraph in the Digest. 

e Clerk wi the pa: in the Di 

The Clerk read as follows: á 

An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole as an entire amend- 
ment is not divisible. (Journals 1, 28, page 1061; 1, 29, pages 366, 642; 1, 30, page 
1059 ; 2, 30, page 574. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that an amendment reported from 
the Committee of the Whole is not divisible. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to have the rule of the House read 
which says a question shall be divided on the demand of any member. 

The SP R. What has been read are rulings in to an 
amendment coming into the House from the Co ttee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. It is so with all the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. None of them could be, nor was any amendment 
divided which was reported from the Committee of the Whole to the 
House in reference to the bill under present consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. But this was divided and voted on tn STESA 

The SPEAKER. That was in Committee of the ole, and the 
equities of the rule alluded to have been, as it were, satisfied by the 
action in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. The others were voted on separately. 

The SPEAKER. In the Committee of the ole; but they come 
into the House as amendments of the committee, and under the prac- 
tice of the House and the uniform decisions of former Speakers an 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole is not divisible. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the rule may be read. 

Mr.SPRINGER. There are certain occasions on which the division 
of a question cannot be demanded ; as on the question of the engross- 
ment and third reading of a bill the various propositions contained 
in the bill cannot then be divided. So on the final passage of the 
bill. So when an amendment is reported from the Committee of the 
Whole ; the Committee of the Whole recommending that amendment, 
we must concur with the committee in that recommendation, ornon- 
concur. We cannot take part and reject part of the recommendation 
of a committee. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Clerk to read clause 6 of Rule XVI of the 
rules which have just been adopted by this House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


„ before the question is put, a question shall be 


divided if it include propositions so distinct in substance that one taken away 


a substantive proposition shall remain. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, I, as a member of the House, demand that 
there shall be a division of this proposition, because the question may 
be divided so that one being taken away, a substantive proposition 
will remain. Each is a distinct proposition, and I ask for a separate 
vote upon each. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that an amendment reported from 
the Committee of the Whole must be voted upon in its entirety, and 
is not divisible. 

Mr. CONGER. And I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay that appeal on the table. 

The question being taken on Mr. SPRINGER’s motion to lay the ap- 
peal on the table, there were—ayes 110, noes 77. 5- 

Mr. CONGER. I consider this ruling upon this point so important 
that I desire the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the better course. 

Ee eal being put on ordering the yeas and nays there were 
ayes 47. 
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So (the affirmative boisa more than one-fifth of the last vote) the | The SPEAKER. The Chair did not intend any reflection upon the 


yeas and nays were 
Mr. PRICE. 


May I ask a amentary question ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chae will hear. 

Mr. PRICE. Does the Speaker decide that a measure containing 
two wag nian te ace SARA [Cries of “ Regular order!” ] 

The SP The Chair wishes to hear the gentleman’s ques- 


tion. 
Mr. PRICE. I think I might be allowed half a minute to ask a 
uestion. 
a The SPEAKER. The Chair will listen. 
Mr. PRICE. Does the Speaker decide that a question containing 
5 propositions is not divisible on the demand of a mem- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides, and he has the practice of the 
House as his authority for doing so, that an amendment coming from 
the Committee of the Whole is not divisible; that is, an amendment 
coming from the Committee of the Whole must be voted upon in its 


entirety. 
Mr. PRICE. Does it make any difference whether it comes from 
a Committee of the Whole or from any other source ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. The decision of the Chair is that an 
amendment coming from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union as this does must be voted on in its entirety. The 
Chair cannot recall to his memory any decision different from the one 
he now makes. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the Chair allow me one moment further? [Cries 
of “ ar order!“ 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The Chair is quite willing to hear, 
although he is clear in his jadgment upon this point. 

Mr. PRICE. The question is one of very considerable importance 
and E think I might be listened to for a moment. I-wish to say there 
is no manual of parliamentary law from Mansfield down to this day 
that does not distinctly set forth this principle, that any measure con- 
taining two distinct propositions be divided upon the demand 
of a member. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair takes as his authority the uniform prac- 
tice of the House that an amendment coming from the Committee of 
the Whole is not divisible. He ruled accordingly. From his ruling 
the gentleman from Michigan appealed and that appeal the gentleman 
from Illinois has moved to lay on the table. Upon the motion to lay 
the appeal on the table, which is not debatable, the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. Simply a word. 

The SPEAKER. The C will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS, I desire to read from Wilson’s Digest of Parlia- 
mentary Law, page 12, section 77, as follows: 

An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole as an entire amend- 
ment is not divisible. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has cansed to be read a decision by the 
House which he made the groundwork of his own 1 A 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that the Chair has shi from my 
position—— [Cries of “Regular order!”] Gentlemen may wait; 
will stand here till to-morrow morning, if the Chair will hear me. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to state that I made one point of order 
which the Chair has not ruled upon, but has ruled upon another. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that an amendment coming 
from the Committee of the Whole is not divisible, the point in dis- 
pes; and there have been repeated decisions by the House to that 


Mr. CONGER. I made a point of order on paragraph 6 of Rule 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Is it in order to discuss a point of 
order after the Chair has decided it? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, except upon appeal; and the motion 

n the table, it is not debatable. 


having been made to lay the appeal u 
Mr. DAVIS, of North Carollia. en I call for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the yeas and na 
on the motion to lay on the table the ap from the decision of the 
Chair. But the Chair always desires to hear 

Mr. CONGER. It is due to myself that I shonld state that I asked 
the ruling of the Chair on paragrapli 6 of Rule XVI, which ruling 
the Chair has not given at a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman himself and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] called for a division of 
the question on the amendment as reported from the Committee of 
the ole, and the Chair ruled that the amendment was not divisible. 
From that decision the gentleman appealed, and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] moved to lay the appeal on the table, upon 
which question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

. THOMAS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Has not the Chair already decided this question by 
ee a part of the amendment to be read, and then announcin 
that unless there was objection it would be considered as ado ted? 

The SPEAKER. They were separate amendments. The gentleman 
is not well informed on the point. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then for the purpose of being better informed, I 
desire to further inquire—— 


gentleman by the remark he made. 

Mr. THO Very well; that is all right. I want to be informed, 
and hence I make the oe If this is composed of two separate 
and substantive propositions, I want to know by what right and under 
what rule the 8 
ition 


from the Committee of the Whole House is not divisible, and the Chair 
calls attention to the following from the Journal of the House of the 
first session Twenty-ninth Congress, pages 365 and 366: 

On motion of Mr, Bowlin, the House again resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union; and, after some time spent therein, the 
Speaker resumed the chair, and Mr. Tibbatts reported that the committee having, 
according to order, had the state of thé Union generally under consideration, par- 
ticularly the ssid joint resolution No. 5, had directed to report the same to the 
House with an amendment. 


er holds there cannot be a separate vote upon 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the said resolution, the question 
eing on agreeing to the amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


The previous question was moved by Mr. Price, and seconded; and the main 
question was ordered and stated, namely, Will the ouse agree to the said amend- 
ment reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 


When 

A division of the question was demanded by Mr. Thurman, so as to take the 
question on each branch of the resolution Fong ange 

The Speaker stated that in conformity the usual practice of the House the 
amendment was divisible, and was about proceeding to put the question on strik- 
. the ori; resolution and inserting the first ranch of the amendment, when 

Boyd the en of order, that, as the said amendment was 
from the Committee of the Whole House as an entire and distinct proposi 
Abe Brender desited against th point of order raised by Mr. Boyd. 
er 0 . Bo: 
Jind the question belng put SEA the decision af PEAR i 
stan = 

Bur. 5 a neta pat, 0 as the judg. 

It was decided in the negative. 

. dingly put, Will the H agree to the amendment 

Was acco ut, ouse a 
from the Committee o he Whole House on the state of the Union? 

And decided in the affirmati ea 172, nays 46. 

The yeas and nays being by one-fifth of the members present, &. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand that there has been no change in 
the rule since that decision was 

The SPEAKER. Substantially none that the Chair is advised of. 
The language of the old and the new rules is substantially the same 
and the meaning exactly the same. 

The question was upon the motion to lay on the table the ap 


„it 


by Mr. CONGER from the decision of the Chair; and being 
there were—yeas 167, nays 49, not voting 76; as follows: 
YEAS—167. 
2 Dicke: Ladd, 2 
er ton. Dann er, 
—.— Ellis, 3 f seals 
Baker, Evins, Martin, .F. Simon 
Beltzhoover, Ferdon, Martin, 3 L. Singleton, O. R. 
Bicknell, Ford, Mason, Smith, A. Herr 
Blackburn, Forney, McKenzie, oe E. 
Bland, F rost, * peer, 
Bliss, Frye, McMahon, Springer, 
Blount, 98 ae 
Bouck, Geddes, les, Steele, 
Brewer, Gibson, Stevenson, 
Briggs, Godshalk, Stone, 
Browne, Goode, Morrison, Talbott, 
Burrows, Gunter, Morse, Taylor, 
Butterworth, Hammond, N. J. Morton, Thompson, P. B. 
Cabell, Harris, Benj. W. Maldrow, Tillman, 
Harris, John T. March, Townshend, R. W. 
Cannon, Hatch, ‘Tucker, 
8 Hareli Nick Ü J. T. 
Glain, Henderson, Norcross, toe 
lardy, H O'Connor, vaig 
Clark, John B. Henry, O'Neill, Waddin, 
bb, H O'Reilly, Wait, 
Coffroth, Herndon, i Warner, 
Colerick, Hooker, Pacheco, Washburn, 
Converse, Pe Weaver, 
Cook, Houk, Phe; Wellborn, 
C House, - Phi A 
Cox, ull, Phister, Whitthorne, 
8. Hunton, Pierce, Williams, C. G. 
Cull H Poehler, Williams, Thomas 
Davis, H Hute Willis, 
Davis, Joseph J Johnston, 5 
Davis, Lowndes enna, Richardson, D. P. Wood, Fernando 
De La Matyr, Kimmel, Richardson, J. S. Wright, 

i 4 bertson, oung, Casey 
Deuster, Kite Rothwell, Young, Thomas L. 
Dibrell, Klotz, Ryan, Thomas 

NAYS—49. 
Aldrich, William D. James, 
Anderson, Davis. George R. Jones, ‘Thomas, 
Ballou, Dwight, Joyce, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Barber, Errett, Lindsey, ae: 
Bayna, Farr, Moi 8 Thomas 
Belford, Fisher, Neal, alentine, 
Bingham, Fort, Newberry, Van Aernam, 
Bla Gi Overton, 
Bowman, Hammond, Jobn Page, Wood, Walter A. 
Brigham, Hawk, Rice, Yocum, 
Camp, Heyo Rol 1. 
Conger, Humphrey, Russell, William A. 
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Acklen, Dick, Knott, Robinson, 
Dunn, Toren, 

Alarich, N. W. Ez 5 — Spe John W. 
Barlow, Felton, Towe; Shallonberger, 
Beale, Field, Singleton, Jas. W. 
Boyd, Forsythe, McCook, th, Hezekiah B, 
a — Haskell’ Miller, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Caldwell, Heilman, riire gy goe, 

nde Horr, Maller, Van V: 
Pirama Alvah A. — —— a Wane, 
Cowgill, Kellen | Pound, Whiteaker, 
Davidson, Killinger, Richmond, W. 


So the appeal was laid on the table. 

The following pairs were announced by the Clerk : 

Mr. ROBINSON with Mr. KNOTT. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER with Mr. McGowan, 

Mr. KEIFER with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. Sapp. 

Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. Price. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. Horr. = 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. MCCOOK. 

Mr. WHITEAKER with Mr. HASKELL, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, with Mr. FORSYTHE. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr, 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, with Mr. CHITTENDEN., 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. MILLER. 

Mr. EwING with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. Wise with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. Brace with Mr. Lorine. 

Mr. CLYMER with Mr. HUBBELL. 

Mr. Sparks with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. CHALMERS with Mr. VAN VOORHIS. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois. 

Mr. O'BRIEN with Mr. CHITTENDEN. 

Mr. JORGENSEN with Mr. BEALE. 8 

Mr. Boyp with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. Ryon, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MITCHELL. 

Mr. Exam with Mr. DICK. 

Mr. Warp with Mr. AIKEN. 

Mr. FELTON 1 = 5 15 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, wi . OVERTON. 

Mr. RICHMOND with Mr. Purscorr. 

Mr. URNER with Mr. MCLANE. 

Mr. Crapo with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. hye ton with Mr. tanh 4 1 

i e announcement of the foregoing pairs, when the pai 
of Mr. with Mr. CLARK, of New 7 Was announ N 
Mr. OVERTON said: Mr. Speaker, I supposed I was paired with 
the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. CLARK. ] I desire to vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman, under a misunderstanding, 
declined to vote, his vote ought to be received. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. OVERTON] immediately after the announcement 
of isconcluded. These pairs as read had better be carefully 
W because several gentlemen F xan be paired with more 
than one gen and the gentleman New Jersey [Mr. CLARK] 
ap to be with three gentlemen. 

© announcement of pairs was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to state, in justice to the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. CLark,] that he told me last evening, when start- 
ing for home, that he was paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. OVERTON.] 

Mr.OVERTON. The gentleman from New J sree A CLARK] met 
me last evening, and requested me to with him for to-day until the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] should leave. In refraining from 
voting upon this roll- I did not know that the gentleman from 
Ohio had left. The pair between him and the gentleman from New 
Jersey PON prane 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OVERTON ] is entitled to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will sags re the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania under the circumstances. the opinion of the Chair 
he ought to be allowed to vote. 

Mr. OVERTON’S name was called; and he voted “no.” 

Mr. CALKINS. Ihave been paired with the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. SAWYER. ] e hepa the pair had run out, I did 
not vote. I see the gentleman in seat. 

The SPEAKER. the gentleman from Missouri voted ? 

Mr. CALKINS. He has. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CALKINS] should be allowed to vote. [Cries of “All right.”] 

The name of Mr. CALKINS was call ye 


Mr. CONGER. I hope the pairs will be recorded as they have been 
read. I insist that they be entered in the Journal in that way. 

ame SPEAKER. A member cannot be paired with more than one 
member. 

Mr. CONGER. That is not the fault of the record. 

eee These discrepancies are evidently the result of 
mistake. 

Mr. CONGER. I think it would be well—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it is well that gentle- 
men should appear as being paired two or three times. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There has been no intention,of course, on the 
part of any gentlemen to put on the record a pair that was not au- 
thorized. I hope the necessary corrections will be made. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The question recurred on the amendment from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HISCOCK demanded the yeas and nays. 

The 2 and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE moved the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 115, noes 107, not voting 70; as follows: 


YEAS—115. 
Atherton, Dickey, Ladd, Shelley, 
Atkins, Ellis, Lewis, Simonton, 
> Finley Martin ——— tt 
š $ emons, 
Beltzhoover, Forney, Martin, Edward L. Speer, 
A Frost, McMahon, Springer, 
Bland- Sion Mie a, Baa 
Bliss, Goode, Talbott, 
Blount, Gunter, Morse, Taylor, 
Bouck, Hammond, N. J. Muldrow, Thompson, P. B. 
t Harris, John T. Murch, 
Butterworth, Hatch, yers, Townshend, R. W. 
Cabell, Henkle, ew, Tucker, 
Carlisle, entry, Nicholls, Upson, 
Clardy, Herbert, O'Connor, Van 
Clark, John B. Herndon, O'Reilly, Wad 
bb, Hostetler, Persons, Warner, 
House, Phelps, Weaver, 
Colerick, Hull. Philips, Well born, 
k, Hunton, hi 7 Wells, 
Covert, Hutchins, Poehler, Whitthorne, 
Cravens, Johnston, Williams, Thomas 
ulberson, Kenna, Richardson, J. S. Willis, 
Davis, Joseph J. Kimmel, Robertson, ilson, 
Davis, Lowndes H. King, Rothwell, Wood, Fernando 
La 3 Kitchin, Samford, Wright, 
Deuster, Klotz, Sawyer, Young, Casey. 
Dibrell, Knott, Scales, 
NAYS—107, 
Aldrich, N.W. Deering, Jones, Russell, Daniel L. 
Aldrich, W. Dunn Joyce, Russell, W. A. 
Armela 0 Marsh : Shallonberger 
e! + 
Baker, Errett, Martin, Joseph J. Sh 
Ballou, Farr, Mason, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Ferdon, McCoid, Smith, Willim E. 
Bayne, Field, McKenzie, Si 
—.— Fisher, McKinley, Stone, 
Ford, jes, Thomas, 
Blake, Fort, Monroe, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Bowman, Frye, Morton, ‘Townsend, 
— Garfi = : er, 
ew A er, 
Brigham, Hammond, John Norcross, T egraff, J. T. 
Browne, Harris, Benj. W. O'Neill, egraff, 
Burrows, Hawk, Orth, Valentine, 
Calkins, Hawley, Osmer, Van Aernam, 
Camp, Hayes, Overton, wae 
Henderson, Washb 
C Pierce, Williams, C. G. 
Conger, Hooker, e — 
Converse, Houk, Rice, Wood, Walter A. 
Cow; Humphrey, D. P. 
Da Hurd. Young, Thomas L. 
Davis, Horace James, Robinson, 
NOT VOTING—70. 
Acklen, Davidson, Ketcham, Richmond, 
Aiken, Dick, Killinger, Ross, 
Bailey, Dunn, 2 Ryon, John W. 
Barlow, Elam, Le Fevre, P, 
Beale, Ewing, „ eton, J. W. 
Boyd, Fel Lounsbery, th, Hezekiah B. 
Bragg, Forsythe, Lowe, Sparks, 
Buckner, Gillette, McCook, Steph 
Caldwell, Hall, McGowan, Turner, Thomas 
Caswell, Harmer, McLane, U; J 
C Haskell, Miller, Van Voorhis, 
Chitten Heilman, Mitchell, Ward, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hill, Money, White, 
Clymer, Horr, uller, Whiteaker, 
Cox, Hubbell, O'Brien, Wilber, 
2 Ji Pound, 
Crowley, Keifer, Prescott, 
Dagget Kelley, Price, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. MCMAHON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 


NN . A 222 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. CONGER. Pending that motion, I move the House do now ad- 
journ, and on that motion I demand a division. 

Mr. McMAHON. If we do not pa this bill to-night we cannot do 
so until next week, as to-morrow has been set apart for debate only, 
no business whatever to be transacted. 

The House divided ; and there were ayes 34, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mri MONARD demanded the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 


The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. MoMAHON moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. CAMP. Under subdivision 6 of Rule XXI, must not the yeas 
and nays be taken on the passage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are ordered. 
uestion was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative— 
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The 
yeas 111, nays 104, not voting 77; as follows: 
YEAS—il11. 
Atherton, Field, 2 Sh A 
Atkins, Finley, D Saon 6 
Bachman, Forney, Martin, . Singleton, 
Beltzhoover, Teo. Martin, Edward L. Slem 
Bicknell, Gion" Meinl Spring 
pi „ 
Bland, Gillette, rina Steele, 
Bliss, Goode, orrison, venso: 
Blount, Gunter, Morse, tt, 8 
Bouck, Hammond, N. J. Muldrow, Taylor, 
b, Harris, John T. Murch, Thompson, P. B. 
Hatch, Myers, 
Clardy, Henkle, ew, Townshend, R. W. 
Clark, John B Henry, Nicholls, Tucker, 
Cobb, Herbert, O'Connor, Upson, 
Coffroth, erndon, O'Reilly, Van 
Colerick, Hostetler, Persons, Wadi 
Cook, House, Phelps, Warner, 
H P. Weaver, 
Cravens, Fasten, P! x Wellborn, 
Capers, + ae. Poehler, 9 7 8 
oseph J. ohnston, Whi 
Baris, Lowntes E. Kenna, Richardson, J. 8. Williams, Thomas 
De La Matyr, Kimmel, Ro Willis, 
Dibrell, King, Rothwell, Wilson, 
key, Ki! „ — 7 — 0 
Klotz, 3 ‘oung, Case; 
Evins, Ladd, A fg s 4 
NAYS—104. 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, Horace James, Russell, Daniel L. 
Aldrich, W. Jones, W. 
Anderson, Knott, 2 omas 
Armfield, ht, Lindsey, Ss berger, 
—.— Errett, Martin, Joseph J. Smith A. H 
J err 
Bingham, Foran, Mecotd, at 
D, 
Blackburn, rou 1 Stone, 
Blake, + Kinley U 
Bowman, Fort, Miles, Thompson, W. G. 
Brewer, Frye, Monroe, Townsend, Amos 
2 Fe e ea an ome 
er, 
Burrows, John New A Upgrade J.T 
Butterworth, Harris, Benj. W. Norcross, på Thomas 
Calkins, Hawk, % Valeni 
Camp, Hawley, Overton, Van Aernam, 
0 y' Pacheco, Voorhis, 
Carpenter, Hazelton, Page, Wait, 

Guat Hiscock, ` Ray Willian G. 
Son 0 . Richardson, D. P aera: 
0 3 

‘Cow; Humphrey, Robeson, Yocum, 
Da R. Hard, Robinson, Young, Thomas L. 
NOT VOTING—17. 

Acklen, tt, Ketcham, Richmond, 
Aiken, Davidson, Killinger, Ross, 
Bailey, Deuster, 22 Ryon, John W. 
Baker, Dick, Le Fevre, Sapp, 
Barlow, Dunn, pon og J. W. 
Beale, Elam, Louns! 5 , Hezekiah B. 
Ee” 2 Hin, Boh 
Teas. Forsythe, M. Turner, Thomas 
Browne, Hall, McLane, Urner, 
Buckner, Harmer, s Van Voorhis, 
Caldwell, Haskell, Mitchell, 
Carlisle, Heilman, Money, 
Chalmers, Hill, Muller, Whiteaker, 
Chittenden, Horr, O'Brien, Wilber, 
Clark, Alvah A Hubbell, O'Neill, W. 
Clymer, Jorgensen, W. Fornando. 
Oral Halter Pree 
Crapo, 8 
Crowley, Kelley, Price, 

So the bill was passed. 


The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Mr. Hurous with Mr. DWIGHT. 

Mr. CARLISLE with Mr. BROWNE. 

Ms. LounsBERY with Mr. BAILEY. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. [Applause on 
the democratic side.] 

Mr. MCMAHON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY PRINTING BILL. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask unanimous consent to introduce at this time, 
from the Committee on Appropriations, a bill for the purpose of ap- 
propriating $100,000 to carry on the printing for the different Depart- 
ments of the Government. The bill which has just been passed, pro- 
viding among others for a deficiency in the printing, take some 
time to pass the Senate; and the $50,000 8 in the star- 
service bill may not pass the House for some days yet. Therefore I 
ask that the present bill be considered. The Public Printer informs 
me that he will have no money on hand after Monday next to do the 
public printing. I therefore ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

Mr. PAGE. I will object. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then I will withdraw the bill, as the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Paar] objects. 

Mr. PAGE. Very well; 97 have an appropriation of 850,000 in 
the star-service bill; why do you not bring that in? 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not hear what the gentleman says. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

PUBLICATION OF CONGRESSIONAL DEBATES, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. No. 2657) to prohibit the reporting and publication of 
the debates and proceedings of Congress at public one reported 
adversely this morning from the Committee on Printing, be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BURROWS. I insist on the motion to adjourn. 

DEFICIENCY PRINTING BILL. 

Mr. PAGE. At the request of friends on this side of the House I 
will withdraw my objection to the present consideration of the bill 
introduced by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recognized. 

Mr. ATKINS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 5258) appropriating money for t ublio prin s 
which was read a first and second time, and eee to the Co t- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. ATKINS. I now move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider the 
bill (H. R. No. 5258) appropriating money providing for the public 
printing. 

The motion was a: to. 

The House acco: gly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair,) and 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Cannot we pass that bill by unanimous consent !? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) It is now in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and it will take but a few moments 
to pass it in committee. ` 
he CHAIRMAN. The House is now in the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering a 
deficiency appropriation bill. The Clerk read the bill. 

The Clerk as follows : 

A bill (H. R. No. 5258) to appropriate money providing for the public printing. 

Be it enacted, de., That th: of $100,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated out 
2... a gghlg ah ely: 

2 en 
9 for the public printing and nding and for 8 for the pu 
C for 5 and for li: graphing oh aaa 
ping, and engraving for the present fiscal year, sball not exceed the sam of 000. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, this bill will be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. 8 Is * in addition to the $400,000 already appro- 
priated for this purpose 

Mr. ATKINS. No, sir; it will be taken out of that. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Í know that is the object of the bill, but if we 
pass this bill as an independent proposition, I do not see how it will 
qualify the other. 

Mr. ATKINS. It does 2 the other, because it provides that 
the total amount expended not exceed $400,000 


I move that the committee now rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the Chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill 
Nas R. No. 5258) e money for the public printing, had 

i him to report the same to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

Mr. FINLEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to know whether it would be in order to 
move to suspend the rules as to the calling of the yeas and nays on 


the of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the sixth clause of the 
twenty-first rule to be read. The Chair a few moments ago, when 
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the yeas and — 0 were demanded by members under the clause of 
7 


the rule just recognized the right of calling the yeas and nays 
because : sufficient number of members were on the floor asking the 
yeas and nays without to the rule stated. 

The Clerk will now the sixth clause of Rule XXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. all riation and roven bills for the im t 
4 ant N 9 — and me 9 the passage o such bills 


in the House and entered upon the Journal. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this hardly comes within the 
scope of a Bean appropriation bill. 

1 CONGER. t would rule ont appropriation bills or tariff 
bills. 

The SPEAKER. The question did not arise on the deficiency bill 
to-day, because there was a sufficient number of members on the floor 
to call the yeas and nays, more than one-fifth of the number who 
voted on the preceding vote. 

Mr. CONGER. This appropriates $10,000 ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not the rule. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that by unanimous consent we waive 
that point—— 

The SPEAKER. It can be waived by unanimons consent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And not raise it in this case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It only waives the question. 

3 1 But the rule provides that the yeas and nays must 
called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is mistaken as to 
his suggestion. There is nothing in the rule about $10,000. That 
was voted down in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. .I hope the bill will be passed by unanimous con- 
sent without the yeas and nays, so that the Chair may not at present 
make a decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not made a decision. On the pas- 
sage of the deficiency bill the Chair did not rule on that point, be- 
cause there were more than one-fifth of the members up, and that 
number had the Fes, 55 to demand the yeas and nays. This question, 
however, was raised then ; but the yeas and nays being ordered under 
sagan? rule it was not necessary to decide they should be called under 

is rule. 

Mr. CONGER. If it should be decided bills of this class are not 
general appropriation bills, coming under Rule XXI, then this bill 
might have all kinds of riders attached to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be passed by unanimous consent 
without the yeas and nays being call I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would prefer that the House should 
put a construction upon that rule. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en , was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states that by unanimous consent the 
yeas and nays have not been called on this bill, and the Chair reserves 
any decision in regard to the construction to be put on the sixth clanse 
of Rule XXI. 

Mr. ATKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. PAGE. I would like to inquire of the Chair what to-morrow’s 


session is for f 
The SPEAKER. For debate only in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the fun bill. 
Mr. PAGE. No business to be transacted ? 
sae enna No business to be transacted and no votes to be 
n. 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
2 To Mr. KEIER, until the 26th instant, on account of important 
usiness ; 
To Mr. VILxS, for ten days; and 
To Mr. MORTON, for one week, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, leave was 
ven to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 
rriet Jones, there being no adverse report thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. COX. I would like to have the attention of the House for five 
minutes. [Cries of “Regular order!” 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. COX. The Chair promised to ize me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman; but the 


order being demanded, the Chair has no volition. The Teg- 
ular order is the motion to adjourn. 
The motion to adjourn was to; and acco: (at five 


o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other 3 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 
By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of L. R. Yates, of Hiawatha, 
Kansas, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 


por were laid on 


and proprietary medicines—to the Committes on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. B R: The petition of Benjamin L. Davenport and 64 
others, citizens of Elkhart, Indiana, against the repeal or modifica- 
tion of the present duty on paper—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of John T. Campbell and others, of 
California, soldiers of the United States Army, engaged in the late 
war, for the early passage of a law providing for the payment of the 
difference between the value of greénbacks, in which they were paid 
for their services, and the value of gold at the time of payment—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petitions of citizens of Wisconsin for the 
establishment of post-routes from Bear Creek to Union Bridge, and 
from De Pere to Rosecrans, Wisconsin—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Two petitions of publishers of Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory, that materials used in making paper be placed on 
the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BUCKNER: A bill to survey the Missouri River between 
the mouth of Taque and Charette Creeks, in Warren County, Mis- 
souri—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of Charles Wells and 100 
others, type-founders, publishers, and printers, against the removal 
of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEORGE Q. CANNON: The petition of Marder, Luse & Co., 
type-founders of Chicago and San Francisco, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The petitions of William W. Barnes and 
others ; of J. C. Hillyer and 12 others, and of J. L. Ruick and 24 others, 
ex-soldiers of O’Brien County, Iowa, inst the passage of Senate 
bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALVAH A. CLARK : Papers relating to the claim of Nathan- 
iel G. Smith, to be relieved from accounting for certain funds of the 
Government of which he was robbed while a postmaster—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of Thomas H. Todd, of Long Island 
City, New York, for the abolition of the tariff on printing-type—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Andrew Lantz, of New York City, 
to be reimbursed expenditures made in recruiting and o izi 
9 70 Fifty-eighth New York Volunteers—to the Committee on War 

ims, 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of-P. V. M. Pool, druggist, of Car- 
penter, Lowa, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmet- 
ics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.D LL: The petition of R. French and 40 others, citizens 
of Minnesota, for the passage of the Weaver bill—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of soldiers of Allegheny County, 
Pennsylvania, against the passage of the bill providing for the exam- 
ination and adjudication of pension claims—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, 
5 955 equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Af- 


By Mr. FORT : The petition of H. W. Yates and others, citizens of 
Illinois, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppres- 
sions imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that 
now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Hiram Farmer and others, of Illinois, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 
patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: Memorial of the Ordnance Company, Nor- 
man Wiard, superintendent, proposing an already tested, cheap, and 
ready solution of the ordnance problem; showing how to save the 
Government $54,258,000 in the cost of armament of fortifications ; pro- 
posing to furnish guns of greater efficiency as well as of required 
power such as have heretofore been deemed impossible of attainment ; 
proposing an easy and cheap way to secure sixteen hundred power- 

1 guns at a cost of $1,000,000 within six months, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs, 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petitions of E. A. Parrish, R. C. Adrian, and 
250 8 (late soldiers) of Tuscarawas County, and of 
Charles Johnston and others, citizens (late soldiers) of Coschocton 
County, Ohio, against the passage of the sixty-district bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

7 Mr. GILLETTE: The petitions of L. P, Sherman and 85 others, 
of J. H. Hatch and 81 others, and J. G. Rounds and 90 others, citi- 
zens and business men of Des Moines, Iowa, for the passage of a bank- 
rupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. HERBERT: The petition of James A. Scott, publisher of 
the Advance, Montgomery, Alabama, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. HILL: The petitions of W. Wrede and 100 others, of F. 


Duck and 100 others, of John Mason and others, of J. W. and 
100 others, citizens of Defiance and Williams Counties, and of Cas- 
per Kahl and 100 others, citizens of the sixth district of Ohio, soldiers 
of the United States Army, en in the late war, for the early 
passage of a law providing for the payrons of the difference between 
the value of the greenbacks, in which they were paid for their serv- 
ices, and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Commit- 
tee on 3 
„By Mr. JOSEPH J. MARTIN: The petition of the publisher of the 
Falcon, Elizabeth City, North Carolina, that mate used in mak- 
ing paper be placed on the free list, and for the reduction of the duty 
on 3 aper —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The 2 of J. M. Nicholls and Charles 
W. Fischer, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petitions of A. M. McGregor, of the pub- 
lishers of the Ohio Volks Zeitung, of the Shreve Journal, of T. E. 
Peckinpaugh, of W. S. Potts, and of R. E. Watson, of Ohio, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of A. McGregor, that materials used in making 
paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on 
pruning eC ee the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Stark County, Ohio, that Congress 
enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the 
people by the transportation monopolies that now control the inter- 
state commerce of country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Stark County, Ohio, that the patent 
laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of pat- 
ented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Benjamin Burgess & Sons and 
2 for a change in the tariff on sugar to the Committee on Ways 

Means. 

By myst OTERTON . eee ES H. a rata An alge’ 
Union soldiers, o 0 ounty, Pennsylvania, t 
sage of the sixty-surgeon bill—to the Committee on Invalid ne 
sions. 

By Mr. PHILIPS: Two petitions of citizens of Missouri, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of citizens of Erie County, New 
York, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 
proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

e HOTAR READ 1 petition of crab 3 3 

ust t 1 e sixty-surgeon bill—to the Committee 
8 Pensions. 

By Mr. SCALES: The petition of John H. Ferree and others, that 
drobibltory duties now levied upon chrome iron ore and bichro- 
mate of potash may be removed—to the Committee on Ways and 

Means 


By Mr. STEELE: The petition of A. M. Powell and others, of sim- 
ilar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of R. A. Edmondston and others, 
citizens of Alexander 3 Illinois, for the passage of the bill in- 
troduced by Mr. Davis, of uri, for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River near Cape Girardeau, Missouri—to the Committee on 


Commerce. 

Also, the petition of O. J. Smith, of Chicago, Ilinois, publisher of 
the Chicago Express, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, Jr.: The petition of citizens of Mercer 
County, Kentucky, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the 

pressions imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies 

at now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of J. 8. Pillsbury, governor of 
Minnesota, and 200 others, citizens of Minneapolis, Minnesota, against 
ts repoa of the duty on paper—to the Committee on Ways and 


By Mr. FERNANDO WOOD: The petition of distillers and import- 
ers of New York, for the passage of House bill No. 4812—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of druggists of Oswego and Rochester, New 
York, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 
8 medicines—to the same committee. 

, the petition of printers and publishers of New York, against 
reducing the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of George A. Lord and 103 others, 
citizens of Cambridge, Massachusetts, for the passage of the bill (H. 
R. No. 269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act— 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petition of Maddox, Hobart & 
Co. and others, in relation to the tax on spirits in bond—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Digon and others, for the p of 
the bill (H. R. No. 4327) for the creation of a department of mechan- 
ics, manufactures, and mines—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
„the petition of Colonel A. L. Anderson, late of the United 
States Army, for legislation to enable him to be placed on the retired 
list of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCES, 


> Changes of references of petitions were made, under the rule, as 
ollows : 

The petition of W. B. Wedgwood, vice-chancellor of the National 
University—from the Committee on Appropriations to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

The petitions of Eban B. Grant and others; of Bernard McCormick 
and 6 others; of C. J. Poore and 122 others, citizens of Michigan; of 
citizens of Colville, Washington Territory, and of citizens of Wash- 
in, Territory—trom the Committee on Appropriations to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, March 20, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m., Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair 
as Speaker pro bars, a 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. P. Harrison, D. D. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair.) The 
Clerk will read a letter received from Mr. Speaker RANDALL. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., March 19, 1880. 


SAM. J. RANDALL. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Journal will not be read this 
morning, the session of to-day having been assigned for debate only 
on the refunding bill. The Journal will be on Monday next. 


REFUNDING BILL, 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union for 
the pu. of resuming the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4592) 
to facilitate the refunding of the national debt. 

The motion was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Covert in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. No. 
4592) to facilitate the refunding of the national debt. The gentle- 
man from ia [Mr. FELTON] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FERN. O WOOD. I ask the gentleman from Georgia to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. FELTON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire to make some corrections of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in the remarks I made in Committee of the 
Whole on this bill when it was formerly under consideration. 

On Page 19 of the RECORD of March 5, line 25, first column, what 
is 8 „000, 000, should be „000. 

line 27, what should read 000, is printed $2,500,000. 

On line 29, what should read $3,560,000, is printed $30,000,000. 

On line 37, what is printed $10,000,000, should read $1,000,000. 

I desire that these corrections should be made. I further state that 
on page 9 of the Pane edition of the speech the same errors in the 
original issue of that edition were made, which I desire also to be 
considered as corrected. 

[The 7 4770 to which these corrections refer is printed on page 1313, } 

Mr. FELTON. At the proper time I shall introduce a substitute 
for the pending bill. Isend it to the Clerk that it may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Heim Bom chaps prong hk the United States 
America in Congress assembled, That the Te! of the be autho: 
and required to redeem any bonds of the United States which ma;  redeem- 
able during the years 1880 and 1881, to the amount of the gold and silver coin now 


in the Treasury which may be in excess of 25 cent. of the outstanding United 
States notes, using said excess of gold and silver coin for the redemption of said 


bonds. 
SEC. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereb uired, six months after the 
above-mentioned amount of bonds is redeemed, fed -annually thereafter, to re- 
deem said renia DaS to the amount of the gold and silver coin which may be 
e time in excess of 25 per cent. of the outstanding United 


month with lawful pore f of the United 
lawful money i 


Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby forbidden and prohibited from 
issuing hereafter any interest-bearing bond for the purpose of funding or refund- 
ing the national deb A 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Chairman, one of the most important questions 
which will engage the attention of this Congress will be the refund- 
ing of the public debt, or at least so much of it as has not alread 
been provided for. When the refunding acts of July 14, 1870, an 
January 20, 1871, were passed by Congress the national debt was so 
enormous, and the financial condition of the country was so uncer- 
tain as to well-nigh close the mouths of those who are opposed to all 
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refunding systems and processes. Underthese acts bonds for refund- 
ing purposes were authorized to the amount of $1,500,000,000. Of this 
amountthere have been issued $1,395,345,950, leaving available for 
future refunding operations $104,654,050. 

We must confess that the refunding process up to this time has re- 
sulted in an annual saving to the Government in the interest c 
of $19,900,846. But the interest at this time on this refunded debt 
of $1,395,345,950, even at the reduced rates of interest, amounts to 
$61,738,838 per annum, and this immense annual drain upon the labor 
of the country has been by the act of refunding se irrevocably 
for many years upon the 3 

Now we are informed by the Secretary of the Treasury that ways 
and means must be provided to meet maturing bonds in 1880 and 1881, 
amounting to $782,071,700, as follows: 


tards the growth and prosperity of the United States. This money 
power for the last few years has exerted an incalculable influence in 
this country. It has entered our political conventions, our legislative 
halls, dictated platforms for parties, disposed of our public securities, 
ated the volume and character of our currency, and helda - 
uated scale of values over the productions and property of forty 
millions of American citizens. It is wrong to continue such a hpo 
in this country, to strengthen and confirm class rule where we should 
labor to equalize and elevate all classes. Itis wrong to encourage 
and continue this great fount of evil until everything in this country 
is tinged with the aristocratic spirit—until all is privilege, proserip- 
tion, monopoly, association, and corporation. 
Debt is an unmeasured evil. To the individual it is an incubus, 
destroying all the springs of human happiness, all generous effort, 


; making life’s pathway hopeless, and exposing to temptations which 
May 1, 1881, five perdata EAE stare Sh ee 508. 440.350 | National debt is equally or more destructive in its tendencies and 
July 1, 1881, six percents.. . 823,000 | pernicious in its effects—possibly with this difference, a national debt 


The Secretary of the Treasury recommends “that authority be 
given at the present session of Congress to issue, sell, and dispose of 
at not less than par in coin 4 pa cent, bonds of the description set 
forth in the act of July 14, 1870, and nanding persion of the 
description set forth in the act of February 26, , with like quali- 
ties, privileges, and exemptions to the extent necessary to redeem the 
kanis thus fallin g due as above described.” 

In opposing kha suggestion and recommendation of the honorable 
Secretary of 8 permit me to say the whole nis rec- 
ognizes the validity and binding force of this national debt. There 
is no disposition among the hing poe ph wang classes to repudiate 
directly or indirectly our national obligations. No patriot will en- 
tertain for one moment a proposition which, if consummated, would 
disturb the moral and business relations of this country for unnum- 
bered generations. For the Government to prove recreant to its 
P and actin bad faith toward its creditors would tend more to 
unsettle and destroy all legal and moral obligations among the peo- 
ple—those obligations which bind men to men, and which bind the 
citizen to the government—than war with all itsdesolating and demor- 
alizing influences could accomplish, Civilized society is based upon 
confidence in our fellow-men, and the government which repudiates 
its debts must e its example to influence its entire mass of citi- 

nship—undermining the very pillars upon which society is resting 
and erang upon 3 a stain never to be erased. It is won- 
derful how faith on the part of a government in all ages of our 
civilization has affected the subjects and citizens of that 
There are innumerable instances in European history where govern- 
ments haveannihilated a portion of their public indebtedness, and not 
one * did not act most injuriously upon the great body of the 
people. 

presentative government is the exponent of the people repre- 
sented. Congress is or should be imply. the mouth-piece of the peo- 
le, and 1 75 out of the fullness of the great national heart should 
t speak. The mere suggestion that repudiation is possible in this 
country would demonstrate a state of public morals that would be 
alarming to the American patriot. 

We are morally as well as legally obliged to pay the bonded debt of 
thiscountry, Thecredit of the United States must be preserved at all 
hazards, because with nations, as with individuals, “a good name is 
more to be desired than riches,” and we cannot sacrifice reputation 
and honor by sacrificing those who have trusted the Government. 

We must meet these maturing bonds, and I think love of country 
and a due regard for the interest of the people require that we make 
arran ents to cancel them at the time their payment comes within 
the option of the Government or as soon thereafter as the surplus 
revenues of the country will permit. 

This debt is now within ourreach; it is payable, and I am opposed 
to placing it beyond our control for the next twenty years ne t- 
poning its final settlement for the next forty or fifty years. I am 
unchangeably opposed to making this debt a perpetual burden upon 
the tax-payers of this country, entailing upon this and coming gen- 
erations obligations which can and should be discharged now. 

There is no disguising the fact that this entire funding system, or 
rather this proposition to refund the public debt, looks to the per- 
petuity of that debt. There is aclass of moneyed men in this country 
who long have ga anger the counsels of the nation, whose pecu- 
niary gains and profits are to be subserved by the perpetuity of this 
immense funded debt. They have persuaded themselves that their 
individual interest, which is totally disconnected with the labor of 
the country,is the collective interest of our struggling, sweating, 
producing multitudes found in our factories, mines, workshops, and 
especially found on our farms throughout our widely extended coun- 
try. These men, whose entire annual incomes are derived from in- 
terest on dead OS are eapital which disappeared in our war expend- 
itures, and which interest is now simply a drain upon labor, are at- 
phog to perpetuate this drain by 
to the evils of a great national debt. 

In i! raters this debt they | ie mong the money power or the 
power of accumulated capital which now controls the polities, the 

i of commodities, the wages of labor, the relative str 
sections, and every movement and enterprise which advances or re- 


vernment. 


nding the producing classes 


is a “ society which is in debt to a tof itself,“ and the general 
a a part of this society is impoverished to enrich the cred- 
tor p 

The interest on this national debt of ours is a continual drain upon 
the labor of the country, sapping the profits of our industries and 
blocking the educational and commere 8 of our people. 

Since 1870 we have refunded to an amount which, at the reduced 
rates of interest, amounts to an annual drain for years of some 860, 
000,000, and when the entire interest-bearing debt shall have been 
refunded in 4 pee cent. bonds, we will have an annual interest o 
of about $72,000,000, and this reduced rate of interest will in 
sped amount to $2,880,000,000, and in fifty P bose the time advoca 

y some members of Congress for these bonds to run, the interest will 
amount to $3,500,000,000. 

This immense sum of money is to come from the labor of this country, 
and that only to disc the interest on a | ay oe nearly two- 
2 which must also be finally canceled by the earnings of 

T. 

Now add this annual drain for interest to the estimated expendi- 
tures exclusive of the sinking fund and you have an annual expend- 
iture of $223,000,000, which amount multiplied by forty, thè number 
of years contemplated by this refanding scheme, and you have the 
sum of $8,920,000,000, and if multiplied by fifty, the time ri by 
some, even at the rate of 3} per cent. you have the incalculable sum 
of from ten to eleven billions of dollars to be extracted from the labor 
of this country within the time specified. 

If there should be no war, no increased extravagance, no multiplied 
sinecures, no augmented 3 this is the amount which 
must be raised by taxation within the next ve years and at the 
above-mentioned rate of interest—all this exclusive of the principal 
of the national debt. 

We are told that the country will increase in wealth, and these 
figures should not alarm as. Macaulay, in defending the national 
debt and funding system of England, says of its opponents: 


life. Th that the debt Te A thas Ai — ell 
e. saw 6 de W. er Was W. 
as the debt. ‘hoy greatly overrated the ae they greatly Cndorrated the 
strength by which the was to be borne. 5 

Would it not have been well for this distinguished historian and 
men who sympathize in his views instead of speculating as to the 
weight and burden a nation can bear with p ing industries, to 
turn their attention to the possible removal of that weight and bur- 
den. Instead of testing the capacity of a country to bear taxation! 
rather seek to lessen re | equalize taxation. The question in view o; 
these startling figures just announced is not whether the United States 
can win wealth with this burden resting upon the shoulders of 
its laboring population, but rather how much would these States 
develop, what richer rewards would labor enjoy, and how much more 
8 7 55 would wealth be distributed. 

t is taxation? The annual income of a government consists of 
the united produce of its agriculture, manufactures, and commerce: 
Taxes are a certain proportion of the annual income levied for the 
public service. In other words, ey are a certain proportion of the 
income of the laborer, the farmer, the merchant, and manufacturer, 
abstracted for the use of the Government. The portion of income the 
different classes can appropriate to this purpose without creating na- 
tional poverty and misery is limited. If taxation be carried beyond 
this limit, the necessaries of life of the laboring classes will be abridged; 
the protits of trade and agriculture will be so far reduced that ca ital 
will diminish or cease to be employed or transferred to countries where 
it will be more productive. If the amount of money abstracted from 
our producing games by taxation could remain in their hands, then 
the incomes of producers would be increased, the profits of the farmer, 
merchant, and manufacturer would be augmented, their capital in- 
creased, and the means of creating employment extended. Tax-pay- 
ing is nothing more or less than the industrious giving a portion of 
their poses for the maintenance of government. In this case of 
refunding the national debt, it is compelling the industrious to give 


nearly eighty millions’ worth of their produce per annum for the main- 


of | tenance of the bondholders. 


The continuance of the debt at this time means the perpetuity of 
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the debt. It has been boldly ayowed by some of the advocates of 
this scheme that their object is to perpetuate this interest-bearing 
debt, as it would afford in this country a safe investment for the sav- 
ings of the people. Where is the nation that ever adopted the fund- 
si esi which has to any considerable extent ever diminished its 

ublic debt; which has not gone on increasing that debt; which 
ka not on trivial occasions borrowed money and encouraged extrav- 
agance; which has not found therein an incentive to war and ter- 
ritorial aggrandizement, a stimulant for centralized powers and the 
curtailment of the liberties of the people ? 

In England, from the Conquest to the accession of Charles II there 
was no national debt. They paid their or In the reign of William 
III the national debt commenced. England’s distinguished statesmen 
had been attracted to the fundin, sys m by the example of Holland. 
“On the 15th of December, 1692, the House of Commons resolved itself 
into a committee of ways and means. Somers took thechair. Montague 
proposed to raise a million by way of loan; the proposition was on 

roved, and it was ordered that a bill should be brought in. e 
detalle of the scheme were much discussed and modified; but the 
principle appears to have been popular with all parties. The mon- 
eyed men were 8 to have a good opportunity of investing what 

ey had hoard: The landed men, hard-pressed by the load of tax- 
ation, were ready to consent to anything for the sake of present ease. 
On the 20th of January the bill was read a third time, carried up to 
the Lords by Somers, and by them without any amendment.” 
By this memorable law new duties were imposed on beer and other 
liquors, and these additional taxes were mortgaged for the payment 
of the loan. 

Thus the funding system or mortgaging of taxes was favorably 
considered and the debt has gone on increasing in the until 
in 1879the debt of Great Britain and Ireland amounted to £730,000,000 
and the debt of the whole empire was about £966,250,000. 

The interest on the permanent debt of Great Britain and Ireland has 
during the present century amounted to more than two thousand millions 
of pounds. iscoupled with the other annual expenditures has pushed 
taxation to its limits in that kingdom; has and is driving hundreds 
of thousands of its producing classes as emigrants to other countries ; 
has for all time saddled upon the industries of England a moneyed. 
vee pon ree ABE gana a egislation, owning its estate, its stocks, 
and conso 

The hope of paying this debt has long departed from the mind of 
every 1 e laborer, and every English aristocrat is prepared with 
a plausible argument to show that a great national debt is a great 
national blessing. 

These facts and inferences apply to all the European governments. 
Spain, with its national debt of £500,000,000, now bankrupt and pros- 
trated ; Austria owing £336,000,000; Italy, £400,000,000; Russia, an 
interest-bearing debt of L 420,000, 000. The practice of funding has 

adually enfeebled every State which has adopted it, and I would 
inquire if it is likely that in the United States alone a practice which 
has brought either weakness or desolation into every other country 
should prove altogether innocent. Is it probable that the system of 
borrowing money and refunding for an almost indefinite time, which 
in all other countries has established a “money power” which has tyran- 
nized over and enslaved the laboring classes, should discriminate in 
favor of this Federal Government? The continuance of this debt will 
for forty or fifty years longer divert that amount of capital from the 
productive industries ofthe country. We must increase our agricult- 
ural and manufactured products, We must eee our markets. We 
must provide for an ever-growing population. e must enrich the 
finest domain that ever blessed a people. Let us not then lock up in 
non-productive bonds this immense capital. 

The continuance of this debt will for forty years longer exempt 
this vast capital from State and municipal taxation, thus increasing 
the burdens of labor. To-day your farmer must pay an ad valorem 
tax tothe State government dg his agricultural implements. That 
humble home where. nestles the virtue, the patriotism, the strength, 
and glory of your Government is taxed, with all its surroundings; 
but your millionaire, who invests his fortune in your securities an 
never contributes a dollar to the wealth of the country, lives exempted 
from the necessity of supporting the State and municipal govern- 
ments which protect his life and property. 

To continue this debt is to continue for forty years longer the mis- 
erable revenue systems which now oppress our people. Ta addition 
to the tariff upon imported articles of consumption, which is oppress- 
ive in many of its details and should be modified, you lay your heavy 
hand upon our own industries, especially upon our agricultural indus- 
tries, by taxing whisky and tobacco. To collect these unjust revenues 
you cover the country with a swarm of hungry officials who incite riot 
and strife, who frequently arrest the innocent and subject them to 

innumerable annoyances and heavy personal expense. ese outra- 
geous revenue laws can never be repealed so long as this national debt 
remains. We have labored diligently to reduce appropriations, and 
have succeeded in some measure, but with the single exception of the 
reduction of the tax on manufactured tobacco, where is the burden 
that has been lightened or the duty that has been remitted? I boldly 
assert that we cannot, to any considerable extent, reduce taxation. 
These burdens must continue, and the holders of these bonds, for 
whose benefit the tax is levied, will continue to impose it upon our 
agricultural industries. 


judice 


This debt is a national irritant. Itisasectionalirritant. It is not 
only held almost entirely in our great northern money centers, but it 
is a constant reminder of sectional war. Why did you wisely decide 
to strike from your flags the names of the battle-fields of the late 
war? Because they would remind us of strife and fraternal blood- 
shed. Because their continuance would tend to transmit to the next 
generation memories which should be buried with this generation. 

We want no sectional irritant. We must have a union of hearts. 
We must be one in fact as we are in name, This sectional estrange- 
ment is blasting this beautiful land. Nature designed us to be an in- 
divisible Union. We are linked ther for all time, and to continue 
this sectional irritant now means we intend to make it an heredi- 
tary irritant. Its continuance makes perpetual the national banking 
system. This banking system is founded upon this debt. The funding 
and banking systems mutually sustain each other; they areinseparable, 
and you cannot strike down the one until you cancel and discharge 
the other. These banks, as the embodiment of the money-power, 
have instigated all the measures of contraction of the currency which 
have crushed labor in this country. They are rapidly becoming in 
this Government the power which is greater than the Government. 
Their continuance means the continuance of a centralized money in- 
fluence, which will spread more extensively from year to year its 
destructive agencies oanh all the political machinery of the Gov- 
ernment, and which will in the end hazard, if it does not destroy, the 
liberties of the people. 

In 1871, when refunding of the national debt commenced, these 
banks held nearly four hundred millions of the 5 and 6 per cent. 
bonds, and from that date to the present time they have held more 
than one-fifth of the interest-bearing debt of the United States. One 
of these banks in New York last year, by handling 4 per cent. bonds, 
is said to have paid 120 per cent. dividends and carried half a million 
to its surplus account. Here is their power. Here is their connec- 
tion with this debt. } 

The Comptroller of the Currency says in his last report: “The 
credit of the Government is now such that it is not improbable that 
before the 4 per cent. bonds mature the present debt may be refunded 
into 3} per cent. bonds.” Here is the intimation that when thirty 

elapse this debt must be continued indefinitely for the benefit 
of this moneyed corporation, or made perpetual, so as to fasten for 
all time upon our people this corrupting agency. 2 

There is a provision in the present bill which intimates that this 
refunding scheme is looking to the continuance of this banking sys- 
tem. From and after the Ist day of July, 1880, the 3} per cent. 
bonds authorized by the act are to be the only bonds receivable as 
security for national-bank circulation ; that is, the bonds having the 
2 time to run and which, from their low rate of interest, will 
be least likely to excite popular objection. Reconcile the people to 
the system by the flattering unction that they pay a low rate of in- 
terest to enable these corporations to coin fortunes; remove the pre- 
against banks by removing opposition to a national debt! 
The Comptroller also, quoting the sounge of a former Secretary 
of the Treasury, says,“ these banks will be a firm anchorage to the 
Union of States.” They can only anchor the States to a centralized 
aristocracy destructive of all liberty. These banks anchor the States 
to this Union! Yes, sir, like the piratical craft, with its black flag 
and heavy guns, bearing down upon a rich, unarmed East Indiaman, 
as soon as the Ishmaelite of the high seas comes within grappling 
distance of that rich freight the grappling-irons are fastened into 
its sides and it is held firmly until robbery, plunder, and spoliation 
have done their work, and then the despoiled ship is left to float away 
a helpless and worthless thing, the sport of wind and wave. So these 
banks will anchor the States to this Union; they will thrust their 
2 and mone influences into the sides of these States and 

ld them steady until their labor and productions, their lands and 
houses—all their wealth—become a sacrifice acceptable to this money 


wer. 

This national debt is Pandora’s box, from which already proceed un- 
numbered evils, political and social, ublic and private, and these 
must increase in number as they multiply their power for mischief. 

If refunding was n , of course I would “y rt the measure 
which contemplates the lowest rate of interest. ave no doubt a 
bond of 3} per cent. can be sold by the Government. The present 
premium upon the 4 per cent. bonds and the immense profits made b 
the national banks in disposing of them, and the great readiness wit 
which the certificates were sold, all prove that a bond as provided 
for in the committee’s bill can be sold at par. Even if that bond was 
made a five-forty bond instead of a twenty-forty bond, the supply 
would not equal the demand for safe and permanent securities. 

But, sir, I am opposed to every description of an interest-bearing 
debt in this Government. An interest-bearing debt always takes the 
form of a permanent loan, and a permanent loan, I repeat, is nothing 
but a mortgage upon the wealth and industry of the country. It is 
the only form of indebtedness by which heavy and durable incum- 
brance can be laid upon the country. 

It may be asked, what would the Government do in times of war 
or when sudden and unexpected emergencies demanded large and 
unprovided-for expenditures? I answer, I would meet those expend- 
ditures by using the credit of the Government, without interest. I 
would do as this Government did during the late civil war—meet the 
necessities of the Government by issuing legal-tender United States 
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notes. You sent your agents to Europe to sell your interest-bearing 
bonds and you received in payment therefor 88 own paper cur- 
rency. You sold your bonds to the citizens of this country and re- 
ceived in payment your legal-tender notes. You met every demand 
upon the resources of the country with these notes. You paid your 
soldiers with these notes. You purchased your ordnance and com- 
missary stores with these notes. You met your entire civil and mil- 
itary lists of expenditures with this paper currency. It was the 
promise of the Government to pay, without interest, that carried you 
successfully and carts ee through the late war. That flag 
floats there above your head to-day the emblem of a great nation in 
response to the power of the greenback. 

It was valuable because it was the pledged faith of the nation, and 
it was especi in demand because it was by act of Congress a legal 
tender for all dues both public and private. Your Supreme Court 
decided that it was a constitutional act which made these notes a 
legal tender, and I am persuaded that while it remains an incorrupt- 
ible court it will never reverse that decision. 

Whence comes this clamor against our paper currency, that Con- 

has no constitutional power in time of peace to ize asa 
egal tender that which the Constitution ts and authorizes as 
such in times of war? Where is the constitutional authority for say- 
ing that Congress can make nothing but gold and silver a legal ten- 
der either in peson or war? Statesare prohibited from making “ any- 
thing but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts;” but 
the e eee e, in all matters relating to finance is sovereign 
within constitutional limitations, and to “coin money and regulate 
the value thereof” is clearly one of its granted powers. 

No, sir, it is the legal-tender character of the United States notes 
which keeps them at par with gold and silver; abrogate that char- 
acter and the advocates of the proposition know that their wish to 
render them worthless becomes an accomplished fact; they know 
that it is equivalent to their retirement, that it is a practical con- 
traction of the currency to the extent of $346,000,000, a contraction 
which drives the laboring-man back to beggary, cripples all our in- 
dustries, arrests all enterprise, and throws a cloud over the future of 
our country. 

What did this Government gain by the creation of this enormous in- 
terest-bearing debt? For, as I have stated, the success of the Govern- 
ment was achieved by its paper currency, and not by its bonds. What 
benefits have accrued to the country? I answer, you have built up a 
moneyed class to feed and fatten on the laboring class. You have ex- 
posed the legislation of the country to the corrupting influences of this 
moneyed class. You have diverted millions of capital from the pro- 
ductive industries of the country, and converted that capital into a 
stationary and inactive investment fund. You have also established 
a banking system by these bonds which is ruinous to our industries 
through their power to expand or contract the volume of the cur- 
rency. 

You demonetized silver and made gold a single standard of values 
in response to the clamor of these bondholders, thereby bringing on 
a panic in our financial affairs which impoverished the world to the 
amount of unnumbered billions, 

All this you have accomplished because you did not rely during 
the conduct of the war upon the credit of the Government without in- 
terest. 

Having created this bonded debt, what shall we do with it? Pay 
it. When? Now as far as we are able, and the whole as soon and 
as rapidly as the resources of the Government will permit. In what 
= 5 money will you pay this debt? In coin, as the law requires. 

ow 

First. By cutting off all unn expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. We must never forget that it is the excess of revenue above 
expenditure which is the only real sinking fund by which public debts 
can be discharged. The increase of the revenues and the diminution 
of expenses are the only means by which this sinking fund can be 
enlarged. We must remember that the payment of a great debt like 
this implies self-denial, retrenchment, and economy. Extravagant 
salaries must be reduced; sinecure positions must be abolished; the 
swarm of idle officials about these two Houses of Congress must be 
put to work or sent home. The multitudes which crowd the Govern- 
ment Departments must be tangis that more work and less pay are the 
requirements of the future. e must have no more roving commis- 
sions, no more itinerating committees for investigation, which com- 
mittees are frequently created to provide for clerks, messengers, re- 
porters, and traveling expenses for pleasure-seekers. We must have 
no more subsidies; no more arrearages of pensions or bills for the 
equalization of bounties. Economy must be practiced everywhere, 
until this 8 upon the income of the Government is satisfied. 

Second. By the unlimited coi of standard silver dollars. The 
Director of the Mint reports that the total production of the precious 
metals in this country for the year 1579 was $79,712,000, of which 
$38,900,000 was gold and $40,812,000 silver. He also says that on the 
31st of last October there was in the country coin and bullion to the 
amount of $481,691,069, of which only $126,009,537 was silver. He also 
says ek DY the 30th of next June the metallic circulation of this 
country will have swollen to over $600,000,000. 

Now, I submit that a country producing this vast metallic treasure 
every year, and with mines which promise to be inexhaustible for 
generations to come, should find no difficulty in discharging at ma- 


turity a debt of $782,000,000 in coin. The t obstacle is not a 
scarcity of the precious metals, but an unwillingness on the part of 
the Government, moved and instigated by the money power, to recog- 
nize silver on a debt-paying equality with gold. 

The remonetization of silver has been a wonderful factor in the 
revival of business throughout the country. Conjoined with the 
large influx of gold from Europe, it has sent joy and gladness through- 
out the land. It has brightened homes which were enshrouded in 
darkness. It has lifted some of our industries out of the “slough of 
despond,” and started the whole nation once more in the race for 
wealth and power. 

Did I not hear it asserted on this floor during the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress that if silver was remonetized all the gold in the country would 
be driven out by the baser metal, silver? But the very moment you 
retouched and revivified the old coin, like a magnet of immense attractive 
power it drew gold from the four quarters of the earth, and emptied 
it in your coffers. Did I not hear it asserted that if you remonetized 
silver that your bonds would come back from Europe, and the credit 
of the Government would sink below par? But the moment the 
dollar of our fathers “ was rescued from the grave where the bond- 
holders had buried it, your bonds advanced in price, and the four per- 
cents could not supply the demands in Europe and the United States. 
False prophets! How can they have the effron to croak their 
evil predictions now that honest men are asking for the unlimited 
coinage of silver? We are told by these croakers that the free coinage 
of silver would soon reduce its current value to its bullion value, and 
thus establish a single silver standard, and that to prevent this it is 
necessary for the Government to hold in its vaults the great body of 
silver coin. 

Now, I submit that it is the debt-paying value of silver which con- 
stitutes its current or money value and not its commercial value which 
will keep it on an equality with gold. So long as the law-making 
power of the United States decrees that a silver dollar of 4124 grains 
is equivalent to the gold dollar in discharging a debt of one hundred 
cents, so long will this dollar of the Constitution, this dollar of “ our 
fathers,” be on an N viik gold. Then coin it to the extent of 
your mint capacity. en, if necessary, increase your mint capaci 
80 that all the silver bullion which can be purchased by the 8 
ment may be converted into coin by which we can cancel our national 
indebtedness. There never was a greater fraud perpetrated upon the 

roductive classes of any country than the demonetization of silver 
the American 3 and 1 hope and believe that by its com- 
plete restoration to the position assigned it in the Constitution the 
silver dollar will yet be the t coin which will free us from debt, 
elevate and enrich our laboring classes, and make our vast territo 
the happy and prosperous home of millions of freemen. Why sho 
we wait for an international ment on a common ratio between 
gold and silver? Why should we wait for all countries to establish 
a bimetallic money when our commercial and agricultural resources 
not only authorize and capacitate us to be a “law unto ourselves,” 
but in some measure to dictate financial laws to the civilized world. 
I repeat, coin this silver in unlimited quantities, and for every $10 
or the multiple thereof thus coined issue your certificate, and there- 
with pay this debt, or if the bondholder prefers it, let him have the 
coin represented by this certificate. Then require the Secre of 
the Treasury to exchange legal-tender notes for silver bullion so long 
as it can be purchased at or below par. I am willing to admit that 
resumption of specie payments is nominally a success and we must 
maintain it. The country is pleased with the fallacious thought that 
we have a convertible currency, and we must not interfere with the 
pleasing reflection. But since resumption commenced one year ago 
we are informed by the Secretary of the Treasury that only $11 678 
of United States notes have been presented forredemption. The peo- 
ple care nothing for specie; they would rather have the simple promise 
of the Government to pay than to be weighted down with gold and 
silver. But we must sustain this nominal resumption; preserve this 
equality, this imaginary convertibility; and so long as bullion can be ' 
purchased at par with legal-tender notes so long is the equality of 
the two maintained, and resumption of specie payments is a success- 
5 f the T. be required h 
„let the retary of the Treas required to use the sur- 
pine poll and silver coin now REREPAN in the Treasury and that 
which may hereafter accumulate there for the purchase of these 
bonds. We are informed that at this time there is gold and silver 
coin and bullion in the United States Treasury to the amount of 
$225,133,558. Of this sum let 25 per cent. of the outstanding legal- 
tenders, or $86,000,000,remain in the Treasury for redemption parposess 
and that will enable us at this time to apply $139,000,000 of this specie 
toward the cancellation of thisfunded debt. We are told that specie 
to the amount of 40 per cent. of the United States notes must be re- 
tained for the redemption of those notes; but I submit that, in view 
of the fact that only about eleven millions were needed during the 
last twelve months for redemption, there is no probability that a ran 
will be made upon the Treasury for many generations to come to the 
amount of 25 per cent. of our loga Ennen No, sir, there should 
not be an idle dollar or a surplus dollar in the Treasury of the United 
States. An idle dollar in a free, representative government is worse 
than an idle brain; surplus money there is worse than a thousand in- 
active hands. It becomes a corruption fund“ capable of incalcu- 
lable mischief, and besides is a ble demonstration of oppression 
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and fraud on the part of the Government toward the tax-payers. 
Hoarding gold and silver when we owe 81,996,414, 905 and paid inter- 
est last year to the amount of $101,453,118 ! 

I assert, sir, that this maturing debt can all be discharged within 
the next ten years. The t increase of our revenues over the esti- 
mates, as submitted by the Secretary, and the probability that they 
will continue to increase as the country grows under the present 
prosperity, authorizes us to assert that from the excess of revenues 
over our expenditures under an economical administration of the 
Government we can cancel this debt without increasing taxation or 
the io inflation of our paper currency beyond an equality with gold 
and silver. 

Instead of reducing interest only 1 and 2 per cent., which is valu- 
able and desirable, and making that a 3 excuse for perpetu- 
ating this debt, I desire to wipe out all this interest, amounting on 
these maturing bonds to over $40,000,000 per annum, and apply the 
money thus saved to the , een of the remaining portion of 
the national debt. Thus within the next quarter of a century the 

resent generation can settle its own accounts, adjust and b. ce 

ts books, and transmit this splendid estate of liberty and wealth, of 
power and intelligence, unencumbered to its posterity. 

The dream of ancient empire never conceived the power and glory 
of such a government as this. Cyrus, Alexander, and Augustus Cesar 
are all dwarfed when their thrones are compared with this heritage 
of popular liberty. Modern European nations, with their dissevered 
territory, their distant provinces, their vast standing armies, their 
pauper population, their intolerable burdens, their effete political 
systems, their fully developed resources, Shita] no future, they all, 
separately and collectively, shrink beside this last western home of 
civilization., Like the sun coming out from his eastern chambers 
and prepared in strength and beauty to run his race, so this coun 
is preparing for its future. We have only witnessed the dews an 
clouds of its morning hours. Weare upon the threshold of the inner 
temple. Our posterity are to reap the promised rewards. Let us 
labor for those who are to come rt us, and as money is one of the 

d agencies in building and garnishing this home of unborn mill- 
ions, let us take the capital now invested in these bonds and put it to 
work among the people in mines, in factories, in workshops, in rail- 

in ships, in grain and cotton fields, in schools and pac, et Hr 
all the thoroughfares of business, and thus make our country all that 
enlightened statesmanship could suggest, all that an intelligent pa- 
triotism could seek after or desire. 

Mr. FRYE. While following to-day immediately the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. FELTON, ] it is not for the Le oars of undertaking 
to reply to his argument. There are many things in the very able 
ey which he has just made that excite my earnest commendation. 

congratulate him upon his fidelity to governmental integrity, upon 
his eloquence, and able recognition of the fact that a nation must be 
anation of integrity if it ezpadu its public men to be men of integ- 
Bock Icongratulate the gentleman from Georgia also that he is almost 
although not altogether a hard-money man. I congratulate him, too, 
that he is almost persuaded to be a republican, although not quite. 

I purpose rather to reply, to a certain extent, to the able speech of 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 

, FERNANDO Woop, ] delivered in this House a few days since. 

o not join issue with the gentleman’s argument so far as it is strictly 
confined to the pending bill. I recognize him as the leader of that 
side of the House, as the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means. I recognize him, too, as a hard-money democrat, a very re- 
markable species in modern days; but I also recognize the fact that 
while his speech was sound almost entirely, yet he found it abso- 
Iutely n as ademocrat and the leader of that side of the House, 
to scatter through it democratic poison. 

I do not join issue with the gentleman from New York on the bill 
which, under the instructions of the Committee on Ways and Means,, 
he has reported to this House so far as its main features are concerned. 
In the proposition to issue a 3} per cent. bond, payable in twenty 
years, I concur with the majority of the committee. 

I was ag recat in favor of the first proposition of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FerNaNDO Woop] to issue a 35 per cent. bond, 
payable in fifty years. I believe that a bond like that would be 


HY sought as a means of making permanent investment of idle 
capital, and that it could be floated easily at gor The whole amount 
to be invested would not be over $500,000,000, and the payment of 


that amount, it seems to me, might well and reasonably be postponed 
even to the extent of fifty years. But we were overruled by the com- 
mittee, and for reasons which the gentleman from Georgia lias, to a 
certain extent, given to this House to-day. 

Many gentlemen on the committee are opposed to perpetuating, as 
they call it, the debt of the United States; opposed to binding upon 
the people a burden which will last for fifty years. They drew vivid, 
beautiful, and refreshing pictures of the magnificent prosperity of 
our country, of the hamming wheels of industry, of the busy men and 
women, of the great iron and steel works, of expanding railroads and 
80 on, assuring us that with this superabundant prosperity, within 
less than thirty years, the whole debt would inevitably be paid. 

I believe that the picture of prosperity which they drew is un- 
doubtedly a true one. And, oh! it is refreshing to see certain gentle- 
men 8 these beautiful pictures of the country under resumption 
who painted such horrible daubs of dismay, destruction, despair, an 


death but a month or six weeks before resumption took place, pro- 
phetic of what was to happen if there ever should be such a thing 
in fact as resumption. I recognize with joy this renewed n 
of the country; I am glad to see it back again; I hope it will stay. 
sanguine predictions? What do 
these gentlemen think? Do they suppose that the balance of trade 


But does history justify any such 


will be in our favor for thirty successive years? Does the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. FELTON] oe that there is to be an Irish famine 
every year for thirty years? Does he suppose that there are to be 
short crops in Europe for thirty years? Does he suppose that God 
will smile upon this country, and give us abounding crops every year 
for thirty years? Does he apres that there are to be no panics, no 
business depressions, no hard times within the next thirty years? 
Does he suppose that even if prosperity lasts there are to be no ex- 
traordinary expenditures in this great Republic induced by this good 
fortune? Are there to be no wars and no rumors of wars? 

Is the old ship of state to enjoy calm seas and favorable winds? 
Are there to be no rocks, no lee shores, and no tempests ? 

_ It seems to me that history warrants no such conclusion, and I be- 
lieve that in fifty years from to-day, whether we continue prosperous 
or not, we shall find that it would have been a safe thing to have 
funded five hundred millions of our present debt at 34 per cent. in- 
terest. Yet, degre | to the gentlemen on the committee, I gave u 
that proposition, and submitted to and voted for the one con 
in the pending bill. Yet the gentleman from Georgia says that the 
bill ought not to be passed. y not? Because the rate of interest 
is too high? No; he that the rate of interest, 3} cent., is 
75 a he contends the bill ought or to be we 
ought not to postpone the payment of this debt twenty years. Wh. 
Mr. Chairman, are we to pay this debt in twenty seh ? Is it pos- 
sible for us to pay it in twenty years, and relieve the people 
burdens which the gentleman from Georgia so earnestly prays they 
may be relieved from? No man hopes for that unless you resort to 
that c: scheme of setting the printing-presses to work and paying 
the debt in irredeemable paper money. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman pardon a brief question? Are 
we not now paying the debt at a rate which would extinguish it in 
a great deal less than twenty years, and without “setting the print- 
1 ag to work?” 

. WARNER. In less than ten years, 

Mr. KELLEY. Less than twenty years, I put it. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] 
in his carefully prepared h says, that during the od from 
1875 to 1879, inclusive, we have increased the debt. If that is true, 
I ask how long it will take to pay the national debt? 

Mr. KELLEY, That is not an answer to my question. I aver that 
at the rate at which wo have paid that debt in this fiscal year, when 
people are not especially complaining of heavy taxation, it will dis- 
ap in fifteen years. 

. FRYE. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt it is true that if the 
rate at which we have been Paying the public debt within the last 
six months should be continued for twenty years, it will pay the debt. 
But is there a man on this earth so crazy as to believe that the pros- 
perity of the last six months is to last for twenty years? 

Mr. KELLEY. Will not the payments of this fiscal year diminish 
the permanent interest fund more than $3,000,000 and give us that 
amount of money with which to buy bonds next year? 

Mr. FRYE. But does not the gentleman know that the 
balance of trade is changing? Is the famine to last next year? Are 
the short 7 in Europe to continue? 

Mr. KELLEY rose. 

Mr. FRYE. I am not putting these questions to the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I thought you were. I rose to answer them. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam p ing in my speech I am answering very 
much that I have heard the gentleman say heretofore. I like the 
% 5. spirit of the gentleman. He has received new light within 
the last year and a half; and it is a glorious light; it makes his face 
shine now like that of an angel though a year and a half ago in the 
17 oi approaching resumption it looked like that of the devil. 

ughter. 
Mr. KELLEY. Because all my prophecies have been confirmed. 
With the stoppage of the cancellation of greenbacks and the remon- 
etization of silver the period of depression is ended and our prosper- 
ity has made a “boom” throughout the world. The irean liaa ers 
and the silver men have redeemed the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Have they increased the number of bush- 
els of corn to the acre or the number of potatoes to the hill? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Speaker, I am inclined to think I will not under- 
take now to reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The gentle- 
55 from Georgia, as I was saying, insists that this debt must be paid 

fore; that you must not put off the payment for twenty years. He 
forgets that ten years from now we have bonds becoming redeemable, 
which we can take care of with our surplus revenue until the twenty- 
year bonds become redeemable; and it will occupy our full time and 
the full extent of our resources to do this. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there is another proposition in 
this bill which ought to be amended. I believe an original proposi- 
tion of mine was that there should be provided a short bond with 
which to bridge over the ten years between now and the time when 
the 44 per cent. bonds are redeemable. That proposition commended 


1880. 
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itself to the committee; and this bill provides for a short bond to take 
care of about $250,000,000. This is a short bond redeemable after two 

The rate of interest which it seemed to me this bond should 
838 4 per cent. Why 4 per cent. when the other bonds are to 
bear 3} per cent? Because it is well known to all financiers, I be- 


lieve—it is ed by them all, at any rate—that a long bond at 3} 
per cent. is better than a short bond at the same rate of interest. I 
think the gentleman from New York izes this principle of 
finance in speech which I have bfore me. 

Now, sir, if we could sell a 3} pet cent. twenty-year bond at par 
and no more, can we sell for refunqin 1 a 34 per cent. two- 

ear bond? I believe not; Iam id not; and therefore I would 
daats to see that short bond amended and made a 3.65 or 4 per cent. 
Another thing, Mr. Speaker. Our bill, as I believe it is reported to the 
House, restricts the Secretary of the to exchanging these 
bonds. I believe that ought not to be. I believe it will absolutely 
prevent his success in refunding with these short bonds at any rate, 
and he ought by an amendment to the bill to have the right to sell 
and buy others with the proceeds of the sale. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him on 
that point? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARLISLE. According to my construction of this bill the 
Secretary of the Treas’ ill not be permitted to sell any of these 
bonds for money before the maturity of the outstanding bonds which 
are to be refunded, but during that time can only exc on cer- 
tain terms specified in the bill. But after the maturity of the out- 
standing bonds he can sell these bonds for money, and with that 
money redeem the matured bonds. 

Mr. FRYE. I may be Prong but my recollection is that he is only 
authorized to exchange. If the gentleman is correct, it still seems to 
me that he ought to be empowered to sell and anticipate the time when 
ba A would become redeemable. 

r. CARLISLE, I will not interrupt the gentleman further. 
Mr. FRYE. In other particulars I do not know that I have any 
ment with the Committee on Ways and Means in relation to 
this bill which has been reported. Is vote for the bill; I shall 
vote for it in the belief that it will prove a success, and that the 
bonds within the coming two years will be refunded at this low rate 
of interest. 

And, sir, I believe this country in the next one hundred years will 
not see a time when the rate of interest will be lower than 34 pe 
cent. There is, sir, a“ -pan ” in interest as well as in everything 
else, and I believe when we struck 34 per cent. we struck that “ hard- 
pe Lam aware, sir, that England puts its consols upon the mar- 

et bearing 3 cent, interest, but I am not aware they ever sold 
one of them at par except one single issue of a very small amount, 
and I believe the interest to-day costs England at least 34 per cent. 
I am aware that France put se the market 3 per cent. bonds, but 
Lam equally aware they sold down to sixty cents on the dollar, and 
that the average rate of interest to-day is at least 5 per cent. on 
French bonds, counting the discount. e can improve on France, 
but I shall be entirely content if in this matter of interest we stand 
side by side with England. 

I desire now, Mr. Speaker, eee to call attention to portions of 
the h—and it is an exceedingly able one —of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] where I do join issue with him. 


On pago 6 of his printed speech, which I have before me, he gives a: 
table sho 


wing the amount of unmatured interest-bearing bonds out- 
standing; and then, right at the bottom of the table he says: 

The total debt, lese cash in the Treasury, on January 1, 1880, was $2,011,798,504. 

Then he adds, and I want these words to be marked: 

It will be seen that there has been no reduction of the debt in the past five years, 
both the debt and the interest charge having been in ; this has not been 
caused by any extraordinary demands upon the Treasury. 

Again, farther down: 

But, from erroneous policy or some other cause, the national obligations have 
been increased, alth the rate of taxation has been rigidly adhered to. 

Now, what does the gentleman from New York mean by that? Does 
he mean a play upon the words “debt” and “bonded debt?” Does 
he mean that the people of this country shall be deceived by that 
play upon words. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Does the gentleman desire an answer 
at this time? à 

Mr. FRYE. I do not. Does not the gentleman know that the debt 
of the country has been decreased every 
is not one single year the debt has not been decreased? There may 
have been times when the bonded debt of the country has been in- 
creased. admit it. How could you sell $95,000,000 of bonds for 
resumption purpose without increasing the bonded debt? But your 
money drawn from them was in the ahas of the United States, 
and your net debt was no more. 

He does not say the bonded debt of the country has increased, but 
“the debt of the country has increased within the last five years.” I 
have received four letters within a week from my district, asking 
whether it was true, as the gentleman from New York stated, that 
the debt of the United States has been increased during the last five 
years, that is, from 1875 to 1879. Why, Mr. Speaker, I said a moment 
ago that the debt has been decreased every year since we 


year since 1866—that there 


upon its payment, and I will print the table in my speech, taken di- 
rectly from the Secretary’s books, conclusively showing this: 


Statement showing the amount of the principal of the public debt, (exclu- 
sive of accrued interest,) less cash in the Treasury, from its highest point, 
August 31, 1865, to March 1, 1880; with the annual reduction thereon. 


Reduction, 

o $2, 756, 431, 571 43 nani0ae 
D 2 636, 036, 163 84 | $120, 395, 407 59 
June 30, 1867.. 3 2, 508, 151,211 69 | 127, 884, 952 15 
June 30, 1868 2.480, 853,413 23 | 27, 297, 798 46 
June 30, 1869 2, 432, 71, 873 09 | 48, 081, 540 14 
June 30, 1870 2 331, 169, 956 21 101, 601, 916 88 
June 30, 1871 2 246, 994, 068 67 | 84, 175, 887 54 
ccc 2, 149, 780,530 35 97, 213, 538 32 
June 30, 1873.. 2 105, 462, 060 75 44, 318 469 60 
June 30, 1874. 2 104, 149,153 69 | 1, 319, 907 08 
June 30, 1875.. 2 090, 041, 170 13 14.107, 983 56 
June 30, 1878. 2.060, 925, 340 25 | 29. 115, 829 88 
June 30, 1877.. 2, 019,275, 431 37 41, 649, 908 88 
June 30, 1878 1. 999, 382, 280 45 109, 893, 150 92 
June 30, 1879. 1,996, 414,905 03 | 2, 967, 375 42 
1, 1880 1,977, 995, 433 81 | 18, 419, 471 22 

RAD cia ARENAEN S poceres 778, 436, 137 62 


Reference to this table shows that there has been a reduction from 
1875 to 1879, inclusive, and these are the years referred to by the gon- 
tleman from New York. There has been a decrease of 893,628. 
up to March 1, 1880, from the date the gentleman named, 1875, and 
up to February 1, of $112,045,737. 

Again he says in the same statement“ there haye been no extraor- 
dinary expenditures during that time.” I say to the gentleman from 
New York that there have been extraordinary expenditures, and I 
give here a table showing that there have been about $19,000,000 of 
extraordinary expenditures during that time covered by his state- 
ment: 


Extraordinary expenses during the fiscal years from 1875 to 1879, inclusive. 
1875: 

Awards to British claimants...... . . „ 4 $1, 929, 819 00 
Payment of interest on 3.65 bonds of District of Columbia 154 64 
Payment of indebtedness of District of Columbia ban 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers . - 911,505 12 
P — —— from th 8 or the eee 

ersons © ravages o; oa $ 
Observation of the transit of Venas —— 70. 
Special A arrian of seeds to sufferers from grasshopper ravages. 30, 


1876: 
Payment of interest on 3.65 bonds of District of Columbia 
1 


: 
Western and Atlantic Railroad of 8 I 
Payment of interest on 3.65 bonds of District of Columbia 


1878: 
Tribunal of arbitration at Geneva . „„ 
ee of interest on 3.65 bonds of District of Columbia 


Award to Great Britain by the Fisheries Commissi 
Arrears of pensions 
Sinking fund of Pacific railroads 
Completion of Washington Monument 
Education of the blind . 


SSS 88888 
88888883 
81883888888 


=l 
— 
— 


Now, I believe the people of this country are entitled to the facts. 
They are not to be bothered or deluded with this “debt and bonded 
debt,” this play upon words, this trifling with terms. A debt is a 
debt whether it is “bonded” or “unbonded and the debt of the 
country is precisely as I now have stated it. 

Again, I wish to call the attention of the country to page 8 of the 
gentleman’s speech, where he thinks the Secretary of the jury is 
considerably confused about the amount of bonds sold for resump- 
tion purposes. He gives a table showing the amount sold and cost 
of the same and the interest of the same, making the whole interest 
and the cost a certain sum; and on page 9, where he sums up his 
remarkable conclusions, “there has been $6,000,000 of the legal-ten- 
ders redeemed”—the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FELTON] says 
$11,500,000—“ which it has cost $13,408,744 to redeem. This was an 
5 operation.“ : 

am 3 surprised that so distinguished a 3 as 
the leader of the democratic side and chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means should permit that to go out to this country as a 
statement of facts. “Six millions of legal-tenders have been re- 
deemed at a cost of thirteen and a half millions of dollars.” Then, 
says the gentleman, “Is not this an expensive operation?” Why, the 

ntleman further on in his speech says “ resumption is a fixed i” 

her on he says “resumption was a necessity.” Further on he 
finds himself ‘entirely in accord” with resumption. Further on he 
says that “no man wants gold.” Why? “Because he knows he can 
get it.“ Ah, there is the secret. I say to the gontioman from New 
York if it cost Eroon to redeem $6,000,000 the moment men knew 
that they coul 


get it they did not present their bills for redemption 
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because the bills were better than the gold and more convenient for 
their purposes. But suppose that there had been only $13,000,000 in 

ldin the Treasury for resumption p s, does he suppose it would 
fate cost only $13,000,000 to redeem $6,000,000? Why the thirteen 
millions would have been drawn in a single day. Every man would 
have wanted gold, because it was not. 

Why, sir, that $13,000,000 has brought to this country the magnifi- 
cent condition and the extraordinary prosperity of to-day. That is 
what resumption has accomplished. That $13,000,000 has made the 

back of the country receivable at par in every great commer- 
cial center in all the wide world. That has brought about to a large 
extent the present financial standing of the country at home and 
abroad. That $13,000,000 has brought about this equalization be- 
tween gold and silver, national-bank notes, and greenbacks. And is 
ita heavy yose to pay? Does the gentleman think it has cost too 


much? he willing to concede that all the magnificent J bie opto 
of this country which has resulted from this has cost too dearly? 

Mr. W. R. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. FRYE. I cannot yield for a question now. 3 

Mr. WARNER. I would simply like to ask the gentleman if this 
is the whole cost of resumption, this $13,000,000 ? 

Mr. FRYE. That is what the gentleman from New York gave to 
be the cost up to the present time, including interests and all. He 
states the costs and says“ the Secretary is confused,” and that as a 
matter of fact over $105,000,000 of bonds were sold for resumption 
porpora, I point him to page 74 of the Finance Report of 1879. 

en I ask him to take the provisions of the first section of the re- 
sumption act, and what does he find? He finds that the Department 
is required to coin, as soon as practicable, small silver for the redemp- 
tion of fractional notes; and having no surplus revenues with which 
to buy the silver, there were sold at once 5 per cent. bonds in the 
amount of $15,215,500. In 1876 an additional amount of $2,278,650 
was sold, making in all $17,494,150. Subsequently there were sold to 
accumulate coin for the vpn ery of United States notes, of 4} 
per cent. bonds $65,000,000, and of 4 pee cent. bonds $30,500,000, 
including $5,500,000 rendered necessary by the ae of cash in 
the Treasury on account of 1 5 of the Hal award. This 
would make the amount of bonds sold under the resumption act 
$112,994,150; but of the amount sold for coin with which to redeem 
the legal-tender notes there were but $95,500,000, and of this $5,500,000 
was made necessary by the Halifax award payment, as before stated, 
a mistake of only ten millions of dollars made by the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee! 

I wish to call the attention of the House to another point made by 
the gentleman. He says: 

For the purpose of n the public credit at the commencement of the 
war and giving confidence to those who were disposed to become Government cred- 
itors, a so-called ‘‘ sinking fund” was established, which was immediately disre- 
garded, 4 5 by those who had created it, and which has been irregularly complied 


That is in the letter true; in the spirit, not so. The 7 on 
the debt have met the requirements of this sinking fund and exceeded 
them by $300,000,000. e amount of the sinking fund January 1, 
1880, computed with reinvestment at 6 per cent. per annum upon the 
total of the debt since January 1, 1866, would be itr tag while 
the amount actually paid on the debt is nearly $800,000,000. Now, if 
that is not a compliance with the requirements of the ankie fund 
in apas and more, too, then I do not understand what compliance 
may 

Again—now for a little of the gentleman’s democratic poison—he 
says: 

The Finance Report of 1865 states that the average interest on $1,725,000,000 of 
the debt was 6.62 per cent. The ment of the public debt from that period 
has not been the best that could have devised. 

That may be. Iam inclined to think that an omnipotent power 
perhaps might have devised a better way. But hear the conclusion: 

There has not been a stable policy founded on principles of enlightened states- 
manship. 

And yet in the same speech, coming from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, with a full chance of the completest investigation, the 
gentleman says: 

It is evident that the United States has far greater natural resources to meet its 
obligations than Great Britain or any other nation. 

And that, too, notwithstanding four years of the most dreadful war 
that ever visited any land on this earth and a debt in 1865 of almost 
$3,000,000,000, and no “stable,” “enlightened” policy financially. And 
the gentleman further says: 

She stands even now in the beginning of her national existence as the creditor 
nation of the world. All that is necessary to maintain supremacy is wisdom, cau- 
tion, and good faith. 

What a position to be attained to by this young Republic, which, 
according to the gentleman, has had no stable and enlightened finan- 
cial policy. Again: 

Our „ established on the best basis. It is recognized and admitted 


conservative investors in public funds who hazard nothin; 
and under no inducements. 1 e 


7 The rate of per cent., which is is a conservative propositi A 
its feasibility of successful . * ac 


And yet that has been accomplished without any stable or enlight- 
ened financial policy on the part of this Government! 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I cannot allow this opportunity to pass without 
calling the attention of the gentleman from New York and the coun- 
sy to our marvelous financial history of the last twenty years; nor 

thout claiming that a success unparalleled in the world’s experi- 
ence is largely due to the patriotism, fidelity, and steadfastness of 


the republican party. Like a rock it has stood firmly against the 
waves of folly, inflation, and repudiation, saving from their overflow 
the financial integrity of the nation. 

What does the record show? During the last democratic admin- 
istration, under the act of December, 1360, Treasury notes were issued 
and sold to the amount of $10,010,900, at a rate of interest from 6 to 
12 per cent., nearly five millions of them at 12 percent. Other offers 
were received ranging from 15 to 36 per cent., and refused. Under 
the act of February, 1861, a loan of twenty-five millions of United 
States sixes, on twenty years’ time, was offered, about eighteen and a 
half millions sold at a fraction over eighty-nine cents on the dollar, 
and the balance withdrawn. 

“So low had the credit of the Government fallen that the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in January, 1861, suggested to Congress, as a finan- 
cial resource, that the several States be asked, as security for the re- 
payani of any money the Government might find it necessary to 

rrow, to pledge the deposits received by them from the Government 
under the act for the distribution of the surplus revenues in 1836; 
the Secretary believing that a loan contracted on such a basis of 


security, superadding to the plighted faith of the United States that 
of the individual States, could hardly fail to be acceptable to capi- 


Before March, 1861, seven States had seceded; a confederate gov- 
ernment had organized; their president and vice-president had — 5 
elected; their congress had convened ; an army had been raised; Gen- 
eral Twiggs had surrendered United States troops in Texas; and a 
democratic President of the United States had impotently yielded, by 
the declaration that under our Constitution there was no power in Con- 
gress or elsewhere to coerce a seceded State. March 4, 1861, the re- 
publican p came into possession. Into possession of what? Of 
a diso: i dismembered Republic, with its forts, arsenals, navy- 
yards, soldiers, mints, custom-houses, and post-offices, seized by an 
enemy, without any efficient army, with its little 5 to 
the four corners of the earth, and with this bankrupt ury. But 
it was equal to the occasion. It raised a mighty army; equipped, 
supplied, and kept it in the field for four years; built and mann 

a navy great enough to blockade the whole southern coast. 

During the war it expended more than $4,000,000,000 obtained by 
taxing a willing people and borrowing from a cautious public, In 
1862 unpaid soldiers in the field and — — requisitions on the table 
of the Secretary of the Treasury compelled it to resort to the danger- 
ous expedient of eens ee notes. Then followed the acts 
of February and July, 1862, and of March, 1863 providing for the issue 
of four hundred and fifty millions of the well-known “ greenbacks.” 
Rapid depreciation followed, and the ter the depreciation the 

ter the necessity for more. What should be done? There was a 

ten path trodden by the world before. It was easy to take that, 

and the temptation was fearful to set again the printing presses at 

work and make the money so much required. But the republican 

party, with a sagacity such as the world had never seen re and 

a CO no nation or party had ever manifested, stopped, called a 
halt, and enacted into law its solemn declaration— 

Nor shall the total amount of United States notes issued or to be issued ever ex- 
ceed $400,000, 000, and such additional sum, not e no et as may be tem- 
porarily required for the redemption of the temporary loan. 

This declaration, made in the midst of distress, necessity, and almost 
overwhelming temptation, was the citadel of the financial integri 
of the Republic, and the assaults upon it have been frequent an 
fierce. There have been foes without always, sometimes weak friends 
within. The democratic party, denouncing the issue of these notes 
when they weren: to save the life of the nation, with a strange 
inconsistency has clamored at its gates for more when peace had been 
secured and safety made certain. An army of greenbackers, with 
banners, has assailed it. With ranks recruited from weak, vacillating, 
and disappointed 5 swollen to respectability in numbers 
by the unprincipled followers of a false light called democracy, it has 
made assault after assault. At one time there was weakness within 
the walls, and timid counsels threatened its overthrow, but shortly 
weakness succumbed to strength and timidity gave way before cour- 
age. Every assault from without has been repelled, every dan 
from within averted, and the financial et of the country has 
been preserved. The danger has passed, and now even a time-serv- 
ing democracy shouts vigorously for hard money—so vigorously that 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] charges it with treachery, 
and threatens its destruction. 

The “ greenback,” worth almost as much as gold the day it was 
first issued. 8 sinking in value until it fell to thirty-eight 
cents on a do r, through the fidelity, sagacity, and co of the 
republican party has appreciated until to-day it is receivable at par 

th gold in every commercial center of the world. is 


achievement is without a parallel in history. Fearful of the effect 
upon our credit of the issue of paper money with no provision for its 
redemption, the light of experience disclosing only repudiation in 
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the end, the republican party in Con February 22, 1862, wisely 
enacted what is now section 3694 of the Revised Statutes: 


Nec. 3694. The coin paid for duties on imported goods shall be set apart as a 
special fund, and shall be applied as follows: 
First. To the payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of the United 


States. 

Second. To the purchase or of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the United 
States. to be mada within each fecal year. which is to be eet apart as a sinking 
fund, and the interest of which shall in like manner be applied to the purchase or 

yment of the public debt, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to time 


t. 

Third. The residue to be paid into the Treasury. f X 

This was virtually a promise to pay interest on our bonds in coin, 
and to provide for 1 emana extinction of the principal in the same. 
This law, wise and healthy as it was, has met with a like experience 
to that of the limitation upon the issue of legal-tender notes. It has 
been reviled, execrated,and fiercely denounced. Piteous ap have 
been made in behalf of the greenback, “the savior of our liberties;” 
charges hurled at us that we have dishonored them by refusing our- 
selves to receive them for customs dues; specious pleas entered in 
every hamlet in the land that we, with the same hand that scattered 
them abroad, branded them with disgrace; anathemas proclaimed 
from every platform against us as the father who sends his own child 
into the world and stamps upon his brow the infamy of illegitimacy. 

Le tive attempts to destroy the validity of this statute have 
been uent, by requiring the receipt of legal-tender notes for cus- 
tomsdues, by authorizing the payment of interest on the public debt 
in the same, by an unlimited ə of irredeemable paper money for 
the payment of both principal and interest of the debt, by every 
strange scheme that could emanate from the disordered brainsof crazy 
men. They seemed to forget or recklessly to ignore the fact that this 
law was a vital part of every such contract entered into by our Gov- 
ernment after its enactment; that a disre of its provisions would 
be bald and disgraceful repudiation. The republican party never 
forgot, but earnestly and persistently stood by the law, maintained 
through report and ill report, N prosperity and adversity, 
through flush times and through panics, that the financial coq sin 
of the nation should be preserved, that its contracts should be ept, 
that its promises should be redeemed in both letter and spirit. Its 
success is evidenced by section 3694, in our Revised Statutes, the law 
enacted in 1862, not an i dotted nor a t crossed, changed, or modified ; 
in no respect other than it may be held to be modified by the resump- 
tion act. 

The repeal of this law during the war would have destroyed our 
credit and given success to the enemies of the Government. Its re- 
peal or essential modification since the war would have dishonored 
us in the eyes of the world and made our vast expenditure of blood 
and money a mere wicked waste. Thanks to an overruling Providence, 
to the patriotism of our people, to the valor of our soldiers, and to the 

ity of our statesmen, the war ended, peace was restored, and 
the Republic preserved. Then we at once looked to our financial con- 
dition. The war had been long, its demands upon the energies and 
resources of the people fearful, the expenditures enormons, the strain 
upon the public credit terrible. We balanced the books and found, 
August 31, 1865, our debt as follows: 


JT A A T E cpvenocens 269, 175, 727 65 
o 1 85 000; 000 00 
peroen ts seit tee Sot on 
Debt not bearing interest 463, 119, 331 60 
ae A A A dene A D N 2, 844, 649, 626 56 
Leas cash in the Treasur 88, 218, 
Mob GOBG eee eee eee eee 2, 756, 431, 571 43 
Annual interest charge... ..--..-.-----+-2200---seeneeenenne esos 150, 977, 697 87 


This was the highest point of indebtedness reached, and was a sum 
2 well calculated to dismay the people and seriously disturb our 
creditors. 

To give to the former and restore confidence to the latter 
was the first problem to be solved. The republican determined 
to accomplish both, by commencing at once to pay the debt, and under 
their auspices the Government applied to this purpose the surplus 
revenues, and made the following reductions : 


Fiscal year. Reduction. 
10 r $120, 395, 407 59 907 06 
1867 -| 127, 884, 952 15 983 56 
1868 .. 4 27, 297, 798 46 829 88 
1869 48, 081, 540 14 908 88 
1870 101, 601, 916 88 150 92 
1871 84, 175, 887 54 375 42 
F 97, 213, 538 32 015 45 
o 44, 318, 469 60 

681 85 


This served its purpose. The people grew stronger and more hope- 
ful, the holders of American securities more confi yee the 2 FE 
tender notes gradually appreciated. They were worth in July, 1864, 
thirty-eight cents on a dollar; in J uly, 1866, sixty-six cents; in July, 
1867, seventy-one cents; in July, 1869, seventy-three cents; in July, 


1870, sehr ere cents. But the enemy during all this time was sow- 


ing tares; sappers and miners were continuously at work to de- 
stroy the credit of the United States. Of course this was not their 
avowed purpose, but it was the inevitable tendency of their opera- 
tions. They were undoubtedly inspired by a blind determination to 
overthrow the republican Perey and, Samson-like, seemed to re 
the fact that the means opted would topple over this ma nt 
temple, burying them beneath its ruins. 

In the early days of the war the democratic party bama to appeal 
to prejudice and ignorance and arouse hostility to the United States 
securities because they were not taxed. Attempt after attempt was 
made to impose a tax upon them. The Constitution, as expounded 
by Chief-Justice Marshall in 1819, (see McCulloch vs. The State of 

land,) clearly “left no power to the States, by taxation or other- 
wise, to retard, im , burden, or in any manner control the opera- 
tions of the constitutional laws enacted by Congress to carry into 
effect the powers vested in the National Government,” and there had 
been since an unbroken line of decisions to the same end. But to save 
the public credit harmless against these attacks the republican Con- 
was obliged to reaffirm in statutes this constitutional exemp- 
tion. It did so twice in 1862, again in 1863, twice in 1864, twice in 
1865, again in 1870. And section 3701 of the Revised Statutes—“ all 
stocks, bondi i Erosenty notes, and other obligations of the United 
States shall exempt from taxation by or under State or munici- 
or local authority ”—is a monument to the folly of the opposition 
and to the determined purpose of the republican party to prep jpeg 
the credit of their country. The right on the part of States and mu- 
nicipalities to tax the national obligations would enable them to 
cripple the Government in time of war; might make power weak- 
ness, turn victory to defeat. No nation can w it, and no patriotic 
citizen ought to desire it. 

From 1867 onward there was a vigorous warfare waged against the 

pola character of the bonds, principal and interest. in a repub- 
ican Congress came to the rescue of our imperiled credit, and in 
March, 1869, to strengthen and establish it, enacted into law these 
provisions, now contained in section 3693 of the Revised Statutes : 


The faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to the payment in coin or its 
equivalent of all the obligations of the Uni States not bearing interest, known 
as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United 
States, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of any such obligations 
has y ae that the same may be paid in lawful money or other cur- 
rency than gold and silver. * * The faith of the United States is also solemnly 
pledged to make provision at the earliest practicable period for the redemption of 
the United States notes in coin. 

From that day the assaults upon this statute, in Congress and out, 
by democrats, nbackers, nationalists, and fusionists, have been 
constant, but the law still stands as a witness to republican fidelity 
to principle. The nation was receiving the benefit of this fidelity in 
an improved credit, so that its segal sanae notes in July, 1870, were 
worth eighty-nine cents; and, relying upon this improved credit, a 
republican Congress, July 14, 1870, and January, 1871, passed the acts 
for the refunding of the bonded debt at a lower rate of interest, 
known as “ the funding acts,” under which the 5 per cent. bonds com- 
ing due next year were issued ; also authorizing the issue of two hun- 
dred million 43 per cent. bonds, redeemable r fifteen Ae and 
seven hundred millions of 4 per cent. bonds, redeemable after thirt; 
years. It was further provided that these bonds should not be sol 
for less than par in coin. 

The transactions under these acts I will come to before I close. 
From this time to 1875 the legal-tender notes were fluctuating be- 
tween eighty-two and ninety-two, and a republican Congress deter- 
mined that good faith 3 their payment; therefore, January 
14, 1875, they passed and the President approved “An act te provide 
for the resumption of specie payments.” 

Sec.3.* * * And on and after the lst day of January, A. D. 1879, 
tary of the Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the United 1 notes 
then outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at the office of the assist- 
wears the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not less 


From that day, to January, 1879, this law has been the point of 
attack. Every conceivable combination has been formed against it ; 
new parties sprang into existence whose only platforms were opposi- 
tion to it; State campaigns have been run with this the only issue 
and it entered largely into the last presidential contest. It has been 
discussed in Con without limit, in State Legislatures, in town- 
houses, in school districts, all over the country. It was boldly declared 
that it would pies, ito ruin upon the country; that the “ bloated 
bloodhounds of Wall street” would make arun upon the Treasury and, 
in the twinkling of an eye, deplete it of its hoarded gold, bringing 
bankruptcy upon the nation; that our refunding operations woul 
be paralyzed, and our credit destroyed. 

It has been fiercely denounced as “the robber resumption act,” 
“ the thief from the poor,” “the iron heel of despotic power.” It has 
been charged that it was enacted at the demand of the rich, in their 
interests, to make them richer, the poor man poorer. In these Halls 
and from every platform in the land it had been proclaimed that “it 
would stop the wheels of business,” “it would close every forge and 
put out every furnace fire,” “it would seal up every open-mouthed 
mine,” “would stop every revolving mill-wheel,” “ would make 
honest toiler a tramp.” So fierce and noisy was the cry that 
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frightened the whole democratic party into the“ soft-money ” ranks, 
made the venerable “ bullionists” forgat gold, their idol for fifty 
ears, and turn devoutly to the worship of pa made the 
ee of timid republicans tremble and shake like sat 
the feast. Scores of bills for the repeal or modification of this law 
have been introduced into Congress, and car-loads of hes de- 
nouncing it have been made, printed, and scattered over the country. 
Once an act for its repeal passed the House. Amid all the din, the 
confusion, the babel of tongues, the noise and war of democrats, 
nbackers, nationalists, communists, and demagogues, the main 
of the republican party stood by their pone saa on January 
1, 1879, the resumption provided for by law, e resumption in 
fact, as silently as the stars move in their orbits. 

Where is the national bankruptcy, the run upon the Treasury, the 
depletion of its gold, and what now of the paralysis which was to 
strike refunding? The records of the Treasury ent show 
that the amount of coin yn out in redemption of legal-tender notes 
from January 1, 1879, to December 31, 1879, is $11,456,536; but dur- 
ing the same period legal-tenders were received in payment of cus- 
toms dues to the amount of $109,467,456. It may also be stated that 
during the same period the Treasury paid out on account of coin ob- 
ligations more than $250,000,000 in legal-tender notes. This has been 
done by consent, not b; law, because resumption made the greenback 
as as gold, while in form it was more convenient for use. There 
are millions more of gold in the Treasury now than there were on 
the day of resumption, and there is to-day before the Committee of 
Ways and Means a bill requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to 
devote a part of it to the purchase of bonds. 

As to the influence of resumption upon refunding, the information 
from the Treasury Department shows that it was most beneficial. 
During the eight years previous to resumption the Government had 
been able to sell for refunding purposes only $500,000,000 of five 
8 8185, 000,000 of four and one-half percents, and about $175,- 

000 four percents. Then came specie payments, and in the three 
and a half months following Jan 1, 1879, there were sold $540,- 
000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds and certificates. 

Where is the widespread ruin? Where are the silent forges, the 
fireless 5 the motionless mill-wheels, the honest toilers turned 
to tramps 

Why, the whole aspect of the country was chan 
Confidence was restored, timid capital recov its courage, de- 
pressed business became active and elated, sluggish discontent gave 
way to buoyant happiness, adversity yielded to prosperity, the silent 
fo: became noisy, the ess furnaces were lighted, turning the 
darkness of night into the light of day, and the honest tramps be- 
came busy toilers. There are those so blind they will not see, but 
the wayfaring man, though a fool, need not err in the signs of the 
times. The stock lists, the bond quotations, the dividends declared, 
the new enterprises started, are sure indications of a renewed life 
and activity. In my own city of 20,000 inhabitants the manufactur- 
ing stocks alone have increased in value, since January, 1879, nearly 
$3,000,000, Iron has doubled in value, and steel rails have gone from 
$45 a ton to $85, and yet the railroad companies have ordered over a 
million of tons the last year. From 1868 to 1873 the average annual 
area of wheat in this country was in round numbers twenty million 
acres; last year, thirty-three millions; of corn, from 1868 to 1873, thirty- 
four millions; last year, fifty-two millions; and the increase in oats, 
rye, and barley equally great. From 1868 to 1873 the balance of trade 
on ope us was two hundred and seventy-eight and a half millions, 
while last year the balance in our favor was $260 333,000. From a reli- 


by resumption. 


able paper I quote the following table, as a comparison of a few arti- 
cles of export of 1873 with that of 1879 : 


In 1868 we were doing business on an irredeemable currency, and 
were therefore unable to compete with foreign manufacturers. Let 
us com the export of a very few manufactured articles of 1868 
with the exports of 1879, as follows: 


Articles. 1868. 1879. Gain. 
Agricultural implements. $2, 933, 007 
Co; and brass, man 3, 031 555 
Cotton, manufactured ................. 0, 870 


The railroads tell the same story, and the exchanges repeat it. I 
quote from the New York Tribune of March 1: foes 


Railroads continue to report very satisfactory pune: in ome: earnin, ont oe 


cent., on the 
Kansas and Texas ; $95,000, or 60 per cent., on the Burlington, Cedar Rapids 


Northern ; $301,000, or 58 per cent., on the Iron ; 000, or 50 per cent., 
on the Chicago and Alton; $186,000, or — cent., on the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fé; §355,000 on the Milwaukee and Saint i 000 on the Philadel- 


e, each 37 per cent., 


ns 
been smaller than the increase in other 7 At Boston, during three 
weeks of February, the exc! s amounted to $212,000,000, nst $140, „000 in 
1879, a gain of 52 per cent.; at e eee pay the gain was 63 
77... p a iwaukee, 55 per cent.; at Pittsburgh, 68 
8 uis, 43 per cent.; at Baltimore, W per cent.; and at New Or- 

V per cent. At other minor p. the increase in transactions was also 


But, Mr. Speaker, why need I say more in this direction? Pros- 
perity has surely come, and, if we are wise, has come to stay. 

I recur now to the refunding act of July, 1570, and call the attention 
of the House to the operations under it as further evidence of the wis- 
dom of the republican Congress in strengthening the public credit. 
No action was taken under this law until March, 1871, when Secre- 
ay Boutwell invited subscriptions, Before the 1st of August he 
sold for coin at par or exchanged for outstanding six percents about 
$75,000,000 of the five percents authorized by the refunding act, He 
then made ements with associated bankers by which he sold 
during the remainder of his term of office $125,000,000, making, in 
al "$200,000 000 sold by him. 

retary Richardson continued substantially the e made 
by his predecessor, and sold, in round numbers, $120,000,000 of the 
same kind of bonds. Secretary Bristow succeeded. Mr. Richardso 
and sold the balance of the five percents ene tag in eet 
numbers, $180,000,000. Secretary Morrill succeeded Mr. Bristow, and 
made a contract for the sale of the $300,000,000 of 44 cent. bonds 
authorized by the refunding act, under which he sold during his term 
of office $90,000,000. Under this same contract Secretary Sherman, 
who succeeded Mr. Morrill, sold $95,000,000 of the same bonds. In 
all these transactions up to this point the } of 1 per cent. provided 
by law for the payment of expenses in refunding was used in paying 
commissions and other expenses appertaining to the issue of the 
bonds. Secretary Sherman also sold of 4 per cent. bonds for refund- 
ing $710,345,950; but of the 4 of 1 per cent. allowed for expenses and 
commissions there still remains unexpended about $1,100,000, 

It may be further stated that in some of the transactions interest 
was paid for a period not 2 three months both on the bonds 
issued and the bonds redeemed. No exact amount of the so-called 
“double interest” paid can be stated, but the Department is satis- 
fied that it does not exceed 4 of 1 p cent. on the amount of bonds 
refunded. None was paid on the first $75,000,000 sold by Secretary 
Boutwell, nor on the amount sold by Secretary Bristow, and on the 
four percents sold by Mr. Sherman a premium of } of 1 per cent. was 
secured on $150,000,000, thus compensating in part for the extra in- 
terest paid. During all the negotiations, whenever calls were made 
in advance of subscriptions a corresponding saving was effected in 
the amount of interest thus paid, and these calls were made to the 
extent sometimes of thirty or forty million dollars. 

The 1 incurred in refunding since 1870 may therefore be 

as fo 


stated lows : 
Amount of bonds issue $1, 395, 345, 950 00 
Appropriation authorized of 3 of 1 
PPTP OE CEE $6, 976, 729 75 
ee unexpended......--.--.-- 1, 100, 000 00 
eee seovsessicwcnensace 5, 876, 729 75 
Add a liberal estimate of amount of extra interest 
PAA LL PLOSE CTT ie Pes paella gaa Gea 10, 000, 000 00 
c a R ae 15, 876, 729 75 


Or, say, in round numbers $16,000,000, which I am confident will 
more than cover every expense involved in the refunding transac- 
tions. The total saving in interest on account of refunding the debt 
from 1871 to June 30, 1880, will be $52,139,560.50. The saving in in- 
terest by reason of reductions of the principal of the public debt be- 
tween August 31, 1865, and June 30, 1879, is $527,486,549.18, making a 
total saving by reduction and refunding, not including the large reduc- 
tions by purchases made during the fiscal year 1880, of $579,626, 109.68. 
The present annual saving in interest by refunding is $19,900,846.50, 
After this refunding, February 1, 1880, the debt of the United 
States was as follows: 
$740, 845, 950 00 
250, „000 00 


1, 781, 686, 850 00 
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Brought forward ....-.... „„ $1, 781, 636,850 00 | But, Mr. Speaker, I should not do justice to the republican party 
Debt not IN INEATORG i oan an done sauenscsgaae 394, 510, 095 96 | if I should stop with this magnificent record. Its eye was not 15 

Debt on which interest has ceasedd nnan ne -41+ 12, 002, 445 26 | to the reduction of the debt, to pnp miren sepa, of our credit, to 
Interest due and unpaid ..--- „ 3, 330, 628 65 | refunding at a lower rate of interest. It never forgot the people, nor 
Interest accrued .... ...... -.e-eee-neer cecee seses: 12, 996, 489 62 wee munin Hie of 85 burdens 8 bearing Fo it commenced 
— — — at the earliest possible moment the lightening of as will appear 

2, 204, 526,509 49 | by this table: 5 ; 1 

Deduct cash on hand..,.....---. ---.------------- 203, 742, 268 57 

o . „2000 764, 240 92 | Ne. 1.—Statement showing estimated reduction in internal-rovenue 


The annual interest Roing pe than $83,000,000, in place of the annual 
interest of 1865 of $150,977,697. 

The 6 cent. and the 5 per cent. bonds are all redeemable at the 
option of the Government during this and next year, amounting to a 
little more than $776,000,000. To redeem these, the Committee of 
Ways and Means have reported the bill under consideration and 
have expressed the opinion that it can be easily accomplished. Icer- 
tainly hope they may be yy eo they are, the annual interest will 

„ , 


be reduced to a little over 000. 
What a ificent financial achievement! When has it been 
paralleled in world ? 


A bond bearing a lower rate of interest than 4 per cent. has never 
been sold at par in any country, yet our fonr percents are at a pre- 
mium of 7 cent. I call attention to the rates in England and 
France, as shown by these tables. 

It will be seen that while the English consols are three percents, 
they always sold at a discount ; that the debt of England in 1878 was 
a little over 8085 000; “the annual interest and cost of manage- 
ment” were 142,063,756 ; so that the interest must have exceeded 3} 
per cent. 


receipts arising from reduction in taxes to June 30, 1879. 


to 1879. 


$ TTT ERED 
81888888 


3088888 


There has also been a reduction in duties, as will appear in the fol- 
lowing table: 


TABLE No. 2. 
Comparative summary of the values q 767... ow RNA eed United States, with the amounts of duty received on the 
d eee , from 1867 to 1879, inclusive. 


SBS ERR 
22883535 
2388882833828 


BREBSES 
SERBES 


een enn ee // „„ „„„„„„„„ 


In the matter of reduction of tariff duties it will be seen from table 
No. D IAE SOA Zata oT ORIN OD y hati y pode kr and dutiable, has 


decreased since the year 1868 from 44. pox oana: aba tel toa 
Assuming that the same amount * ad been imported with the 
rate of duties fixed at the rate ing in 1868, the total amount 
collected would have been $2,875,574,308.18, or $729,196,592.88 more 


than was actually collected. 

From table No. 1 it will be seen that the total reduction in internal- 
revenue receipts arising from reduction of taxes to June 30, 1879, is 
$2,834,057,000; making a total reduction of customs and internal- 
revenue dues of more than $3,500,000,000. In other words, had there 
been no reduction of taxes, and other conditions remaining the same, 
the people would have paid this latter sum as taxes to the Gov- 
ernment during the period in question in addition to what they have 
actually paid. This amount would be sufficient to wipe out the pres- 
ent public debt and leave a surplus of $1,500,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me summarize. The record shows that in 
1860 the rate of interest for Government loans was 12 p cent. ; that 
the amount required could not be obtained for that; that the repub- 
lican party, in 1861, came into possession of a dismembered nation 
and a bankrupt carried on to a successful issue a four 
years’ wur; expended more than 84, 000,000,000; in 1865 found the re- 
stored Republic owing about $2,800,000,000, $400,000,000 of which were 
legal-tender notes, greatly depreciated, and still more to depreciate; 

islated from time to time to strengthen the credit of the country ; 
to the same end, for several years, paid that debt at the rate of one 
hundred millions bern the whole amount paid to the present date 
being about 8800, 000, 000; provided for refunding at a lower rate of 


« 


2 : 4 
i E 8 Averagead 
Da 
EE: Be $- rate of duty on— 
= s 
o 
33 42 E 
si 270 = 
= 2 E Dutiable. 
á 22 
7 8 3 
00 | $361, 125,552 50 | 6400, 229, 157 50 | $168, 503,749 58 | 46.667| 42.101 
00 | 329, 661, 302 30 358, 733, 098 30 160,532,778 78 | 48 628 44.687 
78 | 372,756,641 51 414, 256, 243 20 176, 557,583 72 | 47.219 | 42.561 
69 | 406, 131, 904 99 452, 875, 665 68 191,513,974 45 | 47.083 | 42.923 
46 | 459, 597, 057 86 518, 759, 518 32 202, 446, 673 32 | 43.946 | 38. 936 
98 | 512, 735, 287 38 573, 912, 888 36 212,619,105 45 | 41.352 | 36. 944 
80 | 484, 746, 861 27 684, 633, 736 07 184, 929,041 74 | 38&.072| 26.956 
45| 415, 748, 692 65 595, 865, 754 10 160, 522,284 63 | 38.530 | 26, 883 
42| 379, 795, 113 48 547, 050, 147 90 154,554,982 55 | 40.617 | 2 201 
06 | 224, 024, 925 96 420, 293, 273 02 145, 178, 602 75 44.744 | 30.186 
47 | 298, 989, 239 93 480, 517, 491 40 128, 428,343 44 | 42,885 | 26.684 
38 | 297, 083, 409 48 468, 297, 682 80 127, 195,158 99 | 42.754 | 27.127 
03 | 296, 742, 214 94 459, 569, £36 97 133, 395, 435 90 44.674 | 98.975 
33 30 


p 
Š 
4 
B 


interest and for the resumption of specie payments; refunded the 
whole debt refundable; resumed specie payments; so appreciated 
the legal-tender notes that they are at a A mgt ; 80 strengthened 
the national credit that the bonds of the United States bearing 4 
per cent. interest are at a premium of 7 per cent.; that the Committee of 

ays and Means insist the balance of the debt can be easily re- 
funded at a rate of 34 cent.; reduced the annual interest on the 
debt from one hun and fifty-one millions to about eighty-four; 
took every step in these directions, from the first day of the war to 
now, in the face of a determined opposition ; never retraced a step, 
though the temptations to do so were overwhelming, thou 
hard times, panics, and popular clamor lashed them f in the 
face; at the same time reduced the burdens the le were kecin 
by re eee revenue taxes alone from July, 1866, to J 187: 
over E262, ,000, yet ane panie to the present time from the pay- 
ment of nearly $3,000,000,000. 

This is the glorious financial record of the republican party, and, 
sir, almost in the presence of the history itself, I dare declare that 
no party, no nation in the whole wide world, from the day of its 
creation to now, can show its parallel, and yet the gentleman from 
New York says, The management of the public debt since 1865 has 
not been the thatcould have been devised. There has not been 
a stable policy founded on principles of enlightened statesmanship.” 

“The figures given in the following table, relative to the loans of 
1793-1817, inclusive, are based upon information derived from asome- 
what similar table originally published in McCulloch’s Treatise on 
Taxes and the Funding System, London, 1852, and republished in the 
appendix to an essay of William Newniarch, on the Tank raised by 
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in the London Statistical Journal for 
relating to the loans of 1847-1856 are 


Mr. Pitt, which 


September, 1555. The Mares 


derived from Sir Stafford Northcote’s Twenty Years of Financial Pol- 
icy, pages 94, 265, 278, 288: ” 


Debt of Great Britain. 


ag 8 
82 835 
Sou a3 
est on stock, E 575 Kind of stocks. 
2 =- 
582 $2 
q < 
Per cent.| Per cent. 
$31, 250, 000 $22, 500, 000 $950, 000 28. 4.22 | 3 per cent. consols. 
78, 350, 000 64, 550, 000 3, 000, 000 17.6 4.65 | 3 per cent. consols; 4 per cent., with long annuity 
277, 700, 000 210, 450,000 | 10, 650, 000 24. 2 5. 00 
284, 700, 000 213, 800, 000 11, 350, 000 24.9 5.31 | 3 per cent. consols; 5 per cent., with long annuity. 
145, 100, 000 73, 100, 000 4, 650, 000 40.6 6.36 | 3 per cent. consols; 4 per cent., long ity. 
178, 100, 000 90, 000, 000 5, 500, 000 49.5 6.11 | 3 per cent. consols; long annuity. 
109, 350, 000 62, 500, 000 3, 250, 000 42.8 5.20 | 3 per cent. consols. 
145, 200, 000 92, 500, 000 4, 350, 000 36.3 4.70 
279, 750, 000 172, 050, 000 8, 850, 000 38,5 5.14 Do. 
151, 750, 000 115, 000, 000 4, 550, 000 24.2 3.96 | 3 per cent. consols, with long annuity. 
80, 000, 000 50, 000, 000 2, 550, 000 37.5 5.10 Do. 
90, 100, 000 50, 000, 000 2, 700, 000 44.5 5.40 | 3 per cent. consols. 
197, 700, 000 107, 600, 000 5, 700, 000 45.6 5.30 Do. 
149, 400, 000 90, 000, 000 4, 450, 000 39.8 4.94 Do. 
91, 850, 000 61, 000, 000 2, 900, 000 33.6 4.75 Do. 
68, 450, 000 60, 000, 000 2, 950, 000 12.3 4. 92 
110, 850, 000 97, 650, 000 4, 750, 000 11.9 4.86 
99, 050, 000 81, 550, 000 3, 800, 000 17.7 4.66 | Three percents. 
146, 200, 000 120, 000, 000 5, 950, 000 17.9 4.96 | 3 per cent. consols, with long annuity. 
203, 700, 000 139, 350, 000 7, 400, 000 31.6 5.31 | 3 per cent. consols; five 
468, 650, 000 293, 800, 000 16, 150, 000 37.3 5.50 | 3 per cent. consols, with annuity. 
358" 450,000 | 295,650; 000 | 12,900,000 | 36.3 | 572 | 3 per cent. consols; four percen 
|, 450, „ * per cent. consols; four ts. 
PPP 15, 000, 000 15, 000, 000 450. 000 0. 3. 
3, 881, 000, 000 | 2, 600, 550, 000 134, 000, 000 33. 5.15 
40, 000, 000 35, 800, 000 1, 800, 000 10.5 3.35 
80, 000, 000 70, 100, 000 2, 400, 000 124 3.42 | Three percents. 
25, 000, 000 22, 500, 000 750, 000 10. 3.33 Do. 
25, 000, 000 23, 177, 500 750, 000 7. 3 3.24 Do. 
139, 109, 000 05 


In 1793 the total funded and floating debt of Great Britain was $1,239,372,170, the 
interest on which, at the several rates of 3, 3 4, and 5 per cent., amounted annu- 
ally to $48,556,190. In 1817 the total debt, including exchequer bills, had reached 
the sum a Bing met ee os on gan regen phere of T, 2 — 1 Sr 
amount of the ebt, ex: ner bills and ex: uer bonds, was $4,040,543, 
Seay he E 

1875 to $3,876,741, an ann r and cost of manage- 
ment of 1 while in 1878 there appeared a slight increase, the amount of 
2 Be en 83, 888,907, 980, with interest and cost of management equaling 


The follo g table in reference to the French loans of 1870 71-72 has been 


compiled from given in the May, 1877, number of the Bulletin de Statistique 


et de Legislation Com 


a ow > 22 

3 > gs 23. å 

2 43 33 sis | Gs 

5 Om a BE 8 
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: 3 8 agi | 233 

- t=} me 

a 5 K asc 2" 
Per cent. 
t 12, 1870. $60.60 | $155, 282, 431 4. 95 
20e 30 pe 82.50 442 566.827 6, 06 
July 15, 1872——— 81.50 675,257, 715 5.92 


The consolidated debt of France on January 1, 1879, amounted to $3,972,407,312.44, 
and was bonded as follows: 


. JJ aneasenaaspasuestenpnecetshasenssen N Ste MOT mie 44 

None of these bonds sold at par, and some of the three percents sold as low as 
sixty cents on the dollar. 

Mr. WARNER. Before my friend takes his seat I would like to 
ask one question, which he can answer by “yes” or “no.” Is he not 
in favor of executing faithfully the sinking-fund law ? 

Mr. FRYE. If we can pay the debt faster than that, I do not see 
any objection to it. 

Mr. WARNER. Is not the sinking-fund law an obligation of the 
Government? 

Mr. FRYE. It is an obligation of the Government which I recog- 
nize as binding. But if the Government can go r and pa; 
nearly 50 per cent. more annually than the sinking fund calls for, 
think by so doing that fund will be fully and completely met in spirit. 

Mr. WARNER. But does not the gentleman know that if the sink- 
ing fand is executed the matured debt would all be paid within thir- 
teen years? 


p 
f 


Mr. FRYE. I have already trespassed upon the time belonging to 
another 8 and must do so no further. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, whatever difference of opinion there 
may be respecting the measures of financial policy contemplated 
by the bill under consideration, all will agree that their importance 
is such as to demand our first and most serious consideration. 

In any condition of the Government financial legislation in its nat- 
ure is of vital importance. Money is the life-blood of civilization, 
and its equal and uniform circulation is as essential to equity and pros- 

rity as that of the natural blood to health and enjoyment of life. 

t pervades every governmental function and permeates the entire 
K eee Whatever affects it reaches every condition and inter- 
est in society. 

On the Ist day of February, 1880, our national indebtedness ag- 

ted $2,188,191,000, a sum quite equal to one-sixth of the entire 
stock of gold and silver in the world. 

To provide for the payment of this immense debt consistently with 
the national faith, and yet distribute its burdens equitably and so as 
to have them rest as lightly as possible upon the productive indus- 
tries of the country, is the paramount problem in ede politics. 
In our endeavors to solve it in the interest of the whole people we 
cannot guard too well against empiricism on the one hand and tem- 
porizing conservatism on the other, and yet bring to the subject that 
co us surrender of the mind which the gravity of the duty de- 
mands. Fortunately for the country the questions involved in the 
pro’ legislation received appropriate consideration and treat- 
ment by the Forty-fourth Con; as will be seen by reference to 
the Report of the Silver Commission, volume 1, page 1: 

Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
March 2, 1877. 
created under the joint 


‘Angost 15, 1876, submit 


k e commission and d its duties was as follows: 
— That commission is hereby 


ting th 
“‘ Resolved by the Senate and House of 7 a s 
authorized and constituted, to of three Senators, to be appointed by the 


consist 
Senate; three members of the House of Re itatives, to be appointed by the 
2 5 . 


Mr. Joxxs, of Nevada, from the monetary commission 
resolution of August 15, 1876, submitted the following re; 
The created under the joint resolution 


er; and experts, not three in number, a880- 
with them, with authority to determine the time and place of meeting, and 
to take eviden it shall be to inquire— 


and whose duty . 

Into the change which has taken pies in the relative value of gold and 

silver; the causes thereof, whether 3 or otherwise; the effects thereof 
finance, and 


upon trade, commerce, active interests of the country, and 
upon the standard (of) value in this and prea countries; 

“Second. Into the policy of the restoration of the double standard in this coun! 
and, Roar what the legal relation between the two coins, silver and 


> Third, 1 of es legal-tender notes concurrently with metal- 


lic — the ereof upon the labor, industries, and wealth of the 
country ; 

“ Fourth. Into the best means for providing for facilitating the resumption of 
specie payments.” 
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essor Fran 


this country, 
thorities in Europe, 5 the State Department) to the representatives of 
0 


the United States in 

which were intended to elicit the widest possible information upon all 815 es cov 
ered by the resolution of August 15,1876. The chambers of commerce in the lead - 
ing cities in this country were invited to furnish, and did furnish, lists of the per- 
8 pe Bi 8 —— 8 bef > th issi h rall 

A number of persons a ‘ore the commission, who were orally ex- 
amined. In addition numerous written rs from various sections of this coun- 
try were received in answer to the circulars of tho commission. These papers, as 
well as the oral testimony taken down by steni hers, are reported herewith. 

Our ministers abroad have exhibited a patriotic and intelligent zeal in collecting 
official and other information in the countries to which they are accredited. The 
documents which they have furnished are very valuable, and some of them not 
attainable except through official applications. Some of our ministers have added 
able and interesting original papers. All these documents and contributions are 
herewith submitted, 

The commission are much indebted to the Secretary of State for his prompt and 
courteous co-operation in facilitating their communication through his Depart- 
ment with our ministers abroad. Theyarealso indebted to the Bureau of Statistics, 
which promptly and courteously furnished all the information asked for. 

Several gentlemen in Eu „eminent as financial authorities, have addressed 
communications to the com: ion, which are among the submitted papers. One 
of these gentieman, M. Cernuschi, appeared personally before the commission and 
furnished important and valuable information, which will be found in the reported 
testimony. The thanks of the country are due to him and to the other distin- 
guished citizens of foreign nations who have made these disinterested efforts in 
the elucidation of a question important to the welfare of mankind. 


It thus appears that the commission in purpose and work embraced 
jimance in its widest range. And surely the thanks of the country 
and of mankind are due the commissioners for the very able, exhaust- 
ive, and disinterested investigation and elucidation of the questions 
covered by the resolution creating the commission. And certainly 
the information obtained and the conclusions reached could not be 
more strongly commended to the consideration and acceptance of 
their countrymen, 

Germany and the United States demonetized silver in 1873. * * * Manifestly, 
the real reason for the demonetization of silver was the 8 of the cred- 
itor classes that the combined production of the two metals would raise prices and 
cheapen money unless one of was shorn of the money function. Europe 
this eager was distinctly avowed.—Report of Monetary yr ver ro ion, page 4, vol- 
ume 1. 

Such is the language of the commission. It is bold, direct, aud 
unequivocal, The information furnished is of the most important 
character. It establishes two propositions: 

First. Demand and supply, the exclusive factors of value, govern 
money value. And hence, whatever diminishes supply or prevents 
its increase benefits the creditor classes and money-holders by raising 
the parsers power of money and augmenting the value of credits. 
On the contrary, whatever diminishes demand or increases suppl 
benefits the debtor and wealth-producing classes by raising pricesan 
diminishing the value of credits. Classes naturally take sides in 
accordance with their interests. 

Secondly. The dangerous influence which the creditor classes and 
money-holders exercise upon financial legislation. 

To these forces the commission refers the origin and success of the 
scheme of demonetization soon after the discovery of gold in Califor- 
nia and Australia, 

At that time gold promising the more abundant yield was selected for demoneti- 
zation. The creditor classes and those having fixed incomes boldly demanded it 
in order, as they frankly avowed, to protect themselves against the anticipated rise 
in general | ines Under their appeals several nations in Europe, notably Ger- 
many and Austria, in 1857 demonetized gold. It is probable that the movement 
n that direction would have become universal in Europe but for the resistance of 
France. It wus changed, at least as early as 1865, into a movement for the demoneti- 
zation of silver. * Butthis change from eee ae to demonetizing 
silver was more of form than of substance. The object ed at by both was 
through a disuse of one of the money metals to protect the creditor classes and those 
having fixed incomes against a fall in the value of money and a rise in general 

ces. Thisis the pith and marrow of the mone discussions of the last twenty- 

ve years.— Report of Monetary Commission, page 15, volume 1. 

Yes, and it is the pith and marrow of the money question of to-day. 
The same motives and interests actuate creditors in demanding the 
demonetization and abandonmentof paper money as influenced them 
in demanding the demonetization of gold or silver, one or the other, 
as fluctuating supply affected their interests. The cause is clear, the 
reason plain. Whatever diminishes the demand for money by sup- 
plying its uses and taking its place checks its rise and diminishes 
its value. 

In the language of the commission: 

It is the limitation of the quantity of money, without any reference to the cost 
of its 1 that regulates the value of each unit of money, whether fiat or 
metallic. In the case of fiat money, the limitation is im by law. In the case 
of metallic money, it is imposed by nature. The effect of limitation u 
of money is be: ly the same in both instances. In the one case the limitation 
isregulated by the wisdom and justice of man ; in the other, it is ed by the 
variable and uncertain obstacles which nature opposes to the production of the 
motals. The value of money, of whatever kind, is measured by cost of obtain- 
ing 56 after it has been produced, and not by the cost of its production, and this 

ne is indicated by the general range of prices.—Report of Monetary Commission, 
volume 1, page 35, — 

The hard-money theory that nothing but gold and silver can be 
money photographe a dismal future for kai: 


X——109 


m the value 


The gold yield of Australia and California was at its maximum in the five years 
ending 1856. T. 


with ho aggregate production of both metals was also at its maxi- 
mam ering se same period. Since then the combined annual production of the 
two metals, instead of augmenting, has diminished.—Ibid., volume 1, page 14. 

Itis true that new sources of supply may be discovered, but it is improbable 
that new sources equally prolific will ever be discovered, and it is only barely pos- 
sible that they will bo discovered and made available within any near period. It 
has been said that. unlike agriculture, there is but one oe in a mine; " and it 
may also be said that the greater the number of mines and gold-fields worked ont, 
the less chances there are of finding new ones — Ibid., 15. 

An increasing value of money and falling prices have and are more frnit- 
ful of human misery than war, pestilence, or famine. They have wrought more 
injustice than all the bad laws which were ever enacted.—Ibid., page 10. 

If metallic money becomes insufficient, by reason of demonetization of either of 
the precious metals, or from any cause, one of two things must happen: 

© commercial, industrial. and numerical of mankind must be arres 
and if the decreaso of money shall be a continuing one and cover a long period 
time it must end in an absolute check to progress and possibly the destruction of 
ne ee and political institutions. Or, what is most probable, relief would 
be sought in an extension and perpetuation of existing systems of inconvertible 
money, which owe their origin to the pressure of expanding population anil com- 
merce against the restrictive bounds of a stationary and perhaps declining aggre- 
gate supply of the two metals, 
* à * > * * * 

A shrinkage of money and falling prices always have had and always must have 
a tendency to concentrate wealth, to enrich the few and 3 und degrade 
the many. This tendency is subtle, active, and portentous throughont the world 
to-day.—Ibid., pages 24, 25. 

The alternative thus presented is 

INCONVERTIBLE PAPER MONEY. 


It is the horn of the dilemma to which the logic of events has brought 
us, and on which hang not only the existing social and political in- 
stitutions of our country, but the hopes of freedom and equality 
throughout the world. Thanks to the commission for the issue so 
sharply, so plainly detined ; and since there is no other escape from 
the inexorable logic of demand and supply, surely the philanthropist 
S triot will not hesitate to explore the alternative in all phases 
an ugs. 

This is What the commission did, and after the most thorongh, phil- 
osophic, and exhaustive investigations, reached the conclusions ex- 
pressed in the following passages of the report, volume 1, page 9: 

Thece can never be practically two money standards whose units of account 
differ in value in any country at the same time. It is all-important that the value 
of the standard should be unchanging. It is not im nt the material which 
represents the value should be Sonne: Itis of little consequence of what the 
material consists, if it be portable, divisible, and indestructible, or, ic destructible, 
that it can be repl: with facility. There should never be auy hesitation in 
changing the material of money for the purpose of maintaining its value findis- 


This passage embraces two fandamental and vital propositions : 

First. There cannot be two money standards differing in value; in 
other words, if there be two differing in uses, or the one based on the 
other, the superior absorbs and controls the inferior, and by its own 
volume exclusively regulates value, and hence bank-notes and Treas- 
ury notes not fall tender do not affect the value of money. They 
produce contractions and expansions at the bidding of the superior, 
but in their subserviency to their superior, are always guarded against 
any diminution of this power. Upon this point I repeat the language 
of the commission, volume 1, pages 6 and 7: 

‘The two metals together fill but scantily the measure of the money needs of the 


world, and they can o: ly fill it upon the condition that both are money in the fallest 
sense; and nothing is such money if it be restricted in its legal-tender function. 
a * * * > * * 


Prices, notwithstanding the use of banking expedients and credits, governed. by the 
volume of money. 

On pages 36, 37, 38, and 39 this subject is elaborated by the com- 
mission. Volume 1, page 38: 

It is sometimes maintained that a compensation can be made for a 9 
the volume of money by an increase of such banking expedients as checks, 
of exchange, and clearing-houses. These expedients are now resorted to, and, bo- 
cause profit is found in their use, always will be availed of to the utmost possible 
extent. It is manifest, therefore, that, whatever the proportion or ntage they 
bear to the volume of money, it cannot be increased except through an increase in 
that volume. And itis as manifest that, when the volume of money is diminished, 
these expedients must diminish, and prices must fall in a corresponding ratio. 
Money is tho primary and governing force, whose functions cannot be suspended 
by any device whatever, and whose volume or existence does not depend on bank- 
5 eee, while these expedients grow out of money and could not exist 
wii 


This proposition is so plain and so universally attested by experi- 
ence that it is deemed unnecessary to add further in its demonstra- 
tion. Its importance, however, cannot be overrated. It accounts for 
the partiality of the creditor classes and those controlling money for 
bank and Treasury notes without the legal tender, and their abhor- 
rence for fiat or full legal-tender paper money. Secure behind the 
“obstacles which nature opposes to the production of the mines,” if 
they can only maintain the metallic basis, decreasing volume assures 
their triumph and rule. 

EFFECTS OF A DECREASING VOLUME OF MONEY. 

While the volume of money is decreasing, even although very slowly, the value 
of each unit of money is increasing in corresponding ratio, and pro is falling 
in price.—Report of Monetary Commission, volume I, page 53. 

It is estimated by the commission, as a consequence of increase of 
demand in excess of supply, that from 1809 to 1848 money increased in 
value 145 per cent. Volume 1, page 55: 

A loan of money made in 1809, if re in 1 have been 
sddition of 145 ne Beyer in the — 3 e 


all the interest paid. Those who have loaned money to Government 
have already received nearly as much in the increased value of thelr 


besides 
1861 
as 


* 
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tiated, if they are redeemed in gold, that more t 
amaata pip iar pa be ac a ipea i pal thon A sine 
Indeed, the signs of the times are that the bonds of a country ing the un- 
bounded resources and stable institutions of the United States, payable in gold at 
the end of thirty years without any interest whatever, would, through the increase 
of the value of that metal, prove a most profitable investment. * A shrink- 
ing volume of money transfers existing property unjustly, and causes a concentra- 
tion and diminution of wealth. 

The second proposition embraced in the passage quoted from page 
9 is so fundamental and pivotal and so vehemently decried and furi- 
ously denounced as humbuggery by the creditor classes as to deserve 
special consideration. 

“We are apt to believe what we most desire to beljeve.” The ered- 
itor classes will naturally seek to persuade themselves and convince 
others that the proposition is fallacious, for if its truth be established 
aer will be stripped of pretense and forced to avow the real motive 
of their opposition to paper money, or else yield to the cause of justice 
ition assumes that the money material is 
not of itself money, but mes such only when indued by law with 
the functionsof money. It discards the theory that money is wealth. 
It accepts as true the views of the inconvertible-paper or fiat-money 
school, which are very fairly stated by the commission : 

The views of this school are that utility, accompanied by limitation of quantity, 
is the basis of exchangeable value. Thatthis utility may either depend upon such 
intrinsic qualities as would render the thing possessing them valuable to man in 
isolation as well as to man in society, or upon such intrinsic, artificial qualities 
which society may confer upon any article, however intrinsically valueless, by en- 
dowing it with the power of performing the money function. That the evident fact 
that this function does not inhere in and cannot be conferred on any article so as to 
make it either valuable or useful to man in isolation, while itis essential to the v. 
existence of society demonstrates that money value is not derived from the usefu 
intrinsic qualities of the material upon which the money function may be conferred. 
They also call attention to the facts that the usefulness to the individual of any 
article depends solely upon the intrinsic ae which it may and is not 
at all diminished by its existence in unlimited quantity, but that money, on the 
contrary, becomes entirely useless unless its quantity be limited. They conclude 
from these facts that the money value of the material of which money is composed 
rests solely upon the purely artificial and extrinsic qualities conferred w it; 
that this value is inse) le from society, and grows out of its need of and demand 
for an instrument of valuation and exchange. 

They maintain that money is not in itself wealth, but a set of counters for com- 

ting and exchanging wealth, or, as was said by Bishop Berkeley, “ A ticket en- 
AHtung to power and fitted to record and transfer this power; and that it is of lit- 
tle consequence what materials the tickets are made of.” —Report of Monetary Com- 
migsion, volume 1, pages 40, 41. 

Such are the views of the greenback party. The pep may be 
reduced to a syllogism: Things equal in uses are equal in value. Ar- 
ticles endowed with equal money functions are equal in monetary 
uses. Therefore, paper and metal of equal legal tender are equal in 
monetary value. 

Mr. Justice Strong, of the Supreme Court, delivering the opinion 
of the court in the legal-tender cases, (12 Wallace, page 543,) uses the 
following language: 

Making the notes legal-tenders gave them anew use, and it needs no argument 
to show that the ee eet ions inte proportion to the uses to which they may be 
applied. 

The views of the metallic schoo} are stated by the commission with 
equal fairness. 


and humanity. The pro 


to create money, but to coin it, and thereby give to it the best authentication of 
purity and w. ‘ht.—Report of Monetary Commissio 

This theory rests upon two fundamental propositions : 

First. Money is of Teel wealth; and 

Second. That it is limited to the wealth of the mines, 

These propositions, if true, involve the gravest considerations. 

Itn no argument to show that society cannot exist without 
money, and it isequally plain that those who own and control money 
govern society ; so that those who own and control the mines hold 
the key to the power that rules all nations, and are themselves virt- 
ually the masters of mankind. This cold-blooded theory assumes 
that nature denies the creative power to man, as something above 
his e ge Pee N those of the masses of mankind, but has 
indued gold and silver with this divine creative attribute, and hid 
them in the recesses of the earth, to enrich and ennoble the luck 
finder, and to give him power and dominion over the earth and 
things therein. This doctrine is doubtless pleasing to those who have 
gold and silver, and whose credits and incomes entitle them to gold 
and silver. It subjects labor and wealth in all other forms to their 
pleasure, not to say caprice. It teaches that the natural tendency 
of civilization is to a moneyed aristocracy, the perfection of political 
science. This may be delightful to those who expect to be of the 
aristocracy, but appalling, indeed, to those whom it condemns to 
drudgery, penury, and want. After careful investigation and thor- 
ough examination of the ar, ents in support of this theory, the 
commission reached the conclusion stated on page 29, volume 1: 

The demand for the precious metals as commodities is believed by many to be 
still essential to their and ready acceptance as money. If this is true, it 
is a misfortune. The —— and prosperity of the world, if not wholly depend - 
ent upon, are largely influenced by, the steadiness of the value of money, which 
cannot exist thoni. steadiness in 12 volume. The brane nahn 26 


wil 
as commodities is fitfal and „ and al volume 
the most injurious of dec: . 


resint 
of money is more probable and more to be fi than an excess, and this 


* 


is caused in a great measure by the insidious and croac! 
the precious metals of other 3 for them „ When thes — 
tude of the world's interests and equities, which rests on steadiness in tho vies 
of money, is contrasted with the comparative unimportance of the uses of the 
F ap = 8 gp se the value of 
bangles and breastpins, is an evil which the efits — from — uses bai 
poorly compensate. 

This argument to a fair and unprejudiced mind is overwhelming 
and conclusive; but to a mind obscured by prejudice or biased b 
interest it may be as “sounding brass and tinkling cymbal.” “ 
man convinced against his will is of the same opinion still ;” and it 
is felt that there is but little hope of reaching the head or heart of 
one who cannot or will not understand the difference between the tool 
and the uses served by it. It certainly requires no argument to show 
that the tools which serve * the highest uses of which either 
is capable are always equal in value, the lesser uses being merged 
in the greater. Who would contend that a horse is unserviceable for 
the plow because not suitable for the turf? Who could think that 
the woodman’s ax is unserviceable and valueless because the metal 
of which it is composed is not capable of being used as a surgeon’s 
knife? But, driven from the field of argument, the votaries and myr- 
midons of Mammon arrogate to themselves the prerogative of defend- 
ing the views and purposes of their opponents. They are always 
sure to make themso extravagant as to render them ridiculous. They 
pos alond that fiat money has no basis, and is therefore value- 
ess; whereas, like gold and silver coin, it rests on the obligation of 
the Government to receive it in payment of all public dues and the 
fiat of the Government making it a legal tender in payment of pri- 
vate debts, without which gold and silver would cease to be money. 

The basis is broad indeed ne the present and prospective 
wealth (including gold and silver) of the people of the United States. 
Tt is the credit of the Government, co-extensive with the demand of 
the Government upon the people for support, and with the people’s 
need for a medium of exchan It anticipates the revenues of the 
Government, and, like bonds, is bottomed on taxes. In the case of 
bonds the Government collects the taxes and pays the creditor. In 
case of fiat money the holder collects the taxes and pays himself. 
The bonds bear interest. Fiat money by its serviceableness as a 
medium of exchange supports itself, thus relieving the people of the 
taxes necessary to carry the bonds, and at the same time furnishes 
them a circulating medium ores! to gold and equally serviceable as 
a medium of exchange, and thereby sving to the people the wealth 
which they would otherwise have to give for a 8 of exchange. 
Experience attests what reason demonstrates. The first 860, 000, 000 
issued by the Government during the war, and made of tender equal 
with coin, maintained par throughout the war. The act of May, 
1878, modifying and virtually repealing the resumption act of 1878. 
fixes anently in the volume of money 8346, 000,000 of our present 

nback circulation. 


In the lan of the chairman of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, [Mr. Buckner,] ‘it cannot be withdrawn, redeemed, or 
destroyed.” 


“THUS FAR GREENBACKS CONQUER.” 


From the Ist day of January, 1879, it became absolute money—that 
is, a l tender in all payments; since which time it has com- 
manded a slight premium over gold owing to its greater convenience 
its uses being equal. Thus, by a single act of Congress, $346,000,006 
of our national indebtedness was virtually extinguished and $346,- 
000,000 of money equal to gold added to the wealth of the nation. 
Contraction was partially arrested, and as a legitimate consequence 
the country has experienced eee benefits. 

During the year 1879, the Treas received more than $40,000,000 
of gold and silver in exchange for absolute fiat money; and yet it is 
trash, and those who advocate it lunatics! 

The question here thrusts upon the mind, Why not profit by ex- 
perience, yield to the demands of patriotism, monetize the credit of 
the people, and extinguish instead of refunding any part of the 
national indebtedness? 

[Aside: The creditors will not let us; it would ruin our g! 

The pretense that it would be repudiation can avail nothing, for 
recent experience shows that the creditors will not only receive it, 
but tly prefer it, even to coin—especially silver. Besides, if 
issued and p in the Treasury, coin in exchange for it would ac- 
cumulate much faster than it would be requi to accommodate 
capricious creditors. Certainly the Government can enter the market 
and purchase the bonds, just as any bank in Europe or America might. 
Of this there can be no doubt. And such being undeniably the case 
there cannot possibly arise any trouble between the bondholders an 
the Government. The bonds are in the market and being sold daily. 

Sir, this pretense is too transparent to hide the mighty power that 
will scraple at no pretext and hesitate at nothing that will serve to 
obstruct or baffle any attempt to utilize the credit of the nation for 
the benefit of the whole people. 

Why, sir, if the Government were to monetize its credit and pa; 
off its indebtedness, the effect on credits and incomes would be veined, 

than if Australia and California were to m anew their 
mines and = eyecare = the races of gold an oat Pecan 
est prompts the contest, and its magnitude gives gauge o: esper- 
ate le. It is not enough to overtone ee the motive 
for it must be extinguished. 
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But the creditor classes insist that Congress cannot constitutionally 
make anything but gold and silver a tender in payment of private 
debts. If this be true, what a powerful fortress for them! For if 
the power be annihilated, then the control of the money volume isin 
their own hands, This is indeed a momentous question, for without 
this power we can hardly be esteemed an independent nation. 


It is one of the admitted advantages of our present system of irredeemable paper 
that it shelters us from the recurring demands for gold by the Bank of England. 
The London revolution of 1866, when oue of the bauking-houses (Overend & Gur- 
ney) went down with liabilities of $90,000,000, was y felt here. With a cur- 
rency of gold, or paper convertible into gold, we should feel instantly every change 
in i ai and especially in England.—Report of Silver Commission, volume 1, 
page 115. 

In the Hipburn-Griswold case, (8 Wallace, 615,) Chicf-Justice Chase 
delivering the opinion of the court: 


It is not doubted that the power to establish a standard of value by which all 
other values may be measured, or, in other words, to determine what be law- 
ful money and make a legal-tender, is in its nature and of necessity a govern- 
mental power. It is in all countries exercised by the government. * * * Mak- 
ing the notes legal-tenders gave them a new use and it requires no argument to 
show that the value of things is in proportion to the uses to which they may be 
applied. (Supreme Court United States, 12 Wallace, p. 543; 12 Wallace, p. ; 
Justice Bradley concurring.) Ido not say that thisis a war power, or that itis only 
to be called into exercise in times of war; for other public exigencies may arise in 
the history of a nation which may make it expedient and imperative to exercise it. 
Bat of the occasion when, and of the times how long, it shall be exercised and en- 
forced, it is for the legislative department of the Government to judge. Feeling 
sensibly the judgments and wishes of the people, that department cannot long (if 
it is proper to suppose that within its sphere it ever came) misunderstand the busi- 
ness interests and just rights of the community. (Page 569.) 

It would be sad, indeed, if this great nation were now to be deprived of a power 
so necessary to enable it to protect its own existence, and to cope with the other 

t powers of the world, No doubt foreign powers would rejoice if we should 

eny tho power. No doubt foreign creditors would rejoice, They have from the 
first taken a deep interest in the question. Butnotrue friend to our Government, 
to its stability and its power to sustain itself under all vicissitudes, can be indiffer- 
ent tothe great wrong which it would sustain by a denial of the power in question, 
a power to be seldom exercised, certainly ; but one, the ion of which is so 
essential, and it seems to me, so undoubted.— Report of Silver Commission, volume 1, 

ge 104. 
othe actual and legal money of the United States is now, and has been since 1862, 
paper issued by the Government. It owed its origin to exigencies growing out of 
civil war, and to the belief that it was necessary for the preservation of the Gov- 
ernment. ‘The law authorizing its issue has been decided by the an eed judicial 
tribunal to be warranted by the Constitution. It owes its value to the demand of 
the population of the country for money, and not to the indefinite promise to re- 
deem itin coin. I bid. 

After a careful review of all the authorities the Secretary of the 
commission (Mr. Weston) sums up the conclusions reached on page 
17, volume 1, as follows: 

There must be admitted to be some hazards in making the concession which the 
precedent of the legal-tender paper of the civil war, and the decision of the Su- 
poe Court thereupon compel to be made, that exigencies may arise when it will 

re necessary and proper ” in order to execute its expressed powers, 
to force the currency of paper by law. Whatever the hazards may be, there is no 
escape from them. It is, however, true that the exigency which existed in the 
only case which occurred of the exercise of this power, was real, and that the 
patriotic motives and high intelligence of those who determined that the necessity 
for it existed are unquestionable, For the future it will moderate if it does not 
wholly dispel alarms, to remember that sentiment of justice and of respect for pri- 
vate rights are nowhere so strong in this country as among the masses of the peo- 
ple, and that while they have often been the victims they have never been the 
po pect of frands by means of monetary legislation. [f can 

emonetize silver it can demonetize gold, or both gold and silver, and can monetize 
any substance or 1 A eg of paper. Narrowing money to gold is for the intended 
although really doubtful advantage of creditors. 

No clamor was raised, no remonstrance was heard when Con- 

exercised this power in the interest of creditors by demonetiz- 
ing silver, thereby decreasing the volume and increasing the value of 
money, but now when this same power is invoked to replenish, sup- 
ply, and restore the equilibriums between the creditor classes and 
those having fixed incomes on the one hand, and the debtors and the 
wealth-producing classes on the other, unable to deny the authori- 
tative force and conclusiveness of the decision of the Supreme Court, 
they have not hesitated to assail the Republic in its very vitals by 
Lata ae and denouncing the Saprene urt, charging that it was 
packed after the decision in the Hipburn-Griswold case (8 Wallace) 
80 as to secure the final and conclusive decision rendered in the legal- 
tender case, (12 Wallace.) Notwithstanding the act of Congress pro- 
viding for an additional member in the Supreme Court was passed 
more than six months before the decision in the first instance, and 
notwithstanding the further fact that Mr. Justice Grier, who con- 
curred in that decision, resigned soon after it was rendered and thus 
created a vacancy, that was filled as in ordinary cases. 

If the Supreme Court be not exempt a member of Congress cannot 
expect to escape vituperation and anathema, and the public must 
expect that no means will be spared to bafle, divide, evade, obscure, 
deceive, mislead, or divert the people, Every guise in partisanship 
will be assumed, every pretense worn, and every pretext plied. 

The people will be told that money in itself is wealth, and there- 
fore an equivalent in wealth for debt; and therefore it would not be 
just to compel creditors to receive paper money which of itself is 
valueless. 

This intrinsic-value sophism was exploded by Dr: Franklin, in his 
reply to the English Board of Trade, in 1769. He said: 

Gold and silver owe their value chiefly to the estimation in which they happen 
to be held 22 the generality of nations. That their intrinsic value was not so 

as that of , & metal in itself fog. sage of many more benefits to mankind, 
makes three pence of silver pass for six? Even here in England it is in- 
debted to the legal tender for a part of its value. 


‘or Con 


This is indeed very simple; yet many minds, because of custom, 
do not readily understand it, 

A familiar example: i 

The market value of 412} grains of silver is eighty-three cents; in 
money value one hundred cents. Whence comes the difference? 
8 it is the obligation of the Government which money 
implies—to receive it at one hundred cents in payment of dues. This 
obligation would be as potent to raise one grain of silver to one hun- 

cents. The value is derived not from the material, but from the 
money function which the Government confers upon it. It cannot 
be unjust to the creditor, because the Government is bound to make 
it good to him in the taxes and revenues of the Government. The 
Government to the extent of its liabilities is the creditor of the whole 
people; and surely no just-minded man will complain that he re- 
ceive of his debtors what his creditors will receive of him. But 
obstinacy appeals to precedent, French assignats and confederate 
currency being shining lights; and yet how little worth. Analysis 
discovers the absence of credit, the substance of money. 

Were this Government to pass a law making confederate money 
receivable in payment of all Government dues and a legal tender in 
all payments it would be at par with gold before the morrow’s sun- 
set. But “sophistry cleaves close to hide sin’s rotten trunk.” Con- 
ceding the existence of the authority in the Government and its po- 
tential capabilities, our opponents decry against its exercise, assum- 
ing that it is fraught with the greatest perils to society, because of 
the want of virtue and intelligence among the masses of the people. 
Its exercise in Russia, Germany, and England creates no distrust and 
excites no alarm, becausethese are monarchical and aristocratic gov- 
ernments, securely fortified against abusesof the power. We accept 
the issue. We assert that nowhere in the world are sentiments of 
justice and respect for private rights so strong as among the masses 
of the American people. 

Sir, are we not the only example in ancient or in modern times of 
man’s capability of conquering without enslaving his brother? Our 
Government rests on the virtue and intelligence of the people. Every 
element of disintegration has been eliminated. Pessimists may croak, 
fanatics rave, and ambition machinate, but the love and valor of the 

t masses of the people, whom it blesses and protects, will pre- 
serve and transmit it to succeeding generations. No government is 
as solid in its foundations or assured in its existence and perpetua- 
tion as ours. Our futureis, indeed, auspicious. A wonderful destiny 
awaits us. Stretching from ocean to ocean, comprising two billion 
acres of land of unrivaled fertility, varied in climate and boundless 
in the elements of national wealth and power, our county is destined 
soon to occupy toward Europe the position of superiority now and so 
long held by her toward her mother country, Asia. We must needs 
have financial autonomy. Onur increasing population and expanding 
commerce require the supply of money to be in equal step with de- 
mand. Our credit is equal to the requirement; shall we monetize it 
and meet the demand, or shall we longer continue subject to the de- 
mand for gold by the Bank of England, and leave our sac 88 
ducing classes still a prey to foreign and domestic syndicates? The 
danger of abuse is chimerical. The creditor classes are benefited b; 
increasing demand and diminishing supply. As already shown, pd 
its (bonds) have increased in value 100 per cent. since 1861, thus 
doubling the wealth of the holders, besides the interest paid. It is 
estimated by the commission that future bonds will augment more in 
value than in interest. Therefore creditors will oppose any issne of 
money. Add to their forces the law-makers. The past certainly is 
not calculated to excite fears that Congressmen are apt to vote pay 
back. As money shrinks in volume their pay increases in value. 

The influence may not be acknowledged, but it will be felt. Add 
the entire official corps, State and Federal, and we have an array of 
forces potent surely to resist supply. On the other hand, debtors will 
be interested in promoting supply and diminishing demand, whereb 
the weight of their debits will be diminished. Diminishing supply pac’ 
e gomand have often driven them to bankruptcy and ruin, 
but they have rarely preoa financial legislation. Such are the 
forces for and against. tween them we have the great body of the 
people holding the scales, Their only interest is in steadiness of vol- 
ume, which cannot be maintained without equilibrium between demand 
and supply. How simple, how natural the equipoise; creditors and 
debtors acting and counteracting—the people, whose only motive is 
Equity, holding the scales. 

Sir, the question recurs with emphasis, shall we monetize the 
national credit and extingnish the national indebtedness as the bonds 
fall due, relieving the people of taxes and furnishing them a circulat- 
ing medium equal to gold? Or will we, turning our backs on those 
who sent us hither, and to whom we are indebted for honor and pl 
refund and perpetuate the national debt augmenting in value, an 
make onr constituents beasts of burden to carry the baggage of Euro- 
pean and American millionaires ? 

The issue is plain, the alternative unavoidable. Can we, dare we 
hesitate ? 

Mr, ORTH. Mr. Chairman, the American Congress is to-day con- 
sidering the proposition whether our Government is now able to re- 
fund the public debt at an interest not exceeding 34 per cent., and a 
irae portion of our people maintain the affirmative of the proposi- 
tion. 

The honorable chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, Mr. 
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Woon, in addressing the House a short time since, affirmed his belief in 
our ability to refund at a lower rate, namely, 3 per cent., citing the ex- 
ample of England, who rarely paid over 3 per cent. interest, although 
she never made any considerable payment of the principal, and added, 
“Tt is evident that the United States has far greater resources to meet 
its obligations than Great Britain or any other nation.” 

The contrast between our national credit to-day with what it was 
in 1860, only twenty years ago, is one which should bring pride and 
joy to every patriotic heart. It is full of food for thought, rich in its 

essons of experience, and eminenfly worthy the attention of the 
American people. 

What doessuch contrast present ? The democratic party in 1860 was 
in full possession of every department of the Government, and had been 
so for thirty years, with the exception of a brief interval. The nation 
was then in a state of profound peace, without any public debt worthy 
of the name, and with no demands upon the Treasury beyond the ordi- 
nary expenses of the Government. Congress in December of that year 
authorized a public loan, under which Treasury notes amounting to 
about 810,000,000 were negotiated at a discount which compelled the 
Government to pay a rate of interest ranging from 6 to 12 per cent. 
About four millions of this loan was negotiated at 10 per cent., and 
five millions of it at the extraordinary and ruinous rate of 12 per cent. 
To speak it piety, 50 miserably and inefficiently were the affairs of 
the Government then managed that this great nation, with all its vast 
resources, was literally without credit and practically bankrupt. 

How stands it with us to-day? Although an exhaustive and ter- 
rible war has intervened, calling daily for its millions to meet the 
public exigency and de ing almost every branch of productive 
industry, our national credit is higher than at any other period in 
our history. Our bonds are not only rapidly taken at 4 per cent. in- 
terest, but command a premium even at this low rate, while the hon- 
orable gentleman from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO es who, from 
his ability, his age, and his experience in public affairs, is justly re- 
gored as the leader of his party in this House, assures us that our 
debt can readily be refunded at the low rate of 34 per cent. interest. 
These remarkable facts fully attest the wisdom, the integrity, and 
ability with which the republican party has managed the financial 
affairs of the Government. 

The result of this management is seen in the rapid reduction of the 
principal of our debt, which, on the 31st of August, 1865, amounted to 
the enormous sum of $2,845,907,626, but which, on the Ist of January, 
1880, had been reduced to the sum of $2,011,798,504, a reduction with- 
out a parallel in the history of any nation, followed by an equally 
gratifying reduction in the rate of our interest. 

While much has been accomplished much yet remains to be done. 
The money required for the extinction of so much of the debt as has 
already been paid has come from the labor of our people; the balance 
of our indebtedness must be extinguished in like manner. Oar daily 
revenues are within a fraction of a million of dollars, and after meet- 
ing all the various obligations of the Government there remains to us 
an annual surplus of abont $70,000,000, to be used from time to time 
in the payment of the remaining principal of the debt and in ee 
cuting such wise and practical measures as will result in the devel- 
opment of the country and affording such facilities to our people as 
will enhance the value of theirlabor. Such enhancement is equiva- 
lent to a practical reduction of taxes. Prominent among these facil- 
ities, within the ability as well as within the undoubted power and 
authority of the Government, is that of the improvement of our rivers 
and harbors, and, intimately connected therewith and as part of the 
system, the construction of lines of water communication between 
our rivers and lakes. 

The question of cheap transportation, especially of our agricultural 
prodacts, from the inland portions of the country to the seaboard is 
one which is now largely attracting the attention of our people and 
rapidly Ree | for a practical solution. 

‘The magnitude of the interests involved in this question affecting 
the present and future welfare of the millions of our citizens engaged 
in agricultural pursnits demand early and careful consideration on 
the part of the Rational Government, which alone has the authority 
and ability to provide adequate protection and encouragement for 
those interests. 

Upon the 2 of agriculture depends largely, if not entirely, 
the prosperity of other pursuits. Without markets for his surplus 
products, or without avenues to reach such markets the husbandman 
toils in vain. To provide these avenues is one of the plainest duties 
of the Government, because the very magnitude of the undertaking 
places it beyond the reach of private enterprise, or if left to private 
enterprise will result in combinations which completel ee and 
control, at their own option, the price of products an uce their 
value to a point which affords a bare subsistence beyond the actual 
cost of production. 

Competition is not to be expected among individuals and corpora- 
tions where combination always results to their advan at the 
ex of the producer, who is unable to protect himself against 
“pools” and “rings” formed for the purpose of enriching themselves 
at his expense. 

Transportation is either by railways or by water. When by the 
former, even if honestly and fairly managed, it exceeds the latter 
mode in cost not less than 20 or 25 per cent. This large percentage- 
should be saved to the producer, and therefore, whenever transpor- 
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iation by water can be secured and made available, the duty of thus 
securing it is so self-evident as to admit of no ment. 

The experience of the commercial world has long since demonstrated 
that transportation by water is not only the cheapest in itself, but 
that it also creates a competition which most effectively prevents the 
exorbitant charges to which so large a portion of the country is now 
inevitably subjected. 

Take as an instance in illustration of this position the article of 
corn, so extensively produeed in my State. The rates at this time estab- 
lished by the railroad companies for transporting it thence to “ tide- 
water” is equal to twenty-five cents per bushel. The market price 
for “ May corn” in New York is about fifty-four cents per bushel, so 
that the railroad companies ure most magnanimonsly consenting to a 
pretty equal division with the farmer of the money realized from the 
sale of this important cereal, and thus putting into their coffers by 
means of these combinations nearly one-half of his year’s labors for 
carrying his products to market. 

This unjust condition of affairs results from the fact that no healthy 
competition exists, or ever will exist, under the present system of 
railroad monopoly, of “ pooling freights,“ and of combinations which 
no sense of justice and fair dealing and no legislative enactment is 
strong enough to overcome or destroy. 

This is an evil which ought not much longer be endured, a 
wrong which should be remedied as speedily as possible. far as 
re a very large and important portion of our country, nature has 
pointed out and almost furnished an ample remedy for the removal 
of al, rtion of this burden now borne by our people. I refer 
to the Mississippi River and its numerous tributaries, and to our chain 
of lakes, the former affording an outlet to the South, and the latter 
affording equally an outlet to the North. These great water-ways 
need comparatively but small sums of money, judiciously and scien- 
tifically expended by the National Government, to give thousands of 
miles of cheap transportation for the oes of the people inhabit- 
ing, this most fertile part of the Republic. ‘ 

his Congress has already initiated a project for the improvement 
of the Mississippi River commensurate with the vast interests in- 
volved and the almost incalculable benefits to result from its comple- 
tion. This action of the Government must be followed by similar 
improvements of its most important tributaries; and also, wherever 
the same is practicable, by improvements which will connect the 
waters of the Mississippi with those of the lakes. 

A proposition is now before the Committee on Railways and Canals 
for consideration, asking for an appropriation of money sufficient to 
test by actual survey the practicability of constructing a ship-canal 
or channel of water transportation between Toledo on the Lake and 
Lafayette on the Wabash River, one of the great tributaries of the 
Mississippi, and I feel a reasonable assurance that the proposition 
will receive favorable action on the part of the committee, and also 
of this House. 

What, then, is fully comprehended in this proposition? The city 
of Fort Wayne is in the immediate vicinity of the “ divide ”—the line 
whence flow to the northeast the waters of the Maumee to the Lake— 
and those of the Wabash southwest to the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers. 
By the course of these two rivers, the Maumee and the Wabash, na- 
ture has marked out for man the true route for this contemplated 
improvement. It will pass through five counties in the State of Ohio 
and seven counties in the State of Indiana, and if we add to these 
twelve only the counties adjoining them in both States as being di- 
rectly interested in this improvement, we have thirty-three rich and 
populous counties, forming an area almost equal to the av of 
the States forming this Union. This large extent of country thus to 
be benefited, with its present and rapidly increasing population and 
development, gives to this contemplated canal a national character 
and importance deserving of national recognition and encouragement. 
It will form a most important part of the general system of water 
communication and rtation which is now claiming public 
attention, and will soon demand Government aid, liberally bestowed, 
in 3 it to the rapidly increasing agricultural and commercial 
interests of the great Mississippi Valley. Not alone to that valley, 
for it will be a connecting link between the waters flowing to the 
Gulf of Mexico and those flowing to the Gulf of Saint Lawrence, giv- 
ing to the surplus productions of the large and fertile valleys of the 
Wabash and Maumee the adyantages of both a northern and southern 
market. 

The friends of this measure present no chimerical scheme. They 
are not 1 in a mere Utopian dream; they have faith in its 

racticability, a faith founded upon reason and the fitness of things. 

t has the hearty support of practical business men ; of merchants, 
manufacturers, and agriculturists, and of . and intelligent 
civil engineers, all of whom have given the matter much thought 
and whose best judgment favors the undertaking. We ask in its 
behalf the friendly aid of the National Government; and as no one 
State or single locality is alone to be benefited by the work, so no 
State or particular locality should be called upon or would have the 
ability from its own resources to undertake a work of such magni- 
tude. Its beneficent results would to a t extent be felt by the 
entire nation; and hence the nation should undertake its construction. 
It is too late to entertain or express doubts as to the power or the 
ability of the National Government to do this work; and in no more 
substantial and enduring manner can the aid of the Government be 
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given to the poopie than in the construction of works of internal im- 
provement like the one under consideration. The first step to be 
taken is to gather information as to the practicability of the work 
and its commercial importance when completed; and this can best 
be done by a complete survey conducted under the auspices of the 
Government; and from the report of such survey, such gathering of 
facts and statistics, the public mind can judge for itself whether it 
would be the part of wisdom to embark in the enterprise. We sub- 
mit that this much is due to the opinions and judgment of the thou- 
sands of our citizens immediately interested and who have asked this 
at our hands. I trust therefore that during our present session a 
sufficient appropriation may be voted to enable the Government by 
actual neta 5o collect and report to us at a subsequent session the 
data upon which alone a correct judgment may be formed for our 
future action. 

In close connection, and as part of the scheme already foreshad- 
owed, is the further improvement of the Wabash River, whose navi- 
gable waters are reached at Lafayette, the southern terminus of the 
proposed water-route from Toledo, and for which improvement an 
appropriation will doubtless be made during this session of Congress. 
Forty years ago, before the era of railroads, the entire transporta- 
tion of this rich valley was upon its waters, Merchandise of all de- 
scriptions, from Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, and Louisville, and groceries 
from New Orleans, for the various points on its banks in the States 
of Indiana and Illinois, thus reached their destination, and this river, 
too, was then the only outlet for the various agricultural productions 
of the valley seeking a market. The Wabash then presented a busy 
scene of trade and commerce, and this, by judicious legislation, can 
be made to reappear with largely increased and constantly increasing 
proportions. The building of railroads, the neglect of river improve- 
ments by the National Government, and the co uent and inevita- 
ble increase of the danger of navigation, resulting from such neglect, 
forced the trade into other channels. The rapidly increasing settle- 
meats in the Wabash Valley since that period, and its N rapid 
increase of icultural productions, now demand additional facili- 
ties for 3 a market. The railroads crossing this valley in all 
directions, besides furnishing a most expensive and almost ruinous 
mode of transportation, are unable to furnish sufficient transportation 
for the growing wants of the people. 

With the constraction of a canal or channel of sufficient dimensions 
to accommodate the trade of the Wabash and Maumee Valleys from 
Lafayette to Toledo you open up an avenue of transportation leading 
to both anorthern and southern marketfor an amountof farm products 
which in the not distant future will require means of transportation 
far beyond that which can be farnished by any present or prospective 
railroad facilities. The improvement of the navigation of the Wabash 
from Lafayette to its mouth follows as a necessary part of this con- 
templated project, in order to give an outlet to such productions as 
may seek a southern market or a transit to and across the ocean by 
way of the Mississippi River, whose permanent improvement has, as 
I trust, become a part of the settled policy of the Government, and 
especially so since the removal of its bars at the Gulf seems to be an 
accomplished facts. 

In point of dollars and cents as compared with the importance 
and value of commerce attracted to its waters, the cost of improving 
the Wabash River would be a mere bagatelle. The main thing re- 
quired to furnish steamboat navigation for a large porte of the year 
would be the removal of sand-bars usually formed at the mouths of 
its tributaries. When these bars are once removed and a channel 
formed, it would be kept open by the p of boats or at most but 
a slight annual expenditure would be required to prevent their sub- 
sequent formation. Such an improvement would give six months of 
uninterrupted navigation to the Wabash and create an impetus to 
commerce and production almost beyond the anticipations of the most 
sanguine. The broad acres of this matchless valley would teem with 
an energetic and industrious people, laboring with hope, because cheap 
transportation will secure to them the fruits of their daily toil. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Mr. Chairman, on the 20th day of February last 
I introduced into this House and had referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, where it is now pending, the following bill: 


A 3 certain articles imported and used in the manufacture of paper, and 
u pinto reper used exclusively for newspapers, pamphlets, and maga- 
zines, on the free list, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
pedis in mere enade cen ph Stee 28 after the Ist day of July, A. ee 
unsized w * XC vely ior newspapers, magasine: am 00 
and books, ane 9 and impure OAIE fe ae soda eee tobe —— in 

the manufacture of paper, shall be admitted free of duty. 

Sec. 2. All acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 

I avail myself of the courtesy of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] to call the attention of the House to the provisions of this bill, 
and to urge its passage. Iregard it as an important measure, not 
only to publishers, but to all classes of our people. It is a fact known 
to us all, sir, that within a few months past there has been an un- 

recedented advance in the price of the materials mentioned in the 
ill. Upon printing-paper the advance has been nearly 60 per cent., 
and enormously large upon the raw materials entering into the man- 
ufacture of paper. This advance cannot be the result of natural laws, 


cannot be the result of the ordinary laws of supply and demand. 
Mr. Chairman, but for the vicious principle of fee tan 


on underlying 


the sudden fluctuations in the price of these 

articles would be im ible. They are the inevitable result of the 

falsely called “ American system,” which seeks to foster one branch 

of industry at the expense of ali others. The discussion upon this 

measure will not have been wholly in vain if it but has the effect of 

2 the attention of the country to some of the iniquities of our 
e 


our commercial system 


tariff legislation. More exciting topics have unfortunately been per- 
mitted to engross public attention, but I trast the day is not far dis- 
tant when the question of tariff reform, of such vital interest to our 
people, will receive the attention to which it is so justly entitled, 

As I have suggested, Mr. Chairman, in the ordinary course of trade, 
such a sudden advance in the price of the articles mentioned in this 
bill would be impossible. The cause must be looked for elsewhere. 
The only explanation, sir, lies in the fact that combinations have 
been formed by manufacturers for the purpose of realizing enormous 
profits out of the manufacture of these articles. With competition 
cut off, “protected” by law, the manufacturers are enabled to effect 
combinations, securing a rapid rise in prices, to the end that they 
may be enriched and the people plundered. Can any reason be as- 
signed for the increase of nearly 60 per cent. upon the price of paper 
within a few months? The fact that a combination has been entered 
into by paper manufacturers to double their poe at the cost of the 
consumer affords the correct, the only explanation. By our tariff 
laws, under the guise of “ protecting American industry,” we create 
and foster monopolies. 

What is the pretext upon the part of the manufacturers for this 
advance? The only one assigned is the increased price of the raw 
materials entering into the manufacture of paper, resulting from the 
high dnties imposed ae such materials. A sufficient answer to this 
is to be fonnd in the fact that upon the articles mentioned the tariff 
has undergone no change for years. The increased price of paper is 
in nosense the result of the cause assigned by the manufacturers; itis 
to be found only in the combinations designed to affect the price. 

But, sir, if the reason assigned by the manufacturers be indeed the 
true one, then by the passage of this bill the cause will be removed 
by placing the raw materials used in the manufacture of paper upon 
the free list. Lot it be borne in mind that while the passage of this 
bill will relieve an important business industry from the burdens 
resulting from monopoly, it will in no considerable degree affect the 
revenues of the Government. It will be remembered that the tariff 
upon the larger portion of the articles mentioned in the bill is amply 
prohibitory. A protective tariff is necessarily prohibitory. To ade- 
quately “ protect,” it is indispensable that competition in trade should 
be prohibited. 

I will be pardoned, Mr. Chairman, for calling the attention of the 
House to the views expressed by some of the leading public journals 
upon this question. This feeling is but an earnest of that which will 
be aroused throughout the country when the glaring injustice and 
robbery of our tariff system is properly understood. 

The Journal, a leading paper of Ohio, in a recent issue, says : 


ag 
especially to publishers of news Already some of the 338 newspapers 
of the country have been compelled to advance the price of their publications; and 


at that. Congress can remedy itin less than two weeks. A joint resolution sus- 
pending indetinitely the duties on raw materials entering into the manufacture of 
paper should be passed by Congress, That will test the sincerity of the profes- 
sions of American manufacturers. And if this should not have the effect to reduce 
the price of paper within reasonable limits, then let another resolution be 

ber messin he duty on foreign paper, 

We have always been and are now in favor of giving the preference to American 
manufacturers ; but when men deliberately combine to take advan of our prac- 
tically 8 paper tariff. and to aal amass fortunes at tho expense of 
the publishing interest and the reading public, we hold that a time has arrived 
when relief should be asked in such a tone as will command the attention of our 
national legislators. 


In a late issue the Chicago Tribune, in discussing the advance in 
paper, says : 

Ninety to 95 per cent. of the “raw material of news print used in the West con- 
sists of straw or basswood pulp, and we had not heard of any particular failure of 
the grain crop last season to occasion a “ scarcity" of straw, nor has basswood 
visibly become searce or dear. That excuse for the action of the paper combina- 
tion won't wash any more than the nonsensical one of a great increase in the 
demand for paper,“ which is simply untrue. 


The New York Journal of Commerce of February 20 says: 


The American press is almost but unanimous in demanding the abolition or de- 
cided reduction of the duty on foreign Dring pepe Protectionist and free-trade 
journals for once agree in this. The common misfortune of high-priced paper made 
them comrades if not friends. To this unanimity the Cincinnati Gazette is the 
only remarkable exception. That paper opposes the relief that would be so wel- 
come to its contemporaries. It would still prohibit the importation of paper by 
retaining the tariff rate N na for that purpose, though it does concede the ex- 
Loe peel oe abolishing or reducing tho duty on paper-manufacturing ingredients 
and chemicals. 


The leading organ of the South, the Conrier-Journal, of Lonisville, 
Kentucky, says: 

It is perfectly apparent that the r-makers have no earthly excuse for rais- 
ing the price of — t 70 3 except that they want to make more 
money. To y the for gain they are levying, under the sheer pretense 
of “ protecting American industry,” an enormous tax on book and newspaper pnb- 
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lishers, which is in effect a tax on knowledge and an obstruction toits acquisition. 


This is one of the manifold barbarities of bad Ayre system, and to call it a 
barbarous system is to use a very mild term. © say, Let this fight t rings 
of this kind be waged to the bitter end. That protective tariff has too long proven 
a hinderance to American prosperity, and the whole high-tariff system must go. 

At a recent meeting of the newspaper publishers of New Orleans 
the following resolution was adopted: 


Resolved, That the Representatives of Louisiana in Congress be, and they are 


hereby, earnestly eee to use their influence to have the duty on printing- 
paper. chemicals, and materials used in the manufacture thereof removed or ma- 
terially reduced. 


In addition to these, Mr. Chairman, there is now pending before the 
General Assembly of the State of New York the following preamble 
and resolution for adoption : 

Whereas a combination has been organized and does exist among the paper man- 
ufacturers of this country by which the price of printing-paper has been advanced 
some 40 per cent. without any just reason: Therefore, 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Con; be requested to 
vote in favor of the passage of the bill now pending to remove the duty on paper 
imported into this country to be used in printing books and newspapers. 


Now, sir, the extracts and resolutions I have read, and to which 
many hundreds of others of like import might be added, indicate in 
unmistakable terms the deep feeling existing upon this subject. It 
is idle to suppose that the book and newspaper publishers alone are 
affected by the combinations to which I have referred. The burdens 
resulting from these combinations must of necessity eventually fall 
upon the shonlders of the people. In this as in all other cases where 
monopolies are encouraged by a prohibitory tariff, the consumer is 
the sufferer. The effect of such combination is to impair and in many 
cases to cripple an important—in fact, one of the most important of 
our business enterprises. It has, sir, appropriately been called “a 
tax on knowledge.” Upon the conntry press it is 8 oppres- 
sive. It is with the greatest difficulty that the publication of many of 
our weekly newspapers is continued under the burdens resulting from 
this monopoly. Publication must at once be suspended or the cost of 
material met by increasing the price of subscription. The laiter 
course, even when practicable, but illy compensates for the additional 
outlay by the publisher. 

The tax imposed by this prohibitory tariff upon the publisher event- 
ually falls upon the reader. In this we see the “beauties of protec- 
tion.” The great curse of a protective tariff, Mr. Chairman, is that 
by cutting off competition it makes such combinations against the 
people possible. is throngh the instrumentality of the country 
press that the masses of our people, far removed from the great centers 
of population, receive their information. To them their weekly news- 
paper is a welcome, an indispensable visitor. Sir, the channels of in- 
telligence to the ple should be unobstructed. Whoever seeks to 
lessen the facilities for “the diffusion of useful knowledge among 
mankind,” to cut off the primer or periodical from the hearth-stone 
of cottage or hovel, is a public enemy. 

Upon the intelligence of the people rest our hope for the preserva- 
tion of republican government. If the people are educated, intelli- 

nt, virtuous, then is our Government safely anchored. To the end, 

r. Chairman, that the channels through which light and knowledge 
reach the people may be broadened rather than narrowed, I urge upon 
the House the passage of this bill. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, a single word as to two other bills 
now pending: the one introduced by my colleague, [Mr. MORRISON, J 
reducing the duty upon sugar; the other by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. MCKENZIE, ] placing salt upon the free list. It is impos- 
sible to overestimate the importance of these measures. The tariff 
upon these necessaries of life should be removed at once and forever. 

If this Congress, sir, will but pass the three bills to which I have 

referred, it will have taken an advance step on the line of true re- 
form, and will entitle itself to the gratitude of a tax-burdened popie. 

Mr. HAWK. Mr. Chairman, upon careful examination of the bill 
under consideration we believe its provisions are wholesome and its 
tendency toward economy. 

Our national finances being at the present in a most satisfactory 
condition it would appear to be the part of wisdom to take every pe 
sible advantage of our prosperous condition in onr coming fundin 
operations. It will be found by an examination of the late report o 
the Secretary of the Treasury that, from December, 1880, to July, 
1881, inclusive, we have maturing the following amount of debt for 
which provision must be made, namely: 


Maturing December 31, 1880, at 6 per cent. interest. $18, 415, 000 
Maturing June 30, 1881, at 6 per cent. interest 392, 550 
Maturing July 1, 1881, at 6 per cent. interest. 3 823, 800 
Maturing May 1, 1881, at 5 per cent. interest 508, 440, 350 

%%%“ “““PPPPTT A 782, O71, 700 


By careful compntation of the interest upon this sum at the given 
rates it will be found to average 5.35 per cent. The bill under con- 
sideration proposes to fund the foregoing indebtedness by authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds in an amount not 
exceeding $500,000,000, bearing interest at the rate of 34 per cent. per 
annum, redeemable, at the pleasure of the United States, aftertwenty 
years, and payable forty years from the date of issue; and also notes 
in the amount of $200,000,000, bearing interest at the rate of 34 per 
cent. per annum, redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after 
two years, and payable in ten years from the date of issue; but pro- 


hibits the redemption in any one fiscal year of more than 840 
It will thus be seen that the saving to the Government will be the 
difference between 5.35 per cent. (the present average rate) and 3.50 
per cent., the proposed rate per cent. of the new bonds and notes, 
which would be1.85per cent., or $14,468,326.45 per annum—an amount 
of saving quite sufficient to enlist the earnest effortsof Congress. It 
is believed that the option of the Government in this arrangement 
is quite sufficient, and under it no oppression is likely to come to our 
resources or business interests. 

I am not of those, Mr. Chairman, who believe in the policy of a low 
rate per cent. on an interminable bond something after the English 
plan. Should the present bill become a law, then, as compared with 
the English debt, our rates of interest are certainly very satisfactory. 
Governments, like individuals, should arrange to pay their debts as 
rapidly as their resources permit. The English system is mentioned 
as worthy of precedent; but it is submitted that our Government 
and that of England, although organized alike for the protection of 
the citizen in his rights, have aay points of difference, In fact, in 
this country each citizen whether high or low is entitled to the same 
consideration before thelaw. The people constitute the government, 
and before this tribunal alone will an appeal lie. No other power is 
supreme ; no co-ordinate courts or forces can claim any rights what- 
ever in the presence of this august body of sovereigns—this court of 
final appeal in all departments of our Government. No question as 
to the “divine right of kings” or special privileges of the pee 
can intervene in the decision of questions of public policy here. The 
independent citizen-creditor has a right to expect the payment of the 
debts of his Government the same as from a just and honest indi- 
vidual with whom a contract has been made. We must not thus 
early in our national history, with our immense resources at command 
and our comparatively light debt upon us, attempt to interminably 
perpetuate it for any purpose whatever. 

I believe it to be a wise policy toretain to the Government a liberal 
on ; and the provisions of this bill are thought to be ample in 
this respect. Care should be observed that no more rapid payment 
of the debt should be permitted than the commercial cnt i 


000,000. 


We have referred to our indebtedness as comparatively light, and 
that we may in this statement be the better understood we herewith 
present a table showing the indebtedness of France and England in 
comparison with that of the United States. The compilation is taken 
om the latest obtainable information upon the subject and is as 

ollows: 


UU ˙ ATC ATA $4, 695, 600, 000 00 
Great Britain and Ireland 3, 888, 907, 980 00 
United States, (March 1, 1880) 1,995, 112, 221 17 


It will thus be seen that our debt is not burdensome in comparison 
with that of the other nations mentioned. While our resources are 
fully one-third of the whole, our debt is only a little more than one- 
sixth of the a ate of the three. It may be of interest to note 
the debt per head in these countries. It is as follows: 


pie ees A 
43 50 


By the foregoing it will be seen that with our national debt in 
such satisfactory condition and our ever-increasing resources, we 
cannot justify authorizing the issue of an interminable bond; there 
is no necessity for such a step. 

It is not my intention, Mr. Chairman, to discuss at great length our 
funding operations. Much valuable information will be presented to 
the country upon this subject during the continuance of this debate. 
I shall confine my remarks more especially to a general examination 
of our national finances, and to recommendations and suggestions 
from various sources upon our financial system, and hope thas to be 
able to assure and encourage the country in its commendable determi- 
nation to keep good the promises made in the dark hours of its peril 
by the honest payment of the debt created for its preservation. In 
the prosecution of funding our debt the greatest care should be pre- 
served that no taint of bad faith cause the least surmise of repudia- 
tion in any manner whatever, directly or indirectly. Nations, like 
individuals, in order to prosper, must be strictly honest. If our splen- 
did fabric survive the storm of the coming centuries it must be stron 
in its determination to stand firmly by its promises. It was hop 
the discussion of the national finances had subsided until a few weeks 
since the country was freely treated to the peculiar views and opin- 
ions of several honorable members of the House upon this subject. 
Judging by some of the arguments and theories presented by gentle- 
men apop this floor if would be a fair inference that much of our po- 
litical history has been written in vain, especially that portion which 
relates to fixing some rule of action by which our reputation for na- 
tional honesty and integrity is to be keptintact. It is not, however, 
our purpose to discuss these questions from the siwnd-point of what 
has been said by members of Con at this session. We desire to 
call the attention of Congress aod the country to some of the rec- 
1 of the present Administration with reference to our 

ances, 

At the opening of the present session of Congress we were startled 
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by the recommendations contained in the annual report of our here- 
tofore sagacious Secretary of the Treasury, and more especially by 
the following recommendations and suggestions to Congress con- 
tained in the President’s late message, to wit: 


I would, however, strongly urge upon Congress the importance of authorizing 

the Secre of the Treasury to suspend the coinage of silver dollars upon the 

mt ratio. The market value of the silver dollar uniformly and 

ly less than the market value of the ld dollar, it is obviously impracticable 

to maintain them at par with each other if both are coined without limit. If the 

cheaper coin is forced into cireulation it will, if coined without limitation, soon be- 

come the sole standard of value, and thus defeat the desired object, which is a cur- 

rency of both gold and silver, which shall be of equivalent value, dollar for dollar, 
with the universally recognized money of the world. 

The retirement from cireulation of United States notes, with the capacity of legal 
tender in private contracts, is a step to be taken in our progress toward a safe and 
stable currency, which should be accepted as the policy and duty of the Govern- 
ment and the interest and security of the le. Itis my firm conviction that 
theissue of legal-tender paper money wholly upon the authority and credit 
of the Government, except in extreme emergency, is without warrant in the Con- 
stitution and a violation of sound financial princi pies: The issue of United States 
notes during the latecivil war with the capacity of legal tender between private in- 
dividuals was not authorized except as a means of rescuing the country from im- 
minent peril. The circulation of these notes as paper money for any protracted 

of time after the accomplishment of this purpose was not contemplated by 
the framers of the law under which they were ed. They anticipated the ro- 
demption and withdrawal of these notes at the earliest practicable period consist- 
ent with the attainment of the object for which they were provided. 


The ple of the country feel alarmed and annoyed at the un- 
looked-for reopening of this perplexing question. The great mass of 
our business men and those engaged in manufacturing regret that at 
the present, when all our material interests are just beginning to feel 
the touch of new life, called into existence by the abundance of our 
crops and production of every kind and the, for us, fortunate foreign 
demand for our surplus, this subject should, through the suggestion 
of congressional legislation, be again precipitated, with all its accom- 
panying feelings of uncertainty, upon the country. We believe it to 

a safe 8 to cease the agitation of this question, and thereby 
prevent the feverish, unsettled feeling that must unavoidably grow 
out of any proposed change in existing laws. 

We have now a most convenient and satisfactory currency, at par 
for all practical purposes with the circulation of the civilized world, 
and of uniform value in our local commercial transactions. This 
being the case any effort to make it better would appear a work of 
supererogation. lt is urged in that portion of the message just 

uoted that it would be sound policy for Congress to“ authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to s d the coinage of silver dollars 
upon the present legal ratio,” the minimum being $2,000,000 per 
month. A reason for this suspension of the coinage is given “ that 
the market value of the silver dollar is uniformly and largely less 
than the market value of the gold dollar;” hence it is argued it will 
be impossible to maintain the circulation of the two metals at one 
and the same time. This, it is claimed, is a most fatal defect in our 
financial system, and indeed it appears to be such, in theory at least. 
To correct this discrepancy in the value of the coins of the two pre- 
cious metals two principal plans have been suggested and ably 
argued by the special champions of each. The one advocates the 
stoppage entirely of the coinage of the silver dollar, and the other 
proposes an increase in the value of such dollar by adding an amount 
of metal sufficient to make it equal in value with the gold dollar. 

We desire, Mr. Chairman, to examine this question from another 
stand-point and present a few thoughts differing, in some degree at 
least, from either of the suggestions made with reference to it. An 
examination of the recent report of the Director of the Mint to the 
Secre of the Treasury reveals the fact that the purchasing power 
of gold has advanced 16.2, while that of silver has declined but 2.1 
since 1870. We quote as follows from the report of the Director: 


The results of a comparison of the price of each articlein subsequent years with 
its price in 1870, added and averaged for each year, afford an indication of the gen- 
rise or fall of prices; that is, the purchasing power of money in this country 

for each of the ten years: 


223223 35 
5 | 2 
85883 8 
Fiscal years ending— 332853 Ee 
h 
g FB Be 
SES 888 E8 
8 8 
$1 00 81 00 
95. 5 95. 7 
95. 4 96. 15 
93. 8 92.8 
91. 7 89. 1 
99. 8 94. 8 
1 08. 2 98.2 
1 06. 3 95.7 
1127] 100.0 
1 16.2 97.9 
For the p of testing fully and carefully the fi of the 
foregoing statement, we give below a further 8 the re- 


pot sts the Director, compiled from tables of prices in Europe. It is 
as follows: 


Similar tables of prices in Europe, combined with those of American 
Tomparative — 9 


show the following power of gold and 
ten years: 
Purchasing value (measured 
by commodities) of 
Gold. Silver. 
$100 $100 
97.9 98. 9 
95. 4 95.3 
94 92.9 
95.6 92,9 
101.8 96.8 
103. 8 94.2 
104.3 93 
109. 2 96.9 
115.3 97.1 


In view of the foregoing the question is forcibly presented whether 
it would not be wise, should a change be thought advisable in exist- 
ing laws, to adopt some plan for bringing the purchasing power of 

d down to that of silver, inasmuch as silver-has been, as shown by 
the statements just quoted, for many years the more stable of the 
two metals, its depreciation only showing the trifling amount of from 
2.1 to 2.9, while, as will be seen, the advance fluctuation in gold is 
shown to be from 15.3 to 16.2 during the last decade. 

The question is, shall the dollar of the more stable character be 
brought up to the one of the greater fluctuation, or, on the contrary, 
shall the one showing the greater range of difference in value be 
brought down to the more stable standard? It would be the part 
of fair dealing and statesmanship to decide the matter in a candid, 
honest, business-like manner, and this admits of but one answer to 
the question: the metal of the lesser variation should certainly re- 
main, and the other be bronght to it, in case it is deemed best to re- 
adjust values in our circulating medium. We deprecate the necessity 
of reference to this matter in toto; but since the discussion is pre- 
sented to the country, it becomes our duty as legislators to divest our 
minds of all prejudice and approach the consideration of the subject 
with a desire for the accomplishment of the greatest permanent good. 

The bringing the value of the gold dollar down to its purchasi 

wer in 1870 would appear to be eminently just in case it be deem 

st to bring the me to something near an equal valuation by 
legislation, and would work far less pep to the business interests 
of the country than to bring the silver do up to the gold value, 
either by increasing the amount of metal in such dollar by demone- 
tization or further limitation and restriction of the coinage. It is 
very difficult to determine how or where this leveling-down process 
could possibly affect the business interests of the country in the least. 
Our coins are measured in foreign commercial transactions by their 
bullion value largely, if not entirely; hence our foreign trade could 
in no sense be unfavorably affected. The question of recoinage of 
either of the metals is one that involves mang delicate points of aa 
justment, and chiefly influences domestic trade and commerce. 

It could not certainly affect anything unfavorably except it be 
existing contracts, and those only in remote or limited degree un- 
less, indeed, in recoining, it should be deemed n to increase 
the amount of bullion in the coins, thus adding to their value by 
enhancing their purchasing power, and making it more difficult to 
procure them for the payment of debts. This would be a clear case 
of discrimination against the debtor classes. It might be answered 
that legislation favoring the debtor would certainly discriminate 
against the creditor, a power no more to be assumed by the Legisla- 
ture than that of favoring any other class in any of the varions fields 
of legislation. 

We doubt very much, Mr. Chairman, the wisdom of any change at 
this time in existing laws upon this subject, but should it be deemed 
best to make changes, this would appear to be a most opportune time 
for a“ leveling down“ to the extent of bringing the coinage of the 
country to near the same value, in view of the-rapid advance in the 
purchasing power of gold since much of the indebtedness, public and 
private, has been created. 

The ability to sustain, practically, a bimetallic currency is not so 
difficult. The proposition that with a difference in value in the coins 
of the precious metals it is utterly impossible to maintain a bimetallic 
currency being true, then can only monometallic circulation be sus- 
tained, for the reason that was the value of the two dollars, goldand 
silver, now so arranged as to be equal, it would be an utter impossi- 
bility to keep it so, critically considered, (for this question must be 
considered upon some fixed principle,) because any small percentage 
of difference in value, from whatever cause, of sufficient amount to 
justify transporting or hoarding either metal after a new coinage ad- 
justment would cause the more valuable to disappear, thus necessi- 
tating new coinage for the purpose of again readjusting values in or- 
der to prevent practically a monometallic currency ; nor, indeed, is 
it le to foresee the end of this recoinage policy for readjustment 
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of values. Usually the fluctuations in the comparative values of the 


metals are so gradual that contracts are not materially affected ; and 
this is one of the strong pointsin favor of permitting trade and busi- 
ness interests generally to adjust themselves to currency conditions 
so far as variations in value are concerned. It is believed that far less 
disturbance would be produced by such a course than in case of the 
changes being brought about by arbitrary enactment. 

It would indeed be difficult to predict that in case of a recoinage of 
the silver dollar which should contain an increase of bullion it might 
not from various causes, within a few years or months, become 80 
valuable as to be bought up for exportation, and in this way force 
quite as much as in present conditions monometallism upon the 
country. 

Mr. 8 this is certainly an ampt proper time to let the 
agitation of these questions severely alone. The logic of events will 
si this 3 problem more effectually and satisfactorily than is 
possible by legislative enactment. It is more than probable that the 
old ratio between the two metals of from 15} or 16 to 1 is as nearly cor- 
rect as could be arranged by an international congress upon this sub- 
ject. This having been established as the relative values of these two 
metals by long usage and the requirements of internecine traffic, it 
would certainly be wise not to disturb it except for most potent rea- 
sons. Practical experience is a powerful factor in the solution of all 
these intricate problems, and the statesman should bow to old nata- 
rally established usages with reverence. 

I certainly do not wish to be understood as opposing an interna- 
tional conference upon this subject of readjustment of values; but 
it is very desirable that caution, moderation, and candor be carefully 
observed in the consideration of this oportos question. Nor do we 
deem it wise to increase or diminish the present volume of silver 
coinage. Two millions per month will give us but twenty-four mill- 
ions per year—one hundred and twenty millions in five years, and 
two hundred and forty millions in ten years—certainly not an exor- 
bitant amount; and it is reasonable to suppose that the legitimate 
and proper use of this metal will tend to its rapid appreciation in 
value. Should it be urged that silver is too cumbersome a metal 
with which to transact the business of the country, we answer that 
we do not use the metals, either gold or silver, in our commercial 
trafficking to great extent, except in the smaller transactions. They 
are chiefly valuable as substantial, available, rapidly convertible re- 
serves upon which to base commercial transactions and against which 
to draw checks and drafts. It is submitted whether silver for the 
purposes enumerated is not a most excellent and substantial founda- 
tion upon which to base credit, whether of the citizen or nation. 

It is said silver does not circulate; that it is left in the vaults of 
the Treasury, and the people do not want it. We answer that the 
same conditions apply to gold and its use as a medium of exchange. 
Yet no one will doubt the necessity of having a rapidly and readily 
convertible commodity upon which may be bused checks and certifi- 
cates with which to transact the business of the country; neither will 
any person question the peculiar adaptability of the precious metals 
to this necessary purpose. Private contracts can be made for pay- 
ment in either or both metals, and neither debtor nor creditor suffer 
in the least; but when no stipulation is made, let all understand that 
either or their equivalent may be used. 

If haste can be made very slowly in the consideration of this gae 
tion, we feel assured that nothing can be lost in trusting to the logic 
of events for a full, complete, and satisfactory settlement of coinage 
differences. 

The message referred to contains a recommendation to Congress 
for legislation favoring “ the retirement of the circulation of United 
States notes with the capacity of legal tender in private contracts” 
as “a step to be taken in our pro; toward a safe and stable cur- 
rency, which should be accepted as the policy and duty of the Gov- 
ernment, and the interest and security of the people.” 

Mr. Chairman, we utterly fail to understand that there is the least 
necessity for this retirement of our greenbacks. Certainly no evil 
effects are perceptible at present in our business conditions from the 
presence of this circulation ; and in our judgment no good and suffi- 
cient reason has been presented for its retirement, nor do we know of 
any that would warrant in the slightest this action at the present. 
As a compromise, it has been suggested that it is desirable that the 

nback be stripped of its legal-tender quality; that could this be 

one our system would be greatly benefited. It is argued that taking 
away the legal-tender capacity of the greenback currency would not 
affect its value. This proposition is, however, hard to understand. 
Its chief value consists in constituting a circulating medium perform- 
ing all the functions of money, with a debt-paying power equal with 
the precious metals, and in addition to this admirable and useful func- 
tion it provides a substitute for gold and silver to the national banks 
for the redemption of their notes, for which purpose, if stripped of its 
legal-tender powers, it could not be used, and there must of necessity 
spring up an extra demand upon the precious metals. It is always 
safe to have more than one resource, or even two, at command in an 
an ait Let there come a panic from any cause whatever with a 
purely gold currency, and it at once disappears. It would not be so 
to hoard both gold and silver in case of such a condition of affairs; 

and it would be still more difficult to lock up with them a full legal- 
tender paper currency. With these three performing the full functions 


of money, it does not require a financier to perceive the immense ad- 
vantage to be derived from this treble standard in place of a single 
one when a stringency in the money market is imminent. 

We, then, have the mback currency with its legal-tender qual- 
ities unimpaired 3 important offices in our financial sys- 


First. It aids the Government in the resumption of specie pay- 
ment by preventing a run of the national banks for specie in case of 

anic. 

Second. It adds to the debt-paying ability of the country, public 
and private, by preventing the hoarding of legal-tender, debt-paying 
money of the people by the few, who may in case of panic hold their 
capital nninvested in agricultural, manufacturing, or other pursuits 
for the development of the resources of the country, but who see to 
it that their means are held well in hand for the purpose of profiting 
by the necessities of these pursuits. 

Third. It may be used in all transactions and for all purposes for 
which metallic money is used as a circulating medium, and being 
limited in amount it can easily be maintained at par with the pre- 
cious metals, and is much more convenient for the ordinary purposes 
of traffic. Neither has there at any time been the least lack of con- 
fidence among the people in the stability and usefulness of this cur- 
rency for all their necessary requirements. 

Here, then, we have use, stability, (because of easy convertibility, 
multiplicity of resource in case of emergency, and the unbound 
confidence of the ple in its present condition, all in favor of its 
powers being continued. It is submitted that it is difficult to imag- 
ine a greater array of argument in its favor. True it was originally 
issued under the extreme demands of dire necessity, while the na- 
tional life was in imminent peril; but this is no argument if the 
ple are satisfied with it that its benefits may not be continued to them 
in times of peace, especially if well guarded from overissue. Then, 
where is the necessity of this currency, e all the functions 
of money and really of great benefit to the conntry, as we have seen, 
being shorn of a portion—and we do not know but entirely—of its 
power? For we can but believe this is the first step in the pro- 
gramme for its final retirement. 

Where the danger of permitting the present conditions to remain 
until there appears to be some necessity for changing existing laws 
upon the subject? There certainly can be no cause for alarm at the 
present. It is urged in a clause of the m just quoted that this 
kind of circulation is not warranted by the Constitution. We answer, 
it will be quite time enough to think of retiring this valuable acces- 
sion to the strength of our financial system when this question shall 
have been passed upon by a judicial tribunal of competent jurisdic- 
tion. Let us not mar or destroy this splendid financial fabric with 
which we are so well satisfied until we shall have learned by some 
practical test or theory of government that another can be erected 
which shall be more satisfactory, or that the present arrangement is 
dangerous to our happiness and perpetuity. 

There is another phase of this financial discussion that may be prop- 
erly considered in this connection, and this is our national-banking 
system. It has come to be a necessity to this country that there be 
maintained, for the purposes of effecting exchanges, some system of 
banking, Ninety per cent. of the business of the country is done by 
checks and drafts on balances. Onr national-banking system was 
organized in 1863, and by tho report of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, December, 1879, we find that the number of banks organized 
and in operation in June, 1879, was 2,048, with a capital in round num- 
bers of $455,000,000 and deposits of over $713,000,000. 

Up to 1863 the business of the country was done by banks organ- 
ized under State laws upon State and other stocks, much of which 
was of a precarious character. By the State laws under which these 
banks were organized they were made banks of issue, and a very 

reat proportion of these issues were made with not even the nom- 
inal support of the precarious stocks mentioned. Each State Legis- 
lature enacted the necessary laws for the government and control of 
these banks as to their issues and other powers, and as a conseqnence 
there was no uniformity in either the volame or value of the paper 
circulation. Our exchanges were effected with great difficulty, and 
in fact with much loss to portions of the country, owing to the differ- 
ence in value of the issues of the banks operating under these differ- 
ent State laws. The great volume of traffic between the rapidly 
developing West and the eastern seaboard cities, then as now neces- 
sitated a vast amount of exchange in the transaction of business 
between the sections; and did the same discrepancy exist now as was 
sometimes the case then, before the inauguration and perfection of 
our present admirable system, the tax upon our western prodne- 
tion would be a burden to which the people would not snbmit. It 
will be remembered that under the old ante bellum State system the 
difference between the valne of the circulation of onr western and 
seaboard States was at times as great as from 15 to 20 per cent., ang 
the western merchant, forced to submit to this difference, had as a 
matter of self-preservation to add this to the price of his purchases, 
thus taxing the western consumer to a vastly greater extent in main- 
taining the old State system than has ever been the case under our 
present plan. The foregoing was not, however, the chief objection 


to this old democratic plan of banking, although this was so obvi- 
ously wrong, viewed from our present enlightened position, that it is 
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useless to think of the people again submitting to such wholesale 
robbery. 

1 of the bills of these State institutions in the hands 
of the people, caused by the precarious nature of the stocks upon 
which their issues were based, was the cause of t loss to the hold- 
ers and created a panic in 1857 that almost paralyzed the whole busi- 
ness of the country, bringing trade and commerce to a sudden and 
disastrous stagnation. It is said that the panic of that year cost the 
State of Illinois alone $6,000,000. Surely, with the history of that 
trying period, and in fact the whole banking system prior to 1863, so 
fresh in the memory of the people, we do not care to try such an ex- 
periment again. The advantages of our national banking system as 
now organized are so markedly in contrast with those of the old State 

lan that there can certainly be no question as to which is the better. 
Nor do we believe it to be a wise policy to destroy our present ar- 
rangement unless a markedly better, more constitutional, and legal 
one can be substituted for the same. We have been calling the at- 
tention of the country to the old democratic manner of transacting 
business, that we may the more effectually show the wisdom of re- 
publican methods; and we think it not unreasonable that the people 
should be asked to compare the past with the present, and we appeal 
to them io be careful how they remand this important matter to the 
hands of those whose record is a standing monument of folly and 
lack of business sagacity.. We submit that while the loss of the vast 
sums mentioned was a direct tax upon the people, no man ever lost 
a farthing by the national bank cireulation, nor is it possible for any 
person to lose anything on account of the issues of these banks. The 
matter of difference, however, is whether the Government shall issue 
directly the paper circulation of the country, or shall such issue be 
made through banking corporations based upon the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment as securities for such circulation. 

During the year 1862 and 1863, while the war of the rebellion was 
at its height and the creditof the Government was being taxed to its 
utmost by the constant draft upon its resources, Congress, by acts 
of February 25 and July 11, 1862, and March 3, 1863, authorized the 
issue of what was called legal-tender notes, the volume of which is- 
sue has fluctuated from time to time as the requirements of trade and 
commerce appeared to demand, and amounted on the 28th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1880, to the sum of $346,681,016. In the discussions in Con- 
gress at the time of the first issue of these legal-tender notes it was 
claimed that such an issue could only be justified by the most urgent 
necessity, and that such necessity was then upon the country no per- 
son for a moment doubted in the least. These issues have been de- 
eided by the Supreme Court of the United States as unconstitutional, 
but afterward constitutional and admissible, and allowable as ane- 
cessity and sustainable upon this theory. Waiving all questions as 
to the constitutionality of the power of Congress to authorize the 
issue of paper money in times of peace, a question concerning which 
there can be but one opinion, let us examine for a moment the propo- 
sition to supersede national-bank circulation with mback issues. 
Should this be done we would be benefited to the extent of 4 per cent. 
on $342,210,867, the amount of the national-bank circulation Janu- 
ary 31, 1880, provided an equal amount of interest-bearing bonds 
was called in and canceled. The amount of such interest would be 
$13,688,434.68. At 3} per cent., as proposed by the bill under consid- 
eration, the amount would be $11,977,380.34. This sum is certainly 
of sufficient magnitude that it should be saved to the Government, 
and at first thonght it appears that this amount would be clear gain 
to the Treasury. A candid view of the subject develops the fact that 
in taking out of existence this amount of national-bank circulation 
there is taken from the taxable property of the country the said sam 
of $342,210,867, and by so doing a greater burden must be added to 
the visible property of the people, and let ussee what this tax amounts 
K in 1878, the last year for which we can find a compilation. It is as 

‘ollows : 


United: Stated i—Ei:! cece ena aS $6, 727, 232 
State and local tae oe. 8, 056, 533 
TSE E eee Ea eat rere ee aa ee 14, 783, 765 


It will certainly not be argued or maintained by any person that 
the Government can tax its own indebtedness. This proposition is 
so utterly preposterous that it needs no demonstration; and it is cer- 
tainly, unsafe to permit a State of the Union to do that which would 
ultimately destroy the Government by the final destruction of its 
credit. It is unquestionably true that our nback issue is only an 
issue of certificates of Government indeb ess, which, by agreeing 
not to increase beyond a certain amount and by keeping a percentage 
of coin in reserve, is kept at par with the precious metals. This green- 
back issue must then, being no more nor less than an evidence of in- 
debtedness of the Government, be non-taxable under all laws and 
decisions upon the subject. In the event of the retirement of the 
national-bank circulation and issuing Government notes in its place, 
we would relieve the country from interest to the amount of from 
$12,000,000 to $14,000,000, and add to the burdens of our industries a 
taxation of almost $15,000,000, by retiring the aforesaid amount 
$342,210,867, of taxable capital and supplying in its stead an equal 
amount of non-taxable capital. It may be said these national banks 

pay no more than their proportion of tax with private banks. This 
may be true; but it is submitted that by retiring their circulation 


the interest npon their bonds would be assured without the taxation, 
while it must be plain that by continuing these banks in existence 
and making the bonds a basis upon which to issue bank-stock, they 
are indirectly made taxable. A further issue of paper circulation by 
the Government would also necessitate the hoarding in the Treasury, 
in coin, for redemption purposes of at least 33 per cent. of such issue ; 
which, if the same be made to cover the present outstanding issne of 
the national banks, would amount to the sum of 8114, 070, 289. This 
amount is the least that, according to the rules and experience of safe 
banking, would be n to maintain the aforementioned issue of 
paper af parand 3 our eredit from becoming disastrously affected 
in the markets of the world. No statesman or party can afford in the 
least during times of peace and prosperity to enact or advocate laws 
affecting in any manner unfavorably the credit of the nation. 

The necessity of maintaining the credit of the country untarnished 
cannot be too strongly presented or sacredly guarded, and must be 
particularly manifest when it is remembered that the Government is 
and must of necessity for years to come be engaged in fanding its in- 
debtedness as the same shall become due, and which it is impossible 
at the moment to discharge. Any decrease in value in our securities 
or increase in interest paid must finally come from the productive in- 
dustries of the country, We claim for the republican party the honor 
of placing national credit upon such a basis as to enable the Govern- 
ment to borrow unlimited sums of money at an unprecedented low 
rate of interest. 

We have, too, the spectacle of leading democrats upon the other 
side now advocating funding our obligations falling due in a short 
time at the very satisfactory rate of 34 per cent. interest per annum, 
and this, too, in view of the loud protests of the democratic party by 
the enunciations of their platforms and orators—only a little more 
than a year ago, that the credit of the Government was not such as 
to warrant the presumption thatit was possible to resume specie pay- 
ments. Surely the world does move—when the Bourbon democracy, 
driven by the logic of events and the persistent patriotic efforts of 
the republican party, is now throngh its leaders upon this floor found 
advocating these low-funding projects as a result of specie resump- 
tion and as a consequence of the established credit of the nation. 

It has been stated upon this floor that national banks are robbers of 
the people; that vast sums of money are made to their stockholders 
and, that they are crushing ont the 3 business of the coun- 
try. This is hard to comprehend. If indeed these banks are so very 
profitable, why do not our people o ize them more generally all 
over the country? The franchises of national banks do not consti- 
tute a monopoly, National banking is practically free; any five 
citizens or greater number may engage in this lucrative business, 
may organize one or more of these institutions provided always that 
they can procure the money with which to purchase the necessary 
Government bonds. It may be said it is difficult to get a sufficient 
amount of capital together to purchase the requisite bonds. It is 
submitted upon this point that the same argument applies in organiz- 
ing any business requiring capital, such as merchandising or manufact- 
uring. By organizing these banking associations all over the country 
almost every citizen could become a sharer in these lucrative institu- 
tions. A general investment in Government bonds and national-bank 
stocks would also increase the circulation of the country, and it is sug- 
gested that those of our friends who think there is lack of circulation 
couldin this way very properly and legitimately, not tosay philanthrop- 
ically, increase the per capita circulation, add to the taxable property of 
the country, and at the same time become direct sharers in this lucra- 
tive business. The shares of these banking institutions are divided in 
such manner that any person may penae them at about $100 each, 
thus placing the holding such stock within the reach of almost every 
person. Such inerease of the circulation would be brought about upon 
a perfectly legitimate and safe basis, and without the slightest in- 
crease of the obligations of the Government, which, it must be borne 
in mind, would not be the case were greater volume of greenback 
issue resorted to; unless, as before stated, a corresponding amount of 
interest-bearing indebtedness should be immediately canceled. 

It must not be forgotten that the only way by which an organized 
government can procure its necessary revenues is by the taxation of 
its people, and this is the only means for providing funds for the 
payment of its accumulated indebtednesss as well as the payment of 
current expenses. 

Governments are not, neither should they be, organized for the pur- 
pose of conducting mercantile, commercial, or other business for the 
purposes of profit. These are the special prerogatives of the citizen. 
The prime object of the banding together of communities under forms 
of government is not that they may organize for the purpose of con- 
centrating the powers of commerce, traffic, and trade, but that the 
citizen may be the more secure in the enjoyment of his life, liberty, 
and property, the first great natural rights of man. As well argue 
that the Government being its own bank of issue, and the people 
being satisfied therewith, therefore the people would be as well satis- 
fied with the manufactures of cloth, iron, or any other necessity of 
the country by the Government; hence, the people being cortent, the 
Government should do all the manufacturing and mercantile business 
of the country and take these also ont of the hands of monopolies that 
are robbing the pene by the accumulation of profits. It is, however, 
hardly presumable that any gentleman upon this floor, who has read 
history, would dare have the temerity to advocate this wholesale- 
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return to paternal government. It has been argued by some men of 
national reputation that governments can by the enactment of a law 
create value to their circulating medium. This, however, is not true. 
No argument is needed to disprove a proposition so manifestly absurd 
and unreasonable. 

Could it be demonstrated that organized government can “ fiat” 
value into its issue, then it is submitted that the greater the issue 
the more value in the country, and the proposition would naturally 
follow that the issue of this value should be unlimited. But it is 
utterly useless to think of such an absurd theory. The only way by 
which the nation can pay its debts honestly is by taxing its people, 
and in this manner raise the money to pay them. It is cubmitted in 
this connection that any decrease in our reputation for national hon- 
esty and integrity must in the end affect our credit unfavorably and 
increase the burdens of the people. k 

I believe the consideration of financial measures should be divested 
of every other matter. No appeal should be made in any manner 
whatever to prejudices of any kind; no class of citizens should be 
appealed to as a class in order to force through any measure of a 
financial character without the most mature and deliberate consider- 
ation of the subject. 

Ex-soldiers, as a class, have rights under the Government that must 
be sacredly guarded ; but they must not be used by cunning, design- 
ing parties by permitting themselves and their interests to be dragged 
into and made a factor in the discussion of the national finances. By 
all means pay these gallant defenders of the nation in her hour of 

ril every cent to which they are entitled. Parcel out the public 
3 to them. Provide liberal pensions for the unfortunate, the 
widows and orphans of the nation’s defenders; equalize their boun- 
ties as contemplated by the bill for that purpose introduced by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY.] Provide homes for the wounded 
and unfortunate on a grand scaleif need be, but do all this by direct 

t and taxation, and not by dragging them and their interests 
into and complicating them with financial legislation in passage of 
which there is no hope and less necessity. 

Mr. Chairman, these views and suggestions are presented with a 
full desire to do justice to the business interests of the country. I 
know these questions will enter somewhat into the discussions of the 
coming pon ew. campaign and I have thought best to present them 
to the House and country that the necessity may be made apparent 
of not tampering with existing laws upon the subject of our national 
finance. We have all the legislation necessary at present for the 
good of the business of the country, and any tampering with the 

nances will tend to disturb business and affect contracts unfavorably. 
The policy of letting “ well enough alone” is the correct one, during 
the present session of Congress certainly, if not indeed for many ses- 
sions to come. 

Surely, Mr. Chairman, in view of our splendid financial condition, 
it is wise and statesmanlike to at least make the effort to save to our 
Treasury all in our power. We believe the refunding bill now under 
consideration to be a measure the provisions of which are worth test- 
ing. No evil can result from it, and we may venture to hope that 
much good will accrue tothe people. As a matter of sagacity there- 
publican party should take advantage of the credit of the country 

roduced by the management of its finances under its administration 
of affairs, and reap the rich harvest of reputation for honesty in the 
management of the national finances which it has in past years sown 
and to which it is justly and properly entitled. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, there are two opposing theories in refer- 
ence to the effects produced by public debts. The adherents of one 
maintain that a public debt is a public blessing; that it is so much 
added to the national wealth; that it facilitates exchanges, stimulates 
trade, promotes agriculture, and encourages every species of in- 
dustry ; that it hrings prosperity and power to a nation, and makes it 
independent and self-supporting in war as well as in peace, All these 
advantages, so incalculable in their value, flowing directly from a 
funded debt, it follows, as they maintain, that it should be the con- 
stant care of a wise statesmanship to preserve and perpetuate its 
existence to the remotest posterity. 

The adherents of the opposing theory as stoutly maintain that a 
public debt is a publie burden; that itisa cunningly devised scheme 
of the rich and powerful to enslave the masses for the greater and 
more rapid enlargement of their own fortunes; that through its in- 
fiuence the burdens of taxation are shifted from the shoulders of the 
wealthy to the shoulders of the poor, and in such manner as to trans- 
fer, under its deceitful disguises, the earnings of labor to the coffers 
of the wealthy; that it creates and supports a vast money power, 
whose existence is a constant menace to popular government; that 
itis the parent of national banks and indirect taxation; and that 
through their pernicious results the laboring population is continually 
rendered poorer, and a large portion of them reduced to pauperism 
and crime. Holding these opinions, duty to the people, whose wel- 
fare is imperiled, demands as they maintain, that its extinguishment 
should be as rapid and their deliverance as thorongh and complete 
as the constitutional powers of Congress can make it. 

What course, therefore, any of us shall take upon the bill reported 
by the committee to refund the debt falling due in the present and 
ensuing year, and to draw on posterity for its payment, will depend 
in a great measure upon the opinions that each may hold as to the 
wisdom of the one or the other of these two opposing theories. 


National debts, wherever they exist, are the products of war. It is 
a singular fact that notwithstanding the vast monument of funded 
debt that rests to-day upon the shoulders of the civilized world, we 
search in vain on all the pages of ancient history for any traces of its 
existence. It is unknown to history anterior to the seventeenth cen- 
tary. When we remember that all history is one continued recital of 
deeds of arms, of marches and counter-marches, of victories and de- 
feats, of blotting the maps and drawing anew the boundaries of em- 
pire, of tearing down and erecting dynasties—when we remember 
that man has been busy through all his existence in hunting down 
his fellow and slaying im as a sacrifice to propitiate the smiles of 
power, we are overwhelmed with wonder that it never entered into 
the mind of king, prince, potentate, or power to invoke to his aid 
this most powerful auxiliary. The knowledge of its wonderful power 
was concealed from man from the dawn of creation through all the 
darker ages, to be revealed in the blaze of the civilization of more 
modern times. To the statesmen and the philanthropists of these later 
years Heaven has reserved the priceless boon of conceiving the great 
idea and developing it into a powerful engine of fiscal administra- 
tion. To them belongs all the glory and all the honor for having 
discovered and perfected this wonderful engine of state-craft that so 
rapidly, so noiselessly, so effectually, so remorselessly condemns 
withont crime to unrequited toil the generation now living and all 
fe rot that are to come from the womb of the future. [Ap- 
plause. 

The wise men who founded and administered governments in the 
earlier ages of the world provided in times of peace for the expendi- 
turesof war. The Jews, Egyptians, Assyrians, Medes, Persians, Greeks, 
Romans, and all the peoples that followed them hoarded treasures in 
their national coffers in times of to be expended when the exi- 
gencies of war required it. Violent and reprehensible as were too 
often the methods practiced under their policy, yet it had one redeem- 
ing feature, wholly unknown to the funding system, it laid its exac- 
tions at the door of the opulent and powerful, while the fanding system 
elandestinely, surreptitiously, stealthily lays all its crushing burden 
upon the shoulders of the weak and powerless. 

A bonded public debt is a plant of vigorous growth. It flourishes 
in all countries and climes. We find it in all the governments of 
Europe, in Asia, in all the countries of South America, in Mexico, in 
every State of the American Union. In 1848 the public debts of the 
civilized world were 88,000,000, 000. In 1870, only twenty-two years 
afterward, only the life of a r only a breath in the exist- 
ence of a nation, the public debts of the civilized world had increased 
to 819,000,000, 000. In this short space of time France increased her 
debt eighteen hundred millions, Italy twelve hundred millions, Aus- 
tria nine hundred millions, Germany six hundred millions, Spain five 
hundred millions, and the United States twenty-eight hundred mill- 
ions. 

This enormous mortgage takes from the earnings of the laboring 

ople of the world $785,000,000 annually to pay interest to its owners; 

785,000,000 of taxation laid upon the clothing that wraps the bodies 
of the poor, $785,000,000 of taxation laid upon the food that sustains 
human life, $785,000,000 extracted from the poor toiling people of the 
world, is a denial to that extent of the satisfaction of the wants, the 
comforts, and necessaries of life. The governments that have created 
these debts, and laid these burdens upon the shoulders of the poor, 
take for iheir annual support three thousand millions more. Mr. 
Fenn, in his work on the public debts of the civilized world, said that 
in 1870 the debts and investments of the civilized world were over 
$30,000,000,000, and at the rate at which they were growing they 
would by the year 1900 reach $75,000,000,000. Then he overwhelmed 
us with the startling interrogatory: What then shall be the issue! 
The solution of this question is a subject that commends itself to 
every statesman. What is to be the issue? Wecan all answer it in 
the light of history. Increased taxation on labor, increased accumu- 
lation of wealth in the hands of the few, increased corruption in 
Government, increased destitution and suffering among the masses, 
increased pauperism and crime. 

In the creation and retention of this vast funded debt, which presses 
like a mountain upon the shoulders of our people, all the salutary 
lessons of our fathers have been disregarded. They have warned us 
time and agin to shun the dangerous rock; they have admonished 
us time and again that a public debt is a burden whose weight and 
proportions no power of mathematics can measure. The Contipental 
Congress, as soon as peace with Great Britain was secured—a Con- 
gress composed of the same men who framed and gave to us the Con- 
stitution of the United States and founded the system of civil libert, 
which we now enjoy—called upon the States to invest them wit 
power to lay duties upon imports, and urged them to levy upon them- 
selves specific taxes to be set apart and pledged to the payment of 
the public debt within a period “not exceeding twenty-five years.” 
In the spring of 1783 they called again upon the States for more power 
to lay duties and again earnestly u the States to cede to the Gen- 
eral Government their public lands to be sold to pay bounties due to 
the soldiers and to meet the claims of the public creditors. If there 
were no harm resulting from a public debt, why these urgent appeals 
for its extinguishment? In the langu; of Mr. Jefferson, in refer- 
ence to a bill reported to Congress imposing taxes in 1812 to meet the 


expenditures of that war, “it was a dashing proposition.” Think of 
those poor people, prostrated by a protracted and desolating war, 
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their country laid waste on every side by marching armies, with a 
debt resting upon them es pee amount to the value of all their prop- 
erty, real, personal, and m ; acountry barely able to rise and stand 
upon its feet to receive the crown of victory. Think of the Congress 
oft the General Government asking the States to tax themselves and 
give them power to tax the people again in oo A duties upon im- 
ports. Think of it and ask yourselves, why were they so earnest, so 
urgent, so importunate ? was the urgent ac ec de in- 
duced the States to heed that appeal and pour into the lap of the 
Confederation the vast areas of their public lands? What great cause 
stirred the heart of the old Commonwealth of Virginia to respond 
to that call and cede to the General Government that vast empire of 
the Northwest, now grown into so many great States and the homes 
of so many happy and prosperous people? In the language of the ap- 
eal of Congress, it was “to hasten extinguishment of the public 

bt. 

Mr. Madison tells us that a public debt is a public curse, and worse 
in a republic than in any other form of government. 

Mr. Hamilton, in his celebrated report, says: 

It should be a fundamental maxim in the system of public credit of the United 
States that the creation of a debt should always be accompanied with the means 
of extinguishment. 


He tells us that the payment—not the retention, but that the pay- 
ment of a public debt is the only means of making public credit im- 
mortal. But the statesmanship which has conducted this country 
since the war does not seek the immortality of the public credit, but 
the immortality of the public debt, that capitalists and corporations 
and bankers and bondholders may riot in an immortality of spolia- 
tion and robbery levied upon the laboring masses of the country. 

Mr. Gallatin told Mr. Jefferson, in some comments on his message 
in 1803, that one of three things had to be done: either taxation must 
be increased, or nditures reduced, or the payment of the publie 
debt retarded ; and of these three he would not consent to the latter. 
He would not consent to the continuance of the public debt beyond 
the time when it could be paid. He would increase the taxes. He 
would reduce the expenditures, but he would not retard the payment 
of the public debt. 

Mr. Jefferson, in his message of December, 1802, characterizes the 
public debt as a “ moral canker” from which he anxiously looks for- 
ward to the emancipation of our posterity. It was but $80,000,000 at 
that time. It was small, but he knew how easy it would be to inflame 
that canker and make it a all over the body-politic upon which 
it had fastened. He and all our revolutionary fathers looked forward 
to 1808, the period of twenty-five years, from 1783, for the extinguish- 
ment of our national debt. But, alas! when 1808 arrived the addi- 
tions had been 2 than the diminutions, as is usually the case 
with national debts, and the debt was found still to be 857,000,000. 
The war of 1812 coming on, it amounted to $127,000,000. The old 
father and founder of our system of government became alarmed, and 
his alarm increased with the debt; and, though in retirement, he 
addressed a letter, in 1813, to the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of this House, urging upon him to bring before the House 
and press upon Congress the duty of paying that debt within the lives 
of the then living generation. I to commend the lessons of wis- 
dom in that letter to my honorable friend, the chairman of the present 
Committee on Ways and Means. If these words were wise then they 
are much wiser to-day. The burden and the dangers of the public 
debt are eighteen times greater to-day than they were then; and the 
wisdom of this warning should fall with eighteen times more empha- 
sis upon our ears than it did upon those who heard it then. I will 
read a few extracts from this letter: 


at tax as pl to the creditors on the public faith.” ee een 
e inter- 


them from g earth 
bonga to the living, not to the dead. The will and the power of man expire with 
> > 


+ * * 

In seeking then for an ultimate term for the redemption of our debts, let us rally 
to this principle and provide for their proas within the term of nineteen years 
at the farthest.— Volume 6, pages 136, 137. 

Again, in the same year, he wrote to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means: 

We must raise, then, ourselves the money for this war, either by taxes within 
the year, or N and if by loans, we must repay them ourselves, proscribing 
forever the English practice of perpetual funding; the rninous consequences of 


which, putting right out of the question, should be a sufficient warning to a con- 
siderate nation to avoid the example. Volume 6, page 197. 


He writes again to the same gentleman, in the same year: 


debt being a public blessing ;” that the stock representing it was a creation of act- 
ive capital Tor the . ee and 


entered bona fide into it. Volume 6, page 239. 


To Mr. Monroe, then in Mr. Madison’s Cabinet, he wrote in 1815, in 
which, while he readily admits that funding on specific redeeming 


tare enables a nation to anticipate in war the resources of peace, 
e says: 

© misfortune is, that in the mean time we shall plunge ourselves in unex- 

le entail on our posterity an inheritance of eternal taxes, which 


ume 6, page 409. 
To Mr. Gallatin, minister to France, he writes in 1815: 


Pat down the banks, and if this country could not be carried through the long- 
est war, her most powerful enemy, without ever knowing the want of a 
dollar, without dependence on the traitorous classes of her citizens, without bear- 
ing hard on the resources of the le or loading the public with an indefinite 
burden of debt, I know nothing of my countrymen.—Volume 6, page 498. 


To John Taylor, of Caroline, he wrote in 1816: 

Funding I consider as limited, rightfully, toa redemption of the debt within the 
lives of a majority of the generation contracting it; every generation 
equally, by the laws of the Creator of the world, to the free possession of the 
he e for their subsistence, unencumbered by their predecessors, who, like them, 
were but tenants for life. Š 2 ; 


* 
And I sincerely believe, with hard that banking establishments are more moet rad 
ous than standing armies; and that the principle of spen money to be paid by 
ity, under the name of funding is but swindling futurity on a large scale.— 
olume 6, pages 605-608. 


To William H. Crawford, Secretary of the Treasury, in 1816, he 
writes: 

No earthly consideration could induce my consent to contract such a debt as Eng- 
land has by her wars for commerce, to reduce our citizens by taxes to such wre! 
edness, as that laboring sixteen of the twenty-four ho ey are still unable to 
afford themselves or barely to earn as much oatmeal or potatoes as will keep 
soul and body together. Volume 7, page 7. 


Again, in 1816, he writes to Mr. Kerchival: 


I am not among those who fear me peop asgi and not the rich are our 
dependence for continued freedom. And to preserve their independence, we must 
not let our rulers load us with perpetual debt. We must make our election between 
economy and or profusion and servitude. If we run into such debts as that 
we must be taxed in our meat and in our drink, in our necessaries and our com- 
forts, in our labors and our amusements, for our callings and our creeds, as the 
people of England are, our people, like them, must come to labor sixteen hours 

© twenty-four, give the earnings of fifteen of these to the Government for 
their debts and daily expenses; and the sixteenth being insufficient to afford us 
bread, we must live as they now do, on oatmeal and potatoes; have no time to 
think, no means of calling the mismanagers to account, but be glad to obtain 
subsistence by hiring ourselves to rivet their chains on the necks of our fellow- 
sufferers. Our landholders, too, like theirs, retaining indeed the title and steward- 
— estates called theirs, but held in trust for the Treasury, must wander, like 
theirs in foreign countries, and be contented with Senay: obscurity, exile, and the 
lory of the nation. This example reads to us the salutary lesson that private 
— usos aro Oea raed poeier A — erron gega 

e tendency o! wh governments. eparture from e in one in- 
stance becomes a precedent for a second, that second for a third, peer on till the 
bulk of the society is reduced to be mere automatons of misery, to have no sensi- 
bilities left but for sinning and suffering. Then begins, indeed, the bellum omnium 
in omnia, which some p phers, observing to be so posera in this world, have 
mistaken it for the natural instead of the abusive state of man. And the forehorse 
of this frightful team is public debt. Taxation follows that, and in its turn wretch- 
ness and oppression.— Volume 7, page 14. 


To Governor Plumer in 1816, he writes : 


I 3 economy among the first and most important of republican virtues, and 
pub ... gp age ber a S to be feared. We see in England the 
consequences of the want of it, their laborers reduced to live on 2) oot Ra the 
shilling of their earnings, to give up bread, and resort to oatmeal and potatoes for 
food ; and their landholders exiling themselves to live in penury and obscurity 
abroad, at home the government must have all the clear profits of their 
land. In fact, they see the fee-simple of the island transferred to the public credi- 
tors, all its profits going to them for the interest of theirdebts. Our laborers and 
landholders must come to this also, unless they serenely adhere to the economy 
yon recommend.—Volume 7, page 19. 


Again, in 1816, he writes to ex-President John Adams: 
What do you think of the present situation of Englarid? Is not this the great 
and fatal crash of their funding system, which, like death, has been foreseen by all 


bnt its hour, like that of death, hidden from mortal prescience ? It appears tome 
that all the circumstances now exist which render 3 The inter- 


now almost general, are of the hungry and the 
naked who cannot be quieted but by food and raiment. But where are the means 
of feeding and clothing them Volume 7, page 40. 


In a letter to Hon. Edward Everett, in 1822, he says: 


I have long considered the present crisis of England and the origin of the evils 
which are lowering over her as produced by enormous excess of her expendi 
beyond her income. To pay even the interest of the debt contracted she is obli 
to take from the ind ous so much of their earnings as not to leave enough 


their backs and bellies. They are daily, therefore, over to the pauper list, 
to su on the declining . — of n Ges still holding — and whan thase also 
shall be exhausted, what next? 

Andrew Jackson, in his inangural address, in 1829, says: 

The unnecessary duration of a national debt is incompatible with real independ- 
ence. 


So deeply was he impressed with the fearful consequences that fol- 
low the continuance of public debts that he relentless war 
agains it and its offspring, the national bank. His tenure of the 
Chief-Magistracy was distinguished by the double victory that anni- 
3 both the debt and the bank. In his message to Congress in 

e says: 


If Providence permits me to meet you in another session, I shall Sere the Mee 


„ that the national debt is extin cannot 
„ ensure I feel at the near app of that desirable 
even 
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Mr. Calhoun said in his place in the Senate: 
version toa public debt is deep and durable. It is in my opinion pernicious, 
and D little short of fraud on the 3 4 
Mr. Ingham, Secretary of the Treasury, in one of his reports, says: 
Miment of the publie debt a favorite Wed af the mation, ft ie knows that the 
0 ic de a wi 0 
Fade creditor 5 ta s it, individually, as papel Bod to be paid off. 
Mr. McLane, Secretary of the Treasury, in one of his reports, says: 
will bea d day for the American people when to all those noble charac- 
teristics have rendered their career so memorable among nations they shall 
add the rare happiness of being a nation without debt. 

From the 8 the debt to its close there was no time when 
it exceeded one hundred and twenty-seven millions, yet when it was 
paid in 1835 it had cost the people of the United States four hundred 
and thirty-one millions. Mr, Jefferson tells us at one time it had been 
“juggled” from forty-three up to eighty millions. Juggling is one 
of the familiar features in the family of that name. Our present debt 
was juggled in 1869 from thirteen hundred and seventy-one millions 
to two thousand and forty-nine millions. The English funded debt 
was juggled between 1793 and 1816 from sixteen hundred and forty- 
five millions to twenty-nine hundred and thirty-three millions. This 
is one of the prominent benefactions it always bestows, and I doubt 
not if we could ascertain the history of all the public debts in the 
world we would see the brand upon all their foreheads. 

Mr. Jefferson tells us when we were ponding onr revolutionary debt 
we beard a great deal about a public debt being a public blessing. 
We heard the same when we were funding our present debt. The 
English heard the same when they were funding theirs. But when- 
ever and wherever it has been heard “it is the bugle blast of a robber 
band.” 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard to-day the republican party extolled 
to the skies by the gentleman from Maine for the wisdom it displayed 
since the war in the management of the finances. Whatever of praise 
or censure is due belong to that party, for they have had continued 
control of the Government. It wasarepublican administration that 
negotiated the bonds. It was their administration that appointed 
the agent who sold them. They are bound by his acts and utterances 
as much as by those of Mr. Chase, who appointed him. In speaking 
for the Administration and his party, he says: 

o lay down the ition that our national debt, made permanent and right), 
managed, will bea national blessing. X 5 pi 7 . 

The funded debt of the United States is the addition of $3,000,000,000 to the pre- 
viously realized wealth of the nation. It is three thonsand millions added to the 
available active capital. To pay this debt would be to extinguish this capital and 
to lose this wealth. To exting this capital and lose this wealth would be an 
ineonceivably great national misfortune. 

In the above clear statement of the proposition, as the agent of 
the Administration, he was pleading with the capitalist, and open- 
ing the way for an alliance between him and the republican party. 
The overtures were accepted and the union consummated. Here is 
what he says to the manufacturers : 

The maintenance of our national debt is protection. The destruction of it by 
payment is bondage again to the manufacturers of Europe. 

It is hardly necessary to say that the manufacturers were won by 
this frank avowal of their cause in their contest with the people whom 
they were prostrating by high tariff legislation. 

Here is what he says to the national bankers : 

That is not a hazardous opinion which declares that in less than twenty years 
our national-bank note circulation will be 51,000,000, 00 0. * The currency 
that sixty-one millions of people, unequaled in industry and untrammeled in enter- 

„Will require, has got to have the basis of a national debt. There is no other 
oundation for it to stand on that will impart to it at once security and nationality. 

He urges the repeal of the income tax, says “ it should be scornfully 
abandoned, and that, too, right speedily and forever.” That “indirect 
and not direct taxation should be the order of the day.” He main- 
tains that “there is no just way of discharging u national debt except 
by apportioning the interest to generation after generation in per- 
petuity.” Whatever else may be said of the doctrines taught by the 
agents of Mr. Chase, their courage and boldness would have done 
honor to any highwaymen that ever infested the road. There are 
gems of wisdom and statesmanship in these utterances for which the 

ntleman failed to give the proper credit to his party to-day. Jay 

ooke, the agent of the Administration, lays down the doctrine of 
the capitalist, the manufacturer, and the national banker, that the 
national debt is a national blessing. He does not dodge the question 
as some of our statesmen do who profess to hate the public debt while 
bringing before Congress and urging the passage of a bill to refund 
the debt and throw it apon future generations that its blessing may 
be perpetuated. He boldly comes out of his hiding-place, boldly de- 
clares the virtue of legislative robbery, and stands by it as a fearless 
champion of the highway. 

Now, sir, I desire to read from another distinguished leader of the 
republican party, and one of the strongest advocates of manufact- 
uring Monopoly in the United States. I read from a speech made by 
my colleague, Judge KELLEY, in 1867: 


* 
* 


Mr. Chairman, within an hour of the opening of the present session I introduced 
the following resolution, which was adopted without dissent : 
That the Committee of Ways and 
cy of immediately repealing the provisions 
whereby a tax of 5 per cent. is im 
manufacturing industry of the country.” 


cans be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
of the internal-revenue law 


on the products of the mechanical and 


On the succeeding Monday, having in the mean time examined the report of the 


of the I submitted the following: 


“Ri That the war debt of the country be extinguished by the gen- 
eration that con is not sanctioned sound principles of 83 


omy, and does not meet the approval of this 

Here was a square issue made between Jefferson, Madison, Hamilton, 
Gallatin, Jackson, Calhoun, and all the fathers on one side, and the 
representatives of the capitalist, the national banker, and the man- 
ee on Ee ee 5 i what was S highiys A It was — 5 Con- 
gress, under the control of that party so hi eulogized to-day, did 
scornfully abandon the income tax, and that ight bpesalty; They 
did epo the tax that was imposed on the two thousand millions of 
capital invested in manufactures, and upon which forty thousand 
persons realized a net profit of over 40 per cent. They did repeal the 
tax imposed upon the five thousand millions invested in railroads 
that brought to its owners a net annual income of one hundred and 
eighty-five millions. They did repeal all tax upon the less than three 
hundred thousand persons who had a net annual income of over 
$200,000,000. They released over two hundred millions of annnal rev- 
enues to the wealthy; but what act of generous kindness did they 
do toward that vast army of laborers who eat their daily bread b; 
the sweat of their brow—the thirty-eight millions of people that h 
no income, that made only a support, and nothing more? They in- 
creased their taxes. 

Why were these taxes on wealth re away? It was to prevent 
the payment of the public debt. they had all been retained as 
firmly as the taxes on the poor man’s food and clothing we would 
have been to-day without a dollar of national debt; but the manu- 
facturer did not want the national debt paid, because the $100,000,000 
that the laboring people had to pay for its interest was levied on 
foreign goods they had to buy, and its price fixed the price of the 
domestic manufacturer's goods, and the people had to pay both, and 
their wealth was released from taxation. Why should not the na- 
tional debt be to them a national blessing? The capitalist did not 
want the debt paid. So he was exempted from paying any taxes on 
his bonds and income, how did it injure him? iit were paid, where 
was he to find a safe and profitable investment for his large wealth? 
Who is to “seal up his eyelids and steep his senses in forgetfulness” 
when he lays down at night with his money sveattered all over the 
country among bankrupt and absconding debtors? Now his vast 
wealth is safely invested, and he has a mortgage decreed by law upon 
all the labor of all the people and all the civil and military power of 
the Government held in readiness to collect and pay his quarterly 
interest. Will any one Poppo that Mr. Vanderbilt, with his thirty 
millions of United States bonds, paying him an annual interest of 
twelve hundred thousand dollars, desires to see the public debt paid? 
Would a man whose monthly income was $100,000 for interest due on 
his bonds want to see these bonds paid? Would he not be likely to 
exert a powerful influence upon Congress to hold and prolong the debt, 
and keep the necks of the toilers bent under the burden from which 
he received such enormous benefits? No one is astonished that the 
stockholders of national banks clamor for the retention of the national 
debt. It is a very natural thing for them to praise the bridge that 
carries them safely over. Their very existence is bound up in the 
public debt. They live with the public debt and expire with the 
public debt. National debts and national banks are two monsters 
through whose veins flows the blood of but one life. 

If the debt is paid, as Jay Cooke says they have no basis to stand 
upon. Standing upon the debt “they have,” in the language of Mr. 
Jefferson, ‘ the regulation of the safety-valves of our fortunes to con- 
dense and explode them at their will.” Under their dominion, as he 
says, the country is abandoned to the avarice and jugglings of pri- 
vate individuals to regulate according to their own interests the quan- 
tum of circulating medium for the nation, to inflate by deluges of pa- 
per the nominal prices of property, and then to buy up that property 
at one shilling on the pound, having first withdrawn the floating me- 
dium which might endanger a competition in purchase.” In 1820 the 
banks had control of our circulation, and contracted it fearfully, and 
what was the result? Let the old father and founder of American 
democracy answer. He says: 

This State [Virginia] is in a condition of ee e. distress. The sudden 
reduction of the circulating medium from a plethora to all but annihilation is pro- 
ducing an entire revolution of fortune. 

No wonder that he said bank paper must be suppressed, and the 
circulating medium must be restored to the nation, to whom it be- 
longs. 

No wonder that he said that the bank mania “israising upamoneyed 
aristocracy in our country which has already set the Goveroment at 
defiance.” 

No wonder that he said, “ If we suffer the moral of the present les- 
son to pass away without improvement by the eternal suppression of 
bank paper, then indeed is the condition of our country desperate.” 

No wonder that he said, “‘ Interdict forever to both the State and 
National Governments the power of establishing any paper bank.” 

No wonder that he said “ their object is toenrich swindlers at the 
expense of the honest and industrious part of the nation.” 

No wonder he says, Let us be allured by no projects of banks, 
public or private, or ephemeral ents, which, enabling us to gasp 
and flounder a little longer, only increase by protracting the agonies 
of death.” 

No wonder he said in 1815, The Government is now issning Treas- 
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ury notes for circulation, bottomed on solid fonds, and bearing in- 
terest. The banking confederacy will endeavor to crash the eredit 
‘of these notes; but the country is eager for them, assomething they 
can trust to, and so soon as a convenient quantity of them can get 
into circulation, the bank-notes die.” 

Sixty-five years have passed since that utterance was penned, but 
the banking confederacy are as determined to-day to crush the credit 
of the Treasury notes as they were then. They clamor for the legal- 
tender quality—the compulsory debt-paying wares be taken away 
from them, that they may drive them back into the Treasury and 
compel them to capitulate at discretion. They know when they have 
taken the legal tender from the Treasury note they have disarmed 
their enemy on the field, and he must give up the fight. If the Treas- 
ury note is retired, then the bank-note will take its place, and we will 
soon have Jay Cooke’s one thousand millions in circulation, and more 
than a thousand millions of debt retained, refunded from generation 
to generation “in 13 for them to stand on. 

Capitalists, bankers, and manufacturers have always been the 
warm advocates, the fast friends of a public debt. General Jackson 
charged the United States Bank, when seeking a renewal of its charter 
in 1632, with the employment of every means in its power to defeat 
the payment of the pa lic debt. He said it did not hesitate to use 
its funds to control the press. Are they not spending ten times the 
money to-day to control the press that they did then. How many 
presses to-day in the United States are controlled by banking and man- 
ufacturing monopolies? They are to-day and always have been in 
leagne, offensive and defensive. 

In 1837, after the debt was paid, when we had no taxes save duties 
on imports and the revenues of the Government were more than were 
necessary for its expenses, the representatives of the toiling people of 
the United States found themselves overmatehed by the combined 
forces of the manufacturers and bankers, and a law was passed that 
took from the coffers of the Government $37,000,000 and gave it to 
the States, and some of the States actually gave back the money per 
capila to their citizens. 

In 1841, while Congress was discussing a bill to borrow $12,000,000 
on Government 3 another bill was lying upon their table and 
receiving the same support as the loan bill that provided for the dis- 
tribution of over $3,000,000, the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, among the States. 

What did all this mean? The manufacturers preferred to give 
back the money in the Treasury to the people rather than reduce the 
tariff and give up the profits it gave them in raising the prices of 
their commodities. It mattered not what the Treasury lost, they re- 
tained their spoil, and the bankers were willing to give away the 
treasures of the Government that it might create a bonded debt for 
the new bank to stand upon, which they were creating but which 
expired on a presidential veto. It is not a matter to excite one's spe- 
cial wonder that the moneyed aristocracy are found proclaiming the 
great source of blessings that a public debt bestows; nor is it a mat- 
ter of profonnd astonishment that when the war was over their rep- 
resentatives with such haste demanded the repeal of taxes on wealth 
from which the Government was receiving over two hundred millions 
annually. But how does the debt affect the laboring ple? Are 
those that toil in the great hive of our industries benefited? What 
has indirect taxes, the favorite of the moneyed aristocracy, accom- 
plished? What is indirect taxation? It is taxation levied on food, 
clothing, and the implements of labor. Direct taxes are taxes levied 
on wealth, One is laid upon the rich, the other upon the poor. The 
direct taxes were all repealed; the other is left to us and has been 
increased, Indirect taxation is one of the most insidious instrumen- 
talities for the nponanon of a whole nation that the ingenuity of man 
could invent, hile the system itself is unjust in its manifest ine- 
quality that is the least objection to it. It concentrates rapidly the 
national wealth into a few hands and leaves suffering and distress 
to the masses. If the duty on an article were 100 per cent. and ten 
millions were imported the Government would receive ten millions. 
That would be an exorbitant tax. But if a hundred millions of the 
same article were manufactured and sold at the same price the peo- 
ple who bought and consumed all over the country would pay a hun- 
dred millions to the home manufacturer. This system of taxation 
soon makes a millionaire of one and a mendicant of the other. 

No nation on earth, I care not what may be its resources, can for a 
number of years 1 the taxation required by a large public debt 
and high tariffs, with its circulating medium in the control of cor- 
porations, without entailing great suffering and distress among the 
inasses of its people. They are three powerful causes conspiring to- 

ther, and in constant and sleepless activity, to gather into the 

ands of a few all the annual earnings of labor. This system of de- 
pletion and concentration continued for a long time reaches a point 
of exhaustion when a | element of the population feel intense 
suffering for the want of food and clothing. Then the foundations 
of civil society are upheaved, and wealth, sensitive to its weakness, 
begins its intrigues for a stronger government, a governme it that 
leans for repose upon a powerful military establishment. Th people 
of the United States have felt the pang of suffering, but tLere are 
keener pangs and a deeper destitution yet to be felt by a large part 
of the population if the triumvirate of public debt, high tariff, and 
national banks are to be continued for any considerable time. The 
tariff itself takes from the earnings of the people not less than twelve 


hundred millions annually; and national banks, as they expand and 
contract, swindle and defraud the people to even a greater extent. 
No free government can exist where great wealth is in the hands of 
the few and the masses of the people are reduced to poverty. A great 
American statesman tells us that a distribution of pecuniary power is 
as essential to the preservation of free government as a distribution 
of political power. And this is no new doctrine. Sir Francis Bacon 
said, three centuries ago: 

Above all thi ‘ood policy is to be 
State be not para Sao TO DAAA: . Bara 83 8333 
and yet starve; and money is like muck—no good unless it be spread. 

John Taylor, of Caroline, a distinguished statesman of Virginia in 
the early dawn of the Republic, in a work on the principles of gov- 
ernment tells us: 

A free form of government cannot last if hea 
of the payers and the wealth of the receivers 5 — tae ee 
orders far apart. 

If the people of the United States desire to remain free, to enjoy 
happiness, and to control their government for their own well-bein 
they must destroy excessive indirect taxation, extinguish the public 
debt as rapidly as possible, and as rapidly as possible take control of 
their circulating medium, They must see to it that taxation levied 
on necessary articles of daily consumption is reduced to the lowest 
possible figure, and a just and reasonable share of the burdens of 
government is imposed upon the capital and income of the wealthy 
classes. A system of revenue that exempts the wealthy from taxa- 
tion is unjust and ruinons in the extreme; but when it further, 
and loads foreign goods with heavy taxes in order to raise the price 
to the poor of all the necessaries of life, stealthily and indirectly 
taking from them all their earnings, and reducing them eventually 
to pauperism, it is sinful and wicked. 

Let ns see how the wealth of this country has been concentrated b; 
indirect taxation. In 1860 the nine Eastern States where the capi 
is held that controlled our manufactures and currency had one-third of 
the pore and one-third of the national wealth. In 1861 the coun- 
try foisted upon it the present excessive tariff, and in 1870 the 
census showed the nine Eastern States had retained their proportion 
of population, one-third, but they had gained one-half of the wealth. 
They had five billions of values more than their proportion. The 
masses in these States were as poor as in the other portions of the 
country. It was the few who had gained the t wealth. 

On the 21st of May, 1878, Mr. Burchard, of Illinois, then a member 
of this House, delivered a speech in this Hall, from which I extract 
the following: 


A New York paper, the Monetary World, publishes the following: 
NEW YORK MILLIONAIRES. 

No street in the world, except possibly in London, represents in the short space 
of two miles and a half like the enormous — of wealth repre- 
sented by nni 
Central 


anythin 
avenue (New York) residents between Washington Square and 
k. We give hap-hazard a few names: 


8888888888 


30 Apo 50 SS enzo eno snr B 
e 
5 


888885 


Mrs. Mary Jones 
Mr, James Gordon Bennett 
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— 


Surely this wealth accumulated and held by eighteen families ought to pay its 
pro share of the governmental expenses. 

Here are eighteen families who have $248,000,000, not one dollar 
of which contributes anything to the support of the Government. 
They all live upon one street; there are others on other streets of 
that city who count their wealth by millions, but there is not a la- 
borer in that great city of a million of people who does not contrib- 
ute as much to support the Government as the wealthiest in that 
list. The wealth that is gathering in the hands of a few is not only 
large, but enormous. We were told a few days ago that a distin- 
guished lady from the East attended a reception at the White House 
with $300,000 of diamonds on her person, accompanied by two po- 
licemen and a detective. Is this republican simplicity? Is it not 
coming events 3 their shadows before?“ When a million of 
dollars may be expend: ee adornment will any one tell us at 
this day that such vast wealth is not dangerous to the state? Then 
why did our fathers declare in all the early constitutions of govern- 
ment that perpetuities and monopolies were contrary to the genius 
of a free people and prohibit them? Why was entailment forbidden 
by them in all the early charters of government they formed for us ? 
Why were laws written upon the statute-books providing for the dis- 
tribution among children of decedents’ estates? If concentrated 


wealth is not dangerous to free governments these were acts and 


utterances of supreme folly. The distinguished chairman of the Com- 
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mittee of Ways and Means, [Hon. FERNANDO Woop, ] in an inter- 
view published in one of the papers of his city, says: 


‘The great danger to our institutions does not lie in any attempt to subvert the 
Government by of arms, nor in mal controversy or strife, nor in vio- 
lence of party conflict, but does lie in the erection of mammoth syndicates and 
monopolies who are ing into the hands of the few the products of industry of 
the many, and who by the money power thus created will reduce and conquer the 
State governments as well as the Federal Government. Already some of these in- 
terests are making Senators and members of the House of Representatives, and it will 
not be long before they will make a President of the United States. 

I cordially agree with him that the danger to our institutions lies 
in the creation of a powerful money class. But its control in the 
enactment and enforcement of laws must at last lead to force for its 
support. Its influence will be exerted to gather into their coffers all 
that can be extorted by law from the products of labor. There will 
be no limit to their lust for gold. They will find Representatives in 
these Chambers obsequious to their will, or they will put them here. 
In the name of liberty they will enslave the masses to satisfy the 
greed of their masters. In the name of patriotism they will destroy 
the country, and, boasting of their superior learning and civilization, 
they will sink the land into a night of barbarism. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have seen what classes have been benefited 
by national debts. But there is a large class in this country whose 
interests are affected and we should see whether they are benefited 
or not. Are the laboring le of the United States benefited? Is 
the toiler in the shop, in the field, and on the farm benefited, when 
he is compelled to pay 100 per cent. duty on the woolen coat that pro- 
tects him in the chilling winds of winter as he goes forth to labor to 
make up the money necessary to pay the interest to the bondholder? 
Is he benefited when he has to pay 65 and 70 per cent. on the sugar that 

into his coffee in order to make up the interest that goes to the 
capitalist? Is he benefited when he has to pay 100 per cent. on the 
wool hat he puts on his head when he goes out to toil for the scanty 
subsistence he can get by his labor? Please tell me where this great 
army of toilers is benefited by a national debt, the interest on which 
is thus extorted from them? 

We have a lamp by which our feet are guided in solving that in- 
quiry. The people from whom came our ancestors that crossed the 
waters to this continent have enjoyed this inestimable blessing for 
two hundred years. How has it affected them? What voice does the 
toiling people of Great Britain send over to us as their verdict upon 
their national debt? With the advent of the house of Orange, as my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. FELTON] has told. you, the national debt of 
England began its existence. It was a mere bagatelle when William 
of Oran e mounted the throne. It was but sixty millions when he 
left it. But history tells us that no prince that ever sat upon the 
throne of Great Britain ever felt so keenly the truth of that utterance 
which Shakespeare put into the mouth of Henry IV, “uneasy lies the 
head that wears a crown.” 2 i = 

He was a foreigner, su y foreign bayonets, without a party 
attached to his person. When he arrived there one-half of the people 
were questioning his title, and the other half were warring against 
his prerogatives. The whole country was quivering with convulsions 
under his feet. Scotland was hesitating whether she would welcome 
him with a salutation ora blow. Ireland was in open war and throw- 
ing Pv guantlet at his feet bade him welcome to the arbitrament of 
battle. 

He listened to the sweet siren voice of the charmer and threw the 
influence of the Crown in support of the policy of building up a na- 
tional debt, to bind, as they told him, the ligaments of a powerful 
moneyed class to his throne to support it as it reeled and 
in the throes of revolution. Scarcely had it existed a dozen years 
when the Bank of England, the result of taxation and of oppression, 
came forth like a monster from its loins. It was then we heard that 
anational debt was a national blessing, that it was a md to the 
people, that it was a mine of gold, that it was so much added to the 
national wealth by the magic influence of national credit, and all such 
flippant fallacies as those. Ah! Mr. Chairman, it was a nd” 
to one class; it was a godsend to the capitalists who had millions 

athered together. It took the tax-gatherer from their doors and 

ade him go forth not with a blessing as of old to the lost sheep of 
the house of Israel, but to go forth and lay heavy exactions upon the 
poor toiling millions of her industrious peasantry ; to tax their shirts, 
their drawers, their socks, their shoes, their hats, the beds on which 
they slept, the implements with which they labored, even the wind- 
ing-sheets in which they were ig when they died, and the very 
spade that dug their graves where they were laid in their last repose. 
But not one dollar did they take from the great gated wealth 
of the capitalists, Itwas a “ godsend” to the capitalists, but it was 
a devil-send to the poor peasants of that ill-governed land. 

We have heard the financial policy of Great Britain extolled by the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, [ Mr. 
FERNANDO Woop.] And he pays a tribute to Sir Robert Walpole for 
having performed wonders in the way of refunding the national debt 
of Great Britain from a higher into a lower interest debt. 

Mr. Chairman, there were two great premiers in Great Britain in 
different times. There was one named Pitt and there was one named 
Walpole. Their policies were as divergent as honesty from dishonesty. 
Walpole ruled Great Britain by making the throne great in defiance 
of its Yee ram Walpole ruled Great Britain with gold. Pitt ruled 
Great Britain with the aspiration of making the English peoplea proud, 


powerful, and happy nation. Pitt made the try of Great Brit- 
ain potent; Walpole made them powerless. tt wielded the Parlia- 
ment by appeals to their patriotism ; Walpole to their pockets, -It was 
the tireless aim of Pitt to secure Englishmen in all their ancient rights, 
and Walpole to make the throne omnipotent in its claim of preroga- 
tives. 

Pitt held the helm of Great Britain from 1800 until he died, during 
the war of Napoleon Bonaparte, shortly after the battle of Austerlitz. 
When Pitt came into the control of the administration of Great Britain 
did he sell any bonds? Did he fund any debt? What was his record ? 
He laid an income tax of 10 per cent. upon the wealthy capitalists 
of Great Britain. And what did Mr. Gladstone tell us in 1853 was 
the result of that policy? It was that Pitt paid all the e of 
the government, all its civil lists, all its war expenditures in that 
tremendons contest with Napoleon Bonaparte, perhaps the greatest 
the world ever saw until within the last few years in our own coun- 
try. He did all this and had leit every year seven million pounds 
sterling to apply to the reduction of the debt which Walpole and his 
predecessors had entailed upon the nation through their bad admin- 
istration. Through the income tax and other taxes he paid all the 
expenditures of the great war, did not fundadollar, and $35,000,000 
in excess every year. Mr. Gladstone in submitting his budget to the 
Parliament of Great Britain in 1853 said that it was “a most remark- 
able fact.” It is a remarkable fact, and one that should commend 
itself to the consideration of our statesmen to-day. That debt went 
on growing year by year until in 1835, the year that our debt was 
extinguished, it amounted to 83,800,000, 000. From November 5, 1688, 
to March 31, 1877, the British people had paid in interest on their 
debt 812,87 2,268,345, while they had paid at the same time toward 
the reduction of its principal $17,142,502,925. The whole sum paid 
during that time amounted to $30,014,771,370. 

Mr. BARBER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARBER. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
national debt of Great Britain was not increased by the Napoleonic 


wars 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Gladstone says that from 1806 to 1815 under Pitt, 
it was not increased; that is, he said that the annual expenditures 
of the war during that time were paid, besides all ordinary expend- 
itures of government and $35,000,000 surplus. 

Mr. B. ER. Does not the gentleman know that Lord John Rus- 
sell, in discussing that question of the acts of Mr. Fox and Mr. Pitt, 
oe Se Mr. Pitt placed an everlasting burden on the industry of 

nglan 

r. MILLS. I leave that question with Mr. Gladstone and the 
gentleman from Illinois. I have not now time to discuss it. I have 
quoted from him his exact words which he submitted to the Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain, and they were not questioned at the time by 
any one of its members. ` 

This debt went on growing. It rose and fell like the tides of the 
sea, but like the sea its vast volume still remains. 

It rose from 1835 to 1837. 

Tt fell from 1837 to 1839. 

It rose from 1839 to 1842. 

It fell from 1842 to 1847. 

It rose from 1847 to 1849. 

It fell from 1849 to 1854. 

It rose from 1854 to 1857. 

It fell from 1857 to 1875. 

It rose from 1875 to 1877. 

It is $10,000,000 to-day larger than it was in 1835, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the people of Great Britain have paid in that time 
on that debt $6,000,000,000 ; notwithstanding the vast amount which 
they have paid on that debt during the two centuries of its existence, 
a sum near ly as great as all the property, real, personal, and mixed, 
owned by all the poopie of the United States to-day. Our total wealth 
is not over forty or forty-two billions of dollars, and they in 1877 hađ 
paid on their debt over thirty billions. 

One Enguan writer tells us in his work that all the money bor- 
rowed by England has been paid five times over, in the shape of in- 
terest, without one jot of p toward ultimate relief; but another 
one in his book takes a much more cheerful view of the subject; thinks 
if all future wars could be avoided and rigid economy practiced the 
debt might be paid in seven hundred years. How I do love a man of 
a cheerful and hopeful heart! How often his smiles kindle daylight 
in our bosoms when we are ready to sink into a night of gloom and 
despair. That declaration revived my drooping spirit like the warm 
breath of summer would the despondent spirit of a mariner floatin 
in ice fields in an arctic winter. Two hun ears in the past an 
seven hundred in the future are but nine hun years in all, and 
that is but a trifle to give in 55 such incaleulable benefits 
as syndicates, corporations, stock-jobbers, and gamblers confer upon 
the government in quieting the refractory elements in Parliament and 
making the throne immovable in every storm of state. If they have 
paid thirty thousand millions in the two centuries that have 5 
will some mathematician tell me how much they will have paid when 
the year of jubilee shall come, when liberty shall be proclaimed 
thronghout the land, and the trumpet shall sound the 2 notes of 
deliverance; when the captive shall go out from captivity and re- 
turn again to the land of his fathers. 
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It has filled her 


poor- her penitentiaries with 
criminals, and her whole land with the deepest distress. Mr. Gibbon 
us: 
It has ding th 
is redu 70 the — of 


He N. as truthfully have added it has imposed a yearly burden 


houses with pau 


le to der until one in every twenty of them 
ng for a subsistence. 


of $74,000,000 upon those descending to ee, to support those 
who have y reached it. She paid for the — — of her pau- 
pers from 1849 to 1879 over $2,000,000,000. An English writer refer- 
Ting to“ the appalling mass of pauperism” asks from whence it arises? 
DE says it is from a vicious system of taxation that takes three-fifths 
of all the revenues ay customs and excises levied on articles of gen- 
eral consumption. He tells us that customs and excises are the father 
and mother of British pauperism. Paradoxical as it may seem, the 
national wealth of Great Britain has increased in an equal ratio with 
national pauperism. The great army of laborers have risen early and 
retired late, have toiled from dawn ti!l dark, and have created a vast 
amount of wealth; but their earnings ran into the coffers of the cap- 
italists and fundholders just as the rain-drops run into the sea. How 
many mouths have dried with hunger, how many backs have shiv- 
ered with cold, how many destitute have gone without shelter, how 
many bosoms have grown heavy with sighs, how many eyes have 
poured their griefs in unavailing tears while this vast sum was being 
taken from the poor to swell the treasures of the bondholders, the eye 
of God alone hath seen. 

In 1847 the public debt of Great Britain was owned by 275,839 per- 
sons; of that number 2,089 persons owned fifteen hundred millions 
or nearly one-half of the whole amount. Each one of them owned 
$750,000, and each received an annual interest on his bonds of $30,000, 
Of the one hundred and fifty millions of interest paid by the people 
one hundred and fifty-two persons received $45,000,000, or three hun- 
dred thousand each. Of thirty-three million people in Great Britain 
only one million are land- owners, and four-fifths of those mere lot-own- 
ers in towns and cities. A thousand persons own nearly one-half of 
the British Kingdom. Ireland is owned by twelve thousand non-res- 
ident proprietors, and three hundred of them own one-third of it. Is 
there anything in the condition of England to-day that invites us to 
imitate that policy that has concentrated all her wealth in the hands 
of her aristocracy? Is there anything in theconditionof Ireland that 
charms us to that poney From 1841 to 1871 she drove morethan eight 
millions of her subjects away from her dominions to hunt homes in 
other lands. Herstatesmen are to-day devising ways to getrid of the 
sufferin , whom they have persecuted and driven to desperation, 
by h ess, and cruel legislation. Do we desire to reach the same 
condition? If we do, refund and continue the exactions of this enor- 
mous debt, and the system of taxation and currency that stand upon 
it. If we do not, then let us extinguish this debt as rapidly as we may, 
and with it will fall corporation control of our currency, and corpo- 
ration control of our taxation. 

Seeing that a national debt is a great national evil; seeing that it 
is to the interest of the great body of the laboring people of the coun- 
try that its exactions should be terminated as s ily as possible, 
the question remains for us to consider can we pay this debt? How 
can we pay it? Can we pay it speedily? I see no reason why the 
whole of this debt should not be paid in twenty years. Isee no rea- 
son for making these bonds run for forty or fifty years, as was origi- 
nally desi Why should we make them payable in forty years if 
we can pay them in a shorter time? Can we? Let us see. The 
speech of my friend from New York, the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, tells us accurately what the revenues of the 
Government are. He tells us that the Secretary of the Treasury 
estimates that the revenues of the Government for this year will be 
3 its expenditures 8264, 000,000. But the gentleman from 

ew York assures us that the Secretary underestimated the revenues 
by alarge amount. The revenues have already, on the Ist day of Feb- 
ruary, exceeded by $27,000,000 the receipts of last year. In the last 
two months they were more than they were in the first five. They 
are still increasing. Hence my friend from New York estimates, and 

robably underestimates, that by June 30, 1880, the receipts of the 
vernment will be 000,000. He further shows you that after 
all the interest charges and all the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
ment have been met, $71,000,000 can be applied to the pment of the 
rincipal of these bonds, There is no question about that. I think 
t will be $75,000,000, for it is still increasing. This being the case, 
if we can apply $71,000,000 on the 30th of next June to the paymen 
of our bonds we can apply the same amount by June 30, 1881. Itake 
that as the time at which all our bonds mature, as most of them do 
mature in June and July, 1881. Hence I start from that point with 
my calculation. The 5 and nA pe cent. bonds to be provided for June 
30, 1881, will be about $650,000,000. The committee in their bill pro- 
pose that $200,000,000 of the fives and sixes shall be provided for by a 
two-ten year bond and that $450,000,000 shall be provided for by a 
sit Sere ear bond, all bearing 3} per cent. interest. s 
Mr. BUCKNER. Five hundred million dollars. 
_ Mr.MILLS. Five hundred million dollars, provided we do not take 
into consideration the amount of the principal which I am now sup- 
posing will be paid before that time. I take it for granted that our 
revenues will continue for ten years as high as they areto-day. What 
is the basis of this estimate? Before income tax was repealed 
the revenue derived from the same system of taxation we have to- 


day, leaving out incomes and all these other taxes except customs 
duties and excises, was $350,000,000. The present tariff, with a few 
unimportant modifications and the present excise law, with the mis- 
cellaneous taxes, brought us $350,000,000. Now, can we not get the 
same amount of revenues for the next ten years from these twosources? 
Why not? Since 1873 our population has increased four or five mill- 
ions, Taxation is levied on consumption and consumption is increased 
in proportion to the increase of population. That is one consideration. 
Another factor in the problem is that consumption is increased in pro- 
portion to the capacity of the people to make purchases to satisfy 
their wants, and this is in proportion to the money in circulation 
among them. 

I saw a very intelligent monetary article in one of the New York 
papers some time ago, in which it was stated that the actual circula- 
tion of the United States had increased within the last eighteen 
months $200,000,000. The national banks have increased their circu- 
lation, I presume, seventeen or eighteen million dollars. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Twenty million dollars. 

Mr. MILLS. About $20,000,000. The coinage of silver has increased. 
the circulation ; $75,000,000 in gold has come across the Atlantic and 
been distributed through the country in the purchase of supplies. 
Now, nine-tenths of our taxes being derived from levies on articles 
going into consumption, the revenue must increase in proportion to- 
the increase of population and the increased capacity of that popu- 
lation to make purchases to supply their wants. Hence, I take it our 
revenues will go on increasing gradually for the next eight or ten 
years, provided we do not have a panic, and I see no occasion for any- 
thing of that kind; and if we should, its effect would only be tempo- 
rary. Now, I will take as the basis of my calculation not the present 
revenue but something below that. I will make the calculation that 
our revenue will be „000,000, instead of $355,000,000, as it undoubt- 
edly will be the present year. I will estimate that the ordinary 
expenses of the Government will be $150,000,000, as the Secretary 
estimates. Thus we would have a surplus of $150,000,000 annually 
to apply to the interest and principal of the public debt. 

Now, taking the annual ae of $150,000,000 on these bonds 
how long will it take to pay them? I have a calculation here ; and 
in it I embrace the 4} per cent. bonds that mature in 1891. That will 
then give us $900,000,000 of bonds. I provide by my pan that the 
Government shall sell $300,000,000 of Treasury notes ng 3} per 
cent. interest payable in 1888, 1889, and 1 That is all I would 
refund. With the proceeds of the sale of these three hundred mill- 
ions, not to be sold at less than par and as much above it as we can 
get—I take it we will without any difficulty sell them at par; that 
is the basis upon which our bonds are predicated—with the three 
hundred millions we will extinguish all of the 6 per cent. bonds and 
enough of the five percents to bring them down to $350,000,000. We 
will then have our debt $350,000,000 of 5 per cent. bonds, $250,000,000 
of 44 per cent. bonds, and $300,000,000 of 3} per cent. Treasury notes. 
The debt, to be sure, is still $900,000,000. Its interest, however, is 
changed from $85,063,432 to $73,063,432. That is the interest we are 
required to keep up on the whole national debt; that is, which we 
are required to pay for the first year on the whole debt; but of course 
the interest diminishes as the principal diminishes. We will first 
commence paying the fives. Seventy-three million sixty-three thou- 
sand fonr hundred and thirty-two dollars being required to meet the 
interest on the whole national debt for the year ending June 30, 1882, 
the sum of $76,936,568 may then be applied to the payment of that 
amount of the fives. On the 30th of June, 1883, after paying the in- 
terest on the whole debt remaining, we may apply $30,783,396, the 
next year $84,822,565, and soon. On the 30th of June, 1886, the fives 
are all paid, and $75,123,102 of the four-and-a-halfs purchased. On 
the 30th of June, 1888, the four-and-a-halfs are all purchased, and 
$25,159,079 applied to the payment of the three-and-a-half arene 
notes. And thus continuing to apply the surplus of the $150,000, 
after paying interest on the whole debt on the 30th of June, 1891, all 
the Treasury notes are paid, and the whole debt of 5000, 000,000 ex- 
tinguished, with a surplus of over fifty-six millions. 

y the plan of the committee only two hundred millions can be 
paid in the next ten years. But to that it is answered they can pur- 
chase them and save the high rate of interest we are paying. If 
$150,000,000 are annually applied under the bill the com- 
mittee, they will have to purchase the whole ,000,000 at a pre- 


mium. Under my plan we only purchase the four-and-a-halfs due in 
1891. Let us see how they compare. 
By the committee’s bill we pay— 
E e E A $900, 000, 000 
T K ̃ͤ .. 528, 000, 000 
per gen! 8 45, 000, 000 
SHA aint 1 1, 473, 000, 000 
y the p propose we will pay— 
r / sad 900, 000, 000 
w ⁵ ⅛ð2 u 0 
5 per cent. premium on four-and-a-hal fs. 12, 500, 000 


1, 455, 500, 000 


r by eighteen millions 
he sali 


On the score of economy my plan is cheaj 
est objection I 


than that of the committee. But that is 
have 


to their bill. If the revenues instead of falling fifty millions. 
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years from 


should only fall twenty-five per annum for the next ten 
the present figures, then we would pay the debt in 1887. If the rev- 


ennes should remain as they are to-day for ten years, we will pay 
the debt in 1886. With the promising prospects before us, is it not 
an act of folly, if not a crime, to retain this debt for forty years? If 
Congress, un wisely as I think, shall determine to refund these bonds 
as the committee propose, what are we going to do with the surplus 
revenues now in our coffers and continually amine ia alli 
out of the question the payment of any portion of this debt out o 
money now in the Treasury, the incoming revenues in ten years will 
pay the $900,000,000. I asked that question of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, “ What are you going to do with this money if 7 go on 
refunding these bonds for forty years?” He said he would buy bonds 
in the market or else decrease taxation. The chairman of the com- 
mittee said, “That would be a better way,” and I said, ‘‘ And thus 
perpetuate the debt.” He promptly said no, he would apply it to the 
sinking fund. But if the money is to be applied to the sinking fund, 
why not pay the bonds without refunding? Why refund and then 
purchase ata premium? The chairman and the Secretary let the cat 
out of the wallet when they proposed to reduce taxation ; and that 
undoubtedly is the policy, to reduce internal revenue and retain the 
debt. Itis vain for us to indulge the hope that after we refund these 
bonds into others running forty years we may then purchase them at 
a less figure than we can now pay them at their present rate of in- 
terest. If these bonds are placed beyond our power to call and pay, 
the premium will soon rise so high that the Government will find 
itself cornered. ‘The Secretary told us the other day that the holders 
were making corners on him now. With the bonds maturing next 
year, do you think the national banks will stand by with unconcern 
and see undermined their foundations? Do you think the large bond- 
holders, like Vanderbilt with his thirty millions in bonds, will let you 
destroy the only safe paying investment for his large wealth? Do you 
think the manufacturing confederacy will remain neutral, and lose this 
most effective agency for the retention of high prohibitory tariffs? 

No, sir; you will find in a short time that the price of your bonds 
will be so high that it will cost you more to buy than it would have 
done to let them remain even at 5 and 6 per cent. interest. I beg this 
House to understand, and the people to understand, that the moneyed 
confederacy do not intend this debt shall be paid if it is in their power 
to prevent it. The first step is to get these bonds beyond the power 
of the Government to call and pay and get them within their own 
control, The next step will be to raise the premium and embarrass 
the Government in every possible way, so that it will cease its efforts 
to purchase. In the mean time, the representatives of their interests 
in Congress will tell us it is unwise to pay such prices for the bonds, 
let the people retain their money, reduce taxation, and give back your 
surplus revenues. Pass this bill, and another will follow on its heels 
in quick succession to reduce internal-revenue taxation. Mark you, 
not the tariff, but internal revenne. It does not lie in the power of 
forty millions of people to touch that accursed robbery. But when the 
capitalists, bankers, and bondholders find they must give up the debt 
or internal taxes, they will give up that which is least advantageous to 
them. The internal taxes do not affect their interests. It was only 
retained to make sure the interest when the debt was so 1 and 
its interest so great that high tariffs standing on tip-toe did not meet 
their demand. As soon as it is found that the debt can be retained, 
its interest paid, the banks secured, and high tariffs preserved, the 
internal taxes on whisky and tobacco may go. 

How feelingly they will talk of the burden of taxation when they 
come and ask for the repeal of internal revenues. Pass this bill and 
you will soon pass the other, and all your means of paying the debt 
will then be gone. Then you will have the debt perpetuated until 
we are all dead, and the same nts which are being made here 
to-day will be made here to the next generation. The same sophis- 
tries to which you have listened our children will listen and our 
grandchildren and our great-grandchildren, and, sir, this debt will go 
on for two hundred years, as it has in Great Britain, and be greater 
at the end of that period than itis to-day; andin every neighborhood 
the poor-house and the prison will stand as monuments of our folly. 

Let us to-day resolve that we will hold our taxes as they now stand, 
and add to it a tax on incomes and apply them as fast as possible to 
the extinguishment of the debt. Let us imitate the patriotism and 
wisdom of Pitt, and lay the income tax and make the large wealth 
of this country contribute to its support. Is there any good reason 
why it should not? Why should all the burdens of government fall 
upon the shoulders of the poor? Why should taxation on consump- 
tion alone pay all the expenses of supporting this vast fabrie of 

overnment? Great Britain has had a tax on incomes ever since 1850. 

ost of the governments of Europe have thesame. Why should the 
immense wealth in this country be exempted? Here is a very inviting 
field before us, from which it seems to me we might glean a little. 
In 1866 there were 460,170 persons, who had incomes amounting to 
$966,358,599. In 1867 the exemption was raised to $1,000, and the 
number of persons fell to 266,135, and they had incomes $813,965,333. 
In 1868 there were 276,661 persons, who had incomes amounting to 
$806,006,476. In 1869 there were 272,843 persons, who had incomes 
amounting to $819,907,392. In 1870 there were 275,661 persons, who 
had incomes amounting to $806,006,476. 

These were in the main the same persons, and their incomes—their 
net earnings—for the five years amounted to $4,128,665,195. Ought 


we not to require this vast wealth to contribute its just share to sup- 
port the Government ? 

Mr. McKENZIE. What was the greatest amount collected as in- 
come tax in any one year? 

Mr. MILLS. About $72,000,000. 

Now, if the tax had been kept on these incomes and on capital in- 
vested in manufactures we would not have had a dollar of indebted- 
ness to-day. Let us keep the revenues we have and add to them the 
income tax and pay the debt as fast as we can. And as fast as we 
can, let us emancipate our people from the dominion of debt, exces- 
sive indirect taxation, and national banks, that are so rapidly con- 
centrating the wealth of the country in the hands of the few and 
endangering the very existence of free institutions. So great has the 
aggregation of wealth already become that to-day it threatens to take 
possession of the Government. We already hear in every direction 
that we want astronger government—a government whose frown will 
awe into silence every breath of complaint—a government whose 
powerful arm will hold a distressed and uted le quiet, make 
them starve with a smile and expire in decency an pp a govern- 
ment so strong that no indignant public opinion can shake its corrupt 
and wicked administration. 

It is not a government made strong by the powerful support of a 
moneyed aristocracy that we want; itis not a government made strong 
by the iron arm and despotic will of a military chieftain that we need; 
it is not a government so strong in gold and steel that it may reply to 
all the complaints of its suffering citizens with a blow; but a gov- 
ernment that feels its greatest strength when it e een on the pop- 
ular will and draws all its support from the filial tion of the cit- 
izen. [Applause.] That government whose statesmen diligently 
seek the public good as the highest aim of their ambition will never 
find an hour so dire that i¢ must needs covet some other strength to 
steady and support it as it reels and totters in the throes of popular 
convulsion. It is not a strong government but a just government 
that we want. Let us give the people wise and beneficent laws; let 
comforts—the just reward of labor—diffuse themselves through all the 
land, and their magic spell will secure the domestic tranquillity and 
repel the enemy from the gates when gold, like a recreant, flies the 
field. Let us as faithful Representatives so discharge the high trusts 
committed to us that the Republic will suffer no detriment at our 
bands; that the land shall increase in wealth, in prosperity, and in a 
contented and numerous ple. Let us leave open to them every 
avenue to their individ improvement and remove every impedi- 
ment in the path of their progress upward as onward. Let ussecure 
to them the enjoyment of every reward that labor offers as an induce- 
ment to toil. Then the Government will feel its greatest strength 
as it confidingly leans for support upon all the arms and heads and 
hearts of its people. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the courtesy 
of the committee for a moment. As I understand the remarks of the 

entleman fr6m Texas he sought to impress us with the idea that, 

uring the Napoleonic war, Pitt did not increase the national debt of 
England. Now I wish to read a brief extract bearing apon this point, 
from the lips of Charles James Fox by Lord John Russell. He writes: 

Yet in this inviolability of the si ‘king at co: d 
interest, 3 oer Br 1 e af Mr. Pitt's AMA hate 
the boast that this measure would prevent debt over rising, during war, to the 
height it had previously done, facts have converted these rosy tints of eloquence 
into the somber colors of national incumbrance. The American war lett this 
poses! fy a with a debt of two hundred and fifty millions; Mr. Pitt's French 
war left it indebted to the amount of eight hundred millions, Some advantage 
was derived by stock-jobbers from the weekly purchases of the commissioners of 
the national debt, but the nation required every year larger loans and had to pay 
an additional bonus to the lenders. 

Mr. MILLS. In response to that I will read what Mr. Gladstone 
says on the same subject, in his speech on the income tax in April, 
1853. Mr. Gladstone says: 

Now, every one of us is aware of the enormous weight and enormous mischief 
that have been entailed upon this n accumulation of our debt; but it 
is not too much to say that it is demonstrated by the l that our debt need not 
at this moment have existed if there had been resolution enough to submit to the 
income tax at an earlier period. This test of my assertion I k you will admit 
is a fair one: I begin by putting together the whole charge of government and 
war, together with so much of the national debt as had accrued before 1793, so as 
to make (if I may so express myself) a fair start from 1793. The charge of gov- 
ernment and war, together with the charge of debt incurred before 1793, amoun 
on the average of the 3 down to 1798, to 236,030,000 a year; the revenue 
that period, with all the additional taxes that were laid on, amounted to £20,626,000 
ayear. There was, therefore, an annual excess of charge above 3 
for government, for war, and for debt contracted before bat not including the 

of debt contracted since 1793—of no less than £15,404,000. 

‘ow the scene shifts, In 1798 Mr. Pitt just initiates the income tax, and im- 
mediately a change s. In the four years, from 1799 to 1802, the charge for the 
same items that I have mentioned, which had been 236,000, 000, rose to E47, 413. 000 
a year; but the revenue rose to 233.724 000 a year, and the excess for those four 
years was diminished by nearly £2,000,000 a year; instead of an annual excese of 
215,404,000 over revenue, it was L 13,689,000. But next look to the operation of the 
tax, both direct and collateral, from 1806 to 1815, during the very time when our 
exertions were greatest and our charges were heaviest. The average annual ex- 

«penses of war and government, from 1806 to 1815, together with the charge upon 
the debt contracted before 1793, were 265,794,000 ; but you had your income tax in 
its full force, with your whole financial system invigorated by its effects, and the 
revenue of the country now amounted to 263,790,000 ; while the deficiency in actual 
hard money, which during the war represented something like doutie amount 
in debt, owing to the rate at which you borrowed, instead of being 215,404,000 a 
year, as it was in the first period, or £13,689,000a year, as it was in the second period, 
was only £2,004,000 a year, from 1806 to 1815. 

Such was the power of the income tax. I have said there was a deficiency 
annually of 22,004,000, but it is fair for you to recollect, and it is necessary in order 


fully to 

of which I have mentioned, about 29,500, 000 were due for charge 
ot debe’ 1 : gov: 
ernment, 3 whole e: 

when you had the 


Sharps ot a gigantic war to boot. That I must soy is to my mind a most remark- 


0 

[During Mr. MiLLs's speech the following occurred : 

Mr. MILLS. I see that my time is going fast, and I would like 
the consent of the House for a short extension of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Mitts] has 
seven minutes remaining. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to discuss this bill particularly, and I ask the 
House to give me alittle more time. My friend from Minnesota, [Mr. 
DUNNELL, I who will follow me, can have all the time that he wants. 

Mr. LO I move that the time of the gentleman be extended. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Extended indefinitely? 

Mr. MILLS. I will want but fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. LOWE. I move that the time of the gentleman be extended 
twenty minutes. 

There was no objection. } 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
his annual report in December last, called the attention of Congress 
to the fact that certain bonds of the Government would become pay- 
able upon the demand of the holders, December 31, 1880, and that 
certain other bonds would be redeemable at different dates in 1881. 
Those which are so payable in 1880 amount to $18,415,000. The Sec- 
retary said that these bonds, the loan of February 8, 1861, maturing 
December 31, 1880, can probably be provided for from the surplus rev- 
enues. Bonds to the amount of $152,605,550, authorized by acts of 
July 17 and August 5, 1861, are redeemable June 30, 1881, and bonds 
to the amount of $71,787,000, authorized by act of March 3, 1863, are 
redeemable June 30, 1881. Also, bonds to the amount of $823,800, 
authorized by act of March 2, 1861, are redeemable July 1, 1881. All 
the above bonds amount in the aggregate to $273,631,350, and bear an 
interest of 6 per cent. 

In addition to the foregoing securities, there will be redeemable May 
1, 1881, 5 per cent. bonds to the amount of $508,440,350. These last 
were authorized by acts of July 14, 1870,and January 20, 1871. The 
total of these bonds, being all the 6 and 5 per cent. bonds of the Gov- 
ernment now unpaid, is $782,071,700. Taking from this sum the 
$18,415,000 which are to be provided for from the surplus revenues, 
there remain $763,656,700 to be taken care of, either by payment in 
whole or in part or some process of refunding. 

The Committee on Ways and Means have been charged with the 
duty of preparing for the consideration of the House a bill providing 
for refunding these maturing bonds. Every patriot in the country 
would rejoice if we had the money with which to redeem these obli- 
gations of the Government and so relieve the people from their pres- 
ent taxation. As this beneficent result cannot now be attained, it 
certainly will be deemed wise to refund them on the most favorable 
terms possible, or such a portion of them as cannot be met by the 
surplus revenues of the Government prior to the dates when the bonds 
are redeemable. If these bonds could be paid within two, three, or 
even four years by the revenues, it would be far better to continue to 
pay the 6 and 5 per cent. interest on them than refund for a long time 
atdor3}percent. It is unreasonable, however, to suppose that even 
one-half of this amount could be paid in the longest time named. 

Before alluding to the bill under consideration it may be proper, in 
this place, to give the suggestions of the Secretary of the 8 
made in his last report. He said: 


It is respectfully suggested that authority be given at the 
Congress to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in coin, 4 per cent. bonds 
of the description set forth in the said act of J uly 14, 1870, and ding certifi- 
cates of the description set forth in the act of February 28, 1879, with like quali- 
ties, privileges, and exemptions, except as hereinafter stated, to the extent neces- 

to redeem the bonds falling due on or before July 1, 1881, above described, 


t session of 


and to use the proceeds for that purpose. 
It is ho t the advancing credit of the country will enable the Secretary to 
sell such ds and certificates at a premium, but it seems better to maintain the 


general conditions of the 4 per cent. bonds rather than to undertake to sell a bond 
at lower interest. The 4 per cent. consol is now universally known. The rate of 
interest is as low as will generally maintain the bond at par, and the premium will 
measure its advance above par at favorable periods. certificates should bear 
the same rate and be sold on the same terms as the bonds. It is important that 
the authority granted should include the porer to refund, from the of the 
Fefunded prior to ILA MAHET”. ‘The pecsensia belioved to be aa exceptiooaily fever 

un or ma . 0 to an vor- 
able time for such 88 X 

These suggestions are : 

First. That the bonds and certificates to be issued are to be four 
percents. 

Second. That the Secretary be authorized to sell the bonds and cer- 
tificates and with the proceeds purchase the maturing bonds or pay 
them at maturity. 

The Secretary, in his conference with the Committee on Ways and 
Means, modified the second suggestion above, drawn from his annual 
report, for he said in reference to the sale of bonds for money: 

It will not be wise for us to sell them for the money with the uncertainty as to 
our being able to use that money in buying an equal amount of outstanding bonds 
not yet and if you were to authorize that, we should necessarily have to 
increase the public debt. We might not be able to use the money. 

The committee after mature deliberation decided to report the bill 
now under discussion. It provides: 

First. That the Secretary of the Treasury may issue bonds to the 


X——110 


0 het pl arte 5 ero wed See ee DS ERY ERA ra ee, Ie 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1745 


amount of $500,000,000, which shall bear interest at the rate of 3} per 
cent. per annum, redeemable at the pleasure of the United States 
after twenty years, and Royale fifty years from date of issue. 

Second. That he may issue notes in the amount of $200,000,000, 
bearing interest at the rate of 3} per cent. per annum, redeemable at 
the pleasure of the United States after two years, and payable in ten 
years from the date of issue; but not more than $40,900,000 of said 
notes shall be redeemed in any one fiscal year. 

Third. That he may issue certificates of deposit to an amount not 
exceeding $50,000,000, fixing the rate of interest to be allowed thereon 
at 3} per cent. per annum for one year, after which interest shall 
cease; and the said certificates s be convertible at the option of 
the holder, when presented in sums of $50 or multiples thereof, into 
the coupon or registered bonds authorized by this act. 

By these three provisions, the Secretary may issue bonds and certifi- 
cates to the amount of seven hundred and fifty millions. The bonds, 
as already stated, prin $m 1880 and 1881 amount to $782,071,700, and 
for the conversion of which intosecurities bearing a lower rate of inter- 
est, this bill is now before us. The annual interest now paid upon the 
$782,071,700 is $41,839,898, The annual interest which these new bonds 
will call for, will be 826,250,000. The annual interest which will be 
saved by the operation of this bill will be $15,589,898, Assuming that 
the surplus revenues will wholly absorb the difference between the 
$782,071,700 of the bonds to be met and the $750,000,000 herein pro- 
vided for, the annual interest charge after this exchange of the 33 per 
cent. bonds and certificates for the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds has been 
consummated will be but $68,183,831 over against the annual interest 
charge A 31, 1865, of 8150,977,617. 

Here will be a reduction in the annual interest charge since Sep- 
tember 1, 1865, of $82,793,736. These figures will find a place in our 
financial statements, if this bill shall pass and be executed. The in- 
terest-bearing debt will be $1,765,577,000, instead of $2,381,530,294 as 
it yae August 31, 1865. The thoughtful patriot will rejoice over this 
result, 

A national debt is not a blessing. Toa republican government it 
is an abiding curse. Indeed it is a curse to any government. No 
party or administration, as I believe, will have an indorsement of the 

erican people which does not seek some annual reduction in this 
debt. This reduction, however, must not come, except in pursuance 
of policies and methods absolutely honest. 

We are now, as a government, reaping a rich reward, because its 
Administrations since the war have kept to fulfillment every letter in 
our financial pledges. 

I here insert a table to sustain some of my foregoing statements: 


Total interest-bear-| Annual interest 
ing debt. charge. 


SCC $2, 331, 530, 204 96 $150, 977, 697 87 

web ebaergsens—cseeedenvesseccane 2, 332, 331, 207 60 146, 068, 196 29 

Rep dent sedeevewrcncewocsoccccesssccces- 2, 248, 067, 387 66 138, 892, 451 39 
—— — — 2, 202, 088, 727 69 128, 459, 508, 14 

2, 162, 060, 522 39 125, 523, 995 34 

2, 046, 455, 722 39 118, 784, 960 34 

1, 934, 696, 750 00 111, 949, 330 50 

1, 814, 794, 100 00 103, 988, 463 00 

1, 710, 483, 950 00 98, 049, 804 00 

S o 1, 738. 930, 750 00 93, 796, 004 50 
1875 1, 722, 676, 300 00 96, 855, 690 50 
1876 1. 710, 635, 450 CO 95, 104, 269 00 
1877 .. 1, TLL, 888, 500 00 93, 160, 643 50 
1878 .. 1, 794, 735, 650 00 94, 654, 472 50 
NGI eee eee eee ede 1, 797, 643, 700 00 83, 773, 778 50 


The question which the Committee on Ways and Means first met 
was, whether the bonds contemplated in this bill could be exchanged 
for the bonds to be taken up if they were to be 3} per cent. As the 
bill provides for an adjustment of the difference in interest from the 
time of the offered exchange and maturity, the simple question was 
whether the bonds of the United States to the amount of five hundred 
millions could be sold at par bearing 34 per cent. interest, redeemable 
after twenty years and payable after forty. The readiness with which 
the 4 per cent. bonds were sold; the rness with which the people 
sought the new 4 per cent. certificates of deposit; the premium at which 
the four percents sold; the premium at which they are now quoted; 
the fact that these bonds are the only ones which the United States 
can ibly put upon the market before 1801, and not then unless a 
war intervene; the evident existence in the country of large amcunts 
of trust funds, which, as experience has shown, seek permanent and 
safe investment; the many assurances which bankers and others com- 
pees to judge gave, brought the committee to the opinion that no 

igher rate of interest than 34 per cent. need be paid. 

tis not certain, I admit, that these securities at the rate of interest 
fixed can be used as we propose, nor was it certain that the 4 per 
cent. bonds could be sold. More or as much uncertainty was felt then 
asnow. Certainly the four percents did not absorb all the trust funds 
in the country, as was apparent when the last sales were made. I 
entertain the opinion that when Congress has passed this bill, the 
four percents will reach a premium of 9 per cent. at least, and then 
investors can do better by seeking the bonds which this bill will pro- 
vide than any other class of our national securities. The bonds to 
be issued are to be offered in exchange for the five and six percents 
till their maturity, and if the exchange is not completed prior to the 
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maturity of the old bonds, then the new bonds are to be sold and the 
proceeds used in the purchase of the old bonds not exchanged. 

Aside from moneys which may be called trust funds, there are large 
amounts of money in the country which the owners thereof do not 
care to invest in active business enterprises. They are in many in- 
stances persons who, retiring from business, seek investments w ch 
shall be free from needed supervision and consequent yng Such 
parties prefer a bond of the Government, though it beara low rate 
of interest, to any other security. At no time in our national history 
has our credit been so good as now. Fidelity to pledges, made dur- 
ing and since the war, largely contributed to this result. This 
credit was caused in part by a return to specie payments. Resump- 
tion not only was a fulfillment of money promises made during the 
war, but it made the large volume of paper money in circulation equiv- 
alent in commercial value to the coin of the Constitution. Resump- 
tion, whether begun too soon or too late, whether reached by pre- 
cisely the best methods or not, could not fail to strengthen our na- 
tional credit, and will not now, while sustained, fail to bring forward 
for permanent and safe investment much money which, if it has not 
been hoarded, has been employed in transactions but poorly remu- 
nerative and so employed till the full credit of the Government was 
reached. 

While the returning prosperity in business may keep in active cir- 
culation and venture the great bulk of the acquired wealth of the 

ple, yet no inconsiderable fraction of this wealth will withdraw 

m hazards which prosperity always begets and seek security. In 
the midst of the wildest speculations, there are a few at least who then 
instinctively retire from business, and all the more ray E 555 
for a place where they misy matey lodge their money. We should not 
forget that the value of the annual productions of all the industries 
of the United States is so large that the ability to invest in such secur- 
ities as this bill contemplates, is much greater than we might suppose. 

A full year will be given in which the bonds provided for in this bill 
are to be offered in exchange for the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds. These 
bonds are not to be sold for money till after the maturity of the bonds 
to be taken up. If this exchange cannot be effected by a 34 per cent. 
bond, it will fo in time when Congress meets in December next to 
authorize a 4 per cent. bond. Haste is not needed; nor can ít be 
urged except on the assumption that the times are more favorable 
now than they will be next year, d 

The questions, Mr. Chairman, which this bill presents are not many, 
and are very simple. We have bonds maturing in 1880 and 1881, bear- 
ing 5 and 6 per cent. interest. Shall they remain to be reduced from 

to year by the surplus revenues, which the Secretary of the 

ary judges will be $50,000,000 each year if there be no unlooked- 
for changes and no marked modifications in the revenue laws of the 
country, or shall these bonds be refunded with 3} per cent. bonds, 
and the Government then use the $50,000,000 in the purchase of the 
outstanding 4} per cent. bonds, which are redeemable September 1, 
1291, and are in amount $250,000,0007 I do not hesitate to declare my 
opinion that the latter course isthe preferable one. The public-debt 
statement for February, made March 1, confirms me in this opinion. I 
will here make it a partof myremarks. The reduction in the public 
debt forthe month of February, as will be seen by the official statement, 
was over $5,500,000, notwithstanding the fact that over $6,000,000 were 
paid out during the month on account of 2 The total rev- 
enues during the month were larger than those ever received before 
during the month of February under the present revenue laws. The 
receipts from customs during the month amounted to $16,800,000, 
while in the corresponding month of 1879 they amounted to only 
$10,800,000. The receipts from internal revenues last month were 
over $8,750,000 while in February, 1879, they amounted to more than 
$1,000,000 less. : 

The following is the official public-debt statement for February : 
Coin bonds: 


#1, 770, 212, 850 


Debt bearing no interest: 
16, 823, 135 


Debt on which interest has ceased, (matured, 


393, 311, 102 


2, 174, 347, 087 
17, 116, 787 


sua, 
Interest thereon 897, 003 
Gold and siver certificates. ... on 19, 452, 520 
United States notes held for le pn cape certificates of deposit. 11, 485, 000 
Cash balance available March 1, 1880 „SF 150, 031, 706 
Total Habllities 44 196, 351, 653 


$196, 351, 653 


Bonds issued to Pacific Raviroad Companies, interest payable in 
lawful money : 
Principal outstanding nn 
Interest accrued and not yet paid—— 
Tatetest repaid by teamepertanion oF melis: 3.7 
Balance of — paid by United Sta 

At no time since the foundation of the Government has it been free 
from some debt. The national debt January 1, 1791, was $75,463,476. 
This had a very gradual reduction, though increasing some years, till 
January 1, 1812, when it was $45,209,737. From this point it increased 
till January 1, 1816, when it was $127,334,933. The revolutionar 
war was the chief cause of the original debt, and the war of 1812 wi 
Great Britain was the cause of the increase. From 1516 it decreased 
till in 1836, when it was but $37,513. From this time it increased 
till January 1, 1843, when it became $20,601,226; July 1, 1843, it was 
$32,742,922; July 1, 1851, it amounted to $68,304,796. This increase 
is chargeable to the Mexican war. This debt was annually lessened 
till 1857, when it was $28,699,831, and from this year it was annaally 
increased till July 1, 1861, when it was $76,455,239. As no part of 
this increase can be charged to the war of the rebellion, there was a 
larger increase of the national debt from 1857 to 1861 than during 
any similar period of peace since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. It is no wonder that the war of 1812 and the Mexican war 
increased the public debt, and the wonder is that they did not make 
larger increases. History does concede that our financial affairs were 
conducted with marked ability during these two wars. It remains 
to be seen what reasons history will give for the large increase of 
the public debt during the administration of President Buchanan, 
From July 1, 1861, to July 1, 1865, the debt increased from $76,455,239 
to $2,756,431,571. It is not necessary to say that this enormous debt 
was that part of the money expenditure made to preserve the Union 
and which remained unpaid when the rebellion was brought to an 
end. From the close of the war in 1865 to this hour the Govern- 
ment has been exerting all her energies so to manage and reduce 
this large debt that the public credit might be fully restored ; that 
business might be brought back to normal channels and prosperity ; 
that taxation might be reduced to the minimum of burden, and that 
the promissory notes of the Government made necessary by the exi- 

ncies of war, and for that reason alone declared constitutional, might 

me, us they now have, honest representatives of the promised gold 
and silver of the Constitution. 

I insist, Mr. Chairman, that the Government during this period has 
achieved great financial success. The interest-bearing debt has been 
reduced from $2,381,530,294 to $1,770,212,850, or $611,317,444. If we 
add to this the aggregate amount of interest-money paid since July 
1, 1865, which has amounted to 51, 708,595,985, we shall have $2,319,- 
913,429 as the sum total paid on the debt and interest on the debt. 
When we consider that we have paid $1,708,595,985 of interest, while 
we have reduced the principal but $611,317,444, we shall see no beanty 
in a national debt, but find in it the certain elements of a grievous 
burden. Should we add to the $2,319,913,429—the gate debt 
reduction and interest paid—the net ordinary expenditures of the 
Government for the same period, which have been $3,299,921,125, 
aside from the interest on the public debt, we have $5,619,834,654 as 
the sum total of our expenditures during these fifteen years. These 
figures should warn us against policies tending to perpetuate this vast 
burden. They should rather impel us to measures calculated annu- 
ally to reduce the burden and end it within the least possible period 
of time. To the consummation of this great good every party and 
every section should struggle. 

Though the bonded debt has had a reasonable reduction, yet the 
reduction in the annual interest charge has been very great. As al- 
ready stated, it has fallen from $150,977,697 to $83,773,778 on July 1 
1879, and if this bill should pass and go into full execution the annual 
interest charge will be but $63,183,881. This fact in our financial sit- 
uation is fullof promise; it isa just causeof congratulation ; and it has, 
in part, been secured by refunding operations. The secured credit 
of the Government, its honesty, its fidelity to promises made during 
and since the war, have conspired to this grand result. The people 
have sustained these measures and policies. They will continue to 
do so, no matter how loudly the few may complain aud however se- 
verely the few may criticise. The people love results. They 
care less about methods, provided they are honest, and nothing about 
the theories of pretenders in finance. 

The Government has a small debt besides the bonded debt. I will 
not stop to enumerate the items, but here insert the following table, 
which will show the aggregate debt each year since 1865, interest- 
bearing and non-interest-bearing, less cash in the Treasury : 
1965, August 31...:.. $2,756, 431, 571 43 
1866, July 11 


855 


The cash in the Treasury July 1, 1 
been stated in this debate that the bonded debt increased in 1878 
about $83,000,000 over the debt in 1877. That is true; but it is very. 
proper te state the reasons. Bonds to this amount were issued for 
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This issue did increase the bonded debt, bee 
an 
there remains. Whether all this cash should now be kept in the 


resumption purposes. 
the ee 8 for the bonds was put into the Treasury 


Treasury to give security to resumption is not a question which this 
bill suggests or one which I deem it necessary to consider. It is, how- 
ever, my opinion that some of this cash could be used in payment of 
a portion of the maturing bonds for which this bill makes provision 
and in no manner endanger resumption. How much of it could be 
so used, I am not a to say. Not enough of it should be re- 
moved to put in the least jeopardy the end for which it was put 
there. The business prosperity of the country which now makes glad 
every portion of it, should not have the least check. The slightest 
shadow of danger in this direction would work an injury which five 
times the cash in the Treasury could not mend. 

Let me here ask attention to the fifth section of the bill under con- 
sideration. It provides that from and after the Ist day of July, 
1880, the 3} per cent. bonds, authorized by the first section of the 
bill shall be the only bonds receivable as security for national-bank 
cirenlation. The amount of bonds on deposit with the Treasurer of 
tho United States to secure the circulation of national banks at the 
close of business March 9, 1880, was $362,443,050. Of this, $132,518,000 
are four percents, payable in 1907, and 337,316,950 in four-and-a-half 
percents, payable in 1891. The balance consists of five and six per- 
cents. For the redemption of these and others of like denomination, 
this bill is now before us. When the three-and-a-half percents con- 
templated by this bill shall take the place of the five and six percents 
now held by the banks, the annual interest on the bonds which will 
then be held by the banks, if remaining the same in amount, will be 
$12,735,266. ; 

The national banks in 1871 paid national and State taxes to the 
amount of $18,509,973, and in 1877, $15,731,877. For the last two 
years they have paid not less than in 1877. These figures disclose the 
interesting fact that while these bonds held by the national banks give 
complete security for every dollar issued by the banks, the banks them- 
selves actually pay ont in the shape of taxes an amount larger than 
the interest on the bonds. When we consider this fact, we shall see 
the extreme folly of withdrawing the national-bank notes which are 
taxable, and putting in their place Treasury notes which are not tax- 
able. This folly will appear all the more supreme when we reflect 
that the Government must pay the interest on all its outstanding 
bonds, whether held by the banks or by private parties. 

The history of the loans of the United States from 1776 is instruct- 
ive as well as interesting. The loans authorized by the Continental 
Con, amounted to $49,000,000, but the amount received was only 
88,530,517. The rate of interest was 5 per cent. and in one instance 
4per cent. The securities sold at par. The loans negotiated in 
Holland from 1790 to 1794 were 5 per cent., and the securities sold at an 
average of ninety-six cents. During the next five years other small G 
per cent. loans were effected at par. In 1795 a 4} per cent. loan was 
negotiated at par; in 1800 an 8 per cent. loan was authorized, the 
notes selling at a very small premium. The securities which were 
issued during the next twelve years wére 6 per cent., and sold at par. 
Those negotiated in 1814 were 6 per cent., and sold at eighty cents. 
The first bonds of the Government which were sold for more than 
one cent premium were authorized in 1448, bearing 6 per cent. inter- 
est, payable quarterly or semi-annually. The bonds sold at a pre- 
mium of three and one-half cents. Those issued between 1848 and 
1861 were generally G percent., selling at par. The securities issued by 
the Government up to 1861 were largely denominated Treasury notes, 
stocks, certificates, and stock certificates. The aggregate amount re- 
ceived on all loans from 1776 to 1861 was bat 8509, 074,402. If we con- 
sider that the revolutionary war, the Indian wars, the war of 1812, 
and the Mexican war were all carried on during this period, we shall 
wouder at the inexpensiveness of the earlier governmental operations. 
The fathers were economical, and when a debt was incurred they 
made haste to reduce it, They had no arguments in favor of a per- 
petual national debt. They were known to the world as op to 
snch a policy. We have not departed from their lessons, and I trust 
we never shall. 

When the war of the rebellion was ended, the Government at once 
commenced the reduction of the debt which it had been compelled 
to create. Its achievements I have already stated. The reduction 
has gona on from year to year. The people will not forget it, and will 
not forgive the party in power which ‘fails to continue the reduction. 

If the bill before us becomes a law and the bonds can be disposed 
of, the bonded debt of the Government will be as follows: $250,000,000 
of four-and-one-half percents, redeemabie September 1, 1891; $740,- 
845,950 four percents, redeemable July 1. 1907; $500,000,000 three-and- 
one-half percents, redeemable in 1900; and $200,000,000 of Treasury 
notes, 3} per cent., redeemable in two years and payable in ten; 
and $50,000,000 of certificates of deposit. These five great classes of 
bonds will constitute our debt. The interest upon these, as already 
stated, will be $68,183,881, while the interest upon the bonded debt 
at the close of the war was $150,977,617. 

Mr. Chairman, thus far in what I have said I have spoken from no 
partisan stand-point. I did not suppose the discussion on this bill 
would be partisan in its character. I could not anticipate any reason 
why it should take thatturn. It is a simple business proposition for 
the Government of the United States to entertain. The discussion of 
this question, legitimately conducted, does not go back of the present 


hour. It has no business with anything except the simple, naked 

roposition whether or not we shall make provision for these matut- 
ing bonds; and, if we are to make provision for them, how, or in 
what manner, at what rate of interest, and for how long a time. If 
we are to make no provision for them, as the eloquent gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. FELTON] suggests, then it is for us to canvass care- 
fully, if we legislate wisely, the revenues we are to have or how much 
money we shall have with which to take care of these maturing 
bonds. 

I have said in the remarks which I have already made thai there 

is no party in this country that asks for the perpetuation of the pub- 
lic debt. The policy of the party to which I belong, has been against 
it from the time that it took hold of the Government. Not a session 
has been held since the close of the war, in which a reduction of the 
national debt has not been in contemplation. I am glad that the 
democratic side of the House favors the reduction of the national 
debt. Iam heartily glad of it. Only I say, Mr. Chairman, let that 
reduction be made by honest methods. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] says he takes it for granted 
that during the next ten years we shall have such and such revenues. 
Is it wise to legislate on mere assumptions? Is it wise for me to give 
a vote to-day on an assumption that for ten years to come the reve- 
nues are to be what they are to-day? Certainly not. The views of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] do not har- 
monize with that line of argument. We are to meet the question 
like business men. Shall we let these bonds run on at 6 and 5 per 
cent. and take the chances of reducing the volame or paying them in 
full, or shall we put them into bonds 3 a lower rate of interest ? 
Suppose we have sixty-one millions of surplus revenues, as the gen- 
tleman from Texas says; that we have refunded these bonds; it will 
not deny us the privilege of using those sixty-one millions in the pur- 
chase of outstanding 4} per cent. bonds. We can use every dollar of 
surplus revenues in the reduction of our bonded debt just as well if 
this quantity now under contemplation be pnt into three-and-a-half 
e as though we allowed that portion to run on at 5 and 6 per 
cent. 

The gentleman from Texas has talked about the debt of Great 
Britain. There is no advocate here of British policy on this floor. 
There is no man inside of the republican party that has ever declared 
a national debt a national blessing. There is nothing in our history 
that should educate the people of this generation into a national-debt 
theory. Our forefathers were wondertal men, No sooner had the 
revolutionary war closed than they commenced the reduction of their 
debt ; and no matter what administration has been in power, the re- 
duction of the existing debt has been one of our crowning na tional 
virtues. It has 8 into our national history, and England to- day 
in her best journals and in the strongest language commends to the 
world the financial history and the financial record of the United 
States of America. The republican party has no record in conflict 
with our national history. It has proudly presented its financial 
record to the people and they haveindorsed it. We do not avoid the 
fullest investigation; we are for an honest administration of the Gov- 
ernment and the annual reduction of the national debt. 

We have had, Mr. Chairman, all along in our national history 
3 at the head of the Treasury Hamilton and Gallatin aud 

ush—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Wolcott, of Connecticut. 

Mr, DUNNELL. And Walker, who managed our finances during 
the Mexican war with consummate ability; and since him Guthrie 
and Chase. History always sets things right. I am not called upen 
to defend any man. But when the history of the present times shall 
be written by a thoughtful posterity, the name of John Sherman will 
be fonnd among the names of these great Secretaries of the Treasury. 

I say this not as a republican, for I do not think it is n to 
discuss the question from that stand-point. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Mitts] has referred to the English debt. I with 
him that the English debt has borne down and is bearing TI the 
English people. We want no such burden upon the energies of the 
American people. But the gentleman made one singular statement, 
that it is the business of governments in time of peace to hoard money 
for the time of war. ‘ 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir. Isaid ancient governments did it, and Icon- 
demn it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I did not hear the condemnation come in. - 

Mr. MILLS. I said it was wrong and reprehensible, but thatit was 
better than the funding system. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe this Republic will 
ever adopt the policy of hoarding money in the time of peace for a 
time of war. 

Mr. MILLS, And it ought not. 

Mr. DUNNELL. War ought not to enter into our governmental 

licy, When war comes, where, Mr. Chairman, should be our strength 
in this country ? 

Mr. WEAVER. In the greenback. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Where is our strength to-day in the world? It 
is in our grand credit. It is in our credit, Mr. Chairman, which tous 
is not only a pillar of strength but a source of great national glory. 
The gentleman from Towa (Ar. WEAVER] says: In the greenback.” 


Why was there strength in the greenback f Because it was the p 


of a government which was entitled to public credit, because it was 
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issued for the 8 defense and for that end authorized by the Con- 
stitution, and declared constitutional by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

But a word more and I willclose. Iadmired the eloquent language 
of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. FELTON, ] language that did his 
heart and head much credit. He says: Let us stand by the national 
debt to its full payment—let us stand by all the pl of the Gov- 
ernment in letter and spirit. He pleads for the extinction of this 
debt. So do I. He follows one line in reaching the grand result, and 
I follow another. Now, if I were certain, Mr. Chairman, that our 
revenues would enable us to take care of these maturing bonds within 
two, three, or four years, I would let them stand unrefunded and take 
care of them by degrees. But it is demonstrable that it is better to 
refund these bonds at a 34 per cent. rate, and then use the fifty millions 
which the Secretary thinks we may have in decreasing the funded 
debt, in the purchase of other ontstanding bonds; that we shall 
use the money to better account after the refunding processes have 
been entered into, than to let these bonds remain at their present 
high rate of interest and attempt their extinction by the surplus rev- 
enues. 

I kave said that I thought some of the cash in the Treasury might 
be used; I do not know whether it could or not. It is very easy to 
make declarations here and to give opinions. I cannot say just what 
percentage of the present volume of money in the Treasury is needed 
to keep resumption safe. The gentleman from New York would not 
e ee ips in the slightest degree. Let that matter, it was 
a in the committee, should come before the House in a separate 
bill. Therefore I have said that resumption was not necessarily con- 
nected with or inyolved in a legitimate discussion of this bill. 

I will not longer occupy the time, further than to say that in my 
opinion we have great reason, as the representatives of the people, to 
congratulate them upon the present financial outlook. e havea 
restored credit; we have returning prosperity ; we have our debt in 
such a shape that we can grapple it and handle it. The burden by 
way of annual taxation has been so much reduced that the debt has 
Jargel ceased to be the burden which it was soon after the war. 

I dere that in legislation it is better to cling to the existing con- 
dition of things than to legislate under anticipated adverse condi- 
tions. The gentleman from Texas is full of fear. Foreboding has 
taken ion of him. He is considering with a great deal of anx- 
iety the posterities that are to follow him. If wecan pay $50,000,000 
annually upon our national debt, as he says we can, the gentleman 
from Texas, if he lives to the ordinary period of human life, will see 
this debt completely wiped ont. I hope and expect to live to see the 
consummation of the grand result. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. KELLEY] says it will be done in fifteen years or less. If our 
surplus revenues in the years immediately to come shall be $50,000,000 
with a Congress in session each year to tell the Secretary what to do 
with those funds, how are we to be damaged because of those sur- 
plus revenues? We can order him to dispose of them in the purchase 
of outstanding bonds. We run no risk by this legislation. We do 
not put off a day the final extingui ent of the national debt. We 
8 save $15,000,000 a year in interest money if this bill passes and 
is put into successful operation. Adding this saving to the $50,000,000 
which the gentleman says we shall have, we have $65,000,000. Let 
that $65,000,000 do its work year by year, and the gentleman from 
‘Texas may think less of posterity and look forward to the day when 
he can raise his voice in a d acclaim, in a national thanksgiving 
that the great debt which the salvation of the Union made necessary 
has been 5 tees by the . that saw it created. 

Mr. LADD. . Chairman, that portion of the interest-bearing debt 
of the United States redeemable in 1881 it is proposed by this bill to 
refund in part in forty years, at the rate of 3} per cent. interest, free 
from all taxation. 

This proposition, if the refunding of more bonds is deemed neces- 
i , has advantages, could we be assured it would be honestly car- 

ied out by those in power, as it will save nearly 2 per cent. on seven 
hundred and sixty-three millions maturing on which we now pay an 
-average interest of 5.33 per cent. 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
Mr. FERNANDO von very clearly presented the proposition 
to the committee. For his able speech on this bill he deserves the 
thanks of the whole country, and while I differ with him as to the 
expediency of Sse, any more of our maturing debt I can appre- 
-ciate his learned efforts in behalf of economy. But he fails to impress 
me with the importance of refunding the maturing debt when it is 
clearly within the power of the Treasury to pay the whole amount, 
without disturbing the relations of debtor and creditor, by eee 
present and anticipating, without much expense, future receipts, an 
thereby saving a large part of the interest to be paid and the tempt- 
ing influence to fortune making by those in power. According to his 
showing a 3} per cent. bond can be di of at par. Of this fact 
there can be no question. Admitting the shameful abuse of the 
power heretofore given to the present Secretary of the Treasury for 
xefunding, which has cost the country (as estimated by the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means) the enormous sum 
of $115,500 more than it should have cost, I regret to say he has failed 
to represent that the whole system of R fag obnoxious to the 
charge of fraud, corruption, and money-making by the ring in power 
and highly dangerous to our institutions. I believe the rebinding of 


our maturing bonds means a continuance of our present expensive 
banking system with all its objectionable surroundings. 

The bill provides as follows: 

Sec. 5. From and after the 1st day of July, L 
ized by the first section of this act shall be the 
for national-bank circulation. 

The bondholder and bank owner are copartners. They are one con- 
cern. They represent one house. They pledge their bonds for cur- 
rency or they withdraw them as the ebb and flow of the tide of self- 
interest may dictate. Iam op to the whole system, for I be- 
lieve that all our financial tronbles hud their origin in the large 
bonded debt, which is wielded by this unholy copartnership exclu- 
sively for the benefit of the different copartners. Here let me say no 
pen is responsible for my views; neither do I believe any party can 

ive in this country on past recollections, any more than a starving 
family can on a book of heraldry. I propose a change, Iam fora 
reform fh reducing our bonded debt, believing it is now in our power 
so to do in a manner safe to all by utilizing our present revenue and 
anticipating that that is to come into the Treasury. 

The bonds that it is now proposed to refund, most of them, have 
been refunded once before, the operation of which contributed in pro- 
ducing the great financial crash of 1873. 

Freighted in this bonded ship we find— 0 

First. The national banks striving for the exclusive right to issue 
all the currency. 

Second. The non-taxable bondholder striving to continue himself 
and his posterity as dead-heads. 

Third. The opponents of silver striving for an exclusive gold cur- 
Rey in order to appreciate their money or that that can demand 


the 34 per cent. bonds author- 
y bonds receivable as security 


Fourth. The friend of an expensive government. In this all the 
others can heartily combine, as they pay but a nominal tax. 

All of these interests are represen by honorable men, men of 
wealth, who are clever fellows and highly respectable ; socially, per- 
haps, our superiors. But can we consistently listen to their appeals 
when so much want and mring exists at home which calls upon our 
manhood for the maintenance of equal legislation? 

3 i , I propose in the remarks I make on this bill, if in 
order, to speak of the various ‘interests which are involved, all of 
which affect the people whom I have the honor to represent. 

If it is manifestly for the interest of the bondholder to continue 
the class legislation which has so unjustly discriminated against the 
industrial classes, it is equally our interest, now that it is in our 
power, to pay our maturing debt as speedily as possible, and thereby 
force before it is too late a change in legislation in the interest of 
economy and industry, which can only be done by keeping the Treas- 
ury reasonably short by ignoring all refunding schemes, 

e who advocate a change in the interest of the people must not 
be discouraged in our efforts by the magnitude of the questions in- 
volved nor the power and influence brought to op our efforts. 
We must bear in mind a mighty force is intrenched behind those in 
power, with instrumentalities at hand never before trusted to ‘hu- 
manity. Years of class legislation, enacted under the garb of patriot- 
ism, can only be met and changed by the combined influence of all 
now opposed to the republican party: Differences must be buried 
for the attainment of the one great object—the saving of the Repub- 
lic. 

To be sure our efforts for material progress and reform are now sup- 
ported by many active minds of a large class of honest thinkers of 
all parties, but, unfortunately, not all working in harmony. Those 
who worship the financial theories of the past, and those who with 
larger hope think mankind should increase the material called money 
to correspond with the increased production 2 upon the in- 
troduction of machinery, may have many a hard battle to fight be- 
fore they can work in harmony together. 

The patriot now is he who by conciliation can bring most laborers 
into the field now ripe for the harvest. Let me admonish all who 
desire a change in the interest of the people not to be captious as to 
what tools the volunteer in this cause brings to the work. The most 
powerful motor that actuates mankind is enlightened selfishness, and 
if this is cultivated in the future by the producers as zealously as by 
the bankers in the past a speedy changeisinevitable. Those who have 
rapidly acquired fortunes by the class legislation of the past twenty 
years have, quite naturally perhaps, conceived the idea that the Gov- 
ernment should be conducted by and in the interest of wealth. But 
they may also have acquired too great confidence in their ability to 
maintain our Goyernment as a republic with the present tendency 
toward centralization. Those who think that prosperity consists in 
an unjust and unequal distribution of property by class legislation, 
which has developed into individual extravagance and display of 
wealth, must be 1 to their senses by the producing classes as- 
suming the charge of future legislation. 

The country now calls for a halt in such legislation; it calls for a 
scrutiny into the causes that have produ the business 
which have occurred in all leading industries from the Saint John’s 
to the Rio Grande, from the Atlantic to the Pacific; wrecks of busi- 
ness industries, business men, and all those high notions of political 
integrity which have made us all we are as a nation. No temporary 
alleviation caused by short crops in Europe can divert the American 
mind from the producing causes of our unparalleled sufferings, soon 
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to return if the causes that have produced them in the past be not 
removed. Let us look at the that such legislation presents. 
On the one side the unpleasing picture of wealth easily obtained de- 
veloping into regal expenditures, follies, and wickedness. On the 
other, distress, poverty, and ruin, starvation, suicide, broken consti- 
tutions, and broken hopes, to say nothing of crimes and all the heart- 
rending scenes of suffering consequent thereupon, While the effect, 
unhappily still ger wigan of our past legislation has unquestionably 
been to increase the w th and power of the rich and make the la- 
borer still poorer and more de ent, the feature that ought to ex- 
cite most apprehension and alarm for the safety of our institutions 
is that the middling classes, the embodiment of enduring qualities, 
the class that so conspicuously controlled the earlier administrations, 
are fast disappearing and giving place to extremes of wealth and cring- 
ing poverty. 2 

flail your attention to the statistics of failures in the United States 
for the years 1874, 1875, 1876, 1877, 1878, and nine months of 1879. 
Number of failures, 47,332; amount of failures, $1,053,525,147, amount- 
ing to more than half our public debt. N 

Sty limited time will not permit me to allude to the alarming in- 
crease of insanity, pauperism, and crime, which will be shown by the 
census soon to be taken, and which can be attributed to faulty legis- 
lation. I will, however, quote from one of our able editors a state- 
ment made the latter part of 1878 as to the condition of Mainein this 
regard: 

he cha taken place in the moral condition of our le during the 

jast 5 no leas striking and alarming than that which has been 
wrought in:their physical and material condition. Eighteen years ago there were 
153,000 scholars in oar eg schools. Last year there were but 130,000, In 1360 
there were but 42 criminals sentenced to our peer pe Last year there were 
#3 criminals sentenced to the State prison. In 1860 there were but 40 criminals 
sentenced to our pase of jails. Last year 164 were so sentenced, In 1860 there 
were but 208 patients in our insane asylum. Last year there were 416. In 1860 
there were less than 500 indictments for crime by the grand juries of the State. 
Last year there was the enormous number of 3,261 indictments found by the d 
juries of Maine against her citizens. What a record! One in forty of 
... K of leas Uan $7,000. Last 
we „ 1 le 
year 1,685, supported at an ara over $26,000, One in eleven of our entire 
population recorded on our pauper list! 


Real estate, depressed from causes of which I shall speak hereafter, 
and by an exorbitant taxation co: uent upon relieving the bond- 
holder from public burdens or making him a dead-head in our financial 
estimates, has declined in value from 40 to 60 per cent., and in some 
localities has become entirely worthless; and the condition is notim- 
proving except in those localities where wealth accumulates so rapidly 
as to require a larger area to display its follies and the extravagance 
connected therewith. 

The governing classes alluded to, to retain power and a continu- 
ance of their prerogatives, have submitted to the class who live by 
hanging on “ princes’ favors,” who flourish “ where low-bowed base- 
ness wafts perfume to pride,“ until peculations, robberies from Gov- 
ernment, from banks, from communities and individuals, have become 
fashionable, and may soon become of importance enongh to call for 
organization into joint-stock companies in order to be controlled. I 
cannot forbear to allude here to acertain class of teachers, who were 
formerly powerful for good, who have joined hands with corruption 
5 themselves with the old maxim of the weak voluptuary, 
„Whose bread I eat, his song I sing.” ‘ 

The Commercial Advertiser (New York, January 6, 1880) makes the 
following remarkable statement: 

The rumored additions to the great fortunes identified with Wall street from 
the successful tion of 1879 are enormous in amount. These are some of the 
estimates: Added to the Vanderbilt estate, $30,000,000 ; to the wealth of Jay Gould. 
$15,000,000; to the wealth of Russell $10,000,000 ; Sidney Dillon, $10,000,000 ; 
James cene, $2,000,000 ; to the First National Bank, $2,000,000; to Drexel, Mor- 
gan & Co., $2,000,000, and to three or four other great speculators, $3,000,000, giving 
à total of profits of $20,000,000 to about ten or twelve estates in a single year. 


I also quote the remarks of a distinguished clergyman of Boston: 


We have had enough of these colossal men, made rich out of the industry of the 
poor and weak—such men as Blaine, who walks into a convention with $70,000 of 
railroad bonds in his ket, saying. Obey me! Blaine and Maine ate one!" Cam- 
eron with millions obtained from the Government, saying to Pennsylvania, “ Make 
my son senator,” and Pennsylvania 5 — ; Tom Scott holding a bill of sale of half 
the legislators of the States through which his roads pass, who slaps his pocket and 
cries, “By this I conquer!“ President Garrett, carrying in the hollow of his hand 
the Assemblies of West Virginia and Maryland. exclaiming with Richclien, “I am 
the State!” What bas been the example of these giants of finance? How bave 
they helped the cause of morality and religion? Like the mantle of charity, their 
gold covers a multitude of sins. They shine by its glitter rather than by their 
virtue. Vanderbilt gives $20,000 to a church out of twenty millions derived from 
watered stock. and erects a brazen statue, which an obsequious Methodist bi<hop 
was found willing to dedicate. A. T. Stewart, crushing out thousands of honest 
merchants to aggrandize himself, has a church to his honor when dead, that he would 
not go into when living! Let men look with distrust on the oppressors of the poor— 
on ill-gotten wealth. Public opinion, which makes law and is more powerfal than 
Aig it scout such men from society and brand them with its heaviest condemna- 

on. 

Who are the productive forces? Who is it that digs the mines, produces the 
gold and iron, makes the machinery, weaves the cloth, raises the builds our 
dwellings, makes the paper, prints the bock! The workingman! By whom are 
these monopolists, corporations, the whole royal class of idlers, the stockholders 
and dividend-drawers, supported! By the workingman, the miner of Pennsyl- 
Mig) the railroad man of the West, the cotton hand of the South, the mill hand of 
e North. 


This is only atrue picture of the condition of society in the United 
States. The industrial classes, the ownersof the farm, mill, and shop, 
have a.class to fight which can be best described in the following 


1 of Burke in his description of the conquest and subjection 
of India by Clive and Hastings, a century or more ago: 

Animated with all the avarice and all the im 
in, one after another, wave after wave ; while nothing presents itself to the view of 
the unhappy natives, except an interminable tof new flights of voracious 
birds of passage, with appetites insatiable for food, which is continually wastin, 
under the attac! Every other conqueror, Arab, Tartar, or Persian, has left be 
some monument either of royal splendor or of useful benevolence; England has 
created neither churches nor hospitals nor schools nor palaces. If to-morrow we 
were expelled from ee eee would remain td indicate that it had been 

, during the inglorious period of our dominion, by any better tenants than 
the orang-outang or the tiger. 2 

This dark picture of the English rule in India clearly illustrates 
the condition of the Mate classes who have suffered eighteen 
jen of republican rule in this country—a rule, which they have 

n able to maintain in consequence of a divided opposition and the 
skillful kindling of fires which should have been extinguished by our 
civilization. $ 

Centuries, with all their countless changes in the condition of man- 
kind, have not and cannot change the heart of man, which was made 
in him by his Creator; the same overruling tendency of his nature 
consequent npon the cultivation of avarice remains a fixed but deplor- 
able fact in the law of his creation, and a warning to all wise states- 
men to legislate to protect the weak from the aggressions of the strong. 


OUR BONDED SHIP MAKES A SUCCESSFUL VOYAGE WITH THE NATIONAL BANKS. 


Our system of banking upon national bonds was inaugurated as a 
war measure mainly for the 9 of making a market for our 
bonds; and they unquestionably performed in à large degree this 
duty to the Government in the amount of bonds they absorbed to 
bank upon and as fiscal agents for the Government in the sale of 
bonds; but all this was done at a very great expense to the people 
and a large profit to the bondholders, as the large fortunes accumu- 
lated manifestly prove. 

The national-bank act of February 28, 1863, superseded by the act 
of June 3, 1864, to provide a national-bank currency secured by a 

ledge of the United States bonds, provided that for every dollar of 
Jnited States baie pared with the Treasurer at Washington ninety 
cents of national- currency shall be issued to each banking asso- 


tuous ardor of you they roll 


„ciation, which draws the interest on these bonds while hypothecated. 


to the Government for currency circulation. When those banking 
associations went into operation—a majority of them June 3, 1864— 
greenbacks, lawful money, were worth 210.7 for the coin dollar. There 
were four hundred millions of greenbacks then in cireulation and 
forty-eight millions of fractional currency. The decline in currency 
and lawful money up to this time consequent upon the suspension by 


the banks of ie payment and the provision of law limiting the 
money power of the greenback was as follows: 

January, 1862..... Jq6Eü vodawotnaers E a 102 
r ee . tab accede eee 145 
FF LO0es see rac cdos S S cnawawace onus nee cun Wend bee 155 
SUNS ay HOS Please N E E EE E A S EE EN A 210 
/ ET E E E 216 


The controverted question between parties as to what caused this 
large decline in our legal-tender money I will not discuss at this time ; 
for the pu of my present argument it is enough for me to show 
the profit the banks made which went into operation in 1863, 1864, 
and 1865. They purchased their bonds with lawful money to bank 
no at an average 8 of fifty-three or fifty-eight cents in coin on 
the dollar, makin m 16 to 20 per cent. in coin, besides interest on 
their bonds in gold and interest for all loans made, which eould not 
have been less than 17 per cent. each year on their entire capital. 
Coin was worth in greenbacks—January, 1866, 140; January, 1867, 
134; January, 1868, 138; Jannary, 1869, 135. 

March, 1869, (section 3693, Revised Statutes,) the following act was 
passed : 

The faith of the United States is solemnly pledged to the payment in coin or its 
equivalent of all the obligations of the United States not bearing interest, known 
as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United 
States, except in cases where the law authorizing the 2 of any such obligation 
has expressly provided that the same may be paid in lawful money or other cur- 
rency than gold and silver, 

It will be seen that all the lawful money then issued, including the 
national-bank currency, aud all 15 Fates real and personal, and 
all debts and mortgages in the United States were valued in a cur- 
rency worth 135.6 for every coin dollar, and was changed by this act 
into coin, subjecting the holders to a loss of 35.6 cents on each dollar. 
8 derived the benefit from this change of the standard of value 

y law 

First ascertain how much we owed March, 1869, when the standard 
was changed by law from lawful money to coin, and then we can 
measure the loss that the Congress which was elected in 1868 sub- 
jected us to, and we shall aleo have a base of calculation to deter- 
mine the loss sustained by the country at large : 


Public debt (3390,236,788 being legal tender and frac- 


Bons rene) — $2, 588, 452, 213 
National bank currency in circulation January 1, 

677 4 AER 299, 629, 322 

rr E T EE ENE 2, 888, 081,535 


This vast sum was changed by law from lawful money then worth 
135.6 for each one hundred cents in coin. 
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It would necessarily take thirty-five and one-half cents more on each 
dollar to pay our outstanding debt which amounts to $1,025,269,934, 
which is the price paid to holders of United States bonds as a gra- 
tuity. i 

THE VALUATION OF 1870. 

The true value of real and ee estates was $30,068,518,507 ; 
35 per cent. of which is $10,523,980,877 ; which is the true amount of 
loss er hea upon the change of the standard of value made by 
law in 1860. 

I will not follow farther our legislation in thisregard. The appre- 
ciation of the greenback from this time until the equalization of our 
currency, which occurred in 1879, is a chapter in our history franght 
with too many disasters to business industries and surrounded by too 
many sickening details of partisan strife, which may in the end cul- 
minate in a change of our institutions by the threatened installation 
of a stronger government. 

The difference between the two theories of currency reform is sim- 
ply this: one side believes that equalization of our currency could 
only be reached by shrinkage of the volume of the currency and 
values of property, real and personal; the other side, that with the 
maintenance of law as to existing contracts, payment of bonds ac- 
cording to law and legal enactments, making lawful money receiva- 
ble for custom dnes and for interest on bonds, the full volume of 
money then issued could have been maintained ; that the unemployed 
labor alone for six years caused a larger loss than the whole amount 
of currency then in existence; that this idle labor, if employed, would 
have produced an amount of wealth that would have brought us more 
speedily to equalization of the currency, and that, too, without dis- 
aster. This theory seems to me to be true, judging from the im- 
provement consequent upon the formation of the greenback party, 
which occurred in 1876, and which, with the help of those having 
kindred views, has had a far-reaching influence upon legislation, in 

reventing a continued shrinkage of our currency. Nothing but this 
influence forced upen Congress the act of May 31, 1878, preventing 
the retiring of any more legal-tender notes, and providing that when 
redeemed they should be reissued. This act exists to-day and cannot 
be changed. We defy the money power to make the attempt. The 
reply: We will let well enough alone; which means, we will 
wait until N the power.“ 

The same influences contributed to the p: è of the act of Febru- 
ary 28, 1878, providing for the coinage of not less than two millions 
a month of standard silver dollars. 

These two acts, so persistently opposed by the republicans, have re- 
stored confidence ot repared the publie for the improvement that 
has already occurred ; fortunately for our prosperity our increased ex- 
ports consequent upon short crops in Europe has assisted us ont of 
our difficulties. 

BALANCE OF TRADE. 

‘The excess of exports over imports of merchandise, stated in specie values, was 

as follows: 


Month ended January 31, 1880 
Month ended J: anniy 31, 1879 


534,974. 408 


In all for 1879 and 1880 


This large balance in onr favor indicates that we are indebted 
chiefly to the producers and to the misfortune of Europe for our im- 
proved financial condition. The larger part of this came back to us in 
our bonds. The Secretary of the Treasury, who claims the credit of 
this, had about as much to do with bringing about equalization of 
our currency and improved times as Columbus had to do with the 
eclipse of the sun, which he played off on the savages of the island of 
Hayti to induce them to bring out their treasures or he would darken 
the world. 

The expansion of 1379 settles all controversy as to which theory, 
expansion or contraction, we must attribute our present improved 
financial condition. I quote from the Boston Herald an article on 


ONE YEAR'S EXPANSION. 
The msion of American currency during the year 1879 is by far the largest 
sound inflation that ever in any twelvemonth stimulated the growth of business 


throughout the United States. The official figures are still incomplete on some 
. — but it is possible to reach a fairly accurate measurement of the unparalleled 
crease. The imports of gold rank tirst in both gmount and uncommonness. 


* — — = - 


* „ 
The addition to the stock of gold in the country stands by our reckoning as under 
estimate of gold expansion in 1379: 


Net imports into United State $74, 556, 291 
Production of Unitod States 44 „„„„66„„ᷓ 36, 000, 000 
Total increase .................. WAG A A T 110, 556, 191 


The silver dollar claims the third place as an expander of the currency. We bave 
not seen an official statement of the coinage. but the amount minted in the twelve- 
month runs very close to $27,300,000. Of this supply $16,463,235 ed into the 
vaults of the Treasury, leaving a sum of 810,3. 7 Added to the active circulation. 
There was also an increase of about $2,500,000 in the amount of silver certificates 
outstanding. Thus the inflation of silver aggregated $29,800,000 for the year. Connt- 
ing silver and gold together, the direct and indirect increase of the metallic currency 

a total of $140,356,191. There was also an increase of $18,638,362 to the 
amount of national-bank currency. The greenbacks remained at $346,681,616, but 
the chagges in the amounts held by the Treasury operated as a substantial addition 


of $5,018,989 to the outstanding issue of Treasury notes. We summarize below the 
total expansion from 


all sources during the yar» - 
Expansion of the currency in 1879: 
Increase of gold 2 e 8110, 556, 191 
Increase of dollars 000 


Increase of national-bank notes. 
Practical increase of greenbacks 


Total expansiOn Of year... y cbcscvcucuccsccass 
CURRENCY. 

What is the legal-tender Treasury note which we propose to substi- 
tute? The obligation of the nation issued direct as a lawful money, 
untrammeled by the machinery of corporations, whose existence is 
solely for profit at an enormous expense to industry. Let us look at 
the cost of the national-bank currency. Three hundred and si mill- 
ions ot bonds pledged for circulation, interest at p; T $18,000,000; 
less 1 per cent. paid for same on a circulation of $335,134,504, total, 
$3,351,345 ; actual cost to the country, $14,648,655. This result may 
be inc or lessened a trifle by the lessening of the capital or cir- 
culation and by adding the expense of maintaining the machinery of 
the banking act by the United States Treasury. 

The ent often used to justify the continuance of the national- 
bank system as to the large amount of taxes they pay on deposits and 
for State, county, and town taxes is entirely fallacious. At no time 
in the past have banks been allowed to exist without paying State, 
county, and town taxation, and itis fair to presume that a tax-ridden 
people will not relieve capital, organized or unorganized, without as- 
sessing on it a share of the public burdens. The Comptroller of the 
Currency says “ the rate of taxation imposed on the deposits and cap- 
ital of State banks and private bankers is precisely the same as that 
imposed upon national banks.” State banks are prohibited from 
issuing circulation by a 10 per cent. tax. I know itis urged that bank 
managers are custodians of the power to issue money and can 
best know the wants of the business community as to the quantity 
of circulation needed by the people. This I deny. Again, that it 
would not be expedient or wise to trust Congress to authorize the issue 
of a non-interest-bearing bond or legal-tender Treasury note for the 
convenience of the people; but it would answer to trust them to issué 
to the amount an interest-bearing bond, to run thirty or sie 
years, and to make it non-taxable as it passes from father toson. Suc 
arguments are hardly worth 8 manifestly used to deceive 
the unthonghtful. If Con can safely issue paper obligations, to 
become a lasting and 8 on all property ind z 
surely it can be trusted to issue, when the exigency requires, the Treas- 
ury note to meet the temporary wants of maturing debt, to say noth- 
ing about the wants of the people for a circulating medium. 

ə President and Secretary of the Treasury now recommend the 
retirement and deprivement of legal-tender functions to the legal- 
tender notes, really to force upon the country the national-bank cur- 
zone which can be extended legally to the amount of all bonds is- 
sued. 

The venerable Peter Cooper in his letter of thanks to Senators BECK, 
COKE, and MORGAN says: 

It seems hardly credible that any man with the opportunities for observation 

b BAYARD should now stand u the floor of the Senate and 
advocate a bill the design of which is to destroy 000,000 more of the money 
with which the people do business and pa their debts, or that any man should be 
s0 exacting as to wish to | y compe . 
all chis burden of debt. hatever may have been the result of the destruction of 
the people's m in the past, to destroy the balance of the legal-tender notes now 
would í increase ter fourfold. It oes me to find men of your intelligence, 
gentlemen, raising their voices againat t 

Senator BECK says in reply: 


iniquitous scheme. 
L agree fully with you in the Penis that it would be a public misfortune to have 
all the debt-paying currency of the country under the control of the national banks; 
with the unli power they have to expand and contract their issues, the busi- 
ness of the country would soon be at their mercy. 

I had so many things to notice, when I spoke, that I failed to make as clear as I 
ought the fact that the resolution forthe passage of which your New York friends 
are so clamorous degrades the United States notes far below the national-bank 
notes; indeed, maintains them only as a debased currency for the benefit and pro- 
tection of the banks! 

Hon. JOHN M. BRIGHT, in his able speech, February 14, says: 

The House will on a glance at a few of the Secretary's inconsistencies. He 
claims the of his fi resumption ; yet he denounced its incalculable evils, 
He l -tender notes receivable for custom duties; yet he receives 
them for customs. He opposes the remonetization of the silver dollar; yet he 
boasts its accumulation in the Treasury as an auxiliary to resumption. He and 
his friends claim that his policy brought prosperity to the country ; yet he forgets 
that the heavens dropped fatness on the lan 6 claims that he brought green- 
backs up to par ge gaat yet he recommenda to Co: that their tender qual- 
ity in the payment of private debts should be stricken out, so that it would cease 
to be lawful money. And after his work of funding, contraction, forced resump- 
tion, and consequent financial ruin of one hundred thousand of good business men 
and the forging of financial fetters for an enslaved posterity, yet he now finds that 
the people do not want his hoarded coin and prefer the greenbacks in their busi- 
ness transactions. After blundering through a long financial experience he is 
brouzht to the knowledge of the fact that greenbacks used for all purposes as coin 
need no redemption. 

OUR BONDED SHIP MAKES A SHORT VOYAGE IN THE INTEREST OF AX EXCLUSIVE 
GOLD CURRENCY AND MEETS WITH A HEAVY GALE. 

The question of remonetization of silver is unavoidably connected 
with refanding of our maturing bonds. Two parties exist in this 
country of about equal strength as to the expediency of fally remon- 
etizing silver; the wise statesman would take this question into con- 
sideration before 833 the practicability of extending our 
national debt by the issue of long bonds. ` 


1880. 


SILVER 


as a money meta! sscaped the attacks of avarice for thousands of 
years, with *2 222 exception, that of Great Britain, (sixty-four years 
ago,) who from enlightened selfishness demonetized silver for her 
home business, but continued it in her Indian empire, where com- 
merce required its continuance. Until a recent date her influence 
had not produced any change in Europe. We have every assurance 
that those 1 of Europe which have been unmindful of the 
interests of their people under her influence are fast retracing their 
155 and will soon return to their former condition in regard to the 
utilization of silver as a money metal. 

Our Constitution impliedly made silver one of the money metals by 
prohibiting the States from making anything but gold and silver coin 
a legal tender. The avarice of the bondholder of the United States 
who has controlled legislation has set up a new standard of value 
and has imposed on the country in addition to the great wrong of 1869 
anadditional burden. Silver is now demonetized, the metal in which 
the laws of 1869, 1870, and 1571 provided the bonds should be paid, 
and of the standard of fineness fixed by the law of 1837; thus making 
an exclusive gold standard. As the amount of coin existing by law 
fixes the value of all property and the value of all industry, by strik- 
ing down silver about half the coin of the world—yon lessen values 
just in proportion as you lessen the material that the law obliges you 
to measure them by. To restate this: reduce the money metal one- 
half, you double the purchasing power of that that you retain, and 
this for the exclusive benefit of those having it of the paper that by 
jaw can call for it in payment. This is the true inwardness of all leg- 
islation for the demonetization of silver, which was so slyly accom- 
plished by the few words smuggled into the Revised Statutes Febru- 
ary 12,1873: 

The silver coin of the United States shall bea legal tender at their nominal value 
for any amount not exceeding $5 in any one payment. 

I have not time further to allude to this monstrous cheat. Suftice 
it to say by this legislation 20 per cent. profit was to be made by the 
holders of our funded debt. For the consideration of those who may 
differ as to what money is, allow me to quote authorities as to the 
utility of having it in increased quantities in order to promote pros- 
perity : 

The two test events which have occurred in the history of mankind have 
been directly brought about by a successive contraction and expansion of the cir- 
culating medium of society. The fall of the Roman Empire, so long ascribed in 
ee to slavery, heathenism, and moral corruption, was in reality brought 

t by a deoline in the silver and gold mines of Spain and Greece. * * * And, 
as if Providence had intended to reveal in the clearest manner the influence of this 
mighty agent on luman affairs, the resurrection of mankind from the ruin which 
these causes had produced was owing to the directly opposite set of agencies being 
putin a em Columbus led the way in the career of renovation; when he 
spread his sails across the Atlantic, he bore mankind and its fortunes in his bark. 
* * * The annual supply of the precious metals for the nse of the globe was 
tripled ; before a century had expired the prices of every species of produce were 
quadrupled. The weight of debt and taxes insensibly wore off under the influence 
of that prodigious increase; in the renovations of industry the relations of societ: 
were changed; the weight of feudalism cast off; the rights of man established. 
Among the many concurring causes which conspired to bring about this mighty 
consummation, the most important, thongh hitherto the least observed, was the 
discovery of Mexico and Peru.—Sir Archibald Alison, History of Europe. 

When the various states of Enrope suddenly determined to bave a gold stand- 
ard and took steps to e it into effect, it was quite evident that we must prepare 
ourselves for t convulsions in the money market, not occasioned by specula- 
tion or any old cause which but by a new cause with which we 
are not sufficiently ig pote and the consequences of which are very embarrass- 
os israeli, (Lord ‘conafield,) at Glasgow, November 19, 1373. 

annul the use of either of the metals as money is to abridge the quantity of 
circulating medium, and is liable to all the objections which arise from a com g 
son of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty circnlation.—Alzzander Ham- 


ilton, Report on the Mint. 

The public indebtedness of the civilized world to-day probably stands between 
$25,000,000,000 and 830.000.000. 00 of American money. The volume of private 
debts, including the capitalized value of fixed charges—loans, annuities, & —is 
vastly greater, Nearly the whole of this body of obligations is payable, interest 
and „(here the principal sum is to be paid,) in money. The question 

supply of money shall increase or decrease is, then, the question 
whether the burden of these more or less permanent charges shall be diminished 
or enhanced. F. A. Walker, Money, 1878. 


B. F. Nourse, of Boston, a leading banker, writes Hon. G. F. Hoar 
in the New York Tribune: 


Merchants, bankers, manufacturers, and other thoughtful business men of the 
classes who best and most practically understand all the canses of depression aris- 
ing from past excesses in production, trade, use of credit, and all other causes 
contributing to the existing condition of distress are awakened to recognize that, 
when all due allowance is made for these multiform and weighty causes, there 
has been one cause of depression poh es and weightier than all others, operat- 
ing with resistless and accelerating force since 1873—the demonetization of silver, 
which then beginning in Germany has since become general throughout Europe. 

Mr, BLAINE says in his speech delivered in the United States Sen- 
ate February 7, 1878: 

The destruction of silver as money, and establishing gold as the sole unit of 
value must have a ruinous effect on all forms of property except those investments 
which yield a fixed returnin money. These would be enormously enhanced in 
value, and would gain a disproportionate and unfair advantage over every other 
apo at property. If, as the most reliable statistics aflirm, there are nearly seven 

d millions of coin or bullion in the world. not very unequally divided be- 
tween gold and silver, it is impossible to strike silver out of existence as money 
without results which will prove distressing to millions and utterly disastrous to 
tens of thousands. ; 

Happily we have a partial remonetization of silver, brought about 
after a desperate fight with the money power. Happier stillshall we be 
when reason shall return to us as a nation, tempered with that high 
sense of honor to all classes, so that if the sweat of the brow of our 
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toiling millions must pay a debt double what it should have been, 
made so to enrich a favored class, we, countrymen, can say to those 
wont to cluster around our frugal board—those who are soon to take 
our place in the Government and in the battle of life—if we must 
leave you a debt to pay, large indeed and hard to be borne, it is pay- 
able in a coin of the legal value of 1870, the material of which is 
accessible, even abundant, and within the reach of your industry. 
TAXATION, 

But no matter what course your legislation may take, if will avail 
nothing to relieve the people without rigorous laws for equalizing 
taxation. Increase money per capita, double the cirenlating medium, 
if you please; it will in the end be a failure. The laws of trade, as 
sure as the laws of gravitation, will in time pass all the money from 
him who pays the taxes to him whose wealth is untaxed. No legiti- 
mate business is now profitable enough in this country to exist for 
any time burdened by the present taxation levied as it is. 

Our industry, as statistics show, is but 3 per cent. perannum. If 
one-half of our wealth, as is estimated now, escapes taxation, 5 8 
six years will pass all real and movables from the tax-payer into 
hands of the non-tax-payer. 

When you have apportioned to wealth, the crystallized labor of the 
past, its RaO share of publie burdens, you have laid the corner- 
stone of all permanent improvement. To do this you can join hands 
with him whom you may now differ with politically. 
reform by equalizing taxation and by reducing expenditures, and 
thereby lightening the burdens imposed on labor and industry by our 
Government, is one of our party. If we, perehance, may have some 
advanced ideas of currency reform worthy of attention, we must re- 
member they should be based on his fundamental principles of reform, 
which alone can lead to permanent prosperity. 

If we represent the light, the reformer represents the pyramid 
which towers above the rocks; united we can become the instrument 
to guide the ship of state into the safe harbor of equal rights, equal 
burdens and a renovated constitution. 


REFUNDING THE DEBT REDEEMABLE IN 1281. 


The able 2 of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means should be read by every voter in the United States. 
The criticism he has given us of the proceedings of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as to the faults and errors of the administration of his 
Department, in his intercourse with the bankers of the United States, 
leads me to ask this question in all honesty: Can we have a Secre- 
tary—has God Almighty created a man able to cope with the com- 
bined shrewdness of the world, which has culminated in the modern 
word syndicate? 

I quote the statement of the Hon. FEN AN DO Woop, in his speech 
of March 4, showing the cost of refunding and the parties most ben- 
efited by the same. 

It is certain that circumstances of some kind have not only enabled the Govegn- 
ment to obtain loans at 4 per cent. per annum interest, but also to have enabled a 
few parties to amass enormous fortunes in the operation. I cannot with any ap- 
proach to 8 estimate the total profits that have been realized in these trans- 
actions. The total amount of 4 per cent. bonds issued is abont 8740. 000,000. These 
were sold at par and a half per cent. commission allowed to the purchasers, retting 
to the Government 99} per cent. upon the amount sold. 

The account, therefore, stands thus: 


Present market value, at 107 per cent., on $740,000,000 
$740,000,000 4 per cent. bonds, netting 994 


Making a profit to the holders and loss to the Government of 


Is it not a proper subject of inquiry as to who has made this profit and what re- 
lation the es bear to the Government! Of course, as these bonds have been 
distributed in many different quarters, it would be im to ascertain the his- 
tory of each. We must do the best we can. Fortunately we are not left in the 
dark as to the principal purchaser. 

The following statements of the First National bank of New York will furnish 
enough data upon which to conjecture the method by which the $740,000,000 bonds 
have been disposed of. 

The following is the official report of the condition of the First National Bank 
of New York, June 14, 1879: 


Report of the condition of the First National Bank of New York, at the close of busi- 
ness June 14, 1879. 
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1 seen that on the 14th of June, 1879, with a capital of only 
a million dollars, this bank owed the Government 8128, 109,071, and held bonds 
of the United States for $129,152,740. 

‘These were very sums of both debits and credits for so small an institution 
to dealin. I know that itis said that the bonds are not delivered until paid for, 
and that this apparent mammoth tion is simply a fiction of book-keeping. If 
this is really so, the fact remains that by some inexplicable advantage a small pri- 
vate banking institution, the pro: y of three men, has obtained the facilities for 
the holding of enormous sums of the Government bonds by which they have ac- 
quired immense profits. 

The following is the circular of this bank issned to its correspondents on the 7th 
of October, 1879: 

“To cur correspondents. 
"FIRST NATIONAL Bank, 
" New York, October 7, 1879. 

“Dear Sms: With much satisfaction we hand you herewith statement, con- 
densed from the report of this bank to the Comptroller of the Currency, under date 
of October 2, and invite its comparison with our previous reports. 

It exhibits the final liquidation of our large transactions with the Treasury De- 
2 in the 4 per cent. loan, the last payment upon which was made on Sep- 
tember 30: 

Our direct subscriptions for the four 

the close of the loan footed $208,500,000, the cost of which was.. #209, 5S4, £93 82 
Add to this the balance at credit of the Department on ist Jan- 

e neatate gash lesadlob yaad y 19, 757, 948 50 


ts from January i to 


And our payments to the Treasury during the nine months aggre- 
F supers renecentenaansensrcenss 229, 342, 842 32 


An of which has been completed without loss or error. 
We may add that the total amount of United States bonds of all 
-issues sold and delivered by this bank from January 1 to Octo- 
neee igh eed R Cabins enh chasevewtnckedass 341, 732, 450 00 
Called bonds purchased during same period 181, 300, 550 00 


Making amount of United States bonds passing through our hands 
within these dates e 523, 033, 000 00 
The above figures embrace a total of 528 l. 388. 600 four percents, of which $208, - 
500,000 were taken directly from the Government and $75,885,600 were purchased 
us in the market and represent original subscriptions made by others. 
„We find, also, going back to the introduction of the loan, that we have sold in 
all $400,449,050 out of the entire issue of $737,157,050 four percents. 


”" Respectfully, 
f “GEORGE F. BAKER, President.” 


From this statement it will be seen that this bank boasts that ont of the total 
amount of 4 per cent. bonds issued up to that time ($737,157,050) it had sold $400,- 
449,050, or over one-half, and that the total amount of United States bonds it had 
handled in nine months amounted to $523,033,000. 

There is no instance in the history of this or any other government where any- 
thing like this has occurred. Neither the Bank of England nor the Rothschilds 
have held relations with either or all of the governments of Europe by which they 
had the privilege and consequent profits of negotiating so large an amount of gov- 
ernment bonds within the same time. 


DEBT REDEEMABLE IN 1681. 


May 1, 1881, five percent. $508, 440, 350 
June 30, 1881, six percents... . 0.56 canann inaona 254, 392, 530 
Jnly 2; 1681, ais percents oslo oes cinegah raana 823, 800 

(oh R A cc 763, 656, 700 


The surplus revenue last year was about twenty-five millions. The 
increasing revenue consequent upon improvement in business cannot 
fall short of seventy-five millions this year. The amount of coin on 
hand for resumption purposes is at least one hundred and aerate 
millions. Calling 25 per cent. the amount necessary to be held as a 
reserve for continual redemption of greenbacks, which amounts to 
eighty-five millions, we have left eighty millions of idle money now 
in the Treasury. So that the debt can be reduced by May 1, 1881, to 
abont six hundred millions, which remains to be provided for. Now, 
to pay this six hundred millions— 

First. Issue Treasury notes—one hundred millions—payable yearly 
for six years, redeemable at the pleasure of the Government; 

Second, Institute an income tax upon non-taxable property, er on 
all incomes over $1,000; 

Third. Remonetize silver, which will give a great impetus to all 
business ; 

Fourth. Lessen the expenditures of Government in ET ENEE 
ment 10 per cent., excepting interest on public debt, can be 
done without injury to any one if the assessments for political pur- 

„Which it is understood amount to 10 per cent. of the salaries of 
all in the employ of the Government, are discontinued. 

Without the payment of your debt as it matures, years of extrava- 
gant expenditure will come. It is certain that there will be a surplus 
of revenue. One of two things will result from the refunding bill 
under consideration, if adopted: The tariff and internal taxation will 
have to go or be increased—yes, wild expenditure will have to come. 
Are you prepared for either? 

A wise course, it seems to me, is to pay the maturing debt. After 
this relieve industry by repealing all internal taxation, and modify 
the tariff on imports in a manner for the benefit of all. 

Mr. Chairman, what were we sent here for? What do the people 
expect? Is it our farmers, producers, and laborers who ask for a con- 
tinuance of a system so fraught with danger, so gilded by tempting 
e I beg of you leave no room to doubt as to the course 
you will pursue. Let our motto be, Lead us not into temptation.” 

The republican orator, when he looks at the reeord of his party in 
the matter of a magnificent bonded debt, can well exclaim, “What 
a mighty achievement!” What country can present so vast a record 
in so short a time of the subjection of so great a nation to bonded 
wealth—extraordinary both for the power of those who could impose 


the burden and for those who have been educated so nobly to bear it. 
Truly, it is a development of a holy patriotism, born of the love of 
country at an epoch when that country was governed by equal laws, 
equal rights, and equal taxation. 

Will not the wail that comes to us from the toiling millions of Eng- 
land, Ireland, Germany, France, Spain, Russia, and Austria be heeded 
to stop this grand scheme of oppression, and imitation of the dynas- 
ties of Europe? Must we wait until every hearth-stone sends up its 
warning voice from this broad land, «Thus far shalt thou go, and 
here shall thy proud waves be staid?” 

In conclusion let me say, the utterances of republican leaders that 
something is wanting to strengthen our existing institutions is but 
the wail of a departing dynasty, who begin to feel they have not the 
voice of the people to sustain them. They feel that their rule by 
class legislation is passing away. They who escape public burdens 
by a system of legal robbery must know that soon 3 will be brought 
to appreciate the power of the people, now so forcibly reminded that 
the price of liberty is eternal vigilance. 

We have already reversed the engine. We have changed the direc- 
tion of the ship of state. We have fixed the policy that the legal- 
tender notes shall not be withdrawn. This sag e business now 
developing in the t centers, soon to extend to the circumference, 
The next wave of the popular voice will revive commerce, which will 
once more spread its wings on every ocean, when our young men can 
2 go doym to the seg in ships and do business on the great waters.” 

elcome the day when we can announce no more bonds shall be 
issued! Welcome the day when we can say taxation shall and must 
be reduced and be made eqnal! Welcome the day when the indus- 
trious laborer can say the closing years of the nineteenth century 
have brought with them an abundant civilization, with instrumen- 
talities for the distribution of the comforts of life among those whose 
labor has made this the 71 age of the American Republic! 

Mr. SAMFORD. Mr. Chairmen, there are 8764, 000, 000 of Govern- 
ment bonds maturing within the next fifteen months, some of them 
bearing interest at 5, others at 6 per cent. The bill under considera- 
tion, known as the bill of the distinguished gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. FERNANDO Woop, ] provides for refunding these bonds at 
34 per cent. instead of the present high rate, and further provides that 
$200,000,000 of them shall be payable within the next ten years, the 
remainder to be payee at the end of forty years, the Government 
having the option o paying them after twenty years. There was a 
contest between the honorable gentleman who reports this bill, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as to whether the rate of interest 
should be 4 per cent., as recommended by the Secretary, or 3}, as 
contended for by the gentleman, [Mr. FERNANDO Woop.] There can 
be no question that as between the two propositions, the latter is vastly 
better for the tax-payers, and the gentleman from New York is enti- 
tled to the gratitude of the country for his victory. As between the 
two . aud as between the bill and the present status of 
the debt, with its high rate of interest, I shall, of course, favor the 
bill, because its annual saving will be large, over both the others. But 
I hope we may obtain something better than either of the three, as I 
will to demonstrate before I conclude. 

But before addressing myself to the particular measure under dis- 


‘cussion, I shall briefly indulge in some general remarks, somewhat 


foreign haps, to a literal consideration of this measure, for the 
reason tunder the rules of the House, it is a difficult matter for 
any member, 5 00 — those who constitute the two leading commit- 
tees, to obtain an hour for the expression of his views. 

Many of us on this floor represent constituencies composed largely 
of agricultural producers and consumers, and therefore the real tax- 
pa ying class of the country. And while I believe we are in a majority 

ere, yet the minority, who represent tax-consuming constituencies, 
by a species of sophistry, succeed year after year, by so mystifying all 
financial questions, and by artful Bd, pps to partisanship, in spite of 
justice and right, in keeping the yoke of bondage on honest effort 
and honest toil. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I have no sympathy with a senseless communistic 
clamor against fairly acquired wealth. An indiscriminate and wild 
denunciation of fortunate possessors of money, is not at illogical, 
but contemptible, and can find applause only from the thonghtless 
and irresponsible, whose favors will be unsubstantial and fleeting. 
But even if they were more lasting, I have no ambition to win honors 
gained by arts like these. I have no desire to be popularized by a 
course so questionable in its methods, so regardless of right and jus- 
tice, so thoughtless, as to be almost if not quite criminal. To the man 
who has successfully battled and won in the affairs of life I have no 
word of unjust condemnation. On the contrary, he has my esteem, 
admiration, and commendation. But, sir, I do abhor and detest that 
species of legislation which under the forms of law wring substance 
from one class of citizens for the benefit of another. Indeed, such 
legislation is nothing more or less than legalized robbery, and that, 
too, of the most vicious kind, in that the majesty of the law is invoked 
to inflict the wrong upon the victimized citizen. 

Now, sir, the financial policy of this Government for the past fifteen 
years has not only been in the interest of money-lurds, and exclusively 
so, but that policy has been absolutely dictated in all of its detail by 
them and their agents, and by ways so artful and shrewd, that while 
the toiling masses of the people have felt the burden and experienced 
the oppression, they have been unable to see, much less prevent, the 
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cies of their 
ee in this 88 where they h 
they have been fleeced out of their earnings, and had 
to the coffers of others, until we have in this country presented, the 


wrong; and bythe legislation which has been 
Si ad a right to expect protection, 
em transferred 


tacle of mammoth fortunes for the few, accreted by a systema- 
tized. pilfering from the many, which foreshadows only evil to the 
institutions of the country. 

This concentration of wealth in the hands of a few, has naturally 
banded its possessors together, in alliances defensive against Jegis- 
lative attack, and offensive for greater aggrandizement. The logic 
of such combination is to create great corporations, so that the agen- 
cies for the promotion of the common design may be more effective 
in one executive head, whose body shall be without a soul, yet nev- 
ertheless immortal. Thus concentrated, it shapes legislation and 
controls the Government. It is a rapid but steady ingraftment upon 
our body-politic of those evils incident to ee and en- 
tailment, which for long years our wise men have been endeavoring 
to uproot from American soil. Its tendency is to dwarf individual 
enterprise, activity, and effort in the accursed shadow of great cor- 
porations ; and its final result will be to destroy individual right and 
individual liberty, in order to aggrandize the interests of wealth as 
re nted in the persons of these quasi citizens. 

ir, the cardinal principle of our Government is the protection of 
individual freedom, to provide barriers against tyranny. This was 
once thought to be a vital question in | ion, but merchandise, 
and commerce, and speculation have congregated wealth, which has 
demanded protection, in proportion to its growth, until, by degrees, it 
has absorbed the attention of the law- ing power, has in 
npon the statute-book pains and penalties, as refined and severe as the 
veriest Shylock could ask, and, by a transition illogical but natural, 
tutored the mind of the statesman to believe that all laws should be 
in the interest of money, and capital, and corporate rights. Hence 
in these latter days the interests of money, of capitalists, of property 
rights, have been advanced by legislation, if need be, at the expense of 
great wrong, unjust exaction, and total disregard of the just demands 
of the unfortunate citizens whose only offense is 2 

Sir, I need not elaborate the sinuous methods by which the money- 
changers of this country have 3 an unrepresented people into 
a bondage, as complete as the Israelitish bondage to Pharaoh. Ste 
by step, here a little and there a little,” they have steadily move 
on, by congressional enactment, to the mortgaging of the resources, 
and muscle, and toil, of this land, “to have and to hold to them their 
heirs and assigns forever.” . 

“Money brings leisure, leisure brings thought, and thought brings 
power,” while poverty brings toil toil brings weariness, and weari- 
ness brings sleep, and while the man of toii has slept the bondholder 
has thought and schemed in the dead hour of night, and spun from his 
b brain the“ new ropes that were never occupied,” with which to 
bind the sleeping Samson. Some day he may awake and give fear- 
ful point to the illustration by completing the parallel. While I may 
not elaborate, yet a momentary glance at these methods may not be 
altogether unprofitable, even though it shall serve no other purpose 
than to remind the people of the devotion of the republican party to 
all their interests. 

_ Having procured a bond to be authorized, forever free from taxa- 
tion, protected but not taxed, niring all the officers and agencies of 
law to protect them, but furnishing not one cent to support its expen- 
sive machinery, and requiring the customs revenues of the country 
to be devoted, first, to payment of the interest in coin, the bondholder 
2 it at far less than its face value, abont forty cents on the dol- 

ar. 

Being thus provided with an estate, rich in golden results for himself 
and his children after him, before the diu of battle had been hushed, 
before the black clouds of war had disappeared from the horizon, 
while other men were gathering together the fragments which es- 
caped the wreck of war, he lost no time, but hastened by constitu- 
tional amendment, to place the sanctity of his bond beyond the reach 
of question, safe from all contingency, in the fundamental law of the 
land, where it can never be disturbed, and never will be, for erery 
officer of this Government, from the President to the lowest constable, 
before entering in office swears to sustain his bond, so help him God. 

Notwithstanding these bonds were payable in greenbacks in their 
face, in effect, yet greenbacks were at a dis¢ount, and though the 
Government had the option of so paying them at that time; with a 
stealthy tread the bondholder glided slong the corridors, and into the 
committee-rooms of this Capitol, and with his soft, winning eloquence 

rsuaded a republican Congress to enact a law early in 1869 provid- 
ing that— 

None of the interest-bearing obligations, not already due, shall be redeemed or 
paid before maturity, unless at such times United States notes are convertible into 


coin at the option of the holder, or unless at such time bonds of the United States 
bearing a lower rate of interest than the bonds to be redeemed can be sold at par 
in coin. 


Mark yon, according to law and the contract, these very bonds we 
are now considering could have been paid in greenbacks, but for this 
iniquitons law. But the bondholder was as “ wise asa serpent” and 
harmful as a devil, and he knew that a subsequent Congress could 
repeal this law. He did not feel safe. His gyves and fetters were not 
sufficiently fastened on the limbs of toil. : 


What next? These bonds were payable in dollars, as I have said, 
and greenbacks were legal dollars, but greenbacks were below the 
value of the coin dollar, ard were liable, in their very nature, never 
to be worth more, and would likely often be worth less than coin. 
The people’s Representatives (God save the mark) seen responded to 
the insatiate maw of greed, which like “the daughter of the horse- 
leech, continued to cry give, give,” and allowed bonds payable in green- 
backs, to be exchanged for bonds payable in their face in coin, thussecur- 
ing them against repeal of law. While a servile republican Con, 
and President were thus prostituting the methods of legislation to the 
sordid demands of a moneyed oligarchy, a republican Supreme Court 
was declaring that greenbacks were legal tender, and enough pay 
for the produce of the farmer and the w. of the la But the 
law was passed, and $1,395,000,000 of bonds payable in currency were 
exchanged for bonds payable in coin. It would seem, in con- 
science, that this was enough. Hut no; hardly had the ink dried which 
contained the unrighteous provision requiring coin to be paid, before 
the gold-bug, which was sucking the life-blood of labor, struck down, 

y methods so dark, so stealthy, and so unholy that to this day the 
hand that did it is unknown, the money capacity of silver, and left, so- 
far as they could, the toiling men and women and children of t 
and coming generations to coin their sweat and brawn and blood into 
gold, that a privileged few might “ dress in purple and fine linen, and 
fare sumptuously every day.” 

By these various methods, under the strict letter of the law, an ad- 
vantage was given to the money-owner by appreciating his property 
to the amount of not less than $500,000,000, which he could never 
have had under the original contract. Thisextra burden was saddled 
on the industries of the country by the republican party. 

And now, after securing with greenb two billions of untaxable 
bonds at less than half their face, interest payable in coin; after 
amending the Constitution to the effect that they should never be “ ques- 
tioned ;” after setting apart the customs revenue as a special d 
for the payment of the interest; after changing these bonds payable 
in currency for bonds payable in coin after destroying the money value 
of a large part of the coin by demonetizing silver Which increased 
the value of gold, they capped the climax of such infamous class 
legislation by a contraction of the currency, for the sole purpose of en-- 
hancing the purchasing power of money, and by that act alone 
doubled the value of money, doubled the value of the bonds, by doub- 
ling the purchasing capacity of money, notwithstanding such an un- 
righteous act strewed the land with the wrecks of fortunes, dissolved 
families, desolated firesides, destroyed human hopes, and involved 
honest effort in remediless ruin. Amid all this“ hopeless anguish” of a. 
people *“ steeped to the lips in misery,” whose only “wealth was 
want,” the bondholder reveled in luxurious ease, provided by con- 
gressional enactment. 

Not simply the bondholder was thus favored, all capital was pro- 
tected. Great corporations brought to bear their mony power, and 
special privileges were accorded them; gigantic subsidies in money 
were freely ted, and millions of acres of the public domain were 
given them with a prodigal hand. Consolidated capital in facto- 
ries was protected to the 5 jadges assert, of a thousand 
millions per annum by unjust tarifflaws. From this grasp, from these 
avaricious clutches there seems to be no escape. Why, sir, eer | 
satisfied that from the Committee on Ways and Means no bill woul 
be reported to the House, looking to the relief of the people from the 
unholy and unrighteous extortion of tariff duties, I sought to secure 
it, by Wee bills looking to tariff reform, to a committee I had 
assurance would report them. This was the only hope, and I knew, 
and this House knew, that if these parliamentary tactics should fail, 
all effort for any relief was defea Notwithstanding one of those 
bills was to take the tariff from iggy 2B papar and type, and there- 
fore in the interest of dissemination of knowledge and information, 
it was ingloriously defeated, mainly by republican votes, and the bills 
were sent to the Ways and Means Committee, where no more mention 
will be made of them among men. They were sent “ to the tomb of 
the Capulets,” and no cenotaph even, will attest the fact they ever 
lived or died. 

Mr. Chairman, other bills have been introduced in this House pro- 
viding measures of relief; among others, financial bills. I do not 
mean those which, with all respect fortheir authors, seek the enact- 
ment into law, of the wild vagaries of fiat money, though even they 
should be reported for action; for it is political cowardice to smother 
any bill, and I am ready at any time to record my vote on any — 
and against it, if I consider it unwise. I refer to bills of financ 
soundness, against which nothing can be urged except that they are 
not in the interest of capital exclusively. They have gone into the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, where “they sleep the sleep 
that knows no waking.” 85 

But Iam told that the country is prospering, that all business is 
booming. That is measurably true, thanks to a democratic law re- 
monetizing silver, and to a kind Providence which has given us “the 
early and the latter rain,” and gave to the people a modicum of pros- 
perity, in spite of the burdens of taxation and the artfulness of ca: 
ital. But let the balance of trade turn against us for one twelvemonth, 
as it will do sooner or later, and the present appearances of pros- 
perity may be dissolved as mist in the morning. But suppose it shall 
continue for a series of years, and the people shall continue to make- 
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good crops and find ready markets, is that any reason why they 
ould have injustice practiced, because they are able to stand it? 
Is that any reason why the public debt should be kept up for the 
sake of furnishing “a safe deposit place for the capital of this coun- 
try,” as the honorable author of the funding bill announces? Or, as 
he stated in another part of his exhaustive speech, that there may be 
an investment for “those who have surplus wealth, which they wish 
to secure against loss.“ 

Ay, sir, these are the real reasons for these long bonds, and the dis- 
tinguished gentleman was candid enough to admit it. “A safe place 
for capital,” “secure against loss.“ Land, and houses, and merchan- 
dise, and farming and yarious enterprises, are all too unsafe for the 
surplus cash of the capitalist. And yet from these unsafe invest- 
ments must come the money to pay the gold demanded by these “safe” 
investments. Why cannot this surplus capital, accumulated in a 
large measure from interest on Government bonds untaxed, go into 
the yarious indastries of the land and help develop its wealth? Oh, 
no, that would require exertion and possibly a little work from its pos- 
sessor, who prefers to put it in this “safe deposit” and live the life 
of luxurious ease, rather than risk itin enterprises, which would give 
employment to labor and add new impulse to all the channels of in- 


ry. { 

The man who buys a stock of goods risks his money, in the vent- 
ures of trade; the mechanic who builds a house risks his money and 
labor in performing the contract; the man who has the house built 
risks having paying tenants; they who delve in the caverns of the 
earth for gold and silver and copper and iron and coal, risk their all 
to obtain a livelihood for paid korea wife and children; the manu- 
facturer, the miller, the blacksmith, the artisan, all risk in the effort 
to improve their worldly condition ; the farmer who puts his money 
in land and stocks, in labor and the implements of husbandry, risks the 
wind and flood and drought and blight. Every industry in the land 
is a risk, except the favored bondholder, who gets his return with 
each recurring season without a shadow of doubt. Fire may con- 
sume houses, taxation may absorb land, hard times may demolish the 
pe and principal of merchandise, and disaster may destroy crops, 

ut from ay. or all of these misfortunes, the holder of a Government 
bond is absolutely safe, and yet we are told by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO Woop, I that we must have a 
long bond that, among other reasons, surplus capital may have a “safe 
1 ra ” “secure from loss.“ 

r. Chairman, it would weary the committee, for me to elaborate 
the kindred ideas which are suggested in the discussion of the public 
debt of this country, but I have no doubt in my own mind, that it is 
the settled and determined aim of the money power, to prevent for 
all time, the material reduction, much less extinguishment, of the 
interest-bearing debt of the Government. It is too “safe” a place of 
deposit for capital. In their view a “national debt is a national 
blessing.” Hence we see in this House that all manner of appropri- 
ation is advocated by the champions of the money interest; hence 
they view with complacency vast increase of pensioners, whether just 
or unjust, because they desire the revenues of the Government to be 
absorbed, so that nothing may be left to pay off the bonds. No matter 
to them how much is squandered, their interest is safe (that is all they 
want) from the customs dues. 

True, the gentleman who reports this bill announces, that “it is our 
pee to relieve the people of such an enormous and unnecessary load, 
at the earliest practicable moment,” and I will do him the justice to 
say, that I have no reason to doubt his sincerity, but he forthwith 
advocates a bill looking two ways at once, a reduction of interest and 
a long bond. 

Now, I asserted that the financial managers of the Government, who 
are the representatives of the bondholders, do not intend to allow an 
extinguishment of the bonded debt. Let the figures speak for them- 
selves. The bonded debt in 1873 amounted to $1,695,805,950, while 
in 1879 it reached the sum of $1,887,716,110. During the twelve years 
preceding and including 1879, there was paid interest to the amount 
of $1,363,448,846—and still the bonded debt increased in six years 
nearly $200,000,000. When yaad go den harvests as these are reaped, 
it is no wonder the debt is desired to be permanent, and a “safe de- 

it. 

During these years there was no letting up of taxation, no diminu- 
tion of revenue returns, On the contrary there was a rigid, ay, almost 
a vicious exaction of tax, and a golden stream flowed annually into the 
Treasury, in volume amounting to $300,000,000, 

Do I object to the reduction of the rate of interest to 34 per cent.“ 
No, sir, I thank the gentleman from New York for the concession, 
which he has virtually wrung from the Secretary, and from the money 

wer, that a 34 instead of a 4 per cent. bond can be floated at par. 

‘or if these bonds should run forty years, as is possible under the bill, 
and as they will run, by this saving of 4 per cent., he will save on the 
12050 700 during the forty years, simple interest to the amount of 

140,000,000. This isa great point gained, and for that act he deserves 
much honor. 

His proposition to require $200,000,000 to be paid from current reve- 
nue is also a step in the right direction, but here itseems to my crude 
understanding, that he falls into that “‘ oyercautiousuess,” with which 
he charged the Secretary. 

He has shown that there lies, in his own language, “in the Treas- 


ury, $73,537,743 idle and useless,” exclusive of $86,670,250 held for 
resumption purposes. And yet he arranges his table thus: 


January 1, 1880, amount of bonds to be redeemed. -... $764, 000, 000 
Probable amount to be paid from revenues the present 

7... ñðâ-dvdßd e ̃ ß lala seb Rita Rae 20, 000, 000 
Leaving amount to be refunded ..............-..----. 744, 000, 000 


Why not, at once, apply the $73,537,743 now idle and useless in the 
Treasury, to the payment of these bonds, and reduce the amount to 
$690,462,252 to be redeemed instead of 5744, 000, 000 7 That would be 
an annual saving of nearly $2,000,000 at 34 per cent. A business 
man would do this “as quick as lightning,” and the gentleman says, 
“what is wise for an individual is wise for a government.” 

Suppose an individual should have outstanding interest-bearing 
notes, and should, at the same time, keep locked up in hissafe, money 
lying “idle,” and that, too, after. he had made liberal estimates for 
all demands known. and contingent, would not such a course be the 
height of folly? If “what is wise for an individual is wise for a gov- 
ernment,” the converse is true: whatis folly practiced by an individ- 
ual, is equally foolish when practiced by a government. 

But, again, the honorable gentleman informs us that there is also 
lying in the Treasury “$86,070,254 in coin, for resumption purposes.” 

his money was obtained largely, if not wholly, by selling bonds 
bearing 4 or 44 per cent. Hoarded for resumption purposes! Now, 
sir, I know I venture on doubtful gronnd. The question will be con- 
sidered absurd by some, and be answered by a toss of the head or a 
shrug of the shoulders from others. But still I ask it: Why keep 
that sum idle? Why pay annually on that sum, even at 3} per sent., 
over $3,000,000? I can see the necessity for individuals an private 
corporations to keep a reserve in coin, to inspire confidence in their 
ability to redeem their paper. Buta great government, with limit- 
less and illimitable resources, with boundless areas of public domain, 
with a busy, active, aggressive population of over forty millions in 
numbers, whose business annua y aggregates billions, whose faith is 
pledged to the payment of its debts, does not need to place itself in 
the position required of individuals in order to keep its notes of issue 
at par. Why, sir, if an individual, even, owned a hundred thousand 
dollars’ worth of property of such kind as that all men could see it, 
and was known and bee ry by all men to be upright, honest, 
and honorable, his note for $10,000 would be taken at par, even if he 
did not have on hand a dollar in cash, much less would it be neces- 
sary for him to retain constantly by him 25 per cent. in cash of his 
indebtedness. Is this true? Every man knows it is. Why, then, is 
this t and rich Government required to do more? Even Mr. Sher- 
man says in his report— 

That actual resumption commenced, at the time fixed by law, without any ma- 
terial demand for coin. 

And the gentleman from New Yerk, [Mr. FERNANDO Woop,] who 
4 as high authority in financial matters as the Secretary, assured us 
that— 

It is evident that the public confidence in the solvency and credit of the Govern- 
ment was 80 pT sens that no other security was required to effect resumption or 
maintain it ward. 

Many men, of conceded wisdom in other things, thought several 
years ago that the way for the Government “to resume” was “ to 
resolve to resume.” And resumption would be as fixed a fact to-day, 
in the absence of so much coin in the vaults of the Treasury, asif they 
were loaded down with it. Tell me why the holder of a ten-dollar 
greenback bill, would have less “confidence in the solvency and credit 
of the Government” if its bonded interest-bearing debt were decreased 

000,000, than he would if that amount of coin lay idle, at a cost 
of $3,000,000 per annum. As the liability of the debtor diminishes, 
the value of outstanding obligations should increase. Andthe holder 
of national currency knows thatit does. In the case of private bank- 
ers, laws required a reserve to be kept on hand to redeem their notes, 
among other reasons, lest bad investments should be lost and redemp- 
tion be hazarded ; for the purpose of immediate exchange, for trans- 
mission to other localities, and the like, and provided penalties against 
defalcations and abscondings. But the revenues and resources of the 
Government are liable to no such contingencies. Nothing short of 
the strain of war can affect its ability to pay, and if that should come, 
in any proportions, a small reserve fund would amount to nothing. 
There was no“ material demand,” says the Secretary, at the com- 
mencement of TOND deep there is certainly less now. And a very 
few millions kept on hand, say ten million, would supply any demand 
that would be made. There is a law on the statute-book which will 
inspire all the confidence which coin on hand would afford, an act which 
authorizes the Secretary of the “to use any surplus rev- 
enues from time to time in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
and to issue, sell, and dispose of“ bonds beating 5 per cent. interest, 
which, in the language again of the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. 
FERNANDO WOOD, ]— 

Would command all the coin required at twenty-four hours' notice. Certainly 
this is an abundant resource to meet any possible contingency that could arise in 
any emergency. 0 

Ithink so too. If the law itself will not inspire the confidence nec- 
essary to maintain resumption, a age 8 execution of it would. 
Therefore I argue that at least 376,000,000 of the idle reserve fund can 
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be safely used, without jeopardizing resumption, to the extinguish- 
ment of that amount of bonds. The account would then stand, after 
deducting the acknowledged surplus, as I have shown, $690,462,259, 
Deduct of the resumption fund $76,000,000, leaving amount to be re- 
funded $614,462,252, instead of the gentleman’s of $744,000,000 ; 
a difference of in round numbers $130,000,000, making a yearly saving, 
at 3} per cent. per annum, of $4,550,000, and a savin 900 the forty 
Fears these bonds will run of the enormous sum of 8182, 000,000. It does 
seem to me that statesmanship, honor, and duty demand of us to save 
the tax-payers of this country this crushing and unjust burden. Im- 
pressed with these views, nearly a year une 16, 1879—I intro- 
duced a bill to carry into effect this very idea, This House referred 
it to the Committee on Ways and Means, where “it has rested” ever 
since. I offer it as an amendment to the pending bill, and sincerely 
hope it may be adopted. 

r. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota, who has just taken 
his seat, very forcibly asks whether it is not better to fund the ma- 
tured bonds in three-and-a-half percents in long bonds, and take the 
annual surplus revenue, estimated by the Secretary at $50,000,000, and 
buy up 4} per cent. bonds? and answers the question in the affirmative. 
I would a with him but for two reasons: I do not think it neces- 
sary to refund but a small amount of these bonds; and, secondly, I 
have no faith that the annual surplus will be so applied. If a pro- 
vision could be incorporated in this bill, which could insure that course, 
then I say it would be wise to adopt his view inregard to the small 
balance we cannot now pay. 

But let us look further and see if any other deduction can be made 
from the large sum, unnecessary to be refunded. Of the bonds under 
discussion we find a part of them were issued as follows: 


Authorizing act. 5 Date of maturity. | Amount 
Per cent. 
February 8, 186... pha, 6 | December 31, 1880 . . | $18, 415, 000 
July 17 and August 5, 136 F 6 | June 30, 18811 182, 605, 550 
March 3, 1886 G June 30, 18811 71, 787, 000 
March 2, 1861 6 | July 1, 1881 823, 800 
“273, 631, 350 
The promise to pay these bonds, in their very face, is as follows: 
The United States of America are indebted unto 8 dollars, redeema- 
ble after 3ist day of December, 1880, with interest from to inclusive, 
at 6 per cent. per annum, payable the first days of January and July each year, 
This debt is authorized by act of Congress approved ., 18—. 


So it will be seen, in round numbers, that $270,000,000 of the bonds 
we are asked to fund in other long bonds, are ayable a year hence 
in dollars. In coin dollars? Who says so? Tis not so nominated 
in the bond.” Greenbacks are legal dollars. The Supreme Court has 
said so. It matters not that the Supreme Court was packed, as is 
charged, to render that decision. Such a packing was done in the 
interest of capital. Let the decision “hew to the line, no matter 
where the chips may fall.” 

If greenbacks are dollars, then the bond is satisfied, the contract is 
literally complied with, when greenbacks are paid on it. The bond- 
holder has no! right to ask more, and God knows he has no moral 
right. It is simply robbery of the tax-payer to give him more. I have 
high authority for this just construction of the law ; no less authority 
than John Sherman himself, who is now the lawyer of the bondholders 
in their avaricious game of grab. In the Senate, December 17, 1867, 
he said, in regard to these bonds: 

The law does not expressly provide that the principal is ble in coin, but does 
provide that the interest shall be paid in coin” ae rating t the implication that 
the principal may not be. 

It is a well-known canon of construction, expressio unius, exclusio 
alterius,” and therefore the expression of interest payable in coin, ex- 
cludes the idea of the principal being so paid. 

Again, in the face of the greenback note, it is provided that it shall 
be receivable for all debts, public and private, except for duties on im- 

rts and interest on the public debt. Language cannot be plainer. 
The principal of these bonds is neither duties on imports, nor interest 
on the public debt, and therefore not excepted. But hear Mr. Secre- 
tary Sherman again: 

Duties on imported sss and interest on the public debt are excepted from the 
legal-tender clause. This implies that the principal of the debt is not excepted. 

And in a published letter of his in 1868 he sets the seal of his con- 
demnation on the false cry of repudiation in this emphatic language: 

Your idea that we propose to repudiate or violate a promise when we offer to re- 
deem the principal in legal-tenders is erroneous. I think the bondholder violates 
his promise when he to take the same kind of money he paid for the bonds. 

The bondholder “violates his promise when he refuses to take” 

mbacks. ‘Let him put that in his pipe and smoke it.” Do not 
call me a repudiationist when I vote as John Sherman spoke. 

Ah, but it is said previous Government ease paya e in dollars, 
were paid in gold, therefore these bondholders a right to expect 
the same. I call on Mr. Sherman again to answer this socal plead- 
ing. It may be unpleasant for him to do it, in view of his present 
intimate friendship for bankers who hold these bonds, but he must do 
it. In the Senate in 1867 he said: 

The construction drawn from the pa; 


ent of previous loans in gold is answered 
by tho fact that the act under which 


e loan was issued expressly declares— 


Mark you, his language— 
expressly declares that a note shall be lawful money as well aa gold, and shall be 
receivable in payment of public debts. 

i uo ae “in payment of public debts;” and the bond is “a public 
ebt. 

There is, there can be, there ought to be, no escape from this inex- 
orable logic, and never shall be by my vote. Nearly fifteen hundred 
millions of bonds were legislated by a republican Congress ont of 
this dilemma by the cruel refunding act of July 17, 1870, and these 
$270,000,000 are all that were left “ out in the cold,” and the bill now 
before us. proposes, by its provisions, to take them into the ark of a 
safe deposit, as old Noah’s hand took in the wearied dove. 

5 if you pay off these with greenbacks, the figures will then 
stand: 


Amount, after deducting idle money in the Treasury, 


in round numbers 5614, 000, 000 
Pay in greenbacks, and ded u 270, 000, 000 
DPOVING bn cos cals sees hace wenn NE 344, 000, 009 


But where will you get the greenbacks? Printthem. Printthem, 
if need be, on the same presses you printed the bonds. When I say 
this, I am set down by the bondholder as a lunatic, and am answered 
that a statute on the books prohibits a larger issue than $346,000,000 
in greenbacks. Then modify the law. The Congress which passed 
that law cannot bind this Congress. The very authority to issue by 
this Congress, ipso facto, modifies the prior law. But to issne green- 
backs is unconstitutional, theysay. The Congress of 1861 did not think 
so. The Supreme Court, the tribunal of last resort, says differently, 
and the memories of other days, at least, which cluster around that 
august tribunal entitle it to some attention. They have decided 
the act constitutional as a war measure,” I am told, the decision does 
not say so. If it did, the bonds were war bonds and until they are 
liquidated the war necessity exists. Both were born amid the same 
scenes, rocked in the same cradle, together attained manhood, and 
arm in arm should descend the western slope, and lie down in the 
same grave. 

Indeed, it might be argued (I merely suggest, without indorsing 
such an argument) that it would be unconstitutional for Congress to 
pronaos by statute the issuance of enough greenbacks to pay these 

onds. The fourteenth amendment declares, the validity of the bonds 
shall not be questioned, If the “validity” of a debt is “questioned,” 
by the debtor placing himself, voluntarily in a condition in which 
he cannot pay, the case might arise, when these bonds matured, that 
the bondholder could say, “pay me my debt.” If the Government 
should reply, “I have no gold or silver with which to pay you, and 
my law forbids me to issue greenbacks,” why could not the bond- 
holder reply, “ your fandamental law forbids you from impairing my 
rights, and the very law authorizing my bonds recognized your power 
to issue greenbacks to pay them; under that law you issued them, 
which = have subsequently destroyed; I demand their reissue, that 
I may aid?” If he has any logic in his demand, then the creditor 
has no right to demand a currency which the debtor has not equal 
right to force him to take, There may, or may not, be reason in this 
position. It occurs to me in passing, and I mentionit. I stand on 
the decision as it is. 

It is objected, even if we have the power, that $270,000,000 would 
inflate the currency, force a redundancy, destroy values, and would be 
vicious financial legislation. Of course it would inflate to that ex- 
tent, but it is quite another question whether that amount would 
create a redundancy, in view of the fact that England has a per capita 
circulating medium, of about $20, and France has about $35 per capita, 
witha amilin g prosperity blessing her people, while the United States 
has only about $17 per capita, and boundless forests, prairies, and 
mines to be developed. 

Now, I know that wise financiers assert, that in England and the 
United States, bills of exchange, checks, and commercial devices, oper- 
ate to increase their circulating medium, to a parity per capita with 
that of France, where such devices are not used to any appreciable 
extent. However that may be, these European countries cover small 
areas of territory, have dense populations, commercial facilities are 
on every hand, while the United States have vast areas of thinly por- 
ulated sections, remote from banks, bills of exchange, and the like. 
Mines and agricultural fields are on every hand, needing only capital 
to turn them into enormous national wealth. But inviting as the 
may be, enterprise and labor sit disconsolate and paralyzed, with 
piteous, pleading eyes to Wall street, which riots in speculation aua 
revels in cent. per cent. on blocks of stocks, and gilt-edged bonds. The 
volume of the currency is so completely within the control of the 
Vanderbilts, and Keenes, and Jay Goulds, and John Shermans, that 
they expand or contract it as they become bulls or bears. Bulls to 
eg 8 unwary into bankruptcy, and bears to squeeze the life out 
of labor. 

But if you are afraid of inflation, gentlemen, substitute this $270,- 
000,000 for national-bank notes, and stop the interest on the bonds 
on which they are based. What do you say to that? That will not 
increase the currency. I am after stopping the interest on that 
amount of bonds; an interest of $9,450, r annum at 3} per cent. 
Give me your answer. Ah, you want the to furnish au adjustable 
volume, in accordance with the demands of trade, the law of supply 
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and demand.” Well, let us see; we have $346,000,000 of backs, 
about $360,000,000 of national-bank notes, making $706,000,000 in all. 


Yon say that is right. Add these $270,000,000 to the greenbacks and 
we have $616,000,000, leaving $90,000,000 margin for the banks to 
bee with. You certainly do not desire to bring the whole down to 
$616,000,000; if not, you still havean adjusting leverage. You therefore 
havenoexcuse. The onlykim istogive the money power into the hands 
of the bankers and money men, to aggrandize themselves and their 
children, at the expense of the toiling men and women of the country; 
and Congress is confidently relied on to furnish immunity to the 
plunderers by nefarious and heartless legislation. Well, it may do it, 
and likely will, but when it does it will add another chapter to the 
t crime of cruel legislation, which may rejoice the heart of mone; 
ords and ladies, but will not be forgotten, or forgiven, by the ow 
victims, ‘‘neither in this world nor the world to come. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [ Mr. FERNANDO Woop Jadmits 
that we can pay $200,000,000 in ten years out of the ordinary revenues. 
Deduct that amount from $344,000,000, the amount left, if my views 
are adopted, and we have only $144,000,000 remaining. Whatshall be 
done with that sum? Ithink the ordinary surplus revenue, with any 
economy, would pay that sum in ten years, too. But suppose not; the 
sums which I have shown can be paid amount to 8420,00, 000; thi 
at 34 cent. interest amounts to $14,700,000, which sum can be 
annually appropriated to the payment of this remainder, and fn ten 
years the whole sum will be wiped out. And instead of paying an- 
nually $19,040,000 on $544,000,000 for ten years, and owing the princi- 
pal at the end of that time, we can be rid of it forever. 

Mr. Chairman, I have discussed this question at far greater length 
than I intended. Indeed I expected to indulge mainly in general 
reflections, but the interest attaching to the consideration of these 
figures has led me on unconsciously. I would now desist but for a 
proposition asserted by the distinguished gentleman who fathers this 
bill, which demands a moment’s attention, as I think it is the real 
honest reason for refunding these bonds at all. Weare told by him: 

As the country grows richer, which it is now doing to an unparalleled extent, 
the demand for registered bonds will become so great that the total remaining debt 
will not be large enough to meet the requirements for this purpose alone. 

This sounds to my ears like a very strange doctrine. To say the 
least, it is a candid confession of capitalists. But it is entirely in 
keeping with their theory of legislation that Congress should provide 
a “safe deposit,” permanent in its character,” where rich men can 
pirs their money, have it free from all taxation, and its interest paya- 

le as certainly as the Governmentshall stand. Ideny that we should 
provide, by legislation, for such “safe deposits“ where capital has no 
risks. Such should be broken up, as fast as it can be honestly 
and honorably done, that the surplus money of the rich, like the penny 


of the poor man, shall be driven ont into the channels of industry, to 
ee ife into enterprise and trade, to take its share of risk, in de- 
elo 


v doping the unbounded resources of the country, and sharing in the 
burdens of government. If the capitalist is unwilling to risk his 
money in the enterprises of skill and labor, let him live on his prin- 
04 and not suck subsistence from the effort and toil of other men. 
The “ debt will not be large enough to meet” such demand, indeed! 
And I Kappos the representatives of the people must satisfy such a 
demand by providing registered bonds to be paid by the people! I 
am against such a doctrine, now and forever. 

Mr. Chairman, for twenty years there has been an unbroken line of 
financial legislation in favor of wealth; look one time, gentlemen, to 
the claim of the poor. It is the poor in spirit” who are promised 
the kingdom of Heaven; you seem to think that the poor in body 
must, also, t relief only beyond the grave. f 4 

Mr. FERN. O WOOD. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker pro tempore hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. COVERT reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 4592) to facilitate the refunding of the 
national debt, had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. HALL, 
for two days, on acconnt of important business. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the Honse adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of Robert E. Ballard, for the passage 
of a bill granting relief to certain citizens of Allegheny County, Penn- 
sylvania—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BEALE: The petition of citizens of Accomae County, Vir- 

inia, for an appropriation to clean out a channel in Chincoteague 
—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRENTS: The petition of the publisher of the Intelligencer, 
Washi n Territory, that materials used in making paper be plac 
on the list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Joshua Beck, for compensation 


for stores furnished the United States Army during the late war—to. 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELAM: The tions of A. J. Bogel; of S. A. Alston; of A. 
Pike and others, and of T. C. Lewis, for the removal of the stamp-tax 
on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Commit- 


tee on 1 Means. : 
By Mr. FRYE: The petitions of C. G. Cottrell and others; of H. 
O. Gray and others; of L. B. Sargent and others, and of E. Wirder & 


Sons and others, of Maine, ship-owners, for the repeal of the compul- 
sory pilo’ laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

y Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of Isaac Smith and 
other citizens, of Wayne County, Illinois, for the early passage of a 
law providing for the pamen of the difference between the value 
of preon baoa, in which soldiers were paid for their services, and the 
value of gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petitions of citizens of Iowa 
for the equalization of bounties—to the same committee. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Iowa, against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Selden Candee and 50 other citizens, of Clay- 
ton County, Iowa, for a law compelling railroad companies to disin- 
fect cars in which live stock has been conveyed before returning them 
to poe of shipment—to the Committee on the Origin, Introduction, 
and Prevention of Epidemic Diseases in the United States. 

By Mr. VOORHIS: Resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
in relation to the soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Mexican war— 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of James Hammel and 35 other 
citizens of Lyons, Nebraska, for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 
269) known as the Wright supplement to the homestead act—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 22, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
roved. 

p EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 16th instant, a statement of appropria- 
tions, amounts drawn from the Treasury by requisition, and balances 
on account of improvement of the Tennessee River, from July 1, 1868, 
to March 16, 1880; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers relative to- 
the bill (S. No. 1439) to confirm the Stratton survey of the pueblo of 
San Francisco, and the bill (H. R. No. 4928) to confirm the survey of 
the pueblo of San Francisco, and suggesting a certain amendment 
thereto, and a ċopy of telegram from the commanding general mili- 

division of the Pacific in reference to the same subject and in 
favor of the passage of the bills; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. JOHNSTON presented a memorial of H. L. Pelouze & Son, of 
Richmond, Virginia, type-founders, remonstrating against the aboli- 
tion of the duty on printing-type; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Me dae presented the petition of George W. 
Haines, publisher of the Spirit of Jefferson, at Charlestown, West 
Virginia, praying for the passage of a bill placing wood and straw 
pulp, soda-ash, and other chemicals used in the manufacture of paper, 
on the free list, and reducing the duty on printing-paper, &c. ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of E. Anderson and others, 
praying that an increase of pension be allowed to Peter Johnson, late 
a private of Company I, Eleventh Massachusetts Volunteers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of James Mackenzie, attorney, 
of Washington City, praying for equality uf taxation and for com- 
pensation in respect to the public improvements in the District of 
Columbia ; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. ; 3 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the following memorials 
of the Legislature of Wisconsin; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce: : 

A memorial in favor of an appropriation to restore the Oconto River, 
from the city of Oconto to its month, to a navigable condition, to 
straighten and shorten its channel, and protect its mouth; 

Amemorial in favor of an appropriation for the harbor at Manitowoc ; 

A memorial in favor of an appropriation to reopen the channel of 
Wolf River, in Northern Wisconsin; and 

A memorial in favor of the more adequate improvement of Port. 
Washington Harbor. 
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Mr. CAMERON, > ef Wisconsin, also presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin in favor of the passage of a law regulating 
the sale of patent rights; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of S. Annie Estabrook, widow 
of the late Captain George W. Estabrook, praying that a pension be 
allowed her and her children ; which was eee to the Committee 
on Pensions. é SA : RS 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I present six petitions, signed by 230 citi- 

` gens of the following named towns eprint Dundee, ve Charles, 
Huntley, Burlington, Marengo, and Hampshire, praying Congress to 
ass a law prohi iting the sale of food prepared and manufactured 
rom unwholesome fats, to prevent what is 8 palmed off on an 
unsuspecting public as butter. I commend the subject of these peti- 
tions to the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture. These citi- 
zens all live in the northern portion of Ilinois, and are engaged in 
the production of butter, and they believe that this subject should 
receive the consideration of Congress. Whether it is proper to do so 
or not, I hope that the Committee on Agriculture will make a report 
on the subject at an early day. I move that the petitions be referred 
to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. HOAR. I present a resolve of the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts relating to the jurisdiction of courts of the United States over 
municipal corporations. I send it to the desk to be read. 

The resolution was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, as follows : 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS. 

In the year 1820. Resolution relating to the jurisdiction of the courts of the United 

States over municipal corporations. 

Resolved, That whereas it has been proposed in the Congress of the United States 
to repeal the existing laws conferring jurisdiction upon the courts of the United 
States in suits brought by the municipal rations, citizens of one State against 
citizens of another State, and also in suits brought by individual citizens of one 
State against municipal tions composed of ci of another State; and 

Whereas joint resolutions have been adopted by some of the States of this Union 
requesting their Senators and Representatives in Congress to urge the enactment 
of such laws as may be necessary to prevent the exercise of jurisdiction by the 
courts of the United States in proceedings by mandamus municipal eapo: 
rations in the several States to compel the levy and collection of taxes wherewith 
to satisfy eros rendered by such courts: it is declared to be the deliberate 
judgment of Legislature: 

hat the laws by Congress under the Constitution of the United States 

conferring jurisdiction upon the courts of the United States in controversies be- 
tween citizens of different States, to the end that justice may be administered free 
from the infinence of local interests and prejudices, are wise enactments and ought 
to be preserved in their integrity. 

That municipal co tions, being composed of individual citizens, and haying 
power to contract obligations with other corporations and with individual citizens 
in the several States in this Union, there exists no reason for making any discrim- 
ination between them and individual citizens, so far as it regards exercise of 
jurisdiction by the courts of the United States. 

That enactments annulling or impairing the jurisdiction of the courts ef the 
United States so far as relates to past contracts are abhorrent to natural justice, 
since they deprive parties of important remedies for enforcing such contracts, to 
which they were entitled, and upon which they relied in m: such contracts. 

‘That municipal corporations being com of individual citizens, and having 
5 to make contracts with other citizens, to hold them amenable to the juris- 

ction of the courts of the United States, upon writs of mandamus issued to com- 
pel the levy and collection of taxes wherewith to satisfy 1 rendered b; 
such courts, is not an interference with State rights, ce in such cases publ | 
courts do not seek to control the officers of such corporations in the disch of 
their duty as State officers, but simply as trustees invested with a power in trost 
to be exercised for the benefit of creditors entitled by contract to the execution of 
such powers, And his excellency the governor is hereby requested to transmit a 
copy of this resolution, with the preamble, to each of our Senators and Represent- 
atives in Congress for their earnest consideration and action. 

House of representatives, March 3, 1880, passed ; N 5 ap 2 concurrence. 


EN, Olerk. 

Senate, March 8, 1880, concurred. 

S. N. GIFFORD, Olerk. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of the Exeter (New Hampshire) 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, officially signed, and the 

tition of citizens of Dover and Nashua, New Hampshire, praying 

or a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of numerous citizens resid- 
ing in the Niobrara Valley, Nebraska, praying that the United States 

nt to each male Indian one hundred and sixty acres of land, with 
the necessary stock and agricultural implements; that the Indian 
tribes be placed under the protection of the laws of the United States 
and made amenable thereto, and also that they be placed under the 
management of the War Department ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the petition of W. H. Campbell and 52 
other route agents in the employ of the postal service of the United 
States, praying Congress for the passage of an act authorizing a re- 
classification of the employésin that branch of the railway mail serv- 
ice. They state numerous facts showing the inequality of the present 
classification, and give reasons why it should be reconstructed and 
changed and the salaries of all those employés increased. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Levy Anderson, late private 
Company A, Seventh Regiment Kansas Volunteers, praying to be 
2 increase of pension ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


He also presented the petition of N. W. Barnett, a citizen of Kan- 
Sas, pra; for an increase of a of those who have lost one 
arm or one leg in the service of the United States to $36 per month ; 
which was reterred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of John Jones, of Casey 
County, Kentucky, praying to be allowed a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of numerous citizens of Kentucky, 
members of the Legislature of that State, praying for the erection b 
the Federal Government at Paducah, in that State, of a suitable build- 
ing to be used for a court-house, post-office, and custom-house; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition numerously signed by merchants 
and manufacturers of Davenport, Iowa, praying for the passage of a 
panona bankrupt law; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present the petition of the Saint Joseph Daily 
Gazette, a leading democratic paper of Northwest Missouri, the Saint 
Joseph Herald, a leading republican paper, and the Saint ph, 
Daily News, praying a reduction of the duty on certain articles used 
the manufacture of paper. I move the reference of the petition to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the petition of William H. Harrison, of Virginia, pray- 
ing that his claim for compensation for the use and occupancy of his 
property by the United States troops during the late war be referred 
to the Court of Claims for adjudication, reported adversely thereon, 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 724) 8 claim of John W. Robinson, of Hinds County. 
Mississippi, to the Court of Claims, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 808) to secure service of process 
in United States courts in certain cases, reported adversely thereon, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 3 

Mr. TH . Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (S. No. 688) to provide for the 
appointment of a marshal for the middle district of Alabama and a 
district attorney for the nerthern district of Alabama, to report it 
adversely. As the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MORGAN] who intro- 
duced the bill is not in his seat, I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, ‘The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am instructed by the same committee, to which 
was referred a resolution of the Legislature of Nebraska in favor of 
such legislation as will forever prohibit the payment of Southern war 
claims, to report it to the Senate with the statement that the resolu- 
tion is in the precise form of two other resolutions that have been 
received by the Senate and which the Senate has decided are not the 
proper subjects of reference to a committee. It is a simple resolution 
of instruction to the Senators and Representatives from that State. 
The committee ask to be discharged from its consideration, and that 
it be laid on the table. f 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. MCDONALD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 12) to authorize the States of Ohio, In- 
diana, and Illinois, respectively, to commence and prosecute suits 
against the United States in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
reported it with amendments. . 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 708) to authorize the State of Illinois to commence and prose- 
cute suits against the United States in the Supreme Court of the 
ee e reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 319) for the relief of Robert Habersham, George Patten, and 
John L. Villalonga, or their executors or administrators, reported ad- 
versely thereon. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I do not know anything about the bill, but 
I think it had better go on the Calendar. 

Mr. McDONALD. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on the Jndiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 320) for the relief of William Battersby, 
reperted adversely thereon; and it was postponed indefinitely. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. No. 4924) making appropriations to supply certain 
deficiencies in the appropnakone for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other p and 


A bill (H. R. No. 5258) appropriating money providing for the pub- 
lic printing. 
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The m also announced that the House had passed the con- 
current resolution of the Senate for the printing for the use of the 
De t of the Interior of 1,500 copies each of volumes 4 and 12 
and 1, 200 copies each of volumes 3, 8, and 13 of the final reports of the 


Geological and aphical Porro of the Territories. 
The message er announced that the House e e the con- 
current resolution of the Senate for the printing of additional copies 


of bulletin No. 3 of the United States entomological commission on 
the cotton- Worm. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the reso- 
lution of the Senate for the printing of 3, 000 copies of each of the 
five volumes of the reports of the United States Fish Commission, 
with amendments; in which amendments it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution for the printing of 10,000 copies of the second re- 

of the United States entomological commission on the Rocky 
ountain locust and other injurious insects; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The bill which has just come from 
the House relating to the public printing being one requiring imme- 
diate attention, I ask that it be referred at this time to the Commit- 
tee on 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
both bills for reference. 

The bill (H. R. No, 4924) making appropriations to supply certain 
deficiencies in the ret hh Behe for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes; and 
the bill (H. R. No. 5258) appropriating money providing for the public 

rinting, were severally read twice by their titles, and réferred to the 
ommittee on Appropriations. 
SENATOR FROM LOUISIANA. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I am instructed by the Committee on Priv- 

ileges and Elections to report the following resolutions: 


1. Resolved, That, pga sug, End the evidence now known to the Senate, WILLIAM 
P. KELLOGG was not chosen by the Legislature of Lonisiana to the seat in the 
rece Py yd the term beginning on the 4th day of March, 1877, and is not entitled 
to 6 same. 

2. Resolved, That waren M. Spofford was chosen by the Legislature of Lonisiana 
to the seat in the Senate for the term beginning on the 4th of March, 1877, and that 
he be admitted to the same on taking the eath prescribed by law. 

I am also instructed by the same committee to submit a report in 
ae tes of the resolutions. I ask that it be printed. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the 

ru 


le. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. A minority report I understand is to be 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar.] 

Mr. HOAR. Iam instructed by the minority of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections to submit their views in writing. They are 
very brief, only about ten sentences, and I desire to have them read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be reported. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have no objection to the e 8 the 
minority report, but I suppose if one is read the other should be read 


also. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will do as he pleases about that, of course. 
I desire to have mine read if the Clerk will read it. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have no objection Bytes to the reading 
of both reports; but I think if one report is read and goes into the 
Record, the other should accompany it. 

Mr. EATON. The majority report had better be read first. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The majority report should be read first, 
and the other afterward. 

Mr. HOAR. As my report is now presented, the disposition I asked 
should be made of it first. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have a motion to make in relation to both 
reports. It was understood that the majority and minority reports 
should go together, 

Mr. HOAR. I have now the floor. 
of the minority. I did submit them and ask to have them read. 
the Senate wants to have them both read, it can so order. 

Mr. CONKLING, (to Mr. Hoar.) Why not read the views of the 
minority yourself? You have that right. 

Mr. HOAR. I will read them myself. The views of the minority 
are as follows: 


I desired to submit the rade 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY, 


The undersigned, a minority of the Committee on 8 and Hections, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Henry M. S. , Claiming the seat now 
occupied by WILLIAM Prrr KELLOGG, submit the following as their views: 
On the 20th day of November, 1877, the Senate passed the following resolutions : 
** Resolved, That WILLIAM PTT KELLOGG is, upon the merits of the case, entitled 
to a seat in the Senate of the United States from the State of Louisiana for the 
term of six years, commencing on the 4th of March, 1877, and that he be admitted 
thereto on taking the proper oath. 
“Ri That Henry M. Spofford is not entitled to a seat in the Senate of the 


bi arte ajay] the Senate bas changed since Mr. K took the oath 
e n the e m nce Mr. KELLOGG e oa 
of 3 the above resolution. Nothing else has changed. The 
facts which the Senate considered and determined were in existence then as now. 
It is sought, Ly mere superiority of numbers, for the first time to thrust a Senator 
from the seat which he holds by virtue of the express and deliberate final judg- 
mites ni f this party majorit; ald be, in nå t 

j act w s demanded o! s y wo e, in our „a 
great public crime. It will be, if consummated, one of the great 9 


in American 
session by andor the State 
vernments in the South, 


to be classed with the rebellion, with the pg avons Adah Sn 

ment in Maine, and with the overthrow o te 

which it is the fitting sequence. Political parties 

ve too often been led by partisan zealinto measures which prea re. ary might 
8 ; but they have ever respected the constitution of the te: 

ê men whose professions of returning sorely, to the Constitution have been 


trusted by the generous confidence of the American people are now to give evi- 
dence of the sincerity of their vows. The people will thoroughly understand this 
matter, and will not be likely to be deceived 5 
We do not think proper to enter here upon a ussion of the evidence by which 
the claimant of Mr. LOGG's seat seeks to establish charges affecting the integrity 
of that Senator. Such evidence can be found in abundance in the slums of great- 
cities. It is not fit to be trusted in cases affecting the smallest amount of p 75 
much less the honor of an eminent citizen, or the title to an object of so much de- 
sire as a seat in the Senate. This evidence is not only unworthy of respect or 
credit, but it isin many instances wholly irreconcilable with undisputed facts, and 
Mr. KELLOGG has met and overthrown it at every point. 
GEORGE F. HOAR. 
ANGUS CAMERON. 
JOHN A. LOGAN. 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. As the Senator from Massachusetts has per- 
sisted in roning the report of the minority, I think it but due to the 
country that I should also read the report of the majority, so that the 
two reports may go into the RECORD together, because there is noth- 
ing the majority so much desire as a thorough comprehension of this 
whole case by the people of the United States, and that, indeed, is 
all we ask. I will, therefore, proceed to read as a part of my remarks 
the report of the committee. 

It is as follows: $ 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which was referred the memoria? 
of Henry M. Spoftord, claiming to be entitled to the seat in the Senate from the 
State of Louisiana now occupied by WILLIAM P. KELLOGG, ask leave to submit the 
following report: 

On the 7th day of November, 1876, an election was held in the State of Lonisiana 
for a governor and members of the Legislature, In March, 1877, WiLLiaM P. KEL- 
LOGG presented credentials signed by Stephen B. Packard, claiming to be governor, 
and certifying that said KELLOGG had been duly elected to the seat in the Senate 
for the term beginning on the 4th of Maroh, 1877, by the Legislature chosen at said 
election. InOctober, 1877. Henry M. Spofford presented credentials signed by Fran- 
cis T. Nicholls, claiming to be erase and certifying that said Spoiford had been 
duly elected to the same seat by the slature chosen at said election. These. 
several credentials were referred by the Senate to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. On the 26th of November, 1877, a majority of the committee reported 
that the committee had investigated the issue, ani KELLOGG on tho merits was. 
entitled to the seat. A minority of the committee nig ane that the committee had 
not fully investigated the issue, but had refused to so, and asked that the cre- 
dentials of both contestants be recommitted with instructions to complete tho inves- 
tigation. The Senate refused to recommit, adopted the majority report, and KEL- 
LOGG was admitted to the seat on the 28th of November, 187 7. 

On the 2istday of March, 1879, Henry M. Spofford presented his memorial to the 
Senate, complaining that he was denied the privilege of producing important testi- 
mony on the former hearing, alleging that much evidence of bribery and corruption 
by said KELLOGG in procuring his pretended election bad been since discov: and 
asking that the case be re-exam: to the end that justice may be done.“ 

This memorial was referred to this committee, and the Senate, subsequently to 
that referenco, ordered and authorized the committee to take testimony by the 
whole committee or b. sub-committee, with full power to send for persons and 
papers, and to do all th ae necessary and usual in such cases, 

"he committee have faithfully executed this order of the Senate. 

The memorialist and the sitting member appeared before the committee in per- 
son and by counsel. On the 5th of June, 1879, the full committee commenced the 
examination of witnesses in this city. The examination was continued in Novem- 
ber and December by a sub-committee in the'city of New Orleans, and was again 
resumed by the full committee in this city, and was continued until both parties 
announ they had no further testimony to offer. Nearly one hundred and Fo 
witnesses have been examined, and over twelve heaved: printed pages of A 
mony have been taken and aro herewith reported to the Senate, with the conelu- 
sions of law and fact at which the committee have arrived. 

In the opinan of your committee the evidence now for the first time fully taken 
clearly and abundantly establishes the following facts: 

I. That said WILLIAM Prrr KELLOGG, then holding the office of governor of the 
State of Louisiana and pending the canvass in said election of 1876, did 
with divers persons, and in aid of such conspiracy did fraudulently uso the in- 
fluence and power of his office of governor, to prevent a fair, free, and legal election 
in said State, to the end that he might procure from the commissioners of election 
the return of a Legislature a Loy 5 ty of whose members should be of the repub- 
lican y and presumed to be favorable to his election to the Senate. 

II. That, having failed in this, the said WILLIAN Pirr KELLOGG, still holding the 
office of governor, did conspire with divers persons, and in aid of such conspiracy 

fraudulently use the influence and power of his office of governor, to change the 

It as returned by the commissiovers of election, to the end that he might pro- 

enro thro: — a ee s> 1 e of a rere Legis- 

jature a ity of whose members shou of the republican party and supposed 
to be favorable to his election to the Senate. ; r 

III. That said WIIAIAM Pr KELLOGG did conspire with divers others to pre- 
vent, and by force, through the Metropolitan police, aided of the Army of the- 
United States, did prevent, the lawfully elected members of the Legislature, and 
especially those of the democratic party, from assembling in the sof the sen- 
ate and house of representatives in the State-house of the said State of Louisiana ; 
and did, by threats, by the use of money, by the promise of offices, and by other 
corrupt practices, compel and induce to assemble in eaid halls, respectively, a mob. 
of his co-conspirators against the will of the people of Louisiana, many of whom 
had not been elected, and some of whom had ok neither elected nor certified, to- 
the end that he might procare a | gee: Legislature for the inauguration of Ste- 
phen B. Packard as governor, who, he well knew, had not been elected, aud from 
which mob he might procure the form of his own election to the Senate, and which 
pretended election he knew such 8 governor would certify. 3 

IV. That said WILHIAu Prrr KELLOGG having thus camapi procurêd the as- 
sembling of a body of persons pretending to bea Legislature, in which were included 

ms not elected, and from which had been forcibly excluded persons who had 

n elected and certified as members, did, by bribery, by the use of money and 
the promise of offices, and by other corrupt practices, induce said body of persons 
to go through the form of choosing him to a seat in the Senate of the United States. 
+ That said WILLIAM Pitt KELLOGG, well knowing that the facts now prover 

to exist did exist, did falsely represent that no such facts existed or could be proven, 
seeking thereby to induce a eyo the commi: without taking the evidence - 
which now been taken, to a report d g his title to the seat, and 
FW. the Senate to admit him to the seat so fruudu- 


Jentil, 
VE That to prevent the discovery of the briberies, frauds, and corruptions now 


justified by the evidence. In view of their severe characte: 
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proven to exist the said WILLIAM Prrr KELLOGG did procure a large number of the 


persons comprising said pretended are to be ted to public offices of 
peon in the custom-house at New Orleans and elsewhere as — not to 
isclose the truth. That after other persons, officers and members of said pre- 


e 

tended Legislature, had freely and voluntarily admitted under oath their knowledge 
of said briberies and corruptions, and had been summoned to appear as witnesses 
before your committee and were under the protection of the Senate, said WILLIAM 

TT KELLOGG did, by bribery and corrupt practices, induce such witnesses to tes- 
tify falsely that they had not made such admissions, or that if they had made them 
they were not true. 

The committee realize the severity of these conclusions, but they are more than 
r, however, the com- 
mittee are unwilling to confine this report to a sample announcement of their find- 
ings, but will in rate in the report itself a portion of the abundant evidence 
which establishes their correctness. 

As illustrative of the evidence in i of the first conclusion before stated 
your committee will here refer to the following facts: 

1. In 1876 F. J. Stokes was the parish judge of Grant Parish, appointed by KEL- 
LOGG., One Ward was the supe rof registration for said parish also appointed 
by KELLOoG. Before the registration was completed Ward hid his ks and came 
to New Orleans and represented to KELLOGG that he * was bulldozed and driven from 
the parish.” KELLOGG asked Stokes how the parish was. Stokes replied that 
“ whenever the le of the parish was voting the democrats carried the parish.” 
KELLOGG said, “If the people there don't want an election we will throw the parish 
out.” 

Stokes testifies most positively that the bulldozing pretext was false, and that 
the whole thing was fixed up to throw the parish out use it was democratic. 
He says “there was no bulldozing there at all.” 

In answer to the direct question. Was there any real danger to him (Ward) in 
staying there, (in the J Stokes said. not a soli particle; there was no 
danger to any man in the parish, if ho staid there and ved himself. They 
treated him (Ward) very quietly and nicely as long as he staid in the hill country, 
and they paid his bills up there in the country.” The hill country was the 
strong democratic portion of the parish. 

Evidently to make a case of apparent fairness for the sitting member, Jewett 
testified tbat “KELLOGG banded him a letter directing Ward to return to the par- 
ish.” This letter he gave to Ward “about the Ist of November.“ In reply to 
this Judge Stokes testified that he (Ward) never started back. It was no calcu- 
lation to have him start. In the first place to have started on the ist of November 
he could not have gotten there. He told KELLOGS at the time that the only way to 
the mouth of Red River was to take a stage. ‘He (Ward) actually did not go 
back.” One fact puts the truth of this evidence of Stokes beyond possible doubt. 
Ward was allo to remain in New Orleans until after the time for completing 
the under the law had expired, and then the pretended order to return 


was given him. 

Thus defrauded, the le of the parish held an election without registration, 
and the democrats carried the parish but it was thrown out.” 

2. By the election laws of Louisiana the registration of voters was required to 
be completed nine days before the tion. The law also required that when the 
registration was closed the books of tration from the several parishes should 
be sent to the chief registrar's office in New Orleans. 

In this election of 1876 the books of registration, at least of the several wards in 
the city of New Orleans, were sent to the custom house instead of to the office of 
the chief Peter Williams was the chief clerk and acting registrar of vot- 
ers in 1876. Without his knowledge or consent an order by telegraph was sent 
out to the supervisors of registration in his name ordering the books to be sent to 
the custom-house. To this order the name of Williams was forged by Blanchard, 
KELLOGG’s clerk. Williams adds. In the morning when I came to the office I ex- 

ted to find the books there, but I did not, and I went down then tothe custom- 
use and found the books there, and found them erasing names from them. 
2 Who were erasing the names ! 
A. The supervisors and their clerks. 

“Q. That was at the custom-house ? 

A. At the custom-house, sir.” 

There is no denial by any one of this bold and shameless fraud and forgery. It 
is shown by various witnesses that the supervisors and their clerks ™ were eras- 
ing names from these registration books during the night, and that a large number 
was erased, chiefly of democrats. One of the republican candidates for the Legis- 
laturc from the Seventh ward of New Orleans (Moore) himself struck off a large 
number of tered democratic voters.” 

As illustrative of the evidence which shows the correctness of the second con- 
clusion announced above, the following facts are cited : 

1. oa Houser was a member of the Metropolitan police force, and was sta- 
tioned as thenight-watch at Governor KELLoGG'’shouse. A few daysaftertheelection 
he saw Blanchard, Jewett, Anderson, and Packard frequently at KELLOGG’S house 
<a They often entered from the rear way. Witness ueutly saw Blan- 

and Jewett writing in one of the rooms up stairs. They would come about 
seven or eight o'clock and remain from eleven to twelve. They had papers which 
looked like election papers. He heard KELLOGG concede that the election for the 
house of representatives had gone democratic, and Blanchard told witness they 
were working on the election returns, and his understanding from them was that 
they were seeking, by throwing out parishes and working on the returns, to change 
the result and make it republican, They were thus engaged until after Pac 's 
onan bisae Tbis witness is strongly corroborated in several particulars, not 
only P acet facts but also by the witnesses called to rebut his testimony. 

= can now be no reasonable doubt that the scheme to reverse the verdict 
of the ballot-box was hatched at these clandestine night meetings at KELLoGe’s own 
house, and the plan for carrying out the scheme under the false pretext of violence 
and intimidation was here begun by these conspirators, of whom KELLOGG was the 
chief. The frands resorted to to ge the result of the election in the Seventh 
ward of New Orleans are now for the first time fully disclosed. This result, chang- 


ty Hamlet, er li tor the te, fi 
majori over blican, for thi 
senate, for 


Meredit! had a 0 
the e; — 2 ee ier tul rea gave ae the certificate. 
Sandiferd lemocrat unt, republican, 

pu or senate, e twenty-second 


ve the certificates of 


election to the i T. Martin, dem 
beat Fernest Martin, republican 3 brothers) for the house of paced 
the certificate of election. 


“In West Feliciana Parish McGee and Ryland, democrats, beat Swazie and 


republicans, for the house of tatives; the republicans, however, receivetl 
certificates of election. In Morehouse Parish Washburn and Hammond, democrats, 
beat Shelton and Blair, republicans, for the house of 5 but the cer- 
tificates of election were given to the republicans. In De Soto Parish, Pitts and 
Means, democrats, beat Long and Johnston, republicans; the latter received cer- 
tifleates of election. The returning board refused to count any returns from the 
3 of Grant and East Feliciana; the returns were thrown out absolutely. 

o parish returns show that Lyons and Porter, democrats, were elected from East 
Feliciana, and Randolph, democrat, was elected from Grant Parish. 

The parish returns show that the democrats were elected in each instance above 
mentioned, and Mr. KELLOGG admits that they received majorities. (See his state- 
ment made to the committee on 13th of November, 1877.) 

Of the cighty-three persons who were said to be in the joint convention which 
elected KELLOGG nineteen are positively shown not to have been elected, but were 
frandnlently given certificates. Seventy-nine were necessary to make a quorum. 
The "work on the election returns at KELLOGd's house was evidently — 
and bore fruit throngh the returning boards, one and sometimes two of whose mem- 
bers attended these clandestine night meetings. Mr. Stevens, a member of the 
Nicholls eenate, was ed and held by force and was counted as nt against 
his protest, to enable this Packard senate to go through the farce of a contest and 
to seat two outsiders named Baker and Kelso, who were not elected by the people. 

The evidence in support of the third conclusion is furnished by the witnesses of 
both contestants. It is easy to understand that such a body of men so fraudulently 
assembled could not be kept together by a sense of duty or other legitimate means. 
Accordingly the state-house which they had seized and in which they were gathered. 
was barricaded and surrounded with troops and the members were kept in their 
halls day and night. Orders were 3 by the prene officers of the Legisla- 
ture, an‘ especially on the day of election, to keep members Bede uni by force. 
Some who were absent in spite of these precautions were fraudulently personated 
as present, and others were allowed to record their votes the next day. Batmany 
of the members were impecunious. ‘“ They needed money to meet their neces- 
sities; they had to live and wanted to be helped from time to time as their mone 
gave out.“ Louis J. Soner, who figures prominently in all these frauds in behal 
of KELLOGG, and who was a member of the lower house, advanced ont of his own 
money about $3,000, much of which he admits was never returned. John A.Walsh 
and other accommodating witnesses and friends of KELLOGG also advanced money. 
Tkese advances were called loans made on warrants or vouchers, It is impossib! 
to mistake the meaning of such testimony. What Sauer calls loans are spoken of 
by other witnesses very differently, who say these advances were bribes, but they 
were to be called loans if any question should arise about their character. The 
testimony given by the witnesses introduced by KELLOGG himself is SAh opens 
convincing that force, fraud, and bribery were all needed to keep this motley ero 
of conspirators against the people of Louisiana in their barricaded den of iniquity. 

In support of the fourth conclusion the evidence is equally convincing, for after 
all these frauds to cheat the voters, to ane the retarns, and to force an assem- 
blage, KELLOGG was in danger of losing the pi ze. Warmoth testifies: “ There was a 
bitter fight for the Senatorship, not so much on my part, although I was spoken o. 
but between KELLOGG and Pinchback.” The witness himself was a dark horse, 
thinking may be neither could be elected, and the honors would fallon him. “My 
eyes, he adds, were not altogether blind to that contingency.” Even after KEL- 
LOGG was nominated he thought it was absolutely necessary for him to get all the 
votes in order to be admitted to the seat. 

Thus both to secure the nomination and the election the field for bri and other 
corrupt practices was enlarged. KELLOGG now added threats also. He declared if 
he was not elected he would disband the concern and turn them all over to the 
Nicholls government ! 

Quite a number of witnesses have testified directly and pasro that they saw 
KELLOGG pay money to different members to vote for him for Senator. 

A large number are shown to bave admitted they received moe. for voting for 
KELLOGG, and many of these admissions were made under oaths taken volun 
and withont inducement, The evidence establishing direct bri „with money, 
of a large number of the members is simply crushing. If a tithe of this evidence 
is credible there can be no escape from the conclusion that KELLOGG secured his 
election by direct and unblushing bribery. Offices under the Federal Adminis- 
tration were also promised to secure the same result, and how faithfully these 
promises were fulfilled is unmistakably disclosed in the evidence. 

The evidence referred to 9 of the four first conclusions before announced 
can leave no doubt in any rational mind of the correctness of the fifth conclusion, 
as to the reasons which urged the sitting member so earnestly to op a full in- 


vestigation on the former hearing of this case. If such investigation had been 


madd, as it was once ordered by the Senate and resolved by the committee, and the 


pensably neces to conceal the facts to discover any merit in his title. 
In support of the sixth conclasion the evidence is, if possible, still more con- 


vincing. 

On Sth day of May last, the Senate directed this committee to investigate: 
the charges made by the memorialist, It is si cant that this order was adopted 
by the Senate only atter the most earnest and persistent o) tion from the sit- 
ting member hi The passage of this order by the Senate to take testimony 
dates the ning of effurts by the sitting member and his assistants to suppress- 
4 5 which your committee believe were never exceeded in energy and varied 

evices. 

The following special dispatches from Washington Cit; in the Times 
newspaper, of few OMANA on the 13th and 16th 8 55 of Nee 

“ WASHINGTON, May 12, 1879. 

“In view of the interest the leading republicans and the administration take in. 
the result of the contest for KEIL O it is certain that an 5 Who 
can be shown to have worked against him at home will stand a slim chance of any 
recognition from Hayes, or the next administration if it be republican. KELLOGG- 
is eo bin tu hand for all it is worth, and don’t intend to have any fire in the rear 
if he can help it. 

“ W. H. R” 
k “ WASBINGTON, May 15, 1879. 

“ Everything is not lovely in republican circles in Louisiana, in fact, quite the 
reverse. There are said to be some people in the party who are not | the- 
Hon. WLIIAu Pitt KELLOGG as they ought, and one of them holds a high 
in the custom-house. i 

The party and the President are both rallying to the assistance of the Hon. W. 
P. KELLOGG with some solidity, and the repub. in Louisiana who refuses to 
actively aid in this contest may make tonia mind to goto the rear if KELLOGG 
wins or the next administration is republican. 

“ Hon. John Sherman and Attorney-General Devens have 8 their will- 
eee eee eee custom-house 
rolls are very likely to be revised pretty soon. „W. HR” 


There can be no doubt as to the intent of this notice, and the evidence discloses- 
with striking clearness the effect. It should be „ 
that the frauds which were to be investigated could only, in their nature, be 


. 
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re, and by those who were permitted to have free access to it, and by others 

who were in KELLOGG's confidence at the time the frauds were committed. All 

by bayonets from this barricaded mock l . 

iring to defraud the people its members pretended to represent. They were 

Main notified of the co: ences which y must expect, both from this Ad- 

ministration and the next, who would dare reveal what they knew of these frauds 
or who failed actively to prevent such revelation. 

The rewards were as unstinted as the threats were positive. The examination 
by this committee began the 5th of June. During this month of June there were 
thirty-nine of the members of this Packard mob of KELLOGG conspirators holding 
Federal oflices, nearly all in the custom-honse at New Orleans, which constituted 
about one-half the number claimed to be present at the time of KELLOGG’s elec- 
tion. Thirty-nine so employed appear by the testimony before committee. 
Other statements have been made to the public increasing the number of said Pack- 
ard legislature so employed to fifty-six. 

The o of these appointments is not left by the evidence to conjecture. The 
evidence is direct, positive, unimpeached, and undisputed that the object was to 
prevent revelations against KELLOGG. 

H. T. Brown testified that Morris Marks (revenue collector, and who was one of 
KELLOGG’s most active supporters) said to witness in June or July, “I cannot take 
care of any of my friends now while this fight is going on about KELLOGG. I have 
to appoint a set of G—d d—d curs and hounds to keep them from squealing on 


iG. 

Morris Marks was present during the investigation by the sub-committee in New 
Orleans, was actively at work for KELLOGG, was himself a witness in behalf of 
KELLOGG, and did not deny this statement of Mr. Brown. 

Similar statements and allusions frequently occur in the evidence, and ge: Aci 
overwhelmingly corroborated by many facts. Witnesses were inted to offices 
immediately before they were to testify, and were also appoin' promptly after 
they had testified satisfactorily to KELLOGG. Witnesses who were clearly con- 
victed of perjury and false swearing before this committee were appointed to places 
plainly as rewards for such perjury and false swearing. Witnesses who were 

ven to have made admissions that — koea KELLOGG was not elected, or that 

is election was corrupt, and threatened to reveal what they knew if they were not 
given offices, promptly received the offices, and as promptly testified that KELLOGG 
was elected, and by the fairest means possible! The instances of this use of the 
public offices to hush witnesses, to procure witnesses, and to reward witnesses 
are as numerous as they are cefal. Your committee do not believe such 
shameful civil-service degradation can be found in the annals of any civilized 
ple. Itis pregnant evidence of all the charges of fraud and corruption 
the sitting member. It cannot be 2 that such means were emp! to 
maintain a title which was good “on the merits.” It cannot be doubted that such 
means were a. only to maintain a title which was secured by fraud, and 
which could only be retained by perjury. Your committee are not authorized to 
say, and will not say, that the President and certain of his Cabinet were willing 
parties to this corrupt use of the public offices, but they feel to say 
that if Darme been willing parties they could not have been more accommodating 
and compliant to the sitting member, 

‘The evidence clearly rev another very striking and unusual method of using 
the public oftices. Those who held the offices were not only themselves faithfal to 
their chief and bis title “on the merits,” in their own testimony, but they were 
active and vigilant to make others so. They ceased not to travel and labor in be- 
half of the sitting member, to the utter neglect of their public duties and without 
any cessation of their pay from the public Treasury. 

veral members and officers of the body which pretended to elect KELLOGG ad- 
mitted, as the evidence shows, voluntarily, that there was no quorum present, that 
absent members were falsely personated, that the roll as made up was false, and 
that KELLOGG had used bribery and corrupt means to secure his election. The 
memorialist, knowing the character of all these people who were parties to this 
enormous fraud, reso: to the natural precaution to have their statements re- 
duced to writing and sworn to before venturing to summon them as witnesses. 
That such affidavits had been made, and that a number of those who made them 
had been or would be summoned to Washington as witnesses in behalf of the me- 
morialist became known to the sitting member's vigilant sentinels in the custom- 
house. One employé of the custom-house came on to Washington in advance of the 
witnesses, among other things “to arrange with KELLOGG" for certain of the wit- 
nesses. notorious detective also came on in advance and registered in this city 
under an assumed name. This detective testified that he was sent by an officer 
in the custom · house to watch the counsel of the memorialist and to aid KELLOGG. 
Your committee do not rely on the character of this witness to establish his credit. 
His very service for KELLOGG was discrediting. Like most of the witnesses in this 
case he is only entitled to credit as his statements are corro . and many of 
his statements are most strikingly corroborated, and much that he said is shown 
by others to be true. The officer in the custom-house who is charged to have em- 
ployed this detective was known to be very intiuential with the witnesses. He took 
the same train with the witnesses on their departure from New Orleans for this 
city. He traveled with them the entire distance ; he exhorted the witnesses on the 
way to stand by their party; he telegraphed notice to KELLOGG of the time they 
would arrive in Washington, and he remained with them, ate with them, and slept 
with them until the examination here closed. It is shown, too, that from the time 
this investigation was ordered by the Senate until its close in this city an active 
telegraphic correspondence was going on between the sitting member and his as- 
sistant here and the collector of customs himself in New Orleans. The tel s 
arein cipher and are herewith reported to the Senate. They most clearly te to 
cn raves and are pregnant with all the evidence of fraud, collusion, and cor- 
ruption. 

(he witnesses arrived in Washington about ten o'clock p. m. on the 4th of June, 
and their examination by this committee was to commence the next morning. 
Whatever arrangements, therefore, were 5 be made with or ratified by 
the sitting member, to induce them to deny the affidavits they bad made in New 
Orleans, had to be completed during that night and before the meeting of thiscom- 
mittee the ensuing morning. Accordingly the employés of the custom. house, 
and the detective who came in advance from New Orleans, and several others al- 
ready in 1 in the Government's employ and KELLOGO's servi 
witnesses at the depot on their arrival. The detective swears that five o! 
nesses were conducted by him, under previous arran, ent, to KELLoce’s office 
after midnight. He says the witnesses were afraid of prosecution if they denied 
their sworn statements made in New Orleans, and that to relieve this fear some 
Jaw was read to them to the effect that they could not be indicted for such denial. 
Being satisfied on this point the witnesses were willing to contract and the detect- 
ive says did receive and accept from KELLOGG money and poa of offices dur- 
ing senatorial term, and in consideration thereof did pledge themselves to dis- 
appoint the memorialist who had called them as witnesses on the faith of their 
sworn statements, and to testify in all respects in favor of the sitting member. 
‘Thomas Murray did not attend this night conclave. He only of the witnesses was 
Faithful to his statements made in New Orleans. He refused to the bribes 
3 him to do so. He and the detective both testified that such 
@eatedly urged 
all offers to testify 
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could safely return. All these offers he refused and did and testify, under 
his comrades, to the tg Tatia, ms 
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the frowns of truth of his previous sta 
Another witness, Jones, accepted the bribe but hesitated to commit the 
Tore Seat ns the of the memorialist not torequire him 
, because he would be compelled to swear falsely, under the influence of 
“big money.“ Because of this earnest he was not sworn by 8 
ist. This witness was asked by KELLOGG, through detective, to return 
the money—the 8 of the perjury he had thus avoided committing—but he re- 
fused toreturn it. Subsequently he was called by the sitting member before the 
sub-committee in New Orleans and made to execute his cri Other 


devices were employed by the ers ember tosuppress truth and establish false- 
ee Those who to swear 


so abundantly proven — the sitting member—all of which 
your committee ch y report not only failed, but orice og the sitting 
member. Witnesses gently trained to believe that the ejection of KELLOGG 
from the Senate would be the defeat of the republican party in the nation and in 
Louisiana; that such defeat would render it impossible for any republicans to live 
in the State, and A ury was a virtue when committed for the success of the 
republican party! All facts and very many more of like kind will be found 
in the testimony berewith reported to the Senate. i 

That such is the testimony was not denied before your committee either by the 
8 or his able counsel. Indeed, it could not be denied without denying 
the p lan of very many witnesses. But it was earnestly insisted before 
your committee by both the sitting member and his counsel that this testimony 
would not jastify the conclusion that the sitting member was not entitled to the 
seat in the to for two reasons ; and first because, they alleged, the witnesses 

. ates 8 1 
grounds are urged isbelieving the witnesses, (1) because they were con- 
tradicted, and (2) because they were impeached as not entitled to credit 2 account 
of bad character. 

The contradictions were almost exclusively by witnesses who were parties to the 
crimes preven. ‘To illustrate: If a witness testified vely that he saw money 
egy to a member for his vote, the implicated member was called to contradict this 

y. ing he did not receive money for his vote. Under this rale few crimi- 
nals be found guilty. It 3 yet pers too, that the implicated mom; 
ber had ly and frequently admit often under oath, that he didreceive 
money for his vote. So he contradicted himself as well as the witnesses. It will 
be seen from the evidence, too, that these contradicting witnesses had often been 
provided with offices or other consideration after they made the admissions they 
were called to 8 and others were oxy ee th inted to offices in the ever- 

custom. after they faithfully made the contradictions. 

Your committee attach little, if any, weight to such contradictions, In our view 
they are often strangely confirmatory of the witnesses in chief. 

compo many of the material frauds proven are not disputed at all, and some are 
even itted, because they were of a which did not admit of contradic- 
tion. This is especially true of the frauds resorted to to prevent a fair olection by 
the le—to ge the result as retu by the commissioners of election, a: 
the force and frauds employed toassemble and keep together the pretended Packard 


3 y 

t us then proceed to consider the allegation that the testimony should not be 
believed becanse the witnesses were impeached on account of general bad character. 
Some few of the witnesses were not so impeached at all, and why they were not 
impeached your committee do not understand, since the im ing resources of 
the sitting member seemed to be exhaustless. As it is, however, the testimony 
which is unimpeached and uncontradicted is ample, not only to justify but to re- 
quire the adoption of the resolutions herewithsubmitted. But your committee do 
not find it necessary to rest their conclusions solely on this unimpeached and un- 
contradicted evidence. 

We admit that a great number of the witnesses called on both sides were of 
very bad character, not only for truth but for any other virtue, and if their cred- 
ibility depended solely upon 
furnish safe 


character they ought notto be believed. But the 

rules of law in weighing this evidence. 
The accomplice of a isn yof bad character, for he is a criminal 
himself. If he is not to be believed because he is an accomplice, and therefore of 


bad character, then an accomplice in no case ought be allowed to testify. But in 
spite of bad characters they are often the only accessible witnesses and their evi- 
dence is often most satisfactory. Were it otherwise, those criminals would often 
be safest whose crimes were greatest. 

In the case before us — all the witnesses examined were the accomplices of 


KELLOGG in the crimes and frauds which resulted in his pretended election to the 
Senate. They were all conspirators against the 3 of a. The very 
fact that they were criminals and accomplices is conspi furnished the 
most conclusive proof of bad character. No other proof was needed to establish 
such bad character. The co 


chief— y his power as governor, 

protect them day and sg 7 from intrusion by people worthy of credit by reason of 
good character. Being faithless in their all 
chief chance of redress for le was in the natural hope they would me 
faithless to each other, anid reveal the frauds, briberies, and corruptions which ce- 

mented them for evil. These revelations a; in the evidence, and r com- 
mittee do not doubt would far more abundantly appear if the Federal Administra - 
tion would withdraw the patronage which has purchased the silenco and perjury 


of so many of the 7 

All the facts circumstances of corroboration required by the rules of evi- 
dence to accompany the testimony of accomplices abundantly and most remarka. 
bly sustain the witnesses who testified to the frauds, briberies, and corrupt prac- 
tices upon which we have based our conclusions, and the im hing witnesses 
are themselves most strikingly discredited by such facts and circumstances. In- 
deed, your committee do not hesitate to affirm that much of the evidence must be 
believed because the corroborations which accompany and surround it make it 
im ible that it can be false. 

sitting member insisted upon conducting much of the examination in bis 
own behalf, and this privilege was accorded him. In the style of his questions anil 
the conduct of his cause he often exhibited most stri’ corroboration of the wit- 
nesses who were i go his guilt. The corroborations broug out by him- 
self not only occurred in his cross-examinations of the witnesses called by the me- 
morialist, but also in his examinations of witnesses called by himself to impeach 
or contradict the witnesses of the memorialist. 

Your committee are unable to see how an impartial legal mind can read the evi- 
dence taken and doubt the guilt of the sitting member u every charge which 
TFF the witnesses must be 
admitted to be disrepu 

Bat the sitting member throngh his very able counsel also insisted, with great 
Se re pes = - oe sy rara ata former 2 

“after evidence Ə merits o e case” declared 

. ers of the case entitled to the seat," this decision is 


cannot now be re-examined and reversed, This was the 
first and chief position on which the title of the sitting member was made to rest. 
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in the statement of the position : But committee 
hore, and will consider itin the light of precedent and law. 


ment Counsel for 

s If, th dene, Chis comaittes and ‘ther Senate shall t aside this judgment 
117 ser judgment on 
de oth seen before 
7 


be and, that it may not be, it g to be now con- 
men, and by this Senate. If it shall be understood that 
in hear means, 


certainly become a Sin OE DADO bah we RADOR 
it has yet become the supreme 2 above review and beyond remedy. 
no casé like this was ever before presented for decision, yet prin 
announced in other cases which will furnish some guide to a proper determination 
of this question. 

In the case of Bright and Fitch, in the Thirty-fifth 
was refused because “all the facts 


-fifth Congress, the report of the mi- 
stated that no alle- 


or 
request by either t to produce testimony had denied, and no —— 
that ee onon ered and excluded can now be produced. The 
is the same, the parties are the same, the subject-matter of contest is the same, 
the facts are the same, and the questions of law are the same.” The report farther 
said: “If, on the former hi g, Mr. Corbin had been denied the privilege of in- 
troducing facts which he offered to produce, if he presented material 
facts now which were then unknown, if all the facts and questions of law now 
known and ted were not then as fully known and presented, the undersi 
will not un ertake to say his petition for a rehearing ‘ht not in justice and right 
to bA paral heard and considered on the merits.” Senate these 
views, it is a significant fact raraga oh gery t minority of the 
Senate to t Mr. Corbin when not a 


to unseat Mr. BUTLER and single 


courts the familiar rule is that new evidence to authorize a reversal 
material —5 such oe gos ab n 5 a ae a I 
your committee are a muc t ere is no reason 
wh i aired: Let males 


a stronger should be and l rule so 1 
ee e pa pearen) 2 — member of t Sonate in the following 


applies 
netions and to disregard all the la 
Record, Ma: W 


Congressional yT, 21. 
now apply this rigid rulo tothe present case. 
ad investigatio congressional 

ns com- 
pedicle agarki fra. pomery eo Te 
ee eee they were pertinent.“ This was done only to narrow the field 


Ou this hearing neari „FFP 
making over 1171 pages of thethmony of the meat suaderial 
con character. 

2. On the former hearing the m 


above referred to, and by which witnesses he alleged 

enki a things, the direct 6 

o 
6 © an 

rod by the Senato and aa by tho A 

on was suddenly closed, against the protest emorialist minor- 

78. ˙ rn Yonsei pan 

ing the ave and the 

the sitting member in the frauda alleged has been most convincingly esta 

3. On the former hearing there was no evidence and no o0) 

evidence showing conspiracies, 

her to procure a Srendalent 
election to the 


Your committee could multiply the features of contrast between the former and 
the t we forbear. 

of res adjudicata there is not a court in civilized 

hich would hesitate to review and reverse a un- 

5 —— then, for the AFU. 

t e 1 

eee 


xX——111 


Senate by a to 
bound by decisions which a court would rously and annul! 
the attempt to apply to the Senate technical rule of res as it 
obtains in the courts is a le and not an t the correct 
and forcible language of THURMAN it confounds all dis- 
tinctions and all the rules of this body.” 

In cases where the contestants claim to it the same State government, 
and the issue between them is one of or irregularity or non-compliance 
5 there would be some show of reason for the - 

on 


ons, 
e. In such cases there ought to be an end of litigation in 
Senate as well as in the courts. A wise policy would certainly require in such 
cases the principle if not the rule of res adjudicata. It is to such cases the authori- 


issues. Sr eee are not 
questions of discretion, but of duty. ey more between the State of Louisi- 
ana and this Senate than the contestants. In their nature these questions 
. tical in the hi; sense. 

The Constitution 2 


mi 
such erroneous decision supplant the Constitution and give him a tit 
mistake known! 


a arara this Senato should 
Tease of rie Stats, would — — oom 
ould e eee 


the sam: br ae tated of error 

ent to all fadicial unals and proceedings, remains with the Sen- 

as well to do justice to itself as to the States represented or to the 

or g an 2 purge 

— holdin, Such an abidin. eee the 
y from intruders ; Nen seat who had once 

or even 


or cated. 

Pe the light of the evidence now before the Génate 
admitted by a wrongly decision 

as 


itative or which has been claimed to be valid save only the pretended election of 
the sitting member to this Senate, and this single act has been recognized only by 


this te. 
The former body, which had been known as the Nicholls legislature, performed 
all the functions of a from the beginning. ee ers ee ere 
AN the ms who had 


by all the le and enforced. by all the courts. 
l pretended Packard legislature 


and took 
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222 AAA c fx agit heme fade de 
6 eo bok vs. Peck, 30 Annual 280.) And in addition to all this | $ ae = 2 pa rich 
e evidence now taken shows that the to red; an n a committee of the 0 of that paris 
clock the sitting ber was in fact an woll asin law not a. y but wasa waited upon that ju and informed him—this is the language of 
body or men 5 Bree is Toreo mas — 2 a py pees the testimony which I have here—that they required that he should 


ping mesha 
the integrity of this Senate, and the voice of a too long defrauded State of this 


1. Resoleed, the Senate WILLIAM 
TT of Louisiana to the seat in the Sen- 
beginning on the 4th day of March, 1877, and is not entitled to sit 

2. Resolved, That Hi M. Spofford was chosen by the Legislature of Louisiana 
to the seat in the Senate the term begining on th st day of March, 1277, and 
that he be admitted to the same on taking the oath prescribed by law. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is the report signed ? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. No, sir; but it is the report of six members 
of the committee. I move that the resolutions presented, ther 
with the majority and minority reports, and the testimony taken in 
the case, be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. All reports are printed under the rule. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I give notice now, as I think Senators can 
sufficiently understand this case in one week. that, unless some person 
shall desire it to be called up sooner, I shall call the matter up for 
action on Monday next after the morning hour, and will seek to con- 
tinue action until its final disposition. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest to my colleague that he withhold the no- 
tice until the reports and evidence shall be printed. There has been 
some delay in the ponerse recently, and it may be some days before 
the re can be printed. 

Mr. of Georgia. That is a very wise suggestion, but I will 
say to my friend, the Senator from Tennessee, that it so happens in 
this case that both reports will be printed in the RECORD, and the 
Senate will see them to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BAILEY. The evidence will ok Ge rinted. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The evidence is dy printed, and I sup- 
pose it will be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think only fifty copies have been 
printed for the use of the committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. A limited number was printed for the use of the 
committee. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. If there should turn ont to be any delay, I 
will certainly give the Senate ample time to study the case, because 
there is nothing I so much desire as that the Senate shall under- 
stand it. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the motion which has been made is debat- 


able. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report itself will be printed under 
the rules, without a motion. 

Mr. HOAR. The motion is to print the report, with certain evi- 
dence 8777 5 5 ing it, for the use of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is debatable. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have no objection to debate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish in disenssing this question of 
the evidence, and in order to show to the Senate the importance of 
adopting the order for printing the evidence which has been referred 
to, to point out very ety to connection with the report which has 
been read how little from that report, without an examination of the 
evidence, the Senate can understand of the true merits of this case; 
and I wish to do it by calling attention to two illustrations, in 
to which I should be gm to have the attention of the members of 
the Senate, if any of them haye been impressed by the extraordinary 
document which the Senator from Geo has read. I will take for 
convenience the first and the last of the points which the Senator 
from Georgia made as attacking and affecting the integrity of Mr. 
KELLOGG, the member now sitting in the Senate from State of 
Louisiana. The Senator stated asa correct statement of evidence 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee! 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise to a point of order. I believe it is not in order 
to discuss the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the 
rules; but the Senator from Georgia accompanies it with a motion 
to print also the evidence, which is a debatable question, on which 
the Senator from Massachusetts has the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Georgia stated that Mr. KELLOGG, 
then governor of the State of Louisiana, was a conspirator to an at- 
tempt to throw out the vote of a certain parish in the election for 
the Legislature, and he stated that the person whose duty it was to 
make the age in that parish made a statement which he knew, 
and which Mr. KELLOGG must have known, under the circumstances, 


was false, that there was what he described as bulldozing goin on, 
0 


whereas the report asserts that it was a ble, quiet, an erly 
proceeding, and nothing of the kind had taken place. 
The judge, who fled from that parish while the registry was in 


progress, was a brave officer of the y of the United States. Some- 
thing happened to occasion his discontinuance of the process of taking 
the registry. What wasit? That occurrence is related by the very 
witness upon whom the Senator from Georgia bases his entire report 


on that point; and what was it? When the registry had gone a little 


register that man. On his demurring, the statement was made 
that he must register him; and their oe 
manners of anybody who 

Ever scuttled ship or cut a throat. 

What parish was it in which, on that significant communication 
the judge of the election pdms his oceupation? It was Grant 
Parish, in which within two years had taken p the notorious Col- 
fax massacre, in which within two years had lain for days unburied 
in the sun the bodies of -seven republicans, each shot to death 
in the back of the head. T 5 of those unburied bodies 
had left the atmosphere. t was the comment that lent 
significance to the action of this committee of democrats who waited 
on the judge of election and informed him what they had determined 
he must do, what they had determined he was todo. That 
little circumstance the committee do not see fit to advert to. 

Mr. McDONALD rose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. MCDONALD. I should like to inquire how this matter takes 
precedence of the special order? 

Mr. HOAR. I am showing the importance of printing. It is a 


manners were as quiet as the 


uestion of privilege relating to the seat of a Senator—a question of 
the very hi t privilege. 
That is the first of the points which this committee make. Now 


let me come to the last one, and I should like to have the attention of 
every lawyer, of every Senator belonging to the majority of this body, 
who e: ts to deal with this question as with all other questions 
under the sanction of his official oath and under the ee of 
his personal honor. 

The report asserts that when the witnesses for Spofford came to 


Washington to be examined before this committee they were taken 
after midnight to Mr. KELLoGe@’s room at Willard’s Hotel; that there 
arrai ents were made with them by which they agreed to tes 


ngem 
falsely when ri appeared before the committee, and that sae et 
money were paid them. That is contradicted by every one of the 
men concerned. Upon whose testimony does it rest? It rests on the 
sole, unsupported, unconfirmed testimony of a man by the name of 
Barney Williams, a man who has been once imprisoned as a thief at 
Ship Island, once imprisoned at the Dry Tortugas, who had his head 
shaved and was drummed out of the confederate army for larceny 
when he was a soldier there, and had the same thing happen to him 
after he deserted into the Union Army. And it is upon that testi- 
mony that it is sought to reverse the deliberate, considerate judg- 
ment of the Senate of the United States in regard to the highest object 
of personal and public ambition on earth—a title to a seat on this floor. 

Not only is that the character of the witness on whom the commit- 
tee, page after page, in their report have undertaken to base this find- 
ing, but he was contradicted by evidence which showed thatit was 
utterly impossible that his statement could be true. Gentlemen not 
connected with this case, of high character and standing, were guests 
in Mr, KELLOGG’s room at the time it was asserted that he bribed six 
witnesses in succession, and paid them the cash. These men were 

resentintheroom. One of them had his bedroom adjoining, a mem- 

r of the other House, who testified that it was utterly impossible 
that such a thing could have happened. The man testified at what 
door he took these men in after midnight, and at what door he took 
them ont; and the clerk at the hotel said that that door is always 
closed at an early hour, and that he knows it could not have been 
open that night, and that thing could not have happened. The watch- 
man patroling that entry testified that he knew no such men went in 
and that no such men went out. 

The witness testified that in addition to the bribery there was a 
carousal, a sending for cham: e, and a drinking bout. The waiters 
who waited upon that room in the morning and in the night both 
testified that nothing of the kind could have happened. This act, 
the first act in American senatorial history, criminal as we have de- 
clared it in our minority report as the act would be if consum: 
finds its fitting comment in the character of this head-shaven horse- 
thief, on whose testimony the principal c is based. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. President, I am tified with one re- 
sult already accomplished. The Senator from husetts, in mak- 
ing his minority report, failed to consider the facts, and based his 
case purely on a legal ha e Iam glad that at the first skir- 
mish he has been routed from that, and finds it n to precipi- 
tate or attempt to precipitate a discussion of the facts. The Senator 
will find himself that in doing so he is jumping, as we familiar]: 
say, out of the frying-pan into the fire. There is no discussion whic 
we will so cheerfally meet as that. And the two instances which the 
Senator selects now are striking. In relation to the first conclusion 
at which the committee have arrived, that the sitting member con- 
spired to prevent a fair election in the State of Lo a by throw- 
ing out votes, he says the evidence shows that the people demanded 
that a certain voter should be registered 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Not the people but the democratic 
committee. 
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the facts show it was. You say the people; we say that the evidence 
is that it was a democratic committee. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Very well; I will take it just as my friend 
says it is. But here is the fact: Stokes, unfortunately for the - 
tlemen, came before the sub-committee at New Orleans and a ned 
that whole matter, and said there was not a particle of intimidation ; 
that the issue over the registration of a boy twenty-one years old was 
settled long before this man fled from the parish. That is what 
Stokes swears unconditionally, and Stokes is not disputed. Stokes 
was the parish judge and he says it was settled long before and that 
there was no bulldozing and no attempt to bulldoze. 

But the gentleman is not satisfied with that. He goes behind and 
says there was violence in that parish two years before. Well, that 
is characteristic of this case; that is characteristic of all the issues 
which have been made about the Louisiana election from the begin- 
ning; for all the bribes, for all the corruption, for all the frauds that 
we could prove in that election by the sitting member and his assist- 
ants the reply has always been “intimidation and violence;” and 
they have gone back not as the law requires to the day of election or 
to beginning of the registration, but they have gone back one 
year, two in and in some cases five years. 

Mr. HO. Will the Senator permit me to say that he misstates 
my point? My point is that when that committee waited on that 
judge and informed him that he must di his official duties 
according to their fancy, the proceedings and murders of the two years 
before gave a terrible meaning and significance to that act. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have stated that—— 

Mr. HOAR. That is my point. y 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The 8 statement will still get 
him deeper into deep water. The testimony to which he refers was 
not taken by this committee. He must refer to some testimony taken 
by a con ional committee previously. Let it be so. My reply is 
that Stokes, the judge of the parish, came before the committee and 
proved that that testimony was not true. So the gentleman is left 
without his zop there. 

Mr. HO tokes was not the judge. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Stokes was the judge of Grant Parish. I 
say to was the witness. He was a competent witness. dau. 

. HOAR. The Senator from a will pardon me. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I will not five way for these ar 
Now Lam talking about the facts. There was a dispute over reg- 
istration of a boy twenty-one years old, upon which witnesses were 
produced in a previous examination to get up a charge of bulldozing 
and intimidation. Judge Stokes, who was the judge of Grant Parish, 
appointed by Governor KELLOGG , came before this commit- 
tee and stated that there was no truth in it, that there was no bull- 
dozing, that the boy was requested to be registered and was regis- 
tered; and Stokes says so far from there being any danger or an 
bulldozing in that parish, that the people in the ee whieh 
was a largely democratic portion of the parish, not only treated Ward 
nicely and kindly but Tion moe his bills. Did that bulldozehim? 

But they have gone back to borrow from former massacres, as they 
say, intimidations which they say affected the election of 1876, and 
in some cases they have gone back as far as five years. That is not 
the law, and that is not the fact. Still the gentlemen can use that 
argument for other pu I have no doubt if the gentlemen were 
driven to that resort they could very easily prove that the disturb- 
ance in the country during Noah’s flood produced a terrible revolution, 
and if it had not Amam the democrats would not have carried the 
election in Louisiana in 1876, and I have no doubt that under the evi- 
dence in this case they could have proved it by some witnesses! So 
there is nothing in that. But we will meet the gentlemen on that. 
The testimony is to be printed and will show for itself, and if the 
Senator from Massachusetts has read the testimony, his statement is 
remarkable; if he has not read it, I know he will be exceedingly as- 
tonished with his own statement when he does read it. 

He says, further, that the second point, that is bribery of the wit- 
nesses in this city, is proven solely by the er parte testimony of Bar- 
ney Willi and then a to give a description of Barney 
Williams. Hesays his head was shaved once, he was arrested in some 
island, he was convicted of various crimes. Well, Mr. President, I will 
say for Barney Williams—I am not under any obligation to him—that 
a many of the crimes charged inst him were proven before 
this committee to have been commi by another Barney Williams. 
Barney brought the certificates of the judge himself that as to certain 
crimes he was charged with they related to another Barney Williams 
and not to this Barney Williams. There were various other things in 
regard to him. But that point is immaterial. 

ow, I want to deal fairly with the honorable Senators on the other 
side, and I will say to them frankly that if the bribery of these wit- 
nesses rested solely on the testimony of Barney Williams I would not 
believe it. Will that do them? If the bribery of witnesses in this 
city rested solely on the testimony of any witness, Barney Williams or 
any other, I would not believe it. If a single one of the facts proven 
in this case rested solely upon some of the witnesses who testified to 
them, I would not believe it. Some of the witnesses, however, are 
undi some of the testimony is unimpeached ; and it is very 


but romare incorrect, when he makes the mistake of saying that 
the evidence of this bribery rests solely upon the testimony of Barney 
Williams. It does not rest solely upon the testimony of Barney, 
Williams,nor with me even chiefly upon the testimony of 3 Will- 
iams. The committee is fair enough to say to the sitting member, 
and to say to the Senate in the report, that the testimony of Barney 
Williams as well as that of many other witnesses is entitled to cre lit 
only to the extent that it is corroborated ; that it is not entitlo 1 to 
credit because of character, but it states the fact that this test nony 
is remarkably corroborated, and I will give the Senator tho benefit 
now, in advance, of another admission. I will say that I myself had 
serious doubts, in fact, I was inclined not to attach the sligutest im- 
portance to the testimony of Barney Williams until testimony was 
introduced here in Washington by the sitting member to rebut it. 
The sitting member has, unwittingly, introduced testimony here of 
his own witnesses who I think are entitled to no more credit than 
Barney Williams, except that they testified for the sitting member, 
and therefore he is bound by them. 

But, sir, when I come to discuss this case on the facts, I will put 
the testimony of that bri more upon other witnesses than upon 
Barney Williams, and largely and age upon the testimony intro- 
duced by the sitting member himself. the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts now that I will show that the testimony of the sittin 
member's own witnesses so strongly corroborates that of Barney Will- 
iams that he himself will be surp The truth is, either ey 
Williams swore the truth or several witnesses produced by the sit- 
ting member swore falsely. There is no way to conclude that the 
testimony of the sitting member's own witnesses is true, unless you 
admit that Barney Willi swore the truth. 

Iam not going into that discussion now; it is not necessary, and I 
do not care to prolong this debate. I think that the Senate will en- 
tertain this discussion better when the testimony is known to the 
Senate, and I do not think it is proper to discuss the question now. 
We have not the testimony before us. Gentlemen can get up here 
and say anything, and the gentlemen who are most to be s ted 
are those who are so anxious to precipitate a debate now before the 
testimony is known, for I assure them it is their best chance. They 
have no chance on earth to sustain this case except before the testi- 
mony is understood. We on our side are perfectly willing and prefer 
to wait until the Senate is familiar with the evidence. We no not 
think it ought to be discussed before. We do not think the country 
will give any credit to what I am saying or what the other side have 
been saying this morning. They will say that perhaps we are as bad 
as the witnesses if we undertake to convince people what the testi- 
mony is before we ourselves know what that testimony is, and before 
it is printed and laid before the Senate. 

I think, therefore, that the gentlemen have been unfortunate in 
precipitating this debate so earnestly and so quickly. I cannot see 
any good to be accomplished by it. It cannot influence the Senate, 
it cannot influence the country, because the Senate is under a duty, 
and the country will have the discretion of waiting until the testi- 
mony is known; and in the light of the testimony we will judge this 
case. I have no desire to bring the Senate to an unjust 1 i 
confess here now frankly that my convictions rely mainly on the tes- 
timony which was introduced by the sitting member on many of these 
points. It was marvelous to me how that testimony made that cred- 
ible which before was to me incredible. I admit the story of Barney 
Williams of itself was startling, was improbable; I was not di 
toc it home to the sitting member as true; but when he under- 
took to rebut it, and when he employed the means he did to rebut it 
and brought in witnesses who testified to certain facts, and above 
all rpe the Senator fair notice now that those witnesses who were 
called to testify as to the rear entrance to Willard’s Hotel and as to 
who was in the sitting member's room and the transactions that 
occurred there that night while they were there, do in a most re- 
markable manner prove the truth of many things that Barney Will- 
iams said, and without them I should not have believed Barney 
Williams. 

Mr. President, I think this discussion is wholly improper. The 
8 has made a report; the committee have made a report; 

gentleman has made a speech; I have made another; and as this 
motion is unnecessary anyway, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I wish to ask the Senator from Georgia a 
question. Was there any testimony before the committee, or do the 
committee find the fact to be, that at the session of the Senate which 
passed e KELLOGG’S case and decided that he was entitled to the, 
seat on the merits, that decision was affected by any fraud or perjury 
practiced by Mr. KELLOGG upon the Senate ? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The committee charges this, I will say to 
the Senator; and it is botter to wait until he sees the report 

Mr. CARPENTER. [should like to know now. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The committee that these facts 
were known to the sitting member to exist at the time he insisted 
that Be. Senate should pass on the question without making the in- 
vestigation. 

Mr. CARPEN TER. Then the only charge of fraud against him is 
suppressing —— 

. HILL, of Georgia. That is it. 
Mr. CAuPENTER. There is no allegation, then, in the report and 
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no proo: before the committee showing that any act of fraud was 


practiced upon the Senate itself when that decision was made 7 
Mi. HILL, of Georgia. No, sir. 
Mr. CARPENTER. I take it the Senator will concede that Mr. 
GG’s title cannot be affected by any briberies he may have 
committed this session. 

Mr. HILL, of ia. Ido; I shall meet the question. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the honorable Senator permit me to ask him a 
— If he withdraws the motion to print the testimony and 

en postpones the discussion of this case until the testimony is 
printed, when does he expect us to proceed with the discussion? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I understood from the Chair that the tes- 
timony would be printed as a matter of course. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The Chair said the report would be 
printed as a matter of course, The testimony is not printed as a mat- 
ter of course; it requires a motion, 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I want the testimony printed, and if that 
is the case I renew the motion. I simply say that I think discussion 
now is improper ; and I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
CARPENTER, ] whose e ability as a lawyer I so cheerfully rene: 
nize, that I concede the legal proposition he has laid down as to bri 
eries committed since the admission to the Senate of the sitting mem- 
ber. I go further. In my judgment, briberies committed since. his 
election do not of themselves authorize the vacation of his seat, but 
would be ground for expulsion. I grant that. But the testimony in 
this case ee material, first, because there is shown by the brib- 
eries he has committed since a persistent effort, as we thought, to con- 
ceal the corruptions that existed before the election and by which the 
election Van asp and thereby they became im t. 
upon the iar proposition that if he would be guilty of corruption 
in order to bribe the witn it would be a very strong presumption 
that he would not hesitate to bribe members of the Legislature ; and 
in that light it was vay Exner 

Mr.C. ENTER. Ibelieve the rule of law is that for the purpose 


of raising a presumption to sustain the principal you may 
show, by decisions of some States, even in Massachusetts I believe, 
that the defendant had committed the same offense or asimilar offense 


prior to the time charged; but I have never heard before that you 
can establish the former offense by proving a subsequent one. yi 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Isay to the Senator very frankly that I 
shall meet him fairly on the legal proposition that this testimony of 
briberies and corruptions since his election is only to be considered 
material by the Senate as it enlightens the judgment of the Senate 

m the bribery committed before the election. Thatis as far as 

© Senator can ask me $069) Iam giving the Senator now the prop- 
osition. We concede that the proof of briberies and corruptions since 
his election is only entitled to be considered by the Senate as it be- 
comes evidence to their minds of the truth of the charges of bribery 
committed before the election and in procuring his election. I do not 
care to go into the whole question, but I state that fairly, and I know 
it is as y stated as the tor himself could ask. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to put a question! 


Mr. ree ot Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. If John Smith is indicted for larceny in 1877 
and is on trial for that offense, 2 introduce evidence tending to 
show that he committed larceny the next year for the purpose of 
showing that he did it before also? 

Mr. of Georgia. I concede you could not. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That rule only applies to Senators, and not to 
horse-thieves, then! 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The Senator will understand that the rale 
has no application in this case; and, with all due deference to m 
friend, it is a sophistry to attempt to make it appear so. The - 
mony was not taken that rule. The Senator is at sea because 
he does not understand the testimony. 

Mr, CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow me to invoke his aid 


ct HILT e Georgia. I will 
8 s Q . 
Mr. CARPENTER. Ifthe object of that testimony was not to show 
that KELLOGG was so accustomed to bribery this year that he prob- 
ably = it two years before, what was the object of taking that tes- 
timony 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I do not want to be pressed into this dis- 
-eussion ; but there is no better evidence that a criminal in court com- 
mitted the crime with which he stands charged than his efforts to 
suppress the testimony and the discovery of the testimony that he 
did it. The Senator knows that significance; and that is the rule 
upon which this testimony was admitted, not the one which the Sen- 
ator so adroitly states, The Senator will be as candid as I am; the 

roof is not that he committed another offense—for we are not trying 
katoda now for the-bribery of witnesses here; that could only be 
upon a proposition toexpel; we are trying him for briberies commit- 
ted before, and by which he procured his election. But does the Sen- 
ator deny that testimony of efforts to suppress that bribery, of efforts 
to cover up those corruptions. committed before his election, is not 
admissible as evidence that he did commit them? He is too good a 
lawyer to deny that proposition. He knows that the su uent con- 
duct of a criminal after he is charged with an offense is ible; 
for instance, after a man has committed murder the fact that he flies, 
the fact that he bribes a witness who saw the murder committed not 


to testify, the fact that he resorts to any method to suppress the dis- 
covery of his guilt, is admissible in all courts and boing pone 
highest evidence of guilt. The Senator knows it, and the Senators 
ingenuity, invoked so hastily, to apply a rule to this testimony which 
does not belong to the testimony and to ignore the rule so familiar 
to that Senator which does belong to the testimony, is but another 
illustration of the stress to which gentlemen are driven; for when a 
Senator with his great skill and 1 legal learning resorts to 
such an artifice in order to apply a which does not apply and pre- 
Neca the application of a rule which does apply, the case must be in 
a way. 

ag er when the Senator comes to understand this testi- 


the by stones ought to cry out. 
Mr. CARPE Will the Senator allow me to ask him one 
question more ? 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I want to get ready to understand this case 
when it comes up. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. It takes the Senator long to understand 
the case. I do not blame him, for I do not think he does. I think 
he can understand it readily when he has the testimony all before him. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Senator from Georgia has no right to as- 
sume that every Senator is as sharp as himself. He might with 
us, let us feel our way from the start, so as to get at what the com- 
mittee was really about. We do not clearly see. Now, the question 
I want to ask him is this: Sup the Senate should read all this 
ee Sess come to the conclusion that Mr. KELLOGG had bribed 
himself ngh ana had been elected by forgery, and perj and 
1 &c., &c., and should decide on passing a form e Erg 
that Mr. KELLOGG was not entitled to his seat and that Mr. Spofford 
was entitled to the seat in the Senate; would there be anything in 
the way of Mr. KELLOGG’S coming back here at the next session of 
Congress with a memorial charging that Mr. Spofford had bribed all 
the witnesses who Pr Rap at this session of Congress and that 
the testimony was all false, and ee a new case on which the 
Senate would have to adjudicate again and might decide that after 
all KELLOGG was enti to the seat? 

of Georgia. That 1 is answered in the report, as 
the Senator would have heard if he had attended to its reading. He 
only eonvinees me by the question that he did not attend to the read- 


Pir. CARPENTER. I did not hear it all; I was not in the Chamber 
1 RUS è 
ow the tor on me to 
jaca wie . — 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. 
him. He says that he is groping in darkness, which is very 
to take him 


and he wants me kin — 

Mr. CARPENTER. Hold out your hand and lead me ashore. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Myhand! Thereisnolightinthat. That 
will not guide even a mi friend like the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin. If he wants light, it is within his reach; light which will take 
him out of all darkness; light which will show him the truth incon- 
trovertible. That light is the evidence. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Does that settle the question of law? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Certainly there is no law without facts. 
Every sr ed knows that you must know the facts before you can 
raise questions of law or decide questions of law. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then the jurisdiction of the Senate to pass upon 
the question again depends on how strong a case it may be 

Mr. HILL, o 5 The decision by the committee is that where 
the parties had offered to give evidence and were not allowed todo 
it, and that evidence is shown to be material, that evidence is such 
as to change the result, if that evidence is such as leads the commit- 
tee to believe that if the Senate had had that evidence before it it 
would not have rendered the judgment at all, that leads the commit- 
tee to believe that the sitting member was not in truth elected by a 

i , it is not only the power but the duty of the Senate to re- 
ceive it; but of course the committee lay down the limitations within 
which that can be done. 

Mr. CARPENTER. How many times can it be done? 

Mr. of Georgia. We say in the report 
Mr. CARPENTER. How often? 

Mr, BLAINE. Once a year? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL, of I of course wish to be courteous to the 
Senator and to his friends; but the Senator’s questions are all an- 
swered when he readsthis report. As far back as 1859 that question 
was answered by the able re made to this Senate by Collamer, 
of Vermont, and Trumbull, of Illinois, which is quoted. 

Mr. R. Was that adopted? 
ú Mr. HILL, of Georgia, Itwas not; but I commend it to your atten- 
on. 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Trumbull and Collamer made a 
minority report, which was not adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. of Georgia. Certainly, and they give the reason why, 
because they said 2 WAR there was no evidence, no fact, and no 
question of law— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Let me get through. No question of law 
was brought to the attention of the Senate on the rehearing that was 
not before the Senate on the original hearing. That point was dis- 
tinctly raised. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardonme. Mr. Bayard said in these 
words, “we are precluded from entering upon a consideration of the 
facts.” 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Mr. Bayard’s words are quoted by this com- 
mittee in the re rt they have rendered. 

Mr. HOAR. me of them. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I su 
quite as true when made by Mr. Bayard as ey are when quoted 
by the Senator from Massachuse mite as much so. The words of 

. Bayard are familiar to this committee. I repeat ty are quoted 
in the report of this committee; they are relied upon 1 bhia com- 
mittee. is committee stood upon them in the Butler-Corbin case; 
this committee stand upon them how; and whenever the Senate shall 
bring this case within the case of Bright and Fitch, we will take great 
pleasure in voting with the gentleman, 

I thought it was an easy matter to eee my friend from Wis- 
consin ; faded I thought he was a self-illuminating individual, and 
I think he is. I think he does himself great di it when he calls 
upon anybody for light, but as he does call for light I insist that the 
Senator shall wait for the evidence and wait for the case, and then 
we will discuss it; and though I admit the powers of the gentlemen 
on the other side, very great powers in handling law, they cannot 
alarm us because our strength is in our cause, not in ourselves. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, if seems to me that this is a very 
extraordinary scene, to be debating this question before the report 
lias been printed, before we have seen what is the evidence, and that 
to the exclusion of a great public measure that was taken up and is 
the unfinished business of to-day. I move to lay the motion on which 
the present debate is now pending upon the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia lie on the table. i 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on a division—ayes 15, 


noes 30. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, nothing but the extraordinary cir- 
cumstances that exist would justify me in asking the attention of 
the Senate even for a few moments, and I promise the Senate that I 
will not occupy much of their time. 

In what I have to say regarding the motion to print this evidence 
I wish. to refer to two or t ints connected with the evidence 
that have been discussed. I feel justified in doing this not only by 
the fact that the Senator from Georgia has done the unprecedented 
thing of reading his own report before the Senate and predicati 
some, at least, of his allegations against me upon evidence that he al- 
leges exists in the record and ee Ley ae ee in the record, 
but because the Senator from Georgia, before any evidence was taken 
in this case, declared publicly and e that he intended to drive 
me from the Senate and made it distinctly ap nt that he had al- 
ready prejudged the case. He is my judge. It is the Senator from 
Georgia who was chairman of the wat Donitas at New Orleans; it 
is the Senator from 2 7 that, before the committee, when my case 
was being considered in November, 1877, told the committee that he 
would prove that I had manipulated the returns and had interfered 
in connection with protests before the return board. It was the 
Senator from Georgia who came on the floor of the Senate and moved 
to recommit the report made aoe Committee on Privileges and 
Elections in my favor, asserting that he had evidence in his possession 
to establish the fact of my illegal interference with the sessions of the 
returning board. All this appears in the record. It was the Sen- 
ator from Georgia that sent to the Sec: 's desk and had read a 
telegram, dated at New Orleans and signed H. L. Smith, saying, (in 
substance,) “ We have discovered evidence that inculpates KELLOGG 
in connection with the returns before the returning board ”—a tele- 

am which, as I have stated in public two or three times, and Ichal- 

enge contradiction, was paid for to the amount of and which 
was false in every line and word. That the Senators statement in 
this re; was utterly without foundation is proven by the fact to 
which I now call the special attention of the Senate, that there can- 
not be found in the volume of evidence of twelve hundred pages 
taken before this committee one iota of testimony showing that I par- 
ticipated directly or indirectly in the making of any protest, in the 
manipulating of any returns, or that I had any connection, directly or 
indirectly, with the action of the returning board further than as stated 
on the original hearing of this case and the evidence in regard to which 
was all of record when the Senator made his assertion. 

The Senator from Georgia asserted that he would prove that I went 
through aside door with affidavits and influenced or sought to influence 
the returning board to make returns in favor of members of the Leg- 


they were not as mellifluous but 


The ques- 


islature, and he asked the Senate to send that report back to the Com- 
mittee on Privil and Elections in 1877 for reconsideration, and he 
said, as reported in the RECORD, page 773: 
I state these facts to show that while this 
erz. the committee first met, while it been. before the committee all 


time, and while it was in what lawyers call the made up to lay the 
foundation for the evidence, the evidence itself in various forms is coming to us 


y. 

I assert—and the Senator cannot deny it—that though they raked 
the slums of New Orleans, though they brought perjured witnesses 
almost without number before the committee, they were never able 
to produce one word, not one syllable, not one letter of evidence to 
substantiate these allegations. This assertion of the Senator’s that I 
improperly influenced the 5 board forms one of the “ five 
points” upon which Mr. Spofford asked that the case might be re- 
peura; and let me say here that, except upon one single point of 
those five points, and that in reference to the third ward of the parish 
of Orleans, there is not within that volume of twelve hundred pages 
of testimony one line or one syllable of evidence in substantiation of 
any one of these assertions, and not a particle of evidence was intro- 
duced in support of the particular allegation so pointedly and repeat- 
edly made by the Senator from Georgia. 

The Senator from Georgia has come before the Senate with his re- 

rt containing carefully selected extracts from the testimony, and 

e has read them in a shrill voice in order that the Senate and the 
country might be precluded from a further knowledge of the testi- 
mony than what is contained in his repor het the effect of it, preju- 
dicial to me, has operated here and elsewhere, knowing that the Sen- 
ate, so to speak, is a pulpit with a huge sounding-board, and that 
every word here uttered goes to the uttermost ends of the land. I 
stand here to tell the Senator that more than one-half of the allega- 
tions he has thus made are not sustained by even the slightest figment 
of testimony, and the Senate will so find when they come to examine 
the record. He 3 0 his month but out a blunder flies. 

Let us see. He said Stokes, the witness examined before that com- 
mittee in New Orleans, was parish judge of Grant Parish. Stokes 
was appointed parish judge in 1875 and staid in the parish about two 
years. But as he himself admits he was not in the parish when Ward, 
the su sor, left; he ceased to exercise the functions of parish judge 
some time before; and in reply to Senator CAMERON’s cross-examina- 
tion he further admitted that he was not there during the election 
and of his own knowledge knew nothing about it; yet this man is the 
only witness who testified before the committee here or in New Or- 
leans touching my alleged participation in protests or election re- 
turns or action of supervisors in any parish of the State. 

All Stokes swears to in this record on this point is about a fingers 
length of printed matter, and I am going by way of illustration to 

it to the Senate, and it is a plain proposition Inow make, that that 
is the only iota of evidence on this 12 in the Whole twelve hundred 
pages taken by the committee. t us see What this man Stokes 
swears to. He admits in his evidence here and in New Orleans that 
he has been out of employment for three years; a dissatisfied repub- 
lican who was brought here by Mr. Spofford and Mr. Cavanac, paid 
while the committee were in New Orleans, and pee here, trotted 
backward and forward, and paid his mileage and per diem. I read 


has been long known, while it 


ng | now from his testimony, page 669: 


aestion. What was the trouble in that t 
med that he had been bulldozed and 


. 
gone. He had hidden his books, and there was no election 
of their own accord. He told the governor— 

He had before said that he took Ward in to see me— 
He told the governor what he had done, and he said that if the people there didn't 
want an election we will throw the parish out. The governor said that. 

On cross-examination he said: 


ESSOR rege aie y VOe E VAKA CN pole gpa ganda DEOR, 
I have stated it. He said that he had been bulldozed and driven out of the 


„What else was said? 
. Governor KELLOGG said if the people did not want an election he would throw 
9 
Q at else was said! 
. The governor told me to go with Mr. Ward and see Blanchard or Jewett. 
. Whic bar a see? 


x H sleeps we t went in, Mr. Jewett; a few moments afterward Blanchard 


came 
Q State the conversation you had in there. 
It was the same as I have told you now. 
2 You may repeat the conversation. 
. He told Governor KELLOGG that he had been bulldozed and driven out of the 
I assert that Stokes’s is the only particle of evidence there is in the 
whole record taken by the committee in reference to all this stuff. 
Why did they not bring Ward if Stokes, as he says, took Ward in to 
me and W. said he been driven ont of the pan, and I said 
“Tf they do not want any election there, we will throw out the par- 
ish?” Why did they not call Ward, so we could cross-examine 7 
The real facts are, aud it is in the record, that I gave Ward a written 
order to go back to the pea and he was in fact furnished with 
money to return and hold the election. Grant Parish was thrown 
out; there were no returns from it made by the returning board. It 
had been the scene of the Colfax massacre referred to so effectively 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, a massacre that we may have a 


little discussion about when the proper time comes. I am thankfal 
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for the opportunity thus afforded me to show the Senate and I will 
show the American people just what occurred in that parish in 1873 
and on whose heads rests the responsibility of that hecatomb of co 
that were piled up in Colfax court-house in that horrible, atrocious 
massacre. 

I have said that the Senator from Georgia went as chairman of the 
sub-committee to New Orleans. I have said that he heralded his 

ing by declaring that he intended to drive me from the Senate. 
Phe sub-committee arrived there on the 17th day of November, and 
the first day they tried to get evidence in reference to my alleged 
manipulation of the ahead, ob board, but not one fragment of evi- 
dence could they obtain. Afterward they bronght up a man named 
Miller, but he testified so squarely against what they wanted that 
they at first refused to pay him. About three o'clock in the after- 
noon of the second day, it was apparent from manifestations around 
me that a columbiad was to be fired. The door opened and they 
brought in a Polish Jew spy, saturated with the fames of whisky and 
tobacco, offensive for a distance of several feet around him. 1 the 
clothes he had on would not have sold for fifty cents. They brought 
that besotted Jew and seated him at the end of the table, and they 
began to gather around and I knew the grand crisishadcome. They 
were determined to have something at last. The Senator from ree 15 
sat himself in front of Barney Williams and told Barney to tell his 


story. 

. President, I will not into that story except to say that in 
substance it amounted to this : that I had employed him—a man 
who admitted that he was a stranger to me until he presented him- 
self to me here at this door—that I employed him to go to the depot 
and watch for the arrival of the witnesses from New Orleans; t 
he went there day after day for three or four days—he says every 
night—to see that the witnesses had come, though his own evidence 
showed he arrived only the night before them. At last they came, 
and on the night of their arrival he took the five witnesses from the 
Philadelphia otel, where resid stopped, down F street to the back 
entrance of Willard’s Hotel, took them up the back way into my room 
about twelve o’clock at night; that there was any quantity of cham- 
pagne, cigars, and cognac already furnished. The witness every now 
and then Kona say to Senator HILL, “I wish I had some of that cog- 
nac now; it was ac, Mr, Senator. I cannot so good 
English as you, Mr. Senator; but I wish I had some of that cognac 
now.” Then he would add, “I am afraid I will be hurt or lose my 
pension for what I say to-day.” “Oh, never mind, Barney; go right 
along; just tell all re 8 it,” the Senator from Georgia would con- 
solingly reply. But I will lose my pension that I am had hip for.” 
8 Oh, no you won't, Barney,” the Senator said, We will take care of 
that!“ 


And then this witness went on and swore that in the presence of 
nine men I gave $500 apiece in new $100 bills so stiff that they would 
not bend to these five witnesses, and we all at last broke up about 
daylight in the morning, and he and the witnesses went home with 
a d hurrah and the exclamation that they would “Give it that 
old rebel in the neck!” ; 

Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia sat with nostrils dilated 
and eyes flashing, and swallowed these chunks of perjury with mani- 
fest delight, and when I demanded an immediate investigation into 
the character of this man—for it was unknown to me—I was told, 
“After a while you shall have a chance,”—very kindly, too—‘ and as 
soon as you produce your witnesses we will go into it ; but I think we 
had better adjourn now.” This for effect. tter these seething lies 
broadcast all over the North, and everywhere; after a while we will 
listen to your refutation. On several occasions, when witnesses had 
made the most damaging and ntly untruthful statements in 
regard to me on direct examination, the watch of the Senator from 
Georgia would indicate that it was time to adjourn before a proper 
cross-examination could be had. When Barney’s examination in chief 
closed the first day, by direction of the Senator from Georgia he was 
remanded to the custody of the assistant sergeant-at-arms for the pro- 
tection of his precious life, and all the time the committee remained 
in New Orle: except a day or two, he was lod, and fed at the 
public cost with an assistant sergeant-at-arms detailed as valet de 
chambr 


0. 

Every body laughed, everybody derided the testimony, except the 
8. front Gane i jet ex-democratic recorder came to me that 
night and said: “Governor, I do not think very much of your party, 
but when they bring such men as Barney Williams to malign you, 
this is too ridiculous altogether; and if gon want, I will go before 
the committee and swear that that man been im ed before 
my court repeatedly and cannot be believed on oath.” So the next 
morning I summoned that judge, and information reached me con- 
stantly from democrats as well as republicans, from the former espe- 
cially, of the infamous character of the man. Four recorders swore 
that his evidence had been repeatedly impeached before their courts. 
The man who guarded Williams when he was sving out a sentence 
of six months with ball and chain for larceny at Ship Island identi- 
fied him. One of the officials of the Jewish church swore that he 
went on his bail when arrested for larceny until his patience tired 
out; and he testified, as did Judge Gastinel, that he saw Barney 
when he was tarred and feathered and drummed through the streets 
of New Orleans by the confederates with his head shaved and divided 
into quarters ahd one side of his beard shaved; that he was again 
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| tage nay panine under Butler and sent to Ship Island on Dry 
‘ortugas for horse-stealing. 

The Senator from Georgia said there was a certificate produced by 
Barney from a judge that another Williams than Barney had been 
tried before him, but this certificate had no reference whatever to 
the charges and convictions we proved against Williams. That cer- 
tificate was put in evidence gratuitously by Barney to show that 
there was a case where it had been said he was convicted of a felon 
and when, as he asserted, it was another man. He never even tri 
to rebut our evidence that he had been convicted of larceny, had had 
his head shaved, and had been repeatedly impeached before courts. 

I shall endeavor to show when we come to discuss the entire case 
where that evidence has been revised, where in some portions mate- 
rial statements have been omitted. I shall refer to the Senator from 
Ilinois and the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts and ask them if certain proceedings did not occur before 
the committee and if certain statements were not made which do not 
appear of record, and I will endeavor to show that the record is not 
accurate in some respects. I will also endeavor to show what this 
public prosecutor who boasts in a recent letter that came under my 
notice, published I think in the Savannah News, that when he acted 
as Senator he always acted not “gosta, Sead his preferences but ac- 
cording to his stern idea of equal justice, done to malign me per- 
sonally; what he has done to try and make a case unfairly 
me and to forestall public opinion. The spectacle to-day witnessed 
has proved the latter if nothing else. 

ay ee | Williams, forsooth! Mr. Merrick in his brief on behalf of 
Mr. Spofford had not the effrontery even to allude to him, and nothin, 
but the malevolence of the Senator would cause him to rest as he did 
a large on of his report upon that man’s evidence. He was con- 
tradicted by every witness, by every person that he named from first 
tolast, and by circumstantial facts stronger than any evidence. Why, 
I would almost be willing to accept what Barney Williams said as 
true if the Senator from Georgia will produce in the city of New Or- 
leans, of two hundred thousand inhabitants, and from among all the 
ten thousand Jews of that city, one reputable citizen who will here or 
elsewhere say, even upon his honor as a gentleman, that, knowing Bar- 
ney Williams, he would believe him under oath. And this is the man 
whois brought here to traduce me. I manipulated witnesses! What 
is to be said of those who brought Barney Williams into that room 
on the‘seeond day of the session of that sub-committee? What is to 
be said of those who put him in e of the Sergeant-at-Arms and 
paie his bills, whem before he testified he had not money enough to 

uy & poor cigar or a five-cent drink of whisky? What is to be said of 
those who have since he testified set Barney Williams up in a small 
business in New Orleans? When the Senator from Georgia, confronted 
with the proof of this man’s infamy, says that he does not rest this 
allegation of my bribing those witnesses upon the testimony of Bar- 
ney Williams while his whole report says the contrary he is really 
pleading the baby act. That is what he is doing. 

Mr. President, there is not an iota of evidence anywhere in this 
record, I assert it again, not a line, that he can torture from any 
witness and before any fair or impartial man into a corroboration of 
Barney Williams’s testimony, while it is absolutely and overwhelm- 
ingly refuted by every man mentioned in connection with it. It is 
too scandalous; it is too preposterous. I did not believe that even 
the malignity of the Senator from Georgia would go so far as to bring 
up the testimony of Barney Williams and make it the basis of a 

portion of his report. 
ve sat day after prays and week after week, and I have 
seen the Senator from rgia bring up affidavits, not always affi- 
davits, but npa of affidavits, sworn statements, or what purported 
to be copies of sworn statements, and after proving by a witness that 
there was an original somewhere in existence, that this was substan- 
tially a copy of the original, he ruled that it be admitted and incor- 
porated into the record as evidence against me, In one case, nay, in 
two cases, I fortunately could bring the man before the sub-commit- 
tee, and he swore that that alleged statement of his was a forgery, 
and proved it, I think, even to the unwilling conviction of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia himself, for he promptly ped his cross-exami- 
nation. Upon these alleged sworn statements, f assert, alleged copies 
of sworn statements signed by the initials of the man purporting to 
have made them alone, and upon the evidence of a notary, that he 
had sent the document that looked like a substantial copy of this, 
and he believed it to be, to another ee 10 be sworn to—upon that 
sort of evidence alone documents have n admitted in the record 
to establish bribery ponas me, and I, not my contestant, have been 
compelled to search for the man whose statements were thus to be 
against me, and put him on the stand before the sub-committee 
as my witness. If I had not been able to find him that copy of an 
alleged existing original, not lost, or otherwise unattainable, would 
have been cited as original evidence against me. It still remains in 
the printed proceedings, printed twice, though traversed by the man 

all to have executed it. 

That is the kind of fairness I have had, not in one case only nor in 
two but in many instances, as I will show in due time from the rec- 
ord. I assert as a fact established by the testimony that every afi- 
davit admitted in evidence in New Orleans against me either forged 
or paid for, I have proved by one at least of the parties to the con- 
tract, the original written contract under which these affidavits were 


a rr 


1880. 
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taken, that money was promised and paid by Mr. Spofford’s agents 
to trump up these er parte affidavits, and of the four thus obtained I 
showed that one was a bald, undisputed forgery, and two others were 


of men not known to me and not members of the Legislature, though 
they were represented as such to the notary who qualified them. 

The Senator from Georgia may say those affidavits were ordered 
stricken out. They were ord stricken out three or four days after 
they were admitted in evidence and after I had proved the forgery 
of one of the accompanying documents and had contradicted the other. 
Then the Senator may further say he did not know that those men 
were not members of the Legislature when he admitted their affida- 
vits in evidence as declarations of co-conspirators against me. Un- 
fortunately, the notary who produced those documents explicitly 
stated to the Senator that they were not the affidavits of members of 
the Legislature, yet as such the chairman ordered them to be admitted 
in evidence, and they remain printed in the record to-day, though 
constructively stricken out. 

I will undertake to say that not since the foundation of this Gov- 
ernment, nor in the annals of any legislative body, have justice and 
fair-play been so ou as in the efforts of the Senator from Georgia 
to besmirch me and obtain a pretext for seizing possession of the seat 
I hold in this Senate. 

In saying as I have done early in these remarks that nowhere in this 
volume of twelve hundred pages van it be shown that I in any manner, 
directly or indirectly, interfered with the protests or acts of supervis- 
ors of elections, I do not forget that a man named Kelly, of Richland 
Parish, examined before the Potter committee, testified that I had 
something to do with his protest. Iam aware, too, that the Senator 
from Georgia will probably refer to a portion of this evidence that was 
offered in evidence before this committee. I will simply say in passing 
that the evidence of thisman Kelly was taken before the Potter com- 
mittee when he had previously sworn before the Morrison committee 
that I had nothing to do with his protest; and the protest he made, 
which is printed in evidence, is entirely different from anything 
which any one even insinuates I suggested to him. I had no oppor- 
tunity to cross-examine this witness. Why did not the contestant 
call him before the sub-committee and give me that chance, instead 
of dragging in his statement, which he has contradicted, by 
a side window? 

As a matter of fact, the parish Kelly served in was returned demo- 
cratic by the returning board, and a democratic member was seated 
from that parish, and took no in my election. Now I defy the 


Senator from Georgia to find a of evidence, even in the evidence 
taken by other committees, except this. 
I was about to say I would 


to risk re, omg ut I see the Sen- 
ator from Geo: who sat here but just now has left his chair) if the 
Senator from i wall . his finger on one iota of evidence in 
the twelve hundred pages the volume before us, or of any of the 
many volumes of evidence of both Houses of bearing on 
Louisiana affairs, in any manner connecting me with interference with 
prorat or acts of the supervisors or the decisions of the returning 
„Save as I have referred to. 

Somebody has been mistaking this evidence most wofully. I want 
to state it once more, (for I see the Senator from Georgia sitting now 
nearer me than he was some time before,) that there is not one par- 
ticle of evidence in all the twelve hundred of this volume, or 
in any other evidence taken before either House of Co: in sub- 
stantiation of the one especial point of the five points on which Mr. 
Spofford asked that this case be zeopened, except the evidence of this 
man Kelly, of Richland, to whom I have alluded, and in regard to the 
protest from that and no new evidence at all in reference to 
the other four points, except some hearsay testimony in reference to 
the seventh ward of the city of New Orleans, which evidence had 
nothing to do with me; but its introduction enabled me to make my 
case stronger by bringing up the sworn certificate of the democratic 
committee (a self-constituted returning board) that the three repub- 
lican candidates from that ward were duly elected. 

There are several points made by the Senator from Georgia in his 
report which I would like to refer to now, but will forbear. One, 
however, occurs tome. He refers to a matter where he alleges that 
one Peter Williams swore that his name was affixed to a telegram 
without his consent. Why, if my memory serves me, Williams ad- 
mitted that he authorized the signing of his name to telegrams con- 
cerning the election, and it is in evidence that the register of votes, 
the superior officer of Williams, was cognizant of the intention and 
object of the telegram referred to. This telegram had reference to a 
matter concerning the . and before the election; a matter 
that concerned and involved the official duties of Governor Hahn, 
the register of votes, and was a matter that I could not possibly have 
had any connection with, and there is not the slightest evidence in 
the record that I had even knowledge of it, nor indeed had I. 

Upon the question of bribery I have nothing more now to say, except 
that every member of the Legislature, twenty-six or twenty-seven 
in number, who testified before the committee, and every person in 
a condition to know, came before the committee and swore positively 
and unqualifiedly that he never received any consideration whatever 
or knew of any member of the Legislature or any other person hav- 
ing received any consideration whatever to vote for me or to secure 
my election as United States Senator. 

I may inquire right here, why if all this mass of evidence referred 


to by the Senator from Georgia was in existence and so obtain- 
able, why was it not produced when my credentials were lying on 
your table, Mr. President, during the year of 1877? Why, when a 
joint resolution was passed by the Nicholls legislature a few days 
after the Packard government disappeared authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a committee (upon which my present am oer served) to 
investigate every branch of my government specifically in regard to 
all matters connected with the administration of the executive de- 
partment during the past four years, why were not these facts brought 
out? The statute punishing bribery could have been invoked for a 
full year after I was elected—for nine months after my opponent got 
full ion of the State machinery, and while my credentials were 
pending here in the Senate. 

With gentlemen so much interested in finding something against 
me during the summer of 1877, prodding around and raking every 
department of my government, searching even my letter-books and 

vate documents left in the executive office, why was not this al- 
I grave crime earlier brought to light? There was their expert, 
telegraphing up here, sending the telegram that I referred to some 
time since, which the Senator from Georgia had read from the desk 
when my case was pending, and upon which he sought to have asnap 
judgment rendered against me and to have my case returned to the 
committee upon the ground that they had discovered new evidence 
inculpating me in connection with the returning board. 

Upon that committee, as I have said, was my colleague. ‘Why is 
it that they have not been able in the full fruition of their investi- 
pee to produce before the sub-committee or this committee sitting 

ere one iota of evidence in regard to any of these allegations except 
the overwhelmingly refuted testimony in reference to the matter of 
bribery ? Why is it that during all that time when the Packard gov- 
ernment had m overthrown by revolution, when the wreck was 
drifting in every direction, when many of the members of the oe 
ture were turned helpless into the street, when they were dissa 
with what they regarded as their abandonment by their party, when 
they were derided, pmo and some of them threatened with in- 
dictment for past official acts, some of them even being put in jail 
on one pretense ar another—why during all that year, when my ere- 
dentials were pending, were not my opponens able, with all their 
five investigating committees, with all the inducements they had to 
besmirch me, why were they not able to find evidence enough to go 
before a grand jury set up and arrayed, I will not say packed, wi 
a view to do that, and prefer some charge ss me which would 
serve to hang an indictment upon? Some of the local democratic 
papers were all the time urging: “See that KELLOGG is indicted ; it 

ill aid us in preventing his being admitted to the Senate.” Du 
all these months, why were they not able to find sufficient evidence to 
make at least a prima facie case against me? Simply because there 
was no case to be made? 

No, sir, the first evidence they ever secured was under the fifteen- 
hundred-dollar contract, the original of which I was enabled to pro- 
duce in evidence, by which Mr. Spofford’s agents to pay $1,500 
for the “necessary evidence“ to support his case. The evidence dis- 
closes that a legislative committee meeting the two democratic mem- 
bers in a notary’s office in New Orleans, without notifying the repub- 
lican member, succeeded in getting two or three poor colored men 
before them with a view to obtaining from them sworn ex parte state- 
ments that they had been bribed to vote for me. Every one of these 
men subsequently came before the committee and swore itively 
that they were not bribed and knew of none who had been bribed to 
vote for me, 

One word more and I have done. Mr, President, I bethink me that 
a good deal is said about the employment of members of the Legis- 
lature in the custom-house. Nothing has been said about the money 
pe to witnesses for the p of procuring evidence against me. 

othing has been said about the contestant’s own witnesses, one of 
whom at least swore positively that he received money to vote for 
Mr. Spofford and knew of others who had. There is no word of that, 
but are is a resolution reported that he be admitted, poo that 
resolution was negatived by a solemn vote of the Senate nearly three 


ears ago. 
Š But ft is said that the custom-house has been packed with the 
members of the islature who voted for me. Iwill not under- 
take to be accurate, but I will state that a majority of the members 
of the Legislature who were sworn before the committee and who 
were the most seriously inculpated (if it can be said that they 
were inculpated at all, even indirectly) were not in the custom- 
house. They were men who came from the parishes; one of them is 
in the Legislature now, and is not and never has been in the Federal 
service. One or two of them were members of the recent constitu- 
tional convention, reputable men and men of property: I will not 
prorenā to be certain without examining the record, but I state 

roadly that there have not been at any one time more than eighteen 
or twenty of all the members of the Legislature among the hundred 
and fifty or hundred and sixty employés of the custom-house of New 
Orleans. From the emphasis that has been put on this point by the 
* from Georgia, one would suppose that there was a quorum 
there. 

I do not care to go into that further now than this simple state- 
ment. Go to the evidence taken before the Teller committee, a com- 
mittee of the Senate, and take the evidence in this case that we are 
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discussing, and you will see that in every instance, with scarcely an 
exception, these men were put in the custom-house because they had 
no wherein tolay, their heads. They were ostracized and driven 
from their homes, they were compelled to seek refuge in that 
great metropolis, and the kindly hand of the Federal Government in 
some instances was extended to them to save them from suffering and 
from starvation. In every case for their political opinions they were 
driven from their pareve by their political adversaries. 

Mr. President, I said in the outset that my only excuse for thus 
troubling the Senate was that the action of the Senator from Georgia 
is evidently a personal attack upon me. If, sir, I have so a 
record, is it not passing strange that there has not been some evi- 
dence of it before, and that when I left the executive department of 
Louisiana with all the evidence, record and otherwise, that I left 
behind me, and when there was a manifest ability undoubted 
inclination to prosecute me, that there was not some prosecution set 
on foot? Sir, I am ing to com my character, morally or 
otherwise, with that of the Senator from Georgia. And if it comes 
to be a matter of moral or personal courage, the bitterest enemy I 
have in his own State of Georgia, I am quite sure, would not fail to 
concede that I stand immeasurably his superior. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, if we can have a vote, I shall not 

a Wo 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia that the testimony in this case be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolution of the 
Senate for printing 3,000 sets of the five volumes of the reports of 
the United States Fish Commission; which were referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

REPORT ON ROCKY MOUNTAIN LOCUST. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate i That there be 
printed eit necessary 5 — at the 1 Printing Office, 10,000 oop copies of 
of the second commission 


report of the United States Raggy yee on 
Rocky Mountain locust and other injurious insects; 5, les for the use of the 
. of the Senate, and 2,000 copies for the use of the 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WHYTE presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of Maryland, in favor of an 1 for 1 the channel 
between Kirby’s Lan and Spry’s Landing in Chester River, Mary- 
land; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
Maryland, in fayor of an appropriation by Con for the construc- 
tion of a 8 at Fort Bar, in Patapsco River, Maryland; which 
was to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a joint resolution of the General As- 
sembly of New Jersey, in favor of the of an act granting pen- 
sions to soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Mexican war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of 200 citizens of Nebraska, 
who were soldiers in the late war, praying for the of whatis 
commonly known as the equalization bounty bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of citizens of Delta County, Texas, 
praying such an amendment of the t laws as will make the man- 
ufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ments; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting copy of report of C. F. Allen, of the Corps of Engineers, in 
relation to closiug up the slough at the confluence of the ta 
and Mississippi Rivers; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1192) to authorize the city of Winona to con- 
struct, operate, and maintain a wagon-bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Winona, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 828) extending the privileges of sections 2990 to 2997, inclu- 
sive, of the Revised Statutes of the United States to the port of Saint 
Louis, in the State of Missouri, submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calen- 


dar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee, which will be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 829) extending the provisions of section 2997 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States to the ports of Kansas 
City ine Saint Joseph, in the State of Missouri, submitted an adverse 

ereon, 
. COCKRELL. Let that be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverao report of the committee, which will be printed. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on 
referred the bill (S. No. 856) e the provisi 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States to the port of Omaha, in 
the State of Nebraska, submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be p on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee, which will be printed. 

Mr. WHYTE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 405) to in rate the Suburban 
Railway Company of W. n, in the Di of Columbia, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. Y, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 303) for the relief of George 
Hollingsworth, it without amendment, and submitted a re- 

thereon; which was ordered to be ir 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1509) to accept and ratify 
the ent submitted by the confederated bands of Ute Indians 
3 orado for — yep of * reservation in said State, and for 
other purposes, an: make a riations for carry- 
ing out the same; which was read twice y ita ti 

r. COKE. It is very important that this bill should be acted upon 

at the earliest possible day, and I give notice that I shall call it up 
after the morning business is transacted on Thursday. Early action 
upon the bill is necessary to avert an Indian war in that region, and 
it is the desire of the Interior Department that the bill be acted upon. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Franklin Rives, praying t+ a contract for 
publishing the debates of may be awarded to him in accord- 
ance with his p tion, to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Pring to whom was re- 
3 the following concurrent resolution, reported it without amend- 
ment: 


Resolved So Senate e Hones Paremneotons ing,) That 10,500 copies 
od the Romeo the Smithsonian tution for the ear ity be prtated „000 

which Senate, 3,000 copies for use of the 
House of Representatives, and 6,500 copies for the use of the Smithsonian Institu- 


tion. adi 
The resolution was agreed to. 
rs EULOGIES ON SENATOR HOUSTON. 

Mr. RANSOM. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 91) relating to the 
memorial addresses delivered on the occasion of the passage of reso- 
lutions in the Senate and House of Representatives commemorative 
of the honorable S. Houston, late a Senator of the United 
States, to report it with an amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration. > 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Sanog 
94 5 an amendment, to strike out all after the resolving clause an 


deifvorsd tn the benate snd fe the Lene of Tepresentatives upon the late Georgo 
. 8,000 for the use of the ee and 4, 
for the-use of Senate; and that the sum of $500 is 


y ted, out of 
otherwise appropriated, to the of 
> under the dircotion of the Secretary 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Printing. 

9 — sche oes was to. 

t resolution was re 

the amendment was eee, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and 5 

The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution to print 
the eulogies delivered in the Senate and House of Representatives 
upon the late George S. Houston, a Senator from the State of Ala- 


to the Senate as amended, and 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SLATER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1510) for the relief of E. P. Drew; which was 
za twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

irs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1511) to amend the act aporia September 27, 1850, 
creating the office of surveyor-general of Oregon, providing for the 
survey and making donations to settlers of the public lands in Ore- 

, and also the act amendatory thereof, approved February 14, A. 

. 1853; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. $ 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1512) for the relief of Eli Wright and John B. 
Meigs, volunteers in the military service of the United States in the 
In warsin Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
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obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1513) for the relief of Com- | Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Rhode Island has 


modore Donald MeNeill Fairfax, United States Navy ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KIRKW D asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1514) to enable the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture to test the pracy. of manufacturing sugar on a large 
scale from the sorghum or Chinese sugar-cane ; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also (by request) asked,and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1515) to increase the pension of Hiram 
C. Shouse; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1516) establishing the Territory of 
Pembina and providing a tempo: vernment therefor; which 
was read twice by its title, and ref to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1517) to authorize an increase of sion to 
Stephen Fairchild; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1518) for the relief of John B. Lowry; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1519) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
additional regulations for homestead and pre-emption entries of pub- 
lic lands;” which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 
Mr. KIRK WOOD submitted an amendment intended ete a ap 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 2524) in relation to the im on of 
cal antiquities and ancient coins and medals; which was ordered 
to lie upon the table and be printed. 


GENEVA AWARD FUND. 


Mr. THURMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate proceeds to the consideration 
of its unfinished business, being the bill (S. No. 1194) for revivin 
and continuing the court of commissioners of Alabama claims, an 
for the distribution of the unappro moneys of the Geneva 
award. The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. THURMAN, I ask unanimous consent, as it is entirely too late 
for the Senator from Arkansas to proceed y, that the bill be laid 
aside informally in order that the Committee on oe i ar Tae ns may 
take up a little appropriation bill they have and which will pass this 
afternoon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

: PRINTING DEFICIENCY, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, it is well known that 
the Printing Office has about exhausted the amount allotted it for 
printing and that there is ney a stand-still there. The House has 
preen a bill appropriating $100,000 for part of the deficiency in the 

inting Office. e Committee on Appropriations have considered 
it and report it back to the Senate and ask unanimous consent that 
it be aow panne- There is nothing in the bill but an ap prison 
of $100,000 for printing, and I judge there will be no object on to it 
from any source. I send the bill to the Chair, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair.) The 
Committee on Appropriations report back 3 the bill (H. R. 
No. 5258) to appropriate money providing for the publie printing, and 
ask unanimous consent for its 8 consideration. 

There being noohjeetion, the te, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I should like to have the latter clause of that bill 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That the entire — 1 Sanyal ly the defici in the 
ropriation for the publio —— st inding, 3 for tus pablic print 

He inaioding oe i of tn of Sn oe tear tea Sea Ia faa 
and engraving for the present fiscal year, shall not exceed the — Ar A 5 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is that intended to inhibit Congress from making 
a large appropriation? I do not know what other objectit can have, 
and I do not see how that can have any force. 


irginia. The Senator makes no motion? 
Mr. ANTHONY. No, sir; I leave it in charge of the committee. I 
call attention to the fact. 


been for many years a member of the Committee on Printing and for 
a large portion of that time its chairman. He knows better “poem 
than any other member of the Senate what the Printing Office 
require, and he knows also that he has it in his power in connection 
with the committee of which he is a member to have the printing 
come within the $400,000 if he thinks proper todo so. I do not know 
whether it is proper it should be so or not; but I do know it can be 
done if the Senator and the Committee on Printing believe it ought 
to be done. I am not now expressing an opinion whether or not 
$400,000 is sufficient ; but I do know this fact: If the Senator thinks 
that is the full amount that ought to be appropriated, the printing 
can be kept within it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing have tried to restrain 
the printing within the bounds of appropriations, but have been voted 
down by the Senate under the lead of the Senator from West Virginia. 
We have reported propositions ee Pi printing of cultu- 
ral ts, and the from West irginia, who stands at the 
door of the Treasury like the angel with the flaming sword at the Gar- 
den of Eden, drops his weapon to a military salute the moment the 
Agricultural Report comes up. The Agricultural Report that I under- 
stand is coming will take more than half that appropriation itself. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I acknowl as the Senator well 
knows, that I have a wea spos when agriculture is touched, He 
has put it very well indeed; but I want to remind him that fully 
half the people of this country are en in agriculture, and they 
have a right to be heard. In my opinion the ayes for that 
Department is far less than it ought to be. think the printing 
of its reports ought to be carried to the fullest extent. I have no 
scruples upon that matter; and I think the Senator from Rhode 
Island, for whom I have the highest respect, and I never shall dis- 


agree on the printing of cultural Reports and on encouraging, in 
any pro manner ngress can do, the fostering of agrioult- 
ure. I believe that great interest has been too long 


neglected, and 
my opinion is now that Congress should give it more attention and 
I hope it will; and the Senator from Rhode Island, I trust, will aid 
us in our efforts in that 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, the clause which has been read is 
inserted merely as a premonition that inasmuch as the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House had inserted a deficiency of $400,000 in 
the bill which is 3 upon the President's table, it was to be 
distinctly understood this $100,000 was only to be an advance of 


Mr. BLAINE, On account. 

Mr. WHYTE. On account, precisely. It was an anticipated ber- 
ment of paes of the $400,000 which is contained in the general defi- 
ciency bill, and I think it very well to leave it there because the Pub- 
lic Printer asked for $490,000 as a deficiency, and the House of Repre- 
sentatives only gave him $400,000. He had it “Fifty-four, forty, or 
fight,” and they compromised on “ forty-nine,” which was done about 
oregon some years ago. So that it is a very proper clause to insert 
in this bill as a matter of notice. 

Mr. ANTHONY. My object is accomplished. I wished to call the 
attention of the Senate to the absurdity of limiting the appropria- 
tion, and then ordering work to be done that exceeds it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I should like to make an inquiry. I 
understand that a House bill is here appropri ting $400 for the 

ublic printing for the residue of the fiscal year. t bill of course 
to * to the Committee on Appropriations. Now, if we pass this 
bill do we put it out of the power of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, if they should think that $400,000 ought to be increased to 

,000; to recommend that increase to the Senate? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Oh, no! of course not. 

Mr. BLAINE. Certainly not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West V: It will be in the power of Congress 
to 3 what sum they think proper. 

BLAINE. This is really embodying in the bill a little monition 
which might have been left to my honorable friend, the chai. to 
state to the Senate. It is lumbering up the statute-books with what 
one ce o Aare appeared in the RD. That is all there is to it. 

. ALLISON. But I think there is a great deal of force in what 
the Senator from Connecticut says. Here is a bill appropriating 
$100,000 for public printing and at the tail of it they say that 
public printing, mapping, lithographing, &c., for this fiscal year shall 
not exceed „000. 

Mr. THURMAN, Read it. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will read the proviso. 

Provided, That the entire sum 9 to 4 the deficiency in the ap- 
r 


CFF inding and r for the * 
ng, including the cost of printing of debates and ee of Congress the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for the Departments, and for lithograp 4 > 


and engraving for the present fiscal year, shall not exceed the sum of 


There is a statutory provision 
Mr. BECK. You have got it wrong. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have read it. 
—.— BECK. Allow ee See 2 
ouse ee an appro ion o 
of the 1 7 sits $ 
Mr, ALLISO 


estion. On last Friday the 
for public printing in fall 


Yes. 
Mr. BECK. And after that bill was passed, believing it would 
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take some time because of the number of other things in it, they 
passed this bill in a few moments, and desiring not to leave room for 
saying that they were passing $500,000, they put in this proviso in 
er to have it understood that the $100,000 was part of the $400,000. 
Mr. BLAINE. My honorable friend from Iowa does not exactly 
state the meaning as he reads the proviso. He says that the amount 
of printing thus described shall not exceed that. It does not say so 
at all; it says that the amount appropriated shall not exceed that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Siende E 

Mr. BLAINE. This merely. binds ei, Soe to onl sppr riate 
$400,000 though they may order a million dollars’ worth of work. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BLAINE. Now, if we do this on the 22d day of March, and on 
the 25th thereof put in another bill of su uent date, what purpose 
in the world is subserved by the proviso? It is of no value as it stands. 
It is of no value. I woul ike it out; but as there is great haste 
to get the $100,000 in order to prevent the Public Printer violating 
the law every da , as he has been doing now for the last fortnight, 
let us take the bill rather than get into a cavil with the House about 
a proviso which at best has no meaning ut all. 

r. ALLISON. I think I shall move to strike out the proviso. 
[*No!” aha a. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is only for delay. 

Mr. ALLISON. I intend to make that motion in order that I may 
be further understood. The Senator from Connecticut makes the 
criticism that this is an implied inhibition upon the Senate when the 
second bill comes up here to increase the appropriation if in our dis- 


cretion and ps Ee we see proper to increase it. 

Mr. DA of West Virginia. my colleague on the committee 
understand that the deficiency bill was passed previous to this bill 
by the House? 


Mr. ALLISON. It bas passed the House, but it has not yet passed 
the Senate. I do not care whether this provision is strack out or re- 
* mains in, except that if it remains there can be no public printing 
without a substantial repeal of it by increasing the appropriation 
hereafter. 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend allow me to call attention to one 
matter? I do not understand this proviso as attempting to prevent 
Congress from making whatever appropriation may be necessary for 
the printing we may hereafter order. It only provides that the amount 
appropriated for the deficiencies and for certain other purposes, shall 
not exceed $400,000. It does not by any means prevent our appro- 
priating just as much as we may please for work we may he 
ord 


er. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that it does. I understand the pro- 
viso to be a limitation upon the total amount that shall be eenn 
for printing during this ‘year. If itis not intended as a limita- 
tion, it has no meaning whatever. The law says that no public print- 
ing shall be done, except as money is appropriated for that purpose. 
Therefore this is intended, if itis intended for anything, to confine 
our printing to the amount limited here, to wit, $400,000. 

Mr. BECK. The whole thing is in a nutshell. The House in a bill 
they passed last Friday, in which there were many other items, some 
of them pretty complicated, as to United States marshals and depu- 
ties, &c., appropriated $400,000 for public printing. They believed 
there were tems of that bill which would cause some discussion in 
the Senate, and it might be delayed, and the Public Printer could 
not afford to wait, and therefore they passed this bill giving $100,000, 
and only desired to say that this is part of the $400,000 they voted in 
the deficiency bill. 

Mr, ALLISON. Now, allow me to ask the Senator if, when that 
bill comes over here—— 

Mr. BECK. It is here and before the committee now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean whenit is considered here. I ask the Sen- 
ator frankly, if he thinks we can fairly, if we pass this bill now, add 
$50,000 to that bill if we believe in our judgment $50,000 more is 
wanted for printing? 

Mr. BECK. Wecanaddamillion. We can say tg ate will give 
no more and we can give double to-morrow. The bill that to- 
morrow repeals tanto the one that passes to-day. The House has 
merely ex a judgment for the time being, and only desired to 
say that this $100, is not in addition to the „000, but is to be a 
part of it. The Senate can reverse its action and so can the House, 
as we all know, at any minute, and so can our committee. we 
desire now is to pass this appropriation of $100,000 so as to allow the 
printing to go on, and we can settle the other questions afterward. 

Mr. LATO . I should like to say only a word to my friend from 
Iowa. I hold in my hand the bill in which $400,000 is appropriated, 
and I desire to say to him and to the Senate that after consulting the 
Public Printer I am informed that he had his conference with the 
House committee, and he agreed that for the sum of $400,000 he had no 
doubt the printing deficiency in the printing bureau would be ali filled 
up. Now, with that fact known to the House committee, it is not to 
my mind at all pewter that they put the proviso oon this appro- 
priation of $100,000, and I think we had better pass the bill as it is, be- 
cause the House committee and the Public Printer agreed upon the 
sum of $400,000 as being sufficient. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Public Printer has no idea of the capacity 
of this body and the other House of Congress for talk. -The gift of 
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continuance is very widely diffused among us. and he does not know 
what amount of printing we may order nor to what limits the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD may swell. This bill seems to me to be in the 
way of the amendment of a bill that is not before us. 

Mr. EATON, I beg to say to my friend that there was taken into 
consideration the voluminous record on Fitz-John Porter. [Laugh- 


ter. 
“ht, THONY. However, I make no objection. I do not care 
a i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa make 
a motion to strike out? 
Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; I do not insist on the motion. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
. WHYTE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two hours and sixteen min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five 
o’clock and fifty-three minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 22, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
The Journal of Friday and Saturday last was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the first business in order is 
the call of States and Territories, inning with the State of Ala- 
bama, for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for printing 
and reference, not to come back upon a motion to reconsider. Under 
this call joint and concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and 
territorial Legislatures may be presented for reference. Resolutions 
calling for rou aan e information are also in order for reference, 
to be repo back within one week. 

J1 Pi ELEVATOR IN COURT-HOUSE, MOBILE, ALABAMA. 

Mr. FORNEY (for Mr. HERNDON) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5259) 
to make an appropriation for the purpose of introdu an elevator 
into the United States court-house and post-office at Mobile, Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. spr to restore the lands 
included in Fort Redding and Fort Crook military reservations, in 
the State of California, to the public domain, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. COWLES. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5261) for the relief of 

William A. Cowles, of New Haven, Connecticut, late an assistant en- 
eer in connection with the survey of the territory of the United 
tates west of the one hundredth meridian by Lieutenant Wheeler; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES W. COOPER. 

Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5262) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles W. Cooper, of Hamden, in the State of Connecticut ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


IRISH EMIGRANTS ON SHIP CONSTELLATION. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5263) providing for 
the free passage of Irish emigrants on the return voyage of the sbi 
Constellation, now about to sail from the United States to Irelan 
with provisions for the relief of the starving peasantry of that island; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REVISION OF TARIFF AND INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5264) providing for 
a commission to revise the laws relating to customs duties and the 
internal revenue of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

à AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5265) to 
revise and amend sections 2503, 2504, and 2505 of title 33 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and 
ordered to be printed. 

W. H. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5266) for the 
relief of W. H. Reynolds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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GEORGE F. BICKNELL. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5267) for 
the relief of F. Bicknell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ILLINOIS RIVER. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5268) 
extending the spas of the Light-House Board over the Illinois 
River, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE L. KEY. 


Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5269) for the relief of 
George L. Key; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF 1812, Ero. 


Mr. BICKNELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5270) extending 
the provisions of “An act amending the laws 5 pensions to 
the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and their widows, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 9, 1878; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RAILROAD LAND GRANT TO IOWA. 


Mr. WEAVER presented a memorial and joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Iowa, relative to securing to that State 
the patents for certain lands granted to said State to aid in the con- 
struction of a certain railroad; which was réferred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask that this resolution be read at the Clerk’s 
desk and 3 in the Rx CORD. 

The SP R. The Chair cannot submit at this time the request 
for printing in the RECORD. It will have to be made later in the day. 

AARON DOTY. 


Mr. DEERING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5271) for the relief of 
Aaron Doty, of Clarksville, Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CURRENCY UNDER NATIONAL-BANK ACT. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5272) to amend the national- 
bank act in reference to distribution of currency; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
renoy, and ordered to be printed. ; 91 

WILLIAM H. FERRIN. : 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5273) for the relief of 
William H. Ferrin, late first lieutenant oe oe D, Thirty-ninth Reg- 
iment Illinois Volunteers; which was a first and second time, 
baie to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
= HENRY J. GRAVES. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5274) for the 
relief of Henry J. Graves, late private 88 ch gpa Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry; which was read a t an 5 ime, 
oe to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
5 DARIUS M. SEAMAN. 

Mr. CARPENTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5275) ting a pen- 
sion to Darius M. Seaman, of Ontario, Storey County, State of Iowa; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOWS AND MINOR CHILDREN OF DEAD PENSIONERS. 

Mr. CARPENTER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5276) to provide 
for the payment of pensions to their widows and minor children upon 
the death of pensioners totally disabled from wounds received in the 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


STARR & HOWE. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5277) for the relief of 
Starr & Howe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

YOST HARBAUGH. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER (by request) introduced a bill (H, R. No. 
5278) for the relief of Yost baugh; which was read a first and sec- 
ond ame; referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

NAVY-YARD, ALGIERS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5279) to establish a navy- 
yard and depot of supplies on the Mississippi River at Algiers, or at 
some point between Algiers and Port Eads; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, NEW ORLEANS, 

Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5280) to establish a 
marine hospital at or near New Orleans, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCTION OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5281) to reduce the 
tax on distilled spirits to fifty centson each proof-gallon; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ABOLITION OF TAX ON TOBACCO. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5282) to abolish the 
tax on tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF TAX ON BANK CHECKS, ETO. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5283) to abolish the tax 
on bank checks, bank deposits, and on matches, and for other p H 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the en e e 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

RECORDS OF LAND OFFICE AT NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5284) to provide for the res- 
toration of the records of the land office at New Orleans, iana; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN G. WALKER. 


Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5285) for the relief of 
John G. Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF FLOODS, LOWER MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. KING also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 247) relative 
to the prevention of floods in the Lower Mississippi Valley ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Subsequently, on motion of Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, the 
a resolution was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, It is as 

Ows: 
Joint resolution relative to the eee of floods in the Lower Mississippi 
ey. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of ntatives of the United States of America 
assembled, That in view of the im: . — destructive floods in the 

n bee threatening immediate ter, and destruction to the 
ani cultural interests and welfare of hundreds of thousands of 


commercial 

citizens and of of rty, the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and ted to d, out of any money in the 5 otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $1,000,000, or as much thereof as he may expedient, 


to prevent said destructive fi of the Mississippi River. 
PHEBE A. DENSMORE. 

Mr. LINDSEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5286) granting a 3 
to Phebe A. Densmore; which was read a first and second „re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. MURCH (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5287) to incor- 
porate the Washington and Great Falls way Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT FORT BAR, PATAPSCO RIVER. 
Mr. HENKLE presented joint resolutions of the General Assembly 
land, ng for the erection of a light-house on Fort Bar in 
the Patapsco River; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA STOCK-YARD, ABATTOIR, ETC., COMPANY, 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5288) to in rate the 
District of Columbia Stock-Yard, Abattoir, and Rendering Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-BELL ON BLOODY POINT SHOALS. 

Mr. TALBOTT also presented a joint resolution of the turo 
of the State of Maryland, petitioning Congress to erect a light-house 
and fog-bell on Bloody Point Shoals, Chesapeake Bay; which was 
refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

DREDGING OF CHESTER RIVER, MARYLAND. 

Mr. TALBOTT also presented a P resolution of the Maryland 
Legalas; asking for an approp tion for dredging Chester River, 
in the State of Maryland; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. CLAFLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5289) to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented resolutions adopted by the Legislature 
of Massachusetts, relating to the jurisdiction of the courts ofthe 
United States over municipal corporations; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5290) 
to increase pensions in certain cases; which was reada first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered. 
to be printed. 
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SCHOONER M. C. CAMERON. 


Mr. HORR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5291) to permit the zeis 
tration of the schooner M. C. Cameron as an American vessel; h 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH LYON. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5292) granting a pen- 
sion to Branch Lyon, late private of Company C, Twelfth t 
Massachusetts Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
zord to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
4 SHIP ISLAND, RIPLEY AND KENTUCKY RAILROAD. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5293) granting public lands 
in alternate sections to the State of Mississippi to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Ship Island, Ripley and Kentucky Railroad; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 5294) regulating rates of 
postage on second-class mail matter at letter-carrier offices; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI VALLEY AND SHIP ISLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5295) to aid the Mis- 
sissippi Valley and Ship Island Railroad Company to construct a line 
of in the State of Mississippi; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

ALVIN A. AYERS. 


Mr. PHILIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5296) for the relief of 
Alvin A. Ayers, of Polk County, Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DUTY ON OPIUM, MORPHIA, ETC. 

Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5297) to increase the duty 
on opium; morphia and its salts, and on opium prepared for smoking, 
and rovide an internal-revenue tax on opium prepared within the 
United States for smoking; which was pat pa Pig second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EZRA STRAW. 

Mr. FARR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5298) granting a pension to 
Ezra Straw, of Elisworth Graston County, New Hampshire ; which 
was read a dirst and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LISETTA W. SPAULDING. 


Mr. FARR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5299) granting a ge 
sion to Lisetta W. Spaulding; which was read a first and second time, 
si to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
n 

a ELECTRA A. EGBERT. 

Mr. BLAKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5300) granting a pension 
to Electra A. Egbert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH HEARSEY. 


Mr. BLAKE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5301) granting a pen- 
‘sion to Elizabeth Hearsey ; which was read a first and second 5 
cram to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. BLAKE also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of New Jersey, in relation tothe soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the Mexican war; which was referred to the Co ttee on Pen- 
sions. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. CHITTENDEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5302) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to increase pensions in certain cases,” approved 
June 18, 1874; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN COWAN. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5303) 
ting a pension to John Cowan, chaplain Sixth New York Heavy 
ery; which was read a first apd second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SLOOP-YACHT AMERICA. 

Mr. O'REILLY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5304) authorizing the 
changing of the name of the sloop-yacht America; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HELEN S. MEADER, 

Mr. O’REILLY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5305) for the relief 
of Helen S. Meader; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUIS HINN. 


I, 
; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JACOB A. CONOVER. 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5307) for the relief of 
Jacob A. Conover; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISE MITCHELL, 


Mr. McCOOK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5308) es a pen- 
sion to Louise Mitchell, daughter of jor-General O. M. Mitchell; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PROCEEDS OF MINERAL LANDS. 
Mr. SCALES introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 248) in regard 
to the sale of mineral lands and 9 of the — $e 
mes payment of the public debt; which was read a first time by its 


Mr. SCALES. I ask that the joint resolution be read in full. 
The joint resolution was read the second time in full, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLEGED FRAUDS IN INDIAN SERVICE. 


Mr. SCALES also submitted the following resolution ; which was 
referred to the Commi on Indian Affairs : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be instructed to report to this House 
pedir agin mre TTT 
E the service at the agen- 

or elsewhere in said service, the places where committed, and how many, if 
any, have been removed or otherwise punished for such offenses. 
WALTER D. PLOWDEN. 


Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5309) 
granting a ion to Walter D. Plowden; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SALARY OF PRESIDENT OF UNITED STATES. 


Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5310) fixing the sal- 
ary of the President of the United States; which was read a first 
time by its title. . 

Mr. ATHERTON. Let the bill be read in full. 

The bill was read the second time in full. 

Mr. ATHERTON. Lask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Public Ex tures. 

The SP. The appropriation for the President’s salary is 
made in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
which is bg by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. I think the bill should go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

e SPEAKER. The Committee on Appropriations would seem 
to be the more ee ET committee. 
if Mr. CONGER. this changes the law in regard to appropria- 
ions. 

The SPEAKER. It reduces the salary. The Chair thinks it has 
no place with the Committee on Ways and Means. The gentleman 
from Ohio asks that the bill be referred to the Committee on Public 


8 3 
r. ATKINS. It seems to me the proper reference would be to the 


Committee on Appropriations. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the Chair thinks the bill should 


to the Committee on A priations. But the Chair recognizes 

tleman from Ohio È , ATHERTON] to move whatever refer- 

ence he desires, and that gentleman moves that it be referred to the 

Committee on Public Expenditures. If there be no objection, it will 
be so referred. 

Mr. ROBESON. I understand the ruling of the Chair to be that 

the bill goes to the Committee on Public Expenditures by unanimous 


consent. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman introducing the bill has the super- 
scription on the bill “ to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws.” 


But the Chair understood the gentleman to intimate from his place 
that he desired the reference to be to the Committee on Public Ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. ATHERTON. After considering the matter, I thought that 
was a more appropriate reference. 

The SPE R. And if there be no objection it will be so referred. 

Mr. ROBESON. By unanimous consent. : 

The SPEAKER. By action of the House, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. It can be referred in that way by unanimous con- 
sent notwithstanding the rule. li 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Public Expenditures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL ROOMS IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 

Mr. ATHERTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5311) providin 
for additional rooms in the Post-Office +; NAE WA AA 
a first and second referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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MASON CITY SALT COMPANY, 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5312) for the relief 
of the Mason City Salt Company; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LOUIS COPP. + 

Mr. MCMAHON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5313) for the relief of 
Louis Copp; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER GRUB. 

Mr. FINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5314) for the relief of the 
heirs of Peter Grub; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. W. NICHOLS. 


Mr. FINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5315) granting a pen- 
sion to W. H. W. Nichols; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JOHN KATON. 

Mr. HURD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5316) granting a pension to 
John Katon, of Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

O. C. LEWIS. 

Mr. HURD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5317) for the relief of 
C. C. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH B. FRANKLIN. ‘ 

Mr. DICKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5318) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sarah B. Franklin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER BLAIR. 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5319) granting a pen- 
sion to Christopher Blair, of Clermont County, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

SIMON B. ELLIS. 255 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5320) for the relief 
of Simon B. Ellis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CAHILL, 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5321) granting a pen- 
sion to the heirs of John Cahill, minors at the date of his death; 
which was read a first and second. time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL V. B. STRIDER. 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5322) for the relief 
of Samuel V. B. Strider, of Chillicothe, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M’DONOUGH. 


Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5323) e 
sion to William McDonough, of Clermont County, Ohio ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES CLINE. 
Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. r pen- 
sion to Charles Cline, of Clinton County, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER, OREGON. 


Mr. WHITEAKER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5325) authorizing 
the construction of a cag across the Willamette River, between 
the city of Portland and the city of East Portland, in Multnomah 
County, State of n; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Co ttee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES K. STURTEVANT. 
Mr. WHITEAKER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5326) aie 


a pension to James K. Sturtevant ; which was read a first and secon: 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTY ON QUININE. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5327) to impose a duty of 
10 per cent. on sulphate of quinine ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN C. GEYER. 

Mr. WRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5328) for the relief of 
John C. Geyer, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second. time, referred to the Committee on War 


Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIJAH JOHNSON. 
Mr. WRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5329) granting a 


pension to Elijah Johnson, of Pennsylvania; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, 

MRS. RACHEL T. ABBOTT. 

Mr. WRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5330) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Rachel T. Abbott, of Pennsylvania; whieh was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI ARNOLD. 


Mr. WRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5331) granting a 
pension to Levi Arnold; which was read a first and second time, 
a to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
p 

JOHN M’DONALD. 

Mr. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5332) granting an increase 
of pension to John McDonald; which was read a first and second 
time, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DELAWARE AND SCHUYLKILL RIVERS—LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5333) to utilize the dredg- 
ing of the Delaware and Schuylkill Rivers and the improvement of 
League Island navy-yard, Philadelphia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY STEINMAN. 

Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5334) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Steinman; which was read a first and second e, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


PATRICK O’DONNEL. 


Mr. O’CONNOR introduced a bill (H. R, No. 5335) for the relief of 
Patrick O’Donnel, of Charleston, South Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims,and ordered 
to be printed. 

COAST LINE NAVIGATION, CAPE FEAR TO GULF OF MEXICO. 


Mr. O’CONNOR also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 249) 
relating to the establishment of an inland coast line of ship naviga- 
tion, continuing from Cape Fear River to the Saint John’s River and 
the Gulf of Mexico, and authorizing surveys and estimates of the cost 
of ore hn thenatural water-courses for the extension of such a line ; 
which was read a first and second — first reading being in 
full on request of Mr. O'CONNOR, ) refe: to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMODORE DONALD M’NEILL FAIRFAX, 


Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5336) for the relief 
of Commodore Donald McNeill Fairfax, of the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5337) to amend section 
4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. BRITT. 


Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5338) granting a pen- 
sion to James M. Britt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
eA, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
N MARY CATHERINE TRUSLER. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. pd! granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Catherine Trusler; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILEY GARDNER. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5340) granting a pen- 
sion to Wiley Gardner; which was read a first and Soon thine, se 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WILLIAMS. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5341) to restore to 
the ion-roll William Williams; which was read a first and sec- 
ond referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

B. F. YEAGER. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5342) ting a pen- 
sion to B. F. Yeager; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GARLAND. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5343) to remove the 
ee desertion against John Garland from the record in the Adju- 
tant-General’s Office ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID N. MORTON, 
Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5344) to remove the 
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harge of desertion inst David N. Morton from the record in the 

‘Adjutant-General’s ce; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PLEASANT W. FORTNER. 
. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5345) to remove the 
c = of desertion nst Pleasant W. Fortner from the record in 
the jutant-General’s Office; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ALVIN TAYLOR. 


. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5346) to remove the 
e bee lesion against Alvin Ta br from the record in the Adju- 
tant-General’s Office; which was a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS TAYLOR. 


Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5347) to remove the 

of desertion inst Nicholas Taylor from the record in the 

Gajtent-Gencrals Office; which was read a first and second time, 

erred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETER WOLFENBORGER. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5348) to remove the 

; of desertion against Peter Wolfenborger from the record in 

the Adjutant-General’s Office; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MICHAEL ELLIOTT. 

. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5349) to remove the 

5 of desertion inst Michael Allet from the record in the 

jutant-General’s Office; which was read a first and second time, 

erred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GENERAL A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5350) to remove the 

of desertion from the record against General A. Taylor; which 

was read a first and second time, to the Committee on Mili- 

tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
FRANK WHITE. 


Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5351) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Frank White from the record in the Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES Q. ANDERSON. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5352) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record against James Q. Anderson ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MARKLAND, 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5353) to remove the 
charge of desertion against James Markland from the records in the 
Adjutant-General’s Office ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. POLLY W. COTTON. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5354) for the relief of Mrs. 
Polly W. Cotton, of Scott County, Tennessee ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. FRENCH. 


Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5355) for the relief of John 
C. French; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. DICKEY. 

Mr. TYLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5356) eens ss 
to James A. Dickey, late of Company I, Third Regiment Vermont 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB WEAVER, 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5357) for the relief of 
Jacob Weaver, of the county of Floyd, State of Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, ref to the Committee on War i 
aud ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY WEAVER. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5358) for the relief 
of Mrs. Mary Weaver, of the county of Floyd, State of Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF PATENTS. 

Mr. HUMPHREY presented memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, for p: of law regulating sale of patents; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

FRAUDULENT SALES OF PATENT-RIGHTS. 


Mr. BOUCK presented memorial of the Legislature of the State of 


Wisconsin, for the of a law preventing fraud in the sale of 
patent-rights ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 
APPROPRIATION FOR THE HARBOR AT MANITOWOC. 

Mr. BOUCK also presented memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, for an a mc gor an for the harbor at Manitowoc, Wis- 
consin; which was refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

CHARLES A. LUKE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5359) for the relief of 
Charles A. Luke, of Arizona ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. OTERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5360) to establish an assay 
office in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

5 FRANKLIN BENEDICT. 

Mr. OTERO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5361 grantin, - 
sion to Franklin Benedict, an employé in the Quartermasters Depart. 
ment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM E. FRALEY. 

Mr. OTERO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5362) granting a pen- 
sion to Hiram E. Fraley ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: PENITENTIARY IN WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Mr. DOWNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5363) to provide for the 

completion of the penitentiary in ara: Territory; which was 

a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

tions, and ordered to be printed. 
RECLAMATION OF DESERT LANDS. 

Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5364) to authorize 
the assignee to make final proof of the reclamation of desert lands; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

é ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories for the intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions for reference and printing has 
now been concluded. The Chair will recognize gentlemen who were 
not in their seats when their States were called for the introduction 
of bills for reference. 

WILLIAM MUMFORD. 

Mr. FORSYTHE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5365 ting a pen- 
sion to William Mumford, late a private Com me One Bl 
and twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer fantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE ARNOLD. 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5366) granti 
sion to George Arnold; which was read a first and second 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
printed. 


a pen- 
me, re- 
and ordered to be 


LOCATING PUBLIC LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. DEERING presented the memorial and joint resolution of the 
General Assembly of the State of Iowa, relative to locating lands by 
the several counties of the State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


CHANNEL BETWEEN LAKES SUPERIOR AND HURON. 

Mr. VAN AERNAM een a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of New York, in relation to the early completion of the 
improvement of the channel between Lakes Superior and Huron, and 
urging an appropriation therefor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

EDWIN T. PARKER. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5367 
sion to Edwin T. Parker, Company E, Second New 
teers; which was read a first and second time, refe 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN B. STONE. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5368) granting a pension 
to John B. Stone, late a private in Company D, First Regiment Mich- 
igan Engineers and Mechanics Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


nting a - 
5 
to the Com- 


CHESTER F. HART. 
Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5369) ting a pen- 
sion to Chester F. Hart, Company E, First Regiment Illinois Infantry; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM GRISWOLD, 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5370) granting a pension 
to William Griswold under laws granting pensions to soldiers of the 
war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ENOCH JACOBS. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5371) for the 
relief of Enoch Jacobs, of Mount Airy, Hamilton County, Ohio ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF OCONTO RIVER, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. POUND presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, for an appropriation to restore the Oconto River, from the 
2 of Oconto to its mouth, to a navigable condition, to strengthen 
and shorten its channel and protect its mouth; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

IMPROVEMENT OF WOLF RIVER, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. POUND also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, for an appropriation to reopen the channel of Wolf River in 
Northern Wisconsin ; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

JAMES M’DONALD. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5372) granting a 
pension to James McDonald; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
A. A. THOMAS. 

Mr. RYAN, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5373) for 
the relief of A. A. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, 
zetora to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rin 
. DAY INSPECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. O’NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5374) fixing the compen- 
sation of day inspectors of the customs at $4 per day; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. ; 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 250) requesting 
the President to notify the government of Great Britain of the abro- 

ree of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty ; which was read a first time by 
ts title. 2 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask that the joint resolution be read in full. 

The joint resolution was read the second time in full. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. ! 

Mr. CONGER. I think the resolution should go to the Committee 
on the Interoceanic Canal. It has reference to the matters com- 
mitted to that committee. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not understand the Select Committee on the In- 
teroceanic Canal has us all the functions of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee. This is a joint resolution requesting the President to 
notify a foreign power of the abrogation of a treaty. The building 
of the interoceanic canal is a question subsidiary and secondary to 
that matter and merely incident to it. This is a matter for the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. It is a question for the House to determine. The 
gentleman from Louisiana moves that the joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The gentleman from Michigan 
moves, in amendment, that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Interoceanic Ship-Canal. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the joint resolution be again read. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Michigan, to refer this joint resolution to the Committee 
on the Interoceanic Rue Canal. 

Mr. GARFIELD. o makes that proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER. ] 

Mr. CONGER. That committee is now considering the whole sub- 
ject, and this joint resolution should be referred to it. 

Mr. KING. I think the resolution should properly go to the Com- 
mittee on the Interoceanic Canal. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, but the Chair has allowed 


one gentleman on each side to be heard. It is a question for the | C 


House to determine. 

The question being put on Mr. Coxonn's amendment, there were 
ayes 72, noes 74. 

Mr. CONGER and Mr. KING called for tellers. 

5 were ordered; and Mr. ConGER and Mr. ELLIS were ap- 

inted. 

P The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 84, noes 71. 

So the amendment was to; and the joint resolution was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT ON ECLIPSE COTTON-GIN. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5375) to pro- 
vide for the extension of letters-patent for an improvement upon the 
Eclipse cotton-gin; which was read a first time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION AS TO INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 251) requesting the President to call an international conven- 
tion of representatives from this Government and the republics of 


South America to take into consideration the policy or expediency of 
an interoceanic shi ; which was read a first time by its title. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I desire that the resolution may be read 
in full, in order that the question of its proper reference may be in- 
telligently determined, either by the Speaker or the House. 
The joint resolution was read in full the second time, as follows: 


TTT of the United States, 
F POA eee 
of national interest and j ction likely to grow out of the construction of a 
water-way across the Isthmus which connects the continents are of 

are 


30 us a character as to outweigh any advantages which likely 
to t from such connection, ther to the republics of North and South America 
or the nations of E and that no interest of 


the Peeni of the United States 
to discour- 
b our peaceful relations with other 

with so much to our future safety and well-being. 
Resolved, ident of the nested, through our 
diplomatic agents, to conferwith the governments of our sister republics of South 


to el; 
th European powers, and that he be authorized to call an inter- 
national convention of represen repu! 
of South America to take into consideration the policy and measures which should 
be adopted for mutual safety and t any political infiuence which 
governments of Europe may in any manner attempt to exercise in the affairs 
of American governments. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. In view of the character of the resolu- 
tion on this subject already 770 setae to the House by the Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals, I think it proper for this one to be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The resolution in respect to a 

roposed interoceanic canal heretofore reported by the gentleman 
m Louisiana [Mr. KING] states a conclusion antagonistic to the 
spirit of the resolution which I offer, and it is hardly probable that 
committee from which that resolution was repo will adopt 
one of a different character. I therefore think it better that we sho 
para , ae views of another committee upon the important question 
involved. 

The SPEAKER. It is a question for the House to determine. 

Mr. CONGER. I will move that the joint resolution be referred 
to the select Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal. 

Mr. KING. Lask that the joint resolution be again read. 

The joint resolution was again read. 

Mr. KING. I move that the joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has already made 
that motion. 

Mr. KING. It relates to precisely the same question as the joint 
resolution voted on a moment ago. 

Mr. ROBESON rose. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The Chair, however, will 
hear the gentleman if there be no objection. 

Mr. ROBESON. It is a question of order I wish to present. I desire 
to know if this resolution is referred to the Committee on the Intere 
oceanic Canal, whether it is done under Rule XI or not? 

The SPEAKER. It will be done by the vote of the House. 

Mr. ROBESON. Or whether this is a motion to suspend Rule XI? 
I find in that rule this proposition : that all subjects relating to the 
relations of the United States with foreign nations shall be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. that rule govern this 
House or does it not? And if it is a rule, can it be suspended without 
a two-thirds vote? Here is a proposition Which to the whole 
relations of our Government, not only with South America but with 
all Euro governments; a proposition which looks to our govern- 
mental influence all over the world. It includes not only our rela- 
tions in re to this canal across the Isthmus, but it relates to the 
attitude we are to stand in along with all the other nations on the 
American continent toward the monarchical governments of Europe. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
New Jersey that limited debate only is admissible. 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire to present the question of order which I 
have stated. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I ask for the reading of the order of 
the House appointing this Select Committee on the Interoceanic Ship- 


The SPEAKER. The order of the House has been sent for. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I would like to call the attention of the 
gentleman from New Jersey to the distinction between this case and 
the case he refers to under the rule. As I understand, this proposi- 
tion involves not only a question relating to our foreign affairs, but 
also in addition a question relating to a subject which has been re- 
ferred to a select committee. That branch of our foreign affairs which 
relates to this canal has been referred to a special committee. It is 
a question therefore for the House to decide to which committee this 
joint resolution shall be referred. The rule which the gentleman from 

ew Jersey refers to relates to a question which is not susceptible of 
division ; to a case where there can be no doubt, as in the case of a 
tariff proposition, where it should go under the rule. 

In regard to a question of this character, which combines two ele- 
ments, not only the one relating to foreign affairs but one which is 
a subject within the jurisdiction of a select committee, in my judg- 
ment it is a question for the House to determine. 

The SPE R. The Chair has already sent for the resolution of 
the House creating the special committee. It will be here in a mo- 
ment, and will then be read for the information of the House. 


— : rr. 
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Mr. KENNA. While the Chair is waiting for that order I would 
like to submit one observation in connection with the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBESON.) As Iun- 
derstand it the rules of the House which prescribe the manner in 
which subjects shall be referred to committees has always been con- 
strued to prescribe the manner in which the Speaker, acting in a mere 
ministerial capacity, shall make such reference without the formal 
action of the House. Ido not understand that any rule has been 
adopted which would prevent the majority of the House making such 
reference as the ority might desire. 

Mr. ROBESON. On the point of order 

Mr. SINGLETON, of is. I believe I have the floor; I am 
waiting merely to hear the order read which authorizes the creation 


of e committee. 
Mr. GAN. While we are waiting for that order, I would like 
to ask to have read again the joint ution introduced. 
The joint resolution was again read. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will now be read authorizing the 
appointment of the select committee. 
e Clerk read as follows : 


Mr. Kin, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolution; which was 


read, considered, and agreed to: 

‘Resolved by the House of Representatives, That a select committee of eleven mem- 
bers be hereby appointed, whose duty it shall be to examine into the subject of the 
selection of a suitable route for the construction of an interoceanic shi 
across the American Isthmus ; that all tions, memorials, resolutions, bills, and 
reports on such canal or other mode of facilitating communication between the 
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, be referred to this committee, and that they have 
authority to report to this House, at any time, such resolution as may be best 
adapted to secure such communication between said oceans.” 


Mr. ROBESON. There are two things which I wish to avoid this 
morning. The first is the reference to a wrong committee, in viola- 
tion of the rule and of most evident propriety, of a proposition which 
properly belongs to the Committee on Foreign irs. The second 
is, the bringing up for decision this question of order, which I under- 
stand is now under discussion in the Committee on Rules, before it 
comes properly before the House for consideration and discussion. And 
as it will 9 from the reading of the joint resolution now 
introduced, that it embraces two resolutions, the first of which re- 
fers directly to the subject of an interoceanic canal, if I comprehend 
it correctly from the reading; and a second which calls upon the 
President to have a conference of the American States and govern- 
ments to determine our general policy toward the governments of 


uro 

hs ous resolution may, by a strained construction of the order 
authorizing the appointment of the select commi be sent to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canal. The other beyond question and 
controversy belongs to the Committee on 3 Affairs. I there- 
fore move to divide the resolutions, and to refer the first to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canal and the second to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs under the rule which would take it there under its 
character. 

The SPEAKER. Even adopting the construction which the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] seeks to place on the rule 
the Chair thinks it is perfectly competent for the House to refer this 
joint resolution to the Committee on an Interoceanic Canal. The res- 
olution authorizing the appointment of that committee was intro- 
duced by unanimous consent; the rules were practically suspended 
at the time the resolution was adopted. The resolution provided 
that all bills, joint resolutions, and memorials relating to the subject of 
an interoceanic canal should be referred to the Select, Committee on an 
Interoceanic Canal. The Chair therefore thinks that even under the 
construction stated by the gentleman from New Jersey it is compe- 
tent for the House to refer this joint resolution to the Select Com- 
mittee on an Interoceanic Canal in preference to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, all rules which might interfere having been practi- 

yS when that select committee was authorized. 

In the decision of the point of order the Chair is not necessitated 
to decide whether Rule XI is or is not, as a general proposition, sus- 
pended by permitting the House to express its views in regard tothe 
reference of matters which from time to time may come before the 
House. Whenever that question shall come up directly, the Chair 
will be prepared to decide, and the Chair thinks the decision will be 
in the direction of allowing the House to control, the reference of 
matters which it is called upon to consider to such committees as the 
majority may see fit. Any exercise by the Chair of the power to refer 
a subject to a particular committee, in violation of or in opposition 
to the wish of the majority of the House, would, as the Chair has 
heretofore said, be a tyrannical exercise of power. 

Mr. ROBESON. Whenever that question comes up we will be ready 
to discuss it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided the question although 
he has expressed his views what would be proper under such circum- 


stances. 

Mr. ROBESON. But I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
this proposition. The e weap: pet to the select committee on 
an interoceanic canal has been ; under that resolution the com- 
mittee was constituted solely for the purpose of considering subjects 
relating to the selection of a proper route for an interoceanic canal 
across the Isthmus and nothing else. It has no power in reference 
to international relations and complications which might arise out of 


the attitude of our Government toward other governments; no rela- 
tion to the re or modification of treaties; no relation to our atti- 


tude toward Europe and the monarchies of the Old World; no rela- 
tion to our allied position with other republics, or to our independent 
pomon as the dominant and eee government of this con- 
en 
The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman 
Mr. ROBESON. Yes, sir. I direct the attention of the Chair dis- 
tinctly to the point that the resolution under which the committee 
on the subject of the interoceanic canal was organized refers only to 


g to a point of order? 


subjects relating to the selection of a proper route for that canal. 
The charter of their power as a select committee has this extent, no 
more, and every general term in the reference of subjects to them is 
restrained by this limitation. 


Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, Mr. Speaker, as there has 
some discussion upon the question of reference, perhaps the 
will hear me for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. As discussion has been had upon the other side, 
the gentleman from Tennessee will be heard. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I desire to say but a few words, and 
will detain the House only a moment. I shall have no objection, so 
far as I am concerned, to referring this resolution to the ommittee 
on Interoceanic Canals, for I wish to have no contest with my friend 
from Louisiana, [Mr. KINd, I but that committee has agreed 
upon a resolution very widely different from this one, the tone and 
spirit of which I cannot indorse, because, in my judgment, itis likely 
to lead to serious trouble. 

It seems to me that we are hurrying with inconsiderate haste to a 
position fraught with danger, and from which in the end we may be 
compelled torecede. Ju g from the tone of the President’s recent 
message on this subject and that of the resolution reported by the 
gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. KINd, ] we are about to declare war 

inst the whole world, and if this declaration is to be made, I would 
prefer that the question should be considered by that committee of 
the House most properly chargeable with so graveaduty. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, it occurs to me, is the pro one to deal 
with the question. Besides this, the resolution which I introduce not 
only has reference to a canal across the Isthmus but to the shaping of 
an American policy toward European powers, and when we 3 
so important a matter as this I think we should do so carefully and 
cautiously, and invite to our aid and co-operation all of our sister 
re who are equally interested with usin this question. I there- 
fore prefer that the resolution be referred to the Committee on For- 


W esi 
KING. T am a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
as well as of the select committee on the interoceanic peN 5 There 
is no war about this matter. We are only looking to the protection 
of our national rights and interests. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains the amendment to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move the reference of the resolution to the 


Committee on Forei 
That is the motion of the gentleman introdu 


been 


The SPEAKER. ang 
the resolution. The gentleman from ag gs. oy far. ConGER] 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Kine] (the Chair recognizes the 
latter gentleman as making the motion, because he is chairman of the 
Committee on the Interoceanic Canal) desire the reference of the res- 
olution to that committee. This p: ition comes in as an amend- 
ment. If the House desires to send the subject to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs it will reach that end by voting down the motion of 
the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. KING. ] 

n Will the Chair allow me one word on the point of 
er 

TheSPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. This resolution refers only to the bility of a 
canal being constructed through some one of the Sou can rp- 
publics, on their territory. Inasmuch as the question of location would 
go to the Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-C it seems to me 
1 roper that the House should first have the recommenda- 
tion of committee on this point. Routes which are not at all 
embraced within the territory of any South American republic are 

ing considered before that committee, and will be considered by 
the House. If the determination should be one way this resolution 
would have no possible effect upon the action of the House (if it should 
follow the committee) in reference to a canal across other 
territory. Let that question be first settled; and then this may be a 
p matter to be sent to the Committee on Fo Affairs. 

. ROBESON. Thesecond portion of this resolution does not refer 
to oon ana at all; it refers to our relations with foreign governments 
nerally. 
E The SPEAKER. The question of reference is for the House to de- 
termine. The Chair rules that the amendment is in order. 

Mr. ROBESON. Let me ask one question of order, In disposing 
of this matter, is not the House governed by the rule that the ques- 
tion of reference to a * committee shall be put before the ref- 
erence to a select committee 

The SPEAKER. That is the order prescribed in the second clause 
of Rule XIII, to which the Chair will of course conform, his atten- 
3 . — thereto and demand made for such preference under 
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Mr. ROBESON. The question will then be put first on the motion 
to refer to the Committee on Foreign Affairs ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. i 

The question being put, it was decided in the affirmative—ayes 
118, noes 30. 

So the joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A messiuge from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had approved 
and signed bills of the following titles: ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3258) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Secretary of War to employ additional clerks for this fiscal 
year to expedite the settlement of pension applications, and for other 
purposes; and 7 : 

An act (H. R. No. 3968) for the relief of certain actual settlers on 
the Kansas trust and diminished-reserve lands in the State of Kansas. 
ATLANTA, GEORGIA, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 5376) to constitute Atlanta, in the State of Georgia, a 
port of delivery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

INMATES OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5377) for the protection 
of the inmates of National Soldiers’ Homes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF PORT WASHINGTON HARBOR. 


Mr. DEUSTER also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, for the more adequate improvement of Port Wash- 
ington Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

CHARLES DRUCE. 

Mr. BARBER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5378) granting a discharge to Charles Druce and removing the charge 
of desertion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COLLECTION OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 5379) to amend the laws relating to the collection of reye- 
nue from customs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

INTEROCEANIC SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. KING. I move the reconsideration of the vote by which the 
joint resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YouNG] was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. A select committee 
has been constituted to take into consideration the subject of an in- 
teroceanic ship-canal—— 

The SPEAKER. That question is no longer before the House. 

Mr. KING. But there was no reconsideration of the vote upon the 
reference. 

The SPEAKER. The pay of the rules provides that bills and 
resolutions introduced under this call shall not come back upon a 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Besides, the gentleman did not vote with the 


rae mag 
Mr. G. I move to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. ROBESON. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not entertain the motion to re- 
consider. He thinks that bills and resolutions introduced under this 
call cannot come back upon a motion to reconsider, and should not 
be 1 01 to a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ROBESON. That is the provision of the rule. 

The SPEAKER, This joint resolution has been dis of, and to 
entertain now a motion to reconsider would be in violation of the 
spirit of the rules, which the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Clause 2, Rule XVIII. No bill, peti memorial, or resolution referred to a 
committee, or reported therefrom for printing and recommitment, shall be brought 


back into the House on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. KING. This does not embrace that class of subjects. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider, if carried, would bring 
the joint resolution back into the House. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask whether the action of the House 
is complete until the motion to reconsider is made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there would be no end to the 
proceedings of Monday if a member were allowed to move to recon- 
sider any or every vote of reference of a bill to a committee. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. That was for the Committee on Rules 
to consider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the rule bears the construction 
he gives to it. The same vote which referred the bill would lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table, and it would be an unnecessary 


proceeding. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. If the motion had been made by the 


mover to reconsider and lay upon the table would the Chair have 
entertained it? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair would noton Monday under the call 
of States for bills for reference, the House having expressed its de- 
cision ee majority vote. 

Mr. G. But no quorum voted. 

Moto To allow motions to reconsider might oceupy all 
the day. 

Mr. KING. I do not think the power of the House is exhausted. 
I wish to call the attention of the Chair to the fact there was not a 
quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. The question of a quorum is made too late, The 
Chair does not think it is a fair construction of the rules existing now 
that a gentleman can move on Monday when a bill is introduced for 
reference to enter a motion to reconsider, because on a motion to re- 
consider he might have an hours debate, if the original motion of 
reference was debatable, and that would soon exhaust the whole of 
Monday with a few bills. Monday has been set apart for the intro- 
duction of bills and joint resolutions for reference. The decision of 
the Chair is in exact accordance with the old rule and the practice 
under it. 

INTEROCEANIC SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. BAYNE. I submit the following resolution, and move its ref- 
erence to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of 
America in Congress assembled, That the 


of constructing an interoceanic canal at 82 Nicaragua, or some other suita- 
ble point in the American Isthmus, with eee capital 


an 
FFC wile 
it jealous) and in i -maki 
power as entirely adequate 2 these ends until some failure shows the con- 
trary. 

Resolved, That if, in the opinion of the President, it be to take any 
steps to thoroughly assure and protect the rights and interests of the United States 
in relation to the proposed canal, he is requested to negotiate such treaties as will 
effect this purpose. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 252) was read a first and second 

A 


e. 

Mr. KING. I move to refer that to the Committee on the Inter- 
oceanic Canal. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is to refer to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, a standing committee 
of the House. 

Mr. KING. I raise again the question that this should go to the 
Committee on the Interoceanic Canal. That committee was author- 
ized to discuss and examine into the subject of the selection of a suit- 
able route for the construction of an interoceanic ship-canal across 
the Isthmus. Now, sir, in the discussion of the subject how can you 
divide the proposition to build such a canal through foreign terri- 
tory from the proposition to consider the international relations grow- 
ing out of that question? This is a project for the construction of a 
work through a foreign State, through foreign territory; and when 
this House authorized this committee to be created it was aware of 
that fact and voted the whole subject should go to that committee 
for consideration. Now, gentlemen have proposed here resolutions 
mixed in their character, so that the at Spt to build the canal 
and the foreign relations which will be developed thereby come under 
the same resolution. How can you divide them? Itis perfectly clear 
the entire subject belongs to the Committee on the Interoceanic Canal. 
The House has repeatedly so ruled; and I now move the reference of 
this pending proposition to that committee. ö 

The SPEAKER. The vote will first be taken on the reference to 
the standing committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. I should like to say one word in reply to the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Louisiana. The resolution authorizing 
the creation of- the Committee on the Interoceanic Canal 

Mr. BUCKNER. Is this debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Only by consent. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I object to debate on it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to to the point of order more particu- 
larly which has been rai by the gentleman from Louisiana. He 
seems to think all resolutions relating to the subject should go to his 
committee. 

Mr. KING. I did not raise any point of order, but moved the ref- 
erence of this resolution to the Committee on the Interoceanic Canal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion, but will first 
submit the motion to refer to a standing committee. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, SINGLETON, of Illinois, It is whether the resolution creating 
the Select Committee on the Interoceanic Canal did not suspend the 
rule giving preference to any standing committee? The reference of 
a 7 aap pre is nothing but a question of what is its subject. The 
subject determines where the resolution should The reference of 
the resolution is determined just as soon as the Sbair decides what is 
the subject of the resolution. 
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Now, this resolution clearly bears a relation to the interoceanic 

That is a subject which the committee have been consider- 

ing. They have had eminent men before them for a month or two 

months, and are still carefully examining the subject. Now, it is 

proposed to reflect upon the action of that committee unheard, by 

taking from them the subject embraced in the resolution which has 
been presented to-day, and giving it to another committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair heretofore suggested that the resolu- 
tion creating this committee was by unanimous consent. It is for 
the House to determine. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want to say a word in reply to the statement made 

the gentleman from Illinois. The resolution creating the Special 

mmittee on the Interoceanic Ship- Canal undoubtedly goes the whole 
length. It was intended to vest in that committee the power to se- 
lect a site, to locate the canal, and perhaps to take all steps which 
may be necessary for its construction except the actual appropriation 
of money for that p That is a matter which will come in 
afterward. My resolution, however, contemplates not that the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Ship-Canal shall consider that matter but that 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs shall consider it, and that private 
capital, wherever it comes from, whether put in by people of ourown 
country or from abroad, shall have the privilege of constructing the 
canal. And to encourage that, I want this resolution to go to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and for that committee to inquire into 
the matter as to whether or not it is the best method for the treaty- 
making power of the United States to make such arrangements as 
will secure the rights and interests of the United States,and shut 
down on E of money or on any job in the way of con- 
structing this canal. 

Mr. REAGAN. I voted to refer the resolution of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. KI xd] and the resolution of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. ROBESON] to the Committee on Foreign Affairs be- 
cause they related to our foreign relations, but I must vote to refer 
the resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BAYNE] to the 
select committee on the Isthmus canal because itrelates to that canal. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliamentary 


tthe SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

` Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I desire to know whether it has not 
been the constant practice of the Chair to determine from the subject- 
matter of the bill or resolution to what committee it should be re- 
ferred? Whether, for instance, if it was a bill appropriating money 
it should not go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, or to the Committee on Appropriations, as the case may 
be, and whether that has not been heretofore the constant practice 
of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already decided the point of order. 
He will entertain the motion to refer to the Committee on the Inter- 
oceanic Ship-Canal, but submits the question of reference first to a 
standing committee under the rule. The motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is to refer it to a standing committee. The ques- 
tion will first be taken on that. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 92, noes 25. 

Mr. KING demanded tellers. 

Tellers were refused; only 14 members voting therefor. 

So the motion to refer to the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 


agreed to. 
ARREARAGES OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5380) to amend the 
act granting arrears of pensions approved January 25, 1879; which 
was reada and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL, 

On motion of Mr. KIMMEL, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2485) to provide for the construction 
of a marine hospital in the city of Baltimore, Maryland; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. I ask that-the bill I introduced this morning in 
reference to bankruptcy proceedings be printed in the RECORD., 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill is as follows: 

A bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States. 
DEFINITIONS. 


d phrases in this act shall mean as fol- 


* krupt,” one who has been so adjudged; time or date of bankru hid 

x reference to time, the time when Sho potiti Tor adj ca- 

tion was filed; “register,” the register to whom the cause been referred, or 
any one acting in his stead; “court,” the district court in which EEA RETENE Er E 
are pending, including the register; “judge,” the judge of said court, notinelud- 
the register: court; property,” whatever passes 
gs x 


and his duly authorized attorney or ;_ “secured creditor,” a creditor who has 
security for such debt u the 


werk) of the beakraps of EAEE to be AMAID 


able under this act, or w. S E ESER debt for which some indorser, surety, or 


other person, secondarily liable for the bankrupt, has such security u the bank- 
rupt’s property; “trader” shall include all 9 all who make it thelr busi- 
ness or a part of their business to buy or sell lands, goods, chattels, bills, bo! 
2!!! pebtashare tea tamer, INOT AND oooh one oll 
con y ers, * „ livery-s 

artisans who — the materials for their business on credit. 2 


COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Sec. 2. The several district courts of the United States and of the Territories 
and the supreme court of the District of Columbia are constituted courts of bank- 
ruptoy wi their several territorial limits. 

EC. 3. The jurisdiction conferred upon courts of bankruptcy shall extend to all 
adjudications of 8 to all causes, questions, and controversies arising out 
of any claim or demand by creditors to share in the assets of the bankrupt; to the 
ascertainment, adjustment, liquidation, marshaling, ranking, and disposition of all 
liens, charges, priorities, and specific claims on said assets; to all claims of the 
bankrupt to exemptions; to the bankrupt's dise ; to compositions, and to all 
matters and things to be done, under and in virtue of the bankruptcy, by the bank- 
one the assignee, or by any creditor who has proved his debt. 

„ 4. Said courts, as courts of bankruptcy, shall be always o; and their 
powers and jurisdiction may be exercised in a summary manner, as in vaca- 
tion as in term time, and in chambers as in court, and shall ineludo the power to 
compel obedience to all lawful orders and decrees in bankruptcy by process of con- 
tempt and other remedial process as fully as circuit courts may now doin equity; 
full power over costs, and other usual powers of courts of equity. And said courts 
may sit for the transaction of business in bankrupte A dep noj is required to 
be present) at any place within the district, first g reasonable notice of the 
time and place of holding any such special session. 

Sec. 5. In case of a vacancy in the office of district judge in any district, or in 
case any district judge shall, from sickness, absence, or other disability, be unable 
to act, the circuit justice or judge of the circuit in which such district {s included 
may make, during such disability, absence, or vacancy, all necessary rules, orders, 
and decrees in bankruptcy, and cause the same to be entered, or issued, as the case 
ma ip by the clerk of the district court. 

EC. 6. The district judge may, n the ies interested, certify any 
pons or question of law arising in bankruptcy to the circuit court for the same 

rict, to bo there heard and determined. 

Sec. 7. The circuit court of each district, and the supreme court of each Terri- 
tory, shall have a eral superintendence and er of all controversies and 
questions arising in the district court of such districtor Territory sitting in bank- 
ruptey, whether the powers and 1 of a circuit court have been conferred 
on such district court or not and, except when special provision is otherwise made, 
may, upon the certificate of the district judge, as before provided, or upon bill, peti- 
tion, or other proper process of any party aggrieved, hear and determine the case as 
in a court of equity; and said court shall be deemed always open for this purpose; 
and the case may be heard by the circuit justice or the circuit judge, or both, in court 
or in chambers, and in term time or vacation. When a question comes up by cer- 
tillcate, as aforesaid, the district judge may sit at the hearing with the circuit jus- 
tice or judge. In districts which are not within any organ circuit of the United 
States, the powers and jurisdiction of a circuit court in bankruptcy may be exer- 
cised 1 be district judge, 

Sec. 8. The final judgment, decree, or order of the circuit court having jurisdic- 
tion, in all matters, questions, and controversies properly arising in the courts of 
ban! tcy, as such, in whatever mode they may be tried, shall not be reviewed 
by the Supreme Court, excepting upon a certificate of division of opinion between 
two of the justices of said circuit court. 


PLENARY SUITS. 


Sec. 9. The several district and circuit courts shall each have, concurrently with 
the courts of the States, 1 of all suits at law or in equity, as distinguished 


tey, brought by an assignee in bankruptcy, in what- 
ever district 9 3 any person, for any cause of pane a iar the re- 
covery of any debt, or property vested in or claimed by him as such as- 


P hicor Sant S E sation ne, and also to the adverse within ten 
days after the entry of the decree or ent sought to be re nor unless 
the appellant or plaintiff in error s ee bond, and 3 with the other pro- 
visions of law ting to appeals and writs of error, coopers var 

Such appeal, or writ of error, shall be entered in the clerk’s office of the circuit 
court, whether in term time or vacation, within twenty days after the same is 
claimed, and thereupon the cause shall be deemed to be pending in said circuit 


If the appellant or plaintiff in error fails to make entry within the time afore- 
said, the appeal, or writ of error, shall be declared abandoned upon the petition of 
the adverse y, and notice to the appellant, or plaintiff, or his attorney of record, 
unless me uit court or one of the justices thereof, shall, for cause shown, grant 


0. 
If such ap) or writ of error is waived in writing by the party taking the same 
at any time beforea decision thereon, eee Do pl i eee 
or writ of error had been taken or sued out. 


shall 

of the circuit court and to the 3 within 
decree or ire ree sought to be revi . Such claim 83 or for a writ of 
error, shall be deemed to be abando: unless the req bond to the adverse 
party, duly approved, is filed with the clerk of the circuit court within sixty days 
after the entry of said decree or judgment, and unless the record upon tke appeal or 
the writ of error, as the case may be, is transmitted to the clerk of the 3 
Court for entry in said Supreme Court within ninety days after the entry of said 
decree or judgment, 

REGISTERS. 


Sec. 13. The circuit courts, two justices 3 shall appoint within each 
district of their respective cironits such number of registers in bankruptey as may 
be necessary for the due transaction of the business therein, not exceeding in any 
State one-half the number of members of Congress from that State. No person 
shall be wipes as a register unless he has been for at least five years a counselor 
O eegisincs toate be eenoved TAa affioo by, tee eiserics SAARA ot thelr reapective 

ers ma m oo 0 ct judges e 
— — and number of in ax be 


shall hold meetings, hearings, exam 
they shall determine, subject to any eee Which 
desi as toafford the greatest practicable facility 
T shall be conformed as well as may be to the ses- 
sions of the courts of probate or other courts of the State. 


1880. 


Sec. 15. The registers acting in the several cases before them shall have all the 


powers of a master in chan to whom a cause has been referred in 
may represent and act for the judge in holding m and condu: 
administrative business or any business specially committed to them; but 
they shall not have power to decide a disputed adjudication, nor to issue an in- 
junction or warrant of arrest, nor to commit for contempt. Registers may act for 
= — in all cases. All the acts of the registers shall be subject to review by 
udge. 


nity, and 
— ra a 


SUPERVISORS. 


appointed, by registers, clerks, and assign 

15 ee matters which, in his judgment, would facilitate the speedy and economical 
settlement of cases in bankruptcy; to report to the district court in each district 
within the cirenit any failure on the of any assignee promptly to discharge 
the duties devolving upon him under this act ; to move the court for action against 
any delinquent assignee; and to make within the first twenty daysof January, April, 
July, and October in each year, to the circuit court in each district within the cir- 
cuit for which he is appointed, a a 5 of his doings during the preceding three 
months, and of the manner in which bankruptcy proceedings are being conducted 
in said district, with suggestions, if any occur to him, by which the administration 
of bankru ey recone within the district may be made more efficient and 
5 © su sor shall visit and inspect the office of every clerk and 
register within his circuit as often as once in every three months, 

Sec. 17. Copies of the quarterly reports of supervisors shall be sent by the clerk 
of the circuit court, in each district, to the district judge of the district, and to 
the Attorney-General of the United States. 

Src. 18. All the books, accounts, and records of clerks of district courts, and of 
registers and assignees, shall be always subject to the examination of the super- 
visor in bankruptcy of the circuit, at his request. 

Sec. 19. Supervisors may be removed from office by the court by which they 
were appointed. 

SALARIES, ETC., OF SUPERVISORS AND REGISTERS. 


Src. 20. Supervisors and registers, duly appointed and acting under this act, 
shall receive yearly salaries at the rate of $3,000, paganis quarterly from the Treas- 
ury, as judges are now paid. They shall also, in like manner, be reimbursed from 
the Treasury for their ery office and travelin mses: Provided, That 
the items thereof shail be verified upon oath, and shall be examined in detail, and 
approved in the case of registers by the district judge, and in the case of super- 
8 by two judges of one of the cirenit courts within the circuit for which they 
are a à 


ppointed 
ENTRY AND CLERK'S FEES. 


SEC. 21. Every ty, debtor or creditor, petitioning for adjudication in bank- 
ruptcy, shall, at the time of filing such petition, pay $50 into the registry of the 
court, and $10 to the clerk. Every ee shall pay into the registry 1 per cent. 
of the gross amount of money realized from the assets in excess of $500. 

The clerk shall report to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States the 
sums paid from time to time into the registry under section, and transfers of 
5 3 sums se 5 83 s shall be — e — the registry 
of the court to the of the Unit ates, roper orders and certiticai 
within ton days after the expiration therest T. rm 

Src. 22. The clerk shall opea for a copy of any paper filed in the court of 
bankruptcy by the party ordering the same the fees now prescribed by law for 
other copies, except that for copies duly ordered for the use of the register the 
clerk shall not be paid. The clerk shall also be paid ten cents for each notice 
which he shall be required to send, and the actual expense of printing and pub- 
lishing, necessarily incurred in any case and approved by the court. He shall 
make no charge for filing papers, entering ordera or decrees, making dockets, or 
receiving or paying out money in any case in bankruptcy. 


OATHS. 


SEC. 23. Any oath required by this act, excepting u a hearing in court, ma; 
be taken before a grags or clerk of a court of record ar a State, 25 of the United 
States, a ter in bankruptcy, a commissioner of the circuit court or a notary 
public, if taken within the United States; and before a minister, consul or vice- 
consul of the United States, if taken in a foreign country. The fee for the oath, 
and the certificate thereof, and e wit ue) statement of debt, shall be fifty cents: 
Provided, Tnat no fee shall be paid to a Federal judge or register. 


USE OF THE MAIL, 


Sec. 24. The provisions of the fifth and sixth sections of the act, entitled “An 
act establishing post-routes, and for other pu ” approved March 3, 1877, for 
the transmission of official mail matter, are hereby extended toj r clerks, super- 
visors, and registers, in respect to bankraptcy business, the envelopes of such 
matter, in all cases, to bear a priate indorsements containing the official desig- 
nation of the officer transmitting the same, with a statement of the penalty for 
their misuse. 

RULES. 

Suc. 25. Subject to the provisions of this act, the Supreme Court shall have 
like power to make and p rules, forms, and modes of proceeding in 8 
ruptcy, as they now have in relation to suits and proceedings in equity. 


RECORDS. 


Sec. 26. The proceedings in all cases of bankruptcy shall be deemed matters 
e beh thé ontne fl not be required to be recorded at largo, but shall be cane 
fully filed, kept, and numbered in the office of the clerk of the court, and a docket 
only, or short memorandum thereof, shall be kept in books to be provided for that 
purpese, which shall be open to public inspection. 


WARRANTS. 


Src. 27. At any time before or within three months after the adjudication, upon 
proof being made, by affidavit to the satisfaction of the judge, that any bankrupt 
or person against whom proceedings in bankruptcy are . — is about to leave 
the di: and that his departure will hinder, impair or delay the roceedings 
therein, the judge may issue his warrant to the marshal, directing him to arrest 
said bankrupt, or supposed bankrupt, and him safely keep until he shall give bail 
or recognizance in a sum to be specified in said warrant for his appearance from 
time to time, as required by the court, and for his obedience to all lawful orders of 
777 ote tants blink abhatibadioniend 

© judge may at any time, after ication before the assignee is chosen, 

in any case, npon the application of the bankrupt or of any creditor, issue a war- 

rant to the marshal, requiring him to take possession of the p y of the bank- 
rupt, and keep the same safely for the 3 when pcos tie ints 

© may issue a like warrant to seize and keep the property of any n against 

F 

o is ut to . or transfer 

Property. 3 Lok his creditors or of this 1 5 * 

EC, 28. The judge may appoint a receiver ore adjudication, or before the as- 

signee is chosen, when there appears to be a „ 
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INJUNCTIONS. 


roceedings in bankruptcy are di may before adjudication, by injunction, 
— — — person tou Aa y re hi 3 of the supposed bank- 
rupt. The judge in bankruptcy shall have the like power in respect to the sup- 
bankrupt. 


a 
Said Conn Ky likewise restrain creditors from prosecuting actions to final 


judgment con to this rs or may t such actions to for such pur- 
poses and under such restrictions and tations as shall be found just. 
HEARINGS. 


Sec. 30. All hearings and examinations in bankruptcy shall, unless otherwise 
ordered by the judge, be oral, and the er shall report the substance of the 
evidence, if so requested. When the bankrupt is examined the court may, if the 
importance of the case seems to require it, order a sworn stenographer to be em- 
ployed, at the expense of the estate, to take down the evidence. In any pearing or 
examination a party interested may employ a stenographer, who shall be duly 
sworn; and the court may, afterward, for cause shown, r the necessary ex- 
pense of his employment, or some part thereof, to be paid out of the assets. 


‘TIME. 


Sec. 31. In all cases in which any particular number of days is prescribed by this 
title, or shall be mentioned in any rule or order of court, or general order which 
shall at any time be made under this title, for the doin of any actor for any other 
purpose, the same shall be reckoned, in the absence of any expression to con- 
trary, exclusive of the first and inclusive of the last day, unless the last day shall 
fall on a Sunday, Christmas day, or on any day appointed by the President of the 
United States as a day of public fast or thanks; oron the 4th of July, in 
which case the time shall be reckoned exclusive of that day also. The filing of the 
8 for adjudication shall be deemed the commencement of proceedings under 

ac’ 


VOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY, 


Sec. 32. Any person residing within the jurisdiction of the United States, owin 
debts provable under this act exceeding the amount of $300, may apply, by peti- 
tion, to the judge of the judicial district in which such debtor has resided or car- 
ried on business for the six months next preceding the time of sueh petition, 
or for the lon, period during such six months, setting forth his place of resi- 
dence and of business, his indebtedness to said amount, his willingness to surrender 
all his estate and effects for the benefit of his creditors, and his desire to obtain a 
discharge under this act. 

He shall annex to, or file with, his petition, a schedule containing a full and true 
statement of all his debts and liabilities, exhibi as far as possible, the name 
and residence of each creditor, and if unknown, the fact to be so stated ; the nature, 
amount, and consideration of each debt and liability, and where contracted, and 
of any mortgage, pledge, lien, charge, co „or other security given for the 
payment of the same. 

He shall, in like manner, annex or file an inventory, containing an accurate state- 
ment and description of all his estate assignable under this act, and of the cash 
valno thereof, and of all incumbrances thereon, and of all which he claims as 
exempt. 


ruptoy, and shall be conclusive evidence of the 3 s indebtedness to the re- 
dt the court 


INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 


Sec. 34, Any person residing and owing debts, as aforesaid, who, after the pas- 
8 this act, departs from the State, District, or Territory of which he is an 
inhabitant, with intent to defraud his creditors, or, ee eee remains so with 
like intent, or conceals himself to avoid arrestor the of legal process issued 
or feared, or makes a fraudulent transfer of his property or co. or removes 
the same to avoid process, or with intent to defrand his creditors procures or suf- 
fers judgment nst him, or gives a warrant to confess 8 or 1 
note with like intent, or who, having been arrested in any civil action, orneg- 
lects to give bail, or in some other mode to procure his sauna 20 od twenty days, 
or fails to dissolve an attachment laid upon his property in a civil action for alike 

od, or fails for sixty days to satisfy a final judgmentor decree ren against 

for the payment of money, or who, being a trader, has suspended and not re- 
sumed payment of his comm: paper or open accounts, made, passed, or con- 
tracted in the course of his business, for a period of thirty days after the same were 
13 or who, being insolvent, makes a preference to any creditor as h 

fined, or makes an assi ent for the benefit of existing creditors, with or with- 
out preferences, shall be deemed to have committed an act of bankruptcy, andmay 
be alijndged Sagat sp by any court of bankruptcy wherein he might * 
made bankrupt on his own ee ee a Petit 
or more of his creditors whose debts, w. would be provable at the firs: 
under this act, amount in all to not less than $259 
twelve in num not less 


ruptey was committed, provided the petition is ae in a district in which he 
‘ht have filed his tion at the time of his removal. 

36. Upon a petition being filed by creditors for adjudication, and cause shown 
by affidavit, in the petition,or otherwise, the court, if satisfied with the proof, shall 
grant an order of notice tothe debtor, requiring him to show cause thereon at a 
court of bankruptcy to be held before the judge not less than ten days thereafter. 
Such order shall contain a yy of the petition, or shall state the subsi thereof, 
and be served not less than five days before the return day, as is served in 
other civil actions; and the order shall require notice by A pte 
directed, if the debtor is not found and has no usual abode 
trict. The cause shall proceed and be tried sum 
after due service has been made to the satisfaction 


on as therein 
and as speedil — 
as 

of judge. Tho debtor 1 A 


may. 
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on the day when he is bound to appear, demand a trial by jury, which shall then 
be had at the first convenient 4 nape and the judge may summon a jury for 
such purpose if the urgency of the case appears to jus’ it. 

Any creditor of the supposed bankrupt may be admitted as a co-petitioner by 
fi with the clerk, at any time before the hearing, notice that he wishes to be 
so admitted, or may be admitted by the court cena the bearing. Any person in- 
terested to defeat the pennon may be admitted to defend. 

Tf the issue is found against the petitioners the petition shall be dismissed; but 
it shall not be dismissed for want of prosecution or by consent of parties, unless 
med pose is satisfied that the parties consenting are the only parties interested, or 
that the acts of hankruptcy have not been committed, or that no interests of cred- 
itors can be prejudiced by such dismissal; and to ascertain these facts notice ma: 
be required by publication, or the debtor may be required to file a schedule of his 
creditors, and notice may be given them by mail, or otherwise, as the judge may 


Sec. 37. If the debtor shall make default, or if upon the trial the issue shall be 

decided against him, he shall be adjudged a bankrupt, and shall file within five 

thereafter the schedule and inventory above required to be filed by petition- 

ers for the benefit of the act. If he has not appeared in person or by attorney, 

such notice to file the schedule and inventory shall be given him as the court may 

order, before he shall be deemed guilty of contempt. If he fails to file these pa- 

in due time, the petitioning creditors shall cause them to be pre ared accord- 

to the best of their information, and file the same. Upon such filing, in either 

ease, or upon the order of the judge, the first meeting shall be called, and further 
proceedings shall be had as in cases of voluntary bankruptcy. 

FIRST MEETING—CHOICE AND QUALIFICATION OF ASSIGNEES. 

Sec. 38. At the first meeting of creditors the clerk shall make return of the no- 
tices published and given, and if they are insufficient the register shall adjourn 
the meeting, and the defects of notice shall be supplied. When due notice has 
been given the meeting shall be held, and the creditors may prove their debts and 
choose one or more assignees of the estate of the debtor, the choice to be made by 
the greater part in value, and not less than one-third in number, of the creditors 
voting; but creditors shall not vote upon privileged or contingent debts, nor shall 
a creditor who has received an unlawful preference prove or vote on any debt, 
unless he shall surrender his preference to the register for the nse of the assignee; 
nor any secured creditor, unless he shall in like manner surrender his security, or 
unless the register shall find that the excess of his debt above his security must 
be at least a certain sum, in which case he may vote on that amount. 

Srce. 39. Every assignee shall qualify within ten days after bis election by giv- 
ing bond to the United States in such sum and with such sureties as be sat- 
iafectaty to the court, conditioned for the faithfal performance of his duties, which 
shall be filed with the records of the case, and may be prosecuted from time to 
time in the name and at the charge of any person injured by a breach of the con- 
dition thereof ; joint assignees may give joint or several bonds, as they shall elect. 
If any assignee shall fail so to qualify within the time aforesaid he shall be deemed 
to have declined the trust. 


POWERS OF COURT IN RESPECT TO ASSIGNEES. 


Sec. 40. The judge may refuse to confirm an assignee; or may add assignees to 
those chosen ; he may remove an assignee for cause, after hearing; he may punish, 
as for Dona an assignee who disobeys a lawful order of the court; he may fill 
all vacancies in the office of assignee caused by death, resignation or otherwise, if he 
finds that the vacancy needs to be filled. The register may i pes an assignee 
when there is a failure to elect one, and no objection is made to exercising this 
power, 

COMMITTEE OF DIRECTION. 

Sec, 41, The creditors at the first meeting may, if they please, by a vote such as 
is required for the choice of an assignee. elect a committee of three persons, whether 
creditors or not, subject to the spproral of the court, who shall be called the commit- 
teo of direction, whose duty it sball be to advise the assigneo in the disposal of 
the assets, the admission of debts, paymentof claims having priority, declaration 
of dividends and the settlement ot the estate in all respects, with a view to the 
best interests of the creditors; and all sales made, suits brought or acts done by 
him in good faith, with their written consent, or that of the major part of them, 
shall be, prima facie, deemed expedient and proper; but all such acts shall be sub- 

ect to the supervision, control, and direction of the court. In case of a neglect or 

‘ailure to elect such a committee, the court may, at any time, appoint one, if found 
expedient, u the application of not less than one-third in value of the creditors 
whose debts have been proved. 

Sec, 42. No action or advice, nor the failure to act or advise on the part of the 


committee of direction, shall affect the title or right of any one d g with or 
sued by the per ret nor shall it be given in evidence, excepting in the court of 
bankruptey, and when the conduct or fees of the assignee or the settlement of 


the estate is in question therein. 
TITLE VESTED IN ASSIGNEES. 


all his interest in any patents, 8 or copyrights; 
pre m prem Kune aai contract, ori x n paseo pint 

or injury to his pro ; all powers which he mi ave exe 
fonett hi a Bede. 


or any of them; and every attachment, levy, seizure, garnishm 
existin u the of the bankrupt, by virtue of any judgment, process, 
or proceeding gainer his b en . 


such adjudication and appointment, and the money or property in the hands of any 
officer a g suc avy oF pelsure ehall be the property of the es: 
Provided, That all the 1 and taxable costs and charges of tho creditor and offi- 
cer in respect to any such levy, attachment, 1 or seizure, or in the suit in 
which it was levied or laid, incurred im ood faith, shall be a first lien upon the 
yoray affected thereby, and the court of bankruptcy shall have power to ascer- 

n the amount of such costs and charges, and to order their payment out of such 
property before or after the assignee shall be put in possession thereof as shall 
seem most just and expedient. 

EXEMPTED PROPERTY—ALLOWANCES TO BANKRUPTS, 


Sue. 44. There shall be excepted and exempted out of the property mentioned in 
the preceding and shall be set apart by the court of bankruptcy, for the 
usò of the b: 6 necessary and Roce One ep earns On the bankru 
aan as his w „FTF eee ae A 

e service, past or presen: Arm tates, or mi ; 
sguch other as is or may be exempted from t, seizure, or levy 
by the laws of the United States; and other as was so exempted by the laws 


ings in bank- 
shred oer tte piping potash yonkases’ bog oE And 
may a CCC of money not aronadiag A000 Sor Me map- 
port pending the proceedin, circumstances 
be allowed 8 for — — rendered his estate at the 
request of his assignee, and the usual fees for his attendance as a witness when 
required to attend for his own examination, or in any other matter, excepting at 
the hearing on the question of his discharge. 


DUTIES OF BANKRUPT. 


Sxc. 45. The b t shall, at the request of the assignee and at the expense 
of the estate, ee execute any instruments, deeds, and writings which may 
be proper to enable the assignee to possess himself fully of all the assets vested in 
him, and do all acts which may be reasonably by the ee or ordered 
by the court in the due settlement of his estate. Hes attend the first meeting 
of creditors, and such other meetings as he may be duly notified to attend. 


EXAMINATIONS. 


Src. 46. The bankrupt shall, when required by the court, at any time before his 
application fora discharge, attend before the register or a commissioner, to be des- 
ignated by the court, for examination by the 5 or by creditors touching his 
trade and dealings, his properiy and debts, and matters which may affect the 
settlement of his estate in bankruptey. 

Upon cause shown by affidavit the court may summon the wife of the bankrupt, 
or any person suspected of having any assets of the bankrupt in his possession, or 
to have knowledge of anything material whatsoever relating to the assets or deal- 
ings of the bankrupt, to appear and submit to an examination in like manner. If 
the bankrupt's wife fails to attend after due notice, the bankrupt shall not be enti- 
tled to a disc! unless he proves to the ‘action of the court that he was 
unable to procure her attendance. 


POWERS, ETC., OF ASSIGNEES. 


Sec. 47. A copy of the adjudication and of the record of the assignee's appoint- 
ment shall be conclusive evidence of his title and powers as to all the matters 
aforesaid, and of bis right to demand, receive, sue for, and recover the assets and 
to set aside frauds ; and this whether he is chosen at the first meeting or appointed 
by the judge or register, or fills a vacancy. As soon as conveniently may be after 
the ee qualities, the judge or sy gorge shall e him a certificate of his ap- 
pointment, under his band and the seal of the court, and such certificate shall like- 
wise be conclusive evidence. as aforesaid. 

Sc. 48. The assignee shall have the like remedy to recover all the estate, debts, 
and effects in his own name as the debtor would have had if the decree in bank- 
ruptey had not been rendered. If at the time of 3 an action is pend- 
ing in the name of the debtor for the recovery of a debt or other thing which might 
or ought to pass to the assignee by theassignment, theassignee shall, if herequires 
it, be admitted to prosecute the action in his own name, in like manner and with 
like effect as if it 1 been originally commenced by him. And if any suit at la 
or in equity, in which the bankrupt is 3 defendant, is then pending which in 
any way concerns the creditors, the neo may defend the same in the same 
manner and with the like effect as it t have been defended by the bankrupt. 

Sxc. 49. No suit pending in the name of the assignee shall be abated by his death 
or removal; but upon the motion of the surviving or remaining or new assignee, 
as the case may be, he shall be admitted to prosecute the suit in like manner and 
with like effect as if it had been ori lly commenced by him. 

Sxc. 50. No person shall be entitled, as against the assignee, to withhold from 
him possession of any books of account of the bankrupt, or claim any lien thereon. 

Src, 51. The assignee shall immediately give notice of his appointment by pub- 
lication at least once a week for three successive weeks in such newspaper or news- 
papers as shall be d ted by the court, due regard being had to their general 
circulation in the district, or in that part of the district in which the bankruptand 
his creditors shall reside, and shall, within six months, cause the certificate of his 
appointment to be eee e in org registry of deeds or other office within the 
United States where a conveyance of any lands owned by the bankrupt ought by 
18 8 2 tho andl hall, be, after receiving belo: 

EC. e assignee g as soon as may any mone; - 
ing to the estate, deposit the same in some bank in his name as ee. Z = 

Bec. 53. When it appears that the distribution of the estate may be delayed by 
litigation or other cause, the court may direct the tem investment of the 
money belonging to such estate in securities to be approved by the judge or reg- 
ister, or may authorize it to be deposited in any convenient ban 7 — such inter- 
est, not exceeding the legal rate, as the bank may contract with assignee, to 


thereon. 
bay 54. The assignee, under the direction of the court, may submit any contro- 
versy arising in the settlement of demands pc nea the estate, or of debts due to 
it, to the determination of arbitrators, to be c! by bim and the other party to 
the controversy, and under such direction may com dand settle any such con- 
troversy, by agreement with the other party, as he proper and most for the 
interest of the creditors. 

Src. 55. The judge may, in his discretion, for cause shown, and upon notice and 
hearing, direct the receiver or assignee to take possession of the property, and 
carry on the business of the debtor, or any part thereof, under the direction of the 
judge, when, in his Judgment, the interest of the estate as well as of the creditors 
‘will be promoted thereby, but not for a period e twelve months from the 
time the debtor shall have been declared a bankrupt: wided, That such order 
shall got be meade Sail toe Judge stall he eabtated thas 1 1$ ep provon Dy s — 

hen a composition is o ‘ore the appoint- 


access. 
Sec. 58. Whenever it a; rs to the satisfaction of the judge that the title to 
any portion of an 8 which has come into possession of the 
pee eer ergy oe the aige may, upon the petition of the assignee, and after 


n 
order it to be sold, er th 
received in 


FF and the s of sale be 
considered measure of the value of the . — any suit or controversy be- 
tween the parties in any court. But this pro shall not prevent the recovery 
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property from the possession of the any proper action com- 
menced at any time before the court orders the * 
27J7..ͤͤͤ ͤ ͤVVbTTTTTT0T0TTTTTbT 
tween an gnee and a person g an adverse 

touching an: perty or rights of property transferable to or vested in such as- 

e, e ath the time when the cause of action 
accrued for or 5 This provision shall not in any case revive 
a right of action barred at the time when an assignee is appointed. 

DEBTS. 

I gnc. 60, The following debts and liabilities, and no others, shall be provable 
debts absolately due by the bankrupt at the commence- 
ment of the p with any interest which would have been recoverable 
thereon at that date, or with a rebate of interest upon such as were not shen DAY 

e 


Uquidated damages e ons of any contract or promise, express or implied; the 


come bankrupt a canse of action which would to the assignee, and which 
the assignee di es to prosecute after notice. judgment is obtained upon a 
provable debt pending the proceedings, the debt and costs to the time of bankrupicy 


no judgment had been obtained. If the bankrupt shall be 
bail, or guarantor 3 ve any bill, note, bond, 
ecialty, or contract, or for the ebt of another, the creditor may proye the same 
xi any time after the liability shall become fixed, and beforo the final dividend 
shall be declared. In all cases of contingent debts and contingent liabilities con- 
tracted by the bankrupt, and not herein otherwise ob bce for, the creditor hee 
make claim therefor and have his claim allowed, with the right to share in the divi- 
dends, if the contingency shall N before the order for the final dividend; or 
he may apply to the court scasonably before such final order, to have the value of 
the debt or liability ascertained and liquidated, which shall then be done in such 
manner as the court shall direct, and he may prove for the amount so ascertained. 
If the court shall find such debt or liability incapable of valuation, a decree to that 
effect shall be entered upon the record. 


may be proved, as 
borat as drawer, indorser, suret 


LEASES, RENTS. 

Sec. 6i. The bankrupt shall not be entitled to the benefits, nor be bound by the 
covenants or engagements, of any lease held by him at the time of his bankruptcy, 
but such leaso shall be deemed to be surrendered, so fer 2s he is personally con- 
cerned. The assignee may decline the lease at any time, notwithstanding that he 
may have endeavored to sell the same, or have exercised acts of ownershipin respect 
thereto; Provided, That the landlord or any creditor may, in writing, require him 
to elect, within twenty days after such notice, whether to accept or decline the 
same, and the failure to accept within such time shall be deemed a declination. 
When 2 lease is declined. the landlord may have any damages he shall suffer thereby 
assessed, us the court shall direct, and prove the amount as a debt in the bank- 
ruptey. Such declination shall not affect any right of the assignee to deal with 
Ares belonging to the bankrupt. 

PREFERRED CREDITORS. 

Sec. 62. Any m who, after the passage of this act, has accepted a preference, 
having cates le cause to believe that the same was made or given by the debtor 
contrary to any provisions thereof, shall not prove any debt or claim against the 
estate of the debtor, nor receive any dividend therefrom, until he shall first sur- 
render to the assignee all property, money, benefit, or advantage received by him 
or for his benefit under such preference, 


SURETIES, 


SECURED CREDITORS. 


Sxc. 64. A secured creditor shall prove only for the excess of the debt after de- 
ducting the value of his security, to be ascertained by agreement between him 
and the assignee, or by a sale or appraisement thereof, to be made in such manner 
as the court direct; or the creditor may surrender such property to the regis- 
ter or assignee, and be admitted to prove his wholedebt. If the value of the prop- 
erty exceeds the sum for which it is so held as security, the assignee may release 
to the creditor the bankrupt's right of redemption therein on receiving such ex- 
cess; or he may sell the property, subject to the claim of the creditor thereon ; and 
as oes caso the assignee = creditor, ns cigar ae 1 8 all deeds and 

necessary or proper to consummate the transaction. the property is not 

so sold, valued, sppraised, or surrendered, the creditor shall not be allowed « nor re- 

uired to prove any part of his debt. If, however, such creditor shall have sold 

roperty in good faith, in accordance with the terms of his contract, he may 

be admitted as a creditor for the excess of his debt, after giving credit for what he 

has received, and so much more, if anything, as he wonld have received if a sale 
or valuation had been made in accordance with this act. 

Sec. 65. When the bankrupt, at the time of adjudication, is Hable upon any bill 
of exchi promissory note, or other obligation, in respect of distinct contracts, 
as a member of two or more firms ing on separate and distinct trades, and 
having distinct estates to be wound up 0 bankruptcy, or as a sole trader, and also 
as a member of a firm, the circumstance that such are in whole or in nx 

0 


SET- OFF. 


Sec. 66. In all cases of mutual debts or mutual credits between the parties, the 
account between them shall be stated, and one debt set off be gets the other, and 
the balance only shall be allowed or paid, but no set-off shall be allowed in favor 
of any debtor to the bankrupt of a claim, in its nature not provable against the 
estate, or of a claim purchased by or transferred to him after the filing of the pe- 
tition, or within three months before such filing, if purchased with a view to such 
set-off, and with knowledge, or notice, that the future bankrupt is insolvent, or has 

tted an act of bankruptcy. 
PROOF OF DEBTS. 

Sec. 67. Debts offered for proof must be verified by a statement in writing, under 
oath, and signed by the Sepah setting forth the demand, the consideration 
thereof, whether any and what securities are held therefor, and whether any and 
what payments have been made thereon; and that the sum claimed injun due 
from the bankrupt to the claimant. Such oath shall be made by the . — 


tifying of his own knowledge, unless he is absent from the United States, 
TELAN suis other got OROSA : tn, whith cane the deen oad tony 


be verified by the attorney or agent of the claimant tes g to the 
best of forth means of 
re ‘he statement shall be delivered or sent to the register. 


proved their claims, the time of cach proof, and the amount and nature of the debt, 
in a book which shail be open to the aac. Senge of all the creditors. ‘The court ma; 
8 5 receive further pertinent evidence either for or against the admission o 
any del 

>. 69. The court may suspend the proof of any debt offered at the first meet- 
ing, if it entertains doubts of its 3 or may admit it, for the purposes of the 
meeting, at less than the amount claimed, if the doubt affects the amonnt only. 


REVISION OF PROOFS, 


Sec. 70. The court may, on the application of the assignee, or of any creditor, or 
of the bankrupt, or without any application, examine upon eath the krupt. or 
any person tendering or who has made proof of a claim, and may summon any 
person capable of g evidence concerning such proof, or concerning the debt 
sought to be gora, and may reject, modify, or expunge all claims and 

— 5 tion ot the register all a 

SEC. 71. Any one aggriev © action è allowing, disallowing, 
or expunging a debt offered for proof, or any part thereof, may, in his application 
to the judge for a review of such action, demand a trial by jury, if the claim isone 
which would between solvent parties be triable in that ©; and if he shall not 
demand a jury, the other party may do so at the time of entering his appearance. 
Such trial shall be had in the circuit or district court, whichever has or will soon- 
est have a jury inattendance. If in the district court, all rulings of law may be 
reviewed by the circuit court by writ of error if the sum in ute exceeds $500, 
If the 1 855 is tried by the Judge and exceeds that amount, decision may bo 
reviewed by the cirenit court under its supervisory power. The decision of the 
circuit court in any case shall be final. 

Src. 72. All creditors whose debts are daly proved and allowed shall be entitled 
to share in the bankrupt's property and estate pro rata, except as provided in the 
following section. 

PRIVILEGED DEBTS. R 

Sec, 73. The following claims shall pave priority and be first paid in full in their 
order: First. The 1 per cent. upon the gross assets for the use of the United States, 
as provided in section 21. Second. The costs and charges of the Prcoeesings, in- 
cluding the entry fee of $60, when not paid by the bankrupt, and all costs di 
charged against tho assets. Third. Debts, taxes, and assessments due to the U. 
States which have been proved. Fourth. Debts, taxes, and assessments made under 
the laws of the State where the proceedings are pending and debts due such State, 
when by the laws thereof such debts have priority against insolvent debtors. Fifth. 
Wages due any workman, clerk, or servant of the bankrupt for labor 8 
within six months before the bankruptcy, not 5 S0. Sixth. Debts due to 
any person who by the laws of the United States is entitled to riority. And noth- 
ing in this act contained shall interfere with the assessment and collection of taxes 
by the authority of the United States or of any State. 

Sec. 74. The court may at aay time, after adjudication, order payment, in 
whole or in part, of privileged ebts, according to their rank, without formal dec- 
laration of a dividen è 

ACCOUNTS OF ASSIGNEES. 


Sec. 75. Immediately upon the expiration of six months from the time of his 
appointment, or earlier, if practicable, the assignee shall file in the clerk's office an 
account of his receipts and payments, and a statement of the situation of the estate, 
and a list of all debts proved since the first meeting, with the names and residences 
of the creditors. He shall at the same time file a duplicate of the account and 
statement with the Pes my . Therenpon a second meeting of creditors shall be 
called, if the court thinks it expedient to call one, or if the or any creditor 
requests it, at which the account shall be examined by the itors and Ye 
upon by the register, and debts which have been proved 5 be re-examined, after 
notice to the g creditor, as heretofore provided. Such meeting shall be noti- 
fied by tho olerk to all known creditors, with a summary statement of the matters 
to be considered thereat. If a meeting is not asked for or thought necessary, a 
hearing shall bo had upon the said acconnt, of which notice shall be given, by pub- 
lication or otherwise, or without notice, as the court shall order. Similar proceed- 
2 shall be had at the end of every six months until the estate is fully settled. 

RC. 76. The assignee shall be allowed, from the assets in his hands, 
sary disbursements and a reasonable compensation for his services, having 
to the circumstances of the case, not exceeding the rate of compensation allowed 
for similar services by the courts of the State in which the gs are pend- 


ing. 
DIVIDENDS. 
SEC. T. Whenever, after the settlement of any 


| his neces- 


ed, 
for the proof of contingent liabilities which the creditor has not required the court 
to value, unless the jae ige shall make a special order to that effect. The assiguee 
hall prepare a divi sheet in duplicate, and file one copy thereof in court, and 
shall notify and pay the creditors in such mode as the court shall order, 


UNCLAIMED DIVIDENDS. 


BEC. 78. Dividends which remain unclaimed for six months after the final divi- 
dend has been declared shall be then paid by the assignee into the registry of the 
court, and the court shall take all reasonable means to cause their payment to the 
creditors entitled thereto, and dividends remaining unclaimed in regi for 
the space of six years shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 


PREFERENCES, AND FRAUDS ON THE ACT. 


Src. 79. Any debtor who, being insolvent or in contemplation of insolvency or 
n a taken attached, or seques- 


the same shall 
ruptey, and the person receiving such preference or to be benefited thereby, or his 
agent, shall have reasonable cause to believe that a frand on this act was intended, 
the preference shall be voidable by the assignee, who may recover the 8 
its value from such creditor or other person: Provided, when a creditor 
m preferred and afterward in good faith gives the debtor further credit, with- 
ont security of any kind, for money or goods which are used in the debtor's busi- 
ness, the amount of such new credit remaining unpaid at the bankruptcy may be 
deducted from the amount which would otherwise be recoverable from the preferred 


tor. 
If any such debtor as aforesaid, within the period aforesaid, shall do any of the 
things above mentioned with intent to prevent the property dealt with or affected 
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from coming to his aio in bankruptcy, or to defeat, delay, impair, hinder or 
o 


evade the oporation is act, the person dealing with such debtor, or any ae 
acting for such person, having reasonable cause to that a frand on act 
was intended, the assignee may recover the 8 or its value from such person. 

The fact that a transfer was not made in the ordinary course of the debtor's busi- 
ness shall be ieee ere evidence of fraud on his part, andof a reasonable cause of 

other . 
period of three thon cen be reckoned in the same manner as is herein 
provided in repas to acts of bankraptey. 

Jf a debtor shall, directly or pha neo pay money or transfer 
torney at law, for services to be rendered him in bankruptcy, 
retainer, and thereafter becomes bankrupt, such payment 
and the assignee may recover the amount by summary process. 


PROTECTION OP BANKRUPT. 


Sec. 80. No creditor whose debt is provable shall be allowed to prosecute to final 
judgment any suit at law or in equity therefor against the bankrupt, until the ques- 
tion of the debtor's discharge shall have been dete ; and any such suit or 
proceedings shall, upon the application of the bankrupt, be staid to await the de- 

of the court in bankruptcy on the question of the discharge: Provided, 
‘There is no unreasonable delay on the 17 7 — the bankrupt in endeavoring to obtain 
his discharge: And provided also, That if the amount due the creditor is in dispute, 
the suit, by leave of the court in bankruptcy, may proceed to judgment for the 
sane ascertaining the amount due, which amount may be proved in bankruptcy, 

t execution shall be staid until the time aforesaid. 

Sec, 81. No bankrupt shall be liable during the pendency of 1 in 
bankruptcy to arrest in any civil action, unless the same is founded on some debt 
or claim from which his discharge in bankruptcy would not release him. 

DISCHARGE. 


Sro. 82. The bankrupt may, not less than six nor more than eighteen months after 
the adjudication, apply to the court for a discharge from his debis. If all his debts 
do not exceed $2,000, or if no debt has been proved Ege his estate, he may apply 
after sixty be A bearing on the Fa gee es 5 be had by the judge, if con- 
venient, and, if not, by the register, after notice by mail to all known tors, and 
by pe cation in one or more newspapers, as the court may direct. 

ec. 83, It shall be a valid be bere to the bankrupt's discharge that he has 
done anything which is made criminal by this act; or has giveman illegal prefer- 
ence which has not been surrendered ; or, being a trader whose annual transactions 
exceed $5,000, has failed to keep proper books of account; or that he has without 
valid excuse failed to obey any order of the court. 

Sec. 84. The hearing shall be conducted like other hearin, 
be subject to like revision. All creditors whose debts would be barred by the dis- 
charge shall be entitled tobe heard and to examine the bankrupt, who shall be 

y present, unless prevented by some cause satisfactory to the court. No 
‘orma! pleadings shall be required, but record shall be made of any charges of fraud 


to an at- 
‘ond a reasonable 
be a preference, 


under this act and 


or other allegations made in opposition to the 2 
Sec. 85. ape the hearing and trial it shall be found thatthe bankrupt has 
conformed to his duty under this act, and has done nothing which should te 


to prevent his discharge, the same shall be granted, and a certificate thereof shall 
be given him, under the seal of the court, in substance as follows, but which may 
be varied as the circumstances of any case may require: 


DISTRICT COURT OF THE Unirep STATES, 
District of 
Whereas ———- —— has been duly adjudged a bankrupt under the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, title Bankruptcy,” and appears to have conformed 
to all the requirements of law in that behalf, it is therefore ordered by the court 
that said be forever discharged from all debts and claims which by 
said title are made provable against his estate, and which existed on the — day 
of on which day the petition for adjadication was filed by (or against) 
him; excepting such debts, if any, as are by law excepted from the operation of a 
discharge in bankruptcy. 


p 
Given undermy hand and the seal of the court at in the said district, 
this —— day of . 
[sear] Judge. 


The certificate, or an authenticated copy thereof, or of the order for a discharge, 
shall be conclusive evidence of the fact and regularity of the discharge, and of the 
jurisdiction of the court granting the same, and may be pleaded in bar bya simple 
averment that it was granted on the day of its date. 

Sec. P6. A discharge duly granted shall release the bankrupt from all provable 
debts, excepting such as were created by his fraud or embezzlement, or by his 
defalcation as a public officer, or while acting as a trustee, assignee in bankruptcy, 
or in some other fiduciary character; and excepting such as were not described 
his schedule or some amendment thereof in season for effectual proof, with the 
name of the creditor, if known to the bankrupt, unless the creditor had notice or 
actual knowledge of the bankruptcy. The discharge shall likewise release the 
bankrupt from all collateral covenants and promises in respect to debts or the 
security for debts which are discharged. 

Src. 87. No discharge shall release or discharge any person liable for the same 
ae or with the bankruptas partner, joint contractor, indorser, surety, or other- 
w 


REVIEW OF DISCHARGE. 


Sec. 83. The order ting a discharge may be reviewed and annulled by the 
jadge in 83 of the same court, within two years after it is passed, upon 
the written application of any creditor or creditors whose debts, amounting to not 
less than $250, would be barred thereby, upon due notice and hearing, and satis- 
factory evidence that such order was obtained by fraud or perjury, or that the 
bankrupt failed to surrender all his unexempt property, or influenced the action 
of any creditor in respect to said discharge or to a composition by any payment or 

romise contrary to law, and that such fraud, perjury, or illegal act was not known 

said creditors in season to be availed of in opposition to such discharge. 
NEW PROMISE. 

Src. 89. Every promise, covenant, undertaking, and security given by any bank- 
rupt, whether before or after his discharge, to Pay a provable debt or any part 
thereof, notwithstanding his SESS shall be void, unless some new and yalua- 

‘or. 


ble consideration is given the 
PARTNERS. 


Sec. 90. When two or more persons residing and owing debts, as aforesaid, who 
are or have been partners in trade, become insolvent before the final settlement of 
their joint affairs, they, or any two or more of them, may be jointly adjudged bank- 
rupt upon the petition of said partners, or any of them, due notice bein, t given 
to such as do not join in the petition; and upon evidence that any of said respond- 
ents are not insolvent the petition shall, as to him or them, be dismissed. And 
such partners, or any two or more of them, who shall haye committed acts of bank- 
ruptey, may be jointly adjudged bankrupt, upon the petition of creditors ae 
ceedings thereon as hereinbefore provided for individual debtors. Such petition, 
in either case, may be brought in any district where a 5 by or against either 
of the partners ht be brought; and the court shall have power to cause notice 
to be served on such asare without the district in such mode as it deems best ; and 
the court in which the first ion is filed shall have exclusive jurisdiction of the 


caso, unless the judge of said court shall decide that one of the other districts will 


be more advantageous and convenient for the 
court of the latter district shall have the conduct of the proceedings. This rule 
shay, apply to individual debtors proceeded against in more than one district as 
well as ps. 


Sec. 91. All the creditors of the firm, and the several creditors of each 


ies interested, in which case the 


may prove their respective debts. The assignee shall be chosen by the joint cred- 
itors, and all the joint and separate pro shall vest in him n z bis qualifion. 
tion. He shall keep separate accounts the joint estate, and of the separate 


estate of each partner, and after e out of the whole amount received by 
the assignee the whole of the expenses and disbursements, the net proceeds of the 
be appropriated to pay the creditors of the copartnership, and the 
estate of each partner shall be appropriated to pay his 

separate creditors. there is any surplus of the separate estate of any 5 
after the 1 of his separate debts, with interest to the time of ee 
ins s be added to the joint stock for the payment of the joint creditors ; 

and if there is any surplus of the joint stock after payment of the joint debts, 
with like interest, the same shall be appropriated to and divided among the sepa- 
rate estates of the several partners according to their respective right and interest 
therein, and shall be applied to the payment of their 8 debts, respectively. 
The certificate of discharge shall be granted or refused to each as tho same 
would or ought to be if the proceedings had been him alone. In all other 
respects the proceedings by or against ers shall be conducted in the like man- 
ner as if they had been commenced and prosecuted by or against ono person alone. 

CORPORATIONS. 


Sec. 92. The provisions of this title shall apply to all moneyed, business, or 
commercial corporations and joint-stock com es, and upon the petition of any 
officer of any such corporation or company, d authoriz by a vote of a maſority 
of the corporators at any legal meeting called for the purpose, or upon the petition 
of any creditor of such corporation or Road ped e and presented to the court 
having jurisdiction and in thé manner provided in respect to debtors, the like pro- 
ceedings shall be had and taken as are provided in the case of debtors, All the 
provisions of this title which apply to the debtor, or set forth his duties in zs 
to furnishing schedules and inventories, executing papers, submitting to examina- 
tions, disclosing, making over, 8 concealing, conveying, assigning, or 
ing awey his money or property, shall in like manner, and with like force, oflect, 
heed pennino apply to and every officer of such corporation or company, in 

on to the same matters concerning the corporation or company, and the 
3 and property thereof. All payments, conveyan and assignments de- 
0 fraudulent and void by this title when made by a debtor, s in like man- 
ner, and to the like extent, and with like remedies, be fraudalent and void when 
made by a corporation or 8 Whenever any corporation by proceedin 
under this title is declared bankrupt, all its property and assets shall be distrib. 
uted to the creditors of such corporation in the manner provided in the title in re- 
spect to natural —— But no allowance or discharge shall be granted to an: 
we irea or joint-stock company, or to any person or officer or member thereo 
93. Whenever a corporation created by the laws of any State, whose bnsi- 
ness is carried on ee within the State creating the same, and also any insur- 
ance company so created, whether all its businesa shall be carried on in such State 
or not, has had ee dul, 
tate 


commenced inst such corporation or com 
before the courts of such — ap ane 


r the paves of winding up the affairs of su 
corporation or company, and dividing its assets ratably among its creditors, and 
3 among those entitled thereto, prior to proceedin aving been com- 
m against such corporation or company under the krupt laws of the 
United States, any order made, or that be made by such court, agreeably to 
the State law, for the ratable ribution or pa; t of any dividend of assets to 
the creditors of such corporation or company, while such State court shall remain 
actually or constructively in on or control of the assets of such corporation 
or company, shall be deemed valid, notwithstanding proceedings in bankruptcy 
may have commenced and be pending against such corporation or company. 
COMPOSITION. 

Sec. 94. At any time after a debtor has been adjudged bankrupt, and has filed 
his schedule and inventory, he may file in the clerk's office of the court of bank- 
ruptey a pro for a composition with his creditors. Such 8 shall not 

consid: unless it provides for the payment in cash of all debts, costs, and 
charges entitled to priority by this act, and for a payans of at least 15 per cent, 
tothe general itors, of which, at least, one-third shall be cash, and the re- 
mainder shall be amply secured, by indorsement or otherwise, in a mode to be 


stated in said pro 
Sud. 95. Upon the filing of such a 2 the court shall order a rage gre, hee 
fore the register upon the issue of the acceptance or a thereof, of which 
hearing the clerk shall send notice by mail, post-paid, to all known creditors of the 
debtor, at least ten days before the time appointed therefor, of the substance of the 
said proposal. Until said hearing, the assignee, or, if no sien m chosen, 
the ster, or some n to be designated by the court, 1 be the custodian 
of all the books of account and other writings and papers of the debtor which can 
be of use in deciding said issue, including copies of his schedule and inventory, 
and the same shall be open at all reasonable times to the examination of the cred- 
itors, and of any agent, accountant, attorney, or committee, duly acting for the 
creditors, or any of them. 

Sec. 96. At the hearing, the debtor shall be personally present, and may be ex- 
amined by any oroni, and by the register and assignee, concerning all matters 
pertinent to the issue. 

All other pertinent evidence may be given; and the debtor may, at any time be- 
fore the hearing is closed, offer a written modification of his proposal, more favor- 
able to the creditors than that originally neers ; bat not one which is, or can be, 
less favorable; and such modified proposal s thenceforward be considered the 


Sec, 97. After the evidence is closed, the hearing shall be adjourned for not less 
than two nor more than four weeks, and if at or before the urned hearing the 
debtor shall file with the register, or in the clerk's office, the written assent to said 

i Mane by at r ede * a and „ e OES 

s known tors, or their attorneys for such purpose y au e 

same shall bo forthwith reported to tho udge in the mode before provided in re- 

t to hearings, together with the op inion of the register thereon. No assent 
shall be ed by any creditor before the first hearing, and any which has been so 
signed shall not fe counted; nor shall any creditor having priority, or who has re- 
ceived a preference, be counted; nor a secured creditor, except for the excess of 
his debt, to be ascertained as the court may prescribe. Demands for unliquidated 
damages shall be assessed under the direction of the court before the acceptance 
of the proposal, but need not be counted unless before the adjourned hear- 


ing. © judge shall appoint some convenient time, not more than thirty days 
after said rt is filed, for a hearing of all parties interested, and shall confirm 
said pro if the same ap to have been duly assented to, and is, in the 


opinion of the court, beneficial for the creditors, and not unjust to any one. If tho 
only valid objection to said proposal is the insufficiency of the security for the de- 
ferred payments, the court may affirm it upon satisfactory senn gpa 
Upon such acceptance, the money for the cash payments shall be forthwith paid 
into the registry of the court, with a list of the creditors, and of the amount due to 
each; and Chall be paid ont to said creditors as other moneys are d out of the 
1 And it there are deferred installments, evidence shall be furnished to the 

faction of the court that the same have been all duly and properly secured, as 
provided in the order; and, thereuon the court shall grant a discharge to the 


debtor, 

plicable to an ordinary discharge Le gt say ae 

payments upon said composition; and the . un 
of shall revert to bim, ipso facto, upon the granting of the discharge, unless some 
special order shall be made to the contrary. 

Sec. 98. If the payments are not made and securities given before the expiration 
of thirty days from the order of acceptance of the composition, the case shall pro- 
ceed in bankrap ; and in such case the assignee ma recover all moneys which 
shall have been paid to any creditors and which should have been paid into court, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary to put all creditors upon a just and equal 
footing, by summary procee in the court of bankruptcy against the tredito: 
jointly, who have received such preference, or against such as can be found, an 
are able to respond; and for this purpose, creditors without the district may be 
served with notice or process, as the judge may direct. 

Sec. 99. The court of bankruptcy shall have and retain jurisdiction over a com- 
pounding debtor to enforce the payment of the composition before or after the dis- 
charge, and over assignees ¢ nd other officers having any of his property in their 
possession or control; and the district and circuit courts shall have jurisdiction 
concurrently with the State courts of all suits against indorsers, sureties, or others 
bound for such payments, and upon the property so bound, in all matters pertain- 
ing to such composition. 

CRIMES. 

Sec. 100. From and after the passage of this act if any person who shall be ad- 
judged bankrupt shall, after or within three months before his bankruptcy, and in 
contemplation or apprehension thereof, secrete, conceal, retain, or remove any of 
his property, or any book, deed, writing, or document relating thereto; or alter, 
mutilate, or falsify any such book, deed, writing, or document; or conceal from 
his assignee or omit from his inventory any property hereinbefore required to be 
stated therein, or make therein any willfully false valuation, or place any false 
debt upon his schedule with intent, in each of the above-mentioned cases, to de- 
fraud his assignee or his creditors in bankruptcy; or if he shall, in case of any per- 
son having to his knowledge Feeney a false or fictitions debt against his estate, 
fail to disclose the same to assignee within one month after coming to the 
knowledge thereof; or shall make or parae or give any advantage, or the 
promise of either, to any creditor, with intent to affect the e in bank- 
ruptey or composition ; or shal! attempt to account for any of F by ficti- 
tions losses or expenses ; or shall, within the aforesaid, and in contempla- 
tion or apprehension aforesaid, obtain on credit from any 3 any money. 
chattels, or other thing of valne; with intent not to pay for the same acco to 
his undertaking ; or with intent, by the means thus acq 
or commit any fraud on this act, or to increase his assets 
affect the proceedings therein ; or shall pledge, pawn, or d: than 
in the due course of bis trade any goods or chattels which he shall bave obtained 
on credit and which remain unpaid for at the time of his bankruptcy, be shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, 3 conviction thereof shall be punished by im- 
prisonment, with or without labor, for a period not exceeding three years. 

Sec. 101. Any person who shall knowingly and -fraudulently present any false 
or fictitious or substantially exaggerated debt or claim for proof against the estate 
of 3 arapi — false, fictitious, or ex claim in composition, 
w er personally or by an agent, proxy, or attorney; any agent, proxy, or at- 
torney who shall icnowingly offer or use the same ; any creditor of a bankrupt who 
shall knowingly receive any money or thing of valne, or the promise of any, as a 
consideration for any act or forbearance to act in respect to the choice of an as- 
signee, or the acceptance of a composition, or the of a bankrupt, shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof be punished by fine not 
exceeding $2,000, or imprisonment not Croas. two years, or by both. 

Src. 102. Any person who shall knowingly corruptly make any false oath in, 
aa 2 ema to, any proceedings in bankraptcy, shall be deemed to have commit- 

perjury. 

Sec. 103. If an assignee shall frandulently and corruptly either embezzle, ap- 
8 to his own use, spend or transfer any of the assets in his charge to the 

njury of the creditors, he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 1 — conviction 
a shall be fined not more than $5,000, or imprisoned not more than two years, 
or 5 

SEC. 104, This act shall take effect as to the appointment of registers and super- 
visors and the promulgation of rules upon its passage, and shall go into full 
tion on the —— day o and no officer shall be deemed to have earn: 
salary excepting from and after said last-mentioned day. 


LOCATING PUBLIC LANDS IN THE STATE OF IOWA. 


Mr. DEERING. I ask by unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Iowa 
relating to the location of lands by certain counties, upon which sub- 
ject a bill has been already introduced by me and now pending be- 
fore the Committee on the Public Lands. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Joint resolution and memorial relative to locating land by the several counties 
of this State. 


Whereas there is a Jarge amountof land due the several counties of this State 
from the United States in lieu of swamp lands sold by the General Government ; 


and 

Whereas there are no United States lands in the State of Iowa upon which 
the counties of this State can locate the land scrip due them from the General Gov- 
ernment : Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, That our Senators and 
3 Congress be, and are respectfully, requested and w to use 
all lawful means to procure the passage of an act by the Congress of the United 
States authorizing the location of the land scrip due the several counties of this 
State upon any Government lands open to public entry in any other State or Ter- 
ritory of the United States. 


any 


FRANK T. CAMPBELL 
President of the Senate. 


JNO. H. GEAR. 


I hereby certify that the foregoingis a true and correct copy of the original joint 
3 on dle in this office. = = W 8 * 
JAS. HULL, 


Secretary of State of the State of Iowa. 
FORT RIPLEY RESERVATION. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table at this time the bill (H. R. No. 1153) to restore to the 
ublic domain a part of the military reservation known as the Fort 

pley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and for other purposes, 
in order to concur in the Senate amendments thereto. 

The SPEAKER. That is a motion to goto business on the Speak- 
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er's table, and will require unanimous consent. Is there objection to 


the t consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. The 
Clerk will read the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 1 strik t all after in line 4, do to and incl 
SS A a iting se 


Also on page 1, line 22, to strike out the words that part of. 

ee Lae — e of the Interior shall, prior to offering 
any pon i section, half quarter section, or quarter quarter section whereon are 
situate koy pabio buildings or improvements, erected or made by the Government, 
„777: un KIPLINGI E Sash RAMAR shell AEDA ot sail 
tracts at — than ths apprained value.“ 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the title as amended by 
the Senate will be concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act to restore to the public domain the military reservation known as the 
Fort Ripley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and for other purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move to dispense with the 
morning hour for the call of committees for reports, in order that the 
House may p to the consideration of the consular and diplo- 
matic re bill. 

The SPEAKER. Before putting that motion the Chair, if there be 
no objection, will recognize several gentlemen for requests they desire 


to make. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Very well. 
HENRY J. CHURCHMAN. 


On motion of Mr. TAYLOR, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
475) granting a pension to Henry J. Churchman was taken from the 
Speaker's table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


HEIRS OF PETER GRUBB. 


On motion of Mr. FINLEY, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Pensions were discharged from the further consideration of the 
memorial of the heirs of Peter Grubb, who furnished supplies for the 
United States daring the revolutionary war, and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 


KIMBERLY BROTHERS. 


Mr. KITCHIN. I am instructed by the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Navy Department to report back to the House for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. No. 3290) for the relief of Kimberly 
Brothers. I desire to put this bill on its immediate passage. I hope 
no gentleman will object. It is a matter of very great importance, 
almost a matter of life and death to the complainants. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Is that a private bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I object to its present consideration. 


MOBILE BAY. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 

following communication from the Senate: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
March 17, 1880. 

Ordered, That the letter of the Secretary of War in reference to Mobile Bay be 
transmitted to the House of Representatives for its consideration. 

The communication and accompanying papers were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF MOBILE HARBOR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communi- 

cation from the Senate : 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
March 19, 1880. 

The Vice-President laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in connection with the report of Captain A. N. Damrell, Corps of En- 
gineers, on survey of the harbor at Mobile, Alabama, transmitted on the 13th in- 
stant, a communication of the Chief of Engineers, covering copy of a report with 
accompanying map from the of engineers for river and harbor improve- 
ments to which the report of 8 Damrell was referred for consideration. 

Ordered, That it be transmitted te the House of Representatives. 

The communication and accompanying papers were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


EXAMINATION OF NOXUBEE RIVER, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the Senate: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
March 18, 1880. 
Ordered. That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to communicate to the 
House of Ree Sere ee for its consideration, the letter of the Secretary of War 
a of the lef of Engineers in reference to examinations of the Noxubee River, 


ppi, and the Choctawhatchee River, 
The communication and accompanying papers were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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JACQUES CLAMORGAN AND PETER PROVENCHER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the Senate: 

Ix THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
March 6, 1880. 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives be respectfully requested to trans- 
mit to the Senate for examination in reference to the claims therein mentioned, 
now pending before the Senate, certain letters from the Secretary of the Interior 
addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and by him submitted 
to the House on the 13th day of May, 1874, and described in the House Journal of 
that date as “ letters in relation to private land claims of Jacques Clamorgan and 
Peter Provencher.” 

The SPEAKER. These requests of the Senate have been usually 
granted. If there be no objection this request will be granted. 

Mr. CONGER. If a committee of the House is examining the ques- 
tion, the papers should not, perhaps, be taken from them till they 
report them back. a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair caused this resolution to be placed in 
the hands of the chairman of the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
who returned the answer he did not know of any objection to grant- 
ing the request of the Senate. However, it might as well go to that 
committee, so that they may act on the subject. The Chair therefore 
would prefer that the communication should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

The communication was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP CONTRACT. 

Mr. MANNING. The gentleman from 1 [Mr. SINGLETON 
yields to me that I may present the preamble and resolution which 
send to the desk, to inquire into an alleged contract between the 
Union Pacific and Central Pacific Railway Companies and the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company. I submitted this resolution formerly, but 
it was objected to. The objections made heretofore have now n 
withdrawn. 

The preamble and resolution were read, as follows: 

Whereas it has been announced in the public gee a contract has been en- 
tered into by and between the Central Pacific Company and the Union 
Paciflo Railroad Company on the one and the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 

y on the other part, by the terms of which contract the Pacifico Mail Steamship 
mpany, in consideration of receiving $1,320,000 annually for five years from the 
railway companies, binds itself to accept and charge such rates for freight and 
mgers as may be fixed by the railroad companies, and to collect the same from 

the commercial public; and 

Whereas the effect of such a contract is directly prejudicial to the public interest 


and contrary to the public policy that controlled Man in the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company, and in granting to both railway companies Ə subsi- 
dies in money and lands: Therefo 


re, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Pacific Railroads be directed to inquire, 
specifically, whether such a contract exists, and to do so shall haye power to send 
for persons and papers, and shall report what legislation is necessary to protect 
the public interests in the premises; and such committee may sit in vacation and 
report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. CONGER. Let that go to a committee to be reported upon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan objects. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to the resolution going toa 
committee to be reported on. 

Mr. MANNING. What I desire is that the committee shall be in- 
stracted to inquire into this alleged contract. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the Committee on Pacific Railroads report such 
action as is necessary on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this resolution belongs to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANNING. I thonght that was the proper reference. It was 
objected to, however, by gentlemen belonging to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. And rather than pani such an iniquitous 8 
ing as this not to be investigated I agreed the matter should go to 
that committee. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be referred to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] 
objects to the consideration of the resolution at this time, but does 
not object to its reference. 

Mr. NG. Ido not understand how it can be referred. I 
ask by the resolution that the committee to which it is proposed to 
refer it shall be authorized to investigate certain alleged facts. 

The SPEAKER. The committee can report back the resolution 
and recommend its cre devas by the House. 

Mr. MANNING. It does seem to me that gentlemen on the other 
side should not object to this resolution, which proposes an investi- 
gation into a transaction which is not only against public policy but 

also criminal in its character because it is a conspiracy. If the 

ntleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] wants to object to an inves- 
igation of this kind, let him do so. 

.CONGER. I do not object to it; but I want a committee to 

examine the subject and to report that such an investigation is nec- 


Mr. MANNING. This is the third time the resolution has been in- 
troduced and each time objected to, and the objection afterward 
withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi objects to the 
consideration of the resolution in the House until the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads shall have first considered the subject and asked 


for its adoption. 
Mr. MANNING. That is precisely what the resolution calls for; 


f!!! dd ae a ed] 
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that the Committee on Pacific Railroads shall investigate and report to 
this House what shall be done. 5 
Mr. CON GER. Let the resolution be referred to the committee. 
Mr. MANNING. I suppose that is one way of killing the resolu- 


tion. 
The SPEAKER. Does the 1 8 consent to its reference ? 
Mr. MANNING. Yes; I will take any course which may secure the 
investigation of the merits of the case. 
The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, 
KIMBERLY BROTHERS. 


Mr, KITCHIN. I understand that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] withdraws his objection made some time since to my re- 
porting a bill from the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy De- 

ca peer es to be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
alendar. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no objection to its being referred to the 
Calendar. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3290) for the relief of Kimberly Brothers was 
accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr, ATHERTON. I was not in my seat the other day when the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was called. I now ask 
consent to spe ay from that committee two bills relating to public 
buildings so that they may go on the Calendar with the bills reported 
at that time relating to public buildings. 

There was no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN ALTOONA. 


Mr. ATHERTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. No. 2035, a bill 
(H. R. No. 5381) to provide for the purchase of a suitable site and the 
erection of a public building in the city of Altoona, Pennsylvania ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN SAINT JOSEPH, MISSOURI. 


Mr, ATHERTON also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 2665, a bill (H. R. No. 5382) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Saint Joseph, in the State 
of Missouri; which was a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL SHEEP AND WOOL SHOW. 


Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I ask unanimous consent that Senate 
bill No, 1229 be taken from the Speaker’s table for consideration at 
this time. It is a small bill, but one of public interest, to which I 
think there will be no objection. It is a bill to authorize and direct 
the Commissioner of Agriculture to attend, in person or by deputy, at 
the international sheep and wool show to be held in the Centennial 
buildings, Fairmount Park, Philadelphia, in September, 1880, and to 
make a full and complete report of the same, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read. 

The first section directs the Commissioner of Agriculture to attend, 
in Panon or by depnty, the international sheep and wool show to be 
held in the Centennial buildings, Fairmount Park, Philadelphia, in 
September, 1880, and to make a full and complete report of the same. 

he second section provides that all sheep and wool which shall be 
imported for the sole purpose of exhibition at this international show 
shall be admitted without the payment of duty or customs fees or 
charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
8 but all sheep and wool which shall be sold in the United 
tates, or withdrawn for consumption therein at any time after such 
importation, shall be subject to the duties, if any, imposed on like 
imports by the revenue laws in force at the date of importation. 
r. HOOKER. Ought not that bill to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I desire to state that a bill identically 
the same in words as this bill has been unanimously reported to this 
House by the Committee on Agriculture and is now on the Calendar. 
I would also say that the exact phraseology of the second section of 
this bill has already passed this House on two different occasions, 
with the assent of the Committee on Ways and Means. I have con- 
sulted with the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [ Mr. 
FERNANDO Woop] and with several other members of that commit- 
tee, in regard to the second section of this bill, and they approve it. 
I therefore ask for its immediate consideration and ge. Time 
is a very essential element in this matter. The officials in charge 
desire to correspond with our consuls at foreign ports, and it is im- 
portant that provision be immediately made for the admission, free 
of duty, of sheep and wool for this international show to be held at 
Philadelphia. The members of the Committee on Agriculture and 
the members of the Committee on Ways and Means are unanimously 
in favor of this bill, as I am informed. I therefore hope there will 
be no objection to it. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speakers 


table, read three several times, and passed. 
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Mr. SHALLENBERGER moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WALLACE W. SCREWS. 


Mr. SAMFORD, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 
Committee on Claims, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 3749) for the relief of Wallace W. Screws, of Montgomery, Ala- 
bama; which was referred to the Committee of the ole House, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL A. LOWE. 


Mr. SAMFORD also, by unanimous consent, reported back from the 
same committee, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 
No. 937) for the relief of Samuel A. Lowe; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

COLUMBUS, GEORGIA, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. PERSONS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5383) to constitute Columbus, in the State of Georgia, a port of de- 
livery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The question being put on the motion of Mr. SINGLETON, of Missis- 
sippi, that the morning hour of to-day be dispensed with, there were— 
ayes 91, noes 54. 

Mr. PRICE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, and Mr. 
THOMAS TURNER were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, noes 45. 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the morning hour was dis- 
pensed with. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, from the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, reported back, without amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 3035) 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes, 
and moved that the same be referred, with the accompanying report, 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The motion to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering the bill just reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. CONVERSE in the chair) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R, No. 3035) making appro- 

riations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government 
‘or the year ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the bill under con- 
sideration is a copy of the consular and Opena appropriation bill of 
last year, except in a few small items which I will presently explain. 
The reasons why we have made no material changes are these: In the 
first place gentlemen on this floor are continually making c 
against the Appropriations Committee of a desire to monopolize the 
business of other committees and to exercise their functions. Hence 
when we bave endeavored to reduce the salaries of some of ourlegations 
and to some extent reorganize and reform our diplomatic relations, it 
has been charged on the one hand that we were trenching upon the 
duties and privileges of the Committee on Farolan Affairs, and upon the 
other that we were attempting to ingraft new legislation upon appro- 
priation bills. To some extent the first charge is well founded, but it 
grew out of the fact that fhe committee on federal relations either did 
not agree with us as to the necessity of any changes or did not desire 
to enter upon the work of reform. Under this bill we have confined 
ourselves to appropriating what is necessary to conduct the system 
as it is with the hope that the said committee will find time and in- 
clination to investigate our diplomatic and consular system and sug- 
gest the needed reforms. x 

The second charge of new legislation upon an appropriation bill is 
true, but after the long practice of all parties on this subject it is 
very late in the day to make such an objection. Not only this House— 
I mean the republican side of it—but the Senate, on both sides, haye 

this objection vehemently to any change in the salaries of our 
diplomatic representatives, and although this House has on several 
occasions insisted upon certain reductions, yet the Senate has uni- 
formly refused to concur in our action, and in the end this House has 
been compelled to recede. Not wishing again to be placed in this 
humiliating attitude, we have appropriated for the salaries after the 
old rate, awaiting the pleasnre of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
to suggest and carry into effect such changes as to them shall seem 


proper. 
As to the consular system, it is the opinion of your committee that it 


should be encouraged and enlarged rather than curtailed and erippled. 
Our country is now suffering from overproduction in rere and 
manufactures, and what we most need and should secure at any reason- 
able cost is a market for our surplus products. And while we have not 
been entirely inactive in relation to the extension of our commerce, 
other nations have been making vigorous efforts to control the mar- 
kets of the world. We cannot remain listless and idle spectators of 
this progress and improvement in other countries and leave our own 
to lag behind. The last decade has marked great improvement in 
our foreign trade. A few years og? our imports largely exceeded our 
exports, showing a system of depletion and pps Saar exhaustion ; 
but the last year showed a balance of trade in our favor of more than 
$250,000,000, and this year it is hoped it will be still larger. 

Our consular system, which relates mainly to commerce and our 
material interests, ought to be fostered and encouraged. Upon an 
examination of the figures in the Fifth Auditor's report for 1879 it 
will be found that the system paid all its expenses for that year and in 
addition turned over to the United States Treasury $131,390.92, all 
of which of course is a tax upon commerce, and tends to delay and 
embarrass it. While this amount paa into the Treasury is an item 
of importance, yet it is believed if it were used and employed in 
extending and enlarging our commerce, it would pay tenfold that 
amount by giving new markets to our people for the disposal of the 
surplus fruits of their labor. 

here is no reason why we should not compete successfully for the 
trade of all nations. It is true that our merchant marine, under the 
idiotic system of compelling our ship-owners to buy vessels at a ruin- 
ous rate from American builders, has almost disappeared from the 
ocean; but it is hoped this evil will soon be remedied, and again 
American bottoms will transport American products to all the mar- 
kets of the world. 

While therefore it is the opinion of at least a portion of your com- 
mittee that a redaction in our diplomatic service might be advan- 
tageously made, yet they are equally well convinced that an exten- 
sion of our consular sustem judiciously made would greatly improve 
and benefit our material interests. 

I stated there were but few changes made in the bill, and I do not 
propose to dwell on them at any length. The first is an item of $20,000, 
not in the last appropriation bill, Which has been set apart for the 
purpose of paying chargés Vaffaires ad interim and secretaries of lega- 
tion while acting in the capacity of ministers when vacancies occur 
or the ministers are absent from their posts. It has been the custom 
for many years to make this 3 but at the last session of 
Congress, although the House voted it, when the bill went to the Sen- 
ate this item was stricken out and no appropriation was made for 
these officers. 

This House has never willingly sanctioned a change of that kind. 
We have always believed that if these secretaries of legation are 
called upon to perform the duties of ministers they should be paid a 
reasonable compensation for their services. Our ministers are allowed 
two months’ leave of absence from their posts during the year, and 
one month’s absence is allowed for traveling from the United States 
to their posts or from them to their homes, during which time it be- 
comes the duty of these secretaries of legation to perform all the 
functions of a minister. This system entails but a small loss upon 
the Government, as the secretary of legation gets but one-half the 
minister’s salary while he is performing this duty. We thought it 
but right and just they should be paid for services thus rendered, and 
have provided, in accordance with the estimate of the Secretary of 
State, for their payment the sum of $20,000. 

In the second place, at the solicitation of the Secretary of State, we 
have given five new clerks to consuls at different points, namely, at 
Calcutta, at Melbourne, at Beirut, at Fayal, and Naples, and at the 
same time we withheld a clerk from the consul at Ottawa; so that 
we have provided for clerkships for only four of these consulates, at 
a salary not exceeding $1,500 per annum, amounting in all to $6,600. 


It is very important they should have these clerks as we believe.. 


At Calcutta there is a consular court, and quite an amount of busi- 
ness done. Very recently an American, who had committed some 
offense, or was o arged with some offense on board of a vessel out- 
side of the jurisdiction of the provincial e was arrested 
and taken before the court of the provincial government in Calcutta, 
and was there tried and convicted. It was deemed at the time a mis- 
step on the part of the provincial government, and the end of it has- 
been that the man was demanded by the American Government and 
brought home and is now in charge of the officers of our Government 
and will have to stand his trial before the proper tribunal. 

At Melbourne we have given a clerk with a salary not to exceed 
$1,500. Melbourne is the capital of Australia, with a population of 
two hundred thousand, and the area of Australia is only one-sixth 
less than that of all Europe. We have considerable commercial rela- 
tions with that country, and many of our people go there for the pur- 
pee of entering the gold diggings, and it is necessary there should 

a clerk to our consul at that point, as his labors are onerous. 

Then we come to Beirut, in Syria, on the eastern end of the Medi- 
terranean Sea, which is a landin -place for visitors who wish to goto 
the Holy Land. A great many ericans land there. We have at 
present no extensive commerce with it, but hope in time to see it 
greatly improved. There is a consular court there for the protection 
of our citizens, and we have given a clerk to that consulate. 
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We have allowed a clerk at Fayal, in the Portuguese dominions, and 
one at Naples, neither of which is a great commercial poni; but at 


Naples we have a t many American travelers. Nearly all the 
Americans going to Italy stop at Naples, and we often find complica- 
tions springing up which make it necessary our citizens should be 
protected. So we have given the consul at Naples a clerk. 

We have added to the contingent expenses of last year for all the 
consuls abroad $10,000, We appropriated $115,000 the past year. It 
was not sufficient, as has been demonstrated to us. The Secretary 
estimated for $140,000, but we deemed it unnecessary to give him that 
amount. We have added to the $115,000 of last year $10,000, making 
the amount $125,000 for the next fiscal year. 

We have also added $10,000 to the sum appropriated last year for 
taking care of our seamen abroad. We have already spent $53,000 
for this landable purpose, which commends itself most strongly to our 
sense of justice. We gave $50,000 last year, which was insufficient, 
and we propose to give $60,000 this year. And while I am talking to 

ou to-day, Mr. Chairman, there are two or three of our vessels closed 
in by the ice in the Arctic regions, and the proposition passed the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations a few days ago setting apart funds that one 
of our revenue-cutters should be put in order and sent to rescue these 
seamen. Disasters to our shipping have been great the past year, and 
hence the necessity of a liberal appropriation, They are brave, hardy 
men, and go into the service for the purpose of extending our com- 
merce and we believe wherever they can be found, whether ship- 
wrecked by storm or frozen in by ice, their interests and their wants 
should be considered and they should be protected from suffering as 
far as can be done by this Government. The appropriation for this 
purpose has been increased from $50,000 to $60,000. 

Again, the Secretary of State recommended that we appropriate 
-$500 for inclosing the cemetery at Smyrna where some of our Amer- 
ican citizens are buried. This cemetery seems to be turned out, no 
attention having been paid to it, and we deemed it right and reason- 
able to give thisamount. These, then, are the amounts added to the 
appropriation bill of last year, aggregating the sum of $46,500. 

1 have thus given the points of difference between the bill of last 
year as it became a law and the present bill. While your committee 

ve in this instance, as in all others, had an eye to strict economy, 
yet it has endeavored by a small increase of expenditure to improve 
our consular system, to poe our seamen abroad, and pay to our 
secretaries of legation a fair compensation for services while acting 
in the capacity of ministers. 

It is hoped this bill will meet with favor from the House and that 
-a protracted discussion will be avoided. 

5 McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Certainly. 

ag ESN: How many new clerks of legations does this pro- 
vide for 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Onlyfour. Leaving ont Ottawa, 
where we have dispensed with the clerk, we have given five but mak- 
ing really an increase of only four. 

. MCMILLIN. Could they not be dispensed with! 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I think not, sir. We examined 
‘the matter carefully, and think it very important to grant this addi- 
tional force at the points named. 

Mr. MONROE, r, Chairman, a characteristic of our age is the dis- 
5777 — to question the value of existing systems and institutions. 

is tendency is a wholesome one, and it is productive only of good 
when it is restrained and tempered by an honest desire to preserve 
whatever in established institutions has real worth. The hatred of 
shams and of hurtful privilege has a grand mission in the world, 
and it does excellent work in the cause of the people when it does 
not flame so high as to destroy the good with the evil. The spirit of 
inquiry has overtaken the diplomatic service of civilized nations; 
a this, too, must be subjected to the test of utility. Is there any 
good reason for maintaining what are called diplomatic relations be- 
tween different countries? May not this branch of the public serv- 
ice be wholly abolished? Or, if not this, may it not be immensel, 
reduced? May not one minister abroad, at some central court, do 
that is now done by a dozen 7. As special envoys in addition to the 
regular force are often f when grave international difficul- 
ties arise, are not these all that we need, and can we not in ordinary 
times dispense with diplomatic agents altogether? Cannot the foreign 
offices of different governments settle disputed questions by corre- 
sponding directly with each other? Do we need any better instru- 
ment of diplomacy than the telegraph? Is not the lightning, hast- 
ening from capita! to capital over the ocean cable, the best envoy 
extraordinary? Will not electricity enable us to dispense with foreign 
ministers; or, at least, to get along with cheap ones? In a word, is 
not the whole diplomatic system of the world a worn-out contrivance 
to secure places of honor and profit for the few at the expense of the 
many? These are some of the questions which are asked, and they 
must be satisfactorily answered by those who would retain in its 
essential features the present method of conducting negotiations be- 
4ween governments. 

I may say, at the outset, that the question in dispute is not whether 
8 ministers have been able and faithful, or otherwise, in the 
discharge of their duties. If Smith has been indolent at one capital, 
if Brown has been stupid at another, if Jones has traded in the honor 


of his country at a third, that only proves that the Government was 
unfortunate in the choice of its agents, and not that the service to 
which they wereappointedisuseless. The question is not whether these 
men were meritorious ministers, but did the office which they under- 
took to fill afford noble opportunities to do good work for their country 
and for mankind? If inefficient and unfaithful officers are to be taken 
as evidence that the department to which they belong is unn 

and injurious and should be abolished, then no branch of this or any 
other government can be defended. But no one pro to act upon 
this principle in any other direction than that of our diplomacy. 
There have been bad judges; but we do not propose to abolish the 
jadiciary. There have been idle, useless, and unworthy members of 
Con ; but no one on that account ever suggests that the country 
could get along without the National Legislature. It is evident that 
the issue to be discussed is not what is the character of officers, but 
what is the nature of the service? Is the service in itself necessary and 
useful, or the opposite? The question is not even whether at all or 
most of our foreign legations remarkable or extraordinary events 
occur in the course of any particular year. It will be sufficient to 
show that there is always enough common and useful work to do, and 
that extraordinary events are at all times liable to occur at any lega- 
tion. The prudent commander stations his picket-guards at every 
point around his lines during the night even 8 his experience 
may have been that danger has commonly approached upon only one 
point, and often not at all. Our foreign ministers are the sentinels of 
the Republic. It would be better to keep all these at their places 
even if much of the time they had no useful work to do—which, how- 
ever, is not the case rather than that in a single instance some great 
danger should steal in upon us unforewarned. 

It will hardly be denied that there is in the nature of things a pre- 
sumption in favor of diplomatic intercourse between nations. In 
general there are the same reasons for maintaining diplomatic rela- 
tions between governments that there are for maintaining social re- 
lations between individuals. The man who takes pains to become 
acquainted with his neighbors, to receive and return their visits, to 
remove misunderstandings, and to live pleasantly with them will find 
his advantage in this when occasions arise—and they will arise—in 
Auch angeles good feeling is indispensable to him. On the other hand 
the sullen and unsocial man is left to fight the battle of life alone, an 
will often find that battle too hard for him. It is evident that the 
same principle is in large de; applicable to nations. The sendin 
a minister abroad and receiving one in return is in itself a social an 
friendly act. It removes suspicion ; it allays prejudice; it puts nations 
in easy relations with each other; it prevents misunderstandings, and 
is both a gator pod and more thorough defense against hostile attack 
than fleets and armies, for it removes the very causes by which hostile 
attacks are produced, 

Again, it is worth remarking that the practice of the civilized world 
is in favor of a system of diplomacy. The united testimony of all 
nations that have any considerable rank must be held to be worth 
something. At the present time there is no nation of respectable 
standing among the powers of the earth that will consent to remain 
unrepresented at the capital of any other important country. Indeed, 
there is no tendency whatever among the governments of the world 
to dispense with their representatives abroad. Is it supposable that 
all these countries misunderstand their own true interests? No one 
who has been a reader of history will have failed to observe the value 
of the mere presence in a foreign country of a minister of sense and 
right feeling in preventing injurious and irritating occurrences. The 
eminent Montague Bernard, professor of international law in the Uni- 
versity of Oxford, who was a member of the Joint High Commission 
held a few years since in this city, says in a volume of published 
lectures : 

How many misunderstandings have been prevented, how much of cordiality and 
mutual esteem has been kept up, how often the sharp edges of a correspondence 
have been softened and di ible communications robbed of their sting by the 
rere W of aman of temper and jad; ent who has been careful to live on a 


footing with the ministers wi m he has to deal—of a man, in short, 
not t for his place. 


It has been often noticed that in the absénce of a minister there is 
less restraint upon those who, for any reason, are unfavorably dis- 
posed toward his country. When a foreign minister is present a cer- 
tain respectful kindness is felt toward him as one who in his single 
person represents perhaps a great people and has come confidingly to 
claim the hospitality of strangers. There is something in his very 
position which challenges gentleness and forbearance. In his pres- 
ence the orators and the presses moderate their appeals to passion 
and prejudice against the government from which he is accredited. 
When he comes men lower their voices, suspend or qualify criticism, 
and put on hospitable looks as they do for a guest at their firesides. 
When two nations both need the favor of a third for commercial, 

litical, or other purposes, the one which for any reason happens to 
Be unrepresented has often in consequence been put to great disad- 
vantage. 

We have a notable example of this in our own recent history. At 
the outbreak of the late civil war, the British Queen’s proclamation 
of neutrality, which furnished the text for all the subsequent diplo- 
matic differences between England and America, was published on 
the 13th of May, 1861. Our minister, Mr. Adams, with fall instruc- 
tions from his Government how to avert this and other unfavorable 
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action, arrived in London on the 15th of the same month. That proc- 
lamation, which was the source of so many of our woes, was issued 
two days before his arrival, although he was expected and arrange- 
ments had already been made at the foreign office for his reception. 
What reason can be given for this haste? After a delay of so many 
weeks from the commencement of hostilities in this country, there 
would seem to have been no difficulty in a delay of forty-eight hours 
longer. The real explanation undoubtedly is that Lord John Russell 
found it more convenient and comfortable to issue the proclamation 
before the arrival of the American minister. Had he been in London 
he would have asked for delay, for an opportunity to be heard and to 
make known the views of his Government, and ordinary diplomatic 
courtesy would have demanded that his request should be granted. 
He would have brought to the foreign office his earnest and convincing 
logic, fortified by principle and precedent, and Lord Russell would have 
been subjected to the embarrassment of hearing and answering his 
arguments before he should act. The British minister was not wholly 
uncommit The commissioners of the Confederate States had 
already gained his ear. As early as the 4th of May those commis- 
sion Scania! Yancey, Mann, and Rost, had been received by Lord 
Russell in a way which he chose to designate as unofficial, and had 
made their argument ably and skillfully. That they had made a 
strong impression upon his mind is evident from a letter which he 
wrote soon after to Lord byona then in Washi m, in which he says 
that one of the points which they made was the difference between the 
Nortli and the South as to a protective tariff. They stated that the 
United States Government had already imposed duties which would 
exclude British manufactures, whereas the southern peopie, bein, 
almost wholly agricultural, should their independence be recogni 
and achieved, would open their ports to free e with Eugland. One 
may pardon a British minister for finding such an argument inter- 
esting and convincing. When Mr. Adams arrived he had to contend, 
first of all, with this strong bias in the mind of the minister with 
whom his correspondence must be conducted. Itis difficult to resist 
the conclusion that the painful disadvantage which our Government 
so long labored under in its relations with England grew principally 
out of the fact that Messrs. Yancey, Mann, and t were eleven days 
ahead of Mr. Adams in getting a hearing. No one can be blamed for 
what occurred in that time of anxious uncertainty, but it is easy now 
` to see that Mr. Adams should have been in London by the first or mid- 
dle of April. Had that been so, the Queen’s proclamation would 
probably never have been issued. 
Another instance of the disadvantage to which we have been put 
for the want of representation is of great interest to the country at 
the present moment. I think it was some time in the year 1876 
that we decided to dispense with the United States mission to the 
Republic of Colombia. We did this from motives of economy and 
because we thought if unnecessary to keep up diplomatic intercourse 
with a nation of such inferior rank. For most of the time in the 
years 1877 and 1878 we had no minister in that country. During the 
year 1878, on the earnest representation of New York merchants that 
the business interests of our people in Colombia are too important to 
be left without the protection of a minister, we again appropriated 
the money to send one there, and he was subsequently sent. But in 
the mean time some things had happened in that country which we 
had had no share in, and which are now attracting general atten- 
tion. It is a suggestive fact that the period during which we chose 
to vacate our representation in Colombia almost exactly coincides 
with the period of greatest French activity in preparation for the con- 
struction of an interoceanic canal. During that time Lieutenants 
Wyse and Reclus, distinguished officers of the French navy, com- 
poa their surveys of the route between Panama and the Gulf of 

imon. On the 20th of March, 1878, the concession of the Colombian 
government to Lientenant Wyse was sed by President Parra. Our 
new minister did not reach Bogota until early in the following Sep- 
e nearly six months after this important contract was consum- 
mated. 

The concession which was granted is the one which was afterward 
sold to that eminent French citizen whom we all delight to honor, 
M. de Lesseps. It is now generally held that this concession, which 
is in its terms an exclusive monopoly, may become the basis for an 
interoceanic canal company organized and established under French 
laws, and as such entitled to the protection of the French govern- 
ment. As an immense carrying-trade between our Atlantic and our 
Pacific coasts would naturally pass through such a canal when con- 
structed, the American people are now discussing the question whether 
they can consent to permit even any risk of subjecting interests which 
can only be computed by hundreds of millions to the varying policy, 
the views of self-interest, the changes of ministry, or possibly the 
revolutions of a foreign government. We are now waking up and 
asking, When did all this happen? how did our French neighbors 
gain this advantage? who has blundered? what are we to do about 
the matter? I do not attempt to discuss the question how important 
this issue may be to us. I only say that if it is dangerous to our 
interests that a company should be formed under the laws of France 
to construct an interoceanic canal across the Isthmus, and if it was a 
mistake to allow the preparatory steps to be taken for the organiza- 
tion of such a company, then it was also a mistake not to have kept 
constantly at Bogota a capable and well-informed minister who could 
have asserted our right to be heard, and who could have protested 


against any measures unfavorable to our interests at a time when 
the protest would have been less likely to produce bad feeling than 
it now will, after the enterprise has made such progress. 

This mistake of going unrepresented in Colombia was the less ex- 
cusable because years since we had made one almost exactly like it 
with a result which should have prevented its repetition. More than 
thirty years ago our Government thought Nicaragua of so little im- 
portance that it sent no minister to that country, although Great Brit- 
ain was always, and actively, represented there. hat was the 
result? Some of us can remember how, in 1848, the people of our com- 
mercial cities were startled by receiving the news that England had 
taken ion of the town of San Juan and was extending its pro- 
tectorate over the whole Mosquito coast. As San Juan was at the At- 
lantic terminus of the proposed canal through Nic a, the people 
of the United States were not pleased with this act of Great Britain. 
A diplomatic quarrel followed, which did not cease until the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty was ratified, some time after which the Mosquito coast 
was restored to the protection of Nicaragua. 

In our time, when so large a part of the world travels and inter- 
communication between nations is so general, events are constantly 
occurring in all commercial countries, whether great or small, which 
render the 5 of a minister necessary for the protection of the 
property, the liberty, and even the life of his countrymen. In the 
multiplicity and hurry of business in our modern life, there is often 
hasty action in cases 1 personal rights by the authorities of 
commercial ports and by the inferior magistrates and judges or even 
higher officials of pik rag Hence we not unfrequently hear of 
the hasty seizure of a ship, the-unlawful confiscation of a cargo, the 
arrest of citizens on insufficient grounds, the drafting of naturalized 
citizens of one country into the army of their native country, or the 
shipping of paupers and criminals from one country to another to be 
relieved of their presence. Cases like these cannot be inquired into 
and settled by the authorities of a country thousands of miles dis- 
tant. They are cases which will not admit of delay. Before remon- 
strance can come from a remote government, either no remonstrance 
will be needed or an irreparable wrong will bedone. Questions like 
these which are now constantly arising, and will arise more and 
more mently as the intercourse of business is multiplied and ex- 
tended, demand the constant presence and active attention of a 
diplomatie representative; and a minister abroad is as much needed 
to secure right conduct from his own countrymen as to furnish 
them protection. Citizens who travel often need to be reminded of 
their duty, as well as to receive sympathy and assistance. They do 
not always treat with proper respect the laws, regulations, and usages 
of other countries. In such cases a good minister will be just and 
impartial. He will demand that his countrymen abroad shall perform 
their duties as well as enjoy their rights. In this way he commands 
respect in the country where he resides as well as in the country 
from which he comes; and by discouraging unlawful conduct and 
unreasonable expectations in the citizens of both, removes those 
eauses of irritation which often result so disastrously. 

The fact that at the present day there are international questions 
sang in most countries, which make the presence of a minister indis- 
pensable, is well illustrated in the Sapne of our own diplomatic 
co: We have examples of this in Switzerland, one of the smallest, 
and in Great Britain, one of the most powerful of the countries of the 
world, in both of which our representatives have found it necessary 
to guard agaiust the unwarranted shipping of paupers to our shores 
and in both of which questions of citizenship have often required 
attention. 

We have another example in the laborious and delicate service ren- 
dered by our ministers in Berlin. In one or two instances I have seen 
intimations in the press that the legation at that capital had nothing 
to do. Such a view of the case can spring only from a want of proper 
information. Of the thousands of Germans who come to this coun- 
try and in good faith become naturalized citizens, intending to make 
America their home and the home of their posterity, many subse- 
quently return to the Fatherland to visit relatives or to look after their 
property interests. Some of these find it necessary to remain a con- 
siderable time. The laws of Germany are very severe in regard to 
military service and its authorities are very jealous of attempts to 
evade it. Hence, under these laws and under our treaties with Ger- 
many, questions constantly arise, which the inferior authorities some- 
times decide adversely to the citizen. The liability to this is increased 
by the fact that some Germans who have been naturalized in this 
country left Germany to avoid military service, or were even deserters 
from it. There are even some cases of those who have attempted to 
evade this service by the use of fraudulent papers of naturalization. 
All this begets suspicion on the part of magistrates and a disposition 
to apply the most rigorons rules of evidence, 

Thus it happens that many Germans claiming to be citizens of the 
United States are, sometimes justly and sometimes unjustly, con- 
demned to the military service or fined for having previously failed 
to perform it. Hundreds of these persons apply to the American min- 
ister for assistance, and ask him to intercede with the minister of for- 
eign affairs for their relief. Our diplomatic correspondence shows that 
almost daily applications of this kind are made to the American lega- 
tion in Berlin, either in writing or b; rsonal visit. The labor thus 
thrown upon our representative pest his assistants is constant and 
immense. He must investigate every one of these cases thoroughly, 
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for the most important interests depend upon the judgment which he 
may form. He must take the greatest care to furnish protection to 
all genuine American citizens, and he must be equally careful not to 
take measures to absolve those who are not such citizens from their 
obligations to their government. When there is satisfactory 
evidence that the applicant has been unjustly treated, the minister 
must apply to the Government to have him relieved. This good work 
has been constantly going on for years past, and great numbers of 
American citizens have thus been protected in their newly acquired 
rights. Thatthe requests of our representatives for the relief of their 
fellow-citizens have almost always been granted is alike creditable 
to their conscientious thoroughness in investigation and to the candor 
and fairness of the German government. Mr. George Bancroft, Mr. 
Bancroft Davis, and Mr. Bayard Taylor during his too short term of 
service, had, each of them, a large amount of this patriotic labor to 
‘orm in behalf of their fellow-citizens. Mr. Davis mentions thirty- 
ve cases in one dispatch and eighty-six cases in another which he 
deemed of special interest and which did not include the ordinary 
eallers at the legation for advice and assistance. It is evident that a 
day should never be allowed to pass at the American legation in Ber- 
lin withont some person being present authorized and qualified to 
investigate cases of this kind. 
Another chapter of our diplomatic history, which shows how indis- 
nsable a minister may be, is found in the services of Mr. Washburne 
in Paris during the Franco-German war and the rule of the Commune. 
During this period of danger and alarm, he had first of all to protect 
all American citizens, whether native or naturalized, in person and 
property. This he successfully accomplished. Next, the government 
of North Germany, together with several smaller states, requested 
him to take in charge thirty thousand German citizens, who had been 
left in Paris when that city was declared to be in a state of siege. 
With the approval of his own government, he accepted the respon- 
sible trust, On the 28th of August, 1870, an order was issued by the 
overnor of Paris expelling this multitude of helpless citizens from 
Deanne: Their distress was unspeakable. A large portion of them 
were destitute,and although there were able-bodied men among them, 
the women and the children, the invalids and the aged constituted 
the large majority. Mr. Washburne had to provide a safe conduct for 
all these beyond the French lines; he had to seek out the destitute, 
and relieve their wants; and he had to protect all against the sus- 
picion and the rage of excited Frenchmen. As soon as it was known 
that the interests of German citizens were in his care, they came in 
crowds to his legation. On one occasion more than five hundred had 
thered at his door before seven o’clock in the morning, and in some 
ys there were not less than twenty-five hundred or t thousand 
persons in waiting. Many Germans, without cause and on mere sus- 
Picion, were arrested and thrown into prison. These he visited, in- 
goes into the facts, and secured their release. During this period 
e worked every day from twelve to eighteen hours, and remain 
at the railroad depot until midnight to superintend the departure of 
the Germans, and to provide for cases of destitution that had been 
overlooked. So successful was he in the performance of these respon- 
sible and burdensome duties that he was able to say at the close that 
there had been very little loss of life or property on the part of either 
German or American citizens. He did a noble work for his country 
and for mankind. He has thrown the ight of his courage and philan- 
thropy over the dry routine of the diplomatic service. Most appro- 
ee both Secre Fish and Count Bismarck, each in behalf of 
is own country, thanked him in words of heartiest approval. 
Instances are not infrequent where a diplomatic representative has 
by prompt and judicious personal effort, at some moment of sudden 
irritation, saved his country from a foolish, expensive, and murder- 
ous war, or from grave complications threatening war, One such ser- 
vice as this toa nation more than repays all the expense of its repre- 
sentation abroad fora century. Factsare what are wanted in illustra- 
tion of this, and I citetwoorthree from the history of ourown country. 
The first which I shall mention fell in large part under my own ob- 
servation. On the 7thof October, 1864, the United States war steamer 
Wachusett and the confederate steamer Florida lay peacefully together 
in the harbor of Bahia. The following night Captain Collins, of the 
Wachusett, steamed alongside of the Florida, when her officers and crew 
were mostly ashore, towed her out to sea,and conveyed her to our 
own coast. This was no doubt one of the grossest violations of the 
rights of a friendly neutral power of which we have any account. It 
was between nations what it would be between individuals if a man 
should pursue his enemy into the house of a friend and attack him 
there. The people of Bahia were, of course, greatly excited; can- 
non from the forts, though without effect, opened fire upon the retreat- 
ing disturber of the ce, An angry mob filled the streets. They 
attacked the United States consulate and dishonored its coat of arms. 
There was wild talk of reprisals, of seizing American cargoes, and 
burning American ships. The news of the outrage reached Rio de 
Janeiro, the capital of the country, on the night ofthe 13th. Thenext 
morning scenes of angry excitement occurred in that city similar to 
those in Bahia, except that there was no hostile demonstration against 
the consulate. A cabinet council was called early in the morning, 
which had been together but a short time when the conclusion was 
already reached to send to the minister of the United States his pass- 
ports, accompanied by a letter of indignant remonstrance demandin 
immediatereparation. At this crisis the energetic and patriotic Ameri- 


can minister, General Webb, did jnst what was needed to extricate his 
country from a very awkward situation. 

Having heard some rumor of the cabinet council, he went in pur- 
suit of it, and having found it, with friendly abruptness broke into 
the circle of angry ministers just in time to prevent hostile actions 


He frankly told them that what had occ at Bahia was an out- 
tage ; that our Government would promptly disapprove it; that those 
engaged in it would be punished; that an ample apology would be 
made by the United States to the insulted 8 of Brazil, and 
that a man-of-war would be sent to the harbor of Bahia to salute the 
Brazilian flag. This commendable course had the desired effect, and 
an amicable adjustment of difficulties wassoon effected. By this sin- 
gle act General Webb paid for his own salary and the salaries of all 
his 8 in Brazil. It is e, to reflect upon what 
might have happened if we had had no minister in that country. 
For want of a tranquilizing assurance that ample and speedy repa- 
ration would be made, the popular indignation might have gone so 
far that American shipping or other property might have been in- 
jured. Then the pride of our own people would, in turn, have been 
wounded, and differences would have arisen which itmight not have 
been easy toarrange. No doubt the United States isa muchstronger 
country than Brazil, but at that time we had by no means brought 
our civil war to a conclusion, and Brazil, though not a first-class 
power, has a sovereign of character and ability ; has large resources, 
anda considerable degree of spirit and discipline. Such an enemy at 
such a time might have proved to be no small addition to our embar- 
rassments. 

The next case of this kind of which I will speak occurred in Japan, 
and threatened to involve us in hostilities with China. In 1874 the 
Japanese government fitted ont a naval expedition against Formosa, 
a dependency of the Chinese Empire. The American steamer New 
York, belonging to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and several 
prominent American citizens, were then in the service of the Japanese 
government. It was arranged that this force should be a part of the 
expedition. Our minister to Japan, Mr. Bingham, whose eloquent 
voice some of us have often heard upon this floor, addressed to the 
government of Japan a note of earnest remonstrance against such use 
of an American vessel and American citizens against a power with 
which the United States was at peace, and asked that they should be 
detached from the expedition. This request was complied with, and 
we were thus saved from a serious disturbance of our friendly rela- 
tions with China. It may be said that China is a nation which we 
should have no reason to fear; but the commerce of our country with 
China is very great, and it could not be interrupted without injury 
to the general prosperity. 

One more instance of the great usefulness of the regular diplomatic 
service in averting the interruption of friendly relations is furnished 
in the negotiations between this country and Great Britain in regard 
to what were known as the “Alabama claims.” It has been said that 
as here was a question of the first magnitude it had to be settled by 
special commissioners, and not by ordinary diplomatic representa- 
tives. Now, I take pleasure in admitting that the special members 
of the Joint High Commission rendered invaluable service to both 
countries; but there is also abundant evidence, in the first place, 
that the treaty of Washington never could have been adopted with- 
out the services of Sir Edward Thornton, the British minister to this 
country; and in the second place, that it could never have been car- 
ried out but for the services of General Schenck, the American min- 
ister in London. Of course General Schenck and Sir Edward Thotn- 
ton were themselves members of the Joint High Commission and had 
their full share in the labors of all its sessions. As to the special use- 
fulness of Sir Edward Thornton in securing the adoption of the 
treaty, it has now come to be generally understood that Earl Grey 
and the other English members of the commission relied fully upon 
him in forming their opinions as to what the temper of the American 
people would bear and what the American Government would ac- 
cept. He had been several years in this country; he had carefull 
studied the questions in debate; he had often exchanged views wi 
our President and Ministers of State; and he had read our news- 
papers and become acquainted with our people. It was a plain dic- 
tate of common sense, and none knew it better than Lord Grey and 
his associates, that such a man would better understand what was 
acceptable to Americans than any special commissioner who had just 
set foot upon our soil. Sir H. L. Bulwer states in his testimony be- 
fore a parliamentary commission that the reason why Earl Derby and 
Lord Clarendon failed in the earlier attempts to settle the difficulties 
with the United States was that they undertook to make treaties 
without availing themselves of the knowledge of our conntry ac- 
quired by the British minister in Washington; and hence they were 
always proposing something which our Government would not en- 
tertain. 

But Lord Granville was now the minister for foreign affairs, and he 
had made up his mind not to repeat the mistakes of his predecessors. 
Hence the cial commissioners came to Washington under an in- 
spiration which led them to assign a prominent part to their envoy 
here in the negotiation of the new treaty. Not less important were 
the services afterward rendered by our minister in England, General 
Schenck, in saving the treaty from being repudiated by the British 
cabinet. On the 15th of December, 1871, the“ American case,” which 
had been prepared by Mr. Bancroft Davis, and which contained an 


1880. 


argument in favor of what were known as the “ indirect claims,” was 
laid before the tribunal, which then first assembled at Geneva. About 
a month later t dissatisfaction began to be expressed in England, 
accompanied by heated discussions in the press and in Parliament 
that the “indirect claims” had been included in the American case. 
On the 3d of February, 1872, the British ministry officially announced 
that they had not expected that the “indirect claims” would be pre- 
sented at Geneva, and that they could not consent to have those 
claims considered. The irritation between the two countries growing 
out of this difference of opinion as to the scope of the treaty contin- 
ued to increase until the early part of May. At the close of a con- 
ference of several hours on the evening of the 9thof May Lord Gran- 
ville said to General Schenck as they parted that, while he did not 
wish to utter anything like a menace, he did not think that the 
chances for an agreement between the two countries were favorable. 
General Schenck replied that he was of the same opinion. That 
night, General Schenck tells us, he could not sleep. He was pained 
beyond measure that the only fruit of so much negotiation should be 
failure, accompanied by increased bitterness and hostility. 

The next morning he resolved to make one effort more. He com- 
menced writing a rapid but clear and vigorous restatement of the 
portion of our Government in regard to the “indirect claims.” Learn- 

ng that a cabinet meeting was in ee he resolved not to wait 

its conclusion, but called upon Lord Granville at the foreign office 
and delivered to him so much of the paper he was preparing as had 
been copied and afterward furnished him with the rest. It was 
this statement of our minister, presented by him in person with an 
earnest expression of his desire to save the treaty—a desire which 
Lord Granville fully shared with him—that induced the British cab- 
inet to postpone unfavorable action and to continue their represen- 
tation at Geneva, It was a moment when the right word heartily 
spoken saves nations from years of calamity. Early in June General 
Schenck delivered to Mr. Adams, then on his way to Geneva, a mem- 
orandum in regard to the “indirect claims,” which was made the 
basis for the settlement of that troublesome question in the tribu- 
nal. On the 15th of June, 1872, the tribunal reassembled at Geneva, 
and on the 27th of that month all serious difficulties between the two 
countries were removed by the decision of the tribunal that the “in- 
direct claims” should be wholly excluded from its consideration. 
Thus through the judicious and unremitting effort of our regular 
representative to England the treaty of Washington was saved, an 
event for which not only England and America but all mankind have 
reason to be thankful. 

I must not close these remarks without briefly calling the atten- 
tion of the House to one great body of information which we have 
in the Government libraries upon the general question I have dis- 
cussed—the usefulness of the diplomatic service. I refer to the nu- 
merous and voluminous reports upon this subject from committees of 
the British Commons. Iam far from accepting the authority of even 
the t British statesmen upon all points, As an American I 
should expect their opinions upon many questions to be molded by a 
strong bias in favor of the institutions and usages to which they are 
accustomed. But upon one question they are excellent authority; 
they do understand what will contribute to the material tness 
and prosperity of England. That they understand that, the wonder- 
ful history of their country is the best evidence. They make thata 
study, and are constantly testing all branches of their public service 
by that standard. This inquiry into the usefulness of the diplomatic 
service and the possible methods of improving it was not first raised 
by us. It has been vigorously prosecuted in England for nearly half 
a century. Successive committees of the House of Commons have 
been appointed to investigate this subject, take testimony, and make 
report.. Before these committees have testified all those who by abil- 
ity and long service were best qualified to furnish information. The 
most experienced diplomatic representatives of Great Britain, the 
ministers of foreign affairs, the under secretaries, and their subordi- 
nates of the foreign office have all brought their contributions of 
knowledge to the investigations of these committees. This laborious 
and discriminating accumulation of the results of enlightened ex 
rience must go for something with us, must be worthy of our study. 
I have been at the pains to examine with care nearly two thousand 
pages of these reports apes the diplomatic service, as they are found 
in the English Blue Book. I have endeavored to ascertain what con- 
clusions that might be instructive to us are fairly established by these 
investigations. Omitting sach as are of Jess importanee or are left 
doubtful, I men ion a few which are pertinent to our inquiries in this 
country. 
In the first place, we have in these volumes the concurrent testi- 
mony of a large number of the best men of England to the great value 
of the diplomatic service as a means of preserving peace. y illus- 
trations of this are given which time will not permit me to quote. 
Indeed, the truth of this proposition is assumed in a large portion of 
the evidence as being well established. The Earl of Malmsbury de- 
clares that the great object of the diplomatic profession is the main- 
tenance of peace, and that if it does not accomplish this it is substan- 
tially useless. ; 


Again, there is a general ment among witnesses in these vol- 


umes as to the adyantage of the diplomatic service to commerce. Sir 
Rutherford Alcock, who was so 1 envoy in China, attrib- 
utes the enormous development of 


itish trade in that country to 
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the combined influence of the diplomatic and consularservices. From 

assages containing opinions similar to this in regard to other coun- 
tries I quote one at length because it treats of an incidental point of 
some interest to us—the question how far theimportance of a foreign 
mission in any country is to be measured by the amount of trade with 
it. The passage is contained in the testimony of Hon. Edward Ham- 
mond, for many years permanent under secretary of state. The chair- 
man of the committee questions him as follows: 

I gather from your remarks that there is a very large amount of attention paid 
to commercial interests in our foreign missions, and I should liketo ask you whether 
you do not think that the relative importance of foreign missions may be fairly 
measured by the extent of the trade existing with this country ? 


To this question Mr. Hammond replies: 


No; I cannot agree with that necessarily. There may be a small amountof trade 
with a foreign country, but political questions may arise in that foreign country 
which, t h they would not interfere with the commercial interests of the country 
as regards that foreign country, might, if insufficiently known, have a very impor- 
tant and prejudicial g upon the commerce of this country generally. That 
is the purport of the answer which I gave the other day. What I mean to say is 
this, that nothing can happenin Europe which disturbs thá panoa of Europe without 
more or less interfering with the industry of this country; and I have illustrated 
that by reminding yon that the civil war in America paralyzed entirely a very largo 
and important in of this country; and, in fact, all the commercial inte: 
in the country are still more or less suffering from the effects of that civil war, and 
yet we had nothing to do with it. 


I remark, in the next place, that I find no trace in these reports to the 
Honse of Commons of any tendency to substitute direct correspond- 
ence between two countries for diplomatic representation. There 
is not the slightest intimation that foreign missions can be dispensed 
with or reduced in number or quality. On the contrary, there is a 
great weight of testimony in favor of relying upon the local knowl- 
edge and increasing the responsibility of ministers abroad. On this 
point I quote the interesting statement of one of the most accom- 
pan diplomatists of England, Sir H. L. Bulwer, to whose opinion 

have already referred. He says: 


In my view we have got into very grave difficulties by not making our ministers 
of late years sufiiciently responsible; and if you like I will give you two or three 
instances. Take the American affairs. When Lord Derby came into office he was 
certainly desirous, if possible, to reconcile the two coun! . What would a sen- 
sible man, unfetrered by bad advice, have done in that case? Why, supposing 
that it been Lord Palmerston, he would have written to the head of the mis- 
sion at Washington and he would have said, “ Well, I want to make up these mat- 
ters with the United States, if I can, but I do not choose to make any proposition 
that will not be aor go and have a talk with the minister for foreign affairs 
there, and see what it is that would be accepted, and give me your opinion.” Wi 
I venture to say, knowing something of that country and its people, that I 
have gone to the minister of foreign affairs at Washington, and have come awa: 
with a perfectly clear idea in my own mind as to the sort of proposition that woul 
eee oak the sort of proposition that would not; and therefore the responsibilit 
would have been thrown on me as to the course that the government at home 
addépt; but it would have been giving a great deal of power to me, as minister, and 
showing a great reliance on the r at Washington. Instead of doing that, 
Lord Derby, apparently without consulting ourrepresentative in the United States 
makes a proposition of his own, which, directly it gets to the United States, is re- 
fused, and it was certain to be refused, because he said our government will give 
this, and will not give that; and anybody who knows anything of negotiation 
8 . wae give, 7 — 5 at once ee 12 
portant point in the m è person that you are gro , particular! 

a country like America; and therefore the g which Lord Derby said he — 
not give arose into a importance in the minds of the Americans, and 
became the cause of all the differences that we had afterward. Then Lord Claren- 
don came into office ; a negotiation was going on with Mr. Johnson here; 8 
as I stated to the House of Commons at the time, to express an eee to Lo 
Clarendon that it was unwise to settle the question here with Mr. ; first, 
because the question could only be settled at Washington; and, in the next place, 
because he was dealing with an administration that was going out on a matter 
which another administration that was coming in would have to decide upon. 
The proper course, then, would have been, in my opinion, to have referred the 
matter to Washington, and left it to be settled at Washington, giving instractions 
to our minister; and, above all, giving him orders not to assent to any treaty which 
I privat the peouen ab Wreehlaigues ee waslined 
ut you wo vo a er at W. was 
by the foreign office; eee teat oar minister at Washington 
not the power, though he saw that it Sona not be accepted by the — to pre- 
vent a treaty signed by our goverament going np there, and both countries 0 
compromised in a manner which might easily have been avoided. 

One of the subjects which are most 5 investigated in 
these parliamentary reports is the possible effect of the telegraph 
upon the a service. Upon this question all the distin- 
guished gentlemen who testified becore the committees in the 
opinion that the use of telegraphic dispatches increases rather 
t diminishes the necessity for representatives abroad of ability, 
tact, and quick intelligence. Some of the prominen; diplomatists 
and statesmen who express this opinion are Lord Stratford de Red- 
cliffe, Earl Cowley, Lord John Russell, Hon. Edmund Hammond, Sir 
H. G. Elliott, and Earl Clarendon. These gentlemen assert that the 
telegram being necessarily brief, incomplete, often transmitted in 
cipher, and always liable to error in transmission, leaves more to the 


judgment of the minister than the extended written dispatch, and 


increases both his labor and his responsibility. I quote two or three 
passages as examples of this mass of evidence. 

The following question and answer I find in the testimony of Sir 
H. G. Elliott: 

There seems to be an idea that the use of the telegraph diminishes the work of 
the head of a mission; do you think that it increases it or diminishes it?—I am 
sure it increases it; I do not think that that admits of a question. 

In reply to the inquiry whether the necessity for diplomatic agency 
has been diminished by telegraphs Lord John Russell says: 


No; of course one has to think of these matters, as there has been a great 3 
but they rather seem to me to inorcase the necessity for diplomatic agency. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCO 22! 


1790 
merly a minister, such a man as Mr. Canning, considered all the contingencies of 


t might be used; and he wrote a long dispatch 
„ 8 iieb fo! an instruction to the minister, 
so that the minister was obli to go and speak to a foreign minister. He h 
his brief in his hand, and could speak from that brief; but now he asks a question 
or instructions in a few words, and we send him from the foreign office an answer 
in a few words. He is obliged to supply, therefore, a great deal more than a min- 
ister abroad formerly was obliged to supply. 

The testimony of Earl Clarendon is equally explicit. The follow- 
ing question is addressed to him by the chairman of the committee: 

i h on the relations of the foreign office 
swith eikai 3 te taana think that the responsibility of our 
ministers and ambassadors at the different courts is so much diminished that it 
would be for the benefit of the country to put in those posts men of less weight, 
and men less well paid than at present ? 

To this Earl Clarendon replies as follows: 

vi i he telegraph has made any such changes desirable; you 
moe 3 1 dispaich. I ey had more 3 
sometimes in writing a telegram than in writing a dispatch; as I say, it is con- 

The minister or am or must give, as far as he can, all that has led 
to the facts that he narrates, and that he sends by the wire, and afterward he has 
to develop his telegram by the first messenger or the post. I do not see that it 
diminishes his labor the Jes in oe wiran e be al Wee gote aom ng 

o or less concise, too, § 
sha haa Seabee upon a telegram than whoo in instruction is fally on outin 
a dispatch. 

So much I have thought it proper to offer to the House as to the 
results of English experience in regard to the value of the diplomatic 
service. Whether we do or do not accept these results in all particu- 
lars, we can at least study them with profit. 

I have thus presented, though but imperfectly, some of the advan- 
tages of a . diplomatic service. It would seem to be 
reasonably evident that an able and upright representation abroad 
allays irritation where it exists, prevents the commission of unfriendly 
acts, protects citizens in life, liberty, property, and rights of citizen- 
ship, advances commerce, secures political advantages, preserves 

eace, maintains the dignity and social rank of the nation, and wins 

iendly consideration from all civilized powers. upon these groun 
setting a high estimate upon the value of the diplomatic service o 
my own country, I would extend rather than reduce it at the present 
time. It is, no doubt, in many ways imperfect and includes some in- 
efiicient members. But it is on the whole a sound and effective in- 
strument of national advancement. I would remove its defects and 
give it larger ae 85 I would send ministers to several points where 
we are now wholly unrepresented. I would willingly have voted for 
larger appropriations than are contained in the bill now before the 
House. But believing this bill to be, under the circumstances, the 
best that we can get, I shall cheerfully support it. I hope it may 
pass the House without any reduction of the amounts appropriated 
in it. 

Mr. HOUSE. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak 


er having resumed 


the chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole’ 


on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 3035) making appropriations for the con- 
sular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1881, and for other purposes, and had come to no conclusion 
thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its 1 5 1710 announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. No. 5258) 
making appropriation of money to provide for the public printing. 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, for four days, on account of important 
business; and 

To Mr. Fort, for five days. 

JOHN H. MYER AND WILLIAM L. HAYES. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 


from the Secretary of War, relating to the loss of onal effects of 
John H. Myer and William L. Hayes, of Company F, Sixth Cavalry ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


: PUEBLO OF SAN FRANCISCO. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relating to a bill for the survey 
of the pueblo of San Francisco; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 
ADDITIONAL CLERKS IN THE OFFICE OF THE COMMISSARY-GENERAL, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to additional clerks in 
the office of the Commissary-General of Subsistence of the United 
States Army; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

RETIRED OFFICERS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, relative to the number, rank, pay, &e., of retired officers 
of the United States Army; which was referred to the Committee on 


Mili 
And kan; on motion of Mr. MCKENZIE, (at four o’clock and twelve 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other pe 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. WILLIAM ALDRICH: The petition of Bernhart Brothers 
& re ay re type-founders, against the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr.ATHERTON: The petitionsof W. B. Hubbell and 182 others, 
and of C. W. Greene and 146 others, citizens of Muskingum County, 
Ohio, against the repeal of the duty on paper—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Glesner & Gilbert, of Zanesville, Ohio, against 
e duty on type to the same committee. 

Also, petition of the State board of charities of Ohio, for the 
prevention of the introduction into the United States of infirm and 
rox paupers from foreign countries—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Ohio State Association of Mexican War 
Veterans, that pensions be granted to soldiers of that war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of the Western Wholesale Drug As- 
sociation, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, 
and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of the publishers of the Record, Mid- 
dleburgh, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on type, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, neal foe a reduction 
of the duty on 1 the same committee. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petitiom of B. F. Dyson and 16 others, of 
Harrison County, Indiana, that the patent laws be so amended as to 
make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alono responsi- 
ble for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the construction of a public building at 


rs were laid on 


New Albany, Indiana, for a post-office, United States courts, and in- 
„ offices—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
rounds, 


By Mr. BLAND: The petition of Charles S. Seaman, of Eminence, 
Missouri, that materials used in making paper be placed on the free 
list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: The petition of John R. Poor and others, of 
Massachusetts, that lands be granted to Indians in severalty, &c.— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Robert Garner, E. Harris, and 
22 others, citizens of White Lake, Michigan, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by 
the transportation monopolies that now control the interstate com- 
merce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of H. A. bik bg E. Harris, and 22 others, citi- 
zens of White Lake, Michigan, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone 
responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. BURROWS: The petition of D. W. Swan and others, sol- 
diers of the United States Army engaged in the late war, for the 
early passage of a law providing for the payment of the difference 
between the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid for their 
services, and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Eli D. Watkins, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of Daniel Kaylor, for relief from 
loss by a contract for a post-office building at Chattanooga, Tennes- 
see—to the Committee on Claims. 5 

Also, the petition of members of the bar of Chattanooga, Tennes- 
see, that a United States court be held at that place—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

ze Mr. DUNN: Two petitions of publishers of Arkansas, for the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of L. W. Charters and others, for 
the of the bill for the equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of S. G. Haskell and others, of Deer 
Isle, Maine, ship-owners, for the repeal of the compulsory pilotage 
laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of Thomas Griswold and 30 
others, citizens of Ashtabula County, Ohio, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of R. W. Griswold and 27 others, and of Engene 
Chase and 102 others, citizens of Ashtabula County, Ohio, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: The petition of M. F. Scanlan, publisher of the 
Connecticut Catholic, Hartford, Connecticut, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

„the petition of the publishers of the Journal, Palladium, - 
ister, and Union, New Hayen, Connecticut, for the abolition of the 
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duty on type, that materials used in making paper be placed on the 
free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the 
same committee, 

Also, the petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars of the State 
of Connecticut, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 

Also, the petition of Peter Ehalt, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petition of soldiers of Roxbury, Connecti- 
cut, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, the petition of druggists of Syracuse, New York, for the re- 
moval of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary med- 
icines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of the Lenoir (Tennessee) Manufact- 
uring Company and others, for the removal of the prohibitory du- 
ties now levied upon chrome iron ore and bichromate of potash—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Melvin W. Scott and 83 others, 
citizens of Newaygo County, Michigan, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Melvin W. Scott and 83 others, citizens of 
Newaygo County, and of O. S. Cowley and 27 others, citizens of Me- 
costa County, Michigan, that Congress enact such laws as will alle- 
viate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation 
monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorials of the islature of Wisconsin, 
for the improvement of the harbor of Port Washington, and for the 
improvement of the harbor of Manitowoc—to the same committee. 

„ memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for an increase and 
change of mail service in Door County, Wisconsin—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LADD: The petition of soldiers of the Aroostook or north- 
eastern boundary war of 1839, State of Maine, to be placed on the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BENJAMIN F. MARTIN: Papers relating to the claim of 
Wiliam M. Morrison against the Otoe and Missouria Indians—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of soldiers of Lebanon, Iowa, for 
the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

y Mr. MONEY: Seven petitions of publishers of Mississippi, for 
the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of John B. Manning and others, citi- 
zens of Buffalo, New York, for reciprocal trade with Canada and New- 
foundland—to the Committee on 2 Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the General Assembly of Massachusetts, approv- 


ing the proposed act of Congress ting a pension to certain sol- 
awk, Creek, and Florida 


diers and sailors of the Mexican, Black 
wars—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MYERS: The petition of Thomas A. Cobb and 230 others, 
ex-Union soldiers, of Boone County, 5 the > passage of the 
Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Mi pes! Affairs. 

; By Mr. NEAL: The petition of F. C. Sands and 13 others, soldiers 
of the late war, of Ross County, Ohio, against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Webster, Thomas & Co., of Adelphi, Ohio, for 
= abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. NEW : The petition of citizens of Indiana, for the adjudi- 
cation and payment of the Morgan raid claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of citizens and soldiers, that 
the soldiers of the United States Army engaged in the late war be 
paid the difference between the value of greenbacks, in which they 
were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the time of pay- 
ment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition of L. R. Thompson & Son; of La Fay- 
ette, Indiana, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OSMER: The petition of J. M. McCormick and 27 others, 
for the repeal of the national banking act and the issue of legal- 
tender notes—to the Committee on Bankin and Currency. 

Also, the petitions of J. Schadt and 15 ae: and of 7. B. Snyder 
and 31 others, soldiers of the United States Army, e in the late 
war, for the early passage of a law providing for the payment of the 
difference between the value of greenbacks, in which they were paid 
for their services, and the value of gold at the time of payment—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of F. W. Smith and 114 others, that Congress 
enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the 

people by the POER monopolies that now control the inter- 

state commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 
Also, the petition of F. W. Smith and 112 others, that the patent 
laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 


ented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Commi 
on Patents. 


Also, the petition of citizens of Warren County, Pennsylvania, 
8 8 the further introduction of the French metric system in any 
of the Departments of the Government—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. : 

Also, the petitions of F. W. Smith and 111 others, and of Abram 
Stanford and 113 others, that the Commissioner of Agriculture be 
made a Cabinet officer—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of W. A. Cowles, for compensation 
for injuries received while in the service of the United States as an 
assistant engineer in connection with the logical survey of Lien- 
tenant Wheeler—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PHILIPS: The petition of citizens of Lexington, Missouri, 
for an appropriation to protect the harbor at that place—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PHISTER: The petition of George M. Clinger and 19 other 
soldiers of Mason County, Kentucky, against the passage of Senate 
bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George W. Pritchard and 63 others, of Carter 
County, Kentucky, that a pension be granted Robert F. Rice—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of W. H. Campbell and 52 other 
mail-route agents, for a reclassification and to establish the salaries 
of persons employed as route-agents—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of merchants and manufacturers of 
Davenport, Iowa, for a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The petition of Crane & Co. and others, of 
Berkshire, Massachusetts, that materials used in making paper be 
placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JAMES W. SINGLETON: The petition of Clark Hardin 
and 200 others, citizens of Brown County, Illinois, for an appropria- 
tion for the improvement of the La Moine River in said county—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of George H. Sanford, of Peters- 
burgh, Illinois, for the passage of the act providing for the equaliza- 
tion of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petion of citizens of Cass Connty, Illinois, that Congress 
enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im upon the 
people by the transportation monopolies that now control the inter- 
state commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of W. H. Leslie, of Illinois, for 
the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprie- 
tary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Frankfort, Kansas, for the passage 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE: The penson of W. Cummings and 17 others, citi- 
zens of Allegan County, Michigan, that the patentlaws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone 
responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of W. Cummings and 16 others, citizens of Alle- 
gan County, Michigan, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate 
the oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportation mo- 
nopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the pension claim of Serafina 
T. Palmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, IR.: Papers relating to the claim of the 
trustees of the Baptist church at Crab Ore’ , Kentucky—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of W.N. Ayers, 
druggist of Elizabethtown, Illinois, for the removalof the stamp-tax 
on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 4 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petitions of A. W. Ladd, publisher of 
the Boone County News, Alion, and of Hendershot & House, pub- 
lishers of the Thayer County and Belvidere Sentinels, at Hebron and 
Belvidere, Mehra, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of William R. Bennett and others, for 
pay for gad and destruction of property in Florida during the 

te war by Federal troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: A bill making an appropriation for the im- 

royement of the Mississippi River at Saint Cloud, Stearns County, 
innesota—to the Committee on Commerce. : 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petitions of Joshua O. Daniel and 51 others, 
of Lambertville, New Jersey; of M. S. Kendall and 21 others, of 
Winooski, Vermont; of E. M. Holden and 86 others, of Erie County, 
New York; of Herman A. Eldred and 21 others, of Johnson County, 
Texas; of T. W. Foster and 18 others, of Little Falls; of Ephraim 
Bates and 5 others, of Green Prairie; and of Frank Ward and 18 
others, of Little Falls, Minnesota; of William Eckhardtand 36 others, 
and of John Olinger and 15 others; of T. E. Cooney and 65 others, of 
Camden Centre, and of Martin Van Blarcom and 35 others, of Girard 

ichigan; of G. W. Pearsall and 49 others, of Cowdersport, and of 
W. m Peeler and 21 others, of Northumberland County, Penn- 
syi ; of John Hammer and 28 others, of Elk County; of Joseph 

ttman and 18 others, of Oak Valley; of H. Rogers and others, of 
Bone Springs; and of J. F. Ordway, of Wichita, Kansas, for the 
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ais of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 
‘airs. 


Also, the petitions of A. Fletcher and 46 others, of Lucas County; 
of O. D. Nichols and 17 others, of Knoxville; of William E. Brown 
and 17 others, of Oak Springs; of Emory Clark and 35 others, of Rice- 
ville; of E. Lovejoy and others, of Des Moines; of J. J. Wilcox and 

19 others, of Bloomfield; of William Horton and 9 others, of Moor- 
head, and of George R. Aulthouse and others, of Moorhead, Iowa, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Jacob Paden, of Moorhead, Iowa, and 21 others, 
for the repeal of the national-banking laws, and that the Govern- 
ment issue currency—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of O. J. Smith, of Chicago, Illinois, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on t to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of wholesale grocers of Saint Louis, 
Missouri, against any change in the sugar tariff which violates the 
ad valorem principle and which discriminates against the importa- 
tion of raw sugar of any class—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: The petition of the publishers of the Coos 
Bay News, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Goddard & Co. and 26 others, 
wholesale grocer firms, of Louisville, Kentucky, for a uniform rate of 
duty on all sugars below No. 13 Datch standard—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of O. C. Hodgson and 50 others, 
citizens of Detroit, Michigan, and of John O. Daniel and others, of 
Bucks County, Pennsylvania, for the p: of the bill (H. R. No. 
269) known as the wapas supplement to the homestead act—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. YOCUM: Three petitions of citizens of Centre County, 
Pennsylvania, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the 
oppressions imposed upon the people by the transportion monopolies 

at now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Centre County, Pennsylvania, that 
the patent laws beso amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Mifflin County, Pennsylvania, for 

the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ansonville, Pennsylvania, soldiers 
of the United States Army, engaged in the late war, for the early 
passage of a law providing for the payment of the difference between 
the value of nbacks, in which they were paid for their services, 
and the value of gold at the time of payment—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the 9 of citizens of Potter Township and of Union 
Township, Center County, Pennsylvania, that the Commissioner of 
Agriculture be made a Cabinet ofticer—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 


Also, the petitions of citizens of Mifflin County, Pennsylvania, for 
the defeat of Commissioner Bentley’s sixty-district bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. CASEY YOUNG: The petition of Maddux, Hobart & Co. 
and other merchants of Cincinnati, and of A. Baccaro & Co. and 46 
other merchants of Memphis, Tennessee, for certain changes in the 
revenue laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of A. D. Hunter and others, citizens of Shelby 
County, Tennessee, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-com- 
merce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 23, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Thomas McBride, by his 
counsel, Mr. Mandeville, setting forth, according to his view of it, an 
extraordinary state of things in the Territory of Utah respecting the 
exclusion of what are called Gentiles from settling and taking up 
lands there, by the location of a large number of city and town sites 
by the territorial authorities, Spreading over almost all the little 
oases in the Territory, and having no inhabitants, but excluding set- 
tlers. The petitioner sets forth the history and application of that 
in a very interesting way; and while! do not ask that the petition be 
printed in the RECORD, use it costs too much, I think the state- 
ments are such as ought to command everybody's attention. I move, 
therefore, that the petition be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and be printed, not in the RECORD, but as a short document 
of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the petition of Mrs. Lizzie W. Owen, of 
the city of Washington, danghter of the late General Wright, 
brigadier-general of volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. ALLISON presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly 
of Iowa, in favor of the passage of a bill authorizing the location of 
land serip due the several counties of that State upon any Govern- 
ment lands open to publie entry in any other State or Territory of the 
United States ; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of Iowa 
in favor of the passage of a law securing to the State of Iowa the pat- 
ents for certain lands granted to that State to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a memorial of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, in favor of an appropriation by Congress to improve the har- 
bors for vessels on the coast of New Jersey, and ially the harbor 
within Absecom Inlet, at Atlantic City, in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade, remonstrating against the reduction of duties on iron ore, 
wrought ecrap-iron, and steel rails; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Crawford County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in 
freights and unjust discri tions in charges for transportation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Crawford County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying such an amendment of the patent laws as will pro- 
tect innocent users of patented articlesfrom prosecution as infringers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Healso presented the petition of citizens of Crawford County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the establishment of a department of agricult- 
ure; which was referred to the Committee on culture. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented resolutions adopted by the Farmers’ 
Club, of Middlesex County, New Jersey, in favor of the establishment 
of a national board of agriculture; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of the Brotherhood of Labor, 
praying for the passage of an act incorporating them under the name 
and style of Lincoln Lodge, No, 2;” which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of John C. Fursten and others, 
citizens of Kansas, praying for the passage of the bill (S. No. 1502) 
for the relief of certain pre-emptors in the State of Kansas ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr, EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which were referred the bill (S. No. 199) for the relief of Cath- 
arine I. Gillisand the bill (H. R. No. 2377) for the relief of Catharine 
I. Gillis, to report the same with the expression of our opinion, and 
our reasons for that opinion in writing, that the bills ought not to 
pass. I ought to say perbaps that some part of the written report 
may not state the precise views of the committee as it respects a pro- 
cess of reasoning about a matter of law, but the committee all concur 
for one reason or another in being of opinion that the bills ought not 
to pass. Iam requested, however, by some Senator—I have forgotten 
whom—to ask that the bills be placed on the Calendar, and so I do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Robert P. Wilson, late 
captain in the Fifth United States Cavalry, praying to be restored to 
his former rank and position in the Army, submitted a report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1520) to restore Robert P. Wilson, late 
captain of the Fifth United States Cavalry, to his former rank and 
position in the Army. i 
3 was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

e also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Stephen A. McCarty, late lieutenant-commander 
United States Navy, praying the of a law authorizing the 
President to restore him to his former 1 in the Navy, submitted 
a report thereon, accompanied by a joint resolution (S. R. No. 96) 
authorizing the President of the United States to reappoint Stephen 
A. McCarty a lieutenant- commander in the Navy. 

The joint resolution was read twice by its title, and the report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1404) to provide for issuing patents for 
publie lands claimed under the pre-emption and homestead laws in 
cases where the claimants have become insane, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 5089) directing the issue of a duplicate check 
to Elizabeth D. Thomas, a pensioner of the United States, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
— No. 1504) refunding to the University of Notre Dame du Lac, of 

int Joseph County, in the State of Indiana, the sum of $2,334.07 in 
gold coin, that beni the amount paid on certain imported articles, 
„reported it with amendments. 
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He also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. No. 508) for the organization of a secret service bureau 
in the Department, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance ; 
which was to. 

Mr. ON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 283) for the relief of 
Willis N. Arnold, to report it back with a recommendation that the 
committee be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, 
and that the case be referred to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. THURMAN. In regard to 8 case to the Court of 
Claims I think that is a matter that y is considered by the 
Senate. It does not pass as a matter of course upon the recommen- 
dation of acommittee. Let the bill go on the Calendar with that rec- 
ommendation, and let it come up for action in lar order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. To the Committee on Indian Affairs were referred 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 775) for the relief of John Hensley ; 

A bill (S. No. 776) for the relief of Daniel E. Moor; 

A bill (S. No. 777) for the relief of James P. Lindsley; 

A bill (S. No. 778) for the relief of A. J. Henson; 

A bill (S. No. 779) for the relief of E. C. Fuller; 

bill (S. No. 780) for the relief of R. Vaughn; 

bill (S. No. 781) for the relief of J. H. Baker; 

S. No. 782) for the relief of L. W. Vaughn; 

S. No. 783) for the relief of James Martin & Brothers; 
. 784) for the relief of John W. Cadwell; 

bill (S. No. 785) for the relief of C. W. Cooper; 
S. No. 786) for the relief of William M. Hardin; and 
8. No. 927) for the relief of William Beddo. 

I am instructed by the committee to report that they have expended 
great labor in collecting the facts and examining the law in these 
cases. These claims have all been investigated and allowed by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. The proof upon which each case was 
allowed is filed with it, and the law and precedents governing all the 
cases are filed herewith in a brief marked W. In the opinion of the 
committee the claims are just and should be paid, but the subject- 
matter belongs properly to another committee, each bill being a di- 
rect bi fe genres of money out of the Treasury ; and for the further 
reason that most of these bills have been introduced by members of 
the committee itself. I am instructed to report them back and ask 
to be relieved from their further consideration, with the request that 
the 855 transferred with the accompanying papers to the Committee 
on ms. 

I will state that upon these bills I have been a sub-committee and 
have expended a great deal of labor in collecting the proof and prec- 
edents and examin ing the law, and it is all filed in a written brief 
in these cases. I make this statement in order that the Committee 
on Claims may act upon them without the trouble and labor of a re- 
examination. 

There are two other bills which were referred the other day to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, a bill (S. No. 1238) for the relief of 
Nathan Butler, of aT ae Minnesota, and a bill (S. No. 1246) for 
the relief of Field & Hi , Which I am also directed to report back 
with the same recommendation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The Senator from Kentucky moves that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs be dise from the further con- 
sideration of the bills named and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator, as the bills have been 
once referred to his committee, and there has been a full discussion 
of them and a full consideration of them, why the committee should 
not favor us with their opinion upon the matter? 

WILLIAMS. I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the reasons are assigned in written report I have made. These 
bills were all in uced by members of the Committee on Indian 


irs. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me to make one additional 
statement before he replies to my suggestion ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I presume there are probably more than a thousand 
memorials and bills before the Committee on Claims already. I do 
not know the exact number, but there are a great many hundreds at 
any rate. I suppose I shall be justified by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims in the statement that a claim now referred to that 
committee cannot possibly be disposed of during the present Con- 
gress. Therefore to refer a bill now to the Committee on Claims is 
1 to say that no action will be taken upon it during the 

ife of the present Congress; it would have to be introduced again 
and referred again two years hence. I hope, therefore, the Senate 
will act apos e bills reported by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will say in answer to the Senator that it did 
not so strike the Committee on Indian Affairs. We have examined 
the authorities, the precedents, and collected all the testimony and 
filed a brief in the cases; but as the bills provide for a direct appro- 
3 of money out of the Treas: and for the further reason that 

© bills themselves were introdu: by members of that committee. 
the change of reference is desired. With the ssa er; of myself, Í 


believe every member of that committee has in 
X——113 


uced some one of 


these bills, and as the committee felt a delicacy to report upon their 

own bills they thought it best that they should ask to be relieved 

from their further consideration, and that Se 3 with the 
in 


pepin and proof, succinctly arranged in a brief i e cases, should 
referred to the Committee on Claims. I think that committee 
would have no difficulty in the world in investigating the cases with 
this aid. I think the committee could report them back to-morrow. 
The last two bills which I report back are for the direct appropria- 
tion of money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. C. RON, of Wisconsin. I desire to inquire of the Senator 
from Kentucky if those two bills and the other bills which he has 
reported back might not properly be considered by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think not. It was the opinion of the commit- 
tee, the bills being a money claim and providing for the appropria- 
tion of so much money out of the Treasury, that they properly be- 
longed to the Committee on Claims. 

. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Are they claims arising out of In- 
dian depredations ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir ; all of them are claims of that kind, and 
ali of them have been adjudicated and allowed by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Are they or are any of them charge- 
able to the Indian annuities? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir. That is the trouble; we think it re- 

uires an act of Congress. There is a general law which requires 
that, even where they are paid out of the 5 money shall 
not be paid except by act of ae: That law I have filed among 
the papers accom: ing the bills. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Iam aware of that; ee 
the Committee on Indian Affairs would be more familiar with all 
8 affecting the Indian annuities than the Committee on 


Mr. COKE. I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs exercises jurisdiction over all claims 
that seek satisfaction out of Indian annuities or trust funds which 
have been administered by the Indian Department, but where a bill 
provides for an appropriation out of the national Treasury they re- 

rd it to be such ac against the Government as should go to 

e Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. All these bills are of that sort. They are not for 
depredations committed by Indian tribes who have annuities in the 
hands of the Government; they are for depredations by tribes who 
have none. Under the gonea. law and under the numerous prece- 
dents cited in the brief filed with the bills, it is clearly the duty of 
the Government to Rey. these claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Indian Affairs will be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bills, and they will 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Some time ago J introduced a bill authorizing the 
appointment of a commission to investi all these claims. Iin- 
gure if that bill is with those now rred to the Committee on 

laims; and if not, what has become of it? 

Mr. No, sir; there are other bills in the hands of the 
committee, not amon, those reported back to the Senate which have 
been referred to the Committee on Claims. Several bills are still be- 
fore the committee, and the bill providing for the a ntment of a 
commission is still before the Committee on Indian . 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to avail myself of this opportantiy to 
invite the special attention of the committee to that bill. It Is a 
zay fe ee bill; it covers all the questions that are connected 
with Indian depredations, and should be considered by the committee 
at an early day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The committee is fully aware of its importance, 
an have retained the control of it for the purpose of investigat- 

it. 

. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the bill (H. R. No. 385) to amend the act entitled “An 
act for the relief of Ro Erwin,” and the bill (8. No. 350) to amend 
the act entitled “An act for the relief of Robert Erwin,” 2 
them moot Epi and with a recommendation that they be indefinitely 
postponed. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I ask that they go on the Calendar. 

Mr. GARLAND. At the request of the Senator from Georgia, I 
consent that the bills g upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bills will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1154) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of William O. Redden, submitted an adverse report Dana 
which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 


nitely. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1521) granting a ion to David W. Combs ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1522) for the relief of W. P. Burwell; which 
was read twice by its title. 
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Mr. JOHNSTON. I desire to say in connection with this bill that 


the same who applies for this relief has had presented a me- 
morial, which is before the Committee on Claims. Ishould be very 
glad if the committee would act upon the bill, instead of the memo- 
rial, so that in case of an adverse report it can go on the Calendar. I 
move that the bill be referred to that committee. 


The motion was to. 
Mr. HOAR ask son § unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1 ) to prevent fraudulent claims 


the United States, and to discourage speculation therein ; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave of the Senate to make a single statement 
in reference to the bill which I have introduced; it will take but a 
moment. 

The Revised Statutes of the United States, section 3477, provide 
that— ` ` 


All transfers and assignments made of any claim u; the United States, or of 
therei: 7 . or conditional. 


i receiving 
ereof, shall be absolut D 
cuted in the presence of a 


This statute was manifestly intended to break up the practice of 
nlating in claims against the Treasury of the United States, to 
prevent the sale of any such claim, whether absolute or conditional, or 
of any interest therein, and especially to prevent the acquisition of 
contingent interests in such claims tee e claim agents with 
a view of prosecuting them against é 

This statute seems to be almost wholly unknown to the public; it 
seems to be unknown to some members of this body. There is now 
in my hand for consideration a bill which has been referred to the 
Committee on Claims, reciting that whereas some dozen different 
named persons had each a separate claim against the United States 

wing out of a separate cause of action, amounting in theaggregate 
Aden thousands of dollars, and whereas they have each assigned 
it to a person named in the bill, therefore be if enacted that the as- 
signee be entitled to receive from the Treasury of the United States 
the amount which those claims ag te. I yesterday a letter 
from a widow residing in the city of n, stating that she was in- 
terested in a claim against the Geneva award fund, amounting to 
about $5,000, which was her only property, which had descended to 
her from an estate of a deceased person of whom she was one of the 
next of kin, and that the executor of that estate had assigned that 
claim to a person engaged in prosecuting the necessary legislation for 
its allowance from the Treasury, who was to receive 50 per cent. of 
its entire value for the prosecution. Now, I undertake to say that 
the services of all persons put together, outside of Congress, en 
in procuring legislation on any ry in regard to the disposition of 
the Geneva award fund have not been worth ten cents to any person 
interested in the accomplishment of either result, Those claims, 
whether determined in one way or another, whatever result Con 
shall come to, will find on each side able and efficient advocacy from 
the members of the Senate or the House. This proposed statute which 
I haye introduced proposes to add to the prohibition of the Revised 
Statutes and to the declaration that such claims are void a penalty 
upon the assignee. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator if the bill 
will cover the case where parties make contracts with collectees. I 
find that is a vay t evil. 

Mr. HOAR, the 3 Committee approve the general pur- 
pose of the bill they can remedy that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S, No, 1524) for the relief of F. X, Coincon; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


irs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1525) for the relief of F. X. Coincon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 


fairs. 

Mr. ALLISON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1526) appropriating mone 
for the erection of a penitentiary in the Territory of Dakota; whic 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1527) to repeal section 5176 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. MCDONALD, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of George McDougall be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. WITHERS, it was 
ee nedar Piaget priton son of Robert D. Thornburn be taken from 
the files of the Senate and ref to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


1 r 
d Utah, and whether such patent has been 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of William Bowen be taken from 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. oe se 
On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 
That George Marshall have l to withdra 
83 hat Georgo ve leave w his papers on file with 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. WITHERS submitted an amendment intended to be p 
by him to the post-route bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
TOWN SITES IN UTAH TERRITORY. 
Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 
Resolved, That the Secre of the Interior be, and hereby, directed 
4 Whether a pa i „ 9 Ap NR 4 
a 
877, for one . and sixty acres of land near Granteviile, in the Tenitory of 
canceled ; and if so, on what facts and 
ds and the date thereof 


2. What number of incorporated cities in the Territory of Utah have been re- 
ported to the General Land Office, and the 1 of each, the number 
of acres of land in each city, the number of patents for land granted in each city, 
with the — thus patented ; also the number of entries or patents which have 
been canceled by the Department upon co: t of any municipal officer 
in Utah that such entries or patents cover land within the limits of an incorporated 


city; 
3. Whether there are any facts within his knowledge tending to show that these 
inco! es, or any have been organized with the intent to prevent 
desiring to settle in Utah from obtaining any of the public lands within 
o CO te limits thereof 


4. ether there has been in the Interior Department, heretofore, any discrim- 
ination in issuing patents for public lands in these so-called cities of Utah, in favor 


of Mormons persons ; 

5. That said Secretary transmit to the Senate copies of all in the homestead 
entry of Samuel L. Baker, No. 2065, the homestead entry ‘thomas McBride, No. 
381, and in the cash entry of James A. Williamson, No. 378, all from the United 
States land office at Salt Lake City, Utah Territory. 

NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL ASSOCIATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with the call 
of the Calendar of General Orders under the standing order of the day. 

The bill (S. No, 1282) to incorporate the National Educational As- 
sociation was announced as being first in order upon the Calendar, 
and its consideration was resu) „as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sundry amendments have been proposed 
to the bill by the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. BarLey,] which 
will be reported in their order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, line 26, after the word “ asso- 
ciates,” it is proposed to strike out the words “ the officers and mem- 
bers of the association known as the National Educational Associa- 
tion. 

The amendment was to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment is to insert at the end of 
section 1 the words: 

For the of collecting and diffusing information in in 
the United States, wand for na that parpome ae odie 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment is in section 
after the word “ estate,” to insert in the District of Columb’ 
as to read: 

Sec. 2. That the National Educational Association shall have power to make and 
amend its 5 and 3 . and to ee by 

not 3 $50,000 in value. 

The amendment was 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
2, to add: 

For the purpose mentioned in the first section of this act, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to state, without consuming the 
time of the Senate, that I am opposed on paapa to the wisdom and 
the policy of this class of legislation. I do not believe that Congress 
has the power to enact legislation of the character of this bill. Ido 
not believe, if it had the power, it would be wise or judicious to ex- 
ercise it in special cases of this kind. If the gentlemen named desire 
an incorporation of this character, ample provision is furnished under 
the laws of the District of Columbia authorizing the incorporation 
of companies in the District. 

Mr. CONKLING, Has the Senator that statute before him? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not the statute. I will have it in a mo- 
ment. Ample provision is made—— 

Mr. INGALLS, I can call the attention of the Senate to the stat- 
ute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is ample power under the law of Congress 
as it now exists in regard to acts of incorporation in the District of 
Columbia for this association to incorporate themselves if the objects 
and purposes are what they have been stated to be by the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. Morritt.] Section 545 of the laws relating to 
the District of Columbia is as follows: 

pa i 
of e ball be citizens of the Pie ler WAO desire £0 associate, este for 
benevolen: uecational, literary, musical r mis- 

societies formed tho 


on 


line 4, 
at 80 


to. 
e next amendment is at the end of section 


religious. 


„ scientific, o 
for mutual improvement or for 
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What is then provided? So that under the statute that now exists 
there is full power for these persons to associate themselves, and thus 
revent the statute-book from being lumbered with special acts of 
88 
Mr. MORRILL. Let me call the attention of the Senator from 
Kansas to the provision which he has just read. It provides that the 
majority of such an association shall be residents of the District of 
Columbia. 
Mr. INGALLS. That is a very wholesome provision and is intended 


TO BORT MDEA DO TET Bar ear ever bill is open to. The 
object should be to provide that the corporators shall be citizens of 
the District, and not to allow persons different States in the 
Union to come here and obtain special peren by act of Congress, 
and obtain the possession of property that shall thereby become ex- 
empt from taxation, because I believe if this bill is passed the prop- 
erty that these corporators acquire will immediately be exempt from 
taxation on the ground that it is held for educational and literary 
and benevolent purposes. There is to-day a larger per cent. of prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia held for these p now exempt 
from taxation than in any other portion of the territory of the United 
States. It is invidious; it is pernicious and unjust. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I thank the Senator from Kansas for his sug- 
estions in regard to the law. There is no question on that point. 
These parties have adequate remedy for all they ask, under the gen- 
eral laws of the District. Now they come to Congress for what pur- 
? Not for the naked legal authority to transact the business 
hey propose, but to give flavor, significance, importance to their ob- 
ject—a special incorporation. I say the history of these special incor- 
tions by Con will not justify Congress in repeating them. 
We have had a National Capital Life Insurance Company, I eve 
the title of it is, and we have had that matter back in Congress year 
by year, a subject of continual controversy. 

For the benefit of my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. BAILEY, I whois 
so anxious that this bill shall pass, I desire to call his attention toan 
act which was in 1860, in the days of the true democracy, when 
the democratic party controlled this Senate. It is An act to incor- 
porate the United States Agricultural Society.” I call the attention 
of the Senator and of my brother democratic Senators to what was 
done on that occasion, which they will find on record. It was a bill 
almost precisely similar to this, with a name from each of the States 
of the Union, to get up a national agricultural association. It came 
to the Senate; and the name of every person was stricken out of it 
who was not a resident of the District of Columbia, and the demo- 
cratie Senate of 1860 refused positively to grant a charter of incor- 
poration to 5 of this character, and all such names being 
stricken out it was left: 

That William W. Corcoran, B. Fren n Ogle Ta: Ben. 
eee eee 

All of whom were residents of the district of Columbia. I say it 
has been against the practice and of the Senate to nt this 


kind of an act of incorporation; and if there is any principle on earth 
that is democratic it is true for the democracy, this question I 
— e eas and nays. 

r. 


EY. I cannot for my life understand the opposition this 
bill, which is certainly for a very laudable has aroused on 
the part of the Senator from Kansas and the Senater from Missouri. 
It is a bill to incorporate certain persons as a National Educational 
Association. They are citizens of the United States who are already 
associated her without a corporate existence for p con- 
neeted with education of the youth of the conntry. These are 
but the representatives of the school-masters of the country, three 
hundred thousand or more in number, of whom ten thousand are con- 
stituents of the Senator from Missouri, for more than ten thousand 
schoolmasters are employed to-day in the common schools of that 
great State. They desire to be incorporated in order to make their 
association more efficient. They ask no privileges, They simply ask 
that they may be endowed with the capacity to hold property to the 
amount of $50,000 for the purpose of their association, to enable them 
to 5 facts and statistics and information upon matters connected 
with educational interest and publish them to the country, And I 
may say here that we have an educational bureau in connection with 


the Government of the United States, which has been certainly of | bill 


some valne to the people of these United States, and the most val- 
uable adjunct of that educational burean is the very association of 
which I am now sree, SA 

These gentlemen have been in the habit of assembling from year 
to year, sometimes in the city of Washington, sometimes elsewhere, 
and discussing the methods of teaching adopted in the different 
States of the Union or abroad, and bringing to the attention of their 
fellow-teachers all the improvements and all the suggestions of the 
most matured minds and the best educators everywhere. 

It is said that this is objectionable because some of these people 
live without the District of Columbia. They are citizens of the 
United States, and they have an interest in the affairs of the District 
of Columbia. They certainly should not be excluded becanse they 
do not live in this District. The Senator from Kansas need but go 


back to the records of the State of Kansas to find that the corporations 
of that State of every kind are endowed with corporate existence by 


the Legislature who sent him here, and in cape pest perhaps 
the ority, the corporators are not citizens of his own State. 
Mr. INGALLS t is the statement the Senator makes? 


Mr. BAILEY. Isimply say it is the common practice of the Legis- 
latures of the several States to create corporations whose corporators 
are not altogether citizens of the State, or a majority of whom may 
not be its citizens. 

Mr. INGALLS. We have a general inco: ion law in Kansas, 
under which the persons desiring those privileges are required to or- 


Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but under the general law that exists in the 
District of Columbia with res to these organizations a majority 
of the rators must be citizens of the District of Columbia or res- 


identsof the District of Columbia. Under that law these us can- 
m of this 


not be organized as a 3 ; and it is to relieve ti 

embarrassment and this ty that Congress is appealed to and 

— 5 this law. Where is the harm in it? What wrong can 
one 

The Senator from Kansas says that it will encumber the statute- 
book. The Senator from Missouri says it is antidemocratic. I have 
never known, Mr. President, that the democratic y was opposed 
to the cause of education. Ido not believe it to-day. I believe that 
the members of the democratic party are much interested in the sub- 
os education ; and ce the t democratie States of the 

uth—I include my own, the State of Tennessee—are interested in 
it, and interested they feel the necessity of providing edu- 
eation for all the youth of the country. 

I trust, Mr. President, the objections which have been made will 
not be sufficient in the estimation of Senators to defeat the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the Senator sits down I wish to ask him a 
question, if he will allow me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr.INGALLS. What is the necessity of haying corporators named 
who reside outside of the District of Columbia,if the object and pur- 
paes of this measure has been properly shaded: by the Senator from 

ermont? Three men can organize as well as one hundred, They 
can hold property under that statute, and can exercise all the powers 
and privileges that are conferred by this bill. Why is it necessary. 
therefore, that one handred or two hundred men d be selected 
ee ee three men can acquire all the privileges they 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly, three ns can uire the privilege, 

that belonged to the three 


but it would be a privil 

Mr. INGALLS. No; y can hold and enjoy real estate. 

Mr. BAILEY. These are tatives of the school interest in 
every State in the Union, I 


ieve, and almost pig, DENT, The 
who are here named as corporators are gen en who are in 
the habit of meeting once or more yearly for the purpose of compar- 
ing opinions and views for the purpose of bri g into a common 
stock the information they have. 

Mr. INGALLS. Itis not they should be named as cor- 
porators in this bill to enable them to meet in the city of Washington. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not certainly for them to meet in the City of Wash- 
ington, but it is me necessary that their names shall be mentioned 
in the bill in order that they may be corporators as they desire; in 
other words, if you refer them to the laws of the District of Columbia 
they cannot become rs, and will have nothing to do with 
the management and tbe guidance and control of the irs of their 
own tion. But it is desired to give this interest in every part of 
the N a voice; to make citizens of Kansas and of Tennessee, as 
well asof Vermont and of Massachusetts, interested in this great mat- 
ter, to take part in this association. It is a matter of great national 
interest, of national importance. It concerns, as I conceive, every 
child in the country; it is of interest to every school-master in the 
country. As I stated a while ago three hundred thousand and more 
men are interested in this. It is a great interest. They are among the 
most intelligent and cultured of our people; they are certainly doing a 
work that is not second in im to the work that is being done 
to-day by the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BAILEY] commenced his remarks by asking the question, What harm 
can come from the riper why this bill? It seems to me that the first 
question that should itself to the mind of a Senator when a 
is to be passed is this, What power, what right under 
the Constitution have we to pass the bill? Now I ask the Senator 
from Tennessee to turn over and read the whole of the Constitution 
of the United States and place his hand upon one provision of it that 
authorizes the poten of such a bill as this. It is true the Constitu- 
tion provides t “the Con shall have power to promote the 
progress of science and useful arts,” but it limits the manner in which 
that shall be done; the power is— 


— e securing for limited times 
to authors and inventors the exclusive right to their r and die. 
coveries, 


Why, Mr. President, this character of bills coming before this body 
and the other House is a matter of modern origin. They come now 


almost every day, asking the organization of companies for every con- 
ceivable purpose. 
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Mr. BAILEY. May I ask if Congress has not power, as the Legis- 
lature for the District of Columbia, to enact laws providing for the 
creation of corporations in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HEREFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Kansas says the law already exists. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Certainly Congress has that power. Every one 
who has spoken on the subject has conceded that power to Congress; 
and Congress alone has the whole power over the District of Colum- 
bia. It may incorporate any numberof the citizens of the District of 
Columbia for the p se designated in this bill. 

But the question which arises and which has been propounded to 
the Senator before is, what power has Congress to incorporate the cit- 
izens of any and of all the States and Territories outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for such a purpose as this? That is the question 
that arises in this case. Strike out the names of those who do not 
live in the District of Columbia, and there is no objection to the bill 
except the objection that there is no necessity for it, because you have 
a general law on that subject applicable to the District of Columbia. 

hen this bill provides further: 
whenever called upon by any Department of the Government shall investi- 
naa report upon any edacatlonal subject without compensation for such 


Immediately sue big. sa e Seager company with the Goy- 
ernment. I presume the first thing that will take place they will ask 
us to print their reports. So this thing has been widening and ex- 
tending for the last ten or fifteen years until it is certainly time for 
us to stop and reflect and see where we are going in this direction. 
Individuals who cannot get such special privileges from their own 
States are every day coming to Con and ing these special 

rivileges. Let them confine th ves to their States and to their 

erritories, and if we want to incorporate companies like this let us 
confine them to citizens of the District of Columbia. 

The Senator from Tennessee has not answered the question, where, 
from what portion of the Constitution he gota the power for Con- 
gress to incorporate the citizens of any or the States for such a 
purpose as w to forman incorporated company for educational pur- 
pores erap of citizens outside of the District of Columbia? 
ere 


Mr. BAILEY. I takeit for granted that the Legislature of the State 
which the gentleman 5 on the floor of the Senate has the 
ower to incorporate, if it should be disposed to do so, citizens of the 
tate of New York and grant them certain rights and certain privi- 
leges within the territorial limits of the State of West Virginia. Sol 
do not see any difficulty whatever in this case. 

Mr. HE RD. Senator from Tennessee must be too 
a lawyer not to know the difference between the powers of the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the powers of the constitution of a 
State. We, under the Constitution of the United States, have no 
powers, except those expressly delegated. The condition of the States 
under their constitutions is very different; so decided by all the courts. 
They have all the power that not been delegated to Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS. Congress has the same power in the District. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Certainly; Congress has the same power in the 
District. If it can do this, there is no company that it cannot incor- 
porate for any purpose whatever; there is no limit to its power. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will ask the Senator from West Virginia if, in his 
opinion, Con has not the 3 to = such a corporation as 

s within the District of Columbia? here is the objection ? 

Mr. HEREFORD. Provided you confine it to citizens of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then the objection is that these corporators are not 
all of them citizens of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEREFORD. That is the objection that has been made to it 
all the time, from the first. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Why use the term “national !? 

Mr. BAILEY. Simply to designate the character of the associa- 
tion. It is for the purpose of gathering information from every part 
of the United States; it is for the purpose of gathering statistics and 
facts and publishing them; and let me say to the Senator now that 
the proceedings of this very association are being 18 to-day. 
Many of them have been ted by the Bureau of Education, and 
are being published and sent forth broadcast through the land. Let 
me say another thing; they are not only welcomed but they are sought 
after in every part of this country; they are coupa after by the su- 

rintendents of the boards of State education ; they are sought after 

y the presidents and professors and tutors in the coll ; they are 
sought after by the common-school masters; they are being sought 
after by the pupils in the schools themselves, 

This association has been doing , is doing good, and will do 

. Whether the Con of the United States shall choose to in- 
corporate it or not, it will continue to do good, for the enterprise, the 
energy, the devotion of these men to the cause in which they are so 
much interested is so great that they will not cease from their efforts 
because the Congress of the United States may choose to say “we 
will refuse to you a charter of organan and refuse to you the 
conveniences and advan which would flow from it.” 

The objection that this is an unconstitutional act Sopy because 
some of the corporators live outside of the District of umbia, it 


seems to me has so little in it that I do not choose to say a word 
about it. 


an to the Madison papers— 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, when the Constitution conferred upon 
Co the power of governing the District of Columbia I take it 
the ers of that instrument did not contemplate the government 


of a city in a desert. They expected that this ten miles square, with 
the three cities which it would contain, would be filled with such a 
population as would make up the capital of a great, free, enlightened 
nation; that it would be the place of residence of its public men, 
Representatives and Senators of States, judges of its national courts, 
men charged with its judicial, legislative, and executive functions ; 
and they expected that Congress would provide for and would pro- 
mote such enterprises as belonged and would as civilization progressed 
belong to such a capital. Washington left abundant evidence of his 
expectation, Jefferson left abundant evidence of his tation that 
se, would deal with the District of Columbia in that spirit. 
Washi n selected a site fora national university; Jefferson urged 
the establishment of such a university to be resorted to by the entire 
people at the national charge. 
ow, Mr. President, if in the capital of any State in this country 
it was found convenient for a national agricultural society, for an 
American academy of arts and sciences, for a national medical society, 
for a national educational society like this, or for any other associa- 
tion for the improvement of art, or learning, or science in any of its 
branches, we should set down the people of that State as churlish 
and barbarous who should refuse to t them an incorporation 
and should refuse to include, if that association desired, the names 
of members from all 8 of the country or from all parts of the 
world. If the city of Washington does not want this association, let 
these parties apply to the State of Massachusetts, and her ture 
will grant them the incorporation, not confining it to citizens of that 
State. She could not live as a member of a nation made up of an 
ate of enlightened States if she should refuse. Now, have we 
not the constitutional authority to do for Washington what the State 
of Massachusetts can do for Boston and the State of Rhode Island 
for Providence? The ornaments of this city are not its structures of 
granite or marble; they are its libraries, its schools, its learned socie- 
ties, the men of fame and of education and of attainment and of high 
character who collect here and form a part of its society. 

I, therefore, find, Mr. President, in the authority to govora the ca) 
ital city of the United States the power to create such instrumental- 
ities and such conveniences as are necessary for the carrying on of 
such 5 as properly belong to a capital ae. Here the pres- 
idents of the various universities and colleges of the country and 
other learned men desire to select Washington as the seat of their 
association and as the place for their annu menine In order to do 
that conveniently, it is necessary that they should have a little fund 
properly inv which will pay for the expense of their publica- 
tions and perhaps provide them with a place of meeting. If they 
honor Washi n by such a request, cannot Congress do for Wash- 
ington and in Washington what the Legislature of any other State 
would do for its 9 city? 

Mr. MAXEY. . President, the Constitution of the United States 
declares that “the Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive 
legislation in all cases whatsoever, over such district (not exceeding 
ten miles apime) as may, by cession of particular States and the ac- 


ceptance of Con become the seat of the Government of the 
United States.” ngress, therefore, becomes the legislature of these 
ten miles sq with exclusive powers in all cases whatsoever. 


Hence whatever legislative powers may be exercised by the Legisla- 
ture of a State, Congress can exercise for the District of Columbia. 
If, then, the Legislature of a State could inco; such a company, 
Congress can incorporate this company ; and thus it occurs to me that 
the constitutional point made by the Senator from Missouri is not 
well taken. The point made by the Senator from Kansas it occurs 
to me is not well taken, because the act to which he referred requires 
the er, of the stockholders or incorporators to live within the 
District of Columbia. If a State has the power to incor- 
porate this or any other company and embrace in the articles of in- 
corporation citizens of other States, a majority if you please, Con- 
preas has SaS pone It is onl 5 look at the grants to 
corporated companies in any State of this Union, and you will find 
raed citizens of other States are made part of the incorporators by 
eir acts. 

It will be borne in mind—and on this point I call the attention of 
that in most if not all of the orig- 

ts of a constitution which was presented to the committee 
of eleven there was a clause authorizing Congress to establish a uni- 
versity, and when the report of the committee of eleven was made 
and that question came up and it was su, that there was no 
provision made for incorporating a university, the remark was made 
that the power was complete in the t of exclusive legislation 
over the ten miles ceded for the capi I believe that remark was 
made by Mr. Sherman. There was not a single dissenting voice to 
this remark when it was made in that convention; and certainly 
those men knew what powers they intended to confer. 

Then the only U ee left in my r 2 is this a wise thing 
todo? Ifit be, if the effect of this will be to educate the educators 
all through the United States—and that is the great purpose and ob- 
ject—by educating the teachers you thus educate the children of 
this country, black and white, all through this t land, we shall 
have done a good thing. Sir, I am a common-school man; I believe 
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in common schools and I believe in educating teachers to educate 
children ; and if this will aid in the accomplishment of that great ob- 
ject it is a thing that is entirely constitutional in itself, beyond all 
question in my judgment, and it is the = thing to do. 

Mr. CON G. Mr. President, the object of this bill is so com- 
mendable and so much to be ted that even seeming to object 
to it at any s requires an explanation. The other day when it 
was presented I made some observations in the nature of objections, 
thinking then and thinking now that they were well grounded. The 
bill as it came from the committee enabled the corporators to hold 
property, real or mal, anywhere and everywhere as I understood 
it, and nowhere did the bill confine the objects of the corporation to 
the prosecution of educational Lary ace or interests. I did not feel 
quite sure that almost any sort of business might not be carried on 
under the bill as it was at first proposed. Now, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] by amendments has confined the 
franchise to hold property to the District of Columbia, and he has 
narrowed the scope of the bill to the purpose of education. 

The objection made to it now e Senator from West Virginia, 
(Mr. HEREFORD, ] if I understand him, is that it transcends the Con- 
stitution because it does not require the inco: rs to be resident 
within this District. I can hardly see a foundation for that objection. 
If it be a good one, the general e act now on the statute- 
book is unconstitutional. Why? use that act provides that 
three or more persons, a majority of whom shall be residents of the 
District of Columbia, may incorporate themselves. I need not re- 
mind the Senator from West Virginia that that is wholly, specifically 
I might say, a legislative declaration that a portion of the corporat- 
ors need not be residents of the District: Expressio unius est exclusio 
alterius. So that if the Senator be right in supposing that a condi- 
tion precedent to the power of nz touching the institution of 
a corporation in this Distriet is that the members of that e 
all of them, must reside in the District, his objection would be fatal 
to the statute to which I have called attention. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The Senator will allow me to say that the fact 
that the act allows that would not be an answer to the argument of 
unconstitutionality. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, it would not, and perhaps my reference to 
the statute requires or seems to require an explanation. The force of 
the argument derivable from the statute is this: Having been on the 
statute-book a number of years; having received, as it must have done, 
the sanction of both Houses of Congress and of the Executive ; never, 
that I know of, having been challenged in any court or any other 
forum, it is, I think, persuasive and instructive to the point that a 
large body of ns, enlightened in this have thought it com- 

tent and within the Constitution. It is for that reason that I cite 
it, although, as the Senator from West Virginia well says, if the argu- 
monk 1 a sound one the fact that such a statute exists would not 
refute i 

The object then, Mr. President, seems to be to enable persons, a 
majority of whom do not reside in this District, to become corporators. 
2 ere with all that has been said as to the motives 
for this legislation, and wishing entirely to promote all the ends in 
view, it seems to me that had I been going to draw a bill to effect the 
purpose now announced, I should have preferred simply an enactment 
that in this case the provisions of this general statute requiring a 
majority of the corporators to live in the District should not apply. 
The advan ago of such a statute, it seems to me, would be twofold. 
First, it would be very simple and brief; second, this incorporation 
would become maunlock to the presumably well-matured provisions of 
a general act which is established and understood, 

Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CARPENTER] makes a remark to 
me which evidently he does not expect me to repeat to the Senate, 
and, therefore, I forbear to mention it, although it is a very suggest- 
ive remark and in the line of my argument at this moment, which is 
that the advantage of a general statute of incorporation is that pre- 
sumably it is matured carefully and likely to be understood; and that 

ent has induced many of the States to put an end to special 
charters and by general law to provide for incorporations. Such is 
the practice and the law in my own State; such a Senator on my 
right has announced that it isin his; and such I think will be found 
to be the tendency and judgment of recent times. Here is a general 
statute sufficient and appa in all ts of which we have 
heard, except that the Senator from Vermont says, and says justly, 
it requires a majority of the incorporators to reside in the District. 
Now, if for reasons which have been assigned, this individual case is 
exceptional in that behalf, a very simple mode, it seems to me, would 
be to declare by act of Congress that in this instance a majority need 
not reside in the District, to waive that particular condition. But 
that was matter of consideration for the committee; and the com- 
mittee having considered it, I beg to say that Ido not make this sug- 

tion by way of criticism but simply for what it is worth; and I 

o not think that if such a bill was pro having the same effect 
that this bill will have, namely, to enable persons not resident here, 
in numbers larger than a minority, to enter into this incorporation, 
it would thereby transcend the Constitution or warrant us in voting 

inst it for that reason. 
. HOAR. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 
Mr. HOAR. I beg leave before this matter goes over to make one 


observation in connection with what has been said by the Senator 
from New York, which I think perhaps will satisfy him that it is bet- 
ter to have a special statute in this instance. It would be necessary 
to qualify the general law not only in the matter he has suggested 
but in other respects. This ration desires and expects to be 
limited to a very small amount of property, instead of being left, as 
the general law leaves it, indefinite. That would be another neces- 
sity for a special enactment. Moreover, this ration offers and 
consents to perform certain public duties of investigation and inqui: 
gratuitously at the demand of the Government; so that it woul 
require to modify the general law in these three particulars if the 
substance of this bill is preserved in all of them. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will allow the 
vote to be taken at this time. 

Mr. GARLAND. If a vote can be taken I shall yield. Otherwise 
I must claim the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not desire to discuss the bill further. As I 
have frequently said, its sole purpose is to authorize this association 
to receive donations so that they may publish their annual volume of 


proceedings, 

Mr. GARLAND. I shall proceed, I believe. I see several Senators 
ap to be claiming the floor. 

. MORRILL. I do not understand that any one desires to pro- 
long the discussion. 
r. JONES, of Florida. I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. GARLAND. I will proceed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas is entitled 
to the floor on the unfinished business. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 1509) to accept and ratify the agreement sub- 
mitted by the confederated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the 
sale of their reservation in said State, and for other purposes, and to 
make the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same ; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

GENEVA AWARD FUND. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (8. No. 1 reviving and continuing the court of 
commissioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the unap- 
propriated moneys of the Geneva award, the pending question being 
on the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar, on the 17th instant, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu insert: 


effect from and after the approval of this act, except as ged or modified by this 


act. 

Sec. 2. That the number of judges for said court shall be three, and the agree- 
parr of two of the judges shall be necessary to decide any question arising before 
said court. 

Sec. 3. That the 1 of the court hereby re-established shall convene and or- 
ganize in the city ashin; as soon as practicable after their appointment; 
and the court so ized shall exist eighteen months; and all claims provable 
under this act s be verified and filed with the clerk of said court within six 
months from its bo} ancora or they shall be held to be waived and barred. And 

icable to complete the work of the said court, before the 
expiration of the said eighteen months, the President may, by proclamation, ex- 
tend the timeof thed thereof to a period not more than twelve months a 
the expiration of thesaid eighteen months ; and in such case all the provisions of this 
act shall be taken and held to be the same as though the continuance of the said 
er been originally fixed by this act at the limit to which it may be thus ex- 


SEC. 4. That such court shall consider and allow all claims properly proved, and 
not heretofore adjudicated directly resulting from 
by confederate cruisers bgt the late rebellion, including vessels and cargoes 
attacked and taken on the high seas, or pursued by them there! although the 
loss or damage occurred within three miles of the shore, which claims shall be 
considered as claims of the first class; and shall also consider and allow as a sec- 
ond class claims for the 88 of premiums for war risks, whether paid to cor- 
rations, agents, or individuals, after the sailing of any confederate cruiser; in 
etermining which it shall be the duty of the court to deduct any sum in any wa 
received by or paid to the claimant in diminution of the amount paid for any su 
premium, so that theactual loss only shall be allowed. 

Sec. 5. That the eden rendered by said court under this act shall be paid 
by the Secretary of the Treasury out of the money paid to the United States pur- 
suant to article 7 of the treaty of Washington, and the interest accruing there- 
from, not ee in payment of claims heretofore proved and allowed under the 
provisions of said original act, and the act extending the time for the filing of 
claims thereunder, and of expenses under this act. 

Sec. 6. That judgments rendered in the first class shall be first paid. If the sum 
of money remaining after provision for one and the judgments, with interest, 
in cases of the first class so 55 shall be insufficient to pay the claims 
of the second class in full, they shall be paid pro rata. 

Sec. 7. That if after payment with interest at 4 per cent. of judgments rendered 
in the first and second classes and the renee under this act, there shall remain 
sufficient of the said money, 10 per cent. in addition to the compensation provided 
for in the said original act and in this act shall be paid therefrom by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in lieu of freight upon the value of whaling-vessels and outfits as. 
found by said court. If after payment of the said jadgments and and the 
said 10 per cent. any of said money shall remain, it shall be thus paid as additional 
interest u er which were rendered under the original act and judg- 
ments of the first rendered under this se such rate per cent., not ex: — 

2 per cent. per annum, as it shall prove s ent for. 

EC, 8. That this act shall not be construed as in 1 
or continuing any of the commissions or intments of guages or officers of the 
said court of co: ers of Alabama claims issued e by virtue of said 


act. 
9, That all moneys necessary for the payment of the salaries of the judges 
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and officers authorized by this act, and for the lawful expenses of the said court 
hereby re-established, are hereby ap out of any moneys in the 

not otherwise appropriated ; all of w shall be reimbursed out of the said un- 
e moneys before any of the judgments rendered under this act shall be 


Mr.GARLAND. Mr. President, there has been a great deal of liter- 
ature put forth in the Con of the United States, in the news- 

apers, and in the law periodicals of the country on the subject of the 
8 award for several years last past; so much so in fact that the 
subject has become somewhat threadbare. Hence at this late day no 
one in the Senate can complain if there is not much attention paid to 
the discussion of it by any member of this body. Nevertheless, the 
main question is one of very great importance in itself, and it in- 
volves some very intricate questions of law and public policy which 
never grow old, and which retain their interest all the time; and to 
those at least who are accustomed to look into such matters mental 
pleasure is experienced by considering them. 

The distribution of the Geneva award, it has occurred to me for a 
long time past, should have been regulated by imposing on the At- 
torney-General of the United States the duty of filing in some court 
a bill in the nature of a bill of interpleader, calling upon all parties 
who considered themselves interested in that fund to propound their 
claims and have them udicated. Among the many pro ositions 
that have been offered in both Houses with regard to the distribution 
of the fund, I believe Judge Poland, of Vermont, did introduce a bill 
of that kind in the lower House; but after much discussion the act 
of 1874 was passed, which to a certain extent np ree of the matter, 
and under which a portion of the fund was distributed. On all 
hands, however, it is now considered better that the Congress of the 
United States in disposing of the balance of the fund should graft, 
80 to 5 , upon that act and continue proceedings as far as may be 
under it, at the same time not committing ourselves to any provision 
in that act, as it has been claimed on this floor by some Senators 
heretofore we ought todo. That was only a distribution of part of 
the fund. It was like the case of a person paying money into a court 
when his duty to do so was controverted, but wai the question 
as to his duty he paid so much into the court to be inistered as 
might be found propt, reserving all rights as to the balance as to 
how that should be administered and what course it should take. So 
the act of 1874, while it disposed of so much of the fund as was then 
distributed, left the question open; at least we are not . e by 
it as to the balance of the fund. Now, a balance remains of about 
$9,500,000, and the question is, what shall be done with that? 

In order to ascertain distinctly what shall be done with it it is im- 
portant to know exactly how we got hold of the fund—the circum- 
stances and the facts connected with that money finding its way into 
the Treasury of the United States. My opinion is that when all 
these facts are known, when the whole transaction is made manifest 
tothe minds of Senators, there cannot be much doubt left as to what 
should be done with it. We may have our wishes and our prefer- 
ences as to what we would like to do with it; but those who examine 
the subject carefully will, I think, conclude that at last there is a pure, 
naked, egal question lying at the bottom of the whole matter, an 
that our duty is a plain one. I hold that under the way and manner 
according to the facts in which we got hold of this fund we are not 
at liberty to enter into the field of charity or to explore the ground 
of mercy or of compassion ; but we are compelled under the stern 
written law of the award itself to distribute it in a certain way. 

As has been stated repeatedly and as is a fact now known to the 
country, this money came into our Treasury as the result of the want 
of the exercise of due diligence on the part of Great Britain in pre- 
venting the confederate cruisers from arming themselves and depart- 
ing from “iee pray and committing depredations upon the property 
of the United States and its citizens. There was a dispute on that 
point between Great Britain and the United States. In order to set- 
tle that dispute amicably and not go to war it was determined that 
it should be arbitrated. A commission for this p was formed 
under the treaty of Washington which sat at Geneva to consider the 
whole subject. When the commission was organized it proceeded 
under three rules which were Sieg nig or by the treaty and which I 
will now read to the Senate. I take them from Mr. Cushing’s work 
on the treaty of Washington, pages 22, 23: 


In di the matters submitted to thearbitrators itis poet that they shall 
be governed by certain rules, which are agreed upon by the parties as rules to be 
taken as applicable to the case, and by such 8 international law, not in- 


consistent therewith, as the arbitrators shall determine to have been applicable to 
the case, which rules are as follows: 
A neutral government— 


England was neutral between the United States and the Confed- 
erate States, then a recognized belligerent, during the war: 


N 5 8 

t, to use due to prevent the fitting out, arming, or ing, with- 
in its 3 of any ee which it has 5 enh, on . p ng: is in- 
tended to cruise or to carry on war against a power with which it is at peace; and 
also to use like ce to prevent the 5 from its onon of any ves- 
sel intended to or carry òn war as o, such having been specially 
adapted, in whole or in part, within such jurisdiction, to warlike use. 

Secondly, not to permit or suffer either e make use of its ports or 
waters as the base of naval operations against other, or for the purpose of the 
renewal or augmentation of military su; tment of men. 
to exercise due diligence in its own poria am waters, and, as to all per- 

to prevent any violation of the foregoing obligations 


or arms or the 


Thirdly, 
sons within its jurisdiction, 
and duties. 


There we have the programme, so to speak, by which this high com- 


mission was to proceed, and the light by which it was to be guided 
in arriving at a conclusion as to how much money should be paid for 
this want of due diligence on the part of Great Britain, if any should 
be established. The commission met under these rules. A call was 
then made for the claims under these three rules that were to be ad- 
judicated by the commission. I have made a memorandum of the 
different claims that were put forward and their dates: claims na- 
tional and private were laid before the arbitrators. The national or 
governmental claims are in this order: 

First. For the destruction of vessels and property belonging to the 
Government. 

Second. National expenses in the pursuit of the cruisers. 

Third. Loss in transferring the American commercial marine to the 
British <i ; 

Fourth. Prolongation of the war and additional expenses in carry- 
ing on the war and suppressing the rebellion. 

hese were the national or governmental claims for losses as as- 

serted before the high on. The private claims—and mark 
you they were kept distinct all the time—were : 

First, for the destruction of vessels and p: of individuals ; 

Second, 185 damages or injuries growing out of the destruction of 


vessels; an 
„Third, the enhanced payment of insurance, or rather the war pre- 
ums. 


The Senate must keep in mind throughout this entire discussion 
that this was the declaration which was filed by the United States 
on the part of herself for her national or governmental losses and 
on the part of her citizens for their individual losses. Debate fol- 
lowed, and an adjournment was had. The commission on due con- 
sideration exclu as to what? As to the prolongation 
of the hues as to transferring American commerce, and also as to the 


a 
solemn adju 


nited States 
or of ee was never presented than was presented by the 
counsel of the United States in urging these very matters that were 
excluded by the commission. Indeed there is no treatise on the sub- 
ject of damages that has ever fallen under my observation which can 
compare in power and force and logic with the debate on the part of 
the counsel for the United States on these propositions before that 
commission, 

The tribunal, however, determined to exclude everything ory 
in the lan, of their opinion, the direct losses growing out of the 
destruction of vessels and their cargoes by the insurgent cruisers. If 
the Government lost her property by those acts, of course the Govern- 
ment was entitled to com on, the same as were individuals. 
There, within a smaller compass than your hand, the commission put 
its entire conclusions. The commission limited its inquiries to what 
we call now the inculpated cruisers, the Florida, the Alabama, and 
the Shenandoah after she left Melbourne, with the four tenders that 
belonged to the Alabama and the Florida. As to all the other cruisers, 
whatever depredations they may have committed on the high seas, 
they were exculpated and no losses as to them were allowed. 

Article 11 of the treaty of Washington bound the two governments 
to abide by this submission, and they submitted everything that was 
in dispute in reference to these matters to the commission. Another 
article, the seventh, required the arbitrators to state separately their 
conclusion as to each vessel. The various claims were presented 
fully by the United States; counter claims were presented by the 
British government, as the treaty authorized ; and the whole matter 
was thus laid before the commission on the submission. 

Now, Mr. President, presenting it not directly inthe order in which 
it comes—but it comes in here very well—I wish to refer to what was 
said by the agent of the United States Government in presenting the 
case for his Government. In doing it he said this, which is very im- 
portant I think in this investigation: 

Tt thus appears that these computations— 

That is, the computations in the statement he was presenting— 

the entire extent of 9 losses, which the results of the adjudica 


show tion 
of this tribunal ought to enable the United States tomake compensation for.—Third 
volume Geneva Papers, page 579. 


The Senate will observe the expression, “ these computations show 
the entire extent of all private losses, which the results of the adjudica- 
tion of this tribunal ought to enable the United States to make com- 
pensation for,” not “to make compensation to the United States her- 
self,” but “to place the money in the hands of the United States that 
she may make compensation for the paven losses.” That is the 
language of the agent of the United States in submitting his. com- 
patation to the unal to pass upon. 2 

Before going further on that branch of the subject I wish to read 
what Mr. Cushing says in his work upon the exclusion of the national 
losses, and he heads this portion of his book: “Decision of the arbi- 
trators respecting national losses,” and Mr. Cushing, like the Senator 
from Massachusetts who addressed the Senate so well and so ably 


1880. 
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sure but what I would concur, if if were an original e with 
the Senator from Massachusetts as well as with Mr. Cushing upon 
the impropriety or illegality of some of their findings, but neverthe- 
less they found as they did and sent the fund to us stamped and im- 
pressed with a certain character. Mr. Cushing says: 

It will be taken for guera that in the interval between the 15th and 19th of 
June communications by telegra) ee eee ents and their 
oe and con: tions place between the counsel of both sides and 

© respective agents, either orally or in writing, and with more or less formali 
the result of which was announced by Count Sclopis as fol- 


lows: 
“ The arbitrators do not propose to express or imply any opinion upon the point 
thus in difference between The two piua nime sate, the in retation or effect 


tof 3 
ty of determining whether 


among the arbitrators, 


the adjournment un uctive of any after a delay 
many months, during which both nations may be kept in a state of painful sus- 
pense, may end in a result which it is to be bot its would 
Fag Pp ils Nee euro O E ion whol; ve. This being so, 
the trators think it right to state that after the eee 0 
has been urged on the part of the Government of the United S. in of 


these claims, they have arrived, individnally and collectively, at the usion 
that these claims do not constitute, 1 ey the Panan of international law appli- 
r = award o 


of damages between nations; and shoul: such ci 
cluded from the consideration of the tribunal in 5 . oven if there 


trom th f deciding the t application of Her Britannic Maj: 
18 0 u © * 
plein gem Oa eevee eor 

That was the enunciation by Count Sclopis of the decision of the 
commission. When that decision was published and came to this 
country it was accepted by the State Department by the instruction 
of the Executive as being satisfactory, and the e g pro- 
ceeded then purely and simply upon the private losses and the losses 
which the Government herself may have sustained if she had any 
ae, in vessels destroyed by the inculpated cruisers. 

e consideration of Subject has given me considerable trouble. 
I did not at first know, and I have not yet been able to rtain, 
why it was that the commission did reach this conclusion; but at 
last I have some kind of a lingering idea that perhaps the British 
government—or, if not the British government, perhaps the high com- 
mission itself, with that important trust in its hands—did not attach 
the importance to what were called “belligerent rights” that the Con- 
federate States attached to them at the time they were accorded and 
that sometimes the United States attached to , but not always 
pursuing and enforcing them in the most consistent manner. My im- 
pression is that the commission said in effect, “ We are unwilling to 
establish the prot that because seceding provinces,” as they are 
called in the European world—not rebellious States“ may win two 
or three important battles and may maintain armies in the field suc- 
cessfully for a few years, they may be put upon the plane of heger 
ent rights accorded as ordinarily accepted and understood in the law 
of nations,” and I think I find the explanation in Phillips's Juris- 
n written in reference to this very particular subject of the 

Uigerent rights accorded to the Southern States when they were 
at war with the General Government. After discussing the question 
generally Mr. Phillips comes down to this particular instance, and 
Says: 

In the first place, it will become necessary to decide whether the seceding prov- 
ince is to be eee een: as a belligerent or not. This is, as we have already seen, 
a question of which must depend upo the military bilities of the case, 
But its affirmative decision, wh T right or wrong, is from possessing the 
significance which has sometimes been absurdly attributed to it. It binds the 
recognizing State to nothing whatever. It is in fact considered as an international 
transaction, a mere nullity. Correctly understood itis nothing but a public notice 
that the recognizing State has formed a certain jud; t concerning certain facts, 
and that its public servants are therefore to be held exempt from personal respon- 
sibility in acting accordingly. It means no more than this: These men are at war 
for a purpose with whose justice we have nothing to do; but we are of opinion 
that they have shown a strength and a determination which entitle them to be 
treated as a belligerent power, or in other words, as a combatant body whose chance 
of success is 80 that they may fairly call upon all men who are not their ene- 
mies to stand aside and let them fight it out. 

There is the simple proposition, clearly and forcibly stated, as to 
what “belligerent rights” meant, internationally speaking, which 
were accorded to the Confederate States by the United States. It 
was simply, so far as the outer world was concerned, “hurrah ” for 
one and “ well done” for the other. -When the Prize Cases came u 


in 2 Black our Supreme Court got upon its high stilts and adjnd:- 
cated this a public war—a war, so far as the world was concerned, as 
regarded between the United States and any independent power. 
They continued that as far as the case of Mrs. Alexander’s cotton in 
the second volume of Wallace’s Reports; but when we were draw- 
ing a long breath South and hoped we were going to be delivered at 
last upon that notion, in applying the doctrine to particular cases it 


was not enforced according to that theory. “ 
were construed to mean something else, to mean what Phillips in 
his work says they mean, simply in transactions internati as 


i t rights“ 


meaning nothing but “ we ht 
it out.” 

When these statements were propounded to the commission at 
Geneva the representatives of those five governments repre- 
sented saw that it would never do for them to incorporate such a prin- 
ciple in international law as an encouragement to provinces and states 
to revolt, and they said, We award you nothing further than the 
losses that actually occurred from the neutral failing to stand up and 
see a fair fight; we will not allow you to pay for your wounded honor 
or your wounded pride; we will not pay you for the prolongation of 
the war and the money you spent in hunting down these cruisers; 
the scales of justice are not broad enough and strong enough to weigh 
such considerations, and we will limit ourselves to the three rules and 
what we understand to be belligerent rights according to interna- 
tional law.” 

Upon this matter further on page 158 of Mr. Cushing’s work where 
he attacks the decision of the tribunal upon this proposition, he says: 


stand aside and permit you to 


pie hy tha gear at ater on the it cannot be denied, is one of 
the methods of public war. such capture be made by letters of marque, 
or by men-of-war, is immaterial; in either form it increases the resources 
of one and it weakens those of the other. 

* * * * * 


In — losses—that, in general, the 
2 the law of nations, be as“ foundation for an award of compensa- 
on or computation of between nations,” the tribunal in effect relegated 


that question to the unexplored field of the discretion of sovereign states. 


My recollection is that when the Johnson-Clarendon treaty came 
before the Senate the great speech of Mr. Sumner was directed 
against it because it had not protected the very ideas which this com- 
mission excluded in their consideration of the matter, and which ideas 
were “ re’ to the unexplored field of the discretion of sovereign 
states.” That is to say,“ You may war as much as you please, but we 
will not make them, the damages thereby done, the subject-matter of 
co tion ”—or “ computation of damages,” as Mr. Cushing calls 
it—* between nations.“ 

The arbitrators, assuming that, pursuant to the command of the treaty, they are 
to be governed by the three rules and the principles of international law not incom- 
patible there proceed to lay down the following prefatory positions, namely— 

They have so often been used in the debate that I shall not repeat 
them. Then on page 164 Mr. Cushing says: 

EFFECT OF THE AWARD. 


on this award, and seeking to determine its true 
us see, in the first place, what it actually 


sion. 
is to the United States, in conformi! 


The award with the letter of the treaty, 
which has for its well-defined object to remove adjust complaints and claims 
on the part of the United States.“ 


But the history of the treaty and of the arbitration shows that the United States 
recover 

Now, mark this 
recover, not for the benefit of the American Government as such, but of such 
individual citizens of the United States as shall appear to have suffered loss by the 
acts or neglects of the British government. 

She does not recover as a government and for the government, but 
she recovers for her citizens, in her name as trustee for those citizens 
2 obnoxious and objectionable the term may be to some gen- 

eman, 

It is, however, not a s trust legally affected to an; 2 claim or 
claimants, but a general Pond to be administered the United tates in good faith, 
in conformity with their own conceptions of j and equity, within the range 


In refi ion, let 


constructi: 
expresses either by inclusion or excelu- 


The range of the award is small, its compass is diminutive indeed. 


The tribunal does not afford us any rules of limitation affecting the distribution 
of the award, unless in the declaration that e earnings,” double 
claims ” for the same losses, and “claims for gross vga genier far as they exceed 
net freights,” 5 Bipperly be made the subject of compensation,— is to 


say, as 
Nor does the tribunal define affirmatively what claims should be satisfied other- 
e award, which declares that the sam 


wise than in the comprehensive terms of 
awarded is “the indemnity to be paid by Great Britain to the United States for 
the satisfaction of all the claims refi to the consideration of the con- 
formably to the provisions contained in article VII of the aforesaid treaty. 

We have seen what claims were preferred to the tribunal; first, four 
items of national losses, second, items of private losses. They 
exclude in their decision everything except the direct losses for the 
destruction of vessels and their cargoes by the three cruisers named 
and the four tenders of the two first. That is the lan of Mr. Cash- 
ing who acted so important and so prominent a part in all these pro 
ceedings. The question now is what is “the range of the award.” 

Here let us go back a little further. After correspondence with 
our Government, Mr. Davis, the agent for the United States, said to 
this tribunal this: 

The t of the United States is authorized to say that co uently the above- 
Aren, y nséquently 

That is those which were excluded— 
will not be further insisted on before the tribunal by the United States, and may 
be excluded from all consideration in any award that may be made. 

There was an absolute abandonment by the agent of the United 
States, after corresponding with his Government, as to the claims 


which were excluded, and the president of this commission announced 
that as the decision final upon that subject. 
Now, we have the 2 of the commission; and let us retrace our 


steps to get fully at the private- losses question that came before the 
Aagi na How did these private losses come there? In what 
way? On the 25th of October, 1862, Mr. 3 Seward sends to 
Mr. Minister Adams papers to be laid before Earl Russell as to depre- 
dations of piratical vessels built in British ports, and says: 


The President wishes them laid before Earl Russell in order to obtain redress for 
national and private losses or injuries sustained. 


That is the first step ; that is the beginning of the presentation of 
private claims, which is done by the Secretary of State of this Gov- 
ernmen: 


t. 

In Feb: , 1863, Mr. Seward sends to Mr. Adams a memorial of 

the New York Mutual Insurance Company for losses sustained by 

tions; and on the 19th of February Mr. Adams laid them be- 

fore Earl Russell. September 22, 1865, the State Department pub- 

lished a circular showing how private claims were to be made out 

and offering to present those claims. In September, 1871, the same 
artment says it will present all such claims to the arbitrators. 

. President, what was the purpose of that? What was the pae: 
pose of publishing a circular to the world showing exactly the form 
of procedure by which the claims were to be presented to the tribunal 
at eva, unless it was in order to collect them for the claimants? 
“The national losses are ruled out now, but we accord so much for 
these private losses or the losses of the Government and private per- 
sons holding property in some destroyed vessel or destroyed cargo,” 
say the Geneva tribunal. 

at is not all. December 5, 1870, the then President of the United 
States, General Grant, in his m to Cor advised the 5 
of these claims by the United States, so that the Government migh 
own and control them. If the ent of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
be good, the Government now owns them and always did own them; 
they belong to the Government absolutely; but here is the Chief Ex- 
ecutive recommending that the Government buy them, Although it 
is said by the Senator from Vermont he was not a t constitutional 
lawyer, yet he was surrounded and advised and influenced by great 
constitutional lawyers and great publicists of the day, who would 
compare with those of any country, and he advised Congress that 
they should settle these claims in order that the Government might 
control them. ° 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to ask him 
5 8 * not take the opposite view and refuse to comply with 

e requ 

Mr. GARLAND. That is very probably true, but that does not 
affect the question at all, so far as I can see. Those may have been 
the views of Con We are now discussing the character of these 
claims as recogn in the light of history at that time when they 
were being presented to the tribunal for consideration and what char- 
acter the tribunal itself put upon them. 

The letter of Mr. Fish, of ber 8, 1871, to our counsel at 
Geneva as to committing the Government against a allowances 
was his own private act, in order to have the distribution free and 
0 here in this country, because he says there may be duplicate 
claims prenia there and they had better come here, where the proof 
can be had readily, to di of the fund. 

But the tribunal made ſts award. According to the ordinary action 
of arbitrations, they split the difference and pare a sum in for 
the private losses, ineluding the Government losses, where the Gov- 
ernment had any propus interest in ships and cargoes that were 
destroyed by the inculpated cruisers. The commission did this for 
what reason? Because they did not desire to make themselves a 

mere board of assessors, which they could have done under the treaty, 
or a mere board of auditors to compute accounts and render judgment 
separately on each case. They awarded a sum to this Government, 
saying that upon this character of losses we find 4 so much, 
which shall settle all these claims, and if the Uni States is not 
satisfied with that she “ must be relegated to that unexplored field of 
the discretion of sovereign States.” 

Then the fund comes here impressed with this character, and it is 
not in the power of human language to change it; and I do not 
know, so far as I am concerned, what better business the General 
Government can be at than protecting her individual citizens who 

y her taxes and fight her battles for her. The Rustoinjee case, 

which I shall read in a few minutes, proceeds on the idea that 
because the Queen of England, (who, as some recent writer has said, 
is more for ornament than use anyhow,) in that complicated ma- 
chinery, the British Government, is too dignified a person to pay the 
poor Chinaman who was the plaintiff the money to which he was 
entitled, because she cannot be sued, therefore the United States can- 
not be recognized as an agent or trustee to collect money for her cit- 
izens. As much stress has been laid on this case of nator it 
will be almost amusing to see what little connection it has wi i this 
kind of transaction, and if there is anything to be deduced from it 
you can deduce the strongest kind of ent—I admit it is but a 
remote parallel—in favor of the position that the bill now before the 

Senate rests upon. 

By a treaty between the Queen of England and the Emperor of China— 


I read from first Queen’s Bench Division, as it is termed, page 487— 
1 of England and the Emperor of China, the Em 


agreed to pay to government the sum of $3,000,000 on account of debts 
due to British su s from . o had become —— 

= — 9 1 to British merchants. The money having been received by 
Held. a petition of right would not lie by one of the British merchants to 


perc faa of asum of money alleged to be due to him from one of the Chinese 

And it is a wonder that any 3 ever thought otherwise; but 
applied here what does it mean? It means simply that these claim- 
ants of this fund, these private losers, tlie owners, or those who paid 
them as for a total loss, the insurance companies, cannot possibly sue 
the United States, or the President if you run out the analo of 
course that is so; but if it be true it is a stronger reason why Con- 
gress should come to the relief of these parties, and not seize this 
money and hold it from them because they cannot sue the Govern- 
ment. Between individuals that would be no less than robbery. Con- 
gress standing as the repository of the conscience of the nation, as 
equity will never suffer a trast to fail for the want of a trustee, must, 
holding this money in trust, establish a trustee to disburse the money. 
And it is not a happ thought at this day and time, this Government 
having been founded upon and for individual rights, to say that you 
will turn them away because they have no remedy. Governments 
less solicitous of the rights of their citizens than ours have provided 
ample remedies in their courts against themselves. I am not so sure 
but what Brownson was correct when he said the difference between 
a barbarian government and a republic was that in a republic the 
public wealth, the common wealth, that is the government, was a 
trust for the public, for all the people, and a barbarian government 
was held by the officers for their own benefit regardless of the people, 
and that the distinction did not lie between a barbarian government 
and a republican government in the mere advancement of arts and 
sciences, &c. 

I am not willing to write myself down for one as consenting to the 
doctrine that this Government affords no protection to these rel eet 
simply because they have not a strictly legal right or a technical legal 
remedy. Now let me read a little of the language of the judges in 
the case of Rustomjee : 

The notion that the Queen of this country in receiving a sum of money in order 
to do justice to some of her subjects, to whom injustice would otherwise be done, 
becomes the agent of those subjects seems to me really too wild a notion to require 
a single word of observation beyond that of emphatically condemning it. 


That will do for that country. ` 


In like manner to say that the sovereign becomes the trustee for subjects on 
bc geo money has been received by the Crown appears to be equally unten- 


That is the lan, of the chief-justice. The other judges, Black- 
burn and Lush, both follow in the same strain in disposing of the case 
and giving their views uponit. But pray tell me what application 
that case here? Has not your Congress established a Court of 
Claims in which individuals can sue the Government? Is not the 
Government the agent of the captured and abandoned 8 fund 
for people entitled to it? It will not do in this day and time to shel- 
ter ourselves behind the idea that this Government cannot become 
an agent, a trustee. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? Do I understand that either of the members of the com- 
mittee of which the honorable Senator is part insist that it is not 
obligatory upon the Government of the United States to distribute 
pot among some of the various claimants who have set up claims 


Mr. GARLAND. I do not understand that to be asserted. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The question then I understand to be as 
to the power of the Government to distribute the fund between these 
claimants. 

Mr. GARLAND. I understand that some members of the commit- 
tee, a part of the committee, repudiated the idea that this fund comes 
here charging a trust on the part of this Government. That is the 
point I am now trying to yze, if I can. . 

I shall read no more from the Rustomjee case. The Senate under- 
stands it. Itis based upon ideas and theories (and the very language 
used shows it) of a government resting upon different principles and 
different ideas from ours; ideas which were exploded and rooted out 
forever in the very formation and beginning of anything like gov- 
ernment on the territory of this country. 

This fund comes charged in this way, for the private losers of vessels 
and cargoes, either the original owners or the persons who paid as 
insurers as for a total loss; and if the Government repudiates that 
obligation through any legislation of Con „she might just as well 
say she will never sue on a marshal’s bond for the benefit of Smith, 
Brown, or anybody else. She is a trustee, an agent, when she brings 
her suit and permits her name to be used for the recovery of money 
against any of her officers on a bond. When she permits her name 
to be used to cancel a patent alleged to have been illegally issued she 
becomes the agent and trustee of the person for whose benefit she 


sues, 

The next question is, according to the theory of the bill before us, 
are the insurance companias who paid as for a total loss entitled to 
participate in this fund? The Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Davis,] I 


think, made that so clear that it is not necessary for me to do more t 
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refer to it, and I will not detain the Senate upon that proposition. I 
beg leave, however, to read from 2 Parsons, on marine insurance : 
It is a 8 rule, that all rights. claims, and interests, which are indissolubly 


conn ith the pi to the insurers by an abandonment of 


the property, so far as same belonged to the assured and to the extent of the 
interest covered by the policy; as right to contribution for general 8 all 
miscon as for col- 


claims for co or an; duct causing injury to the property, 
lision, or for fee to ; or for any indematty from a foreign government. 


And the same rule lies where the government of the country to Which the par- 

ties belong grants . — of reprisal 85 obtain satisfaction pare foreign govern- 

ment for egal captures; the underwriters who have paid for losses occasioned by 

such captures are entitled to the benefit of the fand accruing from the reprisals. 
That is note 5. In note 4 reference is made to the cases of 


Comegys vs. Vasse, 1 Pot., 193; Russel vs. Union Ins. Co., 4 Dall., 421, per Wash- 
ii e vs. New York Ins. Co., 8 Johns., 237, And in Rogers vs. Hosack, 


ington, J.; Graci 
18 Wend., 319, it was held that the ain ted wg passed by the abandonment, 
although the loss had not been . paid by the eee 

Note 5 refers to— 

Randal vs. Cockran, 1 Ves. Sen., 98. 


And all those cases which the Senator from Illinois discuss( d when 
he had the floor. : 

I read next from page 494 of the same volume; I prefer to read 
from a commentary, because the author comments on the decided 
cases in the notes, which Senators can refer to if they desire: 

As the insurers not only acquire by abandonment all the interests in the sub- 
ject-matter of the insured, but all his rights of action connected with it, so the in- 
sured must concur in whatever measures are necessary to the full benefit and ad- 
vantage of the interests and rights transferred to him. They may use his name 
in all actions where it is necessary, and may claim whatever compensation or con- 
tribution the insured could claim against other persona. And as the insurers be- 
come owners of the property abandoned to them, they have all the actions and 
rem of an owner for any torts, as barratry or others, committed after their 
ownership began. 

Various authorities to this point are here cited. And to the same 
extent also is the opinion of Attorney-General Hoar, (13 Opinions, p. 
182;) and indeed there is no opinion to the contrary. 

The result is simply this, nothing more, that the insurers became, 
as the civil law expresses it—which doctrine we have incorporated 
in our own system of equity jurisprudence without dotting an i or 
crossing a t, or making any change at all—subrogated to the rights 
of the original owners, and that subrogation carries the right to the 
particular thing as well as all other rights necessary to enforce that 


right. 

į read next from Dixon on Subrogation, page 151: 

The right of subrogation exists in favor of an insurer who has been subjected to 
liability and made payment on a policy of insurance, on e “sem dE Moen, 
to all actions st person b; TOO rps. E pies e loss was caused. 

Inia case balere the King’s Penah) Lord eld said: Every day the insurer 
is put in the place of the insured. In every abandonment it is so. The insurer 
uses the name of the insured.“ 

Referring to this case of Mason rs. Sainsbury, 3 Douglas, page 63, 
and commenting on that, the author goes on to say: 


name of the assignor for his own benefit ; 
restrain and prohibit the 
that the court fully 


ch a court of law 
or defeating it by a re- 
the doctrine of subrogation 
W. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the honorable Senator permit me to 
ask him a question in connection with that proposition? It is whether 
if any of those destroyed vessels had been taken into a confederate 
port, and, according to the course of the admiralty in a prize court of 
the confederacy, had been condemned and sold for value instead of 
having been burned, the honorable Senator thinks in that case the 
right of subrogation would have attached? 

r. G. . Very early after the war the vice-chancellor of 
England, in a case where the United States Government was trying to 
get hold of money the confederacy had deposited in England for war 
purposes, held that the United States was some sort of an heir, he did 
not exactly say an heir at law, of the Confederate States, and took 
everything that actually belonged to the Confederate States over 
there. The particular proposition that the Senator from Florida puts 
forth is one that is controverted in law. My own opinion is that, 
according to the belligerent rights accorded in the doctrine of Phil- 
lips on Jurisprudence, it would not have omg FT the attitude one 
particle. However, as Sir Roger de Coverly, I believe, said, that is a 
subject on which gentlemen may very well differ. But we are dis- 
cussing the case now in hand. e have an actual case here and not 
a supposed case; that is, that this fund has been procured in a certain 
way and after certain events that have transpired known to the his- 
tory of the country, and it is not worth while to go out of the actual 
facts to bring in a case of pt erga 

The fund has come to us with this character and with these legal 
limitations and restrictions surrounding it. The question is, shall the 
fund be disbursed according to this bill reported from the Judiciary 
Committee to the losers of these vessels and cargoes and those per- 
sons who paid insurance thereon?’ All other questions are ruled out 
of the case. That is the absolute law of the case. Of course the 
Senate can get around that; the Senate can avoid it; Congress may 


avoid it through prejudice or through caprice or through main 
strength and awkwa if you choose. at that is the law there 
cannot be the possibility of doubt. It is as pain in my jud t as 
any proposition ever enunciated to the mind of man, as plain as the 
fingers of my hand before me. 

ill Congress execute this legal right, or will it set itself up to take 
in the unexplored field of charity or mercy to find some object worthy 
of the bestowal of this fund. 

One Senator said some time since that these insurance companies 
had already gone into the Treasury up to their armpits. tin 
the name of common sense and in the name of Heaven has that to do 
with the legal TES of the case? Another Senator said and other 
persons have said that the insurance companies made much mone; 
off these transactions, What has that to do with the legal proposi- 
tion at the bottom of this case ? 

There may be an analogous response to that. The Senator from 
Vermont, who rests on that proposition to some extent, has his law 
library insured for $10,000, we will say. A fire burns up that law 
library. He makes his proof and applies for payment to the insur- 
ance company. Why, say the company, that is all right, but we give 
you afee down here of $20,000, in one case in this section of the 
country; we give you another fee of $20,000 in another section ; and 
$10,000 elsewhere—$50,000 in all; and you ought to be ashamed of 
yourself for asking for this compensation. What would be the re- 
sponse of the Senator from Vermont to that? The expression upon 

e countenance of Hamlet when he saw his father’s agg would be 
3 compared with his. We have here simply a question of 
legal right. vou avoid the legal right, let me ask you who is en- 
titled to this compensation any more than the persons who lost vessels 
and ca and the persons who paid for the losses according to the 
range of the award as Mr. Cushing has said? It is enough for Con- 

to know that this is what the law requires, and that is the guide 
at last for legislatures and courts. The ideas of mere charity or 
mercy, or morals, are varied and variant all the time. They are as 
numerous, they are as varied in the human bosom as the tints upon 
the rainbow. No, Senators, there is no fixed idea by which you can 
re te them. 

ere, then, are these losses ee for by this commission ; losses 
of owners who have been — by insurance companies who are sub- 
rogated to their claims. t is the whole of it. There is nothing 
else about it, notwithstanding all the volumes accompanying this 
Geneva award. 

I have said that the Government of the United States presented 
to the British government and to the Geneva tribunal the claims of 
individuals. Indeed the individual losers could not present their 
elaims except through their Government. 

The Senator from 3 [Mr. Hoar] read a statute showing 
that the citizen could do this only by and through his Government, 
Now he does it, and we are told that the Government cannot be a 


trustee ; this is inconsistent if nothing more. 

Mr. President, I have stated briefly the general features of this bill. 
If there is a lus of the fund left it would be right and proper, I 
admit, to pay 


persons, if you can get at them, in proper tepee 
and poper manner, who suffered in consequence of the depredations 
of these cruisers. But pay those first who have a legal right. That, 
it seems to me, is the only proper way to enforce the finding of the 
commission. If it be true that this fund comes to us as a trust fund, 
as Mr. Cushing says, and charged and expressed in this way, it is our 
bounden duty under every consideration to execute that trust and 
disburse the money accordingly: 

I wish to read to the Senate for a few moments some of the bright 
visions that Mr. Cushing conceived about the wonders that had been 
effected by this tribunal and some of the splendid hopes that he built 
upon its work notwithstanding he objected and he criticised with 
some severity the finding of the commission, as appears in the record. 
He says: 

What, then, it be asked, have the United States ed by the treaty of 
W ad be the „ N 

We have gained the vindication of our rights as a government; the redress of 
the wrong done to our citizens; the political prestige in Europe and America, of the 
enforcement of our rights against the most powerful state of Christendom; the 
elevation of maxims of right and of justice into the judgment-seat of the world; 
the recognition of our theory and policy of neutrality by Great Britain; the hon- 
orable conclusion of a long-standing controversy and the extinction of a cause of 
2 con ete haat penal eee 
pone to conscience and to through the arbi n X Df a high in onal 

mal. 

That War, the great curse and scourge of 1 5 because 
of the present successful instance of international arbitration nobody pretends. 
Questions of national ambition or national reseutment,—conflicts of d ic inter- 


est,—schemes of territorial 3 nay, deeper causes, in super- 
abundant population or other internal facts of malaise, misery, and discontent,— 
will continue to produce wars to the end of time. 
* * * * * * * 
We, Great Britain and the United States, have in this matter shown that even a 
to affect, national honor, may be settled by arbitra- 


; and if we have not effected the establishment of international arbitration as 
between . are susceptible of 


truly says, in so doing we 
have taken a great step in the direction of the dearest of all carthiy blessings, the 
blessing of peace. 


We have seen that Mr. Cushing said in the early part of this work 
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that this fund was awarded to us in trust for the benefit of claim- 
ants. We have seen what high hopes he built upon the work of the 
commission in the interest of peace in the civilized world. Now, I 
have to say that if this Congress or any other Congress di 
this arbitration, casts it aside and says that we will set up an arbitrary 
rule and distribute this fund as we see proper, outside of the com- 
of the award, these splendid visions and bright hopes are gone 
8 and we shall never have another international arbitration to 
settle disputes of this kind. If the bill is not correct upon its gen- 
eral principles, we have no right to this money at all and had better 
send it back to England, for we hold it under false pretenses, as it 
would be characterized among individuals. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not expect to say anything new 
upon this subject. I hope to make clear the reasons which will govern 
my vote. By the treaty of Washington the United States endeavored 
to obtain a redress of grievances inst Great Britain. It was the 
nation which complained against nation. The language of the 
treaty is explicit. It starts out with words which do not admit of 
doubt or misconstruction. 


Whereas differences have arisen between the Government of the United States 


and the government of Her Britannic esty, and still exist, outof the 
acts 2 the several 8 given rise tthe gen- 
erically known as the Alabama claims :" 

* > * * * * * 


Now, in order to remove and adjust all complaints and claims on the part of the 
United States, and to zpos for the speedy settlement of such claims, which are 
not admitted by Her Britannic Maj th 


jesty's ent, the high con 
that all said growing out of acts 8 the ves- 
aes, aad gins if anonn. ap: tha Aiavao mins, eal) he Posen AR Pare 
=o of five arbi rs, to 


be appointed in the 

The “differences” are between the “ governments.” Out of these 
differences had grown “claims,” but the treaty says that they were 
“claims on the part of the United States.” “In order,” says the 
treaty, “ to remove and adjust all complaints and claims on the part 
of the United States, and to provide for the speedy settlement of such 
claims,” no others, was this arbitration entered into. 

Now, what “claims” did the two nations thus negotiate over? 
They grew out of the acts of several.vessels,” and are ‘‘ generically 
known as Alabama claims.” Every “difference,” “ complaint,” or 
“claim,” therefore, growing out of the acts committed by the ‘sey- 
eral vessels” thus classed which the Government of the United States 
had or could properly make against the government of Great Britain 
were submitted to this arbitration. 

The result was to be a full, ect, and final settlement of all the 
claims hereinbefore referred to.” Of course as these were grievances, 
complaints and claims on the part of the United States, the United States 
could stipulate what should settle them. The claims of others, even 
of its own citizens, this Government could not settle without their 
consent. It might withhold its aid in their enforcement but it could 
not settle them. They would still exist, and every other means would 
remain open for their enforcement. 

Now, these grievances, complaints, and claims on the part of the 
United States were manifold, but they were all embraced in a single 
formula. 


C STATES AS A NEUTRAL 
NATION. 
In this alleged failure by Great Britain lay all “ differences, com- 
laints, and claims on the part of the United States” submitted by 
two nations to arbitration. 

If there had been no failure by Great Britain there could be no com- 
plaint by the United States, whatever injuries a citizen of the one 
ma suffer at the hands of a subject of the other. A subject of Great 
Britain may sink the ship of a citizen of the United States on the 
ocean, or the citizen may rob the subject in the streets of New York, 
and so long as there is no failure of the duty which the one nation 
owes to the other each sufferer is remitted to the ordinary remedies 
for redress. It becomes plain, therefore, why this was a controversy 
between the nations and not between or on account of individuals, 

The injuries suffered by the United States because of the failure 
in neutral duty on the part of Great Britain were various and widely 

g in character. This failure had enabled subjects of Great 
Britain to fire upon the flag of the United States, to build, arm, and 
equip in the ports of Great Britain vessels of war for the use of those 

ng war upon the United States, and to inflict upon a nation at 
peace with her other injuries in the destruction of the pro of 
sa pa citizens upon the high seas entitled to the protection of 
flag of their country. For all these injuries and many more fol- 
lowing directly and indirectly from this failure of duty by the gov- 
ernment of Great Britain the United States made “ complaints,” 
claimed redress. How was that redress to be secured? It might 
have been by war; but both nations preferred a higher and nobler 
method, that of ful arbitration. 

It is obvious that many of these injuries thus inflicted by Great 
Britain on the United States could not be 8 in money. 
No one can calculate the money value of an insult to the fing. Nor 
could any one audit and add up in dollars and cents the equivalent 
of a breach of neutral obligations on the of one nation toward 
another. So faras that breach works the destruction of the property 
of the private citizen which the nation was bound to protect, the 


measure of the loss is the value of the property destroyed. But the 


national grievance is not so m It may include the destruc- 
tion of property, but is not measured by it. Security for the future 
is of infin itely more importance than indemnity for the past. Both 
were sought for by this arbitration. 


But to obtain the largest ible security for the future the United 
States gave up much of the indemnity for the originally claimed. 
This was competent, for it was the nation ing its own redress as 


well as its own 4 e which are involved those of the citizens 
as well. Whether the United States gave up too much of past injury 
for future security gained, matters not to the question under discus- 
sion. Asthe “grievances,” “complaints,” and “claims,” were all made 
by the United States upon Great Britain, it was entirely competent 
for it to give them all up for advantages in the future deemed an 
Ga aye How, when the security for the future had been at- 
tained at this cost, this nation shall treat those suffering citizens 
whose misfortunes have entered into the price of these attainments 
for the future, can safely be left to that sense of justice which ever 
pervades this nation. 

At whose cost among its own citizens the nation has achieved the 
immeasurable good that will come to it from the Geneva award, the 
nation itself will not be slow to discern, nor will it hesitate to do them 
gosos: This is its prerogative. The grievances of every kind be- 

0 to the nation and so did the award. Those citizens who suf- 
fered in its attainment will be first taken care of. But bounties, 
and gains must come after indemnity. 
ow, in order to obtain the advantages in the future of the three 
“new rules” gove! neutral nations the United States was opie 
in the submission itself to admit their application to past injuries, 
and thus deprive itself of a 1 art of its claim for iary com- 
tion, nation deemed the “new rules” of more value to 
it than the money sacrificed to obtain them. That was for it to de- 
cide, and the le think the decision a wise one. But when the 
nation faces the citizen whose loss was thus turned to its great gain, 
rare pated considerations should control the administration of justice 


to . 

Both I. e pe so interpreted the treaty while the arbitration 
was pending and after it was concluded. While it was pending, and 
when it came well nigh to fall through from fear on the part of Great 
Britain lest the United States having got the three “ new rales” which 
were hereafter to govern neutrals adopted, would still insist on a 


money indemnity for the indirect e Renna Mr. Schenck, 
representing our Government, writing to Earl Granville, representin 
the British government, expressly interpreted the treaty which he h 


himself he make in accordance with the view of it here taken. 
These are his words: 


In the conversation we had yesterday and which was resumed this morning, you 

stated to me that Her a et Ao government have al thought the language 

by them in the draught article as it stands sufficient for the purpose of 

rem ong rar ay e to all demand on the of the United States, in 

t to those indirect claims which they put fi in their case at Geneva, and 

to admissibility of which Her ove, td ae have objected, but that 

there were those who doubted whether t used, were ©: t enough to 

make that perfectly clear, and to prevent those same claims from pat forward 

I concurred with you in your view as to the sufficiency of the used 
of the Untied 


in the futare, or would insist that — 77 were still before the arbitrators for th 
consideration. I am now authori: ina boy aig per dispatch received to-day 
the Government of the United States 


Fish, to say the new 
rule contained in t article as the consideration for, and to be accepted 
as a final settlement of the three classes of the indirect claims put forth in the case 


of the United States to which the government of Great Britain have objected. 


He indignantly repels the idea that the United States, having 
„yielded those claims for a n in a settlement between the 
two countries, would seek to bring them up in the future, or would 
insist that they were still before the arbitrators for their considera- 
tion.” He goes further and quotes Mr. Fish as authority for saying 
that certain language our Government had offered for the purpose of 
removing a doubt which in his mind never existed, “as the consider- 
ation for and to be accepted as a final settlement of the three classes 
of indirect claims,” 

There never ought to have been a doubt entertained after these 
two authoritative statements by our Government to that of Great 
Britain pending the arbitration that our Government, for what was 
deemed by it a sufficient consideration, gained by itself, had by its own 
strong hand and for its own future profit settled and barred the ve 
claims now before Congress called the war premiums. How can it 
be said that the Government had settled and the claim of a cit- 
izen who was no party to the proceeding? Did it mean to take away 
any private remedy which the citizen might have upon any person 
who had directly or indirectly inflicted an injury which could be re- 
dressed in money ? 

I take it not. That remedy exists to-day for what it is worth, the 
treaty notwithstanding. But the treaty did “settle and bar” all 
claim the United States could have on Great Britain for that breach 
of neutrality which resulted in those injuries. And the citizen could 
never afterward seek redress, if enti to any, from the British 

vernment through our Government. Our Government had received 

ts consideration for all such claims, and had agreed that that con- 
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sideration so received by it should be their settlement. Thenceforth 
it had only to deal with its own citizens on . of justice. 


What shall be the measure of justice, and how and to whom it was 
to be meted out, Con who could alone speak for the Government, 
was to be expressly left without trammel or limitation, Mr. Fish 
expressly instructed the counsel at Geneva: 


In the discussion of this question and in the treatment of the entire case you 
will be carefal nos $0 commis the Government aa to the ition of what may 


be awarded or what may be recovered in the event of the appointment of the board of 
5 1 Ls: i le th 


assessors mentioned in the tenth article of the at there 
may be duplicate claims for some of toe got} alleged to have been captured or 
destroyed, as in cases of insurers insured. z 

The Government wishes to hold itself free to decide as to the right and claims 
of insurers upon the ion of the case. NB graben he Se e, er e 
ured or destroyed be recovered in the name of the Government, the disi on 

will this without committal as to 
the mode of distribution. It is expected that all such committal will be avoided in 
the argument of counsel. 

The form of the award discloses that the arbitrators themselves so 
understood the treaty under which they were acting: 

The tribunal * * * awards to the United States the sum of $15,500,000 in gold 
as the indemnity to 9 ce by Great Britain to the United States for the satisfac- 
tion of all the claims referred to the tribunal, &c. 

Mr. Gladstone defended the treaty in Parliament after the award 
was made upon the same ground. He there said: 

No claims of individuals have been submitted to arbitration in relation to the 
Alabama. t was submitted to arbitration was entirely a question between the 
two 


governments. 
Mr. Cushing, leading counsel for the United States at Geneva, when 
he came home wrote a book upon the proceedings there, putting the 
award on the same ground: 


The award is to the United States in conformity with the letter of the treaty, 


“on the 3 the United m 

tration that the United States recover not for the benefit of the 

Government as such, but of such individual citizens of the United States as shall 

ap „ N . pippe m It 
not a special trust 4 claimants, 

buta and Ar agd tarar aa, We ce United in good faith in conform- 

San the award. 

After the award was paid, Con created a tribunal to distribute 
it and asserted the powerof direc gto whatclass of sufferers it should 
be paid. The Government has paid the decrees of that tribunal, and 
thereby approved the principles of its action. Those principles are 
broad enough to cover the undistributed balance of the award, now 
amoun to more than $10,000,000, If they were sound as to part 
of it they are sound as to all of it. These are the principles laid down 
by that court as governing and controlling the distribution of this 
award. In one case they say: 

Has he (the petitioner] such aright? He hada t of property in the ship 
which the Alabama destroyed, and he lost it without any act on the part of the 
Government of the United States which could give him redress against it. The 
Government of the United States was not obliged to claim from Great Britain pay: 
ment of ammar hyn des pa ukay mearain pp ARES- to its sovereign pleasure. It 
did not succeed in obtain payment of the whole of the claims presented, and 
the most careful investigation of the proceedings at Geneva has failed to show 
what claims were included in the a and what excluded therefrom. Theaward 
was made in favor of the Government and not in favor of the claimants. The Gov- 
ernment thus vindicated the national honor, but it did not assume 2 7 bone par- 
ticular class of claimants nor any particular claim. Having obtain em 
Uy Ra AVS hoe ae plea eee the terms on whic! 
the distribution should be made. It certain! the power to exclude certain 

ts and to include others more meritorious. 


In another they go further: 


ppt pence eee e, 
Congress might have refused to for the indemnification of 
citizens ; it might have retained the whole fund; it 

the funds 
claimants 
vided b; 


further tnb 


Thus it appears that the language of the treaty itself, the construc- 
tion put upon it by those who eee in making it while represent- 
ing our Government pending the arbitration, the instructions by our 
Government to counsel and their argument ‘before the trib , the 
language of the award, the statement of the leading counsel since 
his return, the statement in Parliament by the prime minister who 
bound England to the treaty, and the avowed principles upon which 
the award has been in part distributed by a court ted for that 
purpose by act of Congress, all agree that this was an arbitration be- 
tween nations of claims made by one nation upon another for indem- 
nity for injuries suffered by that nation from a failure in its duty b 
the other ; that the nation sought for and obtained great gain and 
security for the future by the sacrifice of a large part of the claim it 
could otherwise have made in money; that the money result of the 
arbitration thus obtained, the nation declared befo nd it would 
only receive and it did receive it “without committal as to the mode 
of distribution“ and “free from all restraints except those which 

to influence any sovereign power under the cireumstances.” 
hest court of England in the oft-quoted case of Rustomjee 
vs. The Queen, a case of their own, arisingsince the Alabama award, 


has announced the same principle. It was a much stronger case than 
ours, for there was nothing but, money treated of in that case, “debts 
due to British subjects from certain Chinese merchants who had be- 
come insolvent.” 

By treaty between the Queen of England and the pte of China 
the Emperor agreed to pay and did Pay to the British government 
$3,000,000 on account of those debts, and Rustomjee, one of the cred- 
itors, brought his action for his share of it, clai that it had been 
received for his use. The case was decided nst him in all the 
courts on the ground that the money was received by the sovereign 
to be distributed solely according to her sense of justice. The court 
of appeals used this language: 


We assent, upon full consideration, to the reasoning of the judges in the court 
below. The of peace and the making of war, sa thay axe the madoubted 
so they are, perhaps, the 717... OE DOLON The terms 

is made are in the absolute discretion of the sovereign. If Captain 

(to use the words of the tioner) promise that the Queen would com- 
tinge promise that . 

enry claims sho 
should be paid. they both exceeded their authorit, pen eee what they had 
et tab OP ge ig toca teeter ath rm. The Queen tor not, 
as she thoug shag Fragen A atall; she might or not, as she ht fit, 
have insisted on thi Onay DONE paid ae, We do not say that under no 
circumstances can the Crown be a trustee; we do not even say that under no cir- 
cumstances can the Crown be an agent; but it seems clear to us that in all that 
relates to the making and performance of a treaty with another sovereign the 
ig ag me le mace Net peel rahassa grep epee hem ag: aara 

We do not, ind doubt that on ta an og aes money e Em of 

there was a aay on Om pert the English sovereign to administer the 
money so received according to the stipulations of the treaty, but it was a duty to 
do justice to her subjects according to the advice of her ble minister; not 
thes Sty oF oat aguas to a DARDAN ar of h Gomes tan que trust. 


The London Times saw more clearly than do some Senators the 
application of these principles to the distribution of the Geneva 
award, for, commenting on this case editorially, that paper said: 

Similar princi, in different terms, would apply to such an indemnity as we 

d to the United States, and it would follow, therefore, that the money was paid 
Government of the United Seats, not De mere capacity of 88 


ce were 
d be insisted on 


I cannot, Mr. President, resist the conclusion to which I am thus 
led, that the Geneva award belongs to the United States, and no citi- 
zen can maintain a claim of right to it, and that a broad and high 
sense of equity and justice to all who suffered by England’s fault 
should alone govern its distribution. It was awarded to us as in- 
demnity ; it should be distributed as indemnity. There can be no 
indemnity where there has been no loss. Before no just tribunal can 
he claim indemnity who has suffered no loss. The insurance compa- 
nies can have no standing in such a court, for they made great gains, 
not losses, out of the very fault of England for which 3 
indemnity to the United States, and the longer she i in that 
fault the more enormous were their gains. They cked in this neg- 
lect of England for which she paid the money. And now they want 
the money in addition to the grea’ gains that traffic yielded. They 
took the blood and demand the blood-money too. 

The real nature of the business upon which these insurance com- 
pane entered and upon which they base their claim to this money, 

y subrogation to the rights of the insured, and which resulted 
such enormous gains, is so clearly stated by the London Times in 
the editorial already alluded to that I venture to quote it: 


fact, 
the payment of certain premiums, to run the risk of the disaster which hap- 
24 — . 
the consequences. To pay further compensation to them would, 


What a perversion of the language of the award this would be! 


The tribunal award to the United States the sum of $15,500,000 in gold as the 
indemnity to be by Great Britain to the United States for the of 
all the claims referred to the tribunal. 


If the insurance companies are to add this money to the gains they 
made out of England’s violation of waite rete | Byes! misspent were 
the energies of counsel at Geneva reported by Mr. Davis to his Gov- 
ernment when the result wasattained! This is what they thought 
they were doing: 
es toward such a sum as should be practically 
ty to the sufferers. Whether we have or have not been successful can 
be determined only by the final division of the sum. 

Nobody can mistake who the sufferers are, And nothing can be 
more true than that the final distribution here spoken of, to be de- 
termined by Con „will also determine in precisely the manner 
here indicated whether those who labored at Geneva “have or have 
not been successful.” If these sufferers, whoever they may be, shall 
be indemnified, they will have achieved a success. But if the insur- 
ance companies shall be permitted to add this money to the 
they made out of war Mike then will the counsel at Geneva have 
achieved a signal failure and the nation a lasting reproach. 


Whoever has suffered a loss by the default of England in to 
her duty as a neutral, whether that loss was given up by his Govern- 
ment in consideration” of gains to itself in the fu or whether that 


loss entered into the money calculation of the arbitrators in addi- 
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tion to security for the future thus purchased with it, such sufferer 
has a claim upon the balance of this award before all others. 
I can find no basis for the claim of the insurance e arte beyond 


the actual loss by them sustained in their business. They claim to 
be sub ted to all the rights of the insured whose losses they have 

aid, and insist they are entitled, in the shoes of such insured, to en- 

orce such rights for their own use. But if there is any truth in what 
has been said, no citizen has any right to this fund. It was paid to 
the United States, and is to be distributed by the United States ac- 
cording to its sense of justice, without committal as to the mode of 
distribution,” and “in conformity with their own conceptions of jus- 
tice and equity within the range of the award.” 

If, then, no individual has any right to this money, then the insur- 
ance companies can be subrogated to none. Besides, the money was 
paid by England for its own default as a neutral. The insurance 
companies did not insure inst that default, but against the de- 
struction of the vessels by rebel cruisers. That destruction was one 
of the consequences of t default, but not the default itself. So 
the destruction insured against was one thing, and the default as 
a neutral another broader and far more comprehensive thing, for 
which England expressed her regret, conceded the “ new rules,” and 
paid the money. 

In addition to all this, the insured could not themselves have recov- 
ered anything of the cruisers which destroyed their ships; for the 
d ion itself was an act of war, for which the citizen who suf- 
fers has no remedy. An action might as well have been maintained 

ainst the commander of the Army of the Potomac by the citizen 
whose grain had been trodden out and destroyed in the march to 
Richmond. The claims of the insurance companies seem, therefore, 
to me as baseless in law as in justice. I shall therefore support that 
bill which calls into the court of distribution only those and all those 
who are actual sufferers from the default of England—those who 
lost by the cruisers “exculpated” by the “ new rules,” and those 
cómpelled to pay enhanced premiums because of the presence on the 
ocean of confederate steamers, 75 — afloat through British negligence. 

Mr. KERNAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield for an executive ses- 
sion ? 

Mr. KERNAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After one hour and twenty-eight 
minutes t in executive session the doors were med, and (at 
four Oel and fifty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 23, 1880. 


The House met at twelveo’clockm. Prayer by Rev. Davip WILLS, 
D. D., of Washington, District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 


AMENDMENT OF JOURNAL, 


Mr. CONGER. I find on page 24 of the RECORD of this morning, 
under the head Amendment of Revised Statutes,” a bill introdu 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to revise and amend 
sections 2503, 2504, and 2505 of title 33 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States ; which sections, by looking at the Revised Statutes, it 
will be found embrace thirty p the entire tariff laws of the 
United States, as to the classification of articles. It appears that the 
reference of the bill, instead of being made to the Committee on Wa; 
and Means, as it ought to have been, was by some mistake, as I think, 
made to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. The Chairhas 
ruled on that so often 

The SPEAKER. The House has ruled on it. The Chair has not 


ruled. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair has ruled that matters relating to the 
tariff go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted that question and the House 
acted on it. 

Mr. CONGER. The House did not act on this reference yesterday, 

The SPEAKER. The House did not in this instance, although it 
witnessed the reference. 

Mr. CONGER. As I have uently stated to the Chair, the Chair 
uniformly assenting, the trouble is that bills are sometimes intro- 
duced, entitled bills to amend certain statutes, mentioning their 
number, without saying to what subjects they relate. The referring 
of a bill in this way to a committee without anybody, the Chair or 
anybody else, 8 the subject-matter was I have frequently 
stated was not the better way at least of introducing bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There is no proposition, so far as 
I know, before the House for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is willing to listen to a gentleman who 
states that a bill has been improperly referred. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, What motion does the gentleman 
from Michi 0 
The SP R. The Chair does not yet know. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to any debate unless there 
is a proposition before the House. 8 
Mr. GARFIELD. I move to correct the Journal, so that the bill 
shall be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. CONGER. That was the proposition I was about to make. 
Mr. MILLS. Is it intended to move to correct the Journal by put- 
bac, uper it a false statement ? 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio may move to amend 
the Journal; but the Chair thinks the Journal is correct. It is im- 
penne for the Chair to know what is embraced in a bill which in 
ts title only alludes to certain sections of the Revised Statutes by 
their number. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I wish to say a word. 
Mr. CONGER. I had not finished my remarks. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I am willing to hear what the 
gentleman has to say further, but I shall desire to say something in 


reply. 

An. CONGER. I was 3 to state that this point has been 
frequently brought to the attention of the House before, and the 
Chair has said from his place heretofore that it would be proper that 
a bill should state the vit 555 to which it relates, so that both the 
Chair and members of the House might see it had the proper refer- 
ence. This bill had not a proper statement of its subject in its title. 

The SPEAKER. It had not, except by reference to the numbers 
of certain sections of the Revised Statutes. 

_Mr. CONGER. And I wish to say, while I desire to cast no reflec- 
tion on the Chair—of course the Chair could not tell any more than 
any member what was in that bill—while the rule as it would be en- 
forced by the Chair, unless the House ordered otherwise, would take 
this bill nds’ fogs unquestionably to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, yet the lack of any statement in the title of the matter to 
which the bill related of course left the Chair or any member unable 
at the time to know what the reference should be; but the rule should 
execute itself; and when a bill is introduced in that way, and wrong]: 
referred, if upon knowing the subject-matter of it the Chair woul 
have refe it under the rule to a committee or else have submitted 
the question of its reference to the House, then the correction should 
be made when the Journal is read next morning. I do not say it needs 
any motion. I do not say that would be the proper way. Lam merely 
submitting this proposition to the Speaker in regard to this bill or 
any other whether when it ap there has been an improper refer- 
ence—the Chair having the control of the Journal—whether it is not 
competent for the Chair to correct the reference? 

The SPEAKER. The Journal is correct. = 

Mr. CONGER. It is not correct under the rule. The reference was 
not made under the rule. 

4 Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to be heard on this ques- 
on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. When the House proceeded to the 
call of States yesterday for the introduction of bills, and the State of 
Illinois was called, I rose from my seat and in the open House, as I had 
a right to do as a member from that State, off the bill of which 
the gentleman from Michigan has been speaking. The bill in its title 
clearly discloses what its purpose was. It was to revise and amend 
the sections mentioned in title 33 of the Revised Statutes. That bi 
sir, in open House, without objection from any quarter, was ref 
to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, in my judgment a proper 
committee, under the rules of the House, for its consideration. 

I have no doubt that those who are opposed to a revision of the 
tariff could easily have called to mind w that bill was aimed at 
when the Clerk, in a clear, loud, and distinct voice, read to this House 
that it was “A bill to revise and amend sections 2503, 2504, and 2505 
of title 33 of the Revised Statutes.” The bill was properly introduced, 
it has been propan referred, and is now 251 before the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws. No mistake was made by me, and 
I am satisfied no gentlemen here can accuse any one in this House of 
having made a mistake in the matter. 

And so far as the question is concerned of reconsidering the refer- 
ence, I wish to say to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER 
that the Chair, on yesterday, made a ruling clear and distinct, an 
eapable of no misunderstanding whatever. I will read that ruling. 

en a certain joint resolution had been introduced, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
KING] moved to reconsider the reference, so that the joint resolution 
might be referred to the Committee on the Interoceanic Ship Canal. 
The Speaker of this House refused to entertain the motion. This is 
his language: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not entertain the motion to reconsider. He thinks 


that bills and resolntions introduced under this call cannot come back upon a mo- 
reconsider. 


tion to reconsider, and should not be subject to a motion to 
The Chair then directed the Clerk to read from clause 2 of Rule 


XVIII, the following: 


No bill, tion, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, or ted 
tneretron for printing and reoommnitment, shal de brought back into the ouse 
on a motion to reconsider. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ili- 
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nois that that is still his judgment, and that this matter cannot be 
reached by a reconsideration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Very well, that is all I want. 

Mr. REED. I certainly hope that there may be some way to reach 
this matter. We come here every Monday for the purpose of pre- 
senting bills and joint resolutions for printing and reference, and it 
is to be presumed that every member will have the bill he presents 
referred to an appropriate and suitable committee. Everybody in 
this House knows t the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise toa porns of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My point of order is that the gen- 
tleman from Maine is discussing a question which the Chair has de- 
cided, and which is already di of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that this matter cannot 
be reached by a motion to reconsider, because the Chair holds now 
as he did yesterday that a motion to reconsider the reference of a 
bill introduced on Monday is not admissible. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire to ask a question of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman will state it. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I would like the Chair to tell this House 
what remedy any committee of this House may have, when by inad- 
vertence a bill which should properly go to that committee has been 
improperly referred to another committee? If a bill giving in its 
title simply the number of a section of the Revised Statutes, which 
it proposes to amend or change, is referred by inadvertence to the 
wrong committee, is there any gare Bd 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Allow me to state to the gentle- 
man from New York that this bill was not referred by inadvert- 
ence, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I am speaking to the Chair, not to the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has 
made a motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. My motion is to amend the Journal. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The gentleman said that he moved 
to correct the Journal. À 

Mr. GARFIELD. If so, then I change my motion and move to 
amend the Journal. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has been 
recognized by the Chair as being entitled to the floor. 
Mr. REED. Isay that I sincerely hope that some way out of this 
ž difficulty may be found. Here seems to be a proposition referred to 
a committee, which committee every man in this House must recog- 
nize to be one to which that proposition would not have been referred 
had the House been possessed of a knowledge of the subject of the 
bill so referred. It seems tome that as a matter of faith among 
members this thing should not be permitted, if the House can in any 
way prevent it. 
In re to this very class of bills or propositions the House has 


two or times discussed the matter and determined it by an over- 
2 jority. I do not purpose to say that this matter was 
smuggled in way, nor do I pi to use any offensive 


in regard to it, because that would not be parliamentary ; butit does 
seem to me to be perfectly pan from the way in which the matter 
was brought in, without the House having any knowledge of the 
subject of it, what was the purpose and object of it. 
Now, this ought not to be, and there should be some suitable and 
proper way of remedying it. It seems to me that every member ought 
to act with some ial reference to the rules of the House, or when 
che does not do so, he should at least call the attention of the House 
to the fact that he is not doing so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish toreply. I have alread 
stated that this bill was introduced in my right as a member of this 
House, and that it was referred to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws. Iwas glad to hear the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
say that he did not desire to say this bill was smuggled into the 
House; for if he had used such a term, parliamentary or unparlia- 
8 should have denounced it upon my personal responsibility 
as y false. : 


A MEMBER. He ought to have used that term. 

Mr. REED. And I should have replied that it would not make the 
slightest difference to me or any other meniber of the House. 

. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It lens ‘ov not make any difference 
to the gentleman to have been acc of falsehood; but men of 
honor would know the meaning of the word, and it would make a 
difference to them. 

Mr. WILBER. I wish to ask the gentleman one question. When 
he introduced this bill, why did he not have it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and ns? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Because I believed that the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws had jurisdiction over it, and that 
it would be a better committee for the interests of the people to con- 
sider that bill than the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WILBER. Oneother question. Does the gentleman think that 
if the House had known the substance of the bill it would have con- 
sented to that reference f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] has 
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moved to amend the Journal. The gentleman will state in what 
manner. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to say a word. The Journal of the House 
carries with it the authoritative orders of the House. The langua 
of the Journal is within the power of the House as to what it 
be. I move that our Journal be so amended that its authoritative 

shall declare that this bill to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. When that declaration is made, it goes there. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say, nevertheless, that the 
Journal is correct. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am not raising that question. I do not, blame 
the Chair or the journal clerk, for each of * officers has done his 
duty. The plain fact of this case (and I measure very carefully what 
I ere are at least 
on 

P 
„of Illinois. Was it not read by the Clerk f 
Mr. GARFIELD. And because members did not know its 5 0 
because they assumed that bills introduced under the call of Monday 
were introduced and referred in accordance with the rules, because of 
the general faith that we exercise toward each other, the read- 
ing of the bill was not demanded. A manifestly improper reference, 
improper in the judgment of this House, was made; and our only 
direct means of correcting it is by such a motion as I have made, 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 
tion—not so much with reference to this particular matter as with 
regard to 8 yoe of the House. It is admitted, I believe, 
on all sides that the Journal as it records the proceedings of yester- 
day with reference to this bill is absolutely correct. Now, if it be 
competent in this instance to change that Journal upon a motion to 
amend it, will it not be equally 0 in any other instance to 
change it 9 72 a motion to amend it 

The SPEAKER. That, however, is a question for the House. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If, for instance, a bill voted on yesterday in this 
House had been rej and if the proceedings upon that bill had 
been recorded correctly in our Journal, would it be competent for a 
gonslenian on the floor of the House, upon the reading of the Journal 

is alin to move to amend it so as toshow that the bill did not 

The SPEAKER. Does not the gentleman think it is within the 
power of a member to move to amend or correct the Journal ? 

Mr. MILLS. Not so as to make it state a falsehood. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Not when it changes the result of the action of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The House is the custodian of its own Journal 
and can make it read as it pleases. I move to make it read as I have 


8 ited. 

“hit. REAGAN . Iwish to say a word in relation to the motion made 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.] If the reference of a 
bill which has been referred under the rules of the House, and the 
reference correctly recorded in the Journal, can be changed upon a 
motion to amend the Journal, this is but another mode of reconsider- 
2 reference. In this case the bill having been openly and fairly 
in uced, read, and referred, and a motion not being admissible to 
reconsider the reference in order to bring the bill again before the 
House, the Ree ition is made to overcome the difficulty by a motion 
to correct the Journal so as to change the reference as correctly re- 
corded. The motion of the 3 from Ohio involves simply a 
method of reconsidering the formal legal act of this House, and in my 
ing oye cannot be entertained. On the other point, while it may 
the Committee on Ways and Means may have the right to consider 
questions of this kind, if it so happens that this House can get no re- 
lief from the 1 of things by the agency of that com- 
mittee and a bill is fairly put before another committee by which we 
may hope to get some action, it is for the House to maintain the ac- 
tion of the House in its own interests and the interest of the public. 
Mr. MILLS. The Constitution of the United States requires each 
House to keep a journal of its 8 It requires each House 
to make a correct statement of what is done in the House; and it is 
not in the power of this House to destroy that record when it is made 
without in the same act destroying to that extent the Constitution. 
I remember reading the discussion on the celebrated expunging reso- 
lution when General Jackson was censured for his conduct at New 
Orleans, while a military commander at that post in the war of 1812. 
I remember the democratic party when they came into power desired 
to expunge from the record the vote of censure which had been placed 
upon him in the Senate; but after that matter was thoroughly dis- 
cussed the ablest men in the Senate on the democratic side admitted 
that body had no power to mar that record, and the conclusion of the 
whole matter was that they drew black lines around the order of cen- 
sure voted upon him by the Senate, and wrote in the margin of the 
Journal that that was expunged by order of the Senate. And, sir, 
that record stands to-day. The record which was made by the Senate 
of the United States voting a censure upon General Jac stands 

to-day as a part of the record of the United States. 
I admit, sir, we have the power to correct a mistake ; and the 
Journal and the RECORD when they recite a fact that did not oecur— 
we have aright to compel them, in obedience to the Constitution, to 
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recite that fact asit did occur. But have we the right, have we the 
moral power or the legal power, to make our record recite a false- 
hood? The records have no moral power; they cannot state a false- 


Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me a word ? 
I submit this is not a record until it has been approved by the House. 

Mr. MILLS. It is a record of yesterday’s p i 

Mr. REED, It is not a record until it is ap y- 

Mr. MILLS. That the Chair has decided: that you cannot get the 
control of it even by a motion to reconsider. It has from your 

urisdiction. It is the record of the transactions of this House, and 

e motion now is to make your record recite a falsehood, to recite 

ngs which did not occur, and to impart to the record the moral re- 
sponsibility which attaches to the man to make the record recite a 
falsehood. There can be no moral accountability in that inanimate 
of every cian win togants the trotts THAS be’ gughe ek $0 Sl w lle 
man who e e ought n a lie 

himself or make another do it. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to know whether it is pea pasty to move 
to discharge the Committee on the Revision of the Laws from the 
further consideration of the subject ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. e Journal is before the House for 


approval. 

Piir BLACKBURN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. This 
bill was yesterday, by order of the House, referred to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. Would the Chair hold that a motion to 
reconsider the action of the House in that to-day was in order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated on yesterday he would not. He 
made then a decision on that point. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And, sir, it is in the light of that decision I 
now ask this question: Whether if would be in order for a member 
of this House to-day to move to reconsider the action of the House in 
the reference of this bill to the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws? How is it competent to attain the very same identical end 
by moving, not to reconsider, but to amend the Journal? Is it in 
order to move to amend a journal, which no man on this floor dares 
to say is not exactly correct? Is there a single statement made here 
in that Journal as read from that Clerk’s desk this morning that any 
member of this House dares to impeach or impugn? If that Jour- 
nal be correct, where can you find any warrant for a motion to move 
its amendment! 

The SPEAKER. Under the parliamen tule. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. Will the chairman er io of the 
Committee on Rules, now Speaker of this House, undert to say it 
ever was the intent or p of that rule, or any other rule that 
ever was deen Pre. by deliberative body on to allow a mo- 
tion to amend a thing which the mover of the motion admits himself 
does not permit amendment? If the Journal be correct there is no 
amendment that can be made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The Journal is correct. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I will submit to the Chair—I will not 
undertake to characterize the effort that is being made PY the sub- 
mission of the motion by the gentleman from Ohio—but will un- 
dertake to of the results and challenge contradiction. There 
is no result to follow the adoption of the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio. nj tye indirection, to accomplish what the Chair has 
already ruled he no right to do an methods of direction. This is 
not a natural method to pursne. e gentleman from Ohio sees in 
the ruling of the Chair yesterday that he is very cee ede 
from the motion to reconsider the action of the House, deliberately 
taken, in sending the bill introduced by the gentleman from IIIinois 
to the Committee on Revision of the Laws. Now, unable to get 
over that ruling and that action of the House, he seeks by a motion 
unknown, and Í undertake to say never before submitted to any par- 
liamentary or deliberative body on earth, and by a process of indirec- 
tion, to accomplish that which under the rule, as carefully construed, 
he has not the right to reach. 

Mr. HAYES. I would like to ask a single question. 

The SPEAKER. This is a simple question, so far as the Chair is 
concerned. 

Mr. HAYES. I want to ask is not the Journal as it stands now 
correct? Does it not record the proceedings of yesterday accurately 
and e occurred ? 

The SP The Chair has anticipated the statement of the 
gentleman from Illinois on that point. 

Mr. HAYES. If this is answered in the affirmative, I want to ask 
how it is possible to correct the Journal if it is now correct in itself? 
And is not the yy Bad to reach this question to move to discharge 
the Committee on Revision of the Laws from the further considera- 
tion of this matter in order to refer it to another committee? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. But the Chair has decided that 
that motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that issue is not now before the 


ouse. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The Journal, as I understand it, is to 
record truly what takes place. It is read the next legislative day for 
correction provided it does not state the truth. For instance, i 
vote is recorded mong i can rise in my place and have it correc 
as I actually cast it. is Journal does speak the truth, as admit- 


ted by everybody. Then there is only one way to 
that is to inquire—not intimating that there has been fraud—but to 
inquire whether there has been practiced upon the House. If 
so, that fraud goes to the bottom and vitiates the entry, and it can 
be vacated for that reason und no other. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does anybody charge that there 
has been fraud? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. If there is absence of fraud, then I un- 
derstand the record does speak the truth; and if the Honse were to 
amend it, here and now, then we amend it and make it state some- 
thing that is not the truth. It strikes me that in the absence of fraud 
the record must stand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say, or rather to repeat what 
he has already said, that the Journal is correct as to what actually 
occurred on yesterday. Whether the House may see fit to change 
that record as if appears in the Journal and make it incorrect is not 
for the Chair to determine. But the only question for the Chair to 
determine is whether it is right to entertain a motion to amend the 
Journal in the manner suggested, and on that point he desires the 


Clerk to read 
uestion. Has the Chair a right 


it, and 


Mr. FINLEY. I desire to ask a 
to entertain a motion the effect of which would be to falsify the record ? 

The SPEAKER. The issue as stated vy the Chair is the question 
whether the motion to amend the Journal can be made? The adop- 
tion or rejection of such amendment is a question for the House to 
determine and is not a question for the Chair to determine. 

Mr. PHISTER. In other words, the Chair says the House ought 
not toa Ceres the reference as to make the Journal N 


ood. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not said that, but confines himself 
to the question whether he has the power to refuse to entertain a 
motion made by a member, when the Journal is under consideration, 
to amend the same. But the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A motion made to amend the Journal of the House, while that Journal is 
as Judgment of the House for correction, the chairman decided 

a motion to amend the Journal be laid upon the table, the Journal does 
not accompany it. A 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submits a case in point, which is the 
celebrated New Jersey case, and the Clerk will read also the preced- 
ing ion, on which the said decision was based. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

At twelve o'clock, meridian, John Quincy Adams, the chairman, called the mem- 

bers to order. 


The Journal of yesterday was read; when 

Mr. Wise, of Virginia, moved the following resolution: 

That the Journal of yesterday be amended by inserting the following 
paper, to Wit 

The SPEAKER. It is not now necessary to read further. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I desire to ask the C if the motion of the 

ntleman from Ohio [Mr. Sewer to amend the Journal is not 

ntamount to a motion to reconsider 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair has nothing to do with. The 
Chair has stated his views as to that. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I move to lay the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio on the table. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask that the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
be reduced to Tenne 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia moves to lay the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio on the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio! 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Ohio moves to amend the 
Journal so as to refer the bill introduced by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois yesterday to the Committee on Ways and Means; the Journal 
now stating, and correctly, that the bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Is not the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 1 7 ie a mo- 
tion in another form to reconsider the reference of the bill 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House. The question 
for the Chair was whether he would entertain the motion. He has 
entertained it, and the gentleman from Georgia moves to lay the mo- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. And upon that motion I ask for the yeas and 


na 

Ar. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Does not the rule require that an 
amendment shall be in writing ? 

The SPEAKER. This is a motion. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Ilinois. But it is a motion to amend. Does 
not the rule require that such a motion shall be in writing so that the 
House should know what the amendment is ? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is to stike out“ Revision 
of the Laws” and insert “ Ways and Means.” 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. We do not know whether it is a mo- 
tion to correct an error, or a motion to falsify the record, until we 


have its ise words. 
aoe SP. The Chair thinks he has stated the proposition 
clearly. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 117, not 
voting 57; as follows: 
YEAS—118. 
Aiken, Ladd, ton, 
Armfield, oa : Le Fevre, Singleton, J. W. 
Fy et Elam, Tonis, Singleton, O. R. 
Beale, eld, Smith, William E. 
Berry, Finley, McKenzie, Sparks, 
Bicknell, Forney, cLane, Speer, 
Blackburn, Frost, McMahon, Springer, 
Bland, Geddes, MeMillin, Steele, 
Blount, Gibson, Stephens, 
ok, Goode, 7 Stevenson, 
Buckner, Gunter, orrison, Talbott, 
bell, Hammond, N. J. Muller, Taylor, 
Caldwell, Hatch, yers, Thompson, P. B. 
Cannon, Henkle, New, Tillman, 
Carlisle, Henry, Nicholls, Townshend, R. W. 
Chalmers, Herbert, Norcross, Turner, 
oan John B. e Coser 5 Thomas 
Coleriek, Hooker, Persona’ Vance, 
Converse, „ Philips, Waddill, 
Cook, Hu Phister, Warner, 
cares — Poehler, Wells, 
Davi Hutchins, Richardson, J. S. è 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Robertson, Williams, Thomas 
wis, H. Kimmel, Robinson, 
b ee n 
us! * * 
Di Knott, Shelley, 
NAYS—117. 
Aldrich, N. W, Dunnell, Killinger, —＋ Wm. A. 
Taca, Einstein Lindsey, —— 
Bail Farr. pa i 
ey, i ‘ 
Baker, Felton, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, A: Herr 
Ballou, Ferdon, Mason, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
ireki F. ytho, . — Stone, 
‘ors: 
Gelshoowed Frye, M Thomas, 
Bingham, Garfield, McKinley, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Blake, Godshalk, Miller, yler, 
Hall, Monroe, J.T. 
Boyd, Harmer, WN. 2 orse, 5 A 
Brigham, Haskell, New 3 Valentine, 
Browne, Hawk, O'Neill, Van Aernam, 
Butterworth, Hawley, Orth, Van Voorhis, 
Calkins, Hayes, Osmer, Wai 
Camp, Hazelton, Overton, Wi 
Carpenter, Heilman, Page, Washburn, 
Caswell, Henderson, Phelps, ilber, 
Claflin, Hiscock, Pierce, Williams, C. G. 
Clymer, Horr, Pound, Willits, 
Houk, Price, Wilson, 
Conger, Hubbell, Reed, 
Cowgill, Humphrey, Rice, 
Crowley, Saapa D.P. Wood, Walter A. 
Da sorge R. Joyce, : Ross, 
g, ey, Russell, Daniel L. 
NOT VOTING—357. 
Ackl Davis, Herace Klotz, John W. 
‘Anderson, mt * Loring, an 
Barlow, t. 1 bery, — 
Bliss, Ewing, Martin, award L. Tucker, ie 
Bragg, Ford, oor 
Briggs, Mitchell, ‘Weaver, 
Bright, Morton, Wellborn, 
Burrows, Hammond, John Mauldrow, 
Chittenden, T. Murch, Wright, 
SY wah A oen er, O'Brien, 8 — 
Keifer, Prescott, 
Cox, Kenna, Richmond, 
Crapo, Rothwell, 


So the motion to lay Mr. GARFrELD’s motion on the table was 
to. 


After the second roll-call, 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, said: I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from California answer to his 
name on either roll-call ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. I was in the House. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman did not answer on either roll- 
call he cannot now vote under the rule. 

The Clerk announced the followin irs: 

Mr. Ryon, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MITCHELL, 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, with Mr. COVERT, 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. SAPP, ‘ 

Mr. KEIFER with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. RICHMOND with Mr. PRESCOTT. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, with Mr. MILES. 

Mr. Crapo with Mr. KENNA. 

Mr. Fort with Mr. O’Brien. 

Mr. Scares with Mr. ERRETT. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. Briss. 

Mr. MORTON with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. EWING. 

Mr. Evins with Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, with Mr. WHITE. 


Mr, H 
Mr. SIN. 
on 1 questions with Mr. MILES. 
NEW. I desire to state that my colleague from Indiana, Mr. 


HOSTETLER is absent on account of sickness. 
Mr. DUNN. I ask the Clerk to read the condition on which I am 


of Virginia, with Mr. ANDERSON—on this vote. 
N, of Illinois. I desire to say that I am paired only 


paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Sapp. 
on this question as I understand, and have voted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I am not paired 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 17, 1880. 


W. to from and after this date until A all - 
© agree to pair un pril 10, 1880, on all yea- and 


nay votes of a ical character on which the democratic and repu 
shall be op; i that this pair shall not operate to prevent a quorum 
of the House. 
P. DUNN, Arkansas. 
The above is correct. 


W. S. SAPP, Iowa. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Would it be in order to move to 
reconsider the last vote and to move to lay that motion to reconsider 
on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then I make that motion. 

Several MEMBERS. Withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND. ] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I withdraw the motion to recon- 
sider and lay on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point that it is too late for the gentle- 
man to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered on that 
motion. 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the Chair state what is the question before the 


House ? 
The SPEAKER. It is to lay on the table the motion to reconsider 


against laying on the table, I understand. [Laughter.] 
BAKER. The gentleman is very well able to answer that 
question for himself. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 123, not 
voting 50; as follows: 


YEAS—119. 
Aiken, Dickey, Le Fevre, Singleton, O. R. 
Annfield, Dunn, Lewis, =, 
Atherton, Elam, Lowe, 7 Smith, William E. 
Atkins, Evins, Mannin; Sparks, 
Beale, Field, —— — 
Berry * F inley * e, Spr in + 
Bic Forney, McMahon, Steele, 
Blackburn, Geddes, MeMillin, 8, 
Bland, Gillette, Stevenson, 
Blount, Goode, Money, Talbott, 
Buckne LANI regs Thompson, P. B 
uckner, J. 2 
Cabell, Harris John T. N 8 Tillman, 
Caldwell, Hatch, Townshend, R. W. 
Cannon, Henkle, Norcross, Tucker, 
Carlisle, Henry, O'Connor, Turner, Oscar 
Chalmers, Herbert, Opis, Turner, Thomas 
Clark. John B 5 Philips, Vance’ 
b, Hooker, Phister, Waddill, 
8 8 Poehler, ee 
‘onverse, u eaver, 
Cook, Hatton, Tekerdean, J.S. Wellborn, 
Cravens, Hurd, Robertson, ells, 
Culberson, Hntchins, Robinson, Whiteaker, 
Bra 26 h J. $ Sa iai Williams, Thomas 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kitchin, Shelley, | Willis 
Deuster, Knott, on oung, Casey. 
Dibrell, Ladd, Singleton, J. W. s 
NAYS—123. 
Caswell, Hall, Martin, Joseph J. 
Aldrich William Cre Benj. W.  -MeCoi 
Coffroth, Hach. McCook, 
Conger, Hawk, McGowan, 
Baker, Cow; Hawley, McKinley, 
Ballou, Crowley, Hayes, Miller, 
Barber, Mitchell, 
Belztoover 88 Morea,” 
oover, vis, 
Dunneſl. Honk, O Neill. 
Boyd, ‘ht, Hubbell, Orth, 
Brewer, Eins James, Osmer, 
Bri Farr, Jorgensen, 
Brigham, Felton, Joyce, Pacheco, 
Ferdon, Kelley, Page, 
Fisher, Phelps, 
Butterworth, Foraythe, 22 Price, 
Calkins, e, pham, 
Camp, Garfield, Lindsey, 
Carpenter, Rice, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


MARCE. 23, 


Less Star B alentine Willits, 
Russell, Daniel L. Stone, Van Aernam, Wilson, 
ivan fh = Thom W.G. Van Voorhis, Wood, E. do 
omas jpson, ‘an Voor ernan 
Shallenberger, Wood! Walter A. 
eo Dpdegrag FT. Washburn, oy 
NOT VOTING—50. 
Bailey, Errett, x 
F 
Belford. Ford, Louns! X Ryon, John W. 
Brag Frosi Martin award Le Senis 
Bragg, Frost, Martin, Edward L. ` 
Brig t, Gibson, Miles, Townsend, Amos 
‘ttenden, Hammond, John Morrison, Wait, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hostetler, Morton, White, 
5 Humphrey, Muller, Wright, 
J Keifer, Murch, Yocum, 
Cc Kenna, O'Brien, Young, Thomas L. 
Dic! Ketcham, Pierce, Š 
Kimmel, Prescott, 


So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the table. 

The following pair was announced : 
oa HOSTETLER (instead of Mr. EINS) with Mr. TOWNSEND, of 

io. 

The question recurred upon the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CONGER. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
18 oe TOWNS , of Illinois. I withdraw the motion to recon- 
| sider. 

Mr. ROBINSON. And I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The point now arises whether the motion to re- 
consider has passed into the possession of the House. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. ROBINSON ] 
cannot renew it, that would seem to indicate that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BB ead tit Day no right to withdraw it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to read the rule on that 
int. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It is clause 2 of Rule XVI, and is 
as follows: 

When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in writing) 
cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated. and it shall then be 
in possession of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time before a decision 
or amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. A decision has been had; the House has decided 
not to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would consider that the vote of the 
House against layi ng on the table the motion to reconsider is a pro- 
cedure on the part of the House to consider the motion to reconsider, 
and in a vital sense is a proceeding upon that subject. Therefore, it 
objection be made to the withdrawal, the Chair would rule that the 
motion to reconsider is in a of the House. A decision by the 
Chair to the contrary would be unusual and unjust to the House, be- 
cause a majority of the House by a yea-and-nay vote have indicated 
a purpose to proceed with the motion to reconsider to its conclusion. 

Mr, WILBER, I object to its being withdrawn, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. the Speaker decide that I 
have no right to withdraw the motion to reconsider f 

The SP The Chair decides that the vote of the House 
upon laying on the table the motion to reconsider was a proceedin 
and decision upon the subject which is vital to the subject i > 
The Chair decides that the motion to reconsider is in the possession 
of the House. The House has proceeded to consider it, and the Chair 
has not now the power to take from the majority of the Honse the 
opportunity to carry out its wish in that respect. 

r. BLACKBURN. Let me make a penenie inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ot making, sny point’ upon the decision of 
the Chair relative to the right of the majority of the House to pro- 
to inquire whether the ruling of the 
Chair imposes upon the gentleman from Illinvis, against his protest, the 
necessity of making the motion to reconsider the action of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in the possession of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has not the gentleman from IIlinois 

The SPEAKER. He has not control of the motion after he makes 
it and action been had thereon by the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Willthe Chair allow me to state the question? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know that the gentleman from Illinois no 
ngor has control over the motion, by reason of the last vote of the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair coincides in that view. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But has he not the right under the rule to 
withdraw his motion and leave it to any other member of the House 
to make the motion if he wants to? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois was advised by other 
members to withdraw the motion at the only time when he really 

the right to do so. 

Mr. BLACKB Mr. Speaker, does not the rule of this House, 
not yet three weeks old, give to any member the right at his pleasure 
to en any motion that he makes “ before a decision or amend- 
men 


ceed with this matter, I d 


The SPEAKER. It does not if the House has proceeded to con- 
sider the motion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would be obliged if the Speaker would have 
the provision of that rule read for the information of the House. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has read it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let it be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. FINLEY. Would it be in order to postpone this matter to a 
day certain? 

e Clerk read the second clause of Rule XVI, as follows: 

When a motion has been made, the Speaker shall state it, or (if it be in writ- 
ing) cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk before being debated, and it shall then 
see pen ee House, but may be withdrawn at any time before a decision 
or amendmen: 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me say one word further. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under clause 2 of Rule XVI, which has just 
been read by the Clerk, a member making a motion has the right at 
any time after debate but before decision or amendment to withdraw 
that motion. The gentleman from Illinois made two motions which 
are ized under the rules and practice of this House. He made 
a motion to reconsider the action of the House, and a motion to lay 
that first motion on the table. Upon thesecond motion the vote was 
taken by yeas and nays, and it has been decided in the negative. No 
vote has been taken, no decision has been had, no amendment has 
been made u the first or primary motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois, which is to reconsider the action of the House. Now I sub- 
mit not only to this House but to the Chair that there never was a 
rule couched in plainer language. It is not possible by the employ- 
ment of language to define more clearly any right than the right of 
the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw now the motion to reconsider 
is defined. I admit that the question is in the possession of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If it is that is the end of it. 

Mr, BLACKBURN, But under the clear and explicit provisions of 
the second clause of Rule XVI, I deny that it is in the power of the 
Chair to force the gentleman from Illinois, against his protest, to 
stand upon the record of this House as moving to reconsider the late 
action of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not “force” the gentleman from 
IIlinois in on ike or ’ 

Mr. BLAC . Who will stand as the mover of the motion to 
reconsider ? : 

The SPEAKER. The House stands as responsible for its action. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Whose name will appear? 

TheSPEAKER. The whole point is in a nutshell. It turns on the 
question whether this motion is in the possession and under the con- 
trol of the gentleman from Illinois, or in the possession and under the 
control of the House. The Chair thinks that a vital vote has been 
taken on the consideration of the proposition, and therefore rules that 
the motion is in possession of the House, 

Mr. SAMFORD. -Will the Chair allow me to make an inquiry? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr.SAMFORD. Ido not understand the rule to say that no mem- 
ber can withdraw a fhotion in the possession of the House after the 
House has proceeded to consider it; it says he may withdraw it be- 
fore a decision is reached. 

And there has been in this case a vital vote u 
ition itself. That has established the status of the ma’ 
ouse. 

Mr.SAMFORD. But the vote has been taken not on the motion to 
reconsider, but upon the motion to lay on the table. 
er TOWNS. „of Illinois, and Mr. MCLANE addressed the 


Mr. SAMFORD. Have I not the floor? 
Foe SPEAKER. The Chair is listening to the gentleman from 
Mr. SAMFORD. Now, the motion upon which a decision has been 
reached is the motion to lay on the table, not the motion to recon- 
sider. Therefore there has no decision upon the motion of the 
tleman from Illinois to reconsider. He cannot, of course, with- 
w the motion to lay on the table, because a decision has been 
reached on that. 
The SPEAKER. There has been a proceeding and the yeas and 
nays taken on it. 

. SAMFORD. But the rule does not say, with all respect to the 
Chair, that a member shall not have the right to withdraw a motion 
when there has been a ng, but has the right to withdraw it 
at any time before decision has been had on it? 

The SPEAKER. There has been a vote and a decision on this ques- 
tion, which carries it into re Seana of the House. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Not on t 

TheSPEAKER. The Honse refused to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider, thus leaving it before the House. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Precisely. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair ruled otherwise, he would rule in 
opposition to a vote of the House. 

. ROBESON. Is not this the point, Mr. S It does not 
say decision on the merits of the question, but decision of the pop- 

18— 


are 
in the] 


osition—some action pro in to the thing and some 
ion of the House on it. Now, action been proposed and the House 
has decided it. 


aa ete aaah Le it NEE ED DEEE AN OT DEA AANE . wv Tet a 


1880. 
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The SPEAKER. The point is a simple one, as the Chair has stated 
before, and it is whether this proposition is in possession and under 


the control of the gentleman from Illinois or in ion and under 
the control of the House. The Chair has decided that it is in the 
possession of the House. [Cries of “ 1 Stood order! “] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the rule explicitly 
says, unless there has been a decision or amendment to the motion, 
the mover shall have the privilege to withdraw it. There has been 
no decision on the motion to reconsider. There has been no amend- 
ment of the motion to reconsider. Now, do I understand the Speaker 
to decide I have not the right to withdraw this motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides this motion is under the con- 
trol of the House. 

Mr. AO NETEDE, of Illinois. And that I have no right to with- 
draw it 

The SPEAKER. It has been objected to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Then, with all due respect to the 
Chair, I take an appeal from that decision. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to make a single suggestion to the go 
tlemen to see if they do not recognize the justice of the ruling of the 
Chair in regard to this matter. At the moment when the gentleman 
offered to withdraw his motion to reconsider, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. ROBINSON] rose to ask to renew it. 

The SPE. R. But the Chair did not entertain it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I know the Chair did not entertain it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. And the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts did not have the power to make it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. He did; because he voted with you in the af- 
firmative. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I made the motion in accordance with my vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD. He did; and I wish to show the House, in half 
a minute, the injustice of the ruling gentlemen on the other side ask 
the Speaker to make. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois could have with- 
drawn his motion to reconsider, then the gentleman from Massachn- 
setts, or any other man in the House who voted with the prevailin 
side, could have renewed it. Why? Because a vote bad intervened, 
and after a vote has intervened, nobody could make the motion to 
reconsider. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It could have been made any time within two 


days. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman from Illinois can do that thing 
he proposes, he cuts out every other manin the House from the right 
to do what he himself offered to do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will my friend allow me? 

Mr. GARFIELD. ‘Therefore the Speaker's decision is just. 

3 3 TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I insist on being h [Cries of 
er!” 

The SPHAKER. The appeal will be read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. In reply to the gentleman from 
Ohio I beg leave to say this: If the gentleman from Massachusetts 
stood in the attitude I stood in, having voted in favor of laying the 
motion to amend on the table, if he had the same right to make the 
motion I had, then I insist he still retains that right after my motion 
is withdrawn; and I will refer to the rules which clearly show that 
any time on the first or second day after the motion has been intro- 
duced any one voting in the affirmative has the right to make the 
motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declined to entertain that motion as 
proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts because he consid- 

that would be a duplication of motions. 

Mr. WARNER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. Before voting on this question I wish to ask the 
Speaker whether a motion to reconsider and a motion to lay that mo- 
tion upon the table are two distinct motions or essentially one. 

The SPEAKER. They are two motions, because the latter being 
decided by a yea-and-nay vote in the negative, the question then re- 
curs on the other motion which is coupled with it. 

Mr. WARNER. The question turns then upon whether they are 
two distinct motions and can be voted on separately. 

The SPEAKER. They can be, and are in this instance, separate. 
That is equity as well ascommonsense. Although coupled together, 
they are two motions—the motion to reconsider and the motion to lay 
upon the table—and the motion to lay upon the table being decided 
in the negative, does not decide the question in reference to the other 
motion, 


The 2 9757 will be read. 

Mr. RICH, of Illinois. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will now read the appeal as submitted 
by the 8 from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Speaker having ruled that the gentleman from Illinois had not the right to 
withdraw his motion to reconsider the last vote, I appeal from such decision. 


The SPEAKER. That is not the decision of the Chair, the Chair 
submits. The Chair will state what his decision was. The Chair 
decided that by the action of the House this motion was in the pos- 
session of the House, and under the control of the House, and not 
within the control or in the possession of the gentleman from Illinois. 
The Chair thinks it is necessary to repeat these remarks. 


X—114 


Mr. KNOTT. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. Do I understand the Speaker to state he did not rule 
that the gentleman from Illinois had no right to withdraw his motion? 

A MEMBER. Without his consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules this: That the motion havin 
been voted upon, and the opinion of the House having been e 
upon the issue involved in the proposition, that it is now in the pos- 
session of the House and not in the power of the gentleman from 
Illinois to withdraw such motion. 

Mr. KNOTT. The Chair rules then—— 

Mr. REAGAN, Then the decision of the Chair amounts to a refusal 
to withdraw—— 

The SPEAKER. One at a time. 

Mr. KNOTT. Ihave the floor. I ask, did the Chair rule that the 
gentleman from Illinois had not the right to withdraw his motion! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that he has not in this case 
without the consent of the House, and objection has been made. 

Mr. KNOTT. If that is the ruling of the Chair why does not the 


appeal of the gentleman from Illinois cover it? 

The SPE R. The appeal is stated very properly, but the Chair 
desired to express again to the House his views thereon. 

Mr. BLAC LI rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


iry 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move to lay the appeal of the gentleman from 
Ilinois on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam on the floor for the purpose of making a 
parliamentary inquiry, and the gentleman from Ohio has no right to 
take me off the floor to submit a motion. 

Mr, ALDRICH, of Illinois. I made the motion to lay the appeal 
on the table before the gentleman from Kentucky got the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is willing to hear what may be said on 
this question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Iam asking now as to a matter altogether dif- 
ferent from that decision. 2 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is willing to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Whether it was in order for the gentleman 
from IIlinois to move to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider 
a vote which had just been tabled. I read from the Digest of this 
House, which soul as well to the revised rules as to the old rules, 
page 302; and I refer to the Journals of the third session of the 

wenty-third Congress, page 334, to the first session of the Thirty- 
third Congress, 357, where it was decided that a motion to re- 
consider a vote faving a motion to reconsider upon the table is not 
in order. If entertained it would lead to inextricable confusion by 
piling Bp motion on motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. That point has not been raised in this connection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit whether the gentleman from Illinois 
has a right to make the motion that has been voted on, and whether 
it was elie for the Chair to entertain it 

The SPE. R. The Chair can only decide one point ata time. He 
will hereafter examine thet point if it arises whether it be a good one 
or not. The House has acted on the motion, and thereby allows it. 
The gentleman now moves to lay on the table the appen from the 
decision of the Chair, taken by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. McKENZIE. i demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 152, nays 83, not voting 57; as follows: 


YEAS—152. 
Acklen, tt, Klotz, Robeson, 
Aiken, Davis, George R. Lapham, Robinson, 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, Horace Lewis, Ross, 
Aldrich, William De La Matyr, Lindsey, Russell, Daniel L. 
Anderson, Deering, arsh, Russell, Wm. A. 
Bachman, Dunnell, Martin, Joseph J. Ryan, Thomas 
Bailey, Dwight Mason, iallenberger, 
Baker, Einstein, McCook, Simonton, 
Ballon, lam, McGowan, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Farr, McKinley, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Serao Ferdon. McLane, Smith, William E. 
tzhoover, Field, McMahon, Starin, 

Bingham, Fisher, Miller, Stone, 
Blake, Forsythe, Mitchell, Talbott, 
Bland, rye, Monroe, h 
Blount, Garfield, Morse, Thompson, W. G 
Bowman, zeddes, Muldrow, Tyler, 
Boyd, Godshalk, Neal, Updegraft, J. T. 
Brewer, 15 New. Updegratl. Thomas 
Briggs, er, Newberry, Urner, 
Brigham, Harris, Benj. W. Nicholls, Valentine, 
Browne, Haskell, Nereross, Van Aernam, 
Burrows, Hawk, O'Connor, Voorhis, 
Butterworth, Hawley, O'Neill, Van Voorhis, 
Calkins, Hayes, Orth, Wait, 

amp, Hazelton, Osmer, Ward, 
Cannon, Heilman, Overton, Warner, 
Carpenter, Henry, Pacheco, Washburn, 
Caswell, Hiscock, Page, Wellborn 
Chittenden, Horr, Persons, Wilber, 
Claflin, Houk, Phelps, Williams, C. G. 
Clymer, Hubbell Pierce, Williams, Thomas 
Coffroth, 1 Pound, Willits, 
Conger, Hurd, Price, Wilson, 
Converse, Jorgensen, Reed, Wise, 
Cowgill, Joyce, Rice, Wood, Fernando 
Crowley, Kelley, Richardson, D. P. Wood, Walter A. 
Culberson, ger, Robertson, ~ Young, Casey. 
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NAYS—S3. 

Armfield, Dib: Joves, Singleton, J. W. 
Atherton, Dickey, Kitchin, Singleton, O. R. 
Atkins, Ellis, Knott, Slemons, 
5 Finley Le Fe Springs 

g N. vre ger, 
Bicknell, Forney, Lowe, Steele, 
Blackburn, Frost, Manning, Stevenson, 
Bouck, Gillette, McKenzie, Taylor, 
Buckner, McMillin, Thompson, P. B. 
Cabell, Gunter, ills, 
Caldwell, ond, N. J. Money, Townshend, R. W. 
Chalmers, Hatch, Muller, Tucker, 
Clardy, Henkle. yers, Turner, Oscar 
Clark, John B. Herbert, O'Reilly, Turner, Thomas 
Cobb, Herndon, Philips, Vance, 
Colerick, Hill, Phister, Waddill, 
Cook, Hooker, w Weaver, 
Cravens, Hull, Ri son, J. S. Whiteaker, 
Davidson, Hunton, £ Whitthorne, 
Davis, Joseph J. Hutchins, Sawyer, Wills. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Johnston, Shelley, 

NOT VOTING—57. 

Barlow, Felton, Loring, Sapp, 
Belford, Ford, Louns! k es, 
Bliss, Fort, Martin, Benj. F. Sherwin, 

1 Gi Martin, Edward L. 7 

ht, Hamm John McCoid, Stephens, 

Carlisle, Harris, Jobn T. Miles, Townsend, Amos 
Clark, Alvah A. Henderson, Morrison, Upson, 
Covert, Hostetler, Morton, ells, 
Cox, House, March, White, 
Crapo, James, O’Brien, Wright, 
Deuster, Keifer, Poebler, Yocum, 
Dick, Kenna, Prescott, Young, Thomas L. 
Dunn. Ketcham, Richmond, 
Errett, Kimmel, Rothwell, 
Ewing, King, Ryon, John W. 


So the appeal from the decision of the Speaker was laid on the 
table. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. McLANE said: I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McLANE. Is it in order to have the question stated before the 
vote is announced ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion before the House on which the yeas 
and nays have been called is the motion to lay on the table the appeal 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND ] from the decision of 
the Chair. The form of stating the question on an appeal is, Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?” 

4 Mr. GARFIELD. The “ayes” upon vote sustain the Chair’s 
ecision. 

Mr. MCLANE. Will the Chair it me to state the question de- 
cided by the Chair as I unde the Chair to state it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated in substance this: that the opin- 
ion of the Chair was that the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. TOWNSHEND] was in possession of the House; that the House 
89 vote taken possession of it. 

Mr. MCLANE. One word more. The Speaker's statement was that 
the House had taken ion of the motion by refusing to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table ? 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs : 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. MORRISON. 

Mr. LORING with Mr. BRAGG. 

Mr. SHERWIN with Mr. WRIGHT, for two weeks, including to-day. 

Mr, FELTON with Mr. STEPHENS. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state that I am paired with Mr. 
Ryon, of Pennsylvania, but with the one understanding that we 
were not to be considered paired on tariff questions, I say this with 
reference to this vote and the former one. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion to recon- 


sider. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I move to lay that motion on the 
table. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That motion has already been made and voted 
on and is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. Under what rule does the gentleman from Illinois 
claim the 15675 to repeat the motion to lay on the table? 

Mr. G. TELD. 
cannot be entertained over again. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There has been intervening busi- 
ness and I apprehend the motion to lay on the table is now in order. 

The SPEAKER. What has intervened has been an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, and the Chair does not think that an app 1 
is intervening business in such a sense as to permit the duplication 
of the motion to reconsider. The House has laid the appeal on the 
table and the question now recurs on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CONG. Upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 36, noes 126. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to 


adjourn. 
On the question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were ayes 22, 


That very motion has been voted down and it | 


So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas and 
nays were not ordered and the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


Mr. WII. SON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. WILSON. And in that connection I desire to make a remark 
or two, with a view, if I can, to solve this trouble, that we may go 
on with the business of the House. The Speaker, this morning, im- 
mediately upon the Journal being read, inquired if there were objec- 
tions to approving the Journal of yesterday. 

Mr. CONGER, I call for the order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia has risen to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. The Chair will hear him. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman from Michigan surely cannot object 
to my making a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON. The point is this: when the question is propounded 
by the Speaker whether the Journal shall be approved or not, sup- 
pose one gentleman rises in his seat and objects, is it not usual for 
the Speaker to take the sense of the House whether the Journal shall 
be approved or not ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled that it is competent for an: 
member to move to amend the Journal and has cited the cases whi 
establish his ruling in that respect. 

Mr. WILSON. Suppose I object to approving the Journal of yes- 
terday, would it be competent then for the Speaker to submit to the 
House the question whether the Journal s be approved or not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair usually submits the question in this 
shape z 5 If there be no objection the Journal of yesterday stands ap- 
proved. 

Mr. WILSON. Suppose I rise in my place and object to approvin 
the Journal for the reason there was some improper reference of a bi 
on yesterday, would not that bring the question directly before the 
House? Would it not then be proper for the Speaker to submit the 
question whether gy eter should prevail or not? 

The SPEAKER. That is in substance what is now being consid- 
ered by the 

Mr. ON. Would not that bring before the House directly the 
question whether the reference should be changed? I am in favor 
of changing the reference and with that view make the inquiry. 

If it be now competent for me to do so, I object to approving the 
Journal of yesterday for the reason there was an improper reference 
of that bill on yesterday. I ask that my objection Be submitted to 


the House. 
(Mr. Concer] has 
usider. 


House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan 
demanded the yeas and nays on the motion to reco: 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let us try if we cannot settle this without the 
yeas and nays. I presume gentlemen will have no objection to a re- 
consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that this question be postponed until 
to-morrow morning that we may go on with the consular and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill. 

The SP. R. This is a motion of higher privilege. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider. The gentleman can 
move to tad me the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. SP. GER. Rule XVI, clause 4, is as follows: 

1 — . is e bond motion mare received but — fix ma 

u wW © House 8! ura, to oa 

tb the previo erin, (rich matinas al bd eee debate) 
me a A er or amend, or e in „ W. 

5 shall have precedence in the aieeaa n : >) 

Mr. FINLEY. And your motion is to postpone the motion to re- 
consider ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is my motion, in order that we may now 
proceed to the consideration of the consular and diplomatic appr’ 
priation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains the motion to postpone. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that after the House has slept upon this 
question for one night, members will come here to-morrow morning 
with the belief that they cannot amend the Journal in the manner 
pro by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

r. GARFIELD. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is this: If the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings be not approved at all, as it has not yet been approved, will not 
all references made yesterday, all entries in that Journal be unofficial 
and unauthoritative ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has frequently happened that we do not ap- 
prove the Journal for several days. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask the question of the Chair. It is this: Un- 
til this Journal be approved by the House, is it officially a record of 
the proceedings of the House? And I ask gentlemen if they wish 
that there shall be no official record of the proceedings of the House 
yesterday ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It is a prima facie record. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would ask the gentleman from Ohio 
to state his question sgun: 

Mr. GARFIELD. hen a question is raised about approving the 
Journal, and the Journal is not approved by the House, as this has not. 
been, is the record of the p: gs of the House yesterday, whic 
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was read from the Clerk’s desk this morning, our official record at 
all? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is competent for the House to 
postpone the consideration of the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not object to the entertaining of that mo- 
tion. But I say that so long as the House does not ve its Jour- 
nal of yesterday’s proceedings, so long that Journal is not our official 
record at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not decide that point now; the 
question may Sed come before the House hereafter. 

Mr. TOWNS! , of Illinois. The Journal was approved this 
morning. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was raised to the approval of the Jour- 


nal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask a question of the gentleman 
from Ohio. It is whether it has not frequently happened that the 
question of approving the Journal has been A ay aries until a later 
period than the day after the proceedings which it records? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And We ean do that now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think we had better not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to postpone this matter until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. To what time to-morrow? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Until after the morning hour. 

Mr. TUCKER. I hope we will not e it. 
it now for nearly three hours; let us finish it. 

The question was taken upon the motion to postpone ; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 53, noes 118. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. SPRINGER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being but 24 in the 
affirmative, not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which height joan of the gentleman from Ohio 5 — 5 
ep to amend ournal of yesterday’s 8 was laid 
on the table; upon which motion the gentleman from Michigan calls 
for the yeas and na; 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry; I have 
never before made one. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. It is admitted that the Journal as read 
this morning is correct of the proceedings of the House yesterday. 
Now, if by indirection and a motion to correct the Journal you can 
repeal the legislative action of yesterday, why can we not to-morrow 
ee come back here and if we have a majority repeal this action 
of to-day. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of anargument. The ques- 
on is upon ordering the yeas and nays upon the motion to recon- 
sider. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. I 852 notice that I will to-morrow morn- 
ing move to correct the Journal of to-day’s proceedings, if this motion 


is carried out, eae E] 

Mr. SAMFORD. is controversy involves a proper construction 
of the rules. I understood the Speaker at the commencement of this 
difficulty to-day to refer to a decision which was made by Mr. John 
Quincy Adams as sustaining the point that a point of order against 
a motion to amend the Journal made the succeeding day is not well 


taken. 

The SPEAKER. That was not the decision; it was the entertain- 
ment of a motion. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Precisely. Now, I desire to ask this 
whether on that very day of that decision of Mr. Adams 
did not reverse that decision of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The House entertained the motion neverthe- 
less, and it has gone into the record as a guide for all subsequent 


Houses. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The House decided that the Speaker 
was wrong in entertaining the motion. 

Mr. S ORD. I am addressing the Chair now. I would inquire 
of the Chairif on that occasion there was not an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair that such a motion was in order, and did not the 
House sustain that appeal and reverse its decision f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. SAMFORD. I will send up the record. I would inquire of the 
Chair whether the ruling of the Chair or the decision of the House 
on that occasion determines the question? 

The SPEAKER. The House decided 

Mr. SAMFORD. If the House reversed the decision of Mr. Speaker 
Adams 

The SPEAKER. He was not S er; he was in the chair tem- 
porarily for the popore of organizing the House. 

Mr.SAMFORD. Well, he made a ruling which the House reversed. 
Now, I would inquire which was the proper construction of the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the decision of the House 
referred to did not touch the question of the submission by the tem- 
porary chairman of the proposition to amend the Journal. 

Mr. SAMFORD. Very well; with due respect for the Speaker, I 
ask to have the record read. 


We have been at 


uestion : 
e House 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The and na desired by one-fifth of th bers t, 
eee re oe by e mem present, those whe 


* * * * * 
The House having thus refused to lay the resolution on the table 


me SPEAKER. The House refused to lay the resolution on the 
e. 

Mr. SAMFORD. That is not the part of the record I ask to be read. 
Here is what I allude to. Mr. Wise, of Virginia, moved to amend the 
Journal by inserting something. Mr. Dromgoole, after the Chairman 
had held that it was in order to make such a motion, raised the point 
of order that a motion to amend the Journal could not be made. 
After the Chair had decided that it was in order to make such a mo- 
tion, Mr. Dromgoole appealed from the decision of the Chair. The 
question was put to the House and the House reversed the decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will find on examination that one 
decision was as to whether the motion to lay on the table the propo- 
sition to amend the Journal would carry the Journal with it. 

Mr. SAMFORD. No, sir; I beg the pardon of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman be kind enough to read the 
portion to which he refers? 

Mr. SAMFORD, (reading :) 

Mr. Dro! im i 
aoe po oer 3 ee of order which he had just propounded to 

Mr. Wise, of Virginia" — 

Here is the motion 


“moved to amend the Journal by inserting thereon a paper ee on yester- 
day by Mr. Randolph which the House refused to enter on ournal. Mr. Drom- 

made a point of order that it is not in order under color of amending the 
cone to propose to insert said paper; the decision of yesterday being in 


The Chairman decided that the point of order or appeal as reduced to writing 
bot eea could not be moved, insomuch as it did not recite the motion 
$: 
From this decision Mr. Dromgoole again appealed to the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is on the merits of the 
amendment of the Journal, not on the question of admitting the mo- 
tion to amend the Journal. 

Mr. SAMFORD, (reading :) 

And the question was put, “Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House?" passed in the negative—yeas 105, nays 114. 

The SPEAKER. That relates to the matter of the amendment and 
not to the question of admitting the motion to amend. Then there 
was the additional point rai whether the motion to lay on the 
table carried with it the Journal ? 

Mr. SAMFORD. That is at another place. 

The SPEAKER. That is at another point. But the Chair thinks 
there was no controversy about the propriety of submitting a motion 
to amend the Journal—only as to the propriety of the matter of the 


amendment a sige 

Mr. SAMFORD. The Chair will find that the question decided by 
the House on that occasion is identically the same as that presented 
here. 


The SPEAKER. The motion to lay on the table the proposition to- 
amend the Journal was entertained and the House voted on it, 

Mr. SAMFORD. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will with ission of the House cause: 
to be published in the RECORD the whole proceedings bearing upon 
this case and the Chair’s comments thereon, and also the proceedings. 
in a similar case which was decided in the House July 8, 1846. 

The proceedings are as follows: 

FRIDAY, December 13, 1839. 


8 o'clock meridian, John Quincy Adams, the chairman, called the mem 
o order. 
The Journal of yesterday was read; when 
Mr. Wise, of Virginia, moved the following resolution : 
= That the Journal of yesterday be amended by inserting the following 
paper, to wit: x 
k * +. — * . 


The said resolution being read, 

8 — — le 3 ine of 1 8 “Is none of Mr. 
„as it effects, by pu on the ve the House 

yesterday rei to sp! on the Journal!” 5 * 

Tue chairman decided the motion of Mr. Wise to be in order. 

From this decision Mr. Dromgoole appealed to the House. 

And. after debate, 

Mr. Davis, of Indiana, moved that the subject do lie on the tablo. 

Mr. Briggs here inquired of the Chair if the subject was laid on the table would 
the motion of Mr. Wise, with the paper recited in it, appear on the Journal ? 

The Chair decided that accordin; 5 it would appear on the Journal. 

From this Mr. Dromgeole ap; to House. 


In the course of the debate which ensued the Chair made a decision, from which 


Mr. Mercer 
“A motion 


passing under the judgment of the House for 
that, sho 3 


pealed to the House, and stated his in the following words: 
ng made to amend the Journal of the House, while that Journal is 
correction, the chairman decided 
ulda ay to amend the Journal be laid upon the table, the Journal does 
ny it. 
0 


question, shall the decision of the Chair that, should the motion to 


not accom: 
And on 


It in the affirmative. 
The question was then put on the motion made by Mr. Davis, of Indiana, that 
the motion made by Mr. Wise to amend the Journal do lie on the table, 


And passed in the negative—yeas 102, nays 120. 
The House having thus refused to lay the resolution on the table, 


— 
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The question recurred on the a of Mr. Dromgoole from the decision of the 
Chair, that the motion of Mr. Wise was in order. 

Mr. Petrikin moved the previous question; when 
of order, which he had first propounded to 


Mr. Dromgoole reduced the question 
the Chair to writing, as follows : . 8 
„Mr. Wise, of Vi ia, moved to amend the Journal by in thereon a paper 
resented on y. by Mr. Randolph, which the House ref to enter on the 
8 Mr. Dromgoole made a point of order, that it is not in order under color 


of ened mo Journal to propose to insert said paper, the decision of yesterday 
being s orce.” 
Tho Chairman decided that the point of order or appeal, as reduced to writing, 
88 order, or could not be moved, inasmuch as it did not recite the motion of 
. 
From this decision Mr. Dromgoole again appealed ta the House. 
a the ee was put, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment 
And passed in the negative—yeas 105, nays 114. 
» á * . 


The decision of the Chair was reversed, when 

The question recurred on the question of order and appeal moved by Mr. Drom- 
goole, and as by him reduced to writing, when 

A motion was made by Mr. Underwood, that the whole subject do lie on the 
table. 

And the question being put, 

It passed in the affirmative. 


And the Chair has cansed the Journal Clerk to prepare the follow- 
ing résumé of the action had on this subject in said Con and 
under the authority given by the House the same is in „namely: 


1. That the motion of Mr. Wise to amend the Journal was in order. 
2. That if the subject was laid on the table the motion of Mr. Wise, with the 
r recited in it, would appear on the Journal. 

3. That if the motion to amend the Journal be laid on the table the Journal did 
not accompany it. 

4. That the appeal first taken 8 Dromgoole was not in order, inasmuch as 
it did not recite the motion of Mr. Wise. 

‘The House on appeal decided: 

1. That if the motion to amend the Journal was laid on the table the Journal did 


not yit. 

1 by yeas 102, nays 120, to lay the motion to amend the 
Journal on the table. 1 Ayi 5 

3. The House decided, by yeas 105, nays 114, that the appeal of Mr. Dromgoole 
from the decision of the Chair that Mr. Dromgoole’s rat appear was not in order 
‘because it did not recite the motion of Mr. Wise to be in 

The question then being on the first appeal taken by Mr. Dromgoole from the 
decision of the Chair, 

On motion of Mr. Underwood the whole subject was laid on the table without 
division, thus sustaining the decision of the Chair that the motion of Mr. Wise to 
amend the Journal was in order, and the resolution as pro) y him appears in 
full in the Journal of that day's proceedings. (See Journal, first session Twenty- 
sixth Congress, pages 27 and 28.) 

WEDNESDAY, July 8, 1818. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read, 

Mr. Tibbatts moved to correct the same by omitting all proceedings in relation 
to the call of the House moved by Mr. Dromgoole, following the decision of the 
Speaker upon the resolution offered by Mr. McKay, requiring absentees to render 
excuses for their absence whenever they shall next appear in the House,” 

And, after debate, 


. * * 


The previous question was meron by Mr. Barclay Martin and seconded, and the 

main question was ordered and stated, namely: Shall the Journal be corrected as 
Propone by Mr. Tibbatts ? when 8 

. Brockenbrongh raised the question of order that the Journal of yesterday 

was made up in accordance with the Constitution of the United States and was 

true in point of fact, and being true could not be altered unless shown to be untrue. 

The Speaker overruled the point of order on the ground that the Constitution 


does not specify the manner in which the Journal l be kept, and the House 
has the control thereof, and may 5 what are and what are not proceedings. 

From this decision of the 8 er Mr. Brockenb: appealed, 

And the question being put, Shall the decision of Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the House? 

It was decided in the affirmative. 

The question recurred upon the main question, namely: Shall the Journal be 
corrected ? 

And being pat, 

It was decided in the negative—yeas 55, nays 101. 

* > * * * * 


. 
So the House refused to amend the Journal. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the House, on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. NrcHOLts, ] laid on the table the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to amend the Journal. On this question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. FROST. Would it be in order now to move an adjournment? 

Mr. GARFIELD. That motion has just been voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn has been voted down. 

Mr. FROST. But there has been intervening business. 

The SPEAKER. There has been no intervening motion, the Chair 


thinks. 
1 51 Clerk proceeded to call the roll. When four names had been 


Mr. THOMAS TURNER said: I desire to vote intelligently on this 
question. I will ask whether the Speaker decided 

The SPEAKER. 
four names have been called. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. Unless we understand the question we 
cannot vote intelligently. 

The SPEAKER. That isa matter for the gentleman himself. [Cries 
of“ ar tn ron 
Mr. OMAS TURNER. If by a motion to correct the Journal 
we can change the legislative action taken upon a bill . can 
e not to-morrow by a motion to correct the Journal of to-day change 
the action we may now take? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to amend the Journal, not to cor- 
rect it. 


No debate is in order during the roll-call; and 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 123, nays 111, not voting 58; as follows: 


YEAS—123. 
Acklen, Crowley, Kelley, Richardson, D. P. 
Aldrich, N. W. Daggett, — T, beson, 
Aldrich, William Davis, George R. Klotz, Ross, 

p vis, Horace, Lapham, Russell, Daniel L. 
Bachman, De La Matyr, Lindsey, Russell. Wm. A. 
Bailey, anell, Byan, Thomas 
Baker, Dwight Martin, Joseph J. Shallen! 

Ballou, Einstein, Mason, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Farr, McCoid, Smith, Hezekiah B 
Bayne, Ferdon, McCook, _ in, 
rd, Fisher. McGowan, Stone, 
Bingham, Forsythe, McKinley, Thomas, 
lake, Frye. Miller, hompson, W. G. 
or sree ior = lexan 5 à 
Gods! y onroe, egraff, J. T. 
Brewer, Hall, Morse, Updegraff, Th 
Briggs, Harmer, Muller, Urner, 
Brigham, Harris. Benj. W. N Valentine 
Browne, Haskell. ow 3 Van Aer nam, 
Burrows, Hawk, O'Neill, is, 
Butterworth, Hawley, Orth, Van Voorhis. 
Calkins, Hayes, Osmer, ait, 
Camp, Hazelton Overton, Ward. 
Carpenter. Hiscock, ý Iber, 
Caswell, Horr, Page, Williams, C. G 
Chittenden, Houk, Phelps, Willits, 
i Hubbell, Pierce, ‘Wilson, 
Clymer, Humphrey, Pound, Wise, 
Coffroth, James, Priee, Wood, Fernando 
Conger, Jorgensen, Wood, Walter A. 
Cowgill, Joyce, Rice, 
NAYS—111. f 
Aiken, Dibrell King, Shelley, 
Armfield, Dickey, Kitchin, 88 
Atherton; — Knott, —— J. W. 
Beale, Ellis, Le Fevre, Slemons, 
Berry, Finley, Lewis, Sparks, 
Blackb Prost Manning Spada 
urn. b. > r, 
Bland, Goddes McKenzie, Steele 
Blount, Gillette, McLane, 
Bouck, Goode, MeMillin, Talbott, 
Bright, Gunter, Taylor, 
Cabell, Hammond, N. J. Money, Thompson, P. B 
. — he miro 5 a Townshend, 
> 8 4 R. W. 
Carlisle. Henry. New, Tucker, 
Chalmers, erbert, Nicholls, Turner, Oscar 
Clardy, Herndon, O'Connor, . Turner, Thomas 
Clark, John B. Hill, O'Reilly, Upson, 
bb, Hooker, Vance, 
Colerick, Honse, Philips, Waddill. 
Converse, Hull. Phister, Warner, 
Cook, Hunton. Whiteaker, 
Cravens, ‘urd, Ri „J. S. Whitthorne, 
Culberson, Hutchins, Robertson, i 
Davidson, Johnston, illis, 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Young, Casey. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kimmel, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—58. 
Barlow, Felton, Martin, Benj. F. Scales, 
Beltzhoover, Field, Martin, Edward L. Sherwin, 
Bliss. 5 1 —.— William E. 
Bragg. ort. es, tephens, 
Buckner, Gibson, Mi J 
Clark, Alvah A. Hammond, John Morton, Washburn, 
vert, eilman, urch, Weaver, 
Cox, Henderson, Norcross, Wellborn, 
Crapo, Henkle, O'Brien, Wells, 
Deering, Hostetler, Poehler, „ 
Deuster, Keifer, Prescott, Wright, 
Dick, Kenna, Richmond, Yocum. 
Errett, Ketcham, Rothwe Young, Thomas L. 
Evins, Ryon, John W. 


Ewing, 


So the vote was reconsidered. 

8 ie following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
esk: 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. DEERING. 

Mr. WASHBURN with Mr. POEHLER, on all votes taken to-day. 

Mr. HOSTETLER with Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 

Mr. Ketcuam with Mr. EWING. 

Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. HEILMAN, for this afternoon. 

Mr. FELTON with Mr. STEPHENS. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I now demand the previous question on my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. McKENZIE, I move to strike out the w 
sert the word “ falsify.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to know whether the question now is not 
to lay on the table the motion of the gentleman from Ohio to amend? 
` The 7 The Chair thinks it is on the motion to amend the 

ournal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, the House laid 
upon the table the proposition to amend. We have reconsidered the 
vote by which we laid that on the table. Does not the question recur 
now pa the motion to lay on the table the gentleman’s motion to 
amen : 

The SPEAKER. Upon reflection the Chair thinks the gentleman 
is correct, and the question recurs on the motion of the gentleman from 


“amend” and in- 
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Georgia, as the House has reconsidered the motion to lay upon the 
tabl 


e. 
Mr. SPRINGER. What becomes of the motion to lay on the table 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD ?] 

The SPEAKER. It comes up now. A 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the pending question is on the motion of 


the gentleman from Geo: [Mr. NICHOLLS] to lay upon the table 
the motion to amend of tleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to know what the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Ohio is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Journal record to be 
read of the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to amend the Journal kM pone out the words Revis- 
ion of the Laws” and inserting “Committee on Ways and Means.” 

The SPEAKER, The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia to lay upon the table the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio to amend. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. And I move to strike out the wo 
and insert the word “ falsify.” 

Mr. BLAND. Is the motion of the gentleman from Ohio to correct 
the record? Is it not, on the contrary, a motion to change the pro- 
ceedings of the House of yesterday? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to amend the Journal. 

Mr. BLAND. What were the proceedings of the House? Was that 
bill referred yesterday to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, 
or was it referred to the Committee on Ways aud Means? Was it not 
referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. BLAND. This then is to take it from that committee and re- 
fer it to another committee. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for the House. The effect of 
the vote of the House is for the House itself to consider in yoting. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to make a further parliamentary inquiry, 
and it is this: whether to take a bill from a committee of the House 
to which the House yesterday referred it and to refer it to another com- 
mittee is any amendment of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings, 
and whether on the contrary it is not a proceeding to change and 
not to correct the record of yesterday’s proceedings ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has reads expressed an opinion 
thereon. It is now for the House to determine. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It does both; it amends the record and changes 
the reference. 

Mr. PHISTER. If it be in order, I move to refer this entire sub- 
ject to the Committee on the Ju pea 

The SPEAKER. If the House should reach a stage of proceedings 
when the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio is before the House 
the motion to refer might be entertained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. This I conceive to be an important 
question. It is not simply a technical one; but the question really 
is whether we are to have any reduction of the tariff or not. That 
is the issue now before the House. That being the fact, I desire the 
House distinctly to understand what is the question before it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Honse well informed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the proposition of the tle- 
man from Georgia is sustained all will understand that a vote in that 
direction is in favor of repealing the duty on printing-paper, on salt, 
and on other articles. I wish—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IIlinois is notin order. The 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia is not debatable. The ques- 
tion is to lay on the table the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FINLEY. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The Jons and mt were ordered, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Can this House, Mr. Speaker, do indirectly what 
it cannot do directly ? 

The SPEAKER. The House itself is the judge of that. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. AIKEN. I hope the Speaker will state the question. Itseems 
to be quite mixed. [Laughter.] - 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. NICHOLLS] to lay upon the table a motion 
te amend the Journal of yesterday’s p i made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] and on that motion the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
111, nays 120, not voting 61; as follows: 


“amend,” 


YEAS—ii11. 

Aiken, Cabell, Davidson, Gunter, 
Armfield, Caldwell, Davis, Joseph J. Hammond. N. J. 
Atherton, non, Davis, Lowndes H. Harris, Jo! 
Atkins, Carlisle, Dibrell, Hatch, 
Beale, Chalmers, Dickey, Henry, 
Berry, Clardy, Dunn, Herbert, 
Bicknell, Clark, John B. Elam, Herndon, 
Blackburn, bb, Finley, 
Find . — Forney, Hooker, 

un m F rost, 
Bouck, Gok Geddes, Hull.“ 
Bright, Cravens, Gillette, Hunton, 
Buekner, Culberson, Goode, Hard, 


Hutchins, Muldrow, wer, Townshend, R. W. 
Johnston, 4 Shelley, Tucker, 
Ji New, . Turner, Oscar 
Kitchin, Nicholls, J. W. 
Knott, Connor, Singleton, O. R. U 
Ladà, O'Reilly, Slemons, Vance, 
Le Fevre, Persons, Sparks, Waddill, 
Philips, Speer, Warner, 
Lowe, Phister, 8 : 9 ey 
annin Reagan teaker, 
McKenzie, Richardson, J.S. Stevenson, Whi 
McLane, Robertson, bott, Williams, Thomas 
5 : Rothwell, Ther P.B. Y c 
ompson, P. oung, Casey. 
Money, Samford, Til x 
NAYS—120. 
en, 4 Kelley, Richardson, D. P. 
Aldrich, N. W. Crowley, Killinger, Robeson, 
— 8 Russell, Daniel L. 
rge pham, 
id Davis, Horace Lindsey, Russell, W. A. 
Bailey, Dunnell, arsh, „Thomas 
Baker, Dwight, Martin, Joseph J. ae 
Ballou, Einstein, Mason, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Farr, McCook, Hezekiah B. 
Bayne, Ferdon, Starin, 
‘ord, 3 McKinley, Stone, 
Bla s Fry dy: Mitchel, Th Wm. G. 
e, e, ompson, Wm. 
paia Saadi won t * J. T 
Bo; orse, $ 
EON Hal, Muller, Updegraff, Thomas 
Bri, Harmer, Neal, Urner, 
Brigham, Benj. W. Norcross, Valentine, 
Browne, Haskell, O'Neill, Van Aernam, 
Burrows, Hawk, Orth, 
Butterworth, Hawley, Osmer, Van Voorhis, 
Calkins, Hayes, Ov Wait, 
Camp, Hazel Pacheco, Ward, 
Carpenter, Hiscock, ` ilber, 
Caswell, Horr, Phelps, Williams, C. G. 
Chittenden, Honk, Pierce, illite, 
a 6 
ymer, um y ice, 
roth, James, pias Reed, Wood, Fernando 
Conger, Joyce, Rice, Wood, Walter A. 
NOT VOTING—61 
Barlow, Felton, Loring, Sapp, 
Beltzboover, Field, Louns A we ty 
Bliss, Ford, Martin, > Sherw 
t Fort, Martin, Edward L. Smith, William E. 
Clark, Alvah A. Gibson, McCoid, Stephens, 
Covert, Hammond, John McMahon, Townsend, Amos 
Cox, Heilman, Washburn, 
Crapo, Henderson, Morrison, 4 
De La Matyr, Henkle, Morton, Wells, 
Deering, Hostetler, Murch, te, 
Deuster, Jo sen, Newberry, Wright, 
Dick, Keifer, O'Brien, ; 
Ellis, Kenna, Poehler, Young, Thomas L. 
Errett, Ketcham, Prescott, 
Evins, Kimmel, Richmond, 
Ewing, King, Ryon, John W. 


So the House refused to lay on the table the amendment of the 
Journal p by Mr. GARFIELD. 

The Clerk announced the following pair : 
nee ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, is paired with Mr. SLemons after 

is vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to amend 

Mr. GARFIELD. I demand the previous question on my motion. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to postpone indefinitely the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. That motion would not be in order pending the 
demand for the hr vious question. 

Mr, MCKENZIE. I moved to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio before the previous question was demanded. 


Mr. FINLEY. I desire to give notice that I shall move to indefi- 
nitely pos e this matter when it is in order to make that motion. 

Mr. Mc ZIE. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have demanded the previous question on my 
motion, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky was recognized to 
submit an amendment to the motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Then I demand the previous question on his 
amendment and mine. 

_The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will state his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman 
2 Ohio by striking out the word “ amend” and inserting the word 
* falsify. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. Is not that a fact? 

Mr. PHISTER. I move to refer the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio with the amendment of ay colleague to the Committee on the 
J ataia, and if it is in order I desire to make a few remarks upon 
the subject. 


The SPEAKER. Itis not in order because the previous question 


has been demanded. But the Chair will submit the motion of the 
gentieman from Kentucky. 
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Mr. WRIGHT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PHISTER. Do I understand that the Chair entertains my mo- 
tion to refer to the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains the motion under the lat- 
ter portion of the first clause of Rule XVII, which provides— 

‘That it shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previous question 
shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to entertain and submit 
OR AO SORIA WIEN, OK Ween Smee ayn SD et Oe SE com- 

Mr. PHISTER. Have I the floor on my motion? 

The SPEAKER. Not pending the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What is the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to commit the motion, with the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 
Mr. LD. What! commit a motion? 
The SPEAKER. That is the old rule and practice of the House. 
Mr. GARFIELD. But suppose I would move to adjourn, and some- 
‘body moves to commit that? 
at e SPEAKER. That affects the time during which the House 
sit. 
Mr. McMILLIN. We are resorting to new methods any way. 
Mr. GARFIELD. A resolution or a bill can be committed, but not 
a motion. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the former rule of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
47. Motions and reports may be committed at the pleasure of the House. 


The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the new rule to preclude that. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What is the meaning of the word “ motion?” 
Suppose I move to postpone this bill till some day next week, and 
somebody moves to commit that motion to postpone to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky is made in good faith, because it is a question on 
which the House might desire to have a judicial ju ent. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman from Kentucky made a mo- 
tion to commit my motion to the Committee on the Judiciary. Sup- 

I now rise and move to commit his motion to the Committee on 

ays and Means, and somebody else gets up and moves to commit 

my motion to some other committee; and so on ad infinitum, without 

limit, motions to commit motions will never end. Motions to commit 
must be about bills or resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. But the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
is rather in the nature of an amendment in the second d 

Mr. PHISTER. The proposition of the gentleman from Ohio is to 
amend the Journal of yesterday by having it recite what did not take 

lace ; that is, by having it recite that a bill offered by the gentleman 
Noms ininoie (Mr. TOWNSHEND] was referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, when by the actual action of this House yesterday 
it was referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws? 

The question as to the power of this House to thus alter its record 
the day after its proceedings have occurred is one of very great im- 
portance. It soars above the question whether we shall have an in- 
crease or diminution of the tariff. It is a question of the sanctity of 
our records. What matter our proceedings if they be not correctly 
recorded, or if the record of the actual proceedings can be altered by 
a motion next day so as to recite different 53 It is there- 
fore an im nt question to have it determined by the deliberate 
action of this House, after it has been considered by the Judiciary 
boven the law committee of the House, whether we have any 
such power. 

motion is made in good faith in order that there may be no 
precipitate or hasty action on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
which, if seems to me, will set a very dangerous precedent. It is 
made in order that our powers may be carefully considered. If it is 
contemplated in one light that on a motion to amend the Journal of 
day we can have a different reference of a bill from what was 
made yesterday, that is an im t question. If it is contemplated 
in the light that by a motion to amend the Journal we can have the 
Journal record what did not take place yesterday, or proceedings 
different from those that did take place, that is a higher and more 
important question. 

In support of the N I make I refer to what took place 
although I have not an opportunity to read the proceedings my- 
self—when John Quincy Adams, Speaker pro tempore, made the ruling 
to which ape oy er has referred. 

The SPE R. That is referred to in the Digest. 

Mr. PHISTER. When he made that ruling and it was reversed —— 

The SPEAKER. It was not reversed. 

Mr. PHISTER. On an appeal from his decision it was, as I under- 
stand, reversed by the House, and then the whole question was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary to determine the power of 
the House. There is that precedent in favor of the proposition I now 
make; and upon that proposition I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILLS. Would it not be in order to move that the committee 
be instructed to report this back to the House ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to say a single word on the point which 
has been raised. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I rise to a question of order. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I made a motion to adjourn some time ago. 

The SPEAKER. The was not on the floor. "The floor 
was held b 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am on the floor now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD | is on 
the floor. The Chair will ize the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WRIGHT] to make the motion to adjourn at the proper time. 

Mr. G LD. I entirely sympathize with the statement of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. PHISTER] that there are important 

uestions involved here. If this is a matter in which the only thing 

e House had to do was to act as a scrivener and merely say the 
3 25 the Journal was correct, then what these gentlemen say 
would be true. And I know there is some force in the way the ques- 
tion presents itself to the minds of some gentlemen here when they 
say I have made a motion to recite on the Journal what did not in 
fact take place. I appreciate the force of that. But I want to state 
to gentlemen the meaning of this motion, that they may see what I 
did intend by it. 

Here is a judge who has just delivered his judgment; but it has not 
been recorded. Before he has recorded the judgment he finds out that 
somebody has deceived him, that the attorneys, one or the other of 
them, have deceived him on some matter of fact. He vacates the 
19 before it is recorded. He does not allow it to be recorded, 

ut he enters the judgment as it ought to be. 

. KNOTT. Wili the gentleman 

Mr. GARFIELD. In a moment. 

Mr. KNOTT. I prefer that the question should be put right here. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Very well. 

Mr. KNOTT. Suppose the judgment had been recorded, would the 
judge strike it out? 

. GARFIELD. I think not. I think a bill of review or some- 
thing of that kind would be got — Now this our judgment has 
ra 5 recorded. The journal clerk has not made our record; we 

it. 

05 PHISTER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will in a moment. The journal clerk reads to 
us merely what he proposes as our record ; if it be approved by 
us it becomes our record. If we do not approve it, he cannot make 
a record for us. What has happened here in this case? The Clerk 
read to us this morning a record of y’s transactions. That rec- 
ord as he read it showed that this House had been deceived, and had 
allowed a thing to be done not according to its rules, and not accord- 
ing to its desire in the case. Now the House has only thisremedy by 
which to correct the deception and to protect itself; thatis, tostrike 
from the record the improper reference, and make it up in such a 
manner that it will show the wish and judgment of this House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentleman let me ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 


ioe for a question. 
Mr. P Suppose that 8 in court actually took 
place on yesterday and the Clerk reduced them to writing, could 
the ju upon a motion to correct the record permit those proceed- 
i to be reversed ? 
. GARFIELD. Provided he found he had been deceived and de- 
frau as is true in this case. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
to ask him a question ? 
Mr. GARF: Certainly. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the gentleman insinuate or 
intend to assert that by the introduction of this bill from my seat 
here as a Representative from the State of Illinois, and having it 
referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, I have at- 
en to practice a deception or fraud on this House! 
.G . Ido not intend toinsinuate anything; but I say 
to the gentleman that he did deceive the House. Ke applause.] 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Isay to the gen en on the other 


side—— 

Mr. GARFIELD. And I am here to use the only power in my hands 
to correct his deception. And I do not think he will try it or 
any other gentleman here. That is the meaning of this whole busi- 
ness. [Renewed applause.] Now, has any other gentleman any ques- 
tion to ask ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I have a question, and I desire to 
answer you. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will allow you to ask any question you desire. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will answer yon—— 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ask your question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire in the first place to assert 
here 

Mr. GARFIELD. Ask pe question. 

4 — TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will put my question in my own 
ashion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have the floor, and if you have any question 
to ask, put it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will put a question to you. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Very well, put it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, When the State of Illinois was 


answer me one question ? 


Will the gentleman now allow me 
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called yesterday I rose to my feet and offered a bill. The title of that 
bill is to this effect, that certain sections of title 33 of the Revised 
Statutes be revised and amended. That bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws in the open House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not in an open manner. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It was in the open Honse. The 
Clerk read the title in a loud and clear tone from that desk. That 
bill, by the action of this House, was referred to the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws. Now, I ask the 8 if he meaus to 
insinuate or to assert that by that action I have attempted a decep- 
tion upon this House ? 

Mr. ELTON. He has answered that already. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will answer the gentleman directly. Not less 
than ten times within the last two weeks—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Answer my question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will answer it in my own way. Not less than 
ten times within the last two weeks have different gentlemen tried 
to get the question of the tariff in some form sent to some other 
committee than the Committee on Ways and Means, and the House has 
always refused to do it, and, as the gentleman well knows, the House 
has 5 arule, which I holdin my hand, that provides 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman 

Mr. GARFIELD, A rule that provides that all proposed legislation 
relating “to the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States 
shall be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means.“ Now, know- 
ing that rule, knowing the repeated action of the House, the gentle- 
man from Illinois under the cover of figures, the numbers of sections, 
in a title to his bill which explains nothing, which did not even allow 
the Speaker to know what it was, as he could not know—for had the 
Speaker known it he would have been compelled by this rule to have 
sent that bill to the Committee on Ways and Means, and had any 
man of the one hundred and forty men on this floor known what the 
bill was he would then and there have objected to the reference— 
and the gentleman well knowing that state of mind in this House, 
knowing the rule, and knowing the ruling which had been given by 
ere Sogn put in a bill, under the cover of Arabic numerals, so that 
no horen what it was. [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman has 
failed to answer my question, I desire to say in reply that the bill 
introduced by me could be easily understood by any intelligent ea 
tleman on this floor who is familiar with the statutes; especially 
might it be understood by those watchful gentlemen, those vigilant 

nts of the protectionists of this country, who occupy seats on the 
other side of the House. What was the title of the bill? It was “(A 
bill to revise and amend sections 2503, 2504, and 2505 of title 33 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States.” If the gentleman, a 
member of the Committee on Ways and Means, is willing to confess 
ignorance, is willing to assert he did not know that title 33 related 
to the tariff, then it is a question for him to settle between himself 
and the le who have sent here a man of such ignorance. 

Mr. G TELD rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I do not yield now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois cannot be inter- 
re without his consent. 

-GARFIELD. I do not ask to interrupt him. I yielded to him; 
and I do not take it back. 

Several MEMBERS, (to Mr. GARFIELD.) You took your seat. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to say in justification that 
the only complaint which has been alleged against me or this bill is 
that I did not write upon the title of the bill the word “tariff.” This 
is all that is sven, 859 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in regard to my motives in sending the bill to 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, I knew well—because I 
‘know the gentleman from Ohio and I know the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means—I knew that you might as well put a 
bill in favor of revising the tariff into the fire and reduce it to ashes 
as to send it to that committee. What further do I know? That the 
Committee on Ways and Means, or a majority of them, have not been 
seeking to prepare business for legislation, but have during this ses- 
sion been suppressing bills, smothering bills. They have been seek- 
ing to abi an expression of a majority of the people as repre- 
sented in this House, My purpose was to send that bill to a commit- 
‘tee which would make a report to this House, so that a majority of the 
people’s 3 on this floor might have an opportunity to 

ress their views. That is the long and short of my motive. My 
object was to send the bill to a committee which will not smother it, 
which will not suppress the bill, which will give to the majority of 
the Representatives of the people an opportunity to say whether the 
people shall longer be bound hand foot as mere hewers of wood 
and drawers of water to the tariff monopolists of this country. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the previous 
question. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ish 

Mr. HASKELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Is a substitute in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has demanded the 
previous question. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Can he demand the previous ques- 


tion and then surrender that demand for a half-hour speech ? 


The SPEAKER. Gentlemen were settling a 8 controversy ; 


and on that account the Chair entertained the ion. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. If a substitute is in order, I move 
as a substitute for the motion to amend the Journal that the Journal 
be now approved, 

Mr. PHISTER. Does the Chair decline to entertain my motion? 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, the Chair has repeatedly said 
that he did entertain it. 

Mr. PHISTER. I understood the Chair to say just now that the 
gentleman from Ohio moved the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. On the various motions. 

Mr. PHISTER. My motion was first. 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken on the motion of 
tho gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. PHISTER.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Only one word further. I wish to 
know whether the gentleman has, as I have been informed by others, 
accused me by his language here this afternoon of a willful desire to 
deceive this House. aughter on the republican side.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. Well, the English language is tolerably plain 
and my voice is tolerably good. I think everybody understands my 
attitude on that subject. I ask to have read from the New York 
World my answer. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
[Cries of “Regular order!”] 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have sent my answer to the desk in print and 
I want it read. [Cries of “Read!” “Read!”] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I now rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I haye the floor. 
be read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, (to Mr. GARFIELD.) No, sir; 670 
cannot shift the responsibility. I Ls Sy to hold you responsible. 
I desire to answer. I simply yielded the floor to him to answer me. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must be seated and order must be 
preserved. For what ye ted does the gentleman from Illinois rise? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I have the floor and only yielded 
to the gentleman to hear his answer. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam answering his question and send my an- 
swer to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I have the floor and wish to reply 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has asked a question of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I hold the floor and propose to 
py to him. 

e SPEAKER. Hear his answer. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I have heard his answer. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask my answer be read. [Cries of “ Read!” 
“ Read 1” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

THE PROTECTIONISTS OUTWITTED. 
[Special dispatch to the World.] 
WASHINGTON, March 22. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, very cleverly outwitted the anti-reform tariff men 
and the Ways and M. Jommittee of the House to-day by getting a tariff bill re- 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws, of which 
His bill bore a very simple title, to amend a section of the Revised Stat- 
utes, and when the title was no one, not even Concer, (loud laughter, ] sus- 
pected the real purpose of the bill, which was to admit, free of duty, salt, paper, 
printing machinery and types. and all chemicals entering into the composition of 
paper. Heretofore all efforts to refer tariff bills to other than that on 

ays and Means, have met with formidable opposition by the republicans and 
democratic protectionists, together with that other class of democrats who prefer 
not even indirectly to vote a lack of confidence in the leading committee of the 
House. To-night the tariff reformers are rejoicing over the success of TOWNSHEND's 
scheme, while the protectionists and those averse to any change in the tariff laws 
at this session are correspondingly ed. There is no doubt that the Commit- 
tee on the Revision of the Laws favorably gt Mr. TOWNSHEND’s bill at the 
earliest opportunity, and as the desire has been all along simply to get some tariff 
proposition before the House, it will matter little now whether or not the Ways 
and Means Committee does anything at all this session. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to know what paper thatis. [Laughter 
on the republican side.] 

The CLERK. The New York World. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to have some 8 say who sent 
that off last night. . on the republican side.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of ois. Ido not propose that the gentle- 
man from Ohio shall shift the responsibility between him and me upon 
the correspondent of the New York World. I wish to say to the gen- 
tleman from New York that if he insinuates here—— [Laughter on 
the republican side, } 

Mr. GARFIELD. Has the gentleman got any weapons now? Is 
this a serious business? Let us understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio must not interrupt the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish the gentleman to under- 
stand that he cannot under the cover of monkey-shines escape the 
responsibility which rests on him. I wish him to understand that I 
am his peer as a Representative upon this floor; and here, before this 
House, I say to him that if he insinuates {laughter on the republican 
side] that I have been guilty of deception hero, I desire to say to him 
that he has been guilty of willful and deliberate falseho [Ap- 
plause on the democratic side.] Ido not expect him and other gen- 


I desire to answer the gentleman. 


I have sent up my answer to 


o is a member. 
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tlemen, who ee have the same sentiment as himself with regard 
to matters of courage, to answer me in any other way than by deris- 
ion; but I desire him to understand that I stand here upon ag Ra 
spensibility as a representative of the people and say to him that, 
under the circumstances which I have here related, I brand his cha 

as willfully and deliberately false. [Applause on the democratic 
side. 

Me GARFIELD. After that indecent exposure of his person and 
his mind I have nomoreto say. [Laughter and applause on the re- 
publican aie 

The SPEAKER. The pending motion is on the motion to commit, 
and the gentleman from Ohio demands the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. PHISTER, I demand the yeas and nays on my motion to refer 
to the Committee on the J . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 128. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on Mr. PHISTER’s motion. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
106, nays 125, not voting 61; as follows: 


YEAS—106 
Armfield, Dickey, King, Shelley, 
Atherton, Dunn, Kitchin, Simonton, 
Atkins, Elam, Knott, Singleton, J. W. 
Berry, Ellis, Ladd, Let og O. R. 
Bicknell, Finley, Le Fevre, Smith, William E. 
Blackburn, Forney, Lewis, Sparks, 
Biland, Forsythe, Lowe, Springer, 
Blount, Frost, Martin, Edward L. Steele, 
Bouck, Geddes, McKenzie, Stevenson, 
Bright, Goode, McLane, Talbott, 
Buckner, Gunter, MeMillin, Taylor, 
Hammond, N. J Mills, ‘Thompson, P. B. 
Caldwell. Harris, John T. Money, i 
Carlisle, Hatch, Muldrow, Townshend, R. W. 
Chalmers, Henkle, Myers, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Clardy, Henry, New, Turner, Thomas 
Clark, Jéhn B. Herbert, Nicholls, Upson, 
Cobb, Herndon, O'Connor, Vance, 
Colerick, ill, Persons, Waddill, 
Converse, Hooker, Philips, Warner, 
Cook, House, Phister, Whiteaker, 
Cravens, Holl, an, Whitthorne, 
Cul r Hunton, „J. S. Williams, Thomas 
Davis, Joseph J Harchm Rothwell,” veo 
utchins, we ‘oung, Casey. 
Lowndes H. Johnston, Samford, 
Dibrell, ones, Sawyer, 
NAYS—135. 
Acklen, Crowley, Klotz, 
Aiken, tt, Lapham, Russell, Daniel L. 
Aldrich, William Davis, George R. Lindsey, R W. A. 
Anderson, Davis, Horace Marsh, Ryan, Thomas 
an, Dannell, Martin, Joseph J lenberger, 
Bailey, Dwight, m. She 
Baker, Ei ý McCoid, Smith, A. Herr 
Ballou, Farr, McCook, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
x Ferdon, McGowan, Starin, 
Bayne, Field, MeKinley, Stone, 

e, Fisher, Mahon, Thomas. 
Belford, Frye, iller, Thompson, W. G 
Bingham, Garfield Mitchell, Tyler, 

Blake, : onroe, 88 J. 
Boyd, Hall, Morse, pdegraff, Thomas 
Brewer, Harmer, eal, Urner, 
Briggs, Harris, Benj. W. Norcross, Valentine, 
Brigham, Haskell, O'Neill, Van Aernam, 
Browne, * Hawk, Orth, Voorhis, 
Burrows, Hawley, Osmer, Van Voorhis, 
Butterworth, Hayes, Overton, Wait, 

S, Hazelton, Pacheco, Ward, 
Camp, Page, Wilber, 

Horr, Phelps, Williams, C. G. 

ter, Houk, Pierce, Willits, 

Ghittend se Prices Wood} F 
ttenden, umphrey, ice, 
Claflin, James, Reed, Wood, Walter A 
Clymer, J D, Rice, Wright. 
Coffroth, Joyce, Richardson, D. P. 
Conger, Kelley, Robeson, 
Cowgill, Killinger, Robinson, 
NOT VOTING—61. 

Aldrich, N. W. Ewing, Manning, Slemons, 
Barlow, Felton, Martin, Benj. F. Speer, 
Beltzhoover, E Miles, Steph: 
Bliss, Fort, M. Townsend, Amos 
Bowman, Gibson, Morton, Tucker, 

~ illette, Muller, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hammond, John Murch, Weaver, 
Covert, eilman, New A W. 
Cox, Henderson, O'Brien, Wells, 
Crego, Hostetler, O'Reilly White, 
De La Matyr, Keifer, Poehler, Wise, 
Deering, Kenna, Prescott, Yocum, 
Deuster, Ketcham, Richmond, Young, Thomas L. 
Dick, Kimmel, aron; John W. 
Errett, Lovin, PP. 
Evins, 2 Seales, 


So the motion to commit was not sgread to. j 
When the Clerk had completed the list of names of those who failed 


to respond on the first call, 


Mr. BOWMAN said : Mr. Speaker, I desire, if it be in order, to have 
ane recorded. I wasin my seat each time when the names were 


The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot ask such permission after the 
second call of the roll. 

Mr. BOWMAN. But Iwas in my seat when both lists of names 
were called, and did not observe when my name was reached. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rales of the House the power to vote 
is bast when the last name is called on the second call of the. 
roll. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
BERRY, on this vote, but I observed when the Clerk read the names 
of those peg that his name was recorded as having voted. If he 
voted, I ask that I be allowed to vote. I think, however, his name 
is recorded by mistake. 

The SPEAKER. It is hardly possible that the gentleman voted if 
he was paired. 

Mr. WARNER. I do not think that he has been here for two hours. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. He has not been in the House for acon- 
siderable time, to my knowledge. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then his name should be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done without the consent of the 
gentleman himself, as his name appears in some way to have gotten 
upon the roll. 

Mr. WILLIS. He left about twenty-five minutes ago, saying that 
he was going home, 

PR cad CLARK, of Missouri. He left the House before this vote was. 
en. 

The SPEAKER, Then some one must have answered to his name. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. Then I ask that I be allowed to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks, in view of 
the fact that his oe with whom he was paired is recorded as 
having voted, that he also be allowed to vote. 

Mr. GAN. If the gentleman from California did not vote ow 
the idea that he was paired, he should have the right to vote now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California did not vote be- 
cause he was under the impression that he was p 

Mr. SPARKS. There is no doubt that the vote of the gentleman's 
colleague should be withdrawn or that he himself should be allowed 
to vote. But as it is reported that the gentleman has not been here 
at all during the roll-call, his name should certainly be withdrawn, 
as there is evidently a mistake in the roll. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to say in behalf of my absent colleague [Mr. 
Berry] that I am satisfied he was not in the House when his name 
was ed, and that the record of his vote is an error. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from California can vote by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope unanimous consent will be given to him for 
that purpose. 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman from California should be permitted 
under the circumstances to cast his vote. 

Mr. FROST. Would it be in order to move to amend the record by 
inserting the gentleman’s name ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman claims the ngat to vote on the 
ground that he was paired with his colleague, Mr. BERRY, who is 
recorded as having voted ; and the Chair thinks under the circum- 
stances that he shonld be allowed the same privilege. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
how he could amend the record if the gentleman from California is 
not present, or permitted to say how he will vote? 

Haga FROST. I wish the gentleman to vote; I wish to facilitate 
is voting. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. Before voting I desire to state I am 
satisfied that my co is not here, and that the answer to his 
name was by some mistake; but under the circumstances I will vote 

no. 

Mr. KENNA. My pair has been announced during the roll-calls to- 
day with Mr. Crapo, of Massachusetts, who is absent. I desire now 
to say that I should not have voted to so amend the record of yes- 
terday as to make it state that anything occurred which did not 
occur, or that anything did not occur which did occur. The record 
states precisely what took pinch and I should therefore have voted 
on this proposition in the line of sustaining the absolute veracity of 


e record. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to move to dispense with the reading of the 
names. 

The following additional pairs were announced by the Clerk: 

Mr. NEWBERRY is Jee aired with Mr. SPEER. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of e Island, is paired with Mr. SLEMoNs. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MCLANE. I rise for the purpose 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is pending. 

Mr. McLANE. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McLANE. I desire the Clerk to read the ninth rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE. 


estions of privil those affecting the 


shall be: First, hts of the House, 
collectively, its Rafety. dignity, and the integrity of its ga. 
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Mr. McLANE. The question I desire to raise is on the obligation 
of the House to maintain the integrity of its proceedings. That not 
only excludes the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr.GARFIELD, } 
to amend the proceedings, and make them something that they were 
not, but it puts on this House the obligation to e the proceed- 
ings what they ought to be. When a bill is presented here through 
the petition-box, or on the call of States on Monday, it must be re: 
ferred in conformity with the rules; and where a bill is presented to 
repeal this or that section of the Revised Statutes which relates to 
the revenue laws, the only reference of that, under the rule, should 
be to the Committee on Ways and Means, and it matters not whether 
it be an act of the individual member in making the reference, or of 
the Speaker. The Speaker might very well inadvertently refer a bill, 
as was done yesterday; or the individual member might inadvertently 
refer a bill 8 the petition-box. 

Whether it be à reference by the Speaker or the individual mem- 
ber, if it be an improper reference in conflict with the rules, when 
that fact is revealed after reading the Journal, it is the duty of the 
House to send that bill where it ought to go under the rule. [Cries 
of “ That is right!”] If the House fail in this duty, the committee to 
whom the bill been improperly referred should reportit back for 
a proper reference, and the rules expressly provide for such a con- 
tingency in the case of bills referred through the box, when the 
reference does not appear in the Journal. : 

Now, when the Journal was read to-day, it appeared that the bill 
presented by the gentleman from Illinois to amend certain sections 
of the Revised Statutes was referred in due course to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. There was no vote of this House, The 
gentleman from Illinois made no motion—the Journal shows no mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois to refer that bill. The bill went 
by direction of the Speaker, or may be by direction of the Clerk, fol- 
lowing the indorsement on the back of the bill, perhaps. At all 
events, the entry is made upon our Journal that it was referred to 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. Now, under our rule 
that is not a proper reference; and when this fact is revealed on the 
reading of the Journal, in my judgment, it is a question of privilege 
for any member of this House to move the proper reference. I now 
rise to make that point, and move that the Committee on the Revis- 
ion of the Laws be aera tie from its further consideration and be 
instructed to report that bill back to the House, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That will settle the whole business in one vote. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 1 9155 for that purpose? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. I would like the ruling of the Chair 
upon that point. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Would not the question of privilege come in 
over my motion! 

The SPEAKER. Not, the Chair thinks, over the execution of the 
previous question, which has been ordered. 

GARFIELD. I am willing to have my motion postponed in 
order that we may have a vote on the question of privilege submitted 
by the gentleman from Maryland, if the House wants to settle this 
matter 5 but not so as to ee up my right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio says he is willing by 
consent to waive his rights until the judgment of the House can be 
tested whether the proposition of the gentleman from Maryland is 


privileged. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to the gentleman from 
Ohio withdrawing the demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered; but the 
gentleman from Ohio expressed his willingness, which the Chair com- 
municates to the House, that he would waive his rights under the 
previous question until the sense of the House could be taken on the 
question 1 the proposition of the gentleman from Maryland is 
privile 

Mr. TOWNSHEND of Illinois. I object to that proposition, 

Mr. GARFIELD. If it is a question of privilege it cannot be set 
aside by an objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not ruled whether it is a question 
of privilege, nor, if it is, whether it has a right to be presented now 
when the previous question is operating. The Chair will cause the 
rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Retz XVII. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION. 

1. There shall be a motion for the previous 8 which, being ordered by a 
majority of members present, if a quorum, shall have the effect to cut off all debate 
and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or questions on 
which it has been asked and ordered. plea 2 teh question may be asked and 
ordered upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under the rules, or an 
amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace all authorized motions or 
amendments and include the bill to its engrossment and third reading, and then, 
on renewal and second of said motion, to its passage or rejection. 


The SPEAKER. The question of order is whether the previous 
question, having been ordered on the pending question as authorized 
by the rule just read, can now be interrupted by the operation of 
Rule IX, which relates to questions of privi > the Pen TIAMAN from 
Maryland drawing the attention of the Chair to the clause of the rule 
which says, “and the integrity of its proceedings.“ The Chair consid- 


ers that would be a solution of the difficulty, but he is not clear La 


that question of privilege can be raised at this time as 
Gperstion of the previous question which the House has ordered. 

Mr. MCLANE. With great deference to the Chair, I have no doubt 
the question can be raised. The only question of doubt would be 
whether it can take the place of another question which is under the 
operation of the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has expressed his will- 
ingness to waive his rights under the operatio of the previous ques- 
tion, and the gentleman from Illinois objects to his doing so. 

Mr. HOO I desire to say in reference to what the gentleman 
from Maryland has presented as a question of privilege that the ninth 
rule is primarily a rule which refers to the nant» of the House. On 
yesterday, when the bill was introduced by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, the question arose as to what committee it should be referred 
5 That was a question of privilege affecting the rights of the 

ouse. 

Mr. MCLANE. No question arose as to the reference of the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. That . . arises. It was in the power 
of the House under the old rules, and I apprehend it is in the power 
of the House under these new rules, and that decision has y 
been made to refer any proposition to any committee. There was an 
illustration of this only the day before yesterday in the Senate when 
a question wholly foreign to the question of Territories was referred, 
on the motion of a Senator, to the Committee on Territories. So on 
the motion of a member of the House who introduces a bill the House 
has the right upon that motion to refer it to any committee, and the 
power of the House is not constrained by the provision in the rules 
that subjects of a particular nature shall be referred to this committee 
or the other. 

Ordinarily a bill goes to a committee which has the subject-mat- 
ter under consideration to which the bill relates. But the House may 
order a bill or resolution to go to any committee. Therefore the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio to correct what was done on yes- 
terday cannot be properly made in the form in which he makes it. He 
might have made a motion to reconsider or he might have moved 
that the Committee on the Revision of the Laws be required to re- 
port the bill back, and that it be referred to the committee to which 
its subject-matter belonged. But the House has the power on motion 
to refer any question to any committee. Therefore, when the gentle- 
man from Illinois made this motion it was his right to do it, and it 
was the duty of the Chair to refer it to the committee he moved, 
unless some member objected. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to make this remark that the question of 
privilege, as presented by the gentleman from Maryland, is based on 
the idea that the House has violated its rules and done wrong. If 
we have done so it appears to me that the proper course would be to 
go back to the point where the wrong was committed and correct it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland bases the ques- 
tion of privilege which he presents on the words of the rule “integ- 
rity of its proceedings,” The Chair thinks that that question pri- 
marily presented might have involved a question of privilege, but 
the Chair is not ed upon now to decide whether it is a higher 
question than the execution of the previous question that has beer 
ordered by the Honse; but the Chair is quite willing to submit the- 
8 to the House whether this does involve a question of priv- 
i ego and has a right to come in now. 

. SPRINGER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Isit competent to submit a ques- 
tion of privilege to the House? 

The SPEAKER. In disputed questions the Chair often does so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The Chair ought first to decide- 
the question. 

The SPEAKER. No; because if the Chair decided it, the House 
would be excluded from any decision of it except upon an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. REAGAN. Allow me to make this remark in the interest of 
justice; if we have done 998 d shall we perpetuate it under the 
color of a question of privilege 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House to determine. 
The gentleman will notice that the Chair avoids a decision whether 
this is a question of privilege and whether as such it properly can be 
entertained now, and submits that question to the majority of the 
House, to whose judgment the Chair always gives obedience. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I object to the submission of the 
‘question to the House. 

Mr. WILBER. What right has the gentleman to object ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would inquire of the Chair if it is now compe- 
tent for the House to vote down the motion made by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] upon which the previous question is op- 
erating, and then whether it would be in order for the gentleman, 
from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] to move that the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws be discharged from the further consideration of 
this bill and be instructed to report it back to the House immedi- 
ately, in prae that the House might again pass upon the question of 
reference 


Mr. MCLANE. Can Inot now move to reconsider the vote order-- 


ing the main question ? 


1818 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marox 23, 


Mr. GARFIELD. I think the Speaker has hit the true settlement 
-of this whole business. He says, and truly, that he has the right to 
submit to the House whether the 1 offered by the gentle- 

man from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] is such a question of privilege 
that the House will now consider it. Now, if we vote that it is such 


a question of privi we can decide the matter at once and all the 
other proceedings fall. If that should fail, then my motion will 
be sti ndi 


Mr. RINGER. Is not this question really a reflection upon a 
member of this House? If it involves a question of the right and 
dignity of this House, why does it not involve the further question 
whether a member of this House has violated its privileges? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that question is raised 


at all, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we are going too far; and therefore T 
hope the House will vote on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr GARFIELD, ] and vote it down, and then the Chair can entertain 
a motion to instruct the Committee on the Revision of the Laws to 
report the bill back. 

. REAGAN. If the House votes that this is a question of priv- 
ilege, it will undoubtedly stultify itself in regard to its action of to- 


day. 

The SPEAKER, That is a question for the House. The Chair re- 
fuses to decide that this is a question of privilege entitled to come 
in now and suspend the execution of the order of the main question. 
But the Chair is always governed by the majority of the House and 
will submit the question to the House. The Chair will cause the 

Clerk to read from the Manual upon the subject of questions of priv- 


ilege. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“A matter of privilege arising out of any question, or from a rer, between 
two members, or any other cause, supersedes the consideration of Wc ques- 
and must be first disposed of.” . [According to the practice, not y disposed 

of, but the House shall proceed to such immediate measures as it may think 


r. 
PaE] evor the Speaker is of the PAER that a question of privil is involved 
ina tion, he must entertain it ess. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that this is the un- 
broken practice of the House from the Nineteenth Co In 
-obedience to the requirements of that decision the Chair is bound not 
-only to entertain a question of privilege when raised, but if he has 
-doubts on the subject he is bound to submit the question to the 


Will the Chair allow me a question? 
Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The question of privilege suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] is the identical question, and 
no other, which the House already has before it. Itissimply the same 
question in another form. 

The SPEAKER. It may be; but the responsibility is with the 


House. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. One word. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. If this question of privilege is well taken, 
and the House sustains the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] 
in this question of privilege, then it at once renders unnecessary any 
further proceedings, for under this question of privilege the House will 
make its action conform to its rules without any conflict whatever. 
Therefore it takes the other question out of the way and makes it 


Mr. CON VERSE. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I understand that the House on yesterday—be- 
«cause the § er is iy ae the month-piece of the House, and what 
is declared from the Speaker's chair is simply the orders of the House— 
J understand that yesterday the House ordered this bill in question 
-to be committed to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws and 
sthat order has been executed. 

Now, will a change of the minutes of yesterday bring back from a 
«committee that bill thus in its ion and under its control and 
leave it in possession of the House? Thatisthe question. Certainly 
it will not. The only way to reach that question is by a motion to 
reconsider the action of the House on yesterday referring that bill to 
the committee, or its equivalent, by rescinding the order of the House 
sending it to that committee. You may change the Journal as much 
as you please and it does not effect the object which gentlemen seek. 
The bill has from the possession of the House, and no correc- 
tion of the Journal will bring it back. 

Mr. BARBER. I would like an answer by the Chair to that par- 


Aonta nasg 
The SP. R. The Chair has ruled already on that point. 

Mr. MCLANE. The question of privilege which I presert does not 
apply merely to this particular case, but to all similar proceedings 
generally, It applies to every case that can occur. Gentlemen know 
very well that is not the only bill which has been N 
ferred. which 


I know myself of three or four very important bil 


have been referred either through the box or by the journal clerk, 
under the direction of the S er, to committees to which the rules 
would not carry them. This point is made now because the subject 
has been made one of darwin My proposition is a solution for 
this case and for every other case where, 8 inadvertence, negli - 
gence, or fault of any kind, an improper reference has occurred. 

Tt has been suggested that the pro tion might seem to be a re- 
flection either upon the member who introduced the bill or upon the 
Speaker. It is neither the one nor the other, but is the simple and 
natural way of maintaining the integrity of our proceedings in con- 
formity with our rules and avoiding confusion and conflict between 
the several committees of the House, confining each to its appropri- 
ate duties. 

I want to say to the House that I took pains before presenting this 
question of privilege to ascertain that the Journal does not show that 
this bill was referred upon the motion of any member, and that no 
vote was taken by the House, and the House is only committed in 
the sense that it is responsible for the reference as directed by the 
Speaker or as made by the journal clerk, with or without the in- 
dorsement on the bill itself. Such erroneous or improper references, 
though correctly stated in the text of the Journal, are to be corrected 
by the Honse just as errors in the Journal itself should be corrected 
by the House. Thus can the House preserve the integrity of its pro- 
ceedings, and maintain that integrity without dependence upon its 
own committees, whose duty it is to report back to the House all 
questions 1 referred under the rules. 

Mr. CO} . My friend from Maryland will allow me to sug- 

est that no motion is necessary in order to make an order of the 

ouse referring a bill. I claim, as the gentleman does substantially, 
that the only way this question can be reached is by a motion to re- 
consider the action of the House, or to rescind its action on yesterday. 
burg is the substance of the gentleman’s motion, though not the form 
of it. 

The SPEAKER. In reply to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Con- 
277 the Chair desires to have read a part of the second clause of 
Rule XVIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No bill, penon, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, or 25 
therefrom for Dining md recommitment, shall be brought back into the House 
on a motion to r. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submits to the House the question 
whether the proposition of the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. Mc- 
raed ay a question of privilege and should be entertained by 
the ir. 

Mr. KNOTT. As that question probably requires some deliberation, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 81, noes 118. 

Mr. KNOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. BURCH, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the following resolution; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: : 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of ‘esentatives concurring,) That 10,500 copies 
of the report of the Smithsonian Institution for the year 1879 be printed ; 1,000 copies 
of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 6,500 copies for the use of the Smithsonian Institution. 


The message also announced that theSenate had passed a joint res- 
olution of the following title ; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested : 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 91) to print the eulogies delivered in the 
Senate and House of Representatives upon the late George S. Houston, 
a Senator from the State of Alabama. 


AMENDMENT OF THE JOURNAL. 


The question was taken on the motion to adjourn ; and there were— 
yeas 91, nays 121, not voting 80; as follows: 


YEAS—91. 

Ackil Dickey, Knott, Simonton, 
Armfield, Elam, Ladd, Singleton, O. R. 
Atherton, Ellis, Lewis, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Atkins, Finley We, Smith, William E. 
Beale, Forney, MoKenzie, Sparks, 
Bicknell, Forsythe, MoMillin, Springer, 
Blackburn, Geddes, Mills, Steele, 
Blount, Gillette, OT8®, Stevenson, 
Cabell, ©, Muldrow, Taylor, 
Caldwell, Gunter, Myers, Thompson, P. B. 
Carlisle, Hammond, N. J New, Tillman, 
Clardy, h, Nicholls. Townshend, R. W. 
Clark, Jobn B. Henry, O'Connor, Turner, 

bb, Herbert, P: Turner, Thomás 
Colerick, Herndon Philips, Van 
Converse, 5 — Phister, — $ 
Coo ouse, arner, 
8 Hull. m, J. S. Whiteaker, 
Culberson, und, Robertson, Whitthoras, 
Davidson, Hutchins, Rothwell, Willis, 
Davis, Joseph J. Johnston Samford, ise, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Jones, Saller, Young, Casey. 
Dibrell, itchin, Shelley, 
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. NAYS—121. 
Conger, Killinger, Ross 
A N. W. Cowgill, Klotz, Russell, Daniel L. 
Aldrich, William Crowley, Lapham, Russell, W. A 
Anderson, Ho 8. 5 — wre, oc 
Bachman, via, dsey, erwin, 
Bailey, Dela Matye, Š Smith, A. Herr 
Ballou. Deut Martin, mbari * Talbott 
Parha. Farr, Mason, Thomas, 
Ba Ferdon, McCoid, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Belford, Field, peek 8 
Bingham, Fisher, Gowan, er, 
Blake, = McKinley, eg J. T 
Bouck, eld, MoLane, pdegraff, Thomas 
Bowman, Godshalk, McMahon, opes, 
Boyd, Harmer, Mitchell, rner, 
Brewer, Harris, „ Valentine, 
Bri, Harris, John T. Neal, Van Aernam, 
Brig Haskell. Norcross, Voorhbis, 
Hawk, O'Neill, Van Voorhis, 
Browne, Hawley, Orth, Wait. 
Burrows, Hayes, Osmer, Ward, 
Butterworth, Hiscock, Overton, Wilber, 
Calkins, Horr, Pacheco, Williams, C. G 
Camp, Houk, Phelps, waa 
Cannon, Hubbell, Pierce, Wood, Fernando 
Carpenter, Humphrey, Price, Wood, Walter A. 
Caswell, James, Reed, Wright. 
Claflin, J Rice, 
Clymer, Foyer, Richardson, D. P. 
Coffroth, Kelley, Robinson, 
NOT VOTING—20. 
Barlow, Evins, King, Robeson, 
Beltzhoover, Ewing. j Ryan, Thomas 
Berry, 8 — A Bron, John W. 
Bland, ‘ord, p 
Bliss, Fort, Martin Benj F. Scales, 

? Frost, Miles; Singieton, J. W. 
Buckner, Gibson, Miller, Slemons, 
Chalmers, Hall, Money, Speer, 
Chittenden, Hammond, John Morrison, Stephens, 

Clark, Alvah A. Hazelton. Morton, 
Covert, Heilman, Muller, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Cox, Henderson, urch, Washburn, 
Crapo, Henkle, Newberry, Weaver, 
Davis, Horace Hooker, O'Brien, W. 
Hostetler, O'Reilly, Wells, 
Deuster, Hunton, Page, White, 
Dick, Keifer, Poehler, Williams, Thomas 
Dunn, Kenna, Pound, ‘Wilson, 
Einstein, Ketcham, Prescott, Yoeum, 
Errett, Kimmel, Richmond, Young, Thomas L. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. KING, Mr. PAGE, and Mr. HAZELTON asked to record their 
votes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rules, cannot submit the 
question to the House. 

F Da following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
esk: 

Mr. Moxey with Mr. STONE. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. HUNTON with Mr. CHITTENDEN. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, with Mr. RYAN, of Kansas. 

Mr. WILsoN with Mr. ROBESON. 

The SPEAKER. The question now before the House to determine 
is whether the proposition of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
MCLANE] presents a question of privilege under Rule IX. [Cries of 
“Vote!” Vote! “] 

Mr. SIMONTON. I ask that proposition be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Revision of the Laws be 


the further consideration of House bill No. 5265, and that the same be 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


ae SPEAKER. The Chair submits whether that is a question of 
privilege. 
Mr. MILLS. Is it in order to move to lay that upon the table ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submits to the House whether it is a 

uestion of privilege. He has not yet permitted it to come before the 

ouse, but submits whether it contains a question of privi- 
lege or not. If the House determines it does contain a question of 
privilege, then the Chair will recognize the gentleman to make the 
motion to lay upon the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 22. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 
WE So SPEAKER. No quorum has yoted; but the Chair will order 

ers. 

Mr. SPARKS. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I move that when the House adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet day after to-morrow at twelve o’clock m. 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum voting, the point having been 
raised there was no quorum; and therefore, while the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois to adjourn is in order, the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, in the absence of a quorum, is not in ae 
The Chair will appoint tellers on the ee e 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will not submit my motion until a quorum 
has been announced. 


from 
‘erred to 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Pending that, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at twelve o’clock m. day after 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman willremember the point has been 
made there was no quorum on the last vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is the duty of the Chair to appoint tellers 
and ascertain whether a quorum is present or not. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair tried to do. The motion 
to adjourn is in order, although there may be no quorum; but the 
Chair cannot entertain in the absence of a quorum the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky to adjourn over. 

Mr. KNOTT. The Chair cannot tell whether a quorum is present 
or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is 5 by the last vote, on which 
a quorum did not appear,and the point was raised there was no 

uorum. 
A Mr. KNOTT. How does the Chair know that since then a quorum 
has not come in? 

The SPEAKER. If a quorum shall vote on the motion to adjourn 
and it is decided in the negative, then it will be known whether a 
quorum is present or not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think I am entitled to press my motion. 
The Chair has no right to assume a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair must go back to the last vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Then it is the dnty of the Chair to order tell- 
ers and see whether a quorum is present or not. 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair did, but a motion was made to 
adjourn by the gentleman from Illinois, a motion which was in order 
although a quorum was not present. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. My motion is to ascertain whether there is a 
quorum. I have grown accustomed to the Chair’s rulings to-day and 
will yield to them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain a motion to adjourn 
over a regular sitting in the absence of a quorum. The Chair him- 
self suggested, and it is due to the Chair the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky should state it, that tellers would be ordered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not the first time the gentleman from 
Kentucky has found himself at variance with the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is always under review by the House, 
whatever his decisions may be. If they are wrong, the House cau 
overturn them. 

Mr. GARFIELD. rise to a parliamentary question. If the House 


oe does this come up to-morrow ? 
e SPEAKER. It will come up; but there will be two Journals 
to be approved. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Will both 
Journals be amenable to motions to amend or rather to falsify what 
actually did take place? 

_The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide points of order as they 


rise. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam raising one now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has moved the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Chair overrule my attempt to fix a 
date to which this House shall adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply rules this, that it is not in the 
power of the House in the absence of a quorum to change the order 
of sittings from day to day. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The point of order that I make is that 
in the absence of a quorum, under the rules of the House, but two 
motions can be made—one for a call of the House, and the other to 


ourn. 

GE BLACKBURN. And I make the point under the sixteenth rule 
that the motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn at 
any time, and at all times, under all rules, takes precedence of the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Not without a quoram. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of a quorum that motion could 
not be entertained. 4 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has there been any legal ascertainment of the 
fact that there is no 8 present in the House ? a 

The SPEAKER. ere has been upon the vote just taken. * 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I deny that there has been any ascertainment 
of the fact, as far as the question of adjournment is concerned. — | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced that there were on the last 
vote 105 in the affirmative and 22 in the negative, when the point was 
raised that no quorum had voted, and the Chair Seamed ake pro- 
priety of arpana tellers. 1 

Mr. BLACKB I stand prepared to grant there was no quorum 
on a certain motion. There is a motion now pending, which is to ad- 
journ, and the Chair has no authority for concluding that no quorum 
will vote on that motion. But whatever the arbitrary conclusions of 
the Chair may be, or might be, I say that underthe provisions of that 
sixteenth rule there is no condition of circumstances known to this 


body in which the motion to fix a day to which this House shall ad- 


journ does not take precedence of the motion to adjourn. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that this House has not the power | Norcross, 3 Starin, W. 
to adjourn over a sitting, pona by the rules, by less than | OBrien, | Rym, Thomas Steele, " . 
a quorum, but the House can, with less than a quorum, vote to ad- | O. Reilly, P phan A Williams, 
journ. es, Townsend, Amos is, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Has that question ever been reached ? Poehler, Shelley, cker, illite, 
The SPEAKER. Itis the constant practice of the House. Prescott, Dr — J. W. 2 3 ä 2 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Has this House failed to-day to furnish a quo- | Richardson, J.S. Smith, Hezekiah B. Weaver, » Thomas 
rum on the motion to adjourn ? chmond, $ Welborn. 


The SPEAKER. Not on the motion to adjourn, for that motion 
has not yet been submitted ; but the gentleman will remember that 
less than a quorum can adjourn. The gentleman will also remember 
that on the preceding motion a quorum was not present and a further 
count was asked, and the Chair announced the fact, and suggested 


tellers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But that absence of a quorum was not devel- 
oped on a motion to adjourn. _ . i 

The SPEAKER. The practice of the House will determine the 
point; but the Chair will submit the following from the Digest: 


But when less than a quorum is present no motion can be entertained except to 
adjourn, or for a call of the House Journal 1, 29, p. 356, and Const., 1, 5, 8. 


The Constitution of the United States in article I also provides: 


as each House may provide. 


Cries of “ order!“ ] 
e SP. The regular order is on the motion to adjourn. 
Mr. SPARKS. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. P 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 92, nays 78, not voting 122; as follows: 


YEAS—£2. 
Acklen, Frost, Lowe, Sawyer. 
Armfield, Frye, Marsh, Sim 
Atkins, Gartield, McCook, Singleton, O. R. 
5 I Salt 
Blackburn, illette, cLane, par] 
Cabell, A Goode, McMahon, Sp: 
Caldwell, Hammond, N. J. Me R Stevenson, 
05 S, Harris, Mils, Taylor, 
Hatch, Muldrow, Thompson, P, B. 
Clardy, Hazelton, Myers, Tillman, 
Clark, John B H New, Townshend, R. W. 
om Hernion, P . —. 
Converse, ern ‘age, x 
Cravens, Horr, ae 8 J. T 
C m, ouse, 
Davidson, Hull, Phister, Waddin, 
Davis, Joseph J. Hutchins, Pound, Wait, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kelley, ¥ ‘Warner, 
De La Matyr, King, N Whiteaker, 
Dibrell, Ki Robertson, ber, 
Ellis, Ladd, Robinson, Williams, C. G 
Finley, Le Fevre, Rothwell, ilson, 
Forney, Lewis, Samford, Young, Casey. 
NAYS—78. 
Aik Coffroth, Humphrey, Shallenberger, 
‘Aldrich, William gen, Jones, Sherwin, 
Bag 5 Cook, Joyce, Smith, A. Herr 
Baker, Cowgill, Klotz, Talbott, 
Ballon, Lindsey, Thomas, 
Barber, Da ge R. Mason, Thompson, Wm. G 
Bayne, MoGowan, Tyler, 
‘ord, Dwight, McKinley, Upea; 
Blake, Farr, Mitchell, rner, 
Bouck, Ferdon, O'Neill, Valentine, 
Bowman, Field, Osmer, Van Aernam, 
Brewer, Fisher, Overton, Van Voorhis, 
Bri, Godshalk, Pacheco, Voorhis, 
Brigham, Hall, Phelps, Ward, 
Burrows, Hawk, Pierce, Wi 
Camp, Hawley, Price, Wood, Fernando 
Cannon, Hayes, Rice, Wood, Walter A. 
Carpenter, Hiscock, Wright. 
Caswel}, Houk, Russell, Daniel L. 
Clymer, Hubbell, Russell. W. A. 
NOT VOTING 122. 
3 8 Alvah A. Gibson, Kimmel, 
Anderson, J x 
Atherton, Covert, Hammond, John Lapham, 
Bailey, Cox, er, 
Barlow, Crapo, Harris, John T Loans! A 
Bel er, Crow: askell, Manning. 
Berry, Davis, Horace Heilman, Martin, Benj. F. 
Bicknell, enderson, Martin, Edward L. 
$ Deuster, Martin, Joseph J. 
Biand, Dick, MeCoid, 
Bliss, Dickey, Hooker, Miles, 
Blount, Dunn, Hostetler, Miller, 
Boyd, Einstein, Hunton, Money, 
Elam, Hurd. Monroe, 
Brak, Errett, James, M 
Browne, Evins, Johnston Morse, 
— Fine — ng 
+ er, er, 
Chalmers, Ford, Kenna, M. 
Chittenden, Forsythe, Ketcham, N 
Claflin, Fort, Killinger, New A 


So the motion to adjourn was eet to. 
3 announcement of the above vote, 


Mr. CONGER said: I rise to a point of order, whether under par- 
agraph l of Rule I this question of the amendment of yesterday’s 
Journal would come up before the amendment of the Journal of to- 


day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that question when it 
arises. 

The Clerk announced the following pori 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware, with Mr. BOYD. 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. DEERING. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. KING. 

Mr. Hurp with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, 

Mr. BRIGHAM with Mr. SHELLEY. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. DICKEY. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. ELAM. 

Mr. LAPHAM with Mr. KNOTT. 

Mr. O'CONNER with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. COBB with Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. 

Mr. BAILEY with Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. HASKELL, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of South Carolina, with Mr. RICHARDSON, of 
New York. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BROWNE. 

Mr. ATKINS with Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. NORCROSS, 

Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, with Mr. GOODE. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. MONROE. 

Mr. CLAFLIN with Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. GUNTER with Mr. STARIN. 

Mr. ATHERTON with Mr. ANDERSON. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

And accordingly (at six o’clock and eight minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other pa rs were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz:, 

By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of David Flynn, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petition of Norman S. Barnes, 
for arrears of pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petitions of Solomon Swenger, to be re- 
funded taxes improperly assessed and collected from him, and to be 
refunded the amount paid for revenue stamps that were lost—to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DICK: The petitions of D. E. Pearce and 26 others, and of 
D. E. Pearce and 25 others, citizens of Butler County, Pe lvania, 
that the Commissioner of Agriculture be made a Cabinet oflicer—to 
the Committee on iculture. 

Also, the petition of D. E. Pearce and 25 others, citizens of Butler 
County, Pennsylvania, that Congress enact such laws as will allevi- 
ate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the rtation 
monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country— 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, the petition of D. E. Pearce and 25 others, citizens of Butler 
County, Pennsylvania, that the patent laws be so amended as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. $ 

By Mr. FORSYTHE : The petition of soldiers, citizens of Tllinois, 
against the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of soldiers, citizens of Illinois, for the passage of 
a law equalizing bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of the publisher of the Idaho 
Enterprise, Oxford, Idaho, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Theophile T. Allain and 36 others, colored cit- 
izens of Louisiana, against the reduction of the duty on sugar to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. GIBSON: The petition of citizens of Louisiana, forthe relief 
of the New Orleans, Opelousas and Great Western Rai Company 
of Louisiana—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 

By Mr. HENRY: The petitions of 109 citizens of Cambridge and of 
55 citizens of Dorchester County, Maryland, that the town of Cam- 
bridge be made a port of entry—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HORR: The petitions of T. R. Denison and 190 others, and 
of H. W. Sage & Co. and others, that the channel be deepened at the 


mouth of the inaw River harbor—to the same committee, 


Also, the petition of druggists of East Saginaw, Michigan, for the 


removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Robinson and others, against the pas- 

e of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
mgs the petition of Mason R. Merritt and 3 the passage 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of Dr. F. L. Galt, for the removal 
of his political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas Strider for balance 
due him for work done on the National Cemetery, Winchester, Vir- 
ginia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: The petition of Pickrell & Brooks, to author- 
ize their claim for pay for tobacco seized by United States officials to 
be referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JORGENSEN: The petition of A. M. Cowan and others, that 
materials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a 
reduction of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of John Hatfield, for pay for serv- 
ices as veterinary surgeon during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. ; 

By Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of Charles Gordon 
for pay for services as an employé of the House of Representatives 
from May, 1848, to May, 1851—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: A paper relating to the claim of Captain Elisha 
Baker, of Muhlenburgh County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MYERS: The petition of J. H. White and others, citizens of 
Hancock County, Indiana, for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of James B. Passmore and 20 
others, citizens of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, that Congress en- 
act such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the peo- 
ple by the transportation monopolies that now control the interstate 
commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that the patent laws be so 
-amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same parties, that the Commissioner of 
Agriculture be made a Cabinet officer—to the Committee on Agri- 


culture. 

By Mr. POEHLER: The petition of E. A. Mitchell, publisher of 
the Independent, Zumbrota, Minnesota, for the abolition of the duty 
on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of Seth Driggs, asking for an adjust- 
ment of claims against Venezuela, held by United States citizens—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. STEPHENS: Memorial of the American Metrological Society 
and others, signed by 2,000 scientists from all sections of the Union, 
embracing the professors and faculty of several of the most prominent 
universities and colleges of the United States, recommending the 
adoption of the metric system of weights and measures, and especially 
the passage of the bill reported by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures npon that subject, which isnow pending in the House— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Caroline Clark for pay 
for roperty destroyed by United States forces during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, JR.: The petition of citizens of Ken- 
tucky, for a post-route between Hustonville and Liberty, Kentucky— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: Three petitions of liquor dealers 
of Dubuque, Iowa, for the amendment of the revenue laws relating 
to the tax on spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of Patrick Griffin and 13 others, 
for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs 


By Mr. VAN AERNAM: The petition of O. D. Baldwin, of Fre- 
donia, New York, fer the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery. 
cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. VOORHIS: Resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
fayoring an appropriation for the improvement of Absecom Inlet—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Duluth, Minnesota, for an*appropriation of $30,000 to make an exam- 
ination and preliminary survey of a line of slack-water navigation 
connecting Lake Superior and the Mississippi River and Red River 
of the North—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER. The petition of citizens of Linn County, 
Oregon, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manu- 
facturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WISE: The petition of Alexander Waltonbough and 46 
others, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee 
on 3 Affairs. 

By Mr. YOCUM: The petition of citizens of Mifflin County, Penn- 
sylvania, for the equalization of bounties—to the same committee. 
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WEDNESDAY, March 24, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a petition of citizens of 
Cameron County, Pennsylvania, and a petition of citizens of Centre 
County, Pennsylvania, praying such an amendment of the patent 
laws as will protect innocent users of patented articles from prose- 
cution as infringers ; which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Union, Centre County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for the establishment of a department of agri- 
culture; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Centre County, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of a bill regulating interstate eem- 
merce; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WITHERS. I present the petition of N. M. Mitchell and oth- 
ers, of “ the Centennial Manual Labor Industrial Arts Institute, to en- 
courage and promote education and industry among certain citizens, 
and for other purposes,” the object of which seems to be to request 
an appropriation on the part of Congress in aid of their enterprise to 
educate and improve the condition of the colored citizens of the South. 
The petition has received the indorsement of various prominent and 
distinguished citizens, including the President, his Cabinet, members 
of the Supreme Court, and members of the Senate and House. I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Elizabeth E. Swan and others, 
heirs of Danjel Hayward and citizens of Massachusetts, praying for 
an extension of the patent of Daniel Hayward for the manufacture 
of India rubber; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Ellen M. Godfrey, widow of 
James A. Godfrey, late captain Company G, Thirteenth Maine Vol- 
unteers, praying that a pension be granted to herself and child; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a memorial of the Louisville Board of 
Trade, in favor of improving the navigation of the Mississippi River 
and its tribntaries, and also for the establishment of better postal 
communication by steamships between the United States and the 
states of South and Central America and the West Indies; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAINE. I present the petition of Alfred Watts and 66 others, 
citizens of Thomaston, Maine, asking an inquiry into the legality of the 
bridge now being erected between the cities of New York and Brook- 
lyn. The original actof Con which gave permission for the con- 
struction of that bridge contained a proviso that the said bridge should 
be so constructed as not to obstruct, impair, or injuriously modify the 
navigation of the river. They have got some wires stretched across 
it now, and it is found that all vessels that have spars or masts of a 
height of one hundred and twenty feet are unable to pass under it; 
and that really embraces the great majority of the shipping—ships 
and barks and brigs and large schooners. That channel is the com- 
mon highway between the New England States and New York and 
New Jersey. 

These petitioners, who come from one of the largest commercial 
towns, the largest in ship-owning I think of any town in the United 
States per capita, whose business is almost entirely navigation, and 
all others engaged in it are feeling already very great alarm as to 
the possible and permanent etfect of that structure. 

I know nothing myself of the facts other than as embraced in the 
petition, which comes from a very highsource. I ask that it may be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. It is a subject that I am 
sure should be inquired into before it gets too far for remedy, if it be 
not already too far. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of teachers and older pupils 
of the Orleans Liberal Institute, Glover, Vermont, Henry Babcock, 
principal, praying that Congress will take active measures for the 
early adoption of the metric system of weights and measures; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a petition of citizens of Clearfield County, 
Pennsylvania, a petition of citizens of Lycoming County, Pennsyl- 
vania, and a petition of cifizens of Bucks County, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the establishment of a department of agriculture ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Bucks County, Pennsyl- 
vania, a petition of citizens of Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, and 
a petition of citizens of Lycoming County, Pennsylvania, praying for 
such an amendment of the patent laws as will protect innocent users 
of patented articles against prosecution as infringers; which were 
referred te the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Bucks County, Pennsyl- 
vania, a petition of citizens of Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, and 
a petition of citizens of Lycoming County, Pennsylvania, praying for 
such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust 
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discriminations in charges for transportation; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. i 


Mr. GROOME ted the petition of Julia M. Hudson, widow of 
the late Surgeon Edward Hudson, United States Navy, praying that 
she be granted the pension usually allowed to the widowsof surgeons, 


together with arrears; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of Charles W. Tibbetts, of 
Providence, Rhode late of the First ent Rhode Island 
yey e praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to 

the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER presented the memorial of Madison Bagby, C. W. 
Smith, and other citizens of Boulder County, Colorado, remonstrating 
against the passage of the bill submitted by what is known as the 
land com: ion, to provide for the survey and disposal of the pub- 
lic lands of the United States; which was referred to the Co ttee 


on Public Lands. i 

12 5 YTE presented a joint ber tar of * 
of Maryland, urging upon gress the passage of a law an 
a propriation for the establishment of a light-house and tog. bell on 
Bloody Point Shoals, in Chesapeake Bay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented a memorial of Ellen H. Sheldon, Sara A. 
Spencer, Caroline B. Winslow, M. D., Joseph Taber Johnson, M. D., 
C. B. Purvis, M. D., Susan A. Edson, . D., and others, asking for the 
enactment of a law for the punishment of the crime of rape in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 


District of Columbia. 
FINANCIAL STATISTICS, 


Mr, DAVIS, of West Virginia. I present a petition from citizens of 


Piedmont, West Virginia, which I ask leave to read, and then I shall 
make a few remarks upon it: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


petitioners, that the business interestsof the coun 
would be best served by no on the part of pig pner niya earen A 
l pragare ei peen of the country and of the . 
. Saa 5 eeN SE gon have 
an injurious effect upon the presen anticipated coun hich 
ß... SCIARO yer BONASA oO 2 e 
e respectfull, that Congress take no action at sessio; t 
affect either paira — or silver. i 


This petition to Congress is signed by more than fifty of the most 
active and best business men of the little town of which I am a citi- 
zen. I fully agree with the signers of this paper when they ask that 
Congress let the currency and coinage laws alone. They tell us that 
they fear any action of Congress relating to the amount of paper eur- 
rency or coinage of silver will have a bad effect on business and the 
general prosperity of the country, and that they believe that our pres- 
ent and anticipated 8 is largely owing to the confidence of 
the people, and that Congress will let the financial question alone. I 
except the funding of the 5 and 6 per cent. bonds due next year into 
a low-interest-bearing debt. 

We now have more paper money than any nation in the world. The 
2 table, 8 by H. C. Burchard, Director of the United 
States Mint, giving the population, also the paper, gold, silver circu- 
lation, and the amount per capita of the leading nations of the globe, 
shows that we have many millions more paper circulation than any 
peaa in the 18 and that, estimating our poraleson at forty-seven 
million, we have more paper mone ita than any country, the 
Netherlands only 8 TENE 7 5 


From report of H. C. Burchard, Director of United States Mint, page 127. 


Specie. | Cireulation per capita. 
Total paper and 
Population. Paper. | 
Silver, full le-| Silver, limited e, : 

gal tender. tender. | Paper. se Total. 
447, 000, 000 $633, 943, 799 *$76, 250, 155 $427, 206, $1, 111, 150, 651 | $14 55 | $9 09 | $23 64 
31, 628, 338 5209, 148,875 | 648, 619, 033 93, 376, 168 711, 995, 211 921, 144, 086 6 61 22 50 29 1L 
42, 727, 360 220, 596, 220 101, 651, 957 543, 108, 419 772. 704, 639 538| 1271 15 09 
4, 429, 713 1. 680,000 | 18,000,000 |.............. 3, 120, 000 18, 120, 000 29, 800, 000 26 409 6 73 
1, 806, 900 10,300,000 | 10,000,000 — ꝗ ))) 1, 200, 000 11, 200, 000 21, 500, 000 5 70 620 11 90 
1, 912, 142 18,900,000 | 20, 000, 000 j.............. 4, 263, 000 24, 863, 000 43, 763, 000 988] 13 00 22 88 
* 3,579,529 73, 230, 000 380, 000 77, 980, 000 151, 210, 000 20 46 | 21 78 42 24 
36, 905, 788 466, 755, 000 59, 144, 850 | d1, 159, 244, 850 1, 625, 999,850 | 12 65| 31 41 44 06 
5, 336, 185 58, 419, 000 8, 562, 000 174, 000, 000 232,419,000 10 93 32 00 43 55 
2, 759, 854 21, 300, 000 4, 700, 000 94, 700, 000 116, 000, 000 7 7234 31 42 03 
1, 457, 894 12,890,000 | 4, 500. 00 |......-.....-. 3, 000, 000 7, 500, 000 20, 390, 000 8 8&5 480 13 65 
35, 904, 435 322, 938, 854 70. 560, 000 393, 498, 854 9 00 1 96 10 96 
26, 801, 154 €135, 000, 000 37, 000, 000 172, 000, 000 5 04 1 38 6 42 
86, 952, 347 587, 907,562 | 108,000,000 | 2,500,000 |................ 1110, 500, 000 698, 407, 562 6 76 127 8 03 
16, 222, 814 33, 795, 000 7200, 000, 000 233, 795, 000 208| 1233 14 41 
4, 745, 024 20,529,000 | 70, 000, 000 | **15, 000, 000 — J85, 000, 000 114, 529, 000 6 22 13 00 24 2 
9, 276, 079 1, 500, 000 #50, 000, 000 51, 500, 000 15| 5:30 5 55 
2, 951, 311 1, 885, 343 4, 700, 000 6, 595, 343 65 1 59 2 24 
2, 699, 945 13, 098, 820 1. 882, 018 14, 90,838 485 6 97 11 & 

10, 108, 291 91, 000, 000 8 91, 000, 600 NS 
3, 602, 321 29, 047, 742 10, 291, 285 39, 339,027 | 806 2 86 10 92 
2, 600, 000 21,604,936 | 45,000, 000 750, 000, 000 71. 6%, 936 8 31 19 5 27 54 
Japans. j 33, 023, 319 143,000,000 | 130, 000, 000 | #10, 000, / 440, 000, 000 183. 000, 00) 495| 118] 543 
Turkey ....-------- SS ner . 80 300,000,000 l 16 4 

— 
Total 446, 699, 80 3, 306, 480, 151 7, 216. 331, 786 74 00 
| l 
a Estimated. c American e Economist. 
d Banker's Magazine. d Annex to Report of the French Chamber of Deputies. J Report of Silver Commission. 


Includes 8,500,000 trade-dollars. 
+ Estimated from coinage and bank reserve, imports and exports. 


The above table shows that the United States has in round num- 


bers nearly $634,000,000 of paper money, which is more than the fol- 
lowing nations have: 
Great Britain has in round numbers $209, 000, 000 
Germany ..-. -----+ ---- <= 20+ ene e ween ee conn ee cee n ee ee 229, 000, 
Swedennnunnn „ „ö%ẽnÄ 11, 000, 000 
Norway 10, 000, 000 
ü VT 
i ð 0 
/ ↄ UAhA 99990 
C AAT E T, 629, 000, 000 


These eight nations, including two of the leading nations of Eu- 
have less paper money than we have. 

e table also shows that if we add paper and specie ther We 
have less per capita than some nations, but more than an average of 
the twenty-four leading nations named. The average of and 

ie capita of the twenty-four nations in the table is $15.93 ; 
the United States has $23.64. 
The following table exhibits a statement of the number of State 


Su ded specie payment. 
Includes limited a g 


banks, the amount of their circulating notes, and the amount of specie- 
they held at different periods from 1784 to 1861 in United States: 


r. | z | 

Years. 1 Circulation. Specie. || Years: Soo Circulation. | Specie. 
A | | 2 

1784... 3 | $2,000, 000 |810, 000, 000 || 1844...) 696 | 875, 167, 648 619.898. 269 
1790 4| 2500, 000 9,000,000 1848. 707 0 680,711 | 414, 241, 242 
1796.. 24 |- 10,500, 000 | 16, 500,000 || 1840 707 | 105, 552 427 | 43,012, 095 
1800 210. 500, 000 | 17,500,000 || 184713 | 105, 519,766 | 35, 139, 516 
1811. £9 28, 100, 000 13. 400, 000 1848. 751 1 506, 091 | 46, 369, 765 
1815. 208 | 110, 000, 000 17, 000, 000 | — 8 — . Sees 
1820....| 308 | 44, 863, 344 | 19, F 131, 
1830.. 330 | 61,323, 698 | 22, 114, 917 l 1851...| 879 | 155,165,251 | 48, 671, 048 
1634.. 506 | 94, 839; 570 || 1853.. | 750 | 146, 073, 780 | 47, 138, 592 
1835.. 704 | 103,692,495 | 43, 937, 623 || 1854...| 1,208 | 204, 689, 207 | 59, 410, 253 
1836.. 713 | 140, 301, 038 40, 019, 504 | 1855...| 1, 307 | 186, 952, 223 | 53, 944; 546 
1837... | 788 | 149,185, 890 | 37,915,340 1880... 1. 308 | 195, 747,950 | 59, 314, 063 
tes E | HEIR mo | see ae | | a | HR | ea 
1840....| 901 | 100, 968, 572 8 1859... 125 355 wee Sis oe S37, 818 
1841....| 784 | 107, 290, 214 1860...| 1, 2 5 
1842....| 692| 83,734, 011 | 28, 440, 423 || 1861...| 1, 601 | 292, 005, 767. 87, 674, 507 
1843....| 691 | 58, 563, 608 | 33, 515, 806 


1880. 
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It will be seen from the preceding table that the larger amount of 
paper money in circulation at any time between 1784 and 1861 was in 
1857, when it was $214,778,822. e now have abqut $650,000,000 pa- 
per money, which is more than three times as much as at any time 
previous to the late war. Our population in 1860 was about thirty- 
one millions ; it is now estimated at forty-seven millions, which is an 


increase of about 50 per cent. Our paper money has increased since 


1860 more than 300 cent. 

The national-bank currency is now increasing at the rate of more 
than a million a month, I present a table comparing the population 
and the paper and specie circulation per capita in the Uni States, 
Great Britain, Germany, and France: 


Statement showing the population and the paper and specie circulation per capita in the United States, Great Britain, Germany, aud France. 


Circulation per capita. 
Specie. Total 
Paper. | Specie.| Total. 
$154, 000, 000 $309, 165,251 | $6 69 | $6 64 $13 33 
275, 000, 000 482, 102, 477 6 60 8 75 15 35 
481, 691,069 | 1, 165,553,503 14 55 | 10 25 24 80 
711, 905, 211 921, 144, 086 6 61 | 2250 2 11 
443, 108, 419 G72, 704, 639 538 | 10 37 15 75 
1, 159, 244, 850 | 1, 625, 999, 880 12 65 | 31 41 44 06 


This table shows that our paper money now is more than four times 
as much as in 1850 and more than three times as much as in 1860, and 
that we have three times as much gold and silver now in the coun- 
try as in 1850 and fully 60 per cent. more than in 1860. 3 
to the Finance Report (page 12) coinage of gold for fiscal year 1879, 
$40,986,912; coinage of silver for fi year 1879, $27,227,500; total, 

214,412. This is an increase of between five and a half and six 
illions per month, and during the present fiscal year the average 
coinage is about the same. The national-bank currency is increasing 
at the rate of fully a million per month, which, added to the coinage 


Denominations. 


of gold and silver, makes an increase of money for circulation of 
about seven millions per month, which is a substantial increase, or, 
as some call it, an inflation of our money for circulation of between 
eighty and ninety millions per year. Surely this onght to satisfy 
even the greenbackers. 

I append a table which will show our paper circulation for the last 
three years taken from the 1879 report of the Comptroller of the 
Treasury. Thefollowingtableexhibits, by denominations, theamount. 
F and legal-tender notes outstanding on November 1, 

79: 


National- | Legal-tender| 4 ggregate. | Aggregate. | Aggregate. 
$22, 887, 502 | $24, 652,750 | $28, 606, 915- 
21, 030, 863 22, 915, 066 | 26, 883, 423 
159, 522, 853 | 148,116,015 | 146, 444, 048 
181, 447, 558 | 168, 908, 071 | 161, 459, T11 
141, 445,933 | 131, 785, 709 | 126, 290, 995 
46, 177, 945 47, 058, 995 | 52, 363, 815 
58, 339, 780 58, 331, 470 | 58, 976, 670 
23, 088, 000 31, 159, 000 | 35,956, 000 
23, 111, 500 794, 34, 350, 500 

e pepe are 

9,506; 000-} eee eee 

13, 586 11.561 10, 800 

682, 813. 520 667,333,137 | 671, 372, 882 
1, 600, 000 000 | 1, 000, 


681,815,580 | 666, 333, 137 | 670, 372, 682: 


I think we had better “let well enough alone“ and have no legis- 
lation upon the currency or the en question this year. 


I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
to. 


The motion was 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1109) for the relief of Anthony Lawson, snb- 
mitted an adverse 0 5 thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, I ask that that bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HO from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 627) for the relief of workmen employed in the con- 
struction of Poverty Island light-house, Lake Michigan, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was 15 777 indefinitely. 

Mr. C ON, of Pennsylvania. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. No. 201) for 
the relief of Somerville Nicholson, to re it with an amendment, 
and submit a report thereon. I move that the report and the evi- 
dence before the court-martial, including the statement of Captain 
Nicholson, be printed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1322) for the relief of Thomas J. 
League, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 814) for the relief of Henry M. Sbreve, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. No. 696) for the relief of Cyprian T. Jenkins, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted areport thereon; which 
was ordered to be pester: 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1493) defining the duties of 
reporter of the Supreme Court of the United States, his com- 
pensation, and providing for the publishing and distributing of said 
reports, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

r. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Committee on the Judiciary have in- 
structed me to report back the concurrent resolution of the General 
Assembly of Missouri instructing her Senators and resentatives. 
to secure certain legislation relative to the copyright of the reports- 
of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. The 
resolution was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and im- 

rovidently referred, because it is nothing but an instruction to the 
nators and Representatives from that State upon. certain subjects. 
therein embraced. The Senate has taken action upon two or 
resolutions of a similar character. The committee therefore ask to: 
be discharged from the further consideration of the resolution, and 
that it lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie upon the table. 

Mr. THURMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3989) to remove the political disabil- 
ities of William B. Taliaferro, of Virginia, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 237) direct-- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to organize a board to inquire into the- 
present condition of the double-turreted monitors and the ; 
and cost of completing the same, to report it with an amen: t. 
wish to say in connection witb this report that it relates to a matter- 
which it is exceedingly important shall be acted. upon.quickly in. 
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order to enable us to make an appropriation for the purpose if the 


joint resolution shall pass at the present session of Co: Ishall 
ask the Senate to consider the joint resolution on Friday morning. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. At what time? 
Mr. MCPHERSON. During the morning hour. 


REPORT ON SHEEP HUSBANDRY. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
-the joint resolution (H. R. No. 68) to authorize the printing of 13,000 
copies of the Report on Sheep Husbandry, have instructed me to report 
back the same favorably, without amendment, and to ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
-ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
‘introduce a bill (S. No. 1528) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Buckner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1529) to provide for the payment of bounty to cer- 
tain disch: soldiers of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1530) for the relief of the heirs 
or legal representatives of Samuel H. Moer; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1531) granting a pension to Mary and Annie 
Plunkett; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL, 


Mr. JOHNSTON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 5256) to establish post-routes; which 
-was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ASSISTANT SENATE LIBRARIAN, 


a VICE-PRESIDENT. Concurrent and other resolutions are now 
in order. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I ask the Senate to take up and dispose of 
a resolution which I offered some time ago to authorize the appoint- 
ment of an assistant librarian for the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the resolution 
called for by the Senator from Georgia. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, reported by Mr. HILL, 
of Georgia, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, on the 9th instant: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
appoint an assistant librarian for the Senate, at a salary of $1,440 annum, = 
A 2 brarians of the 


monthly, being the same amount of salary paid to assistant 
House of Representatives. ' 

Mr. COCKRELL, Does that resolution come within the provisions 
of the Anthony rule? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does not. It is in the morning hour, 
however. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to it. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Can one objection carry it over? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Anthony rule does not operate in regard to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does not require unanimous consent. 
The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I desire to have read at the Secretary’s 
desk a letter from the Secretary of the Senate on the subject of ‘the 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be reported. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, nay I inquire, for information, 
the morning business being concluded, does not the Anthony rule 


operate ? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It does. The Chair has called the order 
of “ concurrent and other resolutions.” 
Mr. CONKLING. Was this resolution introduced this morning? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was not; it was submitted several 
days since. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Does it then come within the rule? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It comes under the head of “ concurrent 
and other resolutions.” 
Mr. FERRY. Is not the resolution on the Calendar? 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is on the Calendar, having been reported sev- 
-eral weeks since, and it is like any other business that has been re- 
ported and Le on the Calendar. I insist on my objection. 
Mr. CONKLING. I suppose the order of “ concurrent and other 
resolutions ” to be for the introduction of concurrent and other reso- 


lations. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I hope the Senate will dispose of the reso- 
lution this morning. It will take but a few moments. There is no 
use of its lying here undisposed of. 

The VIC “PRESIDENT, The Chair thinks the consideration of 


-the resolution is strictly in order. 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I ask that the letter of the Secretary of the 
Senate be read. = MY; 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY or THE UXITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, February 25, 1830. 


Sin; I respectfully submit for the consideration of your committee the riet 
of an increase of the: force in the library of the Senate by the ap; 3 of 9 
i of the librarian and 


assistant librarian. The force now employed there cons 

alaborer. In the event of the absence of lib from sickness of himself 

or the dangerous illness of any member of his family, the library is necessarily left 

= = 7 charge of the laborer, whose duty it is to attend to the menial services 
epartment. 

The business of the library is constantly increasing, and the duties of the li- 
brarian becoming more laborious and important by the enlargement of the number 
of its volumes and the greater demand upon its shelves by Senators. When a cail 
is made for a book it is when there is immediate use for it, hence the promptest at- 
tention is required by one familiar with the location of the different volumes. This 
is especially the case in the midst of the discussion of important questions. 


tfully, 
JOHN C. BURCH, 
Secretary United States Senate. 
Hon. B. H. Hitt, 


Chairman of the Committze to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I will state to the Senate that the matter 
was before the Committee on Contingent Expenses, every member of 
which is very much opposed to increasing the force unless where it is 
absolutely necessary. No man is more opposed to an increase of force 
than I am, but after fully considering the matter we thought this ad- 
dition ought to be made. The House of Representatives hasa libra- 
rian, two assistant librarians, and two messengers. The Senate has 
but one librarian and a laborer. 

A SENATOR, (in his seat.) And he a colored man. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Andheacoloredman. That is all. There 
is but one white man in the Library of theSenate. Itsometimes hap- 

ms that it is indispensable that there should be an assistant there. 

e ee of the Senate says that it is absolutely needed; and I 
think if the House has a librarian, two assistant librarians, and two 
messengers, making five in its library, the Senate librarian ought to 
have at least one assistant. The Secretary says, moreover, that the 
business is constantly increasing and accumulating. Although we 
were very much opposed to increasing the force, the committee finally 
concluded unanimously that this resolution ought to pass. Ireported 
it not of my own motion, but by the instruction of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How long has the present force been doing duty 
in the Library? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I really do not know; but I have received 
information from the Secretary of the Senate that the business has 
increased very much, and that it has become important to have an 
assistant. The country has been growing, the business of Congress 
has been increasing, as the Senator knows. It has become necessary 
to increase the force of every department of the Government. Busi- 
ness has increased in all the Departeace. The Senator’s idea would 
prevent any increase of force, clerical or otherwise, at any time. 

We are just as much op to increasing the force as my friend 
from Missouri; but we are informed by the proper officer of the Senate 
that it is absolutely necessary in this case, and the committee have 
fully considered it and concluded that it is necessary. We have put 
the at the very lowest rate, that of a messenger, it being ouly 
$1,440. I submit the matter to the Senate and abide their judgment. 
I ask a vote upon the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think that what may be the practice of 
the House of Representatives throws a great deal of light upon this 
topic. It is just possible that the House of Representatives, having 
come down from a cerrupt republican administration, as it is some- 
times called, found itself with a large excess, an unnecessary num- 
ber, of officers about the library ; and then it might be said—although 
that would not be respectful, and so I will not say it—that it would 
require more librarians in the lower branch of Congress than in the 
upper one for a great many reasons; so I think we may dismiss any 
comparison between the House and the Senate, because there is not 
any common test. 

Now, how does this matter stand? Down to the 4th of March, 1879, 
about a year ago, when the books were about as numerous as they 
are now, there was no difficulty with the librarian that the Senate 
then had in getting a book that was there on a moment's notice. The 
books were so systematized, and classified, and arranged, and cata- 
logued, and indexed, and all means of instant reference to bocks and 
documents were so perfect, that the thing went on without the slight- 
est difficulty that ever I heard of. If other gentlemen were unfortu- 
nate in getting books or documents that they wanted, I was not, and 
I of course had very frequent occasion to send for them. 

This I suppose is one of the fruits, speaking seriously, of the change 
of 3 and valuable officers of this body, depending upon po 
litical considerations. Without any disrespect to the 1 80 gentle- 
man in ¢ there, no matter how accomplished and intelligent he 
may be, no matter how fit he may be to be a Senator, or a judge, or 
a governor, or whatever may be the greatest and best office in the 
country, it was not to be expected that until after some years, when 
he gets the run of the thing, he could do as well as his predecessor, 
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all other things bei ual. That is ‘ectly true; and so I am not 
one Pint ibis t oon vf if this thin is neces- 


blaming him; but it is one of the conseq 

sary at all, of dec from the time-honored usage of the Senate 
about such matters. Of course those who dance must pay the fiddler; 
but how much it will add to the advantage of Senators to have two 
new men instead of one, I do not quite know. 

Ido not think myself that there will be any great difficulty now 
(except the intrinsic one that I have spoken of and that adding one 
more will not help an atom) in getting books. If the librarian comes 
to his place at nine o’cleck in the morning, as some Senators are 
obliged to do, to attend to his business, in a little while he can get 
so accustomed to the arrangement and knowl of where the books 
are that he will get on famously; but if the office is to be considered 
as a kind of honorable sinecure, or one that is only to be visited from 
twelve o’clock, when the session of the Senate begins, down to four 
o'clock, when it adjourns,and then the gentleman in charge under- 
stands that his work is done and that he no other duty or respon- 
sibility until to-morrow at twelve o’clock, then it will not get on very 
well, But how adding another man, which was never found neces- 

before when everything went well only a year ago, comes now 
to be suddenly necessary, I confess I cannot understand. The increase 
of books has not been great in the last year plainly. 

That is all I wish to say. Of course I do not expect to prevent the 

assage of this unnecessary resolution, as I think itis. It having 
bean reported by a responsible committee, undoubtedly a majority of 
the Senate will agree to it. I only wished to put in my humble objec- 
tion to this method of increasing the force of the Senate. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before proceeding further with this mat- 
ter the Chair would like to have the point of order involved in it set- 
tled by the Senate, as the question is liable to arise any morning. 
The Chair never supposed that the Anthony rule overruled the eighth 
standing rule of the Senate, which provides that— 

If any portion of the morning hour shall remain after the call for resolutions, 
the presi ofticer shall lay before the Senate in their order resolutions and con- 
current utions introduced on any prior day, and the same,may be proceeded 
with, but not beyond the expiration of the morning hour, unless by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 

What is known as the Anthony rule provides: 

That at the conclusion of the morning business for each day the Senate will 
proceed, &c.— 

Terminating in these words: 

And this order shall commence immediately after the call 
other resolutions, and shall take precedence of the unfinished 
special orders. 


for concurrent and 
business and other 


If the construction to be placed upon this were that immediately 
after the call simply for the presentation of concurrent and other 
resolutions the Anthony rule attaches, then there will never be any 
time whatever for the consideration of the Calendar of concurrent 
and other resolutions; it can never be considered except by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair supposes that the rules should be con- 
strued together, that they may operate harmoniously, and that the 
standing rule of the Senate should stand, leaving the resolution 
of the Senate known as the Anthony rulg to operate in subordination 


to it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then would it not be the duty of the Chair to 
call the resolutions in their order upon the Calendar, and not have 


them taken up on the sugg tion of Senators? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would be if the point were made, as 
a matter of course. That point never has been insisted upon. If any 


Senator makes that point the resolutions must be called in their order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I had supposed that the one rule meant that 
concurrent and other resolutions were to be called as petitions and 
memorials are called, the rule there referring to the introduction of 
concurrent and other resolutions. Then I had supposed that a reso- 
lution lying on the table the Senate might proceed to consider, before 
entering upon business under the Anthony rule, by a motion, if a ma- 
jority of the Senate should so decide. But the Senator from Georgia 
called for this resolution, and then without a vote of the Senate it 
was deemed in order. It was only to that point that I ventured to 
make my mip tne I supposed that if “ concurrent and other reso- 
lutions” which have lain over are called for at any s , they should 
be taken up in their order, being on the Calendar; and I did not sup- 
pose that it was within the power of the Senator from Georgia, or any 
other Senator, to rise and call up, merely upon his individual state- 
ment, a resolution which had lain over, and make it in order by that 


rocess. 
s Mr. ANTHONY and Mr. HILL, of Georgia, addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to have the views 
of Senators upon this question and have the practice settled, as this 
question may arise any morning. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It seems to me that if the special rule does not 
override the standing rule, it is inoperative altogether, because by the 
standing rule the unfinished business has to come up at one o’clock. 
The special rule provides that “this order shall commence immedi- 
ately after the call for concurrent and other resolutions, and shall 
take precedence of the unfinished business and other special orders.” 
It certainly overrides the standing rule in taking precedence of the 
unfinished business. This is merely a temporary order to last only 
until the Calendar is concluded, I do not know but that resolutions 
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could be called up in their order under this rule. It provides for the 
consideration of the Calendar, and the resolutions are upon the Cal- 
endar. Ido not see that the resolutions gg not be properly called 
up before the bills. Although of coarse the special rule should be 
construed in harmony with the standing rules, yet when there is a 
direct contradiction between them it seems to me that the latest ex- 
pression of the will of the Senate should prevail. I make this sug- 
gestion with great respect to the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator permit the Chair to 
inquire of him then, when may the Calendar of concurrent and other 
resolutions be considered ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I say I do not see why the resolutions should not 
commence the call when this order prevails ; but at all events, if the 
do not as has not been the habit, when the Calendar is comple 
then this rule ceases to operate, and we go back upon the old rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is known as the Anthony rule 
relates only to bills, and does not affect resolutions at all. f 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator from Rhode Island will allow me, I 
will suggest that the Calendar would be reached after the morning 
hour expires, in the absence of a ial order or unfinished business, 
so that there would be no prohibition to going to bills and resolutions 
on the Calendar; the special rule would simply apply for the morning 
hour. It strikes me, with due deference to the ruling of the Chair, 
that as the Anthony rule has been adopted to facilitate business, it 
overrides any rule that is in conflict with it; otherwise there is no 
force to the rule. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the question to 
the Senate in this form: Does what is known as the Anthony rule 
supersede that part of the eighth standing rule of the Senate which 
provides that— 

If any portion of the morning hour shall remain after the call for resolutions, the 
presiding officer 9 before the Senate, in their order, resolutions and con- 
current resolutions introduced on any prior day. 

As many as favor that proposition will say “ay;” those opposed 
“no,” [putting the question.] The ayes have it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then the resolution is not before the Senate. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Do I understand that the resolution is now 
before the Senate ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the expression of the Senate the 
Chair would rule not. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Then I move to postpone the Calendar and 
take up the resolution. Let us di of it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia moves to post- 
pone the ponding and prior orders for the purpose indicated by him. 
First, will the Senate postpone the pending orders ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Can that be done by a majority vote? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that it may. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 24, noes 13; 
no quoram voting. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is evidently a quorum pres- 
ent. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us have another division. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It is hardly worth while to call the 
yeas and nays; that would take time. I thinkif the Chair will take 
another division there will be a qnorum voting. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question again 
on the motion of the Senator from Georgia. 

„ being again put, there were on a division —ayes 30, 
noes 15. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Prior orders are postponed. The Sena- 
tor from Georgia now moves that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution which has been read. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the considera- 
tion of the resolution reported by Mr. HILL, of Georgia, from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, it is a fact that for 
a number of years previous to this session and probably during this 
session the number of employés of the Senate has been inc 
gradually. When you compare 1860 with the present time, I think 
the employés are now abont double what they were in 1860. At this 
session there has been some increase, the Senate knows why. I be- 
lieve the only increase that has taken place during this session has 
been to accommodate our friends on the opposite side of the Chamber. 

So far as the 0 gee Expenses Committee, of which I am a 
member, is concerned, I believe that not a single appointment has 


been recommended by that committee other than this one at this ses- 
sion; indeed the number of employés of the Senate as a whole has 
been to some extent reduced by the action of the committee and the 
concurrence of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

In this particular case, after considering the subject pretty thor- 
oughly and looking into it closely, the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
2 came to the conclusion that this assistant librarian ought to 

appointed for this reason especially: If the librarian is sick or 
out of his place from any cause whatever, there is no one to take 
charge of the library except a colored messenger, who is a very good 
man I have no doubt. It does not make any difference whether he 
is a colored man ora white man; but there is only a messenger there; 
and if from any cause whatever the librarian has to be away, from 
sickness or otherwise, there is no one in the library who has 
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of the books or who can give a book or send a book to any Senator 
who asks for it. When the question was considered it was believed 
by the Committee on Contingent Expenses that if was absolutely 
necessary in this case, though we hope to be able at the end of the 
session, when things are perfected that are now thought of by the 

t-at-Arms and the 8 to decrease the gross number of 
ve" ch I believe such will be the result. 

. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia who 
reported this resolution remarked that there was but one white man 
about the library, and then he said something about a black man or 
black men 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Allow me,I said nothing about a white 
man or black man. I do not think those words were used by me. I 
said there was one librarian who had no assistant but one laborer. 
Somebody in his seat said, “ and he a colored man,” of course to show, 
I supposed, the difference between the condition of the Senate and 
the House. I do not suppose the gentleman who made that sugges- 
tion to me wanted to raise the question of white or black in this con- 
nection. I am sure I did not. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Georgia does not surprise me, 
I overhear that he does surprise another Senator, by rising here and 
declaring that he did not say anything about a white man or black 
man. I have no doubt that the Senator is sincere in his denial; and 
yet the whole Senate heard him, if it listened, state that there was 
one librarian and a laborer who was a black man, that there was only 
one white man in the library. That the Senator said; and I will re- 
fer him to the RECORD when it comes to be printed. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I will say to the Senator that when I was 
making my remarks I did not know whether the laborer was a white 
man or a black man, a colored man, or what, but I remarked that 
there was but one officer there and he was the librarian and that 
there was one laborer. Somebody remarked “ and he a colored man.” 
I may have repeated it and I may have said there was then a white 
man | Bb for the first time I had that information. Why the Sen- 
ator from New York should desire to make the point, I do not know. 
I can only say that when I reported the resolution I did not know 
the color of anybody connected with the library. 

Mr. CON G. It is just possible that if the Senator from Georgia 
will allow the Senator who has the floor to make the remark he rose 
to make, he will find out the point. And as to what the Senator said, 
I refer him to the RECORD; I do not want to have any question of 
recollection with the Senator from Georgia. 

I rose to say that before the 4th of March, 1879, when this Senate 
8 was managed as has been I think truly stated by the Senator 
from Vermont, there was a colored man in the lib who was soon 
afterward displaced. He was a black man, rather unusually black. 
I knew him well and know him well now. He was a thoroughly in- 
telligent man, and the Senate lost nothing from his color, in respect 
of his service. He knew where the books were to be found and could 
produce them promptly when called for. He was displaced; and 
whatever may be the color of those who have come since, I take oc- 
casion to say not only that while this man was there the lib of 


the Senate was diligently and sufficiently administered, but that this 
man was remarkably intelligent, faithful, and prompt in his ministra- 
tions. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall call for the yeas and nays on the adoption 
of this resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire simply to say that the reasons given for 
this increase of force are not to my mind at all satisfactory. I do not 
believe that it is the duty of the Government, of the 8 of 
the country, to provide in advance a man to wait in the library of 
the Senate to do duty there in the event of the sickness or the ab- 
sence of the librarian, or in the event that some member of his fam- 
ily should be sick and he should be called away. ‘Sufficient unto 
the day is the evil thereof.” I do not think there is any sufficient 

justification for this increase. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution having been twice read, 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if this resolution is bed pong I move to 
amend it by inserting after the words “assistant librarian” the words 
“who shall attend upon the floor of the Senate during its legislative 
sessions as directed by the Lib: Committee of the Senate.” 

The Senate ought to have as collection of books—certainly the 
RECORD and the Globe, the debates of the Senate and the House, and 
the Journals of the Senate and House—present upon the floor, with 
the constant attendance during the ordinary legislative sessions of 
the Senate of a person who is skillful enough to find any subject or 
matter or speech which is required to be referred to in the course of 
debate. Any member of the Senate who has been a member of the 
other House will agree that that arrangement in the House is one of 
the most convenient things for facilitating the business done there 
which is provided. There is a little library containing some four or 
five hundred volumes only, but containing a set of the congressional 
debates and journals and the reports of the Supreme Court of the 


United States, which can be reached at half a minute’s notice if an 
member of the House during his speech desires to refer to any su 
thing. To get the same convenience here we have to send by & page 
to the Senate library, somewhere in the inaccessible recesses 


upper story. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator repeat his amendment? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I su t to the Senator from Massachn- 
setts on reflection that he ought not to offer that amendment. The 
object we have in having an assistant librarian will be largely de- 
feated by it, I fear. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not observe that my amendment 
gives the Library Committee of the Senate the power to direct this 
to be done as they shall deem the convenience of the Senate requires. 
It does not make an absolute obligation for this person always to be 
here. My amendmentis “ who shall attend upon the floor of the Sen- 
ate during its legislative sessions as directed by the Library Commit- 
tee of the Senate.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Say “if directed.” 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Or “when directed.” I will say to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts that there is a resolution now which has been re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, upon which we have not acted, the very purpose of 
which is to accomplish what he pro and more. It is to supply 
to the Senate an officer, similar to the one well known in the House, 
who is said to be very useful there. We haye not yet acted upon 
that resolution, there is such an aversion to increasing the force. 

Mr. HOAR. What is this man todo? The only statement I have 
heard of any duty or any necessity for this additional employé is that 
an officer who has charge of the library and who has messengers now, 
at least one, under his control, should have someskillful person there 
if his family happen to be sick or he happens to be sick himself 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I cannot hear the Senator very well. 

Mr. HOAR. The only suggestion of a duty for this officer which 
has been made in my hearing—I did not hear all that the Senator 
from Georgia said—is that the present librarian may have, if he ha 

n to be sick hereafter or his family happen to be sick, somebody 

o his duties in his absence. What this man is to do when the pres- 
ent librarian of the Senate is attending to his duties, as he is pre- 
sumed to be most of the time, has not been suggested. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The necessities for this officer were laid 
before the committee in a letter from the Secre of the Senate in 
which he stated that if on account of sickness of the librarian or 
sickness in his family or from any cause he was required to be absent, 
the business is now stopped. : 

Mr. HOAR. What is this man to do if the librarian or his family 
are not sick? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. He is to aid the librarian. He is to be 
assistant librarian. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the librarian any need of such an officer when 
he is there himself ? 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. We have stated that he does need him, I 
was going on to say, not only when the librarian is absent, but. the 
Secretary states that the volume of business of the Senate and of the 
library has so increased that this assistant is necessary often even 
when the librarian himself is there, and is needed in the library. 

Now, I say to the Senator that we are considering in committee the 
very measure he pro} to accomplish by his amendment to this 
ee Fre I wonld prefer that he should not encumber this reso- 
lution with it. This officer is declared by the Secretary of the Sonate 
to be n in the library, not only when the librarian is not 
there—for when the librarian is not there his presence is indispen- 
sable—but when the librarian is there he frequently needs this as- 
sistant, and it is important that he should be in the library. I trast 
therefore that the Senator from Massachusetts will not press the 
amendment. I think it can be reached in another way. 

Mr. DAWES. The need of some such arrangement as is ted 
by my coll e, I think, is so apparent that there cannot any 
opposition to it when it is called to the attention of those Senators 
who have not experienced the convenience of the arrangement the 
other House has. I hope that some arrangement by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds will be made for just such a sub- 
library as is suggested, and that is one reason for the appointment 
of this man. 

I shall vote for this resolution, hoping that it will lead to such a 
result as has been suggested by my colleague. Even if it were not 
brought about by that means, it will contribute very much to 
relieve us from the difficulty we experience in sending for the books 
and documents we need. ile we have been deba this resolu- 
tion two have come in with half a cart-load of reports that 
would be wi reach of us if my colleague's idea were carried out, 
so that any Senator could go and get the icular book he wan 
without any such trouble as that which I have witnessed while we 
have been debating this very resolution. All of that would have 
been saved; and an assistant librarian, such as they have in the 
House, is just what is needed for that purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I shall adhere to my amendment, which 
simply authorizes the Library Committee, a committee composed of 
Senators, to direct this officer to be in attendance here, if they see fit. 
I do not think it is any answer to the obvious reasonableness and pro- 
priety of that suggestion to say that the Secretary of the Senate thinks 
this man may be wanted 1 Sep mr when the family of the principal 
librarian are sick or when he is sick himself. In such a case the 3 75 
plication would be made to the Library Committee, and they would 
relieve the man from his attendance. 

Mr, MORRILL. Mr. President, it is obvious that this amendment 


of the Senator from Massachusetts cannot be of any practical value 
until we can have some room to store the library for which this assist- 
ant librarian is to be authorized, 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Vermont will pardon me 
Mr. MORRILL. Allow me to finish what I have to say. I desire 


to say that until the number of committees of this body shall be 
largely reduced, there isnot any other room but the Marble Room where 
this library could be accommodated. The special and other commit- 
tees of this body have been so multiplied that it is impossible now 
to furnish all with committee-rooms, and I know of no place, unless 
it is the Marble Room, where this library could be put. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask my friend from Vermont, my 
colleague upon the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, if 
there is not precisely the same relative room in the Senate that there 
is in the House, ee the same place to put it here that there is to 
put it in the House, where it is accessible to every member, and dur- 
ing any debate there any member goes in while any one is speaking 
and finds the book he wants and brings it ont himself. 

Mr. MORRILL. Of course if you choose to curtail th amount of 
lobby and ante-rooms, a library of these books could be placed in one 
of the ante-rooms; but until that is done I do not see that there is 
any practical use for this assistant librarian. Certainly he could not 
move from this Chamber to the present library with any more expe- 
dition than oneof our pages. Ishall therefore vote against the whole 
proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. Such a collection of books as I suggest will be amply 
accommodated at the end of either of the cloak rooms against the 
wall which separates them from the main entrance to the Senate 
Chamber, It is only a few shelves that are necessary for that pur- 
po; there is plenty of room. Putting up shelves of eight or ten 

ches in depth will answer the p ; and the object of having a 
librarian present is that he may receive personal directions from Sen- 
ators who desire to have a particular passage in a debate found 
propag instead of having to be communicated with by a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. HOAR. ] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now let us hear the resolution as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read as amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
appoint an assistant librarian for the Senate, who shall attend u: the floor of 

e Senate during its legislative sessions as directed by the Committee on the Li- 
brary, at a salary of $1,440 per ann payable — being the same amount 
of salary paid to assistant librarians of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. KERNAN. I cannot concur in voting for this additional offi- 
cer, and I simply want to state in one word why. In my judgment 
a librarian, with an intelligent man to aid him, is all that is neces- 
sary. With this force we have got along heretofore, and I think we 
can hereafter. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 
the words “ being the same amount of salary paid to assistant libra- 
rians of the House of Representatives.” Ido not want it to appear 
that we are doing this because the House have done it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have no objection to striking that out. 

The amendment was d to. 

The VICE-PRESID. . Shall the resolution be engrossed and 
read a third time? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the 

The yeas and nays were ord 
31, nays 22; as follows: 


eas and nays. 
; and being taken, resulted—yeas 


YEAS—31. 
Bailey, Davis of W. Va. J see j 

a., on 
Bayard wea, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Burnside, 'arloy, Kellogg, Vance, 
Butler, ton, Lamar, Walker, 
Cameron of Wis, Hereford, bras iae With 
Coke, " ‘Hill of Georgia, Pryor, = 

NAYS—22, 
Beck, Ferry, Maxey, V. 
Booth, a Garland, M A 
Cockrell, Kernan, Windom. 
Conkling, Kir 8 
Edmunds, MeMillan, Teller. 

ABSENT—23. 

Anthony, Eaton, Plumb, 
Baldwin, Gordon, Jones of Nevada, Sauls’ A 
Blaine, Groome, gan, Sharon, 
Blair, Grover, Mo: Thurman, 
Bruce, Hill of Colorado, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Pendleton, 


So the resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
The resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 


ADAMS, its 5 that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1153) to restore to 


the public domain a part of the mili reservation known as the 
Fort Ripley reservation, in the State of Minnesota, and for other pur- 
The m also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 


No. 1229) to authorize and direct the Commissioner of iculture to 
attend, in person or by deputy, the international sheep and wool show, 
to be held in the Centennial buildings, Fairmount Park, Philadelphi 
in September, A. D. 1880, and to make a full and complete report o 
the same, and for other purposes. 


NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will now proceed with the 
call of the Calendar of General Orders under the standing order of 


the day. 

The yi (S. No. 1282) to incorporate the National Educational Asso- 
ciation was announced as being first in order upon the Calendar, and 
its consideration was resumed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall this bill be en- 

for a third reading ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to have the bill as amended read be- 
fore we vote. Ihave been absent during the course of the debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill as amended will be reported, 
and then the Chair will recognize the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, if there is any subject over 
which Congress gogh; to be careful in its legislation, it is in creating 
8 Of all the corporations proposed to be created, so far 
as I know or ever heard of, I think the one authorized by this bill is 
ae. 2 remarkable. a IE 

e first section names a great many persons and says they s 
be a corporation, with a certain name, “in the District of Columbia, 
for the p of collecting and diffusing information in d to 
education in the United States, and for no other p e.” ere is 
no doubt that Congress has full power, under that clause of the Con- 
stitution which gives it exclusive legislation over the District of Co- 
inita to do anything it pleases to promote education in this Dis- 
trict. It has the same power that a State Legislature has over the 
same subject in the State. But the bill shows upon its face that the 
location of the corporation is put in the District of Columbia for a 
blind, and that the purpose of the corporation is to carry on a busi- 
ness not connected with the District of Columbia, and so the encroach- 
ment on the Constitution is the more dangerous because it is dishon- 
est. If it were proposed by Congress to establish a corporation of the 
United States to attend to education in New York, Massachusetts, or 
any other State, I presume every one would concede that it was un- 
constitutional. No matter how important the subject of education 
may be, it is not a subject committed to this Government, and unless 
committed by express words or by reasonable implication we have no- 
control over it, we have no right to further it, to hinder it, or to do 
anything whatever in regard toit. To establish a corporation, there- 
fore, which is to take charge of or do anything whatever in connee- 
tion with education in the States, is entirely beyond our jurisdiction. 

Nor does it make any difference that the corporation is located, or, 
as a lawyer might say, that it has its habitat, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, if its parpose and a is one not given to us by the Con- 
stitution. If this read “for the p of collecting and diffusing 
information in re to education in the District of Columbia,” no 
matter what might be said in regard to other provisions of the bill 
y wond be clearly within our power, so far as that is a subject of 
e ion. 

r. BLAINE, The honorable Senator does not pretend that that 
was the construction given to the Constitution by its own framers ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not pretend anything about it; I assert 
that it was and is the construction given to it by all good lawyers. 

Mr. BLAINE. On what ground, then, did General Washington rec- 
ommend the establishment of a national university for the diffusion 
of education and know 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not know that the framers of the Consti- 
aoe had anything to do with that recommendation of General 

ashington. 

Mr. BLAINE. He was one of the framers, a 8 large framer. 
He had a pretty large hand in it, and he was surrounded by the men 
who framed i 

Mr. CARPENTER. I will get through in a moment, if you please, 
and then give you the floor. 

Mr. B . I do not want it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I would rather the Senator would make his 
speech on his own account than on mine. 

The pw of this bill is set out in the bill itself. It is “ to col- 
lect and diffuse information in re; to education,” uot in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, but in the United States. Now, preeisely what is 
meant by “collecting and diffusing information in regard A educa- 
cation,” I do not understand. These corporators are not to educate 
anybody; they are not to educate pupils; they are not to educate 
teachers. 2 are “ to collect and diffuse information in regard to 
education.” e only question which I should suppose was fairly 


t-— 


committed to this corporation under that provision—and a very im- 
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portant, though not very dificult question—is : Is education a good 
thing to have? That would be “information in regard to education.” 
vo not educate anybody, because evérybody knows that much 


y- 

The second section is that they may hold real estate in the District 
of Columbia. Why is that restriction that they shall hold real estate 
in the District of Columbia? If we have power to establish a na- 
tional college, a national university, why restrict them to property in 
the District of Columbia? Is it not apparent from the ver: sheet 
ogy of this bill that it is an attempt on the part of its friends to crowd 
upon the Constitution, to pretend to locate the corporation in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and to give it jurisdiction and powers throughout 
the United States and that on a subject not committed to the Federal 
Government? 

If it were in regard to commerce or in regard to any other Federal 
1 would be no objection; but the subject of education is 
as much excluded from the powers of Congress as the subject of re- 
ligien. One is expressly excluded, and the other is excluded by the 
tenth amendment to the Constitution which says we shall have no 
powers except those which are granted by the instrament; and when 
you pass an act looking to education in the States you have no war- 
rant for it except to say that it will be useful to do it. Well, if Con- 
gress has power to pass any law which it believes would be useful in 
its operations to the people of the United States, there is an end of 
the question and there is an end of the restrictions which the Consti- 
tution places upon our power. 

The third section provides “ that twenty-five members of the Na- 
tional Educational Association shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of business.” The second section provides that they may 
make their own constitution, by-laws, &c. e only specific duty 
imposed upon this corporation is enough to make a practical man 
stagger : 

And whenever called upon by any department of the Government shall investi- 
gate and report upon any educational subject. 

And considering that nothing that is very valuable is obtained in 
this world for nothing, asa practical commentary upon this bill, its 
framers add to this clause the words: “ without compensation for 
such services.” If anybody supposes that this Government is to be 
enlightened by a corporation which is to do this without pay then, 
I am satisfied that the millennium has come or is fast coming and will 
soon come after this bill becomes a law. 

Indeed, Mr. President, in every view of it that I can take, the bill 
in the first place is unconstitutional, totally beyond our power to 
pass, and in the next place it isa burlesque upon the charter of a cor- 
poration, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to ask him 
‘sere ee the act founding the Smithsonian Institution is unconstitu- 
tiona 

Mr. CARPENTER. I have not any particular opinion on that sub- 
ject, never havjng thought of it or investigated it. 

Mr. HOAR. “It occurred to me that possibly in forming the opinion 
he has now expressed the Senator might have considered that question. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It is a very easy thing to justify any action that 
Congress wants to take, if it is a sufficient justification to say that 
Congress has done such a thing. Ido not know where would be the 
limit of our power if we can first do a thing and then the next day 
justify doing it because we did it the day before. 

As to the constitutionality of the bill in regard to the Smithsonian 
Institution, I have nothing to say. Ihave had no connection with 
that subject ; I never thought of it, and never examined it, and have 
no opinion to express upon it. If I had any, I should give it cheer- 
fully. But as to this bill, which on its very face declares that this cor- 
poration, although to be located in the District of Columbia, is for 
the national interest of education—ednueatien throughout the United 
States—I pronounce it unconstitutional. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. The Sen- 
ate proceeds to the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senate will consent to take the vote upon 
this bik. I do not desire to discuss it in the least. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there unanimous consent that this bill 
be further considered at this time? 

Mr. WHYTE. Regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded, which 
is the consideration of the unfinished business. 


GENEVA AWARD FUND. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving and continuing the court 
of commissioners of Alabama claims, and for the distribution of the 
unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award, the pending question 
being on the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 17th instant. 

Mr. KERNAN, Mr, President, the tribunal of arbitration, under 
the treaty of Washington, awarded $15,500,000 as compensation for 
a 8 incu by Great Britain for injuries committed by 
rebel cruise: 


rs. The amount of this award was paid by Great Britain 
to the Government of the United States. The tribunal decided that 
Great Britain was in fault, and that by the law of nations she was 
liable to make compensation for the property of American citizens 
destroyed by the cruisers Alabama and Florida and their tenders, and 
the Shenandoah after she left the port of Melbourne. 
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As is well known, claims to a large amount owned by uninsured 

es, whose vessels or merchandise had been captured or destroyed 

y these cruisers, were presented to and considered and allowed by 

thetribunal. There is no dispute that these claims constituted a part 

of the damages awarded; and without serious opposition they have 

been paid by the United States, out of the money awarded and re- 
ceived, to the uninsured claimants. 

The claims of the insurers who had insured vessels and 
which were destroyed by the three cruisers, against war risks, an 

aid the insurance to the owners, were also presented to the tribunal. 

hese claims were allowed by the tribunal, and made a part of the 
amount awarded against Great Britain. These insurers have not re- 
ceived anything on account of their claims; and one of the import- 
ant questions involved in the measure under consideration is whether 
these insuxers of vessels and cargoes destroyed by the three cruisers, 
who paid the owners as upon a total loss, are entitled to receive the 
amount they paid out of this money awarded against and paid by 
Great Britajn to the United States Government. 

The majofity of the committee report in favor of providing for the 
payment out of this money of the claims of the insurers to the amounts 
paid by them to the owners on account of the vessels and ca de- 
stroyed by the three cruisers for which Great Britain was held liable. 

I am of the opinion that these insurers stand precisely in the shoes, 
psf the position as to the money awarded which the insured owners 
would have occupied had they not been insured. If this be so, the 
insurers have a legal right to the payment of their claims out of this 
fund as clear as that of the uninsured owners who have been paid. I 
admit they have not a legal remedy to coerce the United States to 
pay over the money to them, but I insist that they occupy a position 
which by the rules of law a to the facts of the case give 
them a mete to 8 of their claims out of the fund before an 
portion of it is distributed to claimants whose claims were ee 
as invalid by the tribunal which made the award. 

Sir, I insist that where property insured is core ey captured, or 
destroyed, and the insurer pays the insured owner as for a “total loss,” 
the insurer is by law placed in the exact position he would occupy 
had the insured owner assigned by the most perfect assignment to 
him the property and all chances and eve) of obtaining remunera- 
tion or indemnity for the loss. This is the law in England, and this 
is the law in this country, and it has been settled by the adjudica- 
tions in both countries for years. 

I beg leave to call the attention of Senators to the decision of the 
United States Supreme Court in the case of Comegys vs. Vasse, found 
in 1 Peters, page 193. This case was decided in 1828. I will first 


read the head-note by the reporter: 
The law dbs to the act of abandonment to underwriters, when ted, all 
the effects w 


ich the most accurately drawn assignment daccomplish. The 
underwriter then stands in the place of the insured, and becomes legally entitled 
to all that can be recovered from destraction. 


I know it is claimed that this means only that which can be recov- 
ered from the property or the proceeds of the preperty; but I will 
show that this court and other courts mean no such thing. Jus- 
tice Story, who delivered the opinion in this case, at page 214, says: 


By the act of abandonment, the insured renounces and ds up to the under- 
writer all his right, title, and claims, to what may be saved; and leaves it to him 
to make the most of it, for his own benefit. The underwriter then stands in the 

lace of the insured, and becomes ly entitled to all that can be rescued from 
3 This is the lan, of the elementary writers, and is fully borne 
out by Mr. Marshall and Mr. Park, in their treatises on insurance. (Marshall on 
Insurance, book 1, article 14; Park on Insurance, chapter 9, pages 228, 279.) 

“Where,” (says Mr. Marshall.) “asin case of capture, thing insured, and 
every part of it, is completely gone out of the power of the 3 is just and 
proper that he should recover at once, as for a total loss, and leave the spes reouper- 

ï to the insurer, who will have the benefit of a rer) or of any other acci- 
dent, by which the thing may be recovered.” Mr. Park uses eqaally strong lan- 
ge; he says the insu has a right to call upon the underwriter for a total 
and, of edurse, to abandon as soon as he hears of such a calamity having hap- 
ed; his claim to an indemnity not being at all suspended by the chance of a 
uture recovery of part of the K lost; because by the abandonment that 
chance devolves upon the und ters.” It is very clear, that neither of these 
learned writers meant to confine these remarks to cases where the specific property 
itself, or its proceeds, were restored; for the whole current of their reasoning, in 
the context, goes to show that whatever may be afterward recovered or received, 
whether in the course of judicial proceedings or otherwise, as a compensation for 
the loss, belongs to the underwriters. 


I read further what was decided in this case in 1 Peters from the 
head-note by the reporter : 


It is clear, that the right to compensation for damages and injuries, to which 
citizens of the United States were eutitled, and which, under the treaty with Spain, 
were to be the subjects of compensation, passed by abandonment to the under- 
writers npon property, which had been seized or captured. 

The right to indemnity for an unjust capture, on the sovereign; whether vo- 
mediable in his own courts, or by his own extraordinary interposition, or grants 
upon private petition, or npon public negotiation; is a right attached to the owner- 
the peeks itself, and passes by cession to the account of the ultimate 


5 T; an assignable to the person to whom it had been ceded. 
The language of the court in its opinion in the case is substantially 
what is embodied in the head-notes, that every right or chance of in- 


demnity against the loss, whether from the property or its proceeds, 
or from a foreign government by negotiation, passes to the insurer who 
paid for the property captured or destroyed. And where, as in the 
case under consideration, the government of the party injured pre- 
sented his claim to a foreign government alleged to be in fault for 

ayment, and a tribunal is constituted by the two governments to 

ecide upon the validity of the claim, and itis decided that the claim 
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18 well founded and the amount is paid Py ei A nat rte in default 
to the government of the party on whose the claim was made, 
surely that government is! y and morally bound to over the 
money to the party who was the legal owner of the claim collected 
and on whose account it was paid. 

By the act of 1874, Congress decided that the uninsured owners 
whose property was destroyed by the three cruisers were by law and 

ustice entitled to payment out of this fund. By the same rules the 
nsurers who paid owners of insured property destroyed are as matter 
of legal right entitled to payment from this fund. 

Mr. J ONE , of Florida. Does the honorable Senator contend that 
there is a distinction between the case of a legal and an illegal capt- 
ure? The case in 1 Peters was clearly a case of an illegal capture, 
as I understand. 

Mr. KERNAN. That is avery long case; I have read it all 2 
All ask of as good a lawyer as my friend from Florida is that he 
examine that case and the authorities therein cited, and he will be 
satisfied, I think, that the settled law is that where the citizen of one 
country by the omission to perform its duty 3 to the law of 
nations by a foreign government has suffered a direct loss by the de- 
struction of his property, if his own government does what it right- 
fully may, calls on the foreign government to indemnify the citizen 
for the property destroyed and the foreign government responds by 
8 for the loss to the government of the citizen wronged, the 

tter or his legal representative is in law and equity the owner and 
entitled to receive from his government the money that is paid over. 
It was the right and duty of his government to present his claim. If 
it does so, and it is allowed and paid, his own government cannot right- 
fully then say to him, “ We will keep this money, or give it to others.” 
No, sir; it should be paid to those, whether uninsured owners of, or 
insurers who have paid for the property captured or destroyed, on 
account of whom the money was received from the foreign govern- 
ment. 

In the case under consideration the United States Government pre- 
sented the claim of the insurers who had paid for property destroyed ; 
and also presented the claims of others to a tribunal which by treaty 
it was stipulated should give a final judgment on all the claims, That 
tribunal decided that Great Britain was liable for the destruction by 
these three cruisers of the property of citizens of the United States. 
The claims of the insurers of property destroyed which they had paid 
for were presented and proved before the tribunal; the counsel for 
Great Britain conceded these insurers were by law entitled to indem- 
nity and payment if the owners would have been had they not been 
insured. The American Government at the same time presented the 
claims of the war-premium claimants to the tribunal and urged their 
validity. But the tribunal decided expressly that Great Britain was 
not liable by the law of nations for these claims, these indirect losses, 
and “excluded them,” in the language of the record, from examina- 
tion and computation in arriving at the sum awarded. Isay it will 
not do for our Government to receive the money under that award, 
to take the value of the property destroyed, claimed by and allowed 
on account of uninsured owners, and claimed by and allowed on account 
of insurers who had paid for it to the ins owners, and then turn 
round and say to the insurers “we will not pay any of this money to 
fom although we have received it on account of and for your claims; 

ut we will give it cr eee claimants” who were held by the 
tribunal to have no valid against Great Britain, and on account 
of whose claims not a penny was included in the sum awarded and 
paid to the United States Government. 

Of course every tid tae in this country has at t for the 
opinion of Chancellor Kent. Chancellor Kent, in the third volume of 
his Commentaries, at page 319, says: n 

In case of abandonment as for a total loss the insurer stands in the place of the 
ee takes the subject to himself with all the chances of recovery and indem- 


This is from a modern edition, the twelfth. If gentlemen will look 
at the notes to that edition they will find the cases showing a uni- 
form current of decisions in accordance with this settled rule of law. 
I also call attention to the statement of the law on this subject by Mr. 
Webster, a great lawyer. In discussing the very questions which we 
have under consideration he said: 


recove! 
the from captors, or from the justice of 

for the benefit of the underwriter. 3 
Now, let it be borne in mind that I do not dispute that there is 
power in the Government of the United States to say “We will pay 
this just as we please and to what party we please; we will not 
give it tothe parties whose claims we presented and urged and which 
were allowed and paid.“ But I deny that the United States Govern- 
ment can rightfully do this. No gentleman, in my opinion, can ex- 
amine the case and doubt that the amount of the award was based on 
an allowance by the tribunal of the claims of the individual owners of 
property which was uninsured and destroyed by the three cruisers and 
claims of the underwriters who had i property destroyed by 
these cruisers and paid the owners for it. Therefore I say, no matter 
whether the insurers could have sued Great Britain or not or whether 
they had any sort of proceeding against her to enforce payment or 
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not, the United States Government elaimed that she was in fault; 
thatshe contributed to these losses by neglecting her duty as a neutral 
to the United States which were at war with the Confederate States; 
that she permitted their cruisers to be fitted out in her harbors, and 
allowed them to go forth upon the ocean to commit these depredations. 
We claimed that she was liable by the law of nations to satisfy not 
only the wrongs done the United States as a government by the de- 
struction of its property by these cruisers, but that she was bound’ 
to pay the losses which fell upon our citizens by the destruction of 
their property by these cruisers. Great Britain was bound to doa 
duty which she did not perform. The tribunal so hold as to these 
three cruisers But the tribunal allowed no damage and no award of 
money was made except for what was done by these three cruisers 
and the tenders of two of them. From 1862-63 on, our Government 
assumed the responsibility of sending to the British government the 
claims for the losses of the uninsured and of the insurers who had 
paid the losses of their assured. The parties furnished claims for 
their losses in detail with the n evidence. Our Government 
called upon them to do so that they might be laid before the author- 
ities of Great Britain for settlement and payment prior to the treaty. 
and before the tribunal after it was constituted for adjudication and 
payment. The United States Government in presenting these private 
claims of her citizens and insisting upon their payment was acti 
in the line of its duty to have justice done to its citizens who coul 
look to it alone to enforce justice in their behalf from Great Britain. 
If the parties whose private claims were paid by Great Britain to 
the Government of the United States do not receive the money, they 
do not get justice. Which government is in fault? Certainly not 
that of Great Britain. 

I hold in my hand a circular issued in 1865 by the Secretary of State 
of the United States calling upon all citizens who had been injured 
by the action of foreign governments to present their claims. It 
says among other things: 

It is T that the interposition of this Government with the foreign govern- 
ment against which the claim is presented should be requested in 8 
to avoi ible objection to the jurisdiction of a future commission on the 
ground of the generality of the claim. 

The circular gives rules where vessels were destroyed or their car- 
Foes, as to the character of evidence that ought to be furnished. 

hereafter, in 1871, the treaty was made under which the Geneva 
tribunal was organized to settle all the claims public and private, 
public claims of the United States Government and private claims ot 
individuals. The State Department sent out another circular in 1871 
after the treaty was made, quoting a part of the language of the treaty 
which I will read, that we may see whether we, the United States 
Government, can rightfully or with honor now turn around upon the 
parties who did furnish their claims and put them in the hands of 
the Government to be presented to the tribunal, whether this Govern- 
ment can now, after the claims have been presented and have been 
adjudicated to be valid claims against Great Britain by the law of 
nations, and have been included in the amount of the award which 
has been paid over, say “we will not pay the money to you insurers 
of property destroyed and paid for by you and whose claims were 
allowed and paid to us; we will not pay FOR, yon are rich—you made 
money in your business as insurers;” but we will use the money to pay 
claims of other parties which Great Britain by the tribunal was held 
not to be liable for, and which claims the tribunal rejected. I ask 
the Secretary to read the circular which I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMEST OF STATE, 
—. $ 
Sin: I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the — instant and ii 
josures, 


inel: 
In , Linclose a 
2 Reet and general 


nieporadnie bene pote 


claims growing out of the acts itted by the several vessels which have given 
rise to the s generically known as the claims, which may be pre- 
sented to the t in time to enable it to do so. Persons desiring to lod 


partmen 
claims in the Department for that pes plus pra anA te Sean armas Gone 
such form and sustained VVT 
creepy gy ie tee tates ex- 
pines on ine ie 5 rs 
sir, very res , your o servan 
= = HAMILTON FISH, 
Secretary. 


Mr. KERNAN. You will observe that claimants are called upon, 
invited, notified to present claims to the Secretary of State after 
treaty was made. claims? In the language of the treaty, as 
quoted in this circular— 

All claims growing out of the acts committed by the several vessels which have 
given rise to the claims generically known as the Alabama claims. 

And the Government, in its capacity as the Government of the 
United States, had received from its citizens the claims of uninsured 
owners of pro destroyed, and of insurers of property destroyed 
which they paid for to the owners. How were these claims treated 


by our Government? As claims that the Government was to exact 
payment of, and then put the money in the Treasury and not pay it 
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over to the claimants? No, sir; they were treated as claims which 
our Government had a right to exact from Great Britain on account 


of pro destroyed by the cruisers, for the benefit of uninsured 
owners and of insurers who had paid for that which they had insured. 

The President of the United States, in his message of December 5, 
1870, before the treaty, recommended to Congress that there should 
þe a settlement made with the owners of these claims. His language 
is: 


Se that the Government shall have the ownership of the private claims, as well 
as the responsible control of all the demands against Great Britain, 

Our Government had claims in her own right; there were also pri- 
vate claims; and the President, to facilitate negotiations, sug; 
that the Government should buy the private claims, settle with the 
ewners of them, and get all the claims in its own hands as owner, 
so that the Government could deal with the government of Great 
Britain as owner of them all; and yet now it is said, and said with 
great sincerity I doubt not, that the Government can do with this 
money just as it pleases. I admit it can asa matter of mere power, 
for the Government cannot be prosecuted in a court except by its 
own consent. Congress did not see fit to purchase these claims of 
the owners. On the contrary, it invited its citizens to send them in 
that they might be urged for payment by Great Britain. Payment 
for whom? Payment through the Government to the parties who 
actually and legally owned the claims. 

Now, I ask the attention of Senators to what our agent and counsel 
did before the tribunal. You will find what I refer to in the first 
volume of the papers relating to this transaction at Geneva. At the 
close of the case made for the United States by their counsel, an 
argument of great clearness and power, at page 185, top-paging, the 
counsel say—what? 

The claims as stated by the American commissioners may be classified as follows: 

1. The claims for direct losses growing out of the destruction of vessels and their 
cargoes by the insurgent cruisers. 

That isone class. That would include cases where a United States 
Government vessel or property was destroyed 5 the cruisers; also 
claims by uninsured owners of property destroyed by the cruisers, and 
also the claims of insurers, underwriters who had paid the owners for 
their property which had been insured and destroyed by the cruisers, 

What were the other classes? Because I wish to show what the 
tribunal awarded upon and what were the claims rejected and ex- 
olnded. The other claims presented by the United States to the tri- 
bunal were, (I read from the same page above referred to:) 

2. The national expenditures in the pursuit of those cruisers. 
3. The loss in the transfer of the American commercial marine to the British flag. 

4. The enhanced payments of insurance. 

5. The gation of the war and the addition of a large sum to the cost of the 
war and suppression of the rebellion. 

The above fourth class covers what are called claims for war pre- 
miums—claims of parties who insured their property against the war 
risks, but whose property was not destroyed or captured by the cruisers. 

The representatives of our Government presented these claims. 
They stated that they furnished the evidence in all its detail of the 
various claims, and they asked an award in or of a round sum; 
and on what ground did they ask this? Was there any idea su ted 
that the money which was awarded in the gross sum for the destruc- 
tion of a vessel was to be put into the Treasury and kept? Not at 
all; they stated to the tribunal why they made this request. I read 
from the printed case.. They there say that— 

They earnestly hope that the tribunal will exercise the power conferred upon it 
to award a sum in gross to be paid by Great Britain to the United States. 

For the treaty provided that the tribunal might, if it held Great 
Britain liable, award the amount to be paid in or send it to a 
board of assessors to ascertain and report the amount in detail. Our 
commissioner asked them earnestly to award a sum in gross to the 
United States to cover all the claims allowed; and they state the 
reason. I continue from the printed case: 

The . of which the United States complain were committed many years 
since. © Ori, wrongs to the sufferers by the acts of the insurgent cruisers 
have been increased by the delay in making re tion. It will be unjust to im- 

farther delay pact | the mse of po Si. ig claims to another tribunal, if 
evidence which the United States have the honor to present for the considera- 
tion of these arbitrators shall prove to be sufficient to enable them to dotermine 
what sum in would be a just compensation to the United States for the injuries 
and losses of which they complain. 

There were two classes of claims, those which belonged to the Gov- 
ernment for the destruction of any property owned by the Govern- 
ment, and also the private claims, where they say the original wrong 
to the sufferers by the act of the cruisers was enhanced very much by 
the long delay and that it was a hardship to make them wait any 


longer. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator allow me a question? I 
desire to know whether he thinks a citizen of one country can have 
any claim against another political power, or even against his own 
sovereign, for a capture of his property on the high seas according to 
the law of nations? 

Mr. KERNAN. My notion is that an act of war gives the citizen 
no right; but the United States and Great Britain in this whole mat- 
ter proceeded upon the theory that the latter had committed no act 
of war against the United States. She would not have conceded 
that she was a belligerent of ours and paid d The whole 
matter proceeds on the assumption that she was a neutral, that she 


neglected certain duties she as a neutral owed us, we being a bellig- 


erent en in war with others, and that her neglect enabled the 
other belli nt power to do the act of war for which we could have 
no re tion by the law of nations from this other belligerent. If 


my friend, who is able and whom I respect so much, and whose judg- 
ment I respechs will look into the arguments before the tribunal he 
will find that they were all based on duties of England as a neutral 
and her omission to fulfill them. I am not going to take time to argue 
with him, but if he will examine he will find that when England and 
France were at war in the last century England complained that the 
United States, which was a neutral, did not do its duty, and allowed 
cruisers to be fitted ont and aided in our ports, and to escape and to 
be used as French cruisers, which peeves on British commerce. She 
claimed the United States were liable for the damages done by these 
French cruisers to the property of her citizens, and the treaty of 1794 
made provision for ascertaining and paying these damages. This 
was done. Mr. Adams cites this to the British government in his 
letters about these claims before the treaty. e claim ot Great 
Britain against the United States in 1794 was not for an act of war, 
but for our neglect of our duty as a neutral, she being at war with 
France. The position and e of the United States out of which 
the treaty of 1871 arose were the same—Great Britain maintained 

inst the United States in 1794—in each case the party complained 
of was a neutral and held responsible because she was a neutral. 

When interrupted I was proceeding to show how our Government 
proceeded at Geneva. Ours is an honest, honorable Goverament, 
and does not mean to cheat anybody and get money by false pre- 
tenses. If you look at volume 7 of the Geneva papers, page 116, 
you will find we presented “claims on behalf of the Government of 
the United States.” You will find among them claims for indemnit 
for prolonging the war, claims for loss by the transfer of the Ameri- 
can commercial marine to the British flag. You will also find that our 
representatives made and laid before the tribunal a detailed state- 
ment of expenses incurred bime United States in fitting out ves- 
sels to cruise for the Alabama, Florida, and other insurgent cruisers.” 
These were claims made by the United States as a nation. 

The tribunal decided that these claims could not be recovered. 
They were rejected. Onr representatives also presented the claims 
of private parties. In this same volume 7, page 3, we find: 

List of the claims filed with the Department of Sta out of the acts 


te, 
committed by the several vessels, which have given rise to the claims generally 


known as the Alabama claims. 


Then follow tothe end of the volume the claims of private parties— 
of the uninsured owners, of the insurers, and also at page cexxxiii, 
the “claims for increased war premiums, paid by owners to protect 
themselves against the capture of their property by the several in- 
surgent cruisers,” all presented on behalf of owners with no sogge 
tion to any one that if we got the money the Government would not 
pay it to the parties in whose name and for the destruction of whose 
property it had urged this claim and received the award. 

So it is plain and clear, I submit, that the United States Govern- 
ment presented these private claims of the uninsured owners and of 
the insurers who stood exactly where the owners would have stood if 
they had not been insured for and on behalf of these claimants. They 
were pressed as such upon the consideration of the tribunal, and not 
as claims owned by the United States. What did the tribunal hold? 
The tribunal held that none of the claims except those for direct 
losses embraced in the first class above mentioned could be allowed, 
and rejected those embraced in the other four Masses. Early, before 
the tribunal entered upon the investigation of the details of claims, 
they rejected the third, fourth, and fifth classes, those for the loss of 
our commerce, for the war premiums, for the enhanced expenses of 
the war. They did, then, entertain the second class, which was for 
the national e in pursuing the cruisers; but you will find that 
afterward and before the award was a; upon or made they ex- 
cluded the second class entirely as they had the third, fourth, and 
fifth classes. 

The question arose first as to the three following classes of claims 
presented by the representatives of the United States, namely: 

First, The losses in the transfer of the American commercial marine to the 
British ak 

Second, The enhanced payments of insurance; and 

Third, The 8 of the war and the addition of a large sum to the cost 
of the war and the suppression of there ion. 

These are the classes of claims numbered above 3, 4, and 5. 

The decision of the tribunal will be found in its proceedin 
ume 4, pages 19 and 20, of 1 Relating to the Treaty of 
ton. ey there state as follows: 

This being so, the arbitrators think it right to state that, after the most careful 

rusal of all that has been urged on the part of the Government of the United 
States in respect of these olaims, they have arrived, individually and collectively, 
at the conclusion that, claims do not constitute, upon the principles of inter- 
national law applicable to such cases, good foundation for an award of compensa- 
tion or computation of damages between nations, and should, upon such principles, 
be haere d excluded from the consideration of the tribunal in making its award, 


even if there were no disagreement between the two governments as to the compe- 
tency of the tribunal to decide thereon. 


They excluded the war-premium claims. They did it when our 
counsel had urged everything they could in their favor. They ad- 
coward over fora day or two; and thereupon, our commissioners 

ving consulted this Government as to what should be done after 
the tribunal had stated what was their individual and collective 


in vol- 
ashing- 
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judgment as to the law of nations, that these were not claims that 
could) be allowed, Mr. Bancroft Davis stated as follows, (see same, 
volume 4, page 21:) 

The declaration made by the tribunal, individually and collectively, respecting 


the claims ted by the United States for the award of the tribunal, for, first, 
marine to the British ; 


The claims for war premiums the tribunal expressly rejected and 
excluded, and not one penny was given by the award for or on ac- 
count of any of these claims. Later, and before the award was made, 
the tribunal announced to the commissioners of the two governments 
that they had also excluded and rejected the second class of claims, 
namely, “the national expenditure in the pursuit of these cruisers.” 
That left for them to award only money for the destruction of pro- 
perty owned by the United States or owned by individuals, according 
to the rules of law. 

We laid before the tribunal the claims made by the uninsured own- 
ers of property destroyed by the three cruisers and claims by insurers 
who had paid the insured owners for pro destroyed by the three 
cruisers. What did the counsel of the British government say then 
before the decision? What did they say to the tribunal in reference 
to the claims that we are asked now to refuse to pay to the insurers? 
Iwill read a single sentence on page 385, volume 2, from the argument 
of the counsel for Great Britain : 

The American insurance companies, who have paid the owners as for a total 
loss, are, in our opaa entitled to be subrogated to the rights of the latter, ac- 

-known principle that an underwriter who has paid as fora 
total loss 1 rapes the rights of the assured in respect of the subject-matter of in- 
surance. This ciple was lained and acted on in the well-known English 
cases of Randall vs. Cochran, 1 Ves. Sen., 98, and the Quebec Fire Insurance Com- 
many ee Saint Louis, 7 Moore, P. C., 286, and is well recognized by the courts of 


Now, Mr. President, we have come down precisely to this state of 
facts: These claims were made on behalf of the uninsured owners 
and the insurers during the war by our representative. Mr. Adams, 
laying them before the proper British officers, saying “the United 
States will feel bound to claim and insist that you shall pay the dam- 
ages these parties have sustained. We hand you now in the day of it a 
statement of the claim of the uninsured owner or insurer, and shall 
insist that the claim be paid. Then, by treaty, the two governments 
established later a tribunal to decide all claims made. The United 
States Government presented claims on behalf of the United States 
and on behalf of private parties. We went before that tribunal, hav- 
ing called on our citizens to furnish at their own expense the evi- 
dence of their claims to be laid before the tribunal. The tribunal 
reject every claim except the claims for direct injuries, and make no 
award for any other claims. The British counsel concede what I 
have argued to-day from our own law-books—that the insurer stood 
precisely in the shoes of the owner whose property had been de- 
stroyed and which he paid for. The tribunal made an award of a 
gross sum, not for the reason sometimes claimed, but for the reason 
on which this was asked by the counsel for the United States, and 
because we had furnished evidence that was satisfactory as to de- 
tails and amounts. These private claimants had suffe 


of this table, found 
ings: 
Estimate of Mr. Staempfli for the determination of a sum in gross. 


wages 
25 per cent. on 


Prospective profit and interrup- ? 
. o value of 
ls 


tion of voyage. 


This table appears in the proceedings of the tribunal of the 2d of 
September, 1872. In the proceedings of the same day, on page 46 of 
volume 4, is another tablefooting at $10,121,044. In these two tables no 
interest was included. The tribunal decided to allow interest on the 
claims. Addinginterest and the amount, taking either of these tables, 


would be about fifteen and a half millions, and they agreed upon an 
award for that sum on the 2d of September, the ony on which these 
gs. 


tables were before them and entered in their p: 

Now, I submit that it is demonstrable from the proceedings that 
the claims for which the award was made, and without which we 
should have had but a trifling amount aw were, first, the value 


of | Of the property destroyed, which was uninsured, and second, ther 


amount which was claimed by insurance companies which had paid 
the insured owners of property destroyed as for a total loss. 

The tribunal rejected the claims for war premiums; and yet we 
are asked to refuse to pay the claimants whose claims were allowed 
and paid and give the money to the war premium claimants whose 
claims were Sy ae In my judgment we cannot in accordance with 
law or sqan o this. I cannot give a vote to take the money from 
those (whether they are rich or poor) on account of whose pro rty 
destroyed this money wasawarded and paid by England to the Uni 
States Government, and give it to parties whose claims on the British 

vernment were rejected as invalid by ourown tribunal. When we 

epart from the rules of law applicable to the case and the subject- 
matter, and attempt to distribute this money according to our notions 
of the needs of claimants or the hardships of particular cases, we 
abandon the only just and safe guide we have for the proper distri- 
bution of this money. My judgment is that the logic of this case is 
precisely this: either this money should be kept in the Treasury for 
the common benefit of the people of the United States, or it should be 
paid to the owners of property uninsured which was destroyed, and 
to the insurers of property destroyed by the three cruisers who paid 
the owners of such property as for a totalloss, These insurers are by 
law entitled to payment as clearly as were the uninsured owners who 
have been paid. n if there is any of the fund left it can be dis- 
tributed to the sufferers by the other cruisers than the three or such 
others who suffered indirect damage, as Con shall direct. But 
to decide that we will not pay the parties who have a legal right to 
the fund for the destruction of whose property it was received, that 
we will not pay these insurance companies the money that we received 
on their claims, is in my judgment a violation of the legal and moral 
duty of this Government. We will occupy an awkward position if 
we decide that we will not pay this money to parties whose claims 
were allowed by the 8 and we will give it to parties whose 
claims were rejected as invalid. The Government of the United 
States ought not to oceupy such a position before the world. 

Iadmit these claimants cannot compel the Government to pay over 
to them; but is there not a duty on the Government—a duty in morals 
as well as a duty 2 on it by the rules of law—to distribute this 
fund to the parties entitled to it by law? Mr. Cushing, whose opin- 
ion is better than mine—Mr. Cushing, one of the counsel for the United 
States at Geneva, wrote a letter in October, the award having been 
made in September, 1872, a copy of which I have in my hand, and 
what were his views in reference to the duty of our Government and 
to whom this money should go? He had aided in the ment of 
the case; he knew all abont our side of it, for he was one of the lead- 
ing counsel. I will only read a portion of his letter: 

In the case of the “Alabama claims,” however, the United States will have in 
their hands a definite sum of money awarded against England by the tribunal of 
arbitration, and paid over nt Peer to the United States for distribution among 
the interested, acco: g to the award of the tribunal. 

2. In the matter of the “Alabama claims” the agent and counsel of the United 
States presented to the tribunal detailed schedules and estimates of the claims of 
American citizens on account of La erg by confederate cruisers fitted out in or 

ed from ports of Great Britain in violation of public law, setting forth 
the names of vessels captured and the names of parties interested, whether owners 
of ship, freight, or ox officers and seamen, or insurers, and asserting the re- 
sponsibility of Great Britain in the premises. 

He then says: 

e trib place, adju Great Britain to be guilty in res: 
to al nee eae 7 — e po ye Florida and e brine 
Shenandoah after her departure from Melbourne. 

The tribunal, in the second place, examined and scrutinized the schedules and 
estimates of individual losses presented by the United States, and on the inspec- 
tion thereof awarded a sum gross which they conceived to be sufticient (and 
which I think is sufficient) to afford a just indemnity to the injured citizens of the 


United States. 

This gross sum will, within the year, be paid by Great Britain to the United 
States, with interest on any delay. It will received and held by the United 
States as a trust fund. to be distributed among the es inte conformably 
to the tenor and spirit of the award of the tribunal; and the Government will be 
bound to make such distribution I pen tly and justly, by the moral forco of its 
duty of faith to England, and its obligations to fulfill the stipulations of the 
treaty of Washington. 

There is no contingency, uncertainty, or doubt in all this. You and the other 
a in interest may, I do not hesitate to say, rest assured of the honor and good 

aith of the Government of the United States in this respect, with just as much 
of certitude as in the payment of the gold bonds of the Government. 


This is the language of the counsel acting for the Government, 
writing to an interested party right after the award, saying to him, 
“we presented a list of all private claims, the uninsured whose prop- 
erty was destroyed, the insurers who pet for property destroyed, and 
others; the tribunal scrutinized the tables of these losses, and 
awarded a sum sufficient to pay the claims held valid, and you need 
not be afraid; the honor of the Government is a guarantee that a 
distribution in accordance with the award will be made, and not to 
parties whose claims against Great Britain were held by the tribunal 
to be unfounded and rejected.” 

Reference has been made to the case of Rustomjee vs, The Qu 
which it is claimed is an authority in favor of the proposition t 
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the United States Government may rightfully distribute this money 
received from Great Britain to whom it pleases. I will not trouble 
the Senate by a detailed statement of the case. It was decided in 
1876, and is reported in Ist Law Reports Q. Bench, 1875, 1876. It ap- 
ed that Rustomjee was a British subject. When the war broke 
out between China and Great Britain he was a creditor of a Chinese 
‘guild or corporation for a considerable sum. By the war all means 
of collecting his debt was destroyed. In and by the treaty of 
Great Britain exacted and China paid to the government of t 
Britain a sum of money to satisfy the debts of Rustomjee and other 
British subjects. Rustomjee had not been able to get his pay; and 
he instituted the action by a petition of right 5 1 the Queen to 
enforce payment by the judgment of the court. The court held that 
the action or proceeding was not maintainable against the Queen. 
Cockburn, C. J., states these facts in his opinion: “A debt was in- 
curred by one of the members of that guild to the present e 
and his ordinary remedy to get this paid would have been by the pro- 
ceedings established by the existing law of China against the cohong. 
War broke out between this country and China; the cohong was 
abolished; and the remedy which the British subjects, the present 
suppliant among them, would have had under the former state of 
things was swept away.” 

In the treaty of peace it was stipulated that there should be paid 
to Her Majesty’s government a certain amount to make good these 
claims. This amount had been paid by China. Rustomjee had ap- 
plied for payment and did not get it. He then brought what they 
call a petition, something in the nature of a writ of right, to compel 
payment by a judgment of the court. The court decided that the 
proceeding to enforce payment by a judgment against the Queen could 
not be sustained; that she was not a trustee in the sense that a suit 
would lie against her; she was not an agent in that sense. But the 
court does not decide or intimate that it would be right or just for 
Her Majesty’s government not to pay the money over to the parties 
on account of whom it was paid by China. The members of the court, 
while polang there was no remedy in the courts against the Queen 
or the British government to enforce payment, say it was the duty 
of the government to pay the money to the parties for and on account 
of whom it was received from China. Chief-Justice Cockburn says: 

It comes simply to this, that Her Majesty, in order to enable her to see that in- 
justice is not done to her subjects, stipulates for the payment into her hands of a 
sum of money. The distribution of that must be left to Her esty’s discretion. 
No petition of right has ever been held to be applicable to such a case. To my 
mind it is utterly inconsistent with all the constitutional theories of the 
tive of the Crown to suppose that Her Majesty can be coerced by a petition of right 
into doing that justice which, I am quite sure, it will require no petition of right 
to obtain, if the facts and the merits of the case were such as to induce the gov- 
ernment to believe that the claim was a just one. At all events, I think the peti- 
tion of right will not lie, and that that is perfectly clear upon all the ples 
which have ever been applied to alae of right, and all the precedents which 
have hitherto existed in courts of law. 

Justice Blackburn says a little more pointedly: 

I think there is a moral claim that it be given to the 1 which must 


be investigated in the manner in which Her Maj is p! to direct, and the 
ministers who direct it would probably be responsible in Parliament if they did it 


y. 

How “unjustly ?“ If they do not pay the money to the on 
account Be press demand it was aes and e e trom China, 
The other, Justice Lush, says: 

No doubt a duty arose as soon as the money was received to distribute that 
money aaco. e perons toward whose losses it was paid by the Emperor of 
China; but then the distribution, when made, would be, not the act of an agent, 
accounting to a principal, but the actof the sovereign in dispensin, 8 her 
subjects. For any omission of that duty the sovere zu cannot be hel responsible. 
The bility would rest with the advisers of the Crown, and they are respon- 
sible to ent and to Parliament alone. 

It seems to me that this case furnishes high authority that while 
the petition of rights would not lie, while the court could not give 
judgment for and enforce payment of this money which the Queen’s 
government had received on account of these debts from China to the 
subject, yet that there was a moral duty resting on the government 
to do justice by paying the money to the ray on account of whose 
debt or claim it had exacted it from China by negotiation and treaty. 
I insist that this same duty rests upon the United States 3 
and that it fails in doing justice if it does not perform this duty. 
have read with care the able argument of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Hoar.] He concedes that as the committee put the 
case their bill is right; but I understand the point he makes is this, 
that Great Britain did not do any act; it was merely an omission to 
do a duty, and that for such an omission the citizens of the United 
States had no enforceable claim on the British government. I con- 
cede that; but I insist that when our Government does its duty to its 
own citizens, and, as it rightfully may, calls on the British government 
to pay the damages which our citizens have sustained by that omis- 
sion, and the British government consents that if they were guilty 
of that omission of duty they would pay such dam asa tribunal 
should find nst them, and the tribunal having found that tbey 
were guilty of that omission and that by the law of nations they were 
liable to pay for property of our citizens destroyed by the cruisers, and 
the amount of such damages is paid to the United States Government, 
this Government cannot rightfully refuse to pay the money received 
to the parties for and on account of whose just and legal claim it was 

d by the British government and received by ours. Conceding 


argament of my friend, the United States cannot now with justice 


or honor say to these claimants, for and to satisfy whose demands the 
money was awarded and paid: “Great Britain was not liable to you; 
true, we have got the money from her for the damages sustained by 
the destruction through her fault of yr property, but we will not 
pay it to you.” The other part of the proposition was that Great 

ritain was not liable for the destruction of the property of our citi- 
zens, because that was an act of war by the Confederate States; and 
neither the United States nor its citizens could recover damages for an 
act of war. 

Mr. HOAR. Would it be unpleasant for the Senator from New York 
to allow me to ask him a question! 

Mr. KERNAN. Certainly not. Iam speaking about what the Sen- 
ator said, and I will hear him with the greatest pleasure, because I 
may te wrong in stating his position. 

. HOAR. My point, which the Senator states, was this precisely, 
not that from a foreign omission of a public duty of government no 
liability arose, but that from a foreign omission of a public duty of gov- 
ernment no liability arose to a citizen of another State wronged; that 
in the lan of Mr. Adams in 8 his decision the only omis- 
sion was of the diligence due, and that diligence was solely due to 
the sovereignty of this nation. Then I further said that this bein 
declared a thing for which no citizen could have a claim, althoug' 
his dam mig! t measure the claim of his nation, when our nation 

resen it, when the counsel argued it, when the tribunal awarded 
it, when Great Britain resisted it, when Great Britain paid it, when 
we accepted it, each of those public acts was with the distinct and 
emphatic protest, we demand this, we award this, we pay this, we 
take this with the distinct declaration that no citizen has any interest 
in it whatever, and that we do not ask it because any citizen has any 
interest, but solely as a national claim and as a thing due to the 
nation and not to the citizen. 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me to suggest that I do not so understand 
the facts. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the argument, whether the Senator agrees to 
it or not. 

Mr. KERNAN. As I understand from the proceedings before the 
tribunal our counsel asked for a um instead of sending it toa 
board of assessors, not because it was, a claim of our Government, 
and it had a right to take the money as its own, but in their own 
language the original wrongs to the sufferers by the acts of the in- 
surgent cruisers have been increased by the delay in making repara- 
tion,” and it is a great hardship, they further say, to send them 
before another tribunal. 

There was nothing said to the tribunal or to Great Britain by the 
counsel of the United States to the effect that our Government claimed 
the amount to be awarded as ifs own property, and did not intend to 
distribute the same justly to the parties whose claims had been pre- 
sented to and allowed by the tribunal. I have called attention to 
the claims as presented to the tribunal: first, public claims on behalf 
of the United States for pursuing war cruisers and for other national 
expenses and losses to the amount of many millions, and then claims 
for damages and losses, presented on of private citizens, stat- 
ing in detail each p s name and the details of his loss. These 
were certainly presented to the tribunal as private claims and not as 
claims owned by the United States. 

Great Britain and the world understood that the money received 
for these private claims was to be paid by the United States to the 
parties owning them. Mr. Cashing and our other representatives so 
understood; and althongh these real owners have no tribunal to en- 
force their demands as courts enforce judgments, the honor and jus- 
tice of the Government of the United States will protect them from 
wrong. If my friend’s argument is right, then all this money should 
have remained in the Treasury. Why bave we paid the uninsured 
owners? Was it a mere act of charity or was it because it was an 
act of justice and good faith on the part of the Government? If you 
have _ them as an act of justice based upon their legal right, then 
you should pay these insurers who paid for and became the legal 
owners of the claims and of every right and chance of reclamation 
and of indemnity, and whose claims were presented in their names 
to ~ tribunal, allowed as just and included in the amount of the 
award. 

The only logic of the argument of my friend from Massachusetts 
would be to say that no one can have any of this money except as a 
granity, There would have been no award by the arbitrators that 

reat Britain should = anything to this Government upon any such 
theory as is pro ere. They rejected every national claim. 
They rejected your claim for the increased expenses of the war; they 
rejected your claim for the expense of sending out vesseis to pursue 
these cruisers. The tribunal decided that the direct damages done 
to the property of individuals should be paid by Great Britain. She 
had violated her duty as a neutral to the United States and her citi- 
zens, and they made an award, substantially, at all events, based 
upon the amount of these private claims. As my friend [| Mr. BAY- 
ARD] well says to me, the terms of the treaty never recognized na- 
tional reclamation. 

Mr. President, I shall spend no time in answering the argument 
that there are people who are needy and poor, and therefore ought 
to have the money, and that the insurance companies should not 
have their own, because it is said they are rich. there is to be a 
gratuity given to sufferers let it be out of the Treasury of the United 
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States, or out of this money, if you please, after those who show a legal 
title to it have been paid. These stand precisely in law and in morals 
where the uninsured owners who have been paid stood. Let these 
insurance companies receive that which is their own, and then if there 
is a surplus we may give it, I concede, without any reproach, to whom- 
soever we think most deserving. 

I am through, Mr. President, except to say that I hope each Senator 
will look at this question for himself. If he thinks, as I do, that we 
should distribute this money according to the rules of law applicable 
to property that comes thus into our hands, it will go to those whose 
claims were approved and allowed by the tribunal, and any surplus 
then, without injustice, may go to those whose claims were not al- 
lowed by the tribunal. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator withhold the motion a moment 
to allow me to submit a resolution calling for certain information? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

EAST FLORIDA CLAIMS. 

Mr. CARPENTER, submitted the followin 
considered by unanimous consent, and a 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the ee ee 
incompatible with the public interest, any correspondence not heretofore po hed 
between the United 8 and Spain in relation to the fulfillment by the United 
States of the requirements of the ninth article of the treaty of 1819, between the 


resolution; which was 


United States and 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
Senator from Kentucky moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. A 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the cen- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour aud -four minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock 
and fifty minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 24, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Davi WILLS, 
D. D., of Washington, District of Columbia. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is the question of 


privilege raised by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] as 
to Monday’s Journal. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Is it not in order first to read the 
Journal of yesterday? 


The SPEAKER. The Journal of yesterday relates exclusively to the 
matter of the correctness of the Journal of Monday. The question 
which the Chair submitted to the House on yesterday was the ques- 
tion whether the proposition of the gentleman from Maryland con- 
tained a question of privilege. As many as are of opinion that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Maryland contains a question of 
privilege under that clause of the rule which relates to the integrity 
of the proceedings of the House will say “ay.” 

Mr. BLACKB Has the Chair ruled upon the point of order 
that comes up under the first clause of the first rule defining the duties 
of the Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not as yet ruled on anything. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] to raise that point of order. If he does not, I do. 

The SP. R. The Chair entertains the point of order. The gen- 
tleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Clerk to read the first clause of the 
first rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. The Speaker shall take the chair on every I 
to which the House shall have adjourned at 
members to order, and on the ap ce. of a 

yer egg day's sitting to be read, 
approved same. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Now the point of order that I make is that this 
is a new legislative day, as distinct from yesterday. The House did 
not take a recess on yesterday but adjourned. This is a new legis- 
lative day ; and under the first clause of the first rule defining the 
duties of the Speaker it is declared that he— 

Shall take the chair on ev 
1 ptr fon W 

That portion of the rule has been complied with 
immediately call the members to order, and on the appearance of aquoram— 

And there has been no point that there is not a quorum here. That 
has been assumed— 


on the of a quorum, the Ji al of th 
oars siting to be a cause ourn © proceedings of the last 


It is not the Journal of the day before yesterday. It is the Journal 


ve day 2 at the hour 
sitting, ately call the 
norum, cause the Journal of the 
ving previously examined and 
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of the proceedings of yesterday, which was an independent, separate 
legislative aap 
having previously examined and approved the same. 

I take it for granted that the Speaker has complied with the last 
portion of that clause, and that he has examined and approved the 

ournal of the proceedings of yesterday. And the point I make is 
that that clause of the rule will not be observed or obeyed unless the 
a ssa now causes the Clerk to read a Journal of the proceedings of 

esterday. 
z The SPEAKER. The Chair states that the Journal of Monday has 
not yet been disposed of 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the Chair allow me to make a remark? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I call the attention of the House to the fact that 
the Speaker and the House are now engaged in the process of execut- 
ing that very order of the rule as to the Journal; and until that order 
is executed—which is certainly about the Journal of a previous day, 
and a little more previous than the Journal of yesterday—auntil that. 
order is executed, no other order of any kind can be executed. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to submit a question to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. How does the House know what took place yester- 
day until the Journal is read? How can we assume anything as to 
the business of yesterday until the Journal is 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be the proper and con- 
sistent course to dispose of the Journal of the former day before the 
House takes up yesterday’s Journal. 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. I find that by Rule I itis made the duty of the 
Speaker to approve the Journal. The question I ask is, under what 
rule the House is required to approve the Journal ? 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of a repetition of the issue 
of yesterday as to the point of order whether any member of the 
House has a right to move to amend the Journal. e Chair has not 
the power to deprive the Honse of the right to correct its Journal; 
and that right has never been questioned. Uniformly after the read- 
ing of the Journal the Chair says: “If there be no objection, the 
Journal of yesterday stands approved.” 

Mr. HUTCHINS. As far as I am able to ascertain, there is no rule 
requiring the approval of the Journal by the House. That is merely 
the custom of the House. There is no rule which requires it, nor is 
there any rule which can be interpreted into anything of the kind. 

The SPEAKER. There never was a rule that required that in 
terms, but it is an unbroken parliamentary practice. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. But there is an express rule that the Journal of 
the one of the last day’s sitting shall be read. IfI can under- 
stan language we cannot proceed here at all under the rule and in 
order until yesterday’s Journal has been read. 

The SPEAKER. Under that view of the case, what becomes of 
the Journal of the former day? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It may never be approved. There is nothing in 
the rule which requires it. 

Mr. BLACKB . I desire to deal in entire fairness with this- 
case. I do not understand the Chair has yet announced his decision 
on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not announced any decision. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I call the attention of the Chair to the 

iar phraseology of the first clause of the first rule. It does not 
treat of journals as we are in the habit of employing the term here 
in the House; but it is expressly careful in defining the matter.that 
shall be read immediately to this House. It is a history of the “ pro- 
ceedings of the last day’s sitting,” not of the last legislative day. In 
my short experience in Congress I have seen a Journal cover three 
or four days; that is, there was no Journal read during the three or 
four or five or six days that constituted one legislative day. I have 
seen one legislative day reach from one week well into another 
week; and all the calen days combined furnished but one Jour- 
nal, that is, a Journal of the one legislative day. But this rule is 
more particular, more careful. It its of no misconstraction or 
misapprehension. It says the Speaker shall “immediately call the 
members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum cause the Jour- 
nal of the eee of the last day's sitting to be read.“ There is 
a reason for that particularity; there is logic in that rule. This 
House cannot tell what it is to do to-day unless it knows what it 
did yesterday. The question that the Chair is about to submit to 
the House for its decision comes up as unfinished business—to be dis- 

of to-day—from yesterday's proceedings. 
1 Me ROBESON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques 

on 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBESON. I would ask the gentleman whether this would 
not be true, even conceding his position to be correct: after the 
Journal of yesterday is disposed of the Journal of the day before yes- 
terday would come up as unfinished business? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Unquestionably? 

Mr. ROBESON. What difference would it mak 


then ? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. That is the only status it holds in this House; 
unfinished business coming over from yesterday. There is not power 
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enough in this House, as long as these rules are in force, to excuse the 
8 er from causing the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday to 
be read by the Clerk right now, in order that this House may know, 
and know officially, what it was engaged in doing yesterday. You 
have no guide before you, you have no record, no chart, by which to 
travel until that isdone. You cannot tell whether this motion which 
the Speaker was about to submit to this House for determination was 
ever pending yesterday or not, until the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings is read. And when that Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 
shall be read to-day, it may appear that there are inaccuracies in it, 
that there are errors in it, or, perhaps, that there are omissions which 
need to be supplied. We cannot tell until the Journal isread. I would 
tike for the Chair to tell me whether he knows that there has been any 
Journal of yesterday’s proceedings prepared at all or not? If he does, 
there is not a member on this floor who does know or can know. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Ask him the direct question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would like to ask the Speaker whether he 
has complied with the last portion of the first clause of this rule: 
whether he has “examined and approved” the Journal? 

Mr. McKENZIE. How do we know that there was any such ques- 
tion pending yesterday? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have said that no man in this House does 
know or can know ; and the Speaker is not allowed to know that such 
a question Was pending before the House yesterday or is pendin 

y, until the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings has been feat 
When this rule has been complied with, and the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings has been read, then it may be that there will be found 
corrections to be made in it before we can accept it and proceed. 

But let us go one step farther and see what an anomaly would be 
—— Suppose that my view is not the correct one; suppose that 

plain English of this rule means nothing. Suppose it shall be 
accepted and declared that it is impossible for the English language 
to be employed so as to make the rule pee enough to guide the pro- 
ceedings in this House; for that must be the conclusion, if I am not 
correct, 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In one moment! wili with much pleasure. Sup- 
pose that I am in error, and that it is in order now to proceed to the 
consideration of the unfinished business of yesterday without this 
House ha ever heard read the Journal of its work of yesterday, 
without the House knowing that it has any such Journal; suppose 
that the further consideration of that business of yesterday takes up 
all of this day as it took up all of yesterday and all of this week, as 
it may well do, I ask you when you will find the opportunity and 
where will you find the warrant of authority to have the Journal of 
yesterday’s proceedings read at all? It is not admissible to read it on 
any other day than to-day, and if it is not read to-day you never can 
read it properly while this Con lasts. From now until the 4th 
day of March next you never have authority to read the Journal 
of Rage py roceedings unless you read it right now. 

Mr. FE ANDO WOOD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky a practical question. I assume that the gentleman desires to 
extricate the House from its present dilemma at the earliest possible 
moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Provided it can be done in a fair and legiti- 
mate manner. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Undoubtedly; and I assume that the 
House never does anything in its collective capacity but in a fair and 
honorable way. I want to understand what the gentleman means. 
Does he mean to say that the Journal of yesterday’s ings has 
Sone in its presentation to the House for its approval over the 

ournal of the proceedings of the day before yesterday ? 

Mr. HAYES. That is it. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I want to know whether as a practical 

roposition the gentleman simply desires that the Journal of yester- 
nay s proceedings shall first be acted upon by the House before the 
House proceeds to act upon the Journal of the proceedings of the 
ing day, about which we had such difficulty yesterday. I want 

to know what the gentleman desires. 

Mr. BLACKB Now, Mr. S er, if the gentleman is through 
with his question I will auswer. I mean to insist that the plainest 
rule of this House shall not be violated. I do not mean to say that 
the reading of yesterday’s Journal takes precedence of the reading 
of the Journal of the day before. I mean to say that the rule was 
complied with when the Journal of Monday was read yesterday morn- 
ing. Imean to insist that the rule shall becomplied with right now and 
the Journal of yesterday read. Then I grant you after that is dis- 
posed of the work that was being done and the question that was be- 
ing decided or discussed relative to the disposition that should be 
made, after reading of the Journal of day before yesterday, comes up 
as unfinished business for this Honse to determine. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. That is precisely the question I desired 
to ee 5 to the tleman from Kentucky. 

. BLACKB . And that is procteely. my answer. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I think it entirely immaterial, therefore, 
whether we act now upon the Journal of yesterday or the Journal of 
the previous day, so that the question pending when the House ad- 

yesterday—the question of privilege which the S er had 
submitted to the House—shall then be determined. If that is so I 
am satisfied. 


Mr, BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. 8 , I have but to add 
Mr.SHALLENBERGER. May I ask tlie gentleman from Kentucky 
a question 
r. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. A question in the shape of a i here 7 


Mr. BLACKBURN, Well, I hope it is not a speech, for I e just 
yielded for one. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Not at all; I think the point which the 
gentleman from Kentucky has made is agoodone. I agree with him 
that under Rule I weare likely to get into a very deep entanglemen 
because the proceedings of to-day may conclude without the approv: 
of the Journalof Monday. The contest may continue to-morrow and 
the next day; a week or two weeks, or a month may roll up upon us 
without the approval of last Monday’s Journal. 

Now, I want to make just one proposition, which I think will un- 
ravel this great difficulty. The more I examine the question the more 
stron 9 am inclined to the opinion that we cannot correct the Jour- 
nal of Monday, because it is correct in reciting proceedings which 
actually occurred; but we can entertain a question of high privilege, 
the question presented by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Me. 
LANE, ] after the soning. and approval of the Journal of Monday, not 
before. Now, I say to the House and to the Speaker, let us withdraw 
the point made by the gentleman from Ohio in regard to amending 
the Journal; let us take the Journal as it stands and approve it. 
Then let us entertain, as a question of high privilege, involving the 
integrity of the Pe of this House, the proposition of the 
gentleman from land, and dispose of it on its merits. 

Mr. CARLISLE. t me say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have not yielded, except for a question. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. One farther point, with the gentleman’s 
permission. Isay that we can read and approve the Journal, and 
immediately thereafter the Speaker can submit to the House the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Maryland as to whether this is a ques- 
tion of privilege under Rule IX, which, as I hope, proposes that the 
Journal of y shall recite the reversal of a procedure on Monday, 
had in violation of rule and against the known judgment of the House, 
and which does affect its dignity and the integrity of its proceedings. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But the gentleman is mistaken in his premises. 
Nobody has ever decided that this is a question of privilege. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I say the Speaker can put that question 
to the House after the Journal has been approved. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But if I may be permitted to express an opin- 
ion, (and it will be found upon inquiry to be pretty well founded,) the 
8 er of this House has no idea that this is a question of privi 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I take it that the House under Rule x 
can say that it is a question of privilege, or it is not. 

Mr. MCLANE. The S er has submitted that question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am sure the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will admit that I have yielded to him liberally; I 
can yield no further. 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, what is the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kentucky is making a point 
of order, and the Chair is listening to his statement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, there is just one point more to which I 
wish to call attention. For the conflicts or embarrassments or dilem- 
mas into which this House has gotten itself, and from which the gen- 
tleman from New York says he doubts not I would very gladly aid in 
extricating the House, I am not nsible in the slightest degree. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. ll the gentleman allow me a 
question ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Is there any rule of this House 
which requires that the Journal shall be approved at all by the House? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir. I am coming now to one point to which 
I wish to call the attention of the Speaker and the House. The rule 
declares that the Journal of the proceedings of the last day’s sitting 
shall be read immediately after the members are called to order, a 
quorum being present. It does not require that the Journal shall be 
approved except by the Speaker; it requires that he shall first exam- 
ine and approve it; then it oe that it shall be read by the Clerk. 
It does not Sp ori that it shall be approved by the House; it may or 
may not be. t Journal of day before yesterday may stand here un- 
ee for the rest of this Con for aught I can tell. The Journal 
of the last day’s session of each Congress never is W It is not 
necessary, in fact. It is not required by the rule that the Journal of 
day before yesterday shall ever be eee but it is imperativel 
demanded by the rule that the Journal of yesterday shall be read an 
read right now. 

Mr. ROBESON. Still I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion, and I shall confine myself to the question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will yield ina moment. I will answer the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and say now, for one, I never will 
agree to stultify myself by admitting that the question pending here 
is a question of privilege, or entitled to any such consideration at the 
hands of this House. I now yield to the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. REED. I desire to say in reference to the point of order 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the 8 from Maine will Permit me, 
I have yielded to a question from the gentleman from New Jersey, 
and then I shall have done. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 


, yet presented itself. If 


Journal to be approved by the House at all? 
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Mr. ROBESON. I was merely going to ask whether he answered 
my other question, which was, whether the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of day before yesterday would come up immediately as unfin- 
ished business? I appeal to him as a member of the Committee on 
Rules and an experienced iamentarian to inform my ignorance 
whether there is anything in the rules or parliamentary practice which 
would prevent its coming up naturally and necessarily immediately 
after this question of the Journal of to-day is di of. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the gentleman and say it is not 
my province nor am I required torule on a question which has never 
were in the chair I would answer. I beg 
the gentleman to believe, in the point I have submitted, the only dis- 
tinction I am seeking to draw, after having called attention to the 
imperative character of the plain lan of the rule, is the distinc- 
tion that the rule itself makes between the reading of a Journal and 
the approval of a Journal. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Let me ask you a question right there. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 
nal, no objection being made to the Journal, it does not then stand 
approved by the House? 

Ar. BLACKBURN. Certainly it does. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. That is all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Was the Journal of day before yesterday ever 
read? Thatisalltherul@required. It was approved by the Speaker. 
The Journal of day before yesterday was approved. 

Mr. FERN. WOOD. It was objected to by the gentleman 
from Mogan 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I admit all that. All the point I make, and 
the only point, is this: the Journal of the day before yesterday was 
read, and that ended tho mandate of this rule. The Journal of yes- 
terday has not been read and the rule will not be complied with until 
it is read. Then it is a matter outside of this rule as to whether the 
Journal of day before yesterday. or the Journal of yesterday, either 
one or both, ever shall be approved. 

Mr. REED. My judgment is opposed to the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, for the reasons which were given 
by the gentleman from Kentucky himself. He declares that we can- 
not proceed with to-day’s business until we know what took place 
yesterday. How much more can we not proceed with to-day’s busi- 
ness until we know what took place the day before yesterday ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Journal has been read. 

Mr. REED. The point is just this: that Journal is not the Journal 
of the House and does not contain the proceedings of day before yes- 
terday until it has been approved by this House and become the record 
of the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN rose. 

Mr. REED. And furthermore, Mr. Speaker, if I can be allowed to 
make my point, the very principle for which the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky contends will lead to just the opposite conclusion. And for 
this reason it is a question of privilege under the rules (speaking not 
e socordia to the received definition of the word privi ege) 
that Journal of the proceedings of the 1 day shall 
read, but it Sate as f e rule yesterday that the Journal of day 
before 50 75015 should be read and approved. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. REED. And it is only one privileged motion unfinished which 
takes the place of another privileged motion which has not yet been 
reached. t is certainly logical and sensible according to every 
principle of parliamentary law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In one word 

Mr, REED. I will listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman point me to any provision 
of any one of the forty-five rules in this revision which requires the 


Mr. REED. I say to the gentleman that in no parliamentary body 
on the face of the earth has it ever been doubted that that body had 
a right to control and the right to approve its own Journal; and 
whether it be in the rules or not everybody knows that it is a prin- 
ciple of parliamentary law too plain to be disputed and too clear to 
be contradicted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say—— 
= 15 McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

ion ` 

Mr. REED. _I will answer the question of the gentleman. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand the tileman to say that we can- 
not proceed until we know what the Journal of the day before yes- 
terday’s proceedings contained. 

Mr. REED. Not at all; I was only repeating the argument of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. Let him defend it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then how could we know what it was on which 
yesterday ? 

r. guess we could find out if we tried most of us. 
The SPEAKER. The rule on this subject has remained as a rule 
of this House, unchanged, since 1789. 

Mr. REED. If you will permit me I will refer the gentleman from 
Kentucky to the second section of the twenty-fourth rule: 

On all days other than Monday as soon as the Journal is read and approved. 


That does not refer to the approval of the Speaker, because it is 


you were votin 
REED. 1 
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the approval which comes subsequent to the reading of the Journal, 


and must 7 7 the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What rule has the gentleman referred to. 

Mr. REED. The twenty-fourth rule; the first line of the seéond 
clause of that rule and first word of second line. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope the gentleman from Maine will not 
take his seat yet. 

Mr. REED. No; I will retain the floor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to talk to him a little. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment f 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; the gentleman has yielded to me. 

Mr. REED. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman from Kentucky has called for 
the reading of the rule in to the approval of the Journal. The 
gentleman from Maine has read the rule named, in which a distinct 

rovision for the reading of the Journal is made, and I wish to read 

ule No. 1, not printed in our revised rules of the other day, buta 
rule which the 1 will acknowledge. It is found on Bee. 7 
of the Digest of this House, being the Constitution of the United 
States, section 5 of article 1. 


Each House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings— 


Not the clerk shall keep a Journal, but each House shall keep a 
Journal of its proceedings. Now, for our convenience we direct a 
clerk whom we employ and call the journal clerk to do the writing 
for us; but when that ditions, Bigs been presented to the House, under 
the rule of the Constitution the House proceeds to “ keep” that Jour- 
nal according to its manner by approving or disapproving ; and there- 
fore under the Constitution of the United States, which is the para- 
mount rule of this House, we are now proceeding to keep the Journal 
of Monday, and we have not yet kept it and it never has been kept 
until we decide the question raised about it on yesterday. 

MEAR Now will the gentleman yield to me to make a 
point 


Mr. REED. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Kentucky at his 


uest. 
. STEELE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REED. I am afraid the gentleman from North Carolina will 
„mix 3 ie oe (Laughter. ] 

Mr. ST The gentleman from Ohio stated, as I understood 
him, that under the Constitution of the United States each House 
vis army Journal of its proceedings, and must do so. 

. GARFIELD. Shall keep it. 

Mr. STEELE. Shall do so. Then I understand the requirement is 
the Honse shall keep a Journal of its proceedings, but not of whatit 
did not do. 

Mr. REED. That is as old as the hills. 

Mr. STEELE. It is old but very true, like a great many other 


in 

Mf GARFIELD. The House determines that. 

Mr. STEELE. It is the point of all, and no subterfuge can get over it. 

Mr. REED. The House may judge what are and what are not “ pro- 
ceedings ”—Journal 1, 29, page 1047. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] an- 
ticipated me in reading that clanse of the Constitution of the United 
States. I had already marked it here to present it with my compli- 
ments to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, if the gentleman from Maine, as well as 
the gentleman from Ohio will look at that very fifth section of the 
first article of the Constitution which the gentleman from Ohio has 
read, and will pause and scan it closely, he will find a proper re- 
buke for his work of yesterday. The Constitution in that section 
declares that each House shall keep a Journal of its proceedings. It 
nowhere permits, much less does it command, that it shall mutilate, 
falsify, or destroy its Journal. 

Mr. REED. I submit to the gentleman from Kentucky that that 
is not on the point of order but on the merits. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Maine quoted elaborately 
from his store of parliamentary learning, and said he wanted to know 
where any authority could be found for the position I took. If the 

entleman will look at a standard work known as Cushing on the Law 
Practice of Legislative Assemblies—— 

Mr. REED. It is by no means a standard work of American par- 
liamentary law on very many points. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is a work on the law and practice of delib- 
erative assemblies recognized the world over, and is an American book. 

Mr. REED. It treats mostly of English proceedings. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is an American book and stands without 
parail or poer in the estimation of parliamentarians in this country. 

the gentleman pleads in bar his were on the character of the 
work, I suppose I must submit and agree that there is no authority 
that I or any other man can offer. 

Mr. REED. I leave it to the fitting audience, Hongi few, capabie 
of judging of such matters, whether the gentleman from Kentucky 


belongs to that number or not. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. The tleman means to be selfish and to ex- 


clude everybody but hi 
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Mr. REED. No i I mean to include the most learned men on your 


side, among whom I intend to include the gentleman from Sign ra 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I accept the gentleman’s explanation. Cush- 

ing says in section 329: 

mistake or omission occurs in the entries of the Clerk and it is taken 
ß it may be corrected either by the order of 
the House or by the Clerk himself without any order— 

The Clerk is in absolute possession and control of the Journal— 
but if the mistake or omission is not discovered until afterward it ought not to 
be corrected without the order of the House, upon the report of a committee ap- 
pointed to investigate the subject. 

I quote further from section 418: 

The Journal is to be kept or — 8 up in oe ee Oop KSERO 

cer o © assem! subjec Ə con 0 
—— „ to the control of the — — — 
Mr. REED. That is so. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. 
any other member; though in cases of difficulty and importance the form 
G5 tho eas tar bien eae : 4 

By what? The motion of a member and the vote of the House? 

No, sir— 
hough in cases of difficulty and importance the form of entry has been settled 
“3 — appointed tore the eres sy 

And in no other way. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Kentucky say the Journal 
of the proceedings of the House is its Journal without the approval 
of the House? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I say that so far as parliamentary law or the 
rule of the House goes, that approval is not needed. And I cite in 
support of that assertion a fact which is stronger than any ent 
that the gentleman from Maine, or I, or any other man may offer, that 
there never was a legislative assembly on this continent, and never 
will be one until the end of time, where that rule, if rule there be, is 
not violated. On the 4th day of next March this House will have a 
Journal made up. That Journal will never be approved while time 
and eternity run their course. The last day of every Congress goes, 
with the Journal of its proceedings, unread and wnapproved; yet it 
is as binding a Journal as that of any other day’s session. It goes 
unapproved because there is no subsequent day’s sitting at which it 
can be either read or approved. 

But we have drifted away from the point. The point I submit is 
that under the first clause of Rule I, the Speaker after calling the 
members to order shall, on the appearance of a quorum, cause the 
Journal of the proceedings of the last day’s sitting to be read, hav- 
9 examined and approved the same. 

. REED. I submit to the gentleman from Kentueky that he is 
using up all of my time. z 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield the floor back to the gentleman; and 
if I am fortunate enough to get the floor again I shall be happy to 
return the compliment by yielding to the gentleman from Maine a 
portion of my time if he desires it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the gentleman from Maine yield to me for a 
question ? X 

Mr. REED. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The question I desire to ask is this: Why is it that 
the rule requires the Journal to be read to the House? 

Mr. RE In order that the Honse may approve of it, as provided 
in Rule XXIV, or disapprove of it, as it pleases. There would be no 
sense in reading the Journal to the House unless the House is to do 
something about it. And I 2. Sieg universal practice of this House 
frem the very first has been that the Journal shall be read and ap- 

roved by the House. - Day in and day ont gentlemen rise and ask to 
kavo the Journal corrected before being approved. 

To doubt or forget this is the most singular case of absence of 
memory or inattentiveness that has ever fallen under my observation, 

Mr. GARFIELD. Read this rule of the Senate. 

Mr. REED. And I beg leave to read from the rules of the Senate, 
as throwing light upon this subject. I read the last clause of the 
first rule: 


And when any motion shall be made to amend or correct the same (the Journal) 
it shall be deemed a privileged question and proceeded with until disposed of by 
the Senate. 


| I present that merely as showing the opinion of the parliamenta- 
rians who prepared that rule, and the custom of legislative bodies in 
this country. 

-I do not find it 3 to reply to anything that has been said 
with regard to Cushing. I believe the quotations will be found to 
sustain my views entirely and completely. : 

Mr WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 
Mr. REED. I shall be happy to answer a question for the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. WARNER. As I understand the gentleman from Maine, he 
takes the ground that the Journal of Monday must be approved be- 
fore the Journal of yesterday can be read. 

Mr. REED. Precisely. 

Mr. WARNER. Granting that the House has control of the Jour- 


nal and may correct it, it has the entire control of the Journal of i 
Proceedings t z 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. WARNER. Does it follow that the Journal of Monday’s pro- 
ceedings must be approved by the House when the question is raised 
before the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings can be read ? 

Mr. REED. Yes; by reason of the first clause of Rule I, which has 
been read by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] and 
for the reasons insisted upon by him. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. I desire to call the attention of the House and 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to a practical 
decision which was made by him as Speaker tempore in this House 
last Saturday. I read from the RECORD of Saturday’s proceadings. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m., Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore. è 

Then the RECORD proceeds to state that the Speaker pro tem 
raiona to be read a letter from Mr. Speaker RANDALL. Then there 
is this: 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Journal morning. * * * 
The Journal be on Monday next. Sh ot he peed ee : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Why? 

Mr. NEWBERRY. No matter why. The rules had not been sus- 
pended, unless the Speaker pro tempore suspended them himself on his 
own motion. x 

The SPEAKER. The character of business for Saturday was de- 
termined by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Out of kindness to the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. NEWBERRY] I want to save him from a mistake that may 
be awkward for him. On Saturday last, by unanimous consent, the 
Journal was not read, as on every day when no legislative proceed- 
ings are to be had. 

r. NEWBERRY. How did the House know on Saturday that any 
such 8 had taken place on Friday without the Journal was 
read? I want a practical answer to that question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
question ? 

Mr. NEWBERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Was the 3 in the House on Saturday ? 

Mr. NEWBERRY, Whether I was or not, the House was in session. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want a direct answer, because it is a practi- 
cal question. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. No; I was not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman had been in his seat he would 
have heard the occupant of the chair announce that by unanimous 
consent the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings would not be read, the 
House having met for debate only. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. That is not the record. The RECORD says: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Journal will not be read this morning, the session. 
of to-day having been assigned for debate only. 

It does not say that by unanimons consent it was not read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, One word. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. All right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


ntleman will look alittle further into 
the RECORD he will find that he is still in error and has made another 
blunder. On Wednesday the House ordered, and the order was en- 
tered on the Journal which was read Thursday, that there should be 
no business transacted during the session of Saturday. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. The reading of the Journal is not business; it 
is merely a record of the proceedings of the House from day to day ; 
and the Speaker pro tempore cannot avoid the practical results of his 
decision in that way. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. “The Speaker pro tempore” does not seek to 
avoid it at all, but he calls the attention of the House to the fact 
that an order was entered on Wednesday, and on Thursday the Jour- 
nal was read giving the House that information. The Speaker pro 
tempore,” while seeking to avoid no responsibility for any of his de- 
cisions, simply expresses his regret at being unable to enable the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. NEWBERRY] to see so plain a point. 

Mr. GARFIELD. How could we know on Saturday morning that 
the agreement of a former day to have nothing but debate on Satur- 
day had not been rescinded on 5 Nothing but the reading of 
the Journal of the proceedings of Friday could have made it officially 
known that the former order was not rescinded. According to the ar- 
gument of my friend from Kentucky the full reading of the Journal of 
the preceding day was necessary to make it sure that the order of the 
House was still in force, that there should be nothing but debate on 


3 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the gentleman, and say that I 
never knew before 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is your argument. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; it is my argument which you are trying 
to pervert as you tried yesterday.to pervert the Journal of the pro- 

i of the day before. 

Mr. GARFIELD. No; let me state. The gentleman has made an 
argument that we cannot proceed at all until we know officially from 
hearing the Journal read what may have been the order of the day 

fore. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isay— 

Mr. GARFIELD. And I say how could he or the House on Satur- 
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day last haye known but that all their orders about adjournment over 
and about a session for debate only might have been rescinded, and 
that it was the duty of the House to go on with the consideration of 
the appropriation bill or something else on Saturday last, if his ar- 
gument is good, unless he had caused to be read the Journal of the 
proceedings of the day before? 17 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As to the questions propounded or the criti- 
cisms that the two gentlemen have sought to pass I do not think they 
stand in need of any answer, certainly that of the gentleman from 
Ohio does not, forthe answer is too plain. In the first place the rule 
under which we are now considering this point of order declares that 
these proceedings are to be had upon each legislative day, each day 
when legislative business is to be transacted. That was not the case 
last Saturday. 

A Member. How did you know that? 7 

Mr, BLACKBURN. That question has been asked twice; I will 
try to answer it once. We knew it because an order had been entered 
on Wednesday and was read to the House on Thursday morning as a 
part of the Journal. Evenif it had been rescinded it would not and 
could not have mattered on Saturday, because there was no business 
to be done on Saturday ; it was so stated from the Chair, and was so 
accepted by the House by unanimous consent. 

The aan peerd from Maine [ Mr. REED] suggests that probably “ the 

entleman from Kentucky” who 8 to be occupying the chair 

did not then anticipate this debate. I reply that the occupant of the 
chair needed not to have anticipated this debate; but I did not an- 
ticipate the strait to which the other side of the House would find 
itself reduced this morning in trying to violate the first clause of our 
first rule, now only three weeks old—ignoring its plainest provisions 
and undertaking to put it beyond the power of the Speaker or of the 
House itself to have the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings read at 


all. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. If that is the rule, why was it not enforced in 
this House on Saturday? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was fully complied with. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. If the gentleman did not direct the reading of 
the Journal of the preceding day he did not comply with the rule, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am not responsible for the incapacity of the 

ntleman to understand either the rule or my remarks. I say that 

ule I was complied with on Saturday. The two months’ debate that 
we had upon the rules ought certainly to have sufficed to have taught 
everybody in the House by the mere process of absorption something 
about the rales. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. If the gentleman from Kentucky is satisfied 
with the position into which these rules have brought the House, so 
that it is absolutely in a dead-lock and can do nothing under the 
rules, I give him full credit. 

Mr. ATKINS. I would like to know who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that by the Constitution 
of the United States this House is required to keep a Journal of its 
proceedings. In accordance with the rule adopted in 1789, (the prac- 
tice under which has been unbroken,) the House each morning a 

roves the Journal of the proceedings of the prior day’s session. The 
Chair puts the question in this form: “ If there be no objection, the 
Journal of the prior day’s proceedings will stand approved.” That 
has been the practice under the old rule; and the new rule isin lan- 
guage on this point the same as the rule adopted in 1789. 

The first clause of Rule XXIV, which has been alluded to by the 

utleman from Maine, [Mr. REED, ] regulates the business of Mon- 

ay, and states distinctly that the Journal shall be approved. The 
Chair thinks it is in accord with the uniform practice in all legisla- 
tive bodies that the Journal shall be approved. It is also the rule of 
the Senate—— 

Mr. CONGER. The second clause of Rule XXIV says, “ On all other 
days than Monday, as soon as the Journal is read and n 

The SPEAKER. The approval of the Journal on other days, as 
well as on Mondays, is not provided for by mere implication, but by 
the direct terms of the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. The two clauses taken together provide for the 
approval of the Journal on every day of the week. 

The SPEAKER. That is the view of the Chair, He therefore 
thinks it is not only in accordance with the practice, but is obliga- 
tory 2 the House each legislative day to take action on its Jour- 
nal. In submitting this morning the questions of privilege, first as 
to Monday’s Journal, which came before the House for its determina- 
tion on the point whether it involved a question of privilege or not, 
the Chair based his action upon Rule IX, which states that “ ques- 
tions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings,” 
and provides in the last clause that such questions „shall have pre- 
cedence of all other questions, except motions to fix the day to which 
the Honse shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess.” 

Here is a question submitted to the House for its determination as 
a question of privilege, relating to the Journal of Monday—a Journal 
prior to that which would be read under the construction which the 
gentleman from Kentucky puts npon Rule I. But it matters not 
whether the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings be read now or not, 
for the reason that if read the question of privilege as to a prior day’s 
Journal would immediately come up, and the House must dispose of 


the Journal of its proceedings in the order of date. The Chair there- 


fore thinks that it is really not a matter of consequence whether the 


Journal of yeste s proceedings be read now or not. If read, the 
question will immediately come up on the prior day’s Journal. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Do I understand the Chair to rule that the 
Journal of yesterday’s proceedings shall or shall not be read ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is entirely willing to leave that to the 
House. The Chair has expressed his reason for the opinion that the 
question as to the pie day's Journal must first be disposed of. 

Mr. REAGAN, t us see whether we cannot reach a disposition 
of this whole subject. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not until the Journal is read or until the Chair 
refuses to allow it to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not refuse anything of the kind. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 


Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to submit a proposition. When the question 
of order was made by the gentleman from Michigan it was announced 
by the Speaker that the Journal did state what had taken place. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to hear the gentleman from 


Texas. . 

Mr. REAGAN. When the Journal was read on 8 u question 
was made on the correctness of the Journal by the gentleman from 
Michigan. The Speaker announced the Journal did recite what had 
occurred. The object of making the question was to secure a differ- 
ent reference of the bill from that which appeared to have been made 
on the Journal. Now, then, the whole trouble came from the effort 
on the question of order for the correction of the Journal and chang- 
ing the reference of a bill. I submit there is an easy way, a parlia- 
mentary way, out of the trouble, and I simply desire to state what I 
think itis, to see whether the House will not accept it. We have 
now come back by our proceedings to the motion submitted by the 
gentleman from Ohio to correct the Journal. 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, sir; the motion of the gentleman from Mary- 
land is the one before the House. It supervened above mine. 

Mr. REAGAN. That question and the question submitted by the 
gentleman from Maryland. If the gentleman from Maryland will 
withdraw his question of privilege, and the gentleman from Ohio will 
withdraw his motion and let it stand there, then a resolution can be 
introduced, when in order, to secure a different reference of this bill 
and place the subject under the control of the House in a parliament- 


way. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair is uncertain when such resolution 
would be in order under the constraction of the gentleman. It might 
be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course, Mr. Speaker, I am submitting a way by 
which we can get out of this difficulty. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better accompany it with a 
request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it can bə done only by consent, we have this 
way: we can vote down the privileged question and the motion of the 

entleman from Ohio, if he does not see proper to withdraw it, and 
et some gentleman interested in the matter introduce a resolution 
and let us control it in a parliamentary way. 

Mr. CONGER. After the decision of the Chair on this questio 
and after having submitted to the House whether the proposition 
the gentleman from Maryland is a panema question, and the vote 
having been ordered on it, I think Rule IX clearly requires that the 
House shall first decide whether this be a question of pri before 
any other question is taken. If the House does — it is a ques- 
ous of privilege, then, under Rule IX, no other proceeding can be 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I the gentleman to speak louder. I cannot 
hear a word he says. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is on the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is now before the House? Has the Chair 
disposed of the point of order raised by the gentleman from Kentucky? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit that question to the House, 
whether the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings shall first be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that question settled now because the 
gentleman from Michigan is proceeding to discuss the merits. 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman from Illinois could only keep his 
seat for a moment it would gratify me, and I believe all the rest of 
the House. [Langhter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I should be most happy to gratify the gentleman 
from Michigan, for one who stands on his feet all the time should 
take his seat. [Langhter.] 

Mr.CONGER. Yes; that ismore agreeable to the House. [Laugh- 


ter.] 
Mr. SPRINGER. It is more agreeable to the gentleman from Mich- 


igan. 
Mr. CONGER. I admit it is hard on the tleman from Illinois. 
I should be preferred to him at any time. [Laughter.] 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iam sorry I cannot hear the gentleman; I should 
like to hear what he said. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, if I aN be allowed to proceed 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is it 
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Mr. CONGER. I said it was an awful reflection on the gentleman 
from Illinois that the House should prefer me to him. [Laughter. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is the severest remark the tleman could 


have made—that it was a serious reflection upon the House he should 
be preferred to me. [Langhter.] 
. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, might I proceed? [Langhter.] 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan e floor. 

Mr. CONGER. If the proposition of the Chair in submitting this 
question of privilege to the House be proper—and no one disputes 
it—and the House having already ordered the yeas and nays to be 
voted on that question, which has been submitted and is now pend 
ing, I claim that under Rule IX while that proposition is before th 
House in that shape no motion or proceeding is in order except a 
motion to fixa ei to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn or 

u HUTCHINS. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman from Michigan 
to order. : 

Mr. CONGER. I say that no motion or proceeding is in order 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point of order, 

Mr. CONGER. Now we will hear my friend, Mr. HUTCHINS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Icall the gentleman to order for the reason that 
he speaks now of a proceeding of this House which he assumes oc- 
curred on yesterday. Now, I do not know that any such proceeding 
ever took place, nor do any of the members of this House who might 
have happened to be absent on yesterday. No Journal has been read 
for the information of the members. 

Mr. CONGER. The previous question was called on yesterday, 
and the yeas and nays were ordered on the question of privilege. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. We have no means of knowing that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Michigan 
has the right to state his case in his own way. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I have no doubt of that; but I simply state that 
the gentleman is alleging as a fact a matter which took place here 
yesterday and in reference to which we have no record. 

Mr. CONGER. Isimply answer that by quoting the language of 
the gentleman from Kentucky: That every gentleman of ordinary 
sense in this House is expected to remember what did occur here on 
Bac abt hter.] 

Mr. H HINS. The gentleman from Michigan appears to have 
the best memory of any man on earth, for he remem what did 
not occur on Monday. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. Now I have got past that corner. [Laughter.] 

I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that having entertained the question of 

rivilege, and the same having been submitted to the House, and the 
5 aving so far entertained it as to order the vote by yeas and 
nays on it, that Rule IX, in my judgment, applies here, and provides 
that no other motion is in order except the propositions contained in 
that rule, which are to fix the day to which the House shall aera 
to adjourn, or to provide for a recess. If that be under the rulin of 
the Chair a proper decision, I object to any other proceeding than 
the submission of this privileged question to the House, and object 
to any other motion or p ing than those specifically mentioned 
in this rule. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that there is a plain and 
satisfactory way provided here under the rules for the settlement of 
this question. 

Rule I provides that— 

The Speaker shall take the chair on every legislative da —— at the hour 
to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, — call the 
members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum, cause the Journal of the pro- 
ceedings of the last day's sitting to be read. 

Now, sir, there is no mistaking that; it is plain and explicit. Fur- 
ther than this we find that Rule XXIV requires the approval of the 
Journal; but it does not follow (and that is the point I e here) that 
the Journal should be approved on the dayitisread. But in 
to reading the Journal the rule is imperative, and I do not think it 
is a question that the Speaker should submit to the House, but is a 

uestion purely addressed to the Chair. The Journal being read. 

en the question raised on the Journal of the preceding day arises, 
and I take it for ted that that question must be set A grew to 
any approval of the Journal of to-day. When the Journal of to-day 
is read the question necessarily arises as to the order of business, and 
that order, it seems to me, would be first a determination of the ques- 
tion raised on the Journal of yesterday. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would like to 
know what question is before the House, whether it be the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Kentucky or the question of 


privilege of the gentleman from Maryland. 
The SPEAKE The point of order made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I was going to ask whether my point of order 
was not the pending question. Now, I have but this word to say: I 
am not rai the question as to where precedence will be given when 
this Journal been read. That is a question that comes up after 
the Journal of yesterday shall have been read and approved, and it 
will then be time enough, and not until then, to determine whether 
motions to correct the Journal of the day before or motions to correct 
the Journal of Tay shall take precedence one of another. 
point is this: Journal of yes y’s proceedings must be 
and read now. 


Mr. REED. Read for what? For action or not? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman cannot switch me off again. I 
am insisting upon a ruling on this point of order, and it is simply a 
point of order and one on which the Chair is called to rule. 

I only desire the House to know that I sever these two questions. 
Iam not insisting by my point of order that when the Journal of 
8 is read a mbtion to amend it will take precedence of a mo- 

on to amend the Journal of the day before. I am simply insisting 
that the Journal of yesterday be read now. 7 

Mr. REED. Does not the gentleman intend to take that ground ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then the question will come up whether a 
motion to amend the Journal of the day before yesterday or a motion 
to amend the Journal of yesterday takes ee ee 

Mr. SPARKS. I am on the same line as the gentleman from Ken- 

cky; and I desire to ask him whether or not he concedes the point 
that when the Journal of yesterday is read, which we are now insist- 

g upon shall first be done, the question will then first recur on the 
approval of the Journal of the day before yesterday ! 

r. BLACKBURN. I will not concede that. 

Mr. SPARKS. I am willing to concede that. 

The SPEAKER. It is an accepted parliamentary rule, governing 
all legislative bodies, and is a practice of the Honse, that the House 
shall regulate the manner of its proceedin The Chair therefore 
submits the question whether the Journal of yesterday shall first be 
read. As mang as are in favor of the proposition that the Journal of 
yesterday shall now be read will say “ay.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman from Illinois cannot rise to a 
question of order when the House is dividing on a question of order. 
1 Mr. SPRINGER. But I rise to a point of order on that very ques- 

ion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The fourth clause of Rule I provides that the 
Speaker— 

Shall sign all ad int resolu! writs, warrants, and subpanas of, 
or issued by vag tha Horas and decide all questions of e subject roped 
appeal by any member. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would not want the Chair to de- 
cide a question about which he had a doubt and about which he 
wanted an expression of the House. He would surely not prevent 
the Chair from such submission of the question. y 
- Mr. SPRINGER. I desire the Chair to decide the point of order 
under the rule, subject to the right of any member to appeal from his 
decision. The Chair may submit whether a particular question is a 
question of privilege or not, but the Chair cannot submit a point of 
ee ee the decision of the House. The Chair must himself decide 
it 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states distinctly he is in doubt on this 
point and chooses to submit the question. He is here by the will of 
the Honse and submits this question to the decision of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House can ep ne, upon an appeal from 
the Speaker’s decision. I insist that the Speaker must first decide 
. a Bl Nb. Id ak 1 

r. a esire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. Ifthe House votes that the Journal of yesterday shall 
not be read, will it then be in order to bring before the House anything 
that is a ors of the proceedings of yesterday ? 

The SPEAKER. If the House votes that the Journal of yesterday 
be not read, the next question will be the 2 555 of privilege pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLane. ] 

Mr. BLAND. But after the House has refused to order the record 
of yesterday’s proceedings to be read how can we know what is upon 
that record, the House having voted that it shall not be read? 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine. The ques- 
tion submitted to the House is whether the Journal of yesterday’s 
8 be now read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There has been objection to sub- 
mmg that question to the House without a decision of the Chair. 

The SP. . The Chair asks the instruction of the House, and 
there is nothing in the rules to prevent him from | 80. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I do not know that I understand the Pai Some 
tion correctly. I have prepared a statement of what I understand 
to be the question and desire to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Whenever on the reading of the Journal it appears that any bill has been re- 
ferred to a committee when in the opinion of any member it would have been re- 
ferred to another committee if the attention of the House had been directed to 
such reference by the title of the bill, then it shall be a question of privilege to 
move that such reference may be changed before the Journal is approved. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Is that the effect of the motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot rule upon a paper in that form. 
aa many as are in favor of the Journal of yesterday being now read 
will say “ay. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before the roll-call proceeds I make the point of 
order that it requires a vote of two-thirds to suspend the rule requir- 
ing the Journal to be read. 
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The SPEAKER. That point does not arise until after the vote 
shall have been taken. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I make the point of order that a motion to 
suspend the rules cannot be entertained except on the first and third 
Mondays of each month and during the last six days of the session. 

The SPEAKER. There is no motion to suspend the rules. > 

Mr. SPRINGER. It requires a motion to suspend the rules to dis- 
pense with the reading of the Journal. 


The SPEAKER. e Clerk will proceed with the roll-call. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 127, not 
voting 50; as follows: 
YEAS—115. 
Aiken, Elis, Shelley, 
jae Finley, — Singleton, J. W 
Beale, Forney, Singleton, O. R- 
Black F 
burn, Frost, McKenzie, Sparks, 
Bland, Geddes, McLane, a a 
Blount, Gibson, McMahon, 
Buckner, Gillette, Stevenson, 
Cabell, Goode, Talbott, 
Caldwell, Gunter, oney, Taylor, 5 
Carlisle, Hammond, N. J Morrison, Thompson, P. B. 
Chalmers, Haieh, uldrow, 
Clardy, Henry, Muller, Townshend, R. W. 
Clark, Jobn B. Herbert, Myers, Tucker, 
Cobb, Herndon, New, Turner, Oscar 
Colerick, Nicholls, Turner, 
Hooker, O Connor, Upson, 
Cook, House, O'Reilly, ‘ance, 
Cravens, Hull, Persons, Waddill, 
Culberson, Hunton, Philips, Warner, 
widson, Hutchins, Phister, Weaver, 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Poehler, Whiteaker, 
F Richardson, Williams, TÌ 
Deuster, Kimmel, Ri J.S. Wiliams, Thomas 
Dibrell, Kin Robertson, 
Dickey Ki Rothwell, Wilson, 
Dunn Knott, Samford, Young, Casey. 
Elam Ladd, Sawyer, 
NAYS—127. 
Aldrich, N. W. 2 Robinson, 
Aldrich, William Crowley, Kelley, Ross, 
Bailey, | Davis, A R. Kingas Russell, W. 4 rg 
Baker, Davis, Horace Klotz, Ryan, Thomas 
Ballou, 8 Lapham, Shallenberger, 
Barber, Lindsey, Smith, A. Herr 
bone her —.— Marsh, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
tzhoover, Starin, 
Bicknell, Errett, M Stone, 
Bingham, Farr, McCook, Thomas, 
Blak Ferdon, McGowan, Thompson, W. G. 
Bouck, Field, McKinley, ean 
Bo Fisher, Miller, 9 —— J. T. 
Boyd. Frye, Mitchell, Updegraft, 
Brewer, 3 Monroe, rner, 
Bri z Morse, Valentine, 
Brigham, Hall, Neal, Van Acrnam, 
Browne, Harmer, Norcross, Voorhis, 
Burrows, Benj. W. O'Neill, Van Voorhis, 
Butterworth, Hask Osmer, Wai 
Calkins, Hawley, Overton, W. 
Camp, H. Pacheco, W. 
Cannon, Halia, Page, Williams, C. G. 
Carpenter, Henderson, Phelps, Willits, 
Caswell, Hiscock, Pierce, wai, 
Claflin, Horr, Pound, W. 
Clymer, Houk, Price, Wood, Walter A. 
Coffroth, Hubbell, Reed, Ww t, 
C onger * y, * Rice, 
Cov ames, Richardson, D. P. Young, Thomas L. 
Cowgill, Jorgensen, Robeson, 
NOT VOTING—50. 
Ackil Evins, Le Fevre, 
33 Felton, Loring, Beales 
Atherton, Ford, Martin, Benj. 
Banov; Fort, taba Martin, Joseph J. Smith, William E. 
Bliss, Harris, John T. Morton, — 
Hawk, Murch, Townsend, Amos 
t, Hazelton, Newberry, Wellborn, 
ttenden, Henkle, O'Brien, Wells, 
Clark, Alvah A Hostetler, Orth, White, 
= a Prescott, Wilber. 
Mao i Keifer, ` Ryon, John W. 


So the House refused to require the reading at this time ef the Jour- 
nal of the proceedings of yesterday. 

The following pairs were announced : 

Mr. Ryon, of Pennsylvania, with Mr, MrrogzxL until the 25th in- 
stant, unless both 22 return before that time. 

Mr. Dunn with Mr. Sapp until the 10th of April on all TONDAN 
votes of a political character on which the democratic and republican 
parties 1 be op , provided the pair shall not operate to pre- 
vent a quorn of the House. 

Mr. 


week, on all political questions. 


Mr. SHERWIN with Mr. WRIGHT. 
Mr. BELFORD with Mr. LE Fevre. 


Mr. Fort with Mr. O BRN. 

. MorTON with Mr. Cox. 

. Dick with Mr. Briss. 
Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, with Mr. SCALES. 
Mr. ACKLEN with Mr. FELTON. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, with Mr. STEPHENS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, with Mr. WILBEROn all political and tariff 
questions on yea-and-nay votes, not to affect a quorum, 

Mr. ORTH with Mr. JOHNSTON. ? 

Mr. SPEER, for to-day, with Mr. NEWBERRY. 

Mr, LORING with Mr. BRAGG. 

Ta MARTIN, of West Virginia, (who is at his room sick,) with Mr, 
WE. 

Mr. ATHERTON with Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. Evıxs with Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, I am announced as paired with Mr. 
Mixes on all political questions. Not regarding this as a political 
question, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. KNOTT. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. My point of order is that the reading of the Journal 
is peremptorily demanded by the rules, which cannot be set aside 
except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that by universal 
practice all parliamentary bodies have the power to regulate the man- 
ner of their proceeding. The House has just expressed its opinion 
in relation to the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings, 
and the Chair overrules the point of order of the gentleman from 
eee LMr. Knorr] in obedience to the views of the House just 


ex k 

Ar. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I think the same question was 
rdised some time ago by some gentleman who desired to have the 
reading of the Journal dispensed with, and I understood the Chair 
then to decide that it was not in order to dispense with the reading 
of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has always held that under the rules 
the Journal must be read and approved. Sometimes in the experi- 
ence of the Chair it has been waived ; but that has always been when 
there was no conflict. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does the Chair say that it is com- 
petent for the House to capone with the reading of the Journal 
without unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. It has been occasionally done by unanimous con- 
sent; but in this case there is a controversy. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The point made by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky is that unanimous consent is necessary. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a proposition to dispense with the 
meting of the Journal. 

Mr. MCLANE. Icall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The lar order is the question soporte | the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] as a question of privilege. 

Mr. MCLANE. I ask that the resolution may be read. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I wish to make a parliamentary in- 

uiry. If the House should sustain the motion of the gentleman from 
Maryland, by which this is declared to be a question of privilege— 
e SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Maryland 

will not be voted on first. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee, I know that; but in order for us to 
vote intelligently, I want to know what will be the effect of that 
motion if carri 

The SPEAKER. If the House should decide it to be a question of 

rivil it will come up in the manner presented by the gentleman 

Fon * and then the Chair will ize the gentleman from 

Texas [ Mr. MILLS] to move to lay it on the table, in accordance with 
i 2 indicated yesterday. 

- MILLS. If that proposition is now pending, I make my motion. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the question now pending. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. If the proposition of the gentleman 
from Maryland be sustained, would it be competent to move to re- 
refer the measure in controversy ? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to commit would be in order. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. To commit to what committee? 

The SPEAKER. To a standing or to a select committee. The 
Chair thinks that for an intelligent understanding of the proposition 
of the gentleman from Maryland it had better be read. 

Mr. CKBURN. I ask from what will it be read ? 

The SPEAKER. From the paper the gentleman sends up to be read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not to be read from the Journal of yes- 


terday. 

Mr, G . That is not necessary. The gentleman would 
have the right to modify it at any rate. 

Mr. M L have just sent my 8 the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BLACKB I rise to a parli tary inquiry. What is 
before the House? 


nature of the tion. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I reserve any point of order upon it. 


D . w MUN 


Mr. BLAND. I wish to make a parliamentary eager: I want to 
know by what authority this resolation is to be . 5 

The SPEAKER. By the authority of a majority of the House that 
declared a moment ago that they would consider this subject. 

Mr. BLAND. The Journal of yesterday has not been read, and we 
do not know that this resolution was before the House yesterday. 
There is no Pore read the resolution or to act upon it. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution, as the Chair is advised, isnot the 
same as that introduced by the gentleman yesterday. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. What right has the gentleman to intro- 
duce it now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has yet to hear the resolution read. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
from Maryland has not at this stage the right to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. A question of consideration as to priority having 
been raised, the House has practically decided by a majority vote that 
it will first consider what relates to the Journal of Monday, and then 
proceed to the reading of the Journal of Tuesday. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That has not been voted on. 

The SPEAKER. That is the practical result, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lask the § er to state whether anything 
has been voted on except a Pro osition in the nature of instructions 
submitted by the Chair to the House, for the Chair’s own guidance, 
as to whether the Journal of yesterday should be read or not. 

The SPEAKER. The House has directed the Chair not to cause to 
be read the Journal of yesterday at this time. Immediately then, 
by consequence of that vote, comes up the question of privilege on 
the approval of mondays Journal, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I raise a point of order and ask to be 
allowed to state it. If the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings had 
been read, the rule would provide what should be the regular order. 
Now, according to the construction which the Chair gives to the vote 
of the House (in which I do not concur) the House decided that 
the Journal of yesterday shall not be read. 

The SPEAKER. Shall not now be read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now I call for the regular order; and under 
the second clause of Rule XXIV the regular order is the morning hour 
for the presentation of reports of committees. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I make this point of order 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. This House cannot officially know 
what transpired yesterday. In other words, yesterday forms a hiatus 
until the Jou of yesterday’s proceedings has been read. 

The SPEAKER. The House by a majority vote refused to allow 
the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s 8 

Mr. REED. There is one exception to that, and I think the gen- 
tleman from Illinois remembers it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. The point of order I make is this: 
that unless the Journal is read, this House cannot officially know 
what has transpired yesterday. Therefore no proceedings can be 
based on the action of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order on the 
ground 551 the House knew what it was doing when it gave its vote. 

Laughter. 
: Mro DAVIS, of North Carolina. The rule provides that the Journal 
of the previous day’s sitting shall be read. I desire to know whether 
that rule can be dispensed with except in the usual way. 

The SPEAKER. The House has given a construction to the rule, 
and one which binds the Chair; for the House has refused by a direct 
vote to have the Journal of 8 read. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Can the House, except by a sus- 
pension of the rules, dispense with that rule requiring the reading of 
yeste’ 's Journal? 

The SPEAKER. This House has the power, in one way or the 
other, either by expressing its opinion in the manner it did or through 
the agency of an appeal, to put its interpretation and construction 
upon the rules, and that interpretation and construction, when given, 
is binding upon the Chair. 

Mr. ROBESON. Has not the Chair decided the question of order? 

The SPEAKER, It has. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Idemand the floor. I had the floor before the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York rise to a point 
of order? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I mean to say the only effect of the last resolu- 
tion is to suspend the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. gan 

Mr. HUTCHINS. To suspend its reading. We passed over that. 
We proceeded to the regular business. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Maryland 
will now be read. . 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a parliamentary question, whether that res- 
olntion is unfinished business coming over from yesterday or a prop- 
osition now introduced. 

The SPEAKER. The question of the approval of the Journal of 
Monday comes over and the House has by a vote directed it to be first 
acted upon. 

Mr. BLAND. Come over from when, Mr. Speaker? 
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The SPEAKER. From yesterday. 
Mr. ROBESON. That is the question the House has decided. 

Mr. BLAND. There is nothing to show that. The Chair does not 
know that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he does know it. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the Speaker submit that question to the House, 
as he has been in the habit of submitting questions, whether that 
resolution did come over or not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no actual, positive knowledge, but 
he does decide that the question of the approval of Monday’s Journal 
does come over to be first considered by order of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I appeal from the ion of the Chair. 

Mr. McLANE. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has, but there is an appeal taken. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman cannot appeal from the decision 
of the House. The Honse has just decided that question. 

The SPEAKER. Such appeal would be the House appealing from 
its own decision. W 

Mr. WARNER. It appeals from itself to the Speaker. 

Mr. BLAND. I appeal from the ruling of the Speaker in submit- 
ting that resolution as coming over from yesterday. 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman cannot appeal under a parliament- 


inquiry. 
aes OBESON. Lot us have the regular order. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. I move the House adjourn. I am going 
to have this House brought back to the regular order of 8 
3 

o R. The motion of the gentleman is that the House do 
now adjourn. 

5 McLANE. I did not surrender the floor except to points of 
order. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. I demand a division on the motion to 

ourn. 
he House divided ; and there were—ayes 33, noes 121. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. I move, then, that the House take a re- 
cess until half past seven o’clock this evening, so it may come back 
here in humor and retrace its foolish ste 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 

So the House refused to take a recess. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to lay on the table the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be whether the proposi- 
tion presented is a question of privilege. 

Mr. MILLS. And I move to lay that on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is submitted to the House. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Maryland 
will be read, and the Chair will then submit the question of privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the House being of opinion that the reference of the bill No. 5265 to 
the Committee on the of the Laws was incorrect in its reference: There- 


fi 
"Resolved, That the said committee be from its further consi 
and that the same be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


The SPEAKER. The question is, does this present a question of 


aioe A 
Mr. KNOTT, Is that now before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is. The question presented is whether this 
under Rule EX, which provides for “the integrity of the p ings 
of the House,” presents a question of privilege. 

Mr. KNOTT. What became of the resolution offered on yesterday ? 
I understand that when the House adjourned yesterday there was a 
question of privilege pending on a resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Maryland. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I demand the yeas and nays on the pending ques- 
tion. 

Mr. KNOTT. I believe I have the floor. I understand that on yes- 
terday there was a question of privilege pending on the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was not before the House on yes- 
terday because the House did not determine whether it was a ques- 
tion of privilege or not. 

Mr. KNOTT. Will the Speaker allow me? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOTT. Isay on yesterday when the House adjourned the 
question of privilege raised by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] was pending, Now, I ask what has become of that resolu- 
tion ? 

The SPEAKER. That resolution was read to the House for in- 
formation on yesterday as stated by the gentleman. 

Mr. McLANE. And now it has been modified to some extent, 

The SPEAKER. The first question presented was as to whether it 
contained a question of privilege. 

Mr. KNOTT. I ask the Speaker, does the Journal of comes 
show that that resolution was simply read for information 


noes 119. 
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The SPEAKER. It was not before the House by right. 

Mr. KNOTT. Then how can the question of privilege be raised on 
it if it is not before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. That relates to the subject-matter. Whether 
the subject-matter of the resolution is a question of privilege or not 
is for the House to determine. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It was not reduced to writing on yesterday or 
read from the desk, as I understand. It was simply suggested as a 
matter to be offered at some time in the controversy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The resolution was read yesterday to the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman made a motion on yesterday and 
at a subsequent time offered to reduce it to writing. 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it was read. 

Mr. KNOTT. I rise to a point of order. 

The.SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. If the resolution was pending on yesterday is it not 
unfinished business to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. The question of the Spproval of the Journal is 
in the nature of unfinished business, and the gentleman from Mary- 
land on yesterday rose and stated the motion which he claimed was 
a question of privilege. That question on yesterday was undeter- 
mined by the House. It comes up now as the unfinished business. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask for the yeas and Rpa 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that the gentleman from Maryland 
has withdrawn the resolution, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is this question debatable. 

Mr. MCLANE. I have aright to make my explanation. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask the gentleman from Maryland to yield to me 
for a moment. 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman from Ohio has stated that the reso- 
lution which has just been read from the Clerk’s desk was not read 
on yesterday. n 

Mr. GARFIELD. I did not notice that it was read on yesterday. 

Mr. McLANE. It was read as a verbal notice of the question of 

tivilege. Later on some gentleman on this or the other side of the 

ouse asked to have it read. It was read and is printed in the RECORD, 
and if gentlemen refer to the Recorp they will find the text of the 
resolution, as reduced by me to writing, printed on page 28 ef this 
morning’s RECORD, I will read: 


Mr. Smioxrox. I ask for the reading 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland has the floor. 

Mr. MCLANE. I decline to yield. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot do that while the genue- 
man from Maryland occupies the floor, unless he yields the floor or 
desires to call him to order, 

Mr. BLAND. Then I call the gentleman to order for the purpose 
of waoga arliamentary inquiry. 

The SP. AKER. The gentleman will state wherein the gentleman 
from Maryland is out of order. 

Mr. BLAND. He is out of order in reading from a record which the 
Chair has decided cannot be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman appears to be reading from what 
is known as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which is not subject to the 
approval of the House. 

r. SIMONTON. I wish to inform the gentleman from Maryland 
that I am not on the other side of the House. I still remain on this 
side; he is the one who has over. 

Mr. MCLANE. I referred to the gentleman as sitting on that side 
when he called for the reading of the resolution. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to read again to the House that resolution, as it was read 

esterday for its information, but which I have now modified and 
Bad read to the House in its modified form: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Revision of the Laws be discharged from 
the further consideration of House bill H. R. No. 5265, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Now, that resolution was read yesterday for the information of the 
House, and I submit as a question ee idee that inasmuch as a 
bill that had been referred or committed 

Mr. THOMAS TURNER. May I inquire if that was not the reso- 
lution offered by Mr. SIMONTON, and not b, 
Maryland, which is printed on page 28 of the 

Mr. BLOUNT. The RECORD says so. 

Mr. SIMONTON. No, the RECORD says that it was read at my re- 
quest. 


ECORD? 


Mr. MCLANE. It was read for the information of the House. 
Mr. FINLEY. Wil the gentleman from Maryland yield to me for 
a question ? 
r. MCLANE. Not now. 
Mr. FINLEY. I meta wish to ask a question for information. 
Mr. MCLANE. When I have made my own statement I will answer 


the gentleman with pleasure. 

I submit to the House as a question of privilege that the Journal 
being read and giving to the House the information that that bill 
had Teon referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, 
and inasmuch as it was a bill which, under the rales, approved by 
the judgment of this House, should go to the Committee on Ways 
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the gentleman from ! 


and Means, and as a motion to reconsider the reference of any bill 
which had been refe was not in order and could not be entertained 
under the rules of this House—that when the Journal of the House 
was read and when it appeared an improper reference had been made, 
quite independently of how that improper reference was maile, 
whether by an individual, or by the Speaker, or by the Clerk, it was 
the right of the House and the duty of the House, before approving 
the Journal, to execute its rules by directing 3 reference. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. MCLANE. I will hear it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If it be decided to be a question 
of privilege to change the reference of this bill, would it not be a 
question of privilege for any other gentleman to move to change the 
reference of any other bill which has been referred? If this be de- 
cided a question of privilege, may not my friend from Florida as a 
question of privilege move to refer to the Committee on Ways and 
Means any other bill which has been otherwise referred ? 

Mr. McLANE, The very point I made, Mr. Speaker, was that the 
rules of this House do not permit the reference of a bill to be recon- 
sidered where the bill has been referred or committed; and the House 
will perceive that if the House did permit a reference to be recon- 
sidered, any bill might be brought here, referred by being put into 
the box or by being indorsed on the back by the member presenting 
it, then reconsidered and brought before the House for consideration, 
without going to a committee at all. 

The House has forbidden that. The House has provided by rule 
what class of bills shall go to particular committees. The Journal 
of its proceedings is read; and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN ] does not say, and I take it no other man will say, the 
reading of the Journal and its approval by the Speaker is an approval 
by the House, whatever difference of opinion we may have as to 
whether the Journal of yesterday should be read before the Journal 
of the day before has been read. I admit the Journal of yesterday 
and the Journal of the day before must be approved by this House; 
the Speaker approves it himself before he has it read to the House; 
that is the ordinary rontine of business, and by the new rule he is 
required to approve it before it is read. Under the old rule it was 
read without the approval of the Speaker, but the approval of the 
Speaker by the new rule is given to it before it is read. That was 
deemed wise and 1 as a rule of the House in re to making 
up its Journal. But no man suppos it takes away from the House 
its right to approve the Journal after it is approved by the Speaker 
and read at the desk by the Clerk. And the practice of the House 
under the new rule is precisely what the practice was under the old 
rule. The Journal is read, having been approved by the Speaker; 
then the Speaker allows it to stand approved by the House, unless 
objection is taken. 

Well, if a gentleman rises to take exception to the Journal of the 
day before yesterday just as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cox- 
GER] rose to take exception to it, the Journal is in this position, that 
it has been approved by the Speaker and read to the House, bnt not 
approved by the House. And before it is approved by the House I 
submit as a question of privilege that it is my right to have the bill 
referred according to the rules, and not as indicated by the indorse- 
ment of the member presenting it. I donot admit that the presenta- 
tion of the bill was accompanied with the unanimous consent of the 
House to the improper reference. 

Now, I find a bill which has been referred not in accordance with 
the rules. I am not to go into an inquiry to ascertain how this im- 
proper reference was made. Iam not called upon to take any part 
as between the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] and the gor 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. TowNsHEND;] and I think it would be 
unworthy of me to be deterred in doing my duty in a parliamen 
line of procedure because this or that disagreeable personal incident 
has been injected into our proceedings, or because some gentlemen 
choose to raise the issue of the tamiff or any other economical question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maryland 
a question. : 

r. FINLEY. Ihave been waiting for some time for the gentle- 
man from Maryland to yield to me for a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I yield #0 the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
FINLEY. ] 

Mr. MCLANE. I would not be doing myself justice if I did not 
make an explanation of why I have submitted this question before I 
occupy myself with questions which gentlemen may desire to address 
tome. Iam doing my duty when I explain why it is I submit this 
* of privilege; and I do not propose to say a word more than 
that. I consider it absolutely necessary to explain my own proceed- 
ing, inasmuch as the Journal of the day before yesterday is now 
before us, having been read and not having been approved by the 
House. Now, Iam not willing to approve the Journal of the da 
before yesterday as it stands. I find upon it a reference of a bill to 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws—— 

Mr. MORRISON. And was not that reference made? 

Mr. SIMONTON. How do you know it was wrongly made? 

Mr. MCLANE. I shall not say it was wrongly made. I shall con- 
cede to my honorable friend before me that it was made in pursuance 
of the current rule of the House; but until the House approve the 
Journal the reference is not oonelusive 
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Mr. ATHERTON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question right 


there. 

Mr. McLANE. Let me answer first the questions which have 
already been addressed to me. There is a rule of the House that bills 
may be introduced by members on Monday, and sent to the Clerk’s 
desk for reference, the reference being then made by the Speaker and 
the Clerk acting under the direction of the Speaker of this House at 
the time of presentation, and not, in my judgment, by the vote. That 
reference was actially made; and that is why I could not vote for 
the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, who would so amend the 
Jonrnal as to show that the reference was not made. I think that 
reference was made; but I submit to the House that that reference 
was improperly made, and not in conformity with the rule of this 
House. That is the point I make. 

Mr. ATHERTON. If the privileges of the House were not abused 
in any way, how is it claimed that any question of privilege now 
comes in here ? 

Mr. MCLANE. My answer to that, whether satisfactory or not, is 
very simple. My answer is that this House has prescribed for itself 
certain rules of p ing. It is its duty to enforce all those rules, 
to maintain the integrity of its proceedings and the collective privi- 
leges of its members. If the Clerk, or the Speaker, or an individual 
member by his individual indorsement causes a reference of a bill to 
be entered on the Journal which is an improper reference under our 
rales the Honse should direct a proper reference before approving the 
Journal. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Can an individual member refer a bill? 

Mr. MCLANE. Surely not. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then why did you say so? 

Mr. MCLANE. I did not say so. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. That is what you said“ if an individual mem- 
ber refers a bill.” 

Mr. McLANE. The gentleman does not understand me. A word 
of explanation will suffice. An individual member introduces a bill, 
either through the petition-box or by sending it to the desk on Mon- 
day, and indorses upon it a reference. 

Vr. HUTCHINS. In this case the member introduced a bill in the 
open House, and it was read; the record shows that it was read, and 
the House referred it to a committee. 

Mr. MCLANE. That is all right. We are not at issue on the fact 
of presentation, but I contend that the reference was not then made 
by the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman 

Mr. MCLANE. Let me first answer the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Hurcinxs.] We are not at issue on the fact of presentation in 
the House. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then let us keep to the fact, If the gentleman 
will argue on the facts, he will come back and say that he is all wrong. 

Mr. MCLANE. Iam willing to adhere to the facts. The gentle- 
man from New York says, that although the indorsement on the bill 


might have been by a member, yet the actual reference was made by | fi 


the House. 

Mr, HUTCHINS. That is so. 

Mr. MCLANE. So it was, in so far as the officers of the House acted. 
When they act they are supposed to act for the House. But the gen- 
tleman from New York fails to notice the gist of this whole question. 
It is that when our Journal is read to us and we find that we are not 
willing to let the action of the officers of the House be our action, we 
80 mo. fe That is all there is in this question; and itis the only 
ae of maintaining the collective privileges of members of this 

ouse or the integrity of its proceedings. 

The Speaker and the Clerk have made a reference in conformity 
with the indorsed reference, and when the Journal is read and no 
objection is taken to it, the reference by the Speaker and the Clerk 
is the reference of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. McLane] a question right here. It will not divert him at all 
from his argument, for it is right in the line of it. Rule XIX cites 
in detail questions of privilege. It reads: 

uestions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House col- 
lectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings. 

Mr. McLANE. That is the point. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now I ask the gentleman if that language covers 
the proposition he now makes, to wit, that the wrong reference of a 
bill is a question of privilege 

Mr. McLANE. That is the point of objection and the only point 
of objection which I can conceive in this case; that the words “in- 
Sen of its proceedings” go to—what shall I call it? Some say 


ud. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the gentleman allow me to say upon that 
point a word? 

Mr. MCLANE. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I submit to my friend from Maryland that the 
phrase “integrity of its proceedings” means simply the unity, the 
completeness, and the truth of the proceedings of the House. hen 
the proceedings of the House, as recorded by the Clerk under the di- 
rection of its presiding officer, do truthfully and correctly show what 
actually occurred, there can be no question of privilege about it. 

Mr. McLANE. Very well. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But when a gentleman arises in his place on this 


floor and says that according to his recollection of the transaction 
the proceedings as recorded do not show the truth of the transaction, 
then a question of privilege is raised under Rule IX of the House, and 
under no other circumstances whatever. I submit that to my friend 
yur” i fear as a lawyer, as being the trae construction of Rule 

o. IX. 

Mr. McLANE. If that narrow construction is given to the words 
“integrity of its proceedings,” then no correction 

Mr. C ISLE. Yes, I admit thata correction can be made. 

Mr. MCLANE. No correction of an erroneous reference is possible. 
Now I submit to the gentleman from Kentucky that if he will give 
his attention to the whole body of these rules he will find how per- 
tinent is the point made here to a bill introduced in the House. When 
we come to a bill in the petition-box, of which we get no knowledge 
at all from the Journal—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. There is no such thing as putting 
a bill in the petition-box. 

Mr. MCLANE. Pardon me. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, Petitions go into the box. 

Mr. MCLANE. Petitions accompanied by bills, and praying the 
adoption of such bills. The gentleman from Illincis [Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND] ought not to forget that that was the first rnling in this Con- 
gress, and the petition-box has been crammed with bills going through 
that box to the committees of the House under the rules of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 
the old rules. 

Mr. MCLANE. Les, under the new as under the old. Now in the 
new rales you will find a provision that when any motion or proposi- 
tion of any kind put into the box has been improperly referred, there is 
—5 obligation imposed upon the committee to report it back for proper 
reference, 

Mr. HUTCHINS. But this bill was never put into the box at all. 

Mr. MCLANE. Iam aware of that. A bill introduced upon the 
floor of the House goes upon the Journal, and the House has knowl- 
edge of it—has power to make the proper reference if an improper one 
has been made. But the House has no knowledge of a bill that goes 
into the box; and therefore these new rules have provided that when 
a bill does go into the box and is improperly referred, the committee 
to which it has improperly gone shall bring it back to the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let me correct the gentleman. The rule makes 
no such provision. The rule does provide for a petition or memorial 
going ek 7 70 the box. A bill is not a petition. 

Mr. MCLANE. I am talking of a bill accompanied by a petition, a 
petition 8 r for the e of a bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I beg the gentleman to bear in mind that the 
revised rules do not contemplate the reference of bills through the 
box to committees. 

Mr. MCLANE. The gentleman from Kentucky will pardon me 
the old and new rules are alike on this point. With all deference 
to him as chairman of the Committee on Rules, not ex officio but de 
acto— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentenan is mistaken again, Ihave not 
that distinguished honor. I am the last-named democratic member 
of the committee. 

Mr. McLANE. Nevertheless, the gentleman was de facto chairman 
of that committee, so far as the passage through the House of these 
new rules are concerned. It was under the gentleman’s auspices that 
these new rules were adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I accept that responsibility; but I know the 
gentleman from Maryland cherishes the same prejudice that I do 
against the term de facto. 

Mr. MCLANE. Well, as we live in days when we have no other 
than de facto authority, I should be very unreasonable to have any 
prejudice against it. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether Rule XXI does not provide that the only way in which post- 
route bills and bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors can 
be introduced is through the petition-box, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There are those excepted bills, but that is a 
mere quibble. The gentleman from Michigan knows that that does 
not apply here. There are certain bills allowed to go through the 
petition-box like petitions or memorials, but no bill of a general leg- 
islative character or purport is permitted to find its way to a com- 
miitee through that box. The exception noted by the gentleman 
from Michigan does not affect this rule at all. 

Mr. CONGER. But the gentleman knows that last session hun- 
dreds of bills were referred in that way. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That was under the old rale, not under the 
present rule. 

Mr. CALKINS. Under the present rule is there any prohibition 
against other bills passing through the box as they did during the 
extra session ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is no permission given, and there is 
what amounts to an express prohibition by the naming of the bills 
excepted from the general rule—post-route bills and river and harbor 
bills. These only are allowed to go through that box. 

Mr. CALKINS. During the extra session there was a provision in 
the rules that bills rosane to post-routes and to rivers and harbors 
should be referred through the box; there was, then, a class of ex- 
cepted bills ; yet other bills were referred through the box. My point 
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is that there is now no provision in the rules whereby other bills may 
not go through the box, if accompanied by petitions. — 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No bill can go through the petition-box unless 
it belongs to the excepted classes just referred to. If the gentleman 
will look at the rule he will find that express provision is made for 
the introduction of bills whether by individual members or by com- 
mittees. A committee may bring in a bill framed or predicated upon 
a petition or memorial. Express provision is made for the introduc- 
tion of bills by an individual member or by a committee. An ex- 
ception is made in regard to the classes of bills alluded to by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. CONGER,] which for the convenience of 
the House and to save printing are lowed, as none others are al- 
lowed, to pass through the petition-box. 

Mr. CALKINS. 1 appreciate the pom the gentleman makes. The 
present rules provide as he states; but I fail to see the difference be- 
tween the old rules and the new in that regard. The old rules and 
the new substantially agree on this subject; and we all know that 
nnder the old rules bills accompanied by petitions went into the peti- 
tion-box. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The only point I make is that no member of 
this House can get any bill before any committee, whether standing 
or select, if it shall not belong to one of those excepted classes, un- 
less he introduces it here in open House and it is so referred. 

Mr. CALKINS. I understood the gentleman but dissented from 
him, because I do not understand the rules as he in rets them. 

Mr. MCLANE. I shall not occupy the time of the House any fur- 
ther. I make the point to the House the Journal of day before yes- 
terday on being read, having been approved by the Speaker and read 
to the House in pursuance of the first rule, reveals to me the reference 
of a certain bill to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws which 
I think under the rules of this House ought to go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. I believe itto be my privilege before I approve 
that Journal to see a proper reference is made. It applies no more 
to this than to a multitude of cases which can oceur. I do not choose 
to sit here and see a reference made which I know to be an improper 
reference under the rule, with no relief except what may come from 
the committee to which that bill has been 5 referred. I 
care not whether the reference results through the negligence of the 
officers of the House, through the design of the officers of the House, 
through the inadvertence of the officers of the House, it is my right 
and privilege to move the reference of the bill as the rales require ; 
and, sir, that is the only point I make. 

Mr. ROBESON. Will the gentleman permit me before he sits down? 

Mr. MCLANE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROBESON. This is a question of privilege, and it must come 
under Rule IX or not at all. Now, then, any question affecting the 
rights of this House collectively clearly is a question of privilege 
under that rule; for that is the express ge of the rule. It is 
the right of this House, as a House coilectively, when it intrusts its 
action to an individual agent, to have its rules properly conformed to 
by the agent who acts for it. There are two kinds of proceedings 
here. One kind is submitted to the consideration and the action of 
the House. When the House considers and acts upon business, that 
closes it out except under formal reconsideration. But there is an- 
other kind of proceedings of the House which, for the sake of con- 
venience, is allowed to go in the first instance and without investiga- 
tion, according to the direction given by the person who introduces 
it. If under the action intrusted to an individual acting in the first 
instance snch proceeding bas been taken as does not conform to the 
rules of the House, then it concerns the House collectively to see that 
its rules are conformed to by the individual intrusted to act for them; 
or that, if he desires a different action, he submits it to the House. 
Therefore it is a question of high privilege in this House that its pro 
forma action, which it submits to its confidence, not in the honor but 
in the judgment of individual members, shall be made right when the 
question comes 5 1 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of IIlinois, rose. 

Mr. ROBESON. I su t nothing against the honor of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. Ido not believe he did anything which was 
liable to censure as a dishonorable act. I believe he had a mistaken 
idea of the effect of the rules of this House, and that he used an in- 
distinct and uncertain rule to accomplish a purpose which this House 
did not mean he should use it for, and that he acted under this author- 
ity to proceed, in the first instance, in a way tocommit the Honse in 
the tirst instance to his own mistake, and now, he haying acted under 
a false idea of the rules, against the real will and intention of the 
House, and ignoring the true meaning of its rules, it is a question of 
the highest privilege, concerning the action of the whole House and 
its rights asa House collectively, that its collective action, now acting 
affirmatively on the subject, shall rectify the individual mistake of 
the gentleman from Illinois when acting as its agent, and make that 
action conform to its own idea of its on rules. Thus there is a high 
privileged question, to the end that the House collectively has the 
right to rectify the wrong position in which it was put by its action 
under the individual action of the gentleman from Illinois. 

„ MILLS rose. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman from Maryland said he would vield 
to me. 

Mr. McLANE. Certainly I will. 

Mr. MILLS. The Chair has recognized me. 


Mr. FINLEY. I desire to call 
Mr. MILLS, There are two gentlemen to whom I have promised 
to yield the floor. 
r. FINLEY. Before the gentleman from Maryland takes his seat, I 
desire to call his attention to the point of order I make, and it is this: 
When the gentleman on yesterday submitted his propos son to the 


House, the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. GARFIELD] ded the pre- 
vious question,which was seconded, and the Speaker then expressed 
a doubt as to whether he could entertain the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland pending the demand for the previous question, 
which had been ordered. I read from the remarks of the Speaker: 

The Chair considers that that would be a solution of the difficulty, but he is not 
clear that the question of privilege can be raised at this time against the operation 
of the previous question, which the House has ordered. 

That was the status of this case yesterday. Then my colleague 
[Mr. GARFIELD] undertook to withdraw his demand for the previous 
question, to which the gentleman from Illinois objected ; and in that 
condition of the case we qnit yesterday. I will raise the point of or- 
der when the gentleman from Maryland gets through, that no propo- 
sition can be put pending the demand for the previous question. If 
the gentleman desires to discuss that, I will only ask him the question. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the gentleman from Maryland yield to me for a 
few moments ? 

Mr. MCLANE. I poned to yield to the gentleman from IIIinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maryland yields 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. MCLANE. I did not understand that I was expected to an- 
swer the question propounded by the gentleman from Ohio; but I 
wish to say to him that the point he makes to-day was made on yes- 
terday, that I could not present this question before the House, the 
previous question having been demanded. If the gentleman will 
refer to the RECORD, he will find that the proposition was read for 
information, in order that the Speaker might decide whether it super- 
seded the demand for the previous question or not. The Speaker 
declined to decide the question and submitted it to the House as to 
whether it presented a question of privilege or not, and the House 
voted upon it. A 

Now, if the gentleman had read the Recorp a little further on, he 
would have found that no quorum voted on that question, and the 
Honse then adjourned ; so that the question is now pending. 

Mr. FINLEY. If the tleman will allow me a word further, as 
I understand it, the Speaker did not decide that this question of priv- 
ilege had precedence of the previous question. That question the 
Speaker said he would decide, but it has not yet been decided, and 
the question that the Speaker would now put is as to the question of 

rivile Now, I raise tbe point that the previous question being 

emanded precludes the gentleman from Maryland from offering his 
resolution. 

Mr. MCLANE. But I submit to the gentleman that that point in 
our proceedings has already been passed, and the House has voted 
on the question. f 

Mr. FINLEY. But not as to whether it had precedence of another 
privileged motion = 

Mr.McLANE. Certainly, as to whether the Honse would entertain 
the motion as a question of privilege rising beyond the demand for 
the previous question, and the House voted, ayes 105, noes a small 
number—I do not remember exactly. At all events the point was 
made that no quorum had voted, and shortly afterward the House 
adjourned. ; 

Mr. ATHERTON. How ean we find that out unless we have the 
Journal ? i 

Mr. MCLANE. The RECORD of yesterday shows that this was read 
for information. 

Mr. FINLEY. I read from a document which purports to be a CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MCLANE. The reason I yield is because I understand that I 
am proceeding by consent, and that when I close the previous ques- 
tion is pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this question should be properly 
discussed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to explain in as brief a time as possible 
why this question is not one of privilege. And in order that it ma; 
be understood I desire the Clerk to read from the Journal the proceed- 
ne of Monday last, in reference to the introduction of the bill by my 
colleague from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: t 

By Mr. TOWNSHESD: A bill (H. R. No. 5265) to revise and amend sections 2503, 2504, 
and 2505 of title 33 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I desire to have read the text of the bill 
which my colleague introduced on that occasion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, dc., That sections 2503, 2504, and 2505 of title 33 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States be revised and amended so that the duty on salt, printing- 
type, printing-paper, and the chemicals and materials used in the manufacture of 
printing-paper, be repealed, and that said articles be placed on the free list. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now this is the bill which was referred under the 
rules of the House to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. oan Let me correct the gentleman. There is no such 
committee. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. On the Revision and Codification of the Laws. 

Mr. CONGER. Not even that. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Then what is it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. The Revision and Codification of the Statutes of 
the United States. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FINLEY. It ought to be the Laws of the United States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ell that is a nice point. The statutes were 
formerly laws, but are now disregarded it seems. 

I desire now to present this question to the House, and ask its 
judgment, whether it was not competent for the House on Monday 

ast on a motion to refer this bill to a different committee to have re- 
ferred it tothe Committee on the Revision and Codification of the 
Statutes of the United States? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. If the committee report this bill 
back to the House, has not the House the power to recommit it to 
another committee! 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. If they never report it back to the 
House no harm is done. If they do report it back, the House can do 
as it pleases in reference to it, either by recommitting it, or rejecting 
the recom mentation that may accompany it from the committee re- 

ing it 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly, so I understand. 

Now, in order to show I was not in error, as suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, in speaking of this committee, I will state 
that the Committee on the Kevision of the Laws is the one named in 
the rule, as will be found in Rule X of the revised rules of this House, 

7; from which it will be seen that I was right before. 

ow, I recur to the question whether it was not competent for the 
House on Monday last to have referred this bill to the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws or whether a majority of this House when the 
bill is again reported to the House may not refer it to any other com- 
mittee the majority of the House may determine. The Speaker has 
ruled over and over again that the question as to the submission of a 
bill is for the judgment of the House, and when the House has decided 
that question it is the decision of the House as to the proper commit- 
tee. Now, then, there can be no doubt of that question. This bill 
under the rules of the House was referred to the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws. Can this bill then be taken from that commit- 
tee by a motion to discharge the committee from its further consid- 
` eration and commit it to another committee without a suspension of 
the rules? That is the question. I maintain that it cannot be taken 
from this committee. The bill has gone from the House. The House 
under its rules has adjudicated the question of reference and placed 
the bill in the hands of this particular committee, and if the Clerk has 
done his duty that committee has it now, and if there had been a morn- 
ing hour might have reported it back to this House this morning, hav- 
ing jurisdiction of it by the action of the House under the rules of the 
Ho 


use. 

Mr. NEW. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will hear it. 

Mr. NEW. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 
Is it his opinion that the word “ revision,” as used in the designation 
of the Committee on “ Revision of the Laws,” has the same meaning 
or is in any way a synonym for the word “ amendment ?” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer the gentleman’s question. That 
would be a very proper spomen to present to the House when the 
bill was referred why it should be referred to another committee. 
But this bill provides for the revision and amendment of the tariff 
laws, and if the Committee on the Revision of the Laws was a proper 
committee in the judgment of this House to which the bill might be 
or should be a he committee would have jurisdiction of it 
after its reference. 

Mr. NEW. The gentleman has not answered my question. It is 
this: Is the word “revision” synonymous with the word “amend- 
ment?” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course not; but the bill contains both terms— 
both revision“ and “amendment.” 

I recur to the question again whether, if this bill was properly re- 
-ferred under the rules of the House to the Committee on vision 
of the Laws, as the House had a right to refer it, and if that was done 
in open session, when any gentleman could have raised a question as 
to how it should be referred if he had desired, the title having been 
read and indicating the object of the bill to be to amend and revise 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes, it can now be a question of 
privilege to change the reference. It was competent for any gentle- 
man to call for the reading of the bill, and upon the reading of it he 
would have found the bill had reference simply to the revision and 
amendment of the law as to the 8 on salt, paper, and printing- 

, and of materials that enter into the manufacture of paper. Then 
it would have been proper for any gentleman to move a different ref- 
erence. That was not done, but under the rules of the House the bill 
went to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. Now, having 
gone there, does the question of getting it away from that committee 

volve “the dignity,” the “safety,” or the “integrity of the proceed- 
ings” of this House? 

Str. REED. Yes. 


Mr. BLACKBURN, The gentleman from Maine says yes. 

Mr. REED. Ido. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where in the reference of this bill was our safety 
involved? Where was our dignity involved? Where was our in- 
tegrity or the integrity of the proceedings of this House involved? 

r. REED. It is utterly impossible to furnish eyes to people who 
do not have them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say the proceedings of the House on Monday 
not having violated the dignity or offerided against the safety or de 
stroyed the integrity of our proceedings, we cannot reach this bil 
except by a motion on Monday to suspend the rules and discharge the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws from its consideration, thus 
bringing it back to the House and then referring it to another com- 
mittee; or by waiting until the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws shall report it back to the House and then immediately on their 
report being submitted any gentleman may rise and move a reference 
of the bill to the Committee on Ways and Means and the majority of 
the House can then control the matter. Any other movement would 
be revolutionary and would destroy entirely that harmony which has 
prevailed heretofore in the administration of our reies and set a prec- 
edent for overriding the plainest provisions of pps TEER law, 
3 I trust this House for the sake of accomplishing a purpose will 
not do. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MCLANE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Oscar EAA 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman from Maryland allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MILLS, I desire to know how much time the gentleman from 
Maryland is entitled to. 

Mr. GARFIELD. He is speaking by unanimons consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not restricting debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The debate is ranning by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MCLANE. The reason I have any time, I believe, is that it was 
the understanding I should move the poros question. Iam now 
vetting the time I have in that way to gentlemen to the extent of 
my hour. 

r.OSCARTURNER. I desire to occupy afew moments only. We 
have been engaged in the consideration of this question now ever 
since yesterday morning, and we seem to be no nearer a conclusion 
than when we first commenced it. In fact there seems to be so much 
excitement created ou this floor that we are getting deeper into the 
entanglement and confusion. 

What I rose to say was simply this: I desire we should 8 
with the public business and proceed to the consideration of the pend- 
ing . bill and get rid of this question. I will concede, 
and I suppose every fair-minded man will concede, that there is a ma- 
jority on this floor who would have given a direction to this bill dif- 
fereut from that which the gentleman from Illinois gave it. There 
is no question, if their attention had been drawn toit, a majority of 
the House would have sent the bill to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. But it tooka different course. Now why should we consume 
all this time in discussion when there is a division in sentiment and 
both parties seem disinclined to yield to the other and resort to all 
sorts of parliamentary tactics to delay a decision of this question? 

What will you gentlemen who are in favor of a protective tariff 
gain if you change the reference of this bill? What will yon lose if 
it remains where it has gone? When the Committee on Revision of 
Laws report it back to this House it will then be in peeo of the 
House, and a motion to refer it to the Committee on Ways and Means 
will then be in order. Then I appeal to gentlemen of the majority 
on the other side who are protective-tariff men, why not let the 
question be settled by leaving the bill where it has gone, and in 
this way put an end to this question, so that we can proceed with 
the business of the House? You yield nothing; you lose no priv- 
ilege. It will be in the pover of the majority, when the committee 
reports the bill back to the House, to refer it to any other committee 
they please; and if the committee never reports it back, then that 
will be the end of it. I believe in yielding to the majority, whenever 
there is a majority in this House upon any question, provided they 
proceed in accordance with the rules. I for one do not like to ob- 
struct legislative action. Although Iam opposed to a protective tariff, 
and will go as far as any man to give relief to the le by mod- 
ification of tariff duties, and have introduced some bills for that pur- 

ose, I believe the majority ought to control. When they have duly 

liberated upon any question let them answer to their constituents. 
Ihave made these suggestions solely to bring about a settlement, 
that we may get rid of this question without a violation of our rules 
and with due regard to the correctness of the record. 
1575 McLANE. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. 

ILLS. J ; 

Mr. MILLS. The true germ of this controversy lies much deeper 


than any gentleman has yet sounded in his argument. Why all this 
tempest about the reference of a bill? During the seven years I have 
ve never before wit- 


had the honor to 8 a seat on this floor, 
nessed such a scene. I have repeatedly known bills referred to com- 
mittees, and when those committees came to consider them, the 

determined they had been improperly referred to them, and accord- 
ingly Sony brought the bills back into the House for the proper ref- 
erence. I never before have seen such an upheaval of the waters as 
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we have witnessed here yesterday and to-day. Let us pause and ask 


why? 

This is not a question in regard to the Committee of Ways and 
Means and the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, as to the pre- 
rogatives of the one or the other of those committees. There is some- 
thing that lies deeper than that. What is it? There are two com- 
mittees in this House, one of which is so o! ized that a bill reduc- 
ing taxation upon the people of the Uni States will be reported 
by that committee back to this House for consideration. The other 
committee is so organized that it would bury such a bill so deep that 
the trump of the resurrection will not wake it. On the one side the 
effort is to get this bill into a committee that will bring it back into 
the House for consideration. The effort on the other side is to get it 
into a committee where it will be irretrievably buried forever. at 
is the pop oTe 

Now, cannot the gentlemen of the majority, who oppose cutting 
down the duties on the woolen shirts that warm the bodies of the 
poor toiling laborers of this country, come up like men and vote to 

eep the tariff th when the bill comes into the House? Cannot 
those who want to keep the duties amounting to 120 per cent. on 
iron, with which the laborer toils for his daily subsistence, come 
up like men and yote to keep that taxation on that labor when 
the bill comes back here? Do they want to keep the high duties 
on trace-chains, axes, hoes, and other implements made of iron? 
Why do they fail to meet that question like men! Because they 
want to put the question on a false issue before the ple of the 
United States; to say that they are contending simply for regularity 
of proceedings inthis House. Thatisall. They do not want to face 
the music and vote on questions of that sort and tell the toiling peo- 
ple of this country that they have voted to take off the taxes on 
wealth, on incomes, on capital invested in manufactures that pay a 
profit of over 40 per cent. per annum, and pilo itall upon consump- 
tion, upon that which the poor eat and drink and wear. That is the 
issue before us. One committee will bring this bill before the House ; 
the other committee will bury it. 

We have heard a great deal about dishonor. Why, sir, a member 
of this House had a right to refer this bill to a committee which was 
friendly to its consideration, if the rules of the House nted him 
that right. He asked it and the House so referred it. . Speaker, 
it does seem to me that the extreme sensitiveness about honor which 
we have witnessed upon this floor ought to make gentlemen feel some 
compunetious visitations of conscience when they deliberate upon a 

roposition laid upon your table to make the record of the American 

ongress utter a falsehood. Is it a question of privil of the 
American Congress that its record should be made to utter a falsehood. 
. _ This is not a Government friendly to privilege. From the founda- 
tion of the Government to the 8 time it has been a favorite cry 
of the people of the United “down with privileges; equal 
rights to all men, and exclusive privileges to none.” Weare told that 
it is a question of privilege, by the machinery of this House, to stifle 
the investigation of questions of taxation, and to keep the bodies of 
the toilin ple of the United States prostrated in the dust. 
Mr. MORRISON. And to make our record lie. 
Mr. McLANE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


8 (Mr. KELLey.] 

Mr. Y. Ihave listened to this nearly two days’ discussion 
with wonder, becanse the question to my mind has seemed to be so 
simple as to preclude a diversity of opinion. It is a question of good 
faith, and, to accept the language of the gentleman from Texas, one 
of honor. The rules of this House eect in plain language the com- 
mittees to which bills shall be referred. Among them is the following: 

All legislation shall be referred i named - 
3 fellows namely: Subjects eae ö 
2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States, to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

That rule is a law binding as any other part of the law that mem- 
bers swear to maintain, and is binding on the conscience of members. 
Yet we have the gentleman whose action is under consideration say- 
ing, as his remarks ap in the RECORD, that he gave the refer- 
ence of a tariff bill—for he and not the House referred it—to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws for the express purpose of 
9 the law as embodied in the rule I have quoted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Do I understand the gentleman to 


sa — 

Ur. KELLEY. I will quote the gentleman’s language. He said: 

My was to send that bill to a mi w 
this N that a majority of Suspension ke R 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I repeat that statement. 

Mr. KELLEY. Sir, a committee may have been constituted in a 
manner satisfactory to the majority of this House or unsatisfactory 
to a majority of its members. But in neither event are members re- 
lieved from ellegiance to the law. At the end of this Con; that 
committee can be reconstituted. Elections for the popular branch of 
Congress give the people opportunity to revise our policy once in two 

ears; and gentlemen may trust to the law and bide their time. But 
or a member of this House to evade the law and claim and boldly 
roclaim that he did it because a committee of the House had not 
n constituted to his taste is to violate the law and assign an nn- 
holy reason for the act. 


Mr. MCLANE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. HAWLEY.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not seek the floor for the pi 
of entering upon a general discussion of the merits of the question ; 
but I submit there is no court of record in the country so humble 
that it has not the right to correct its own record when it has been 
led into gross error—I will not say through fraud, but through simple 
mistake. Suppose that judgment has been entered in a wrong case, 
or that a wrong case has been struck off the docket through simi- 
larity of names, the court will go back and correct its record. Sol 
say the Congress of the United States with all its great powers has 
the right of an ordinary court of justice to make its record read as it 
ought to read. 

ut I may waive the point of amending or correcting the record. 

I place myself upon the highest grounds of privilege. This House 
has been led into a great mistake—into a violation of its own rules. 
I, as one member, if I stood alone, have the right to call upon the 
House to conform to its rules in a matter of so great importance. H 
I can offer an amendment to the motion of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, I desire to do so now. Can I offer it, Mr. Speaker, at this time f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I give notice that I shall do so whenever the 
opportunity may arise; and the gentleman from Maryland kindly says 


to me that, if he can, he will give me that opportunity. 
The SPEAKER. The okt pacers of the gentleman from Maryland 
is not before the House, and hence not open to amendment, 
Mr. HAWLEY. But the gentleman says I may give notice of my 
proposition. 
. MCLANE. Let it come in, and the previous question can op- 
erate upon both. 


The SPEAKER. The question of privilege must first be disposed 
of favorably. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask that my proposition be read as part of my 
remarks for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That in referring on Monday to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws the 
bill for the revision and amendmentof sections 2503, 2504, and 2505 of title 33 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, the House acted under a misapprehension 
of the character of the bill and in contravention of the rules; and it hereby dis- 

said committee from the further consideration of said bill and refers it to: 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Mr. MCLANE. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. FINLEY. 
Mr. FINLEY en the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. MCLANE 
yesterday had his proposition read for information the previous ques- 


tion was operating. I now make the point of order that pending the 
operation of the previous question the Speaker cannot stop the pro- 
ceedings of the House to put a proposition whether something else is 
a question of privilege or not. In other words, pending the operation 
of the previous question the vote cannot be delayed in order that the 
Speaker may submit to the. House whether some other matter is a 
question of privilege. Upon this subject I send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read remarks which I find in a document called the CONGRES- 
SIONAL REcORD—remarks purporting to have been made by the 
Speaker of this Honse. Hh 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The SPEAKER. The question of order is whether the previous question, having 
been ordered on the pending question as authorized by the rule just read, can now 
be interrupted by the ope ot Rule LX, which relates to questions of privilege ; 
the gentleman from Maryland drawing the attention of the Chair to the clause of 
the rule which says. and the integrity of its proceedings. The Chair considers 
that would be a solution of the difficulty, but he is not clear that that question of 
privilege can be raised at this time as against the operation of the previous ques- 
tion which the House has ordered. 


* * — * 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland bases the question of privil 
which he presents on the words of the rule integrity of its p ga.” The 
Chair thinks that that question panay presented might have involved a ques- 
tion of privilege, but the Chair is not called upon now to decide whether it is a 
higher —— than the execution of the previous question that has been ordered 
by the House; but the Chair is quite willing to submit the question to the Honsé 
whether this does involve a question of privilege and has a right to come in now. 

Mr. FINLEY. Now, the Chair said yesterday that he was not 
called upon to decide whether the proposition presented was a higher 
question or not. I make the point of order that it is not a higher 
question than the previous question, and that the Chair cannot inter- 
rupt the operation of the previous question by submitting to the 
House a proposition as to whether something else is a question of 
privilege or not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not read the entire proceed- 


ing 

Sir. McLANE. The point of order is not made now, but is to be 
made later. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is using the point of order in the 
nature of an argument. 

Mr. McLANE. And he has consumed his three minutes. I yield 
the balance of my time to the gentleman from Ohio on my left. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to read his own remarks fur- 
ther on. If the gentleman from Ohio had read further on he would 


have found the position of the Chair entirely consistent. The Chair 
will read: 

The Chair submits to the House whether it is a question of privilege. It is not 
yet permitted to come before the House, but he merely submits whether it eoz- 
tains a question of privilege or not. 
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Mr. WARNER. My onl 
turns on the 7 755 made by the gentleman from New Je 
ROBESON] and the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER.) It is 
this: was the reference of this bill to the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws made in pursuance of the rules? That is, could it have 
been so referred under the rules either by the Speaker or by a major- 
ity of the House itself? If it could be or was so referred, then it was 
not in contravention of the rules, but in order under the rules; and 
in that case this question cannot be now one of privilege. But if, on 
the other hand, the reference was in contravention of the rules and 
would have required a two-thirds vote of the House, or, it being the 
fourth Monday, unanimous consent, to apy the rules in order 
rightly to make that reference, then this is clearly a question of privi- 
lege. And I should like very much, if it be in order, to have the ruling 
of the Speaker on that very question; that is, whether the bill in 
question rightly could have been referred under the rules to the Com- 
mittee on the Revision of the Laws. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will now submit the question whether 
the proposition of the gentleman from Maryland is privileged. 

Mr. McLANE. But I demand the previous question. 

Mr. FINLEY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is holding the floor by 
permission of the imge from Maryland. 

Mr. FINLEY. But I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman cannot make a point of order in 
the time of another gentleman who yielded to him for debate. 

Mr. FINLEY. I make the point of order 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland has demanded the 
previous question. 

Mr. MoLAN E. I wish to modify my proposition. 

50 FINLEY. I make the point of order on the gentleman’s prop- 
osition. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is not before the House. The 
question before the House is whether the proposition he asks to pre- 
sent involves a question of privilege. 

Mr. FINLEY. On this I make the point of order that the Chair 
cannot submit that to the House pending the operation of the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House has voted seve 
times in a manner to instruct him to submit it in the manner 
Chair has stated. 

Mr.McLANE. Read for information, Mr. Clerk. [Cries of “No! 

ane SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has demanded the y 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aftirmative— 
yeas 135, nays 98, not voting 59; as follows: 


difficulty on this question of meivilege 
rsey [Mr. 


YEAS—135. 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, George R. Killinger, Ross, 
Aldrich, William Davis, Horace Klotz, Russell, Daniel L, 
— La Matyr, 3 Tuei W. A. 
ey, „ sey, homas 
Baker, 8 ` Marsh, Shallon 4 
Ballou, Dwight, m, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Einstein, MeCoid, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bamme; Errett, McCook, Starin, 
itahoover, Farr, McGowan, Stone, 
Bingham, Field. spewed Thompson, Wm. G 
eld, cLane, pson, Wm. 
Blake, Fisher, McMahon, Tyler, 
Frye, ler, Updegraff, J. T 
Boyd, Gartield, Mitchell, Updegraff, Thomas 
Brewer, Gibson, 3 Spean 
orae, rner, 
2 Hall. March, Valentine, 
Browne, Harris, Benj. W. Neal, Van Aernam, 
Burrows, Haskell, ew, Van Voorhis, 
Batterworth, Hawk, Norcross, Voorhis, 
C Hawley O'Neill, Wait, 
Camp. Hayes, Osmer, Ward, 
Henderson, Overton, Warner, 
Henry, Pacheco, Washburn, 
Caswel Hiscock, Page, Williams, C. G 
Chittenden, Horr, Phelps, Willits, 
Claflin, Houk, Pierce, Wilson, 
Clymer, Hubbell, Pound, 
Coftrothh, Humphrey, Price, Wood, Fernando 
Conger, ames, Reed, Wood, Walter A. 
Cowgill, Jorgensen, Rice, W: t, 
Crapo, Joyce, Richardson, D. P. Yocum, 
Crowley, Kelley, Robeson, Young, Thomas L. 
Ketcham, Robinson, 
NAYS—98. 
Aiken, Colerick, Forsythe, Jones, 
Armiield, Converse, Frost, Kenna, 
Atkins, Cook, Geddes, 
Beale, Cravens, Goode, Kite 
— Culberson, Gunter, 
Blackburn, Davidson, Hammond, N.J. Ladd, 
Bland, Davis, Joseph J. Harris, John T Lewis, 
Blount, Davis, Lowndes H. Hatch, ry, 
Buckner, Deuster, enklo, Lowe, 
Cabell, Dibrell, Herbert, Manning, 
Caldwell, Dickey, Herndon MeKenzie 
Carlisle, Dunn, Hill, McMillin, 
Chalmers, Elam, House, i 
Clardy, Ellis, Hull, Morrison, 
Clark, John B Finley, Hunton Muldrow, 
b, Forney Hutchins, Myers, 


Nicholls, Rothwell, Springer, Vance, 
O'Connor, Samfo Steele, Waddill, 
O'Reilly, Sa A Stevenson, Weaver, 
Persons, S y, Taylor, teaker, 

Simonton, Williams, Thomas 
IR SEE ei 

e ucker, oung, 
Ri J. S. 8 Turner, Oscar x 
Robertson, Sparks, Turner, Thomas 
NOT VOTING—59. 

Acklen, Felton 3 Sa] 
Anderson, Ford, Martin, Benj. F 
Atherton, Fort, Martin, Edward L. Sherwin, 
Barlow, Gillette, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, William E. 
Belford, Hammond, John iles, Speer, 
Bliss, Harmer, Money, Stephens, 
Bouck, Hazelton. Morton, Thomas, 
B Heilman, Maller, Thompson, P. B. 
Bright, ooker, Newberry, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Clark, Alvah A, Hostetler O'Brien, Wellborn, 
Co Hurd, Orth, Wells, 
Cox, Johnston. Poehler, White, 
Dick, Keifer, Prescott, Whitthorne, 
Evins, Kimmel Richmond. Wilber. 
Ewing, Le Fevre Ryon, John W. 


So the motion was a to. 

The following additional pairs were read from the Clerk's desk: 

Mr. HEILMAN with Mr. POEHLER. l 

Mr. WELLBORN with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. Joxxs with Mr. JOYCE. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. WHITTHORNE. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Maryland 
has been declared by a vote of the House to be a question of privi- 


lege. 
“Str. McLANE. I desire to have read the modified proposition, and 
then to demand the previous question. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I demand a division of the question. Let it 


be read. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition which the House has declared 
8 ka vote to be a question of privilege will now be read by the 

erk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the House being of opinion that the reference of House bill No. 5265 to 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws was incorrect under its rules, doth 
resolve that the said committee be from its further consideration and 
the same be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I demand a division of the question. 

The SPEAKER. In what part? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. First in reference to discharging the Commit- 
tee on 1758 Revision of the Laws, to which this bill has already been 
referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he knows the point at which 
the gentleman from Kentucky wishes to stop. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Read the resolution and I will name where I 
desire the division to be made. If the Clerk will read, I will indicate 
the place where I ask a division. 

The preambie and resolutions were again read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That question, Mr. Speaker, is certainly sus- 
ceptible of division into three . First I demand a separate vote 
on the preamble to the resolution, which declares the reference to be 
improper ; then I demand a separate vote on that part of the propo- 
sition which discharges the Committee on Revision of the Laws from 
further consideration of this matter; and I also demand a separate 
vote on the concluding portion of the motion, referring the ter to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MILLS. In order that the House may understand correctly 
— 55 is to be voted upon, I ask for the reading of Mr. TOWNSHEND’S 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to reserve a further point of order to 
this effect, that the discharge of a committee of this House from the 
consideration of a bill is not a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that question when it is 
presented. The Chair recognizes the right of division of this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLS. And I ask that the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 5265) to revise and amend sections 2503, 2504, and 2505 of title 33 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Be it enacted, £e., That sections 2503, 2504, and 2505 of title 33 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States be revised and amended so that the daty on salt, 
rinting-type, printing peper, and the chemicals and materials used in the manu- 
Factare of printing-paper be repealed, and that said articles be placed on the free 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Mary- 
land to demand the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman to yield a moment 
to me, in order to offer an amendment to his motion, to strike out 
from his resolution the Committee on Ways and Means” and insert 
the “ Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,” so 
that we may have the sense of the House on that question as to whether 
this shall be referred to the Committee of the Whole or to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. McLANE. I decline to yield for an amendment. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Let the matter go to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland demands the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And pending that, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. ` 
Mr. SPRINGER. Iask the gentleman to yield to mie for a moment 
before the previous question is seconded, to allow that amendment 
to be inserted. 

Mr. MCLANE. I decline to yield. [Cries of “ Regular order!” ] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 65, noes 125. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, and Mr. SINGLETON of Illinois, demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
64, nays 164, not voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Armfield, Ellis. Knott. Singleton, J. W. 
ret Frost, Lounsbery, Slemons, 
burn, Goode, Lowe, Springer, 
Bland, Gunter, Manning. Steele, 
Cabell, Hammond, N. J. Martin, Edward L. Taylor, 
Caldwell, tch, McKenzie, n, P. 
Carlisle, Henkie, MeMillin, Townshend, R. W. 
enry, i Turner, Oscar 
y, Hill, Muldrow, Turner, Thomas 
Clark, John B. Hooker. Myers, Vance, 
wens. House oc . Waddill. 
Davis, Joseph J Hull, Persons, Warner, 
Bavin aaa H. Hunton, Philips, Weaver, 
Dibrell, Hurd, Phister, Whiteaker, 
Dunn, Hutchins, Rothwell. Willis, 
Elam, Kitchin, Sawyer, Young, Casey. 
NAYS—164. , 
Aiken Crapo, Kelley, Robertson, 
Aldrich, N. Crowley, Kenna, Robinson, 
Aldrich, William berson, 
Atkins, tt, Killinger, Russell, Daniel L. 
Davidson, Russell, William A. 
Bailey, Davis, George R. Klotz, Ryan, Thomas 
V 
tyr, a, en er, 
Barber, Dee WM A š yi 
— — Deuster, Lindasy, Simonton, 
tzhoover, Dickey, Marsh, Singleton, O. R. 
Bi Dunnell. Mason. Smith, A. Herr 
Bingham. ht, MoCoitl, * Smith, Hezekiah B. 
ô, in, McCook, Sparks, 
Blount, Errett, MeGowan, Starin, 
Bouck, Ewing, McKinley, Stevenson, 
Boyd, Farr, McLane, Stone, 
Brower, Ferdon McMahon, Talbott, 
Briggs, Field, Miller, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Brigham, Fisher, Mitchell, 5 
Bright, Forney, Monroe, Tucker, 
Browne, Forsythe, Morrison, 5 
Buckner, Frye, orse, pdegraff, J. T. 
Burrows, Geddes, Neal, U; 
Bu i Godshalk, New, Upson, 
Hall, Nicholis, Urner, 
Camp, Harris, Benj. W. Norcross, Valentine, 
Cannon, Harris, John T. O'Neill, Van Aernam, 
Carpenter, Hawk, O'Reilly, Voorhis, 
Hawley, Overton, Van Voorhis, 
Chittenden, Hayes, Pacheco, Wai 
Henderson, _ Page, Ward, 
Clymer, Herbert, Phelps, Washburn, 
Cobb, Herndon, Pierce, Williams, Thomas 
Hiscock, Pound, Willits, 
Colerick, Horr, Price, Wise, 

4 Houk, Reagan, Wood, Fernando 
Converse, Hubbell, Reed, Wood, Walter A. 
Cook, Humphrey, Rice, Wright, 

Covert, James, Richardson, D. P. Y 

Cowgill, Jorgensen, Richardson, J. Young, Thomas L. 

NOT VOTING—44. 

Acklen, Fort, Loring, Ryon, John W. 

Anderson, Gartield, Martin, Benj. F. ~i 

Atherton, Gibson, Martin, Joseph J. es, 

Barlow, Gillette, Miles, 

Beale, Hammond, Jobn Money, Smith, William E. 

Belford, Harmer, orton, Speer, 

Bliss, Haskell, Muller, Stephens, 

Bowman, Hazelton, March, Thomas, 
Heilman, Newberry, ‘Townsend, Amos 

Clark, Alvah A. Hostetler, O'Brien, Wellborn, 

Cox, Ji n, Wells, 

Dick, Jones, Osmer, White, 

Evins, Joyce, Poehler, Whitthorne, 

Felton, Keifer, Prescot ilber, 

Finley, ag. Richmond, Williams, C. G 

Ford, Le Fevre, i Wilson. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Mr. BEALE with Mr. Yocum, for the day, on the tariff question. 
Mr. STEPHENS with Mr. ACKLEN. 
Meg JONES with Mr. Joyce, on all questions for the remainder of 
e 7 
Mr. Korrok with Mr. WILSON. 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] 
demands the previous question on his resolution. As many as are in 
favor of ordering the previous question will say “ay.” | 
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Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I move that the proposition of the 
land be referred to the Committee on the Re- 


gentleman from Mary. 
vision of the Laws. I believe this is in order under the rules. 
provided in clause 2 of Rule XVII— 

It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the ous question shall 
have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker toen and submit a motion 
to commit, with or without instructions, to a standing or select committee, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion of the - 
tleman from Illinois to commit. The question is on the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. MILLS. Would the motion to lay the resolution on the table 
have precedence of the demand for the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order before or after the pre- 
vious question shall have been ordered. 

Mr. MILLS Then I move to lay the proposition of the gentleman 
from Maryland on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. Does the motion to lay on the table take precedence 
of a vote on the demand for the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order before or after the ordering of the 


It is 


previous question. 
Mr. KNO 


TT. I prefer to have the sense of the House tested on 

that question before the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. Then 6 that motion. 

Mr. KNOTT. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

The question being put on the motion to lay the resolution on the 
table, there were—ayes 72, noes 107. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 9S, nays 137, not 
voting 57; as follows: 


YEAS—93. 
Aiken, Dibrell, King, Sawyer, 
Armfield, Dickey, Kitchin, Shelley, 
Atkins, Dunn, Knott, Simonton, 
233 Elam. Ladd. Singleton, J. W. 
Blackburn, Ellis, Lewis, Singleton, O. R. 
Bland, Finley, Lounsbery, ks, 
Blount, Forney, Lowe, Springer, 
Bouck, Forsythe, Manning, Steele, 
Buckner, Frost, McKenzie, Taylor, 
Cabell, Geddes, McMillin, - Thompson, P. B. 
Caldwell, Goode, Mills, n, 
Carlisle, Hammond, N. J. Morrison, Townshend, R. W. 
Chalmers, Harris, John T. Muldrow. Tucker, 
Clardy, Hatch, yers, Turner, Oscar 
Clark, Jobn B. Henkle, Nicholls. Turner, Thomas 
Cobb. Herbert. O Connor. Upsen, 
Colerick, Herndon, ns, Vance, 
Converse, Hill, Philips, Waddill. 

k, Hooker, Phister, Weaver, 
Cravens, House, Poehler, hiteaker. 
Culberson, Hall, Reagan, Williams, Thomas 
Davidson, Hunton, Richardson, J. S. Willis, 

Davis, Joseph J. urd, Robertson, Young, Casey- 
Davis, Lowndes Hutchins, Rothwell, 
ter, Kenna, Samford, 
NATS-137. 
Aldrich, N. W. Davis, George R. Ketcham, Rosa, 
Aldrich, Davis, Horace Killinger, Russell, Daniel L. 
Bac De La Matyr, Kimmel, Russell, W. A. 
Bailey, Doering. jotz, Ryan, Thomas 
Baker, Dunnell, Lapham, Shallen’ er, 
Ballon, Dwight. Lindsey, Smith, A. Herr 
Barber, Einstein h, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bayne, Errett, Martin, Edward L. Starin, 
Beltzhoover, Ewing, Mason. Stevenson, 
Bicknell, Farr, McCoid, Stone, 
Bing! ~ Felton McCook, Talbott, 
Blake, E McGowan Thompson, Wm G. 
; Field, McKinley, Tyler, - 
Bi be MeMane Updegratf, Thos 
rewer, s 0 n, 
Briggs, Garfield, Miller, rner, 
Brig ` Gibson, Mitchell, Valentine, 
Bright, Godshalk, Monroe, Van Aernam, 
Browne, Hall, Muller, Van Voorhis, 
Burrows, Benj. Neal, Voorhis. 
Butterworth, Haskell, New. Wai 
Calkins, Hawk, Noreross, W. 
Camp, Hawley, O Neill. Warner. 
Cannon, Hayes, O'Reilly, Washburn, 
Carpen H y Osmer, Williams, C. G 
Cas w. Henderson, 0 Willits, 
Chittenden, Henry, Pacheco, Wilson, 
laflin, Hiscock, Phelps, Wak, 
Clymer, Horr, Pierce, Wi Fernando. 
ffroth, Price, Wood, Walter A. 
Conger. Hubbell, Reed, 3 
Cowgill Humphrey Rice, Young, Thomas L. 
Crapo, James, Ricbardson, D. P. - 
Crowley, oe. Robeson, 
Daggett, Kelley. Robinson, 
NOT VOTING—57. 
Ackien, Bı „ Fort, Johnston, 
Anderson, Clare Alvah A, Gillette, Jones, 
Atherton, Covert, Gunter, Joyce. 
Barlow, Cox, Hammond, John Keifer, 
Belford, Evins Hazeltot 5 
È; ` ton, ring, 
Ford, Hostetler, Martin, Benj. F. 
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Martin, Joseph J. Orth, Wells, 
— We 
y Pound, Smith, William E. Whi 

Morse, Prescott, A Wilber, 
2 Richmond, ens, Yocum, 

wan ery Ryon, John W. = 4 4 

ew y y ‘ownsend, Amos 
O'Brien, 85215 eliborn, 


es, 

So the motion to lay the resolution on the table was not agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pair: 

Mr. Ropeson with Mr. REAGAN, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I renew my motion to refer the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Maryland to the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the House do 
now adjourn, 

The question Rog 8 pn there were—ayes 44, noes 102. 

Mr. MCKEN call for the yeas and nays. 

On the ee of ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 30, 
noes 124; the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MCKENZIE and Mr. MCLANE were 


a 
Pie House divided; and the tellers reported ayes 39. 
So (further count not being called for) the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
74, nays 143, not voting 75; as follows: 


YEAS— 74. 
Armfield, Ellis, is, apean 0. R. 
— 5 Finley, Lounsbery, Slemons, 
barn, Forney, Lowe, Springer, 
Bland, Frost, Manning, T r. 
Bright, Goode, McKenzie, Thompson, P. B. 
Cabell, Hammond, N. J. McMillin, Townshend, RW. 
Caldwell, h, Mills, Tucker, 
Carlisle, Henkle, Morrison, Turner, 
Chalmers, Herbert, Muldrow, Turner, Thomas 
Clardy, Hill. Myers, Vance, 
Clark, Jobn B. Hooker, O'Connor, Waddill, 
Colerick, ouse, Philips, Warner, 
Cook, Hull, Phister, Weaver, 
Cravens, Hunton, Poehler, Whiteaker, 
Davis, Joseph J. Hard, othwell Willis, 
Davis, Lowndes H, Hutchins, ‘ord, Wilson, 
Dibrell, Kitchin, Sawyer, Young, Casey. 
unn, Kuott, ton, 
Ladd, Singleton, J. W. 
NAYS—143. 
Aiken, Crowley, Kelley, Rice, 
Aldrich, N. W. Culberson, enna, Richardson, D. P. 
Aldrich, William Daggett, Ketcham, Richardson, J. S. 
Atkins, Davis, George R. Killinger, Ro 
Bachman, Davis, Horace Kimmel, Robinson, 
Bailey, De La Matyr, lotz, 
Baker, Deering, Lapham, Russell, William A. 
Ballou, Dunnell, SANN Ryan, mas 
Barber, Dwight, Marsh, an tenga 
Bayne, Einstein, Martin, Edward L. Shelle 
Beltzhoover, Errett, Smith: Hezekiah B. 
Bicknell, Ewing, Medali, Sparks, 
Bingham, Farr, McCook, Starin, 
Blake. Felton, McKinley, Stevenson, 
Blount, Ferdon, McLane, Stone, 
Bouck, Field, McMahon, Talbott, 
Bowmen, Fisher, Miller, h Wm. G. 
Brewer, Frye, Mi 4 Tillman, 
Briggs, Garfield, Monroe, Tyler, 
Brigham, Godshalk, Morse, Updegraff, J. T. 
Browne, Hall, Maller, Upson, 
3 Harris, Benj. W. New. Valentine, 
Bu orth, Harris, John T. Nicholls, Van Aernam, 
Calkins, Hawk, No Voorhis, 
Camp, Hawley, O'Neill, Van Voorhis, 
Garpen' 7 Hellman, 8 25 Ward 
ter, me 
Caswell, Hi 5 Overton, Washburn, 
Claflin, Herndon, Pacheco, Williams, Thomas 
Clymer, Hiscock, Page, Willits, 
Cobb, X Persons, Wi 
n F 
C * u erce, * 
Converse, Humphrey. Pound, ht, 
Cowgill, James, Price, Young, Thomas L. 
Crapo, Jorgensen, Reed, 
NOT VOTING—%5. 
Acklen, Ford, Loring, 
Anderson, Forsythe, M . F. 5 
Atherton, Fort, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, A. Herr 
Barlow, Geddes, MoGowan, Smith, William E. 
Beale, Gibson, les, Speer, 
Belford, Gillette, Money, Steele, 
Bliss, Gunter, Morton, Stephens, 
Boyd, enn John Murch, Thomas, 
Bragg, Neal, Townsend, Amos 
Backner, Haskell, New jograff, 
Chittenden, Hazelton O'Brien, Toer, 
Clark, Alvah A. Henderson, Orth, Wellborn, 
Covert, Hostetler, Prescott, Wells, 
Cox, Johnston, fee cae te, 
Davidson, Jonc, Ri ond, Whitthorne, 
Deuster, Joyce, Robeson, Wilber, 
Dick, 1 Russell. Daniel L. Williams, C. G 
Dickey, King, Ryon, John W. ocum. 
Evins, Le Fevre, Sapp, 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced : 

Mr. URNER with Mr. FORSYTHE, 

Mr. Sura, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Young; of Tennessee, for the 
remainder of this day. 

Mr. Boyp with Mr. STEELE until seven o’clock p. m. 

Mr. Witson with Mr. WEAVER for the remai of the day. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. O'NEILL for the remainder of the day, except as 
to a quorum. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. BOWMAN. 

Mr. Gepprs with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, except as to a quo- 
rum. 

Tue result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lask to be excused from further attendance at this 
day’s session. 

ere was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that when the House adjourns to-day 
it be to meet on 5 next. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were —ayes 38, 


noes 98. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that no quorum has 
vo 
Tellers y were ordered ; and Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. MCLANE were 
appoin 
: House again divided ; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 9, noes 11 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point of order that no quorum has 


voted. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of a quorum but two motions are 
in order—a motion to adjourn and a motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. MCLANE. I rise to make a motion to adjourn. We may each 
have our own way of carrying on this war. As the usual hour of ad- 
journment has come, I am not dis to be kept here all night by 
1 and I move that the House now adjourn. 

LACKBURN. Iam glad the obstructionist has surrendered. 

u PAGE. Will this 8 come up to-morrow as unfinished busi- 
ness 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That will be determined to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that question when it arises. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MCLANE; and upon 
a division thgre were—ayes 92 noes 85. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. CONGER called for the yeas and nays. 


—— yeas and nays were ordered. 
che peg was taken; and there were—yeas 84, nays 109, net 
voting as follows: 
YEAS—S. 
Aiken, Ellis, Lounsbery, Shelley, 
Armfield, Felton, Lowe, Simonton, 
Atkins, Field, Manning, Singleton, J.W. 
Beale, ley, Martin, Edward L. Slem 
Blackburn, Forney, McKenzie, Smith, Hezekiah B, 
Bland, Gibson, McLane, Sparks, 
Bright, Goode, M. t Springer, 
i Gunter, Mills, aylor, 
Caldwell, Hammond, N. J. Muldrow, Eo P. B. 
Carlisi teh, Muller, 
Chalmers, Henkle, O'Connor, ownshsed, R. W. 
Mardy, Henry, O'Reilly, cker, 
Clark, Jobn B. Herbert, Persons, Turner, Oscar 
Colerick, 1 Turner, Thomas 
Cook, House, Pi r, Upson, 
Cravens, H Poehler, Vance, 
Cul Hunton, J. S. Waddill. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Hui Ro Warner, 
De La Matyr, Kitchin, Rothwell, Whiteaker, 
Dibrell, Knott, Samf Williams, Thomas 
Elam, Lada, Sawyer, Willis. 
NAYS—10. 
Aldrich, N. W. ley, Killinger, Rice, 
Aldrich, Wi Davis, George R. Kimmel, Richardson, D. P. 
— Klotz, Robinson, 
Bailey, X Lapham, „ 
Baker, Dwight, Lindsey, Russell, Daniel L. 
Ballou, Einstein, x Russell, W. A. 
Barber, Errett, D, Ryan, Thomas 
Ba; Ewing, MeCoid, Sballenberger, 
oo He Farr, McCook, Starin, 
ee Ferdon, McGowan, Stevenson, 
e, Fisher, McKinley, Stone, 
Bouck, Frye, McMahon, Talbott, 
Brewer, Garfield, Miller, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Bris Fare Benj. W. Niers. odes ff, J.T. 
z F orse, ye 
wk, nj New, Van Aernam, 
Hawley, Nicholls, Van Voorhis, 
Batterworth, Hayes, Norcross, Voorhis, 
Calkins, Herndon, O'Neill, k 
Camp, J Washburn, 
Carpenter, Horr, Overten, illits, 
Caswell, Honk, + ise, 
laflin, Hubben, Page, Wood, Walter A 
Clymer, Hamphrey, Phelps, Wright, 
. Jorgensen, Pierce, Young, Thomas L. 
gors — ot 
enna, rice, 
g Ketcham, Reed, 
NOT VOTING—99. 
Belford, Blount, Buckner, 
Anderson, Berry, Bowman, 
Atherton, Bicknell, Boyd, Chittenden, 
Barlow, Bliss, Bragg, Clark, Alvah A. 


Hi 
Henimod, John 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
desk : 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, with Mr, GEDDES. 

Mr. Frost with Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. Cops with Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa. 

Mr. Davis, of North Carolina, with Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. YouNG, of Tennessee, with Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, with Mr. DAGGETT for the remainder 
of the day. 8 

Mr. Davis, of California, with Mr. Berry until eight o’clock this 
r. Ein j 

Mr. Kine with Mr. Warr for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. HEILMAN for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. CowGILt with Mr. MYERS until eight o’clock this evening. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. [Cries of 
Regular order !”] 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, that when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet 
on Friday next. 

Mr. PAGE. That has been voted down. 

The SPEAKER. There was no quorum voting upon the question. 
As a quorum has since appeared the Chair submits the question 
again. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we might agree now to have one vote 
to-morrow, which shall settle all this question, and then adjourn. 
[Cries ef “No!” “No!” 

Mr. FIELD. Task to 
of the legislative day. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We have no objection, if the gentleman does 
not pair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to be excused on account 
of sickness. : 

Mr. McCOOK. I call attention to the fact that no objection was 
made on this side when the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
made a similar application. 

Mr. BLACKB And there is ne objection now. 

There being no objection, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
FIELD for the remainder of the legislative day. 

The question being put on the motion that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next, there were—ayes 2, 
noes 89; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
offer a proposition that the vote be taken some time to-morrow ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did; but the proposition was not accepted. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What was the proposition? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Speaking only for myself, I proposed that we 
settle this matter by one vote to-morrow, and adjourn now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am willing. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have objected. [Cries of Regular order!”] 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 5, nays 126, not 
voting 161; as follows: 


excused from attendance for the remainder 


YEAS—5. 
Cook, Muller, Rothwell, Taylor. 
Davis, Lowndes H. 
NAYS—126. 

Aldrich, N. W. Cabell, Dibrell. Herndon, 
Aldrich, William Caldwell, Dunnell, i, 
Atkins, 6 Dwight, orr, 
Bachman, Camp, Einstein, Honk, 
Bailey, Carlisle, Elam, ou 
Baker, Carpenter, Ewing, Hubbell, 
Ballou, Caswell, Farr, ull, 
Barber, Claflin, Ferdon, Humphrey, 
3 Clymer, Fisher, Hanton, 

itzhoover, Coffroth, . Forney, Kelley, 
Bin 5 Colerick, Frye, Kenna, 
Blake, ger, Garfield, etcham, 
Bouck, Converse, Godshalk, Killinger, 
Brewer, 8 Hall, 5 

rowley, Harris, Benj Klotz, 
Bus 5 Davis, George R. Hawke 3 
arrows, rge wley, 

Eutterworth, g. 23 yen 2 
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Armfield, Field, Singleton, J. W. 
Atherton, Finley, | 3 ns 0. R. 
Barlow, Ford, Martin, th, A. Herr 4 
Beale, Forsythe, Martin, Edward L. Smith, Hezekiah B>. 
Belford, Fort, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, William E. 
Berry, Frost, McCoid, Speer, 
Bicknell, McCook, S 8 
Baek Gilette, Miles, Stephe 
„ ł iles, eus, 
Bliss, Goode, Mills, ‘Thomas, 
Blount, Gunter, Money, Thompson, P. B. 
Bowman, Hammond, John Monroe, Townsend, A 
Boyd, Hammond, N. J. Morrison, ‘Townshend, R. W. 
Bri Haria J un T. “Morton Tyler 
t, 0 D, er, 
Browne, Haskell, Murch, Updegraff, Thomas. 
Buckner, Hatch, Myers, Upson, 
Cannon, Hazelton, Neal, Urner, 
Chalmers, Hei i New 5 Valentine, 
Chittenden, Henderson, Norcross, Vance, 
y, Henkle, "Brien, Waddill, 
Clark John K. abet Ors Wear 
o er! eaver, 
bb, i è Overton, Wellborn, 
8 Hostetler Pai ite 
‘OW; „ ps, 
Sa Hurd, Phister, Whiteaker, 
Cravens, Hutchins, Poehler, Whitthorne, 
Daggett, James, Prescott, Wilber, 
Davidson, Johnston, 1 Williams, C. G. 
5 
g sen, 0 son, D, 
La Matyr, Joyce, Richmond, Wood. Fernando 
Dicks Bing,’ Robeson,” Young. ‘Casey, 
0 i Š oung, $ 
Dickey, itekin, Russell, Daniel L. 
unn, Knott, Ryan, Thomas 
Le Fevre, Ryon, John W. 


So the motion to adjourn over was disagreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
desk : 

Mr. REED with Mr. MILL on all questions during the day. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Alabama, with Mr. Ryan, of Kansas, on all po- 
litical questions soe 80 Pied a TANIN vote during this cay 

Mr. ARMFIELD with Mr. OVERTON on all political questions for five: 
days but not to break a oram, 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. Morse for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. Norcross with Mr. GUNTER. 

Mr. Bricur with Mr. LINDSEY on all questions on the tariff to-day. 

Mr. Taack with Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina, until eight o’clock 
to-night. 

Mr. McCoox with Mr. Hunton for to-day. 

Mr. MANNING with Mr. FIELD for this legislative day. 

Mr. JORGENSEN with Mr. Goope for to-day. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. PAGE for to-day. 

aa erie of South Carolina, with Mr. BROWNE for the rest 
of this day. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, No quorum has voted; and I save that point. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order although there may be no quo- 
rum present, 

Mr. CONGER demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 45. 

Mr. CAMP demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
69, nays 70, not voting 153; as follows: 


YEAS—69. 

Bailey, Ewing, Lowe, Singleton, J. W. 
Beale, Forney, McKenzie, Slemons, 
ee, Eno, n, Be 

u arris, 2 0 7 pringer, 
Cabell, „Hatch, Miller, Taylor, 
Caldwell, Henkle, Muller, Thompson, P. B. 
Carlisle, Hill. Nicholls, Tillman, - 
Chalmers, Hocker, O'Connor, Townshend, R. W. 
Clardy, Honk, Philips, Tucker, 
Clark, John B. House, Phister, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Colerick, Lies eit Poehler, Turner, Thomas 
Converse, Hutchins, Rice, Updegraff, J. T. 
Cravens, Ketcham, Richardson, D. P. apen 

n. Kimmel, Robinson, addill, 

Davis, Lowndes H. Kitchin, Rothwell, Willis, 
De La Matyr, Knott, Samford, 
Dibrell, Ladd, Sawyer, 
Ellis, Lonnsbery, Simonton, 


4 
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NAYS—70. Lao 8 4 4 Whiteaker, 
Alaris, a Af N Hen 5 Newberry, Ryon, John W. Turner, Thomas Wilber, 
Cotfroth, k, Price, orcross, Sapp, Updegraff, Thomas Williams, C. G. 
Baker, ~ J Ross, i . Scales, Upson; Wilson, 
5 : Hubbell, Russell, W. A O'Reilly, Sherwin, ait, 
Barber, Crowley, v. Suallenberger, 5 Singleton, J. W. Ward. Wood, Fernando 
Bayne, Davis, Ceoexs R. Kenna, Starin, Overton, Singleton, O. R. Warner, Wright, 
Beltzhoover, Klotz, Stevenson, age Smith, A. Herr „ Weaver, Yocum, 
Blake, Dunn 3 Talbott, Smith, Hezekiah B. Well Young, Casey 
Biount, Einstein, D, Thompson, W. G eod, Steele, Wells, Young, Thomas L. 
Bouck, Farr, McCoid, Van A Richardson, D. P. Stephens, * 
Breyer ar. eae Vaai eae Mr. NICHOLLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Brigham, Frye. New, Washburn. The SPEAKER. It will be proper first to announce the result of 
Burrows, Garfield, O'Neil, Willits, the call, after which the Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Calkins, 2 5 1 — Wood, Walter A. Georgia to submit his motion. 
8 Hanky, Phal cy i _ Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, Idesireto make an inquiry whether 
NOT VOTING—153 it is competent for me at this time to give an excuse for my colleague, 
4 à [Mr. SCALES, I who is confined to his room by sickness. 
Acklen, ee 8 Sas’ A The SP. R. One hundred and fifty members have answered 
‘Anderson, Field, Martin, Benj. F. Singleton, O. R. to their names —more than a quorum. 
Armfield, mily, Martin, Edward Smith, È: Herr 1 5 3 1 ea the House do now adjourn, 
D, 0 3 oseph J. Smith, Hezekiah e House divided; an e: re—a. ` 
eyen orina McCook,” Smith, William E. Mr. CAMP. I demand the yeas and nays. peters 
Barlow, Fort, MeMahon, Speer, The 8 > Js. 
Belford, Frost, les, Steele, o yeas and nays were ordered. 
Berry, Geddes, ills, Stephens, The question was taken; and there were—yeas 45, nays 66, not vot- 
Bicknell, Gibson, Mitchell, Stone, ing 180; as follows: 
Bingham, Gillette, Money, T YEA 
Bland, Goode, Toe, Townsend, Amos S—46, 3 
Bliss, ter, Morrison, Tyler, Blackburn, Felton, Ladd, Springer, 
Bowman, Hammond, John orae, Updegraff, Thomas | Bouck, Ford, Lowe, Thompson, P. B. 
Boyd, Hammond, N. J. Morton, Urner, Butterworth, Forney, MeMiillin, 
B > Harmer, Muldrow, Valentine, Caldwell, 1, Nicholls, Townshend, R. W. 
Bright, Harris, John T. Murch, ance, Chalmers, O'Connor, Turner, 
Browne, Haskell, Myers, Wait, Clardy, Hooker, Phister, Turner, Thomas 
Buckner, Hazelton, Neal, ard, Conv „ Poehler, Upson, 
Cannon, Heilman, Newberry, Warner, Davis, Lowndes H. Hull. Ro n, ‘ance, 
Chittenden, Henderson. Norcross, Weaver, De La Humphrey, Rothwell, Waddill, 
Claflin, Henry, 'Brien, Wellborn, Dibrell, Hu „Daniel L. Willis. 
Clark, Alvah A. Herbert, O'Reilly, Wells, Ellis, Killinger, Samfo 
gobh Hostetler, 8 White, Ewing, Kitchin, Sawyer, 
verton, Whiteaker, 
“Co Hunton. Pacheco, Whitthorne, NAYS—66. F 
Cow urd, Page, Wilber, Aldrich, N. W. Crowley, Kelley, Rice, 
Cox, James, Prescott, Aldrich, William 1 Kenna, 
tt, Johnston, Reagan, Williams, Thomas Bachman, Davis, George R. Klotz, R W.A 
Jones, E ilson, Ballou, 4 Marsh, 8 n 
Horace Jorgensen, Richardson, J. S. ise, Barber, Dunni Mason, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Davis, Joseph J. Joyce, Richmond, Wood, Fernando Bayne, 9 MeCoid, 
d Keifer, Robertson, Wright, Beltzhoover, Farr, M y. Ste 
Dick, Killinger, Robeson, X. Blake, Ferdon, Miller, Talbott, 
Dickey, 3 Russell, Daniel L. Young, Casey Bowman, her, New, Upd J. T. 
Lap! 5 Ryan, Thomas Young, Thomas L. Briggs, O'Neill, Van Aernam, 
Dwight, Le Fevre, Ryon, Jobn W. Camp, Garfield, T, Van Voorhis, 
Elam, Lewis, Sapp, Carpenter, Pacheco, Vi 
Errett, Lindsey, Beales, Caswell, Harris, Benj. W. Page, W. 
È Clymer, Hawley, _ Persons, Willits, 
So the House refused to adjourn. Coffroth, Hayes, Pierce, Wood, Walter A 
The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s | Conger, Herndon, Poun 
desk: Crapo, Hiscock, Price 
Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. Monroe for the remainder of the day. NOT VOTING—120. 
Mr. AIKEN with Mr. WARD. 
ñ $ Acklen, Dick, Ryan, Thomas 
Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, with Mr. WARNER. Aiken, Dickey, Lapham, Ryon, John W. 
— sheng mi LMr LAPHAM. ae rie Dwight, E „ 
. STONE wi à K. Le ea, 
Mr. CLAFLIN with hie Dean. nae: amo Lindsey, — C 
Mr. MULDROW with Mr. Dwicur, for to-day after six o’clock p. m. | Bailey, vins, Lounsbery, Simonton, 
Mr. RUSSELL, of North Carolina. I ask to vote. Baker, Field, Manning, leton, Jas. W. 
The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman been called twice and not re- | Barlow, « 0 FTT 
sponded? , J 7 Belford, Fort, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, A. Herr 
Mr. RUSS of North Carolina. There is no objection. Berry, Frost, McCook, Smith, William E 
The SP . The Chair cannot entertain it. Bicknell, Geddes, McGowan, Sparks, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I object. Bingham, Gibron, MeKensic, Speer, 
Bland, Gillette, Steele, 
The vote was then announced as above recorded, Bliss, Goode, McMahon, Stephens, 
Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I move that there bea call of the | Blount, unter, es, Stone, 
House. Boyd, John Taylor, 
The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. Bragg, Hammond, NJ- Mitchell, A 
r Brewer, Harmer, 5 Thompson, Wm. G. 
The motion was agreed to. . Brigham, Harris, John T. Monroe, To 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following members | Bright, Haskell, Morrison, Tucker, 
failed to answer to their names: Browne, Hatch, Tyler. 
Buckner, Hawk, Morton, U Thomas 
Acklen, Clark, Alvah A. Gillette, urrowš, Hazelton, Muldrow, rer, 
Aiken, Cobb, Goode, Le Fevre, Cabell, Muller, Valentine, 
Anderson, Cook, Gunter, is, 3, Henderson. Murch, Wai 
Atkins, Covert, Hammond, John Lindsey, Cannon, Henkle. Myers, Wai 
Bailey, Cox, Hammond, N. J. z e, Henry, Neal, Warner, 
Baker, Cravens, ner, Lowe, Chittenden, Herbert, Newberry, eaver, 
Barlow, Daggett, Harris John T. M ; ‘latlin, orr, Norcross, Wellborn, 
Belford, Davis, Horace Haskell, Martin, E. Clark, Alvah A. Hostetler, O'Brien, Wells, 
Berry, Deuster, Hazelton, Martin, Edward L. | Clark, John B. ouk, O'Reilly, White, 
Bicknell, Dick, Hei 12 Joseph J. Cobb, ubbell, Orth, Whiteaker, 
Dickey, Henry, Cook. Colerick, Hunton, Overton, Whitthorne, 
Dunn, Herbert, McLane, Cook, urd, Phel; Wilber, 
Blount, Dwight, Hostetler, MeMahon, Covert James, Philips, Williams, C. G. 
Boyd, Elam, ouk, Miles, Cowgill, Johnston Prescott, Williams, Thomas 
-Bragg, Errett, Hunton, Mills, Cox, Jones, Reagan, Wilson, 
Bright, vins, Hurd, Mitchell, Cravens, Jorgensen, Reed, 
Browne, Felton, James, Money, Daggett, Joyce, Richardson, D.P. W. Fernando 
Buckner, Field, Johnston, Monroe, Davidson, Keifer, Richardson, J. S. Wright, 
ws, Forsythe Jorgensen, Morrison, Davis, Horace Ketcham, Richmond, Yocum, 
Calkins, Fort, Joy ge, Morse, Davis, Joseph J. Kimmel, Robeson, Young, Casey 
Frost, Keifer, Morton, Deuster, g. Robinson, Young, Thomas L. 
Chittenden, Geddes, Ketcham, Muldrow, A 2 
Gibson, el, Murch, So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


call of the yeas and nays, I now as 


‘ gona out. Those who come in ought not to be 
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The Clerk announced the following pai 


pairs: 

Mr. ROBINSON with Mr. Sparks until eight o clock to-day. 

Mr. Frost with Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. CABELL until eight o’clock to-day. 

Mr. Davipson and Mr. Bowmax, withdrawn, and Mr. ERRETT is 
paired with Mr. Davipson. 

Mr. MCKENZIE with Mr. MCLANE for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. Hawk with Mr. HENKLE. 

Mr. BalLEx with Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. TAYLOR with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. SPEER with Mr. NEWBERRY. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. i pamper ter quorum having voted on the 


that proceedings under the call 
of the House be proceeded with. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CLYMER in the chair.) That would 
be the regular order, to proceed with the call, and the doors will now 
be closed. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Irise to a point of order. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. My point of order is that under the pecenog roll- 
call a quorum was present. Now, can there be any other call of this 
House without a majority vote ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is overruled. The 
House has ordered the call, and the fact of a quorum appearing does 
not vitiate the prior order of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, there has been as yet no order of 
the House to arrest members absent without leave. I desire, there- 
fore, to submit the following resolution : 


That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the House such of its members as are now absent without the leave of the House, 
and that the Speaker issue his warrant therefor. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. NEW. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what may be the effect, 
but I desire to announce that my coll e, Mr. HOSTETLER, is ab- 


sent and not able to be in attendance to-night on account of sickness. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That statement will be in order when 
the name of the gentleman’s colleague is called. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move that the list of absentees be called 
over. Since the last call some gentlemen have come in and some have 
Those who 

ave gone out should be arrested. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The list of absentees is now being 
prepared with a view to ascertain who are absent without the leave 
of the House. 

Mr. ATHERTON, At the special request of Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas, I agreed to pair with him during the day. Iam paired with 
him on all questions, and he is absent in accordance with that agree- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair has no connection with 
those proceedin The order of the House must be executed. 

Mr. AT. ON. I cannot vote if the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON] is not here to vote; and I ask that I be excused 
som further attendance during the session of to-day. [Cries of “No!” 

o! 

Mr. KELLEY. We want the pleasure of the gentleman’s company. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I am very fully convinced that my request w 
not receive unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair agrees with the gentle- 


man. ‘ 

Mr. ATHERTON. I therefore withdraw it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Under the rules of the House I believe it is now 
in order, before the warrant issues, for excuses to be presented. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll of absentees will now be 
called, and those for whom no adequate excuses are offered will be 


sent for under the order of the House. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the list of absentees. 

Mr. ACKLEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. AIKEN : No excuse offered. 

Mr. ATKINS. 

Mr. DIBRELL. My colleague [Mr. etn just recovered 
from a severe spell of sickness; I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY : No excuse offered. 

Mr. Baker: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BELFORD : No excuse offered. 

Mr. BICKNELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BINGHAM : No excuse offered. 

Mr. Bluss: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Boro: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BRAGG : No excuse offered. 

Mr. Bricur: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Browne: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUCKNER : No excuse offered. 

Mr. Burrows: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CALKINS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Cannon, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN : No excuse offered. 

Mr. CLAFLIN : No excuse offered. 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey: No excuse offered. 


Mr. Coss: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Cook: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Covert: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Cox: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CRAVENS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAGGETT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Davis, of California: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DEUSTER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Dick: No excuse offered. 

Mr, Dickey: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DunN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DWIGHT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ELAM. 

Mr. ELLIS. My colleague, Judge Exam, is just recovering froma 
very severe illness, and left the House an hour ago, suffering from a 
relapse, and is now very sick. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Evins : No excuse offered. 

Mr. FINLEY : No excuse offered. 

Mr. FORSYTHE : No excuse offered. 

Mr. Frost: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GEDDES : No excuse offered. 

Mr. GIBSON : No excuse offered. 

Mr. GILLETTE : No excuse offered. 

Mr. GOODE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GuNTER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HARMER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Harris, of Virginia: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HASKELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAZELTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HEILMAN : No excuse offered. 

Mr. Henry: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HERBERT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOSTETLER. d 

Mr. NEW. I now move that my colleague, Mr. HOSTETLER, be ex- 
cused, on the statement I have already made. He is confined to his 
room by sickness and is unable to be in attendance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Houx: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hunton: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HURD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. JAMES. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I know that Mr. JaMEs went away quite ill an 
hour ago. He is in feeble health, and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. Jounston. No exeuse offered. 

Mr. JORGENSEN. No excuse offered. 

Mr. JOYCE. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Joyce left a short time ago, saying he was so 
unwell he could not remain. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KETCHAM : No excuse offered. 

Mr. KIMMEL : No excuse offered. 

Mr. LAPHAM : No excuse offered. 

Mr. LE Fevre: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lewis: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LINDSEY : No excuse offered. 

Mr. LORING : No excuse offered. 

Mr. Lowe: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MANNING: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Martin, of West Virginia. 

Mr. KENNA. My coll e, Mr. MARTIN, is confined to his room 
by sickness. He was pi all day ay and to-day, and is con- 
fined to his bed to my knowledge. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MaRrIx, of North Carolina: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McLane: No excuse offered. 

Mr. McMauon: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Mines: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MILLS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MITCHELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Money. 

Mr. CHALMERS. My colleague, Mr. MONEY, as is well known to 
the House, has been very ill for nearly three weeks, and is now in 
feeble health. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MONROE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Morrison: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Morse: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Mutprow: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Munch: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NEWBERRY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Norcross: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BRIEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. O'REILLY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ORTH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Overton: No excuse offered, 
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Mr. Prescotr: No excuse offered. 

Mr. REED : No excuse offered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ricumonp : No excuse offered. 

Mr. Roprson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Ryon, of Pennsylvania: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SCALEs. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, My colleague, Mr. SCALES, has been 
confined yesterday and to-day to his room by sickness, and is unable 

to be here. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERWIN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. 

ME SEBY ONRON: I move that my colleague, Mr. SINGLETON, be 
exc’ ; 

The question being put on Mr. STEVENSON’S motion, there were— 
ayes 36, noes 12. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to say that it is well 
known to the House that Mr. LAPHAM, of New York, is an aged gen- 
tleman, and his health is such as would not justify his being here to- 


night. 

Ar. DUNNELL. I venture to say that the gentleman from New 
Soir LAPHAM] does not want to be excused on account of ill 

Mr. PAGE. Orold age either. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Or old age, or feebleness; he wants no such ex- 
cuse. 

Mr. O. R. SINGLETON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. A. Herr SMITH: No excuse offered. 

Mr, STEPHENS. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that Mr. STEPHENS be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TYLER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF : No excuse offered. 

Mr. URNER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Wait: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Warp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WARNER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WEAVER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WELLBORN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WELLS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITEAKER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILBER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. W1sE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FERNANDO Woop: No excuse ofiered. 

Mr. WRIGHT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Yocum: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CASEY YOUNG: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THOMAS L. YounG: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CABELL. I did not notice when the name of Mr. MARTIN, of 
Delaware, was called. It is well known that he has no colleague 
here who can answer for him, and on account of age and his many 
infirmities I think he should be excused. [Laughter.] 

~~ SPEAKER pro. tempore. Does the gentleman make any mo- 
tion 

Mr. CABELL. I do not. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. I think that my colleague [Mr. O'REILLY] 
should be excused. He has been absent from the Hall but a few min- 
utes. He left the Hall in order to obtain some refreshments, and 
coming back to the door he was taken into custody by the Sergeant- 
at-Arms. I move that he be excused and admitted to the Hall. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope not. 

Mr, HAWLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HAYES. He must be brought before the bar of the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL, Let him be brought in and give his own excuse. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would inquire what is before the House? 

A MEMBER. The {a einen from Ohio himself, [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The best thing that has been before the 
House fora month. But I wanted to inquire of the Chair what is 
the question before the House in connection with the pending call of 
the House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is waiting for the Sergeant- 
at-Arms to report with absent members. 

Mr. OSME : move that all further proceedings under the call 

i with. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. OSMER. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OSMER. ould a motion to adjourn be now in order ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the House is in its present con- 
dition there are but two motions in order, one a motion to adjourn, 
= bi other a motion to dispense with all other proceedings under 

e i 


Mr. OSMER, (at eight o’clock p. m.) I move that the House now 
ourn. 


e SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is in order. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 35, noes 43. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in cnstody the 
following members, in obedience to the order of the House: Mr. 
HERBERT, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. O'REILLY, Mr. Davis of California, 
and Mr. BINGHAM. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. HERBERT, you have absented 
yourself from the sitting of the Honse without its leave. What ex- 
cuse have you to offer ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker,I did not know that I was subject 
to arrest until I reached the door of the House on my return. When 
I attempted to get into the House I was arrested. My only excuse is 
that I went off to get my dinner. I came back as soon as I got it. 

` HREY. I move that the gentleman be excused. 
Mr. CHALMERS. I desire to know how the gentleman voted on 


mep ition to adjourn. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. That question is hardly in order. 

Mr. CHALMERS. It might determine my vote npon excusing the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HERBERT. I voted to adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. HUMPHREY to excuse Mr. HERBERT was agreed. 
to; there being—46 in the afirmative, 1 in the negative. 

The SP. ro tempore. Mr. RICHMOND, you have absented 
yourself from the sitting of the House without its leave. What ex- 
cuse have you to offer? 

Mr. RICHMOND. I have an excuse, but whether it is a very poa 
one or not I am unable to say; that will rest in the judgment of this 
House. My case is a little different from that of the gentleman who 
just ‘rendered his excuse. He says he was not aware that he was 
arrested until he came here. Iam very well assared that I was not 
arrested until I reached the House. I have been paired for the last 
ten days with the honorable gentleman from New York, [Mr. PRES- 
cott.] Knowing that my presence would be of no avail so far as 
legislation was concerned, I absented myself for the purpose of get- 
ting my dinner. As soon as I did so I returned, merely as a spectator 
to observe the proceedings of this honorable body. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Imove that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to there boing ayos 51, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. O'REILLY, you have absented 
yourself from the sitting of the House without its leave. What ex- 
cuse have you to offer? 

Mr. O'REILLY. I voted three times to adjourn before I left. I 
went to get my dinner, and returned as soon as I could. I was at the 
door about half a minute after the doors were closed. This is the 
only excuse I have to offer. 

. LOUNSBERY. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 46, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER pro t re. Mr. Davis, you have absented your- 
self from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. Being paired, and therefore unable to 
participate in legislative ings, I went to get my dinner, On 
my return, I was arrested at the door of the House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I move that the gentleman be 
excused. 


The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 40, noes not counted. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. BINGHAM, you have absented 
yourself from the sitting of the House without its leave. What ex- 
cuse have you to offer? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. speakers having been in the House from 
twelve o’clock to-day until half past six, I paired with the gentle- 
man from Alabama, Mr. SHELLEY, until eight o’clock, simply for the 
purpose of going to dinner. I returned of my own volition. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We ought to make an example of somebody. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Inasmuch as Pennsylvania needs “ protection,” I 
move to excuse the gentleman. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 43, noes 18, 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in custody the 
following members, in obedience to the order of the House: Mr. MAR- 
TIN, of Delaware, and Mr. MURCH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. MARTIN, you have absented your- 
self from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? i 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware., Ihave the honor to be the chairman 
of a sub-committee of the Committee on the District of Columbia. I 
have been endeavoring for quite a while to get a meeting of that 
sub-committee but have been unable to obtain a quorum. I had ap- 
pointed to-night for such a meeting and had invited to the consulta- 
tions of the committee the engineer commissioner of the District. I 
left the Hall about half past six o’clock to get some refreshments in 
order that I might meet the committee at half past seven o’clock. 
Precisely at that time I was within the Capitol. 

Mr. LOUNSBERY. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 35, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. MURCH, you have absented your- 
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self from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse 


have you to offer? 

Mr. MURCH. I have been much broken in my rest for the last two 

nights; and about four o’clock this afternoon, having a severe head- 

e, I went to my room and lay down. Waking a short time ago I 
observed a light in the cupola and returned to the House. I was not 
arrested until I came into this door. 

Mr. CONGER. I move the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I move he be fined a greenback dollar. 

A MEMBER. You mean a fiat dollar. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 44, noes not counted. 

So Mr. MURCH was excused. ; 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in custody the 
following members, in obedience to the order of the House: Mr. 
LEWIS aud Mr. HENRY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Lewis, you have absented your- 
self from the sitfing of the House without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? 

Mr. LEWIS. I left here sick and came back as soon as I felt bet- 
ter, without being notified by anybody. I was not arrested. 

Mr. SPRINGE I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. HENRY, you have absented your- 
self from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? : 

Mr. HENRY. I remained here until about six o’clock in the even- 
ing, and then left for the ee of getting something to eat as well 
as getting my mail at my hotel. I reached here just as the door was 
closed, and was denied admittance. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I move my colleague be excused. 

Mr. CONGER. No one in this part of the Hall has heard the ex- 
cuse given by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the fault of the House. 

Mr. CONGER, We do not know whether he confesses his absence 
without rendering any excuse for it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his excuse 


Mr. HENRY. Istated that I remained here until about six o'clock. 
I had had nothing to eat since breakfast. I went to my hotel to dine 
and to get my mail, which was there. I returned almost immediately 
and reached the Capitol and came to the door of the House shortly 
after it was closed. 

Mr, TALBOTT, I move that my colleague be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SIMONTON. I do not like to put gentlemen to inconvenience, 
but there is a rule of the House prohibiting smoking. The atniosphere 
becomes disagreeable when we have to stay here all night. 

Several members seconded the motion. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Lask the rule be enforced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. This is an attempt to withdraw the Sergeant-at- 
Arms irom his duty. He has been sent to arrest members and should 
not be recalled to arrest members for smoking. He is fulfilling the 
order of the House now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


7. While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House no member 
shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor when a member is speaking, between 
him and the Chair ; and during the session of the House no member wear his 
boy or remain by the Clerk's desk during the call of the roll or the counting of 

, or smoke upon the floor of the House; and the Sergeant-at-Arms and Door- 
keeper are charged with the strict enforcement of this clause. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheSergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper 
will see that the rule is enforced. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I move the House do now adjourn, 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 40, noes 50. 

Mr. CAMP demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it in order to have the roll again called to see whether 
a quorum is present or not? 

e SPE. R pro tempore. The 8 may move to dispense 
with all further proceedings under the call, and that is the only mo- 
tion now in order, the motion to adjourn having just been voted down. 

Mr.O’CONNOR. I move that the House take a recess until twelve 
o'clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. During proceedings under a call of 
the House a motion for a recess is not in order. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in custody, in 
obedience to the order of the House, Mr. ACKLEN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. ACKLEN, you have absented your- 
self from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? 

Mr. CAMP. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Ginna pro T Te gentleman will state it. 

. CAMP. esire to know what isim upon mem- 
Teen whace thik Hoces falls to aian then? © eg fe 
ro tempore. That is for the House to determine. 
„of Illinois. I rise to inquire whether the House 


is now under the call of the House? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is, 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Then I move to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call. And I desire to say this, that 
the House has no right to call upon us to come here at an unseason- 
able hour of the night. [Laughter.] And I say further, Mr. Speaker, 
that the members of this House have the privilege of the eight-hour 
tule. We have served here to-day for eight hours y, and I 
think we are entitled to be disc and to be able to obtain our 
needed rest. I therefore move to dispense with all further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that it would 
be proper to dispose first of the case of the gentleman from Louisiana, 
now at the bar of the House by its order, after which the Chair will 
entertain the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Then I insist on my point of order. 
I say it is out of order, and there is no rule which requires any man 
in the service of this country to come here at such an unseasonable 
hour of the night, unless, of course, he isin the military service of the 
country and his services are needed to oppose an enemy; and if we 
are here now to oppose an enemy, as perhaps we are, then Iam ready 
and willing to stay here with the Speaker until morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana will 


proceed. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that 

Mr. BAYNE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to know if it would be in order to reconsider 
now the vote by which the gentleman from Illinois was excused? 
(Langhter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is within the jurisdiction of the 
House to determine that. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana will be permitted to proceed with his excuse. 

Mr. ACKLEN. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago, while in the room 
of the Committee on Commerce attending to some business, Mr. Hill, 
one of the deputy nts-at-arms, notified me that my presence 


here was wanted, and I immediately came to the House. 
Mr. EINSTEIN. Mr. S. er, I hope we will have order in the 


House. I would like to hear the excuses that gentlemen make, but 
we are entirely unable to do so, owing to the confusion. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I say that I was engaged in business in the room 
of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. What kind of business? 

Mr. ACKLEN. If the gentleman will permit me to proceed, I will 
make a proper excuse. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS, I have ne doubt of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in osder to interrupt the 
gentleman while making his excuse. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I respectfully ask to be excused on the ground that 
I was up in the room of the Committee on Commerce attending to 
business, and when notified that I was wanted here I came at once 
to the Honse. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I move that the gentleman from 
Louisiana be excused. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes not counted. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I presume my colleague's motion is now in order, 
that farther proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

A MEMBER. No quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not necessary that a quorum 
should be present for that purpose. 

The motion to dispense with the further proceedings under the call 
was not agreed to. 

[Cries of “Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is being executed 
by the House. 

Mr. RICHMOND. Has the 8 hour expired? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gentleman 
from oat that the morning hour has not yet commenced. 
Mr. KITCHIN. What is before the House now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is waiting for the execu- 
tion of its order. 

Mr. EINSTEIN. As I notice several members of the House in the 
galleries, I would like to inquire if the Sergeant-at-Arms has used 
due digones in bringing members to thé bar of the House? 

The pro tempore. It is to be presumed the Sergeant-at- 
Arms is discharging his duty. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. 
Suppose a member who is absent from the House without its per- 
mission succeeds in getting into the Honse without the knowled 
of the t-at-Arms—runs the pickets, as it were—I ask if he 
should not be brought to the bar of the House to render an excuse 
for his absence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unquestionably. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I desire to state, though I do not desire to 
take up in any way the rôle of an informer, that our brother-member, 
Mr. STEELE, of North Carolina, has succeeded in evading the vigilance 
of the 8 and getting on the floor of the Houses 

A MEMBER. It is evidently as LLaughter.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In contravention of the rule. I submit, in 
all candor, that that eee should be brought to the bar of the 
House to answer for his absenee. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
formed the name of the gentleman from North Carolina is not on the 
list furnished to the . 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I am acting on pa hsb ai furnished to me 


The Chair will state that he is in- 


by the tleman from North Caroli 
I am ng to excuse him. 

Mr. RI OND. I move to amend the record in that particular. 
I was present when the honorable member from North Carolina rep- 
resented to the Sergeant-at-Arms he had been absent for three hours ; 
but the Sergeant-at-Arms, on referring to the list furnished him, sai 
that Mr. STEELE’s name was not on that list. It appears the gentle- 
man was absent without permission of the House and I think he 
ought to render an excuse as well as those who were absent for a 
much shorter period of time. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms ap at the bar and said: Mr. Speaker 
in obedience to the order of the House I have in custody at its bar 
Mr. STEELE. [Laughter.] ¢ 

The SPE R pro tempore. Mr. STEELE, you have been absent 
from the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SHELLEY. I rise to a question of order. I ask that gentle- 
men be seated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. Gen- 
tlemen will please be seated. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I hope this proceeding will be conducted with 
proper 1 85 5 

. STEELE. Following the example of one of the most distin- 
guished Representatives of the people, from the city of Brooklyn in 
the State of New York—— [Cries of ‘‘ Name!” 

Mr. STEELE. Here is the gentleman’s seat, [pointing to it.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman means Mr. C 


For my own part 


. CHITTENDEN. 

Mr. STEELE. That is exactly whom Imean; butI desire at the same 
time to observe the rules of parliamentary decorum and call no man’s 
name. Following that gentleman’s example and desiring this House 
should hear precisely what excuse I have to render to enable me to 
escape the very grave charge laid at my door, I shall ask the permis- 
sion of the House to take my perch up at the Clerk’s desk. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. You have that right, under the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Not until he purges himself of the charge upon 
which he now stands at the bar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Michigan 


object. 

Mr. CONGER. I do, unless the Chair decides the gentleman is not 
in contempt of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Michigan in- 
sists on his objection the Chair would have to so decide. 

Mr. CONGER. Idonotinsistonit. [Cries of “Take your perch!” ] 

Mr. STEELE, (from the Clerk’s desk.) Mr. Speaker, what I shal 
say on this occasion 

r. O'NEILL. No man knows. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. Will be in the nature of what the law calls a con- 
fession and avoidance. I was absent, but the Ser, t-at-Arms in his 
good nature, and having made really an honest mistake, gave me per- 
mission to enter without going through the form of an arrest and an 
answer at the bar of the House. 

And now, sir, I beg to say that 

When fons. age billies leave the street, 

And drou Maenor neibors meet, 

As market days are wearin’ late, 

And folk begin to tak the gate; 

While we sit bousing at the nappy, 

And gettin’ fou and unco happy— 7 

I was not in that condition, I wish it to be distinctly understood. 
[Langhter.] s 


e think na on Red lang * 1 er 
e MOSSES, WA 8. „and stile: 
That lie between — and our hame, si 
Whare sits our en ê, 
Gathering her brows like gathering storm, 
Nursing her wrath to keep it warm. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I would like to inquire what the 
5 has in the tumbler which he holds up in the view of the 
ouse, 
Mr. STEELE. That is what is called in your country Adam's ale.“ 
[Cries of “ Go on!” “Go on!) I can give you more if you want it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Carolina 
will proceed. 
Mr. STEELE. In order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, in order. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Atter prayers, is not the reading of 
the Journal in order? [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Carolina 
will proceed. 
Mr, STEELE. Well, believing that what I shall say is quite as 
as anything we shall be likely to hear on this solemn occasion, 
think I will proceed. If it was original I would not have so much 
confidence in it. I wish everybody to understand that it is a quota- 
tion: 
This truth fand honest Tam o’ Shanter, 
As he frae Ayr ae night did canter, 
(Auld Ayr, wham ne'er a town 8 
For honest men and bonny lasses.) 


O Tam! hadst thou but been sae wise 
ain wife Kate's advice! 


Thou sat as lang as thou hadst siller ; 
That every naig was ca'd a shoo on, 
The smith and thee gat roaring fou om 


Ah, gentle dames! it gars me greet 
To think how mony counsels sweet, 
How mony lengthen'd, sage Serle 
The husband frae the wife despises | 


> * „ * 
Think! ye may 5 the joys owre dear 
Remember Tam o Shanter’s mare. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will now report to tlie 


8 8. 
. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I move that the substance in that 
tumbler be analyzed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I move that the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. STEELE] be excused. 

The motion was agreed to; upon a division—ayes 55, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I move that all further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was not a; to. 

Mr. BERRY (at eight o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) moved 
that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; upon a division—ayes 55, noes 64. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I move that the House now take a recess until 
to-morrow morning at ten o'clock, 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

The Ser; t-at-arms then N at the bar of the House, and 
reported that in obedience to the order of the House he had taken in 
custody and now produced at the bar of the House Mr. FORSYTHE. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. FORSYTHE, you have been absent from the 
tog. Bo the House without its leave. What excuse have yon to 
give therefor? 

Mr. FORSYTHE. The only excuse I have to give is that I was 
very unwell, and have been since yesterday; really not able to be in 
the House to-day. I remained here until five o’clock, and then pre- 
vailed upon a very clever gentleman of the high-tariff persuasion to 
par with me. Believing that it would be more conducive to my 

ealth and comfort to be at my own room, I left the Hall. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that my colleague [Mr. FORSYTHE] be 
excused. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Ihavea proposition to submit which 
I think ought to harmonize this matter. It is that the eommittee to 
whom was referred the bill which has created all this controversy be 
instructed to report to this House within ten days. When the bill 
comes before the House it will be within the control of the majority, 
and can be recommitted, or any other disposition can be made of it 
which the majority may desire. [Cries of “Regular order!” “Regular 
order!”] Very well, gentlemen; I mean to be heard. You may raise 
your voices as much as you please, but I will be heard upon this mat- 
ter. Isay that we have frittered away the time of this House un- 
necessarily. [A voice: “ 75 | I am not a jackass as you are. 
{Laughter.] I say to the Chair and this House that we are wasting 
time. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state his motion. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Ilinois. I desire simply to say but a word or 
two. We are wasting time; we have been frittering away our time 
upon a matter which ean be settled in a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the motion made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SINGLETON } is not in order. The House 
is now executing an order for a call of the House, and no motion is 
in order except such as may relate to that call, or a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I think I have no disposition what- 
ever to take up the time of the House unneces-arily. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I rose simply to make a suggestion 
which I think should harmonize all feeling here. If I am not per- 
pase to do it I will take my seat in obedience to the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that when this House adjourns it ad- 
journ to meet on Saturday next at one o'clock, 

Mr. GARFIELD. That motion is not in order during a call of the 
House. 

Mr. CAMP. So far us appears, there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The only way, in the opinion of the Chair, to 
reach such a motion would be to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. According to the practice prevailing heretofore, when 
the House has ordered a call, the only motions admissible are such as 
relate to the call and a motion to adjourn, the latter motion being 
allowed because less than a quorum can adjourn. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms . at the bar, having in custody, in 
obedience to the order of the House, Mr. BICKNELL. 


The SPEAKER. Mr. BICKNELL, you have absented yourself from 
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the suing of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer 

Mr. BICKNELL. I have not any. 

Mr, BAYNE. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, SINGLETON, of Illinois. I renew my motion to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. PAGE, That motion has just been voted down. 

The SPEAKER. There has been intervening business, A member 
has been exensed by a vote of the House. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER said: The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, ca for a division. 

The question being ra Te taken, there were—ayes 7. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. How many, sir 

The SPEAKER. Seven, 

Mr, SINGLETON, of Illinois, An unfortunate number! [Laugh- 
ter. 

i tarther count was not insisted upon; so the motion of Mr. SIN- 
GLETON, of Illinois, was not agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. While we are waiting for the Ser- 
geant-at-A I move that the House take fifteen minutes for repose. 

The SPEAKER. The motion for the House to take “a repose” is 
not known to the rules. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EWING. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. GARFIELD. Does my colleague couple that motion with any 
proposition to take a vote to-morrow at any fixed hour? 

Mr. EWING. Ido. It would give me pleasure to have this ques- 
tion bronght to a vote to-morrow as early as possible, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman s for himself alone. 

Mr. EWING. I speak for myself, as the gentleman does for him- 
self when he addresses the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, If it can be agreed that we shall have a vote on 
the pendi 277 1 at a given time 

Mr. BLA URN. No such agreement can be had, except by 
. consent, and that will not be given in the next twelve 
months. 

Mr. EWING. I think the gentlemen on the other side may rely on 
having action to-morrow morning upon this question, with aid of 
gentlemen on this side. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the gentleman repeat his statement ? 

Mr. EWING. I merely wish to assure my colleague that in my opin- 
ion there are many gentlemen on this side who wish to have this ques- 
tion CUOR is regarded by a very large number lure as somewhat 
frivolous) disposed of and brushed away as quickly as possible to- 
morrow 5 } 

Mr. GARFIELD, That is the way we feel here; but what assurance 
can the gentleman give for his side of the House? 

Mr. EWING. I can give no further assurance. 

Mr. EINSTEIN. I would remind the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] that “he who dallies is a dastard, and he who 


doubts is damned.” [Laughter.] 
Mr, BLACKBURN. Yes, I see before me one who deserved that 
damnation long ago. 


Mr. PAGE. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 67, nays 73, not vot- 
ing 152; as follows: 


YEAS—67. 
Beale, De La Matyr, Knott, Samf 
Berry, Dibrell, Ladd, 8 
Blackbur Ewit 2 Slemo 
urn, wing, 8 A Slemons, 
Bouck, Felton, we, Sparks, 
Roe. Ford, Martin, Edward L. Steele, 
Cabell, Forney, McKenzie, Stevenson, 
Caldwell, McMillin, Thompson, P. B. 
Chalmers, Hatch, Murch, ilman, 
lardy. Henry, Myers, Townshend, R. W. 
Clark, Jobn B. Hill, O’Conngr, Turner, Oscar 
9 Hupben mone A 5 — Thomas 
onverse. u ili J 
Culberson, Phister, 9 
vidson, Hutchins, Poehler, Waddin, 
Davis, Joseph J. Killinger, Ulis. 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kitchin, Rothwell, 
NAYS—73. 
Aldrich, Nelson W. Conger, Herbert, ê, 
Aldrich, Wiliam Cowgill, Herndon, Robinson, 
Bachman, Crapo, Hiscock, 
Ballon, Crowley, Humphrey, Russell. William A. 
bi T, 2 = R. SAU; Saee ý 
ne, wis, Horace, enna, Shelley, 
Beltzhoover, Dering; Klotz, Starin. 
Bingham, Dannel, Mason, Talbott, 
Blake, Einstein, MeCoid, Thompson, Wm. G 
Eowman, Errett, McGowan, Updegraff, J. T. 
Brewer, Farr, McKinley, Van Aernam, 
Breet Ferdon, er, Van Voorbis, 
Bri i er, New, Voorhis, 
Butterworth, e O'Neill, Washburn, 
Camp, Garfield, Osmer, Willits, 
Carpenter, Pacheco, Wood, Walter A. 
Caswell, Harris, Benj. W, Pierce, 
Clymer, Hawley, Pound, 
Coffroth, Price 


NOT VOTING—12. 


Acklen, Finley, Manning, cope 
p a Fort, n Maren Singleton, J. W. 

n. W. 
Armfield, Frost, Martin. Joseph J. Poco ogra O. R. 
Atherton, Ged Cook, Sı A. Herr 
Atkins, Gibson, McLane, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bailey, Gillette, McMahon, Smith, William E. 
Baker, Goode. iles, 5 
Barlow, Gunter, is, inger, 

Hammond, John Mitchell, Stephens, 
Bland, Hammond, N. J Money, 
Pliss, Harmer, Monroe, Taylor, 
Biount, Harris, John T. Morrison, 
Bragg. Haskell, Morse, Townsend, Amos 
Bright, Hawk, Morton, Tucker, 
Browne, Hazelton, Muldrow, 'yler, 
Buckner, Heilman, Maller, Updegraff, Thomas 
Barrows, Henderson, eal, ner, 
Calkins, Henkle, Newberry, Valentine, 
Cannon, Hooker, Nicholls, wet 
Carlisle, Horr, Norcross, W 
Chittenden, Hostetler, O'Brien, Warner, 
Claflin, Houk, Orth, Weaver, 
Clark, Alvah A Hunton, Overton, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Hurd, Page, Wells, 
Cook, James, Persons, te, 
Covert, Johnston, Phelps, Whiteaker, 
Car, ai ones, Prescott, ee 
ravens, Jorgensen, Reagan, 3 
Daggett, J 725 Reed, Williams, C. G. 
Douster, Keifer, Richardson, D. Williams, Thomas 
Dick, Ketcham, Richardson, J. S. Wilson, 
Dickey, Kimmel, Richmond, 
Dunn, King, beson, Wood, Fernando 
Dwight, La Russell, Daniel L. Wright, 
Elam, Le Fevre, Ryan, Thomas Yocum, 
Evins, Lindsey, Ryon, John W. Young, Casey 
Field, Loring, Sapp, oung, Thomas L. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
rien following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s . 
desk : 
Mr. VALENTINE with Mr. Frost. 

Mr. MCKENZIE with Mr. McLane on all questions except motions 
to adjourn. 2 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar, having in custody, in 
obedience to the order of the House, Mr. AIKEN, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
COBB, Mr, CANNON of Illinois, Mr, Dickey, Mr. GEDDES, Mr. HARRIS - 
of Virginia, Mr. MiTcHELL, and Mr. WELLBORN. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. AIKEN, you have absented yourself from the 
ae of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. AIKEN. None; but I was hungry and went home to get my 
dinner. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I move my colleague be excused. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 71, noes not counted. 

So the motion was to. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I move that all the gentlemen be 
excused. I think the hour is an unseasonable one, and the House 
knows it. These gentlemen for that reason onght to be excused. 
(Laughter. ] y 7 s 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain the motion, as the 
Sergeant-at-Armsis at the bar with members in custody under the or- 
der of the House. He is now proceeding in receiving the excuses- 
from the members in custody why they have absented themselves 
from its sug 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I rise toa question of order. I move 


that all the gentlemen before the House be excused. If one gentle- 


m:n on motion can be excused, why may not all the gentlemen who 
are arraigned at the bar also be excused ? 

The SPEAKER. Because the rule and practice provide that gen- 
tlemen brought to the bar of the House shall each give his excuse for 
further action of the House. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I move then to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. Mr. WARNER, you 
have absented yourself from the sitting of the House without its 
leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. WARNER. I have no excuse, except that I was paired on the 
motion to adjonrn with my colleague, Mr. YouxG,and supposing the 
Honse was about to adjourn I went to dinner. 

Mr. LOWE. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was a to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Coss, you have absented yourself: from the 
sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have yon to offer? 

Mr. COBB. Abont five o'clock this afternoon, not feeling well, I 
paired and went to dinner. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. WELLBORN, you have absented yourself from 
jer epang of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. WELLBORN. I have no excuse: 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the gentleman be excused. [Laughter.] 

The motion was to. 


The SPEAKER. Mr. CANNON you have absented yourself from the 
sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer? 
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Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Ido not know that I have been absent 
“from the House without its leave. The fact is that between four 
and five o’clock this afternoon I paired with Mr. Davis, of North 
‘Carolina, until eight o'clock, and went to dinner. Belonging to a 
committee that has leave to sit during the sessions of the House, at 
eight o'clock I went on duty with a sub-committee of that commit- 
tee, and from that time until within ten minutes ago I have been 
with that committee. 7 
Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I move the gentleman be excused. 
Mr. NICHOLLS. I move, in addition, he be allowed to print the 
balance of his remarks. [Laughter.] 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. If he belongs to a committee that has the 
might to sit during the sessions of the House, he needs no excuse. 
. CANNON, of Illinois. Nevertheless, I wish my excuse to be 
placed on record. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. Mr. Dickey, you have absented yourself from the 
sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 
Mr. DICKEY. I was paired about five o’clock with my colleague, 
Mr. NEAL, and supposing the House would soon adjourn, I went home. 
‘Further than that, I sup d to-morrow morning I would have the 
right to move to amend the Journal to show that I was present. 
LLaugghter. 
Mr. ATHERTON. I move my colleague be excused, 
The motion was amond to. 
The SPEAKER. . GEDDES, you have absented yourself from 
the sitting of the House withont its leave. What excuse have you to 


ofter ? 

Mr. GEDDES. My apology is this: I have never before been absent 
from my seat on a vote of this House. About six o’clock I paired with 
a gentleman on the other side. $ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move the gentleman be excused without an 


EXCUSE. 
Mr, GEDDES. I object. Besides, I was in ill-health, and being 
paired I left feeling perfectly secure, as I had voted two fall days on 
the tariff question and was satisfied with my record and did not ex- 
pect to ask any amendment of it. [Laughter.] 
Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I move that the gentleman be ex- 
-aused. 

The motion was d to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Harris, you have absented yourself from the 
ae of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Tho roll was being called about five 
o' clock. I voted, and believing that no business would be transacted 
thereafter, and not feeling well, I paired with Mr. James, of New 
York, and left the House. 

Mr. HAWK. I move that the gentleman from Virginia be excused. 

The motion was 5 to. 

The SPEAKER. . MITCHELL, you have absented yourself from 
the meung of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer 

Mr. MITCHELL. The only excuse I have for being here in the 
House instead of being at home in my room, where I desired to re- 
main, is the fact that my landlord not knowing I was at home, gave 
a wrong excuse to the Sergeant-at-Arms, who made his appearance, 
and though I objeeted I was unable to resist. In obedience to his 
order, which I understand to be under the direction of this body, and 
I hope therefore that nothing serious will be done with him for it, 
flanghter, J I came up here, I have further to state, however, that I 

ave been paired for several days with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Ryon.] When I left I supposed the House would soon 
adjourn. 

r. BAYNE. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared nt the barof the House, having in 
custody, in obedience to its order, the following members: Mr. FROST, 
Mr. JORGENSEN, Mr. KING, and Mr. WHITEAKER. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. FROST, you have absented yourself from the 
ae of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, upon the great princi- 
ples of the democratic party—— [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. That point is not in order. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, (to a member.) Do not pull my coat 
tail! [Great laughter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I say, sir, upon the great principles 
of the democratic party, of the greatest good to the greatest number, 
I move that all the gentlemen be excused. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain that motion. The 
gentleman from Missouri will P 5 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I am very glad now to have an oppor- 
tunity at last to cateh the Speaker's eye. [Laughter.] I have not 
been long a member of this House, but since I have n here I in 

common with my colleagues have entertained an ambition to catch 
the Speaker's eye; and therefore I wish to state that I am gratified 
beyond measure to have this opportunity of expressing myself and 
to make the acquaintance of the Speaker. [Great laughter.] 


And I wish further to state that I would never have been absent 


from this sitting of the House had it not been in obedience to an invi- 
tation [laughter 

A MEMBER. From whom? 

Mr. FROST. In obedience to an invitation of the gentleman from 
Louisiana to meet the Speaker at the other end of the Avenue, I went 
there for the p of meeting the janari of this House, and therc- 
fore I clad myself in festal array. [Great hter.} But arriving 
there, and finding the guests assembled but the host not in, for he 
was here doing his duty—I allude to the gentleman from Louisiana, 
[Mr. KN, ] and the Speaker. But—{eries of Louder!“ but one 


of the gentleman s sted that the gentleman from Kentucky—— 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I protest against the gentleman alluding to 
me. 9 1 
Mr. FROST. H refer, if I may be allowed to name the gentleman, 


to Mr. BLACKBURN, from Kentucky, who was also expected to be amem- 
ber of that party, but was not present, and therefore we were obliged 
to wait. [ ghter.] And as soon as we found that neither the 
Speaker nor Mr. BLACKBURN would be there, we returned here to the 

ouse to enjoy their society. [Great laughter.] I desire now, Mr. 
Speaker, to express my great regret that I have been wanting in any- 
thing of respect to this House. I took care to pair with a high-tariff 
man before I left. 8 I hope, therefore, all things consid- 
ered, that the House will excuse me. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to amend that motion by providing 
that he shall apologize for the dress in which he appears before the 
House to-night, [Laughter.] 

The motion of Mr. Hatcu was then agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. It is lucky for the gentleman from Missouri that the 
gentleman from Kentucky was not there. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from Kentucky is always 
where he belongs. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. JORGENSEN, you have been absent from the 
sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 


offer? 

Mr. JORGENSEN. I am paired with Mr. GOODE, of Virginia, who 

is absenf on account of illness; and having some friends from Vir- 
inia to entertain I hardly thought the business of the House would 
interfered with on account of my absence. 

Mr. HAYES. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was d to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. KI Nd, you have been absent from the sitting 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr, KING. Ihad an engagement to meet some friends, and went 
down to make my apologies to them. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. WHITEAKER, you have been absent from the 
pa of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. WHITEAKER. I am very well aware of the fact which the 
Speaker has stated 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was 5 to. 

Mr. WHITEAKER. The House has taken my speech by title. 
Changhter.) 

Mr. EWING. With a view to a prompt disposition of the business 
of this House, I move that it do now adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 74, nays 80, not 
voting 138; as follows: 


YEAS—74. 

Beale, Ellis, Lounsbery, Slemons, 
Berry, Ewing, Low Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Bic Felton, „Edward L. Sparks, 
Blackbarn, Ford, McGo pringer, 
Bouck, Forney, McKenzie, teele, 
Cabell, Frost, h McMillin, Stevenson, 
Caldwell, Hall, Murch, Thompson, P. B 
Chalmers, Hatch, Myers, Tillman, 
Clardy, Henry, 0" or, Townshend, R. W. 
Clark, John B. Hill, O'Reilly, Turner, Oscar 

lerick, House, Philips, T, 

Hubbell, Phister, Upson, 
Culberson, Hull. Poehler, Vance, 
Davidson, Hutchins, Robertson, Waddill, 
Davis, Joseph J. Killinger, Rothwell, Wellborn, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kitchin, ‘ord, Whiteaker, 
De La Matyr, Knott, Sawyer, Hiis. 
Dibrell, Simonton, 
Dickey, Lewis, Singleton, J. W. 
NATS—80. 
Aldrich, N. W. Camp, Dunnell. Herndon, 
Bachman, Cannon, Einstein, 
Ballou, Carpenter, Errett, Horr, 
Barber, Caswell, Farr, Humphrey, 
ae face Clymer, Ferdon, Kelley, 
Binge” — 2 Klote 
m, ger, 0, h 

Blake, Cowgill, Garfio Mason, 
Bowman, Crapo, A MoCoid, 
Brewer, Crowley, Harris, Benj. W. McKinley, 
Briggs Davis, R. Hawley, Miller, 
Brigham, Davis, Horace Hayes, Mitchell, 
Butterworth, g, Herbert, Neal, 
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New, - Pierce, Shallenberger, Valentine, 
Nicholls, Shelley, Van Aernam, 
O'Neill, Price, Starin, Van Voorhis, 
Osmer, Talbott, Voorhis, 
foes, Thompson, wW Wine 
Pecho, Rassel. W A.  Upaomaf Jt Wood, Walter A. 
NOT VOTING—138. 
Laj R; Jobn W. 
Asklen, Elam, — ; yon, o 
‘Aldrich, William Field, Lindsey, 
Anderson, Finley, Manning, Sh 
Armfield, Forsythe, 5 — — 
A Marsh, x 
Atkins, Cedies, Martin, Benj. F. Smith, E 
Bailey, Gibson, Joseph J. Speer, 
Baker, Gillette, McCoo! Stephens, 
Barlow, Goode, McLane, Stone, 
Belford, Gunter, McMahon, Taylor, 
Bland, Hammond,John Miles, Townsend, Amos 
Bliss, Hammond, N. J. Mills, er, 
Blount, Harmer, Money, Tyler, 
Boyd, Harris, John T. Monroe, egraff, Thomas 
Haskell, Morrison, rner, 
Bricht t, Hawk, Morse, Wai 
Morton, Wi 
Buckner, Heilman, Maldrow, Warner, 
Henderson, Muller, Weaver, 
Henkle, Newberry, Wells, 
— Osos itthorn 
Chittenden, Hostetler, = 5 — — e, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hunton, Overton, Williams, C. G. 
bb, urd, Phelps, Williams, 
k, 5 ames, Prescott a og 
ohnston, — 
Cravens, poor Richardson, D. P. Wrst 15 
Joven, Richardson, J. S. Yocum, 
Deuster, Keifer, Richmond, Young, Casey 
Dick, Ketcham, Robeson, Young, Thomas L. 
Dunn, Kimmel, Russell, Daniel L. 
Dwight, King, Ryan, Thomas 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The Clerk announced the following pair: 

Mr. Harris, of Vi with Mr. JAMES. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The t-at-Arms ap at the bar, having in custody, in 
obedience to the order of the House, the following members: Mr. 
woos Mr. GÙNTER, Mr. RICHARDSON of New York, Mr. STONE, and 
Mr. 


. ORTH. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Warp, you have been absent from the sitting 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. WARD. I remained here till half past six o'clock, and then, 
having an engagement, I paired with Mr. AIKEN, of South Carolina, 
and le: 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. N 

The SPEAKER. . GUNTER, you have been absent from the sit- 
sin Sie the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

.GUNTER. Ihave no excuse further than this: I remained here 
till half past five o’clock. I then paired with Mr. Norcross, of Mas- 
sachusetts, and went home to get my dinner, and did not return until 
a few moments ago, having learned that the House was in session. 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the gentleman be excused. 


The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. SPARKS; and it was 
not agreed to. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I desire to inquire whether by the 
action of this House the morning hour has been dispensed with ? 
ae 

The SP The Chair can answer that question in the negative. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I now call for the order. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. And I call for the regular order, 


which is the morni our. 

The SPEAKER. e regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Delaware, that all further proceedings under the be dis- 
pensed with. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. On that motion I call for the yeas and 


na; 

Ar. CONGER. While there are members present in the custody of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms it is proper that they should be allowed to give 
their excuses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will receive the report of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared and stated that in obedience to the 
order of the House he had taken into custody Mr, GOODE, of Virginia, 
whom he now podad at the bar of the House. 

The SPE. Mr. GOODE, you have been absent from the sitting 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. GOODE. I attended the session of the House all day 8 
until six o clock. At that hour, not feeling very well, I paired wi 
my colleague, Mr. JORGENSEN, and went to my room. The only apol- 

I have to make to the House for not returning earlier is that I 
ieved the issue between the two sides had been sufficiently intensi- 
fied by the wrangle which we had had for two days on points of 
order; and I peas, fe there was good sense enough on both sides of 
the House to avoid a night session like this. 
Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I move thatthe gentleman be excused. 
The motion was to 


The SPEAKER. The stion recurs on the motion of the gentle- 


man from Delaware [Mr. that all further proceedings un 
the call of the House be dispe: with. On that motion the gentle- 
man calls for the yeas and nays. 


The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
was 1 in the ive. 
Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I will not call for any further count. 
(Laughter. ] 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. TALBOTT, Sag EOE PUO TOETA EIE, 
is the execution of the call of 


Mr. STEVENSON (at ten o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) moved 
that the House adjourn. : 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote; and before the result 
was declared 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays ; and there 
were 34 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
yeas and nays were e 

The question was taken; and there were —yeas 72, nays 80, not 
voting 140; as follows: 


The SPEAKER, “Mfr. Ric have been absent from the | perry — 5 EA eas 
. . RICHARDSON, you have absent 0 : 
sitting of the House without its leave. t excuse have you to offer? | Bicknell, Ewing, 89 Singleton, J. W. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, of New York. I remained here till six o’clock. | Blackburn, Ford, ere. Slem: 122 
On tie motion to adjourn, on which the yas and nays wero being | Exec, Fees: Matii avart L. Be Henin B 
en at e, I vo to 0 and, § i 0 
would do the same, I left before aes was declared” Chalmers, —.— Mein Steals 
Mr. BERRY. I move that the gentleman be excused. Caray. oy Hall, Murch, Stevenson, 
8 CONGER. I hope not, if gentleman voted to adjourn and — — i, 9 bron 7 P.B. 
Con : O'Reilly, | T R. W. 
The motion of Mr. BERRY was to. person Saas Salis, 8 
The SPEAKER. Mr. STONE, you have been absent from the sitting eaae. 5 — Phister, Turner, Thomas 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? Davis, geeks. — — W 
Mr. STONE. The only excuse I have is that I have a sick child, | De La Matyr, oe Rothwell, Wellborn, 
and about six o’clock pales with General Cook, supposing the House | Dibrell, Knott, Samford, z 
adjourn soon. „ Ladd. Sawyer, Willis. 
Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I move that the gentleman be excused. NAYS—90. 
The motion was to. Cowgill, Humphrey, Richardson, D, P. 
Mr. STONE. Lask that I be excused from further attendance at | Aldrich, N. W. — Crapo, Kelley, Robinson, 
the sitting of the House this evening. 3 Davin George R. Tietz er 
There was no objection. Ballou, Davis, Horace Mason, — — 
The SPEAKER. Mr. ORTH, you have been absent from the sitting | Barber, Doering McCoid, Shelley, 
of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? = yaa McKinley, Vail 
Mr.ORTH. I am paired with General JOHNSTON, and went to din- Bingham, , — u. Trees, 
ner. B Ferdon, New, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois. I move that the gentleman be ex- | Bowman, Fisher, Nicholls, Dran J. T. 
c 3 Frye, O'Neill, pson, 
The motion was agreed to. eae ee 2 
Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. The call of the roll on the last vote | Camp, Harris, Benj. W. Page, Voorhis, 
lavine oe the fact that there is a quoram present, I move | Cannon, Hawley, Persons, Van Voothis, 
that all further proceedings under the call be di with. Carpenter, Hayes, Pierce, Wi ai 
Mr. SPARKS. And I move that the House now adjourn. St, Herbert — wi 
The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is one of higher privilege. | Conger, Hiscock, Rice, Wood, 


X—117 


NOT VOTING—140. 


Ketcham, Ro 
emen , fe Fer ge 
Anderson, Elam, King. Ryan, 

Armfield, Evins, am, Ryon, Jobn W. 
183 Held Le Fevre, Sapp, 
Bailey, Finley, * Sails, 
Barlow, Forsyth Mi 0. 
Beale, ’ 7 a Smith, rep oy 
Belford, Martin, Benj. F. Smith, William E. 
i oa Moose oseph J. Speer, 
Blownt, Hammond, 7 = McLane, — 
— Harmer, I Townsen d, Amos 
— . — u Bie" 
Browne, Hawk, Monroe, ‘pdegraff, „Thomas 
Buckner, Hazelton, Morrison, rner, 
Burrows, Heilman, Morse, Wait, 
Calkins, Henderson, orton, Warner, 
Carlisle, Henkle, Muldrow, Weaver, 
enden, 2 wat White 
Clafiin, Hostetler, 8 Whitthorne, 
Clark, Alvah A Houk, Norcross, ‘Wilber, 
Cobb, Hubbell, O’Brien, Williams, C. G. 
Cook, Hunton, Orth, Williams, Thomas 
Covert, Hurd, Overton, Wilson, 
855 — PA 
Cravens, Ji Prescott, W. Fernando 
Daggett, Jones, in Wright, 
Dick, K Richardson, J. S. youn Casey 
Dunn, Ketter, Richmond, Foung, Thomas L. 
So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms a at the bar, having in custody the 
1 in o ence to the order of the House: Mr. Hau- 
MOND, of Georgi . HOUK, and Mr. DAGGETT. 


The SP; Mr. HAMMOND, you have absented yourself from 
the — 41 of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. 8 r, I attended the sittin 
of the House from the beginning of session this un 
six O clock. I then went home. I have been unwell for a wi and 
am so now. 

Mr. GOODE. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. If it be in order, I ask to be-excused 
for the remainder of the evening. 3 


There being no objection, leave of absence was 
HAMMOND, of 8 the remainder of the ev: N 

EAKER. Mr. Hour, you have absented yourself from the 
sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 


The SPE] 
offer? 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I came here this m as I have been 
in the habit of doing. I believe this is the first time I have missed a 
roll-call when in the city. I remained in this Hall until half after 


six o'clock. I voted for ment. I had no idea in the world 


tinent inquiry whether I was in or not. My landlord replied that I 
Was n 
8 in regard to the proceedings of 


I was. But 1 felt t anxiety 
‘this House; ‘and although the turnout which had been engaged to | Gox, 


convey me to this place had left, I rose, put on attire, saw a 
8 but was not willing to wait for if started, beat it, and am 


here. 
Mr. TAYLOR. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. . DAGGETT, you have absented yourself from 
or ane of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. DAGGETT. I do not know that I have any excuse worth men- 
tioning except the weakness of having reposed much confidence 
in the opinion of older members, who gave me their assurance that 
there would be no night session. I paired with the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. SINGLETON. ] 

Mr. B Mr. LAPHAM is paired with him. 

Mr. DAGGETT, I paired with ; and he is a stalwart democrat, 
who I believe never voted a republican ticket, who lives in a State 
where school-houses are seventy-seven miles apart. [Laughter.] I 
thought I was doing the repub party some service in taking 


8 from the floor. 
. VAN VOORHIS. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. BUTTERWO TH. Ti that further proceedin der th 

A I move r i un 0 

call be with. 11 

The on was not agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR: I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The quae being taken, there were—ayes 51, noes 57. 

Mr. TAYLOR called for the yeas and nays, 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Fee Tae Sets) eee, are eer a NATS 70, aes 


The 
voting 144; as follows: 


YEAS—72. 

Aik Sin, W. 

ay Fomey, Mato; Eimi E Seton TN, 
Bicknell, Frest, McGowan, Smith, Hezekiah R 
Bonnie Hall,” Monin 
Cabell, Hatch, March, Spangen : 
Caldwell, Henry, M: Stevenson, 
Clardy, Herbert, rey 4 Taylor. 
Clark, John B. O'Reilly, Thompson, P. B 

ck, Persons, Tillman, 
Hubbell, Philips, Townshend, R. W, 

Davis, Joseph J. Hu Phister, Turner, Oscar 
Davis, Lowndes H. Huthins, Poehler, Turner, Thomas 
De La Matyr, Kitchin, Robertson, Vi 
Dibrell, Knott, Rothwell, Wadail, 
Dickey, Ladd, Samford, Wellborn, 

8, Le Sawyer, iteaker, 

x Louns 5 Simonton, Willis. 
NAYS—76. 
Aldrich, N. W. Crowley, Humphrey, chardson, D. 
pea Culbe — —— —— ae 
Baker, Davis, George R. Kenna, Ross, 
Ballou, Davis, Horace Klotz, 5 
Barber, 5 Shallen * 
Bayne, Dunne) McCoid, Shelley, 
itzhoover, K McKinley, Tal 
= Miller, Thomas, 

0, Farr, Mitchell, Thompson, W. G. 
Bowman, Ferdon, New, Updegraff, J. T. 
— e Fisher, Nicholls, Upson, 

§ Frye, O'Neil, Valentine, 
Camp, Garfield, Osmer, Van Aernam, 
8 „ Yea 
froth, ley, Pierce, W 
Hayes, Pound, Wash i 
Hiscock, Price, Willits, 
Crapo, Horr, Rice, Wood, Walter A. 
NOT VOTING—144. 
Acklen, Deuster, 3 mond, 
aer Dunn, Killinger, Hobo E. 
Armfield, Dwight, Kimmel,’ Ryan, 
Atherton, Elan, Ryon, John W. 
Atkins, Evins, 
Bailey, Felton, Le 
Beale, ' Finley. g 0. R. 
Belford, Forsythe, —— AA „ Herr 
Bland, Buttes, Marsh, Smith, William E. 
Bliss, Ged Martin, Benj. F. 
Blount, Gibson, Melek J. 
— 1 
Brewer, Hammond, John McMahon, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Bright, — Y N.J. Miles, Tucker, 
Browne, Harmer, Mills, 545 
Buckner, Harris, Sohn T. Money, Bra Thomas 
Burrows, Haskell, Monroe, Tuer, 
Butterworth, 8 . Walt, 
‘Cannon, —— — — Weaver, 
. enderson, Tale „ ells, 
Chalmers, Herndon, N 
Chittenden, Hooker, New 5 Wilber, 
Claflin, Hostetler, Norcross, Williams, C. G. 
Clark, Alvah A. — O’Brien, Williams, 
Hurd. Overton, 
Covert, James, Phelps, Wood, Fernando 
Ji 5 Prescott, Wright, 
Da Keifer, Richardson, J. S. ‘Younes Thomas L. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
The following additional pair was announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. . 
The Sergeant-at-Arms at the bar, having in o i 


in 
obedience to the order of the House, Mr. DEUSTER, Mr. Wise, Mr. 
TUOKER, Mr. BROWNE, Mr. ROBESON, Mr. CARLISLE, Mr. MILLS, Mr. 
Cc. Mr. WILLIAMS of Wisconsin, Mr. HOOKER, and Mr. HEILMAN, 

The 8 Mr. Wisk, you have absented yourself from the 
— 8 of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 

‘er 

Mr. WISE. My apology to the House is this: About noon I had 
two gentlemen from my district ee. me. I made an agreement 
to meet them at iy room at nine o’clock. 

. O'NEILL. I move the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. WISE. The House has not yet heard my excuse. eee gs 

my duty to my friends from Somerset County, and then re to 


the House. 
The motion Was to; and Mr. WISE was excused. 
The SPEAKER. . DEUSTER, you have absented yourself from 


the sens of the House without its leave; what excuse have you to 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move the gentleman from Wisconsin be allowed 
to in his native tongue. [Laughter.] 

. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt I could offer a bet- 

ter excuse in my native tongue than I could do now. After I wit- 
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nessed the minority of this House enacting the celebrated comedy of 
ee e “Love’s Labor Lost” during the whole afternoon, I 
felt so drowsy I left and wanted to see oa ee [Great laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move my colleague be excused. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. . TUCKER, you have absented yourself from the 
ae of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As the gentleman from Wisconsin was allowed 
to employ his own native dialect, and as the gentleman from Virginia 
has no tongue of his own, I move he be allowed to be heard by coun- 


sel. [Laughter. 
The SP The motion is not in order. 
Mr. RICHMOND. I move my colleague be allowed to print his re- 


marks. an aie 
Mr. TUC I am obliged to the gentleman from Kentucky and 
my colleague; but I have a native tongue though it is not as avail- 
able as that of the tleman from Kent è Aae After 
y,1 yi 
hter.) 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. CALKINS, you have absented yourself from 
the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer ? 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. . WILLIAMS, you have absented yourself from 
the sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I had the toothache, 
Judge GEDDES very kindly paired with me, and I went straight 
to the dentist’s and got my tooth filled. Then I went home and got 
my dinner, and afterward went across the street with my wife to 
make a call, and returned to the House when informed that the Ser- 

t-at-Arms desired my presence here. I, like a man, wanted to 
hide and not come; but my wife said that I ought to come, and I eame, 
like a fool, and found myself under arrest. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. 
Speaker, between the Sergeant-at-Arms and the toothache and the 
tariff I do not know what will become of me; and if it were not for 
the great regard I have for the 8 er, for the rules of this House, 
and for parliamentary law I should not care. Iam willing, however 
under the circumstances, to =p anig matter if the House will 
grant me leave of ATER e 1, 

Mr. POUND. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. HOOKER, you have absented yourself from 
the House without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg to say, Mr. Speaker, that 1 have this excuse: 
I have been trying for two da, to get the floor. I have been g 
for two days to catch the angle of the Speaker's eye. Ihave 
fishing for it for a couple of weeks without being able to reach it. I 
think both the Speaker and the Se t-at-Arms have made a mis- 
take, so far as I am concerned, for I have been here and have been 
answering to my name all the evening. 

The SPEAKER. The Sergeant-at-Arms enumerated the gentleman 
3 members brought in under arrest. j 

. HOOKER. I say that the Sergeant-at-Arms, like the 
Speaker, made a mi 4 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that it was not his mis- 

140 ieee entleman from Mississippi will be 


the spirit of 76, of which I have partaken tomy friend 
from New Samy to make my excuse. [Laug N 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 66, noes not counted. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, Mr. ROBESON, you have absented yourself from 
the 3 of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to offer 


sure) that he being excused by the House, possibly I might be put 
upon the same level, under the idea that things which are eq to 


discharged. 
tucky has the FAETON ORROA TEI apon Dis goonia [Laugh- R. Mr. HEILMAN, you have been absent from the 
ter.] Being new here and not having the experience of older mem- | House without its leave. What excuse have yon to offer? 
bers with regard to the characteristics of the tleman from the Mr. HEILMAN. Da Wir nichts thaten ging Ich und kaufte mir 


seventh district of Kentucky and those who follow him, I left in 


Eisenbahn Billette um nach Haus zu gehen auf zehn Tage Urlaub. 
fect confidence, relying on the good sense of this House that they 


[Great hter. 


wonld no lon w him in his wild-goose The SPE; The gentleman’s excuse seems to be a good one. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. And he got the. (Laughter. } [Laughter.] ` 
Mr. ROBESON. No; I wasdeceived,. ghter;] I thought the gen- Mr. UP „of Ohio. I move that the gentleman be ex- 
tleman would exhibit that good sense for which he ought to be re- cused. [Laughter.] 
The motion was to. 


markable, [laughter,] but I find his folly is as strong as the of 

his own State and as deep as its own waving blue-grass. [ h- 

ter.] 

1 I went from this House, paired, when I 
to 


eS ought adj and the moment I received 
ial notice—and I speak for myself and all who were with 
me—at the very moment we received official notice that the House 
desired our ce, we came at once, and came to stay. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CL’ I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion ‘was sgen to. 

The ‘SPEAKER. . BROWNE, you have absented yourself from 
5 oen g of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 
offer 

Mr. BROWNE. I secured a pair with some gentleman whose name 
I am not able to mention [laug er ie beeen pag po an 
invitation to dine with ther gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. ROBE- 
SON, ] era a eto to dine at his table to sitting here in the House. 
That is the fact about it, 

Mr. BAYNE. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. . CARLISLE, you have absented yourself from 
the 0 of the House without its leave. What excuse have you 
to oi 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. S , [remained in the House from twelve 
o'clock until some time six, voting on every roll-call. Then I 
left to get my dinner. After dinner I made ip PRO weds and as the 
Jo had not yet been read, I presumed I w be able to get 
here in time for . 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. I move the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. MILLS, you have absented yourself from the 
sitting of the House without its leave. What excuse have you to 


offer? 

Mr. MILLS, We read in the Book of our holy religion that Chri 
dined with publicans and sinners. In humble imitation of His exam- 
ple I went to-day to dine with a republican and a sinner [laughter] 
in the hope while I was dining with him that I would get him to 


The SPEAKER. e Chairdesires to state that he has received a 
letter by the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms from the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. BRIGHT, who is detained at home by sickness and 
asks that the House will grant him leave of absence to-night. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move that leave of absence be granted to the 
gentleman. 4 

The motion was to. 7 

The SPEAKER. Chair also desires to state that the 
man from New Jersey, Mr. Surrn, who has been ill in bed for a week 
past, and who is only just able to leave his room, asks to be exeused 

or to-night. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 3 

The SPEAKER. The is requested also to ask that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, Mr. Hawx, be excused for to-night for the rea- 
son that he had to leave the House in time to take the last ‘car to 
reach his home. It is well known to the House that the gentleman 
has lost a limb, and I hope there Wall is no peanon Ss eee 

There was no objection, and it was ord accordingly. 

Mr. SPARKS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. We have been brought here and have come to stay. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also has a letter from Mr. WILSON, of 
West Virginia, in which he states that he is at home suffering from a 
violent cold and from neuralgia. He asks to be excused. 

was no objection. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. It occurs to me this prolonged session of the House 
is resulting in ned pov I therefore move to adjourn. 

Mr. SP. made that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Before the ganian from Illinois [Mr. SPARKS] 
addressed the Chair the Chair recognized the gentleman from 

[Mr. NICHOLES] to make that motion. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. When we come back to-morrow morning we can 
settle this question ; and if the House will now adjourn I for one 
promise not to en; to-morrow in anything like filibustering or 
1 will d er business of the House. 

Mr. a FIELD tis the proposition of the gentleman from 


amend his.record. I dined with my distinguished . ROBE- The SPEAKER. Georgia makes a statement 
SON, but I am not able to say whether I have succeeded in getting it the House shall now adjourn he, the member speaking, will 
him to amend his record or not. come here to-morrow to resist all dilatory motions. 
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Mr. NICHOLLS. I call for the yeas and nays on my motion to 


ourn. 
vs. ROBESON. Is it in order to move that that motion lie on the 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The. question was taken; and there were—yeas 79, nays 76, not 
voting 137; as follows: 


YEAS—79, 
Louns! ; Samford, 
Ae, —— 3 — ; 
Bicknell, Ellis, Martin, Edward L. Simonton, 
Black! Ewing, McGowan, Singleton, J. W. 
Bouck, Ford, McKenzie, Sparks, 
Brewer, Forney, McMillin, Springer, 
Cabell, Frost, Murch, ylor, 
Carlisle, Hall, Neal Tilman,” a 
Hai R. W. 
Ge Henry, O'Connor, oe 
Clark, John B. Herbert, O'Reilly, ‘Turner, Oscar 
——— Hooker, Philips, Upson,’ 
1 Poehler, Waddin, 
er, 
Davia Joseph . ee 3 Richardson, J.S. Wellborn, 
De La 3 Knott, Rothwell, Willis. 
Deuster, Ladd. Russell, Daniel L. 
NAYS—%. 
Aldrich, N. W. Conger, Herndon, Richardson, D. P, 
Aldrich William Cowgill, Hiscock, Robinson, 
Bachman, Crow! Horr, Ross, 
Baker, Davis, R. Honk, W.A. 
3 Davis, Horace caro a Shallen e ` 
Belizhoover, Donnell —— Talbott, 
ham, Einstein, Klotz, Thomas, 
©, Errett, Mason, Upgrade W.G. 
Bowman, Farr, McCoid, 1 J. T. 
¥Ferdon, McKinley, Alen 
Brisker, Fisher, Miller, Van Aernam, 
Browne, Frye, Mitchell, Van Voorhis, 
Calkins, New, Vi 
Camp, z O'Neill, y 
Carpenter, Hawley, Pound. wae 
Coftroth, ` Hellman, Rice, Wood, Walter A. 
NOT VOTING—137. 
Acklen, Felton, A Scales, 
—— we 
‘Atherton, Forsythe, Marsh, © Slemons,’ 
Atkins, Sead Martin, at. 22 Smith, A. Herr 1 
sae Gillette, McLane, a 75 
Beale.’ Gunter, MoMahon, Stasis, 
Belford, Hammond, John Miles, Steele, 
Bland, Hammond, N. J. Mills, Stephens, 
; ‘John T. Monse — 
Boa” Haskel . x Townsend, Amos 
w] Morse, . 
Hazel 
Beg 1 — A Thomas 
Burrows, Henkle, Muller, Wait, 
Butterworth, Hostetler, Newberry, Warner, 
Chalmers, House, Norcross, Weaver, 
a eee Orth,” White 
Clark, Alvah A. Hurd. Overton, Whi 
Cook? 7 Dees Williams, 0. G 
‘Crapo, Kalter, Prescott, Wood, 
Doggett ne Sl Reel Yocum 
Yooum, 
pee Kimmel, Richmond, — Casey È 
FF 
3 
So the motion was to. 
During the call of the roll, 
Mr. HOOKER (who had v. 


“no”) said: I am so earnestly ap- 
pealed to by the recalcitrant members of the House, Mr. BLACKBURN 
of . WARNER of Ohio, and Mr. SPRINGER of Illinois, 
and haying been here during this prolonged sitting, and not having 
missed a vote, that in obedience to their wish I change my vote now 
from “no” to “ay.” 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded; 
and praca (at twelve o’clock and fifteen minutes a. m., Thurs- 
day, March 25) the House ed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
e ee COAR IHA TAI ERAL AIO ag TOUN 


By the SPEAKER: Memorial of William 
been the first to discover the power of steam, 


on by Con to support him in his old to the Commit- 
priati gress age— 


tee on Man 7 

By Mr. AINSLIE: The petition of A. Leland, publisher of the Tel- 
ler, Lewiston, Idaho Territory, that materials used in ing paper 
be placed on the free list, for a reduction of the duty on printing- 
paper, and for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NELSON W. ALDRICH: The petition of John O. Water- 
man and others, for the removal of the duty from chrome iron ore 
and bichromate of potash—to the same committee, 

By Mr. ATKINS: The petition of Smith & Stegall, for the amend- 
ment of the revenue laws relating to the manufacture of spirits—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of the Iron Molders’ Union, No. 
187, of New Albany, Indiana, for the creation of a department of 
manufactures, cies peony and mines—to the Committee on Manu- 


By Mr. BREWER: The petitions of H. S. Hilton, publisher of the 

Clinton Republican, Saint John’s, Michigan, that materials used in 

making paper be pa : eek the Aeus, 25 ae tetra of the duty Ass 
rinting-paper, and for the abolition o: uty on type—to 

— — on Ways and Means. 155 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of citizens of New Hampshire, that 
the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
Lien “the petition f citize New Hampshire, that C 

, the petition of citizens ew ` ongress en- 
act such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the peo- 
ple by the transportation monopolies that now control interstate 
commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill to establish a route from T. 
kinsville to Martinsburgh, Kentucky—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLYMER: The petition of 20 citizens of Berks County, 
Peers Seas: that the Commissioner of Agriculture be made a Ca 
inet officer—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of 20 citizens of Berks County, heal Glare 
that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the o ms im- 


posed upon the ple by the transportation monopolies that now 
onio the in te canunares of the country—to the Committee on 
ommerce. 


Also, the petition of 21 eitizens of Berks County, Pennsylvania, 
that e laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or 
vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of F. P. Norton and 79 others, citi- 
zens of Suffolk County, New York, for the p: of the bill to 
abolish compulsory pilotage—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: The petition of George M. Post, of Havana, 
New York, and 36 o for the equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affa 


Also, the petition of Forest City G No. 288, of Ithica, New York, 
for the of a bill the OA of Agriculture & 
Cabinet officer—to the Commi on Agriculture, 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of George H. Vinton, of New Orleans, 

i . — the abolition of the duty on type to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and M 3 

By Mr. FORT: The petition of 8. F. Hoster, W.S. Torbet, and oth- 
ers, citizens of Illinois, soldiers of the United States Army, engaged 
in the late war, for the early pango of a law providing for the pay- 
ment of the ce between value of greenbacks, in which 
they were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the time 
of —— the Committee on Military Affairs. 

, the petition of the Lacon Woolen Mill Company and others, 
for the reduction of the tariff on chemicals used in man 
woolen fabrics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. venga The 3 of 8. rt 5 and 29 eo. 
zens, manufacturers of paper, of Conneau o, against the reduc- 
tion of the tariff on r—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUMP: : Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
for a law to protect fisheries in the fresh waters of the United States— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. : 

Also, resolution of the islature of Wisconsin, for the improve- 
ment of Fox and Wisconsin Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By r JAMES: The petition of Robert M. West, for a pension— 
to Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of H. F. Canfield and others, of Louisville, New 
York, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of Ellen H. Shelden, Sara A. Spen- 
cer, Caroline B. Winslow, M. D., Joseph T. Johnson, M. D., C. D. Pur- 
is, M. D., Susan A. Edson, and others, for the enactment of a law 
making the crime of rape in the District of Columbia punishable with 
—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. MAGINNIS: Two petitions of citizens of Montana, 
any change in the public-land laws—to the Committee on the lio 


Also, the petition of citizens of Montana, for a military road from 
Western Montana to Eastern Idaho—to the Committee on Military 


Also, the petition of the publishers of the Yellowstone Journal, 
Miles City, Montana, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. y 

By Mr. : The petition of Michael Quirk, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Michael Quirk, for arrears of commutation for 
artificial limbs—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Jefferson County, New York, that 

leasure-yachts be subject to an inspection fee of only $5—to the 
8 on Commerce. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of G. W. Donglass and 17 others, 
late Union soldiers, for the equalization of bounties—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petition of citizens of e Pennsylvania, for the pas- 
sage of a bill making the Commissioner of Agriculture a Cabinet offi- 
cer—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Lycoming County, Pennsylvania, 
that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im- 
posed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now 
control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Lycoming County, Pennsylvania, 
that the pren laws be so amended gs to make the manufacturer or 
vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of William H. Latham, for an honor- 
able discharge as an acting volunteer lieutenant in the Navyy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of 20 citizens of Utica, Michi- 
gan, for a bridge at Detroit—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OSMER: The petition of M. B. Dunham and 114 others, for 
au appropriation for the improvement of Allegheny River—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. HEZEKIAH B. SMITH: The petition of Henry Clay, against 
the p of Senate bill No. 496, providing for the examination and 
adjudication of pension claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the 8 of Henry Clay and of James Chaffey and 20 
others, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of William Reedy & Co., of Lin- 
colnton, North Carolina, for the removal of the stamp-tax on per- 
fumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENSON : The petition of Israel Zinser, of similar im- 
port—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of the Virginia Agricultural So- 
ciety, for a law creating an agricul department under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of A. B. Carpenter and 100 others, 
citizens of Caledonia County, Vermont, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of W. H. Bell and 75 others, colored 
citizens of Maryland, that the unclaimed bounty of colored soldiers 
be appropriated for the education of colored students, and that a por- 
tion pt to Storer College, Harper’s Ferry—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 
umpire, The Dalles, Orogon, for the abolition of the duty on pe 

e es, on, for the a on of the duty on 
to 1 on Ways and Means. si 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 25, 1880. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. To-morrow being Good Friday, I move that when 
the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There is a great deal of work be- 


fore the Senate. 
Mr. WHYTE. But to-morrow is Good Friday. 
Mr. KERNAN. Allow me to make a suggestion. We adjourned 


over a day to commemorate a good man of our own country. Now 
let us adjourn over the day on which the Christian world commemo- 
rates the death of the Saviour of mankind. That is my reason for 
favoring the motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I make no opposition to the motion. 

The motion was to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from the Chief of 
Engineers, United States Army, presenting the importance of e 

United 


hical and phical surveys of the territory of the 
States west of ‘tho Mticeisety pi River, together with = estimate of an 
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appropriation of $75,000 to 
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defray the expenses of such surveys for 
Ə year 1880-81; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of the enactment of a law to protect 
the fishing interests in fresh-water lakes and their tributaries; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, relating to the improvement of the Wisconsin and Fox Rivers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, addressed to myself, relative to the condition of the fands due 
to the Sioux Indians of Minnesota prior to and at the time of the 
Sioux outbreak in that State. The communications contain informa- 
tion in regard to a bill now before the Committee on Claims. Imove 
that the papers be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WITHERS presented the petition of the Virginia State Agri- 
cultural Society, praying that the importance of the agricultural in- 
terest may receive recognition by Congress, and that the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture be given a place in the Cabinet; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, presented a petition, signed by 157 ex-sol- 
diers and citizens of Maine, praying for the parage of a law to pay 
soldiers the difference between the value of greenbacks and gold at 
wae time of their payment; which was referred to the Committee on 

nance. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of Caledonia County, 
Vermont, praying such an amendment of the patent laws as will pro- 
tect innocent users of patented articles from prosecution as infringers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Caledonia County, Ver- 
mont, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in 
freights and unjust discriminations in charges for transportation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1202) for the relief of Hiram S. 
Town, postmaster of the city of Ripon, in the county of Fond du Lac, 
in the State of Wisconsin, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a . thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WITHERS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 496) providing for the examination and adju- 
dication of pension claims, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 92) for the relief of Morgan’s Lou- 
isiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Company, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S, No. 1293) to provide for the erection 
of a publie building at Asheville, North Caro reported it without 
amendment, 

REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES, 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which were re- 
ferred the amendments of the House of Representatives to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate for printing the reports of the United 
States Fish Commission, have instructed me to report back the same, 
and recommend concurrence in the amendments of the House. I ask 
for present consideration. 
ere being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
amendments of the House of Representatives, which were, in lines 4 
and 5 of the resolution, to strike out “1,000” and insert 700,“ and 
in lines 5 and 6 to strike out “1,500” and insert “ 1, 800;“ so as to 


make the resolution read: 


the Senate, (the House i ing,) That 3,000 sets 


Resolved by coneurring, 
of the five volumes of the reports of the United States Fish Co: 9 


22.0 os er tees Rete 
House o 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries. 8 e s 
Mr. PADDOCK. I understand that the amendments of the House of 
Representatives do not reduce the number of reports to be printed, 


but we oy the apportionment. 

Mr. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that the 
change is only in the distribution between the Senate and the House 
of Representatives. y 

The amendments were concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, (by request,) asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1532) for the 
relief of Martha J. Coston; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1533) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue an American register to the bark Annie Johnson; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
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He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1534) for the relief of John H. W. Riley, of Cali- 
fornia ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FARLEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 


introduce a bill (S. No. 1535) ting an increase of pension to Re- 
becca E. Haskin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENDLETON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1536) to construe and define 
„An act to cede to the State of Ohio the unsold lands in the Virgini 
military district in said State,” approved February 18, 1871; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

ds. 


Lan 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave. to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1537) for the relief of A. A. Thomas; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PLATT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1538) authorizing the closing of the accounts of 
the late Rear-Admiral A. H. Foote, United States Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 


Mr. VEST 1 and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1539) providing for the erection of a building at 
Jefferson City, Missouri, for the use and accommodation of United 
States courts and other Government offices; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to thə Committee on Public Buildings ani 
Grounds. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 97) providing 
for a commission to consider and report what legislation is needed for 
the better regulation of commerce among the States; which wasread 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Iask that the joint resolution be 
read at length at the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, dr., That a commission is hereby constituted, to consist of three Senators, 
to be appointed by the President of the Senate, and three members of the House 
of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker, and three commissioners, to be 
appointed by the President, who shall sit during the recess, and inquire generally 
ine the conditions that will most favorab. affect the transportation of the com- 


one clerk and two steno; hers, to be paid such usual compensation 
Secretary tho’ on h 


in the performance of his 
necessary therefor is hereby appropriated out of any money 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, late in the last 
Congress I introduced a joint resolution of a like character with this, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, but owing to 
the want of time no action was taken upon it. The one which I now 
offer differs from the other in two respects: First, in extending the 
scope of the investigation by the commission; and, secondly, in the 
number constituting the commission and the method of their appoint- 
ment, 

The relation of the National Government to the interstate and in- 
ternal commerce of this country is attracting a share of the 
public attention. From the peculiarity of our dual form of govern- 
ment and the division of power between 3 and the States 
practical difficulties have arisen and will come to the surface in the 
control and ent of many interests. Interests which for a 
time are local and clearly within the province of State management 
in time assume such pro ons and affect the general interests of 
the country so thoro y that they in fact lose the characteristic 
of local and become of national interest. 

This is true of our internal commerce and of its transportation. 
For many years such commerce was confined mainly to the States in 
which it had origin, but the internal commerce of this nation has in- 
creased to such enormous 1 estimated in value at over 
853,000,000, 000 annually, and in its transportation it is carried through 
so many States, that all characteristics of locality are lost, and what 
is purely State or local commerce is fast losing its proportion to that 
of the interstate commerce. A very small proportion of the products 
of the soil, of the forest, of the mines, of manufactures is consumed 
in the States that produce them. The grains, meats, tobaceo, &c., of 
the West go eastward and to foreign countries for consumption. 
The cotton, rice, tobacco, and sugar from the South sappy urge y the 
world’s demand for these productions. The lumber of t est and 
South is carried to all parts of the country. The anthracite and bi- 
tuminous coals of Pennsylvania are consumed all the way West and 
beyond Omaha, and they go to the South and East, and are finding 
their way to foreign countries. The iron ores of Michigan, of Mis- 
souri, of Virginia and New York find customers in other States. The 


iron and steel of Pennsylvania is used in all parts of the country. 
The manufactures of the East, of the South, of the Middle States, 
and of the West are interchanged throughout all parts of the 23 
So that this internal commerce must be looked upon as national. It 
deserves and properly demands that its interest shall be thorough] 
und and properly encouraged and protected by the Nation 
Government. 

The laws regarding commerce that now exist on your statute-books 
are of necessity the product of wth; they must be adapted from 
time to time to the changing condition, wants, and necessities of such 
commerce. Congress at an early date in our history as a Government, 
when conveyance by water was the principal means by which the 
then existing commerce could be transported, legislated to meet the 
wants of the people, at that time scattered as they were along our 
sea-coast, on the banks of the rivers of our eastern coast, and to some 
extent on the great rivers of the West, and on the northern lakes, and 
we have laws regulating the coastwise and lake service, powers 
navigation on our rivers, and outlays of money have been made 
by every Congress to improve the harbors and secure to the people 
the use of the rivers by removing impediments to and obstacles in the 
way of their safe navigation. 

her than this, Congress at an early date ized its duty to 
the poopie t building a great thoroughfare in the national road to 
furnish ities to the people for the transportation of their pro- 
ductions between the East and the then West, and to open access to 
the cheap lands beyond the Alleghanies. The extension of this sys- 
tem of roads was Pappea by the introduction of the railroad. 

It is acknowledged to be one of the first duties of all governments 
to provide such ways both by land and water and to re: te their 
= When ~ power w an Trove co Pi to bui fannie and 

ilways, is ee y vernment to another party, that party 
nteni i fact but the agent of the Government in the performance 
of a high duty, and for such 8 the sovereign power of eminent 
domain is given to them. e situation in this country is peculiar, 
It was but natural that the framers of our Constitution should have 
recognized the duty of the Government they were about to establish 
in this respect, and therefore they fully provided in that instrument 
all the powers n for Congress to absolutely control—and this 
in entire independence of the States—the coastwise and lake service 
and the navigation of the rivers, because they were the natural wa; 
and the only ways at that time that were bray icable for 
transportation of the commerce of the nation, internal and for- 
Sa: The possibilities of the canal and the railway were at that time 
unknown. 

But the fortunate use by the framers of our national Constitution 
of the broad and general language in which they conferred upon Con- 
gress power to i eee among the States—a power which 
when it exercises by that fact exclusive—has brought within 
its scope not only the instrumentalities of commercialintercourse then 
known, but all which the necessities and genius of the race should for 
all time to come invent and develop; and thus the railway and the 
canal, as highways of interstate intercourse, have come to be as legit- 
imately withi e commercial power of the National Government 
as the rivers, the lakes, and the seas. 

But, as you are aware, the system of transportation by canal and 
railway came into use at a later date. Con could not comprehend 
their possibilities or influence over the o of the country, nor how 
rapidly the railway would develop its usefulness. The building of 

ways and canals was thus left to the States. The gradually open- 
ing West with the promise of its fertility and the inducements to emi- 
ecw to settle there produced the canals between the States of New 
ork, Pennsylvania, and Maryland which led those States to construct, 
or aid in the construction of, the canals to connect their chief cities 
on the Atlantic coast with the western lakes and rivers, that the 
promised prize of trade with the West that was to be might be secured 
to such cities. 

When the railway was first introduced into this country, about a 
half a century ago, its profitable use was thought to be limited to 
the largest centers of population and traffic. The ability of the rail- 
way to attract population and create traffic and wealth in a new and 
partially developed country was not understood; nor was their future 
ability to successfully compete in cost of ortation with the sea- 
coast or lake service or transportation by river or canal thought to 
be in the range of the possible. The railway was regarded as the 
luxury of a settled country, and it was many years before their bene- 
ficial influence on new countries was understood. Such being the 
case, they could not be considered as of national interest, any more 
than any great local improvement is a benefit to the whole country. 
It was then but natural that the railway should become the subject 
of State legislation and State control. e railways for many years 
were thus local in their influence and operations, and no one could 
foresee how near the future was when they would more thoroughly 
bind the country ther than the rivers or the lakes or the extended 
sea-coast; nor how thoroughly dependent the nation would be on their 
use for its development, for the happiness, the rity of the peo- 
ple, for the transportation of their surplus productions, for the arti- 
cles of their consumption, for their comf their necessities, and 
for their luxuries. $ 

The Senate will thus note the anomaly : that while to 


Congress is assigned the exclusive control of the transportation of 
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the commerce of the nation by the sea-coast, by lake, by river, and 
its duty to provide all necessary to and facilitate 
the movement of such commerce, on the basis of a national duty, which 
in principle should cover all means by which such commerce is trans- 
ported, yet to the States was left the necessity of pone and 
controlling the canal and the railway, the latter of which, the rail- 
way, has become the controlling avenue on which the people of this 
country mainly depend for the transportation of their persons and 
P —a responsibility which the General Government should have 
asst in place of the States, if the framers of the Constitution 
could have looked but a little more than three-quarters of a century 
into the fature. 

The rapid growth and development of the railway a (gt in this 
country is familiar to every Senator, I need not trouble you with 
the statistics shmang the number of miles of railway now built, the 
tonnage carried, the character and value of this tonn: the number 
of persons carried, the capital cost represented by the railways built, 
the decreased ch and cost of transportation due to increased facil- 
ities, increased c, enlarged experience, &c., nor detail the miles of 
railway built in the different States and their peculiar trafic, nor at- 
tempt to describe the different lines or combinations of roads which 

and extend themselves all over the country. But I would rather 
call your attention to this subject more generally. The railways of 
this country are rapidly losing all traces of their local character by 


connections. The railways of every State reach the borders of adjoin- 
ing States, where they come into connection with the systems of 
those States, and thus railways of all the States in this country 


become connected and form in place of separate State systems a grand 
national system. 
of popuatin gerere system is being oe eee. to . center 

population, . every of our domain, 
thereby uniting the North and the South, and the eastern coast with 
the western. meg oe epee penetration the railway becomes in- 
fini uable to the nation than the on, EY either on 
the Atlantic or the P; or the great rivers and lakes. 

To those who have watched the growth and development of the 
railways in this country, it is not strange that the larger co: tions 
have bed other roads within their States, nor that they have 
acquired control of, or influence over, railways in other States. As 
there are great commercial centers in this country, the connection of 
these centers by lines of railway, under one influence, was the natu- 
ral result. Such control, when wisel has been for the 

ublic benefit. It has enabled the influential co tions in such 
es to improve the condition and increase the facilities of roads that 
would otherwise have been unable to make improvements in their 
physical and financial condition, or furnish such facilities as were 
needed by the le. a 
ment, the t has been less cost for management, greater ability 
wn tot agea papasa FFF 
po , and, as a consequence, the rates charged. u r the 
services performed have been very much decreased. l 

It has 3 to such ties thus acquired by such con- 
trol and influence that the population of the great West has been so 
rapidly increased; that Territories have been made into States, and 
that the surplus productions of the West have been carried to er 
markets at prices which paid the producer, encouraged the bui 
wath the new States in population, and thereby created wealth 
which has added so largely to the development and wealth of the 
nation. It has been through the railways, and largely due to this 
formation of great lines of railways extending from the Atlantic sea- 
. — to the western centers of trade, that our country was enabled 

ng the last three years to export its immense ey Tg productions 
and by low prices take the markets of the Old Worl 

Who can preroriy measure the influence such great combined lines 
of railway have had in enabling the people of this country to reduce 
their indebtedness at home and in foreign countries; to encourage 
the employment of labor in all its various branches? Of what im- 
mense advantage have these lines of railway been to the General 
Government in enabling it to out successfully the plan of re- 
sumption of specie payments and in paying off and refunding its in- 


debtedness at a lower rate of interest. In all the elements of our pres- 
ent p rity the force of the influence of these great combined 
railway lines been a most important factor. I have no hesitation 


in 1 broadly that the present status of the country, its credit, 
its financial position, and its prosperity has been 
facilities secured to the country by the great combined lines of rail- 
way between the East and the producers of the West, South, and 
Southwest, And further, I have but noted the influence of the rail- 
ways now built, If they have had such marked influence on the 
prosperity of the country in the past, what must be the infiuence in 
the future of lines yet to be constructed? 

It is true there are now over eighty thousand miles of railway in this 
country; buttofurnish the facilities the country will require for its far- 
ther development this number should be duplicated. Every year must 
increase the number of miles, and thus every year the problem of 
the relation of their management to the interests of the country be- 
comes more intricate and more difficult of solution. : 

It is not strange that when the railway systems of the States sud- 
denly, as it were, found that by their union with the systems of ad- 
joining States they became an integral part of the system of the whole 


ly due to the | th 


country, the advantages of such combination and formation of great 
lines become patent ; nor is it strange that and often in 
outlays of money were made for the purpose of constructing connect- 
ing and branch roads thought to be necessary to complete the influ- 
ence of such lines; nor is it strange that when these lines between 
the east and western centers were perfected that rivalries should 
have arisen between them. There had been a sudden awakening to 
a knowledge of their power and their possibilities, and before the 
representatives of the lines could salty understand their new position, 
or appreciate their responsibilities they were involved in a serious 
contest, which continued for some years, for traffic at prices irrespect- 
ive of any proper governing principle. Such acontest between such 
powers—for powers they were—was, of course, demoralizing to trade 
and destructive of values in all railway property. 

To put a stop to a course thus destructive, one that was doing the 
country no good and that was rapidly affecting the credit of the rail- 
way companies, as well as dg great injury to the great numbers 
of people of all grades and conditions in society who had invested in 
the shares and securities of these companies, the hard earnings which 
constituted their dependence for their comforts and living—I say 
that, to put a stop to such destructive rivalry, many of these compa- 
nies agreed with each other that war should cease, that they would 
fix reasonable rates and provide for such a division of the traffic be- 
tween them as the laws of business would indicate to be their proper 
5 Such agreements are now in operation in different parts 
of the States. 

The demoralization of rates alluded to naturally affected all busi- 
ness unfavorably. The people felt there was something e and 
that injustice was done them. On the other hand the that 
through the agreements between the roads shop would be charged 
unfair prices, and that the healthfal benefits of competition would 
be denied them. From the unfortunate condition of war between 
the roads and 2 their recent . E — Daze bee. ti 

inst the management o ways. Ap rec 
pe igh etal have ben made to State res, and Con- 
gress has been asked to interfere for the protection ot the ‘nterests of 


the Lge 
It is believed that the power of railway ma rs to disturb the 
proper currents of business and importance of localities, by their abil- 
ity to fix their own rates, should be curtailed or placed within proper 
limits, and in this belief I fully concur. Charges have been made 
that the railway re “rent have discriminated against the interests 
of the citizens of the States from which their charters have been ob- 
tained, in favor of the citizens of other States, and counter-charges, 
or protests, have been made from the other side that States have, or 
should have, no right to interfere with the natural workings of trans- 
portation, by imposing regulations of any kind that would prevent 
the people of other States receiving the advantages of their position 
as centers of traffic and of competition, and that, so far, it is i 
the constitutional principle of free trade between the States and 
8 ne been made that the rail panies ha 
ve ə that the way com es have given 
reference by various means to certain shippers in rates, facilities, Ke. 
8 have been made that the tendency to consolidate railway 
companies and the formation of great lines under one influence is dan- 
goroni to the interests of the people. Many fear that in the near 
ture the t majority of the lines of railway in this country will 
be under the control of speculators whose only interest will be the 
immediate profit they may realize. It is strongly that owin 
to the defective laws in many of the States the rights of share an 
loan holders are not properly protected, that railways no longer fur- 
nish a safe medium for investors, and that the tendency of the man- 
agement of the whole system, as it now has existence under State 
eee pes. is not for the interests of beet oy oe of the country; that 
the uncertainty that prevails this be more so in the future 
as to the safety of investments in railway companies; that the facil- 
ities required by the country for its development will not 5 
that the rates for transportation of persons and property will be much 
meno than they would be under proper regulations. 
might have named many of these c that have been freely 
made and strongly believed in that the country is not receiving and 
will not in the future receive all the benefits it is fairly entitled to 
from the present management of the railway system by the States. 
I do not propose to express any opinion about the justice of any of 
ese mts orc ut there is enough in them to warrant 
the Congress of the United States in having the whole subject thor- 
oughly examined. 
ut as connected with the evils of railway N eae much of 
it is affected by the transportation by sea, by canal, by lake, and by 
river. They are an essential element in the ri and in fixi 
ices, so that no examination can be complete or satisfacto: er 


it embraces the whole question of the transportation of the 
or interstate commerce of the nation. 7 
Bearing in mind all these considerations I have i i Amire the im- 
paranee of an early investigation into the whole subject is evident. 
any legislation be had it is important that such laws should be put 
into operation as soon as practicable. I need not say more to impress 
on the minds of Senators the importance of the way system and 


other transportation of this country, nor the wisdom of their taki 
at this time, into serious consideration the relation which all the great 
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avenues by which all the internal commerce of this country is car- 
tied, bear to the public interests, in order that the Senate may ascer- 


tain w 
country 


if legislation is required to secure to the people of the 
e eee, possible benellte in the use of these avenues of 


tion. 
I have endeavored to trace the growth of these systems of trans- 
steps by which it 


portation, more particularly of the railways, the 
mdent upon reh support to carrying the 


emerged from being de 
bulk of the products of the nation; the difficulties that naturally 
grew out of this new status which it now occupies; the attempted 
cure for any evils that arose from the rivalries of the main lines by 
an agreement among the lines. I have enumerated the major part 
of the charges that have been made against the management of the 
railways in their relation to the public. 

You cave thus before you a condensed statement of a very impor- 
tant question. The problem to solve is a very difficult one. It will 
not do, as has been attempted, to legislate on one or more grievances. 
The question must be treated b , With a full understanding of 
all the facts in the case. 

A commission as proposed in the resolution will have before them 
the anomalous fact of the Congress of the United States controlling 
the navigation of the sea-coast, of the rivers, of the railways in the 
Territories and the unoccupied public lands, and of the lakes; and 
the States the railways the canals within the States; the great 
internal commerce of the country being thus subject to the control 
of Congress on the one hand and of thirty-eight States on the other. 
They will have to examine what relation these highways of trans- 

rtation should sustain to the General Government to produce the 
Pest results to the country at , and whether, under our mixed 
form of government, such proper relation is practicable by legislation. 

They will have to pense ih into the operations of the whole subject 
of the transportation of the internal commerce of the nation by the 

resent avenues, and ascertain what evils exist, what unn 

Pandans are placed on such commerce, and what 8 ES will cure 
such evils and relieve the people of such burdens. It will be for them 
to take into consideration what legislation, if any, will harmonize 
the interests of the States and oee of the 2 in 
the railways and canals; what legislation, if any, will give greater 
Saen to oaplialiata fn thelr esturitien, will snare fully protect the 
rights of shareholders in their property, and of the people in the use 
of the railways and canals, lakes, rivers, and sea-coast service. 

It is not a question for present discussion what laws should be 
passed, but h a to obtain the facts and secure a report from a com- 
petent commission charged with an examination of these important 
questions, which will cover in what particulars and by what meas- 
ures, if any, such result as contemplated in the resolution can be 
secured, and their recommendations in the premises. 

As I said before, these questions are discussed by the ple, the 
press, and the Lees: and it is proper that if by legislation good 
can be accompli , Congress should have the benefit of the recom- 
mendations of a commission consisting, as provides in the resolution, 
of three Senators, three members of the House of Representatives, 
and three gentlemen appointed from the mass of the people, appointed 
by the President, who would bring the benefit of large practical ex- 
perience and observation on these questions. 

Ifsuch a commission are unable to devise legislation that would 
work for the country should know it, and then the people and 
the Legislatures of the States will then endeavor to devise means to 
reach a solution as fair as may be. 

I cannot say that I have much expectation of any favorable solu- 
tion; and I say this with some practical knowl of the difficulties 
in the way. And, further, I am satisfied no one yet given suffi- 
cient attention to the whole question to enable them to devise a com- 
prehensive answer to the questions involved in the resolution. The 
commission is, therefore, the first step in any practical result, and 
therefore this resolution is submitted to your favorable judgment. 

I move that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed te. 

DISTRIBUTION OF INDIAN TREATIES. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, submitted the following concurrent 
resolution : 

Resol: Senate of the United States, (the House of Representatizes ` 

the & —.—— C distribute, 


That 
from the number now in his one copy of the revised Indian Treaties to 
each State and territorial 7 aeea 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin ask for 
the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not ask for present action. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I doubt very much whether that can be done by 
a concurrent resolution. The law places the copies in tho custody of 
the Secretary of the Interior and directs a particular mode of distri- 
bution. I doubt whether the Senate and House together can author- 
ize him, unless by law, to do what is proposed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. y attention was called to the 
matter in this way: I applied to the Secretary of the Interior for a 
copy of the volame 5 g the Indian peeves for the purpose 
of sending it to the State li of my State. He called my at- 
tention to the statute, which in his opinion did not authorize him to 


furnish such a copy. He had the resolution which I have offered pre- 
and sent it to me with a communication. The resolution can 
over and I will callit up at the next meeting of the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table, sub- 
ject to the call of the Senator from Wisconsin. 


ASSISTANT SENATE LIBRARIAN. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate yesterday passed the resolution authorizing the 
appointment of an assistant librarian for the Senate. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. That motion will be entered. 
Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Was not the resolution passed upon 


a call of the yeas and nays? 
Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir. The motion is in order or I should not 
have made it. I called for the yeas and nays and they were taken 


n the engrossment and third reing of the resolution, but not upon 
Pe tans of it. We all voted for the passage of tha a ws 
far as the record is concerned. 
THOMAS LUCAS. 


Mr. INGALLS. During my absence from the Senate a few days 
, on the call of the Calendar a bill (S. No. 152) for the relief of 
mas Lucas was passed over on the objection of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. 3 as I was not present fo explain it. I sup- 
pose under the custom of the Senate a bill ought not to lose its place 
on the Calendar, and if it d I will ask unanimons consent that the 
bill may be taken up now. e reason I do so is that the beneficiary 
of the bill is to great hardship in consequence of the failure 
of the Senate to act. The bill 3 rief, can be readily explained, 
and I am quite sure the Senate will be glad to pass it if they hear 
the explanation. 
Mr. MORRILL. Let it go on the Calendar as the first bill for Mon- 
day morning. 
Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Vermont suggests that the bill 
take its place on the Calendar as the first bill on Monday morning, 
under the Anthony rule. If that will be agreeable I shall assent 


the 8 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there ee to the request of the 
Senator from Kansas that the bill stand first on the call of the Cal - 
endar Monda auina next? 

Mr. COC. LL. I object. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill was passed over during my absence on 
the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont, as I was not present to 


lain it. 

* BLAINE. The Senator from Missouri will lose no right to 
make an objection after the Senator from Kansas explains the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I merely ask that it may take its place on the Cal- 
endar, to be called on Monday morning under the Anthony rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the bill be reported. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will state to the Senator from Missouri that he 
will not lose his right to object then. An objection will be in order 


after an explanation of the bill is given. 
Mr. COC I understand that; but I want to know what 
the bill is. 


3 The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. No. 152) for the relief of Thomas 
ucas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Kansas ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is granted. 


JESSE F. PHARES, 


Mr. HEREFORD. I have a similar ig (aaah maka. Duri 
necessary absence from the Senate a few days ago, a bill (S. No. 71880 
ting s poan to Jesse F. Phares was passed over. I ask that 
e same order be made in that as in the p ing case. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from West Virginia? The Chair hears none and the bill will 
stand No. 2 on the Calendar, to be called Monday morning. 


INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION OF 1883. 


Mr. KERNAN. I hope that the bill (S. No. 1160) to provide for cel- 
ebrating the one hundredth anniversary of the treaty of peace and 
therecognition of American Independence by holding an international 
exhibition of arts, manufactures, and the products of the soil and 
mine, in the city of New York, in the State of New York, in the year 
1883, will be reached on the next regular call of the Calendar. I wish 
to give notice to Senators that if the bill is not reached before Tues- 
day next I shall ask that it be taken up at that time and considered. 
A great many people are anxious that the bill should be disposed of. 
I call attention to it now in order that I may have an . to 
move to take the bill up not later than y next during the morn- 
ing hour, or immediately after the morning hour, and have it consid- 


UTE INDIANS IN COLORADO. 


ve notice a few days ago that I should call up this 
. No. 1509) to accept and ratify th nt sub- 


Mr. COKE. I 
morning the bill 


e 
mitted by the confederated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the 
sale of their reservation in said State, and for other 


make the necessary appropriations for g out the same. 
however, that it is impracticable to set the: 


and to 
I fin 


get bill acted on to-day. 
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rise now to pe notice that on Monday ee after the morning 
hour, I ask that all ee Bre be laid aside in order that 
that bill may be considered. bill is a very important one. It 
involves the agreement recently made between the executive de 
ment of the Government and the confederated bands of Ute Indians 
in Colorado. The chiefs and head-men of the Ute Indians are now 
here waiting for the action of Congress. In view of the importance 
of the bill I shall 2 to the Senate on Monday morning to take it 
up and proceed with its consideration. 

Mr. T submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 1509) to accept and ratify the ment 
submitted by the confederated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado, for 
pe N K eir reservation in = * and for = P 1785 

make the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same; whic 
was ordered to lie on t h table, and be Sanas 


LAND PATENTS OF INSANE CLAIMANTS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The bill (S. No. 1404) to provide for issuing pat- 
ents for public lands claimed under the tres e and homestead 
laws in cases where the claimants have e insane ought to be 
passed immediately, I understand that there is a case in Minnesota 
where, if relief is not given, the time will soon expire within which 
the n can make his proofs. It will not take two minutes to pass 
the bill. Lask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read at a =F 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask for the Calendar. We have a large num- 
ber of cases upon the Calendar reported from the various committees, 
and it is infinitely better for the orderly discharge and disposition of 
business that we sliould proceed with the Calendar. We have adopted 
arule to consider the Calendar, and I hope the Senate will go on with 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar will be proceeded with in 


order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
his objection under the circumstances. It is important that the bill 
shoul 8 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let me say one word to the Senator; it will 
save time. I am the kindest-hearted man in the world, I think, but 
itis utterly useless to make appeals to me when the committee of 
which I am chairman is behind me demanding that its bills and other 
bills shall be considered. Now, give us all an oe chance. The bills 
have been reported; they are upon the Calendar; let us dispose of 
bet in an orderly and methodical way. I cannot withdraw my ob- 

ection. 
NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL ASSOCIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending bill on the Calendar is the 
bill (S. No. 1282) to incorporate the National Educational Association, 
which has been considered for several sittings. The pending question 
is, Shall the bill be engrossed and read the third time? upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BLAINE rose. 

Mr. TELLER. If this bill can be voted on shortly I shall not ob- 
ject to its consideration, but otherwise I am going to object to it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then I will not say a word. 

Mr. TELLER. If anybody wants to say anything, I shall not ob- 
sir, BLAINE. I will say onl te espec 

S . Iwill say only a vi w wo ially as I do 
not see the honorable Senator Fon ‘Wisconsin Tite — in 
his seat. When this bill was up yesterday that Senator made some 
remarks which struck me as being of a character that ought not to 
go st least without answer, if not contradiction. One particular dec- 

tion arrested my attention at the time. 'The honorable Senator, 
who is known throughout the country as an able lawyer, and there- 
fore his words are taken as having weight on any question of law or 
Constitution, made the declaration : 

No matter how important the subject of education may be, it is not a subject 
committed to this Government, and unless committed by express words or by rea- 
sonable implication we have no control over it, we have no right to further it, to 
hindér it, or to do anything whatever in regard to it. 

Further he said: 

If this read for the purpose of collecting and diffusing information in 
to education in the District of Columbia,” no matter what might be said in 
to other provisions of the bill, it would be clearly within our power, so far as 
is a subject of legislation. 

He objected to diffusing information in regard to education be- 
yond the District of Columbia, and the Senator, with an air of abso- 

ute conclusiveness, pronounced it to be wholly beyond the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to doit. I stated at the time that some of 
the notable framers of the Constitution of the Union did not take the 
same view as the honorable Senator from Wisconsin. Twice in Gen- 
eral Washington’s annual messages to Congress he recommended a 
national university. He said: 

Among the motives to such an institution, the assimilation of the 

inions, and manners of our 8 by the common education of 
8 . ote these culars, 8 our — tot 

prospec 
t union; anda i 
pemanen „T0 a national institution should be 

He goes on and gives a great many reasons for it; and yet the hon- 

orable Senator from Wisconsin makes the declaration I read just now, 


rinci 
a portion 


in the very face of the fact that Congress for the last thirty years 
has been largely aiding in maintaining an institution which does not 
stop even at ifasi ng knowledge among the citizens of the United 
States; which does not stop at the District of Columbia, where he 
says we are wholly stopped; it does not even stop at all the Terri- 
tories of the Union, including the States thereof, but its object isthe 
„diffusion and increase of knowledge among men;.” and I think 
within the last thirty years we have given a very large sum to the 
Smithsonian Institution for that special object. 

I merely rose to say that the remark of the honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin was not, in my judgment, good law or Constitution, 
and it certainly is not in accordance with the practice of the Govern- 
ment ever since its foundation. 

I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. INGALLS. [ offer an amendment, to come in at the close of 
section 2 of the: bill: 


Which property shall not be exempt from taxation. 


I beg the Senator from Vermont has no objection to that. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have none at all. 

The amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESID . The question is, Shall the bill be en- 
— for a third reading? upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken; and resulted—yeas 31, nays 17; 
as follows: 


K YEAS—31. 
$ Cameron of Pa., Hill of Georgia, P 
Anthony, Cameron of Wis., Kernan, Pogot, 
7777 
Booth, Hamlin, McPherson, Slater, 
Burnside, hee Maxey, V. 
Butler, H Morrill, W. 
Call, Hill of Colorado, 
NAYS—17. 

Bayard, Eaton, Jones of Florida, Vance, 
Beck, ey, Jones of Nevada, Whyte. 
es — Plumb 
Davis or W. Va, Jonas, Teller, 

ABSENT—28, 
Baldwin, Garland, Lamar, Sharon, 
= yee Parmin, 
Cap Grover, i —— 

y U allace, 

Davis Johnston, Wi 
aa RA ESEE Saulsbury, — 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON LYON AND JEREMIAH S. JAMES, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the 
relief of Nelson ve and Jeremiah S. James, the consideration of 
which was resumed as in Committee of the ole. 

Mr. PLATT. There was an amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment was agreed to when 
the bill was formerly under consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY LEGGETT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 985) 5 
pension to Mrs. Mary Leggett, which was considered ss in Commi 
of the Whole. It provides for placing on the pension-roll the name of 


Leggett, widow of Robert Leggett, late lientenant-colonel of 
the Tenth Connecticut Volunteers, to date from September 18, 1874. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out “ to date from September 


18, 1874,” and insert from the passage of this act,” unless there is 
reason for the back pension. 

Mr. INGALLS. Such has been the uniform custom of the commit- 
tee. Ido not know what the particular circumstances are in this 


case. : 

Mr. PLATT. I would suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
he vary his amendment to say “subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws,” which I believe is the usual form. Will 
that be satisfactory ? a 

Mr. COCKRELL. The universal rule of the Committee on Pensions, 
as I understand, has been to make all pensions granted by act of Con- 

commence from the date of the passage of the act. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly,and the amendment which I suggest would 
have that effect, and it is the usual language employed in pension 
bills, „subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

Mr. KIRK WOOD. t produces precisely the effect the Senator 


from Missouri wants. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill a to strike out “ to date from Septem- 
ber 18, 1874,” and insert in lieu thereof “subject to the limitations 


and provisions of the pension laws.” 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tha amendment will be so modified. 
The amendment was agreed 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in. / 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


Mr. HARRIS. Not oerein 5 per cent. The bonds, so far as th 
have been sold at all, have sold for a premium up to this time ; and 
the only object of this bill is to authorize registered as well as coupon 
bonds, either, as the taker of the loan may prefer. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator whether the full 
FCC 

4 |. , no; they ma; ve re to be i 

but they have not been sold and re Be eat at 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Inasmuch as the rate of interest has 
very materially e ed since the passage of the law, does he not 
think the bonds could be sold for par at a less rate of interest than 5 
per cent.? At the time of the passage of the law the Senate will rec- 
ollect that 44 per cent. was the lowest interest the Government had 
pos any areas e e — bonds at. Binas then it = known that 

per cent. bon ve sold at a premium, and to-day the 4 cent. 
bond of the Government, I believe, is se at between 100 and 107. 
If all these bonds have not been issued, I ask the Senator whether he 
thinks they could be marketed at a less rate than 5 per cent.? If 
80, it is the duty of those ha charge of the subject to see that a 
lower rate is secured. Under the law I see the interest is not to ex- 
ceed 5 per cent., so that it may be four-and-a-half or some other rate. 
I submit it to the Senator from Tennessee for his own consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. These bonds I understand are not exempt from 


DISTRICT BONDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1148) to amend an 
act entitled “ An act authorizing the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to issue twenty-year 5 per cent. bonds of the District of 
Columbia to redeem certain funded indebtedness of said District,” 
8 e June 10, 1879; Which was considered as in Committee of 

e Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. The first amendment was, in line 10, after the 
word “bonds,” to strike out: 

of both the tered and bonds so issued shall 
nok Grusel the amount of $1,200,000 ; wand that the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


the act entitled An act authorizing the commissioners of the District of 
— to ice twenty-year 5 per cent. bonds of the District of Columbia to re- 


certai tedness id District,” roved Ji 10, 1879, Fs 
3 aoe 8 3 — e ee sinc se eee. ad bie local taxation; or are they? 
trict to issue registered bonds as well as coupon bonds upon the terms and condi- Mr. HARRIS. I know of no statute of exemption. 
tions and in the manner provided in said act; and the of the Treasury | Mr. ALLISON. That, I submit, will account for the difference in 
be, Ko. the rate of interest. 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. HARRIS. There is another reason that will account for the 


The next amendment was, in line 19, after the word“ District,” to 
strike out “in the redemption of the said funded indebtedness of said 
District,” and to insert: 

At not less than their par lege be the redemption of the said funded indebted- 
ness of said District: Provided, That the amount of the regis and cou- 
pon bonds S aaa ees with those already issued under said act, shall not 
exceed the amount of $1,200, us provided in act of June 10, 1879. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I should like to hear some explanation of 
this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Secretary to read chapter 17 of the Stat- 
utes of the Forty-sixth Congress, first session, being the act of June 
10, 1879, which will explain the whole matter. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
An act autho) the commissioners of the District of Columbia to issue twenty- 


5 per cent. bonds of the District of Columbia to redeem certain funded in- 
Jebtedness of said District. 


difference: The credit of the District of Columbia is not quite equal, 
in my judgment, to that of the United States, and the District of 
lumbia has not heretofore been able, and I fear it will never be able, 
to borrow money exactly on the same terms as the United States can 
borrow money. But I do not think it would be wise at this time to 
3 the rate of interest, inasmuch as these bonds are prepared bear- 
ing the rate of 5 per cent. interest, and the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Secretary of the recommend the 

of this bill, and neither recommends any e in the rate 
of interest for the remaining bonds. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator of course does not un- 
derstand me as opposing the bill. What I said was more in the nature 
of a suggestion. The question the Senator from Iowa asked is a very 
important one. Did I understand the chairman of the District Com- 
mittee to answer it? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not know of any exemption. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West 8 So these bonds are taxable as other 
property in the District. t would make a material difference, of 


course. 

Mr. ROLLINS. There is no provision exempting these bonds from 
taxation; and there is a proviso in the law that perhaps affects the 
value of the bonds in the market. I refer to a proviso in these words: 


Provided, That this act shall not be construed to make the Government of the 
WWW bonds, or any part 


i „ That puts 1 per cent. on the rate. It had better be 
eft at 5. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I submit to my friend from Maine 
that I only made a suggestion. The law itself provides that the rate 
shall not exceed 5 per cent., and it is in the power of the commission- 
ers now, if in their judgment the loan can be negotiated at 4} per 
cent., to do so. 

Mr. ROLLINS. This proviso undoubtedly causes an extra rate of 
interest of at least 1 per cent. We pay at least 1 cent. more in- 
terest on these bonds than we should have to pay if this proviso was 
not in the original act. Congress insists on keeping it there, and of 
course the District has to pay a larger rate of interest in consequence. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ARTHUR W. IRVING. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1072) granting a 
pension to Arthur W. Irving; which was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides for piscing on the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ur 
W. Irving, late a bugler in Company C, One hundred and fourth Reg- 
iment New York Volunteers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. CALL 
on the 16th of February, 1880: 

[To accompany bill S. No, 1072.) N 

Tho etn weer = 8 to whom was referred 3 No. 1072) grant - 

a pension ur . Irvin: respectfull, report * 
this case was before the Forty Aich Congress, and that the Committee on 
Saroa earen of the House of Representatives of that body submitted the fol- 
OX Tie Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom waa referred the petition of Arthur 
1 as bugler in Company C, One hundred and fourth 
‘ork Volunteers, have had the seme under consideration, and ask 
leave to submit the following report: 
“Tt appears from the evidence on file that the soldier was passed into the service 


Representatives of the Uni 
merica in Congress assembled, That the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
kia be, te they are hereby, authorized to pre execute, and de t with the 
Secre of the Treasury of the United States ds of the District of Columbia, 
— A terest not exceeding 5 per cent. per 8 payable twenty years 
after date, to the amount of not more than $1,200,000, the to be onl 
for the e of funded 8 said District or 75 n 5 nrg 
ashingto: wn which becam 
Sita ea a ony eting and aye, ee ee 
sinkin, i ct may not e. cent. 
— Bait d. $ u. | Rocretary of the 


C thereof. 
d bonds shall be sold by the Secretary of the Treasury to the t bidder 
upon public tender, but for not less than their par value, after being advertised for 


be paid out by the tary of the Treasury only for the purposes named in this 
act. 


visions confli herewith, and the acts or parts 
3 provisions Cusioners of the District of Columbia to issue bonds 
te tedoom cakir bonds of said District falling due January ist and March Ist, 1879, 
no bonds having been issued thereunder, are hereby repealed. 

Approved June 10, 1879. 

Mr. HARRIS. The only object of this bill is to authorize the See- 
retary of the Treasury to issue, as the purchasers or takers of this 
loan may prefer, either registered or coupon bonds. It does not 
change the act of 1879 in any other respect. j 

I will state further that at the time a portion of this loan was 
taken it was the opinion of the Treasury Department, the opinion 
of the banker taking the loan, and the opinion of the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia that under the act of the 10th of June 
they had a perfect right to issue either registered or coupon bonds; 
but recently the Treasury Department has decided that the power 
does not exist under the act of 1879, and hence the necessity for this 


bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator in charge of this 
bill what is the rate of interest at which these bonds are issued ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The rate of interest fixed by the act of the 10th of 
June is 5 per cent. The 8 was debated by the Senator from 
West Virginia himself and others at the time act of June last 
was under consideration, and the Senate then determined to fix the 
rate of interest on these bonds at 5 per cent. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Not exceeding 5 per cent. 
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service, that he contracted his disease in the service of the United States and in 
the line of his duty, and that his disease has become chronic. The committee there- 


£ commi after a careful examination of the testimon would 
our ittee, = —— . 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask some Senator on the Pension Committee 
if the Commissioner of Pensions a this a 1 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. The Senator Florida [ Mr. CALL] had charge 
of the case. 

Mr. CALL. I understand the application was rejected by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EGBERT OLCOTT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 235) ting an 
increase of pension to x er Olcott; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior to grant 
an increase of pension to Egbert Olcott, formerly colonel of the One 
hundred and twenty-first New York Volunteers, equal to the special 
rate provided for the loss of both hands or both feet, or the sight of 
both 9 0 by act of Congress approved June 17, 1878. 

The bill was reported to the te, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL M, APPEL. 
Dr. Daniel M: Appel of the United Beaton Avcay, to cooetve pay foe 
Daniel M. Appel, o e Uni tes y, to receive pay for 
discharging the alien of physician to the Maacplecs Aaah eee 
$ New Mexico; which was considered as in Committee of the 


ole. 

The bill was re) to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for n 
third reading, the third time, and passed. 

L. H. HERSHFIELD & BROTHER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning bour has expired. 

Mr. MORRILL. The next bill on the Calendar is a House bill that 
it will not take two minutes to it saung received the unani- 
mous report of the Committee on Finance ; and it is one of those cases 
which I think ought to have early action. I ask unanimous consent 
that the next bill on the Calendar may be considered at the present 
time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3559) for the relief of L. H. 

ershfield & Brother. It authorizes the Secretary of the to 
cause to be issued to L. H. Hershfield & Brother, bankers, of Helena, 
Montana, or their order, a duplicate check for $2,476.81, which check 
shall be paid out of the Treasury in lien of check No. 1578 issued to L. 
H. Hershfield & Brother, in payment for bullion bar No. 1034, by Rus- 
sell B. Hamson, assayer in e of the United States assay office at 
Helena, Montana Soren and payable by the assistant treasurer of 
the United States at New York, which check was lost in transmission. 
L. H. Hershfield & Brother are to execute a good and sufficient bond 
in double the amount, in manner and form prescribed by section 3646 
of the Revised Statutes in case of checks not exceeding in amount 


$1,000. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAND PATENTS OF INSANE CLAIMANTS, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I now renew m meanest that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 1404. I think it will not take 
more than five minutes to pos the bill; and there is a very urgent 
case indeed in Minnesota which calls for prompt action. 

Me e Under the restriction that it may be objected to at 
any time 

. PADDOCK. Certainly. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceded to consider the bill (S. No. 1404) to provide for issuing pat- 
ents for public lands claimed under the pre-emption and homestead 
laws in cases where the claimants have become o. 

AE ee In line 15 the word “should” should be changed 
‘shall. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. There are amendments of the committee which 
should be first dis of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the committee will 
be disposed of in their order. 

The amendments reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
were, in line 5, after the word “laws,” to strike out “may or shall 
have become insane at” and insert “ haye become insane or shall here- 
after become insane before;” and in line 19, after the word “of,” to 
strike out “citizenship” and insert “an affidavit of allegiance by 
the applicant in certain cases; so as to make the bill Sa so 

That in ieee Vee een ne aes nae 
as settlers thereon 
e 

or 
by them is req Dy law, to be continned tn cedar to — —-— tee 


proper proof and perfect their it shall be lawful for the required proof and 
payment to be made for their benefit y any person who may be legally authorized 
pla pend ew nares athe yr Rove kerag — claims 9 
firmed an shown by proof satisfactory Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office that the complied in faith with 
the requirements up to the time of their insane, and the require- 
ment in homestead entries of an affidavit of allegiance by the applicant in certain 
patents shall be dispensed 


cases as a misite to the issuing of the with so far 
as endan task emna parties. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In line 15 I move to strike out the word “‘should” 
and insert shall; so as to read “shall be shown.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
M The bill 55 ngrossed fi third reading, read tho 

e was e or a ` 
third time, and passed. 
SETTLERS ON OSAGE LANDS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the second order of business succeeding the one which was last reached 
on the Calendar, and I desire r fre this reason for preferring the 
request at this time: This is a bill which passed the House at the ex- 
tra session ; it is one which concerns Meg’ hara a large number of 
people in my State, and it is important that it should pass now. I 
expect to be absent unavoidably next week. I should not ask this 
if the Senate were to be in session to-morrow, because it would then 
be reached in regular order. I ask that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill No. 2326. 

Mr. THURMAN. I cannot consent to give way the Geneva award 
bill, which is the unfinished business. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it will not take longer than to read the bill. 
THURMAN. 


Mr. Well, it had better come up on Monday. 

Mr. INGALLS. My co e is to be absent next week. 

Mr. PLUMB. I expect to be absent unavoidably next week, or I 
uest at this time. 


should not prefer the 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, let the bill be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. No. 2326) for the 
relief of settlers upon the Osage trust and diminished-reserve lands 


in and for other 
M b That will take time. 


Mr. PLUMB. I do not see any reason why it should. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ihave several Senators say they wanted to 
understand that bill, and I do not think they can do it in ten minutes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I will make a request which I have no doubt 
will be acceptable. I do not care to test the sense of the Senate u 
the bill now, in view of the statement of the Senator from Ohio, 
cause I do not want to get into a debate now to make any delay. I 
therefore ask that when this bill shall be reached at the next call of 
the Calendar or the succeeding call of the Calendar it may be 
without prejudice, remaining at the head of the Calendar during 
next . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WITHERS. I cannot consent to that—to take the bill up in 
advance and place it at the head of the Calendar. 

Mr. CO G. The Senator from Virginia will allow me to sug- 

that I am sure he will not object to the request that the Senator 
m Kansas makes now. He asks if the bill is reached during his 
absence that it may stand until he returns. 

Mr. WITHERS. I misunderstood the request entirely. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kansas. 

LEAVENWORTH MILITARY PRISON, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pe Ivania. I ask unanimous consent to take 
up Senate bill No. 1319. This is a bill which was referred to the Mili- 
tary Committee by the Secretary of War and the committee 
unanimously ; and within a day or two [have had a letter from Gen- 
eral Pope, who has command of the prison at Fort Leavenworth, ask- 
ing for speedy action on the bill. Therefore I ask that it be taken 
up at this time. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let that bill be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. No. 1319) authorizing the Seore- 
tary of War to pend the profits growing out of the manufacture of 
articles at the military prison at venworth, Kansas, for the im- 
provement of facilities for manufacture at said aan. 

Mr. THURMAN. If a vote can be taken on the bill without any 
discussion, I will that the Geneva award bill may be laid aside 
informally; but if there is to be any discussion I must insist on the 


order. 
. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I do not believe there will be 
any discussion, as I think the necessity of the bill is evident. 
y unanimous consent, the as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill; which provides that all moneys which 
vo accrued or may hereafter accrue from the labor or from the pro- 
ceeds of sales of articles produced by the labor of the prisoners con- 
fined in the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, may be 
applied to the sup and maintenance of the prison and 
under the orders of the Secretary of War without further appropria- 
tion by Con 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to know what the 
amount of money involved is. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. About $7,000 at this time; an 
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accumulation of profits from the labor of the convicts at the prison. 
It cannot now be made use of. They want to make use of it for 
prison to increase their facilities. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. If this bill is going to make 
any discussion, I shall have to withdraw it at present. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, I do not think it will make any 
discussion; but if the Senator wants it to go over, very well. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. No, I should like to have it 

now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. While I make no objection to this 
bill, yet it isa bad practice to allow money to be used under a reap- 
propriation without its going properly into the Treasury; and as a 
rule I shall object to that kind of appropriation. It ought to go 
0 Ha into the Treasury and be appropriated specifically. 

. BECK. Entertaining the same views that the Senator from 
West Virginia does, believing that all these moneys ought to go into 
the Treasury and be proper y appropriated, I shall oppose the bill. 
I desire to say here that for the last twelve years our struggle has 
been all the time to rogue the sales of public property to ac- 
counted for by all the Departments, and all the money that was re- 
ceived to go into the Treasury and be placed in the annual estimates 
submitted to Congress by the Secretary of the . We suc- 
ceeded at last in requiring that to be done, and it is now done regu- 
larly. The Committee on Appropriations have a Dill now ready to 
lay before Congress, with the consent of the Secre of the Treasury, 
requiring that that shall be done everywhere, and that there shall be 
no permanent appropriations except so far as the sinking fund and 
interest on the public debt and two or three other things are con- 
cerned. This in a very small way is just the breaking down of the 
rule that we have been trying to establish, and that we propose to 
enforce in the bill changing from permanent to annual appropriations, 
which is to come before Congress in a few days. If it is done hereit 

ill be done somewhere else ; all such things begin in a small way. 
‘a we allow this to be done here, it will be done everywhere else. 
There can be no ible harm in requiring all the sales made to be 
accounted for and the money reappropriated, so that we shall know 
exactly what is sold, what it brings, how itis sold, and how the mone 
realized is to be used. I shall object to the consideration of this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate has given consent that it be 
now considered. It is now before the Senate. Does the Senator from 
Kentucky submit any motion ? 

Mr. BECK. No, I will make no motion; but J call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that while this is not very large in itself as to 
the amount, it is just as vicious in principle as if it involved millions. 
Tt is by these little insignificant things that the principle we have 
Sougi 75 ena . all the 29 5 I shall 5 

e right to ‘or the yeas and nays, and vote against the bill. 

Mr. THURMAN, I fear there is 8 8 to be a discussion of this 
bill. I call for the regular order. 


GENEVA AWARD FUND. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order is demanded. 

Mr. EATON. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I simply ask the Senator to withdraw his motion 
for a moment until the Senator from South Carolina may report a bill. 

Mr. EATON. pte 

Mr. BLAINE. I thought the honorable Senator from Ohio was in- 
tending to insist upon the consideration of the Geneva award bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. I objected to laying the Geneva award bill aside 
unless it was to take a vote on the bill of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, but I saw it would give rise to a discussion, and therefore I 
called for the regular order. In regard to the motion of the Senator 
from Connecticut, unless there is some Senator who wishes to speak 
on the Geneva award bill, I shall not antagonize that motion, because 
of the reason that he has stated to me of a somewhat pressing neces- 
sity for an executive session. 

. BLAINE. If there is not a gentleman indicating a desire to 
speak on the Geneva award bill—of that the Senator from Ohio is 
better advised than I, for I have no advice on the point—why not 
have a vote on it? 

Mr. THURMAN. We cannot have a vote on it now. 

Mr. BLAINE. It is not in my power to promote the consideration 
of the bill, but if the Senator from Ohio who has charge of it per- 
mits it to drift in this way, it will never come to a vote. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. McDon- 

aw] wants to speak on it and he is absent. The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. ra wants to speak on it, I think. 
. THURMAN. have something to e Py the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] and until I 
shall have had that opportunity I cannot consent to a vote. I shall 
be willing to vote as quick as ry bord but I am sick and tired of 
insinuations that the delay of this bill is occasioned by the Judiciary 
Committee or by me. 

Mr: BLAINE. Ihave made no insinuations of any kind whatever. 
Now, the Senator from Ohio will perceive that this bill, which has 
been probably more elaborately discussed than any bill that has been 


before Con 
the Senate is never called = 75 to vote, and it does drift. As I said 


for twenty years, seems to be the one bill upon which 


before, I do not lay the fault at any man’s door in particular, but it 
does drift in a most remarkable manner. The design originally an- 
nounced of having this bill through the Senate in season to have it 
considered in the other House begins to look, and very soon will look, 
as if it were an impossibility. It is for the Senator from Ohio to say 
whether it shall be an impossibility or not. 

SOLDIERS’ REUNION IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask leave to make a report at this time. The 
Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 218) granting the use of artillery, tents, and so forth, 
at the soldiers’ reunion to be held at Central "Slt „Nebraska, have 
instructed me to report it without amendment, and I ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must object to that. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution. 

INTERNATIONAL CELEBRATION OF 1883. 

Mr. EATON, I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. KERNAN. I wish to ask the Chair a question. Is there any 
bill pending on the Calendar now before the Sonate ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfnished business is the consid- 
eration of the Geneva award bill. 

Mr. KERNAN. But I wish the Senate to notice that the bill next 
in the regular call of the Calendar is Senate bill No. 1160, I ask that 
it be taken up and its title read so that it may be the Calendar bill 
for Monday. Two bills that have been passed over have been ordered 
1 of this for Monday. I think this bill ought to take its proper 

ace, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar on the next 
call is the bill (S. No. 1160) to provide for celebrating the one hun- 
dredth anniversary of the nory of peace and the ition of 
American Independence by holding an international exhibition of 

manufactures, and the porus of the soil and mine, in the city 
of New-York, in the State of New York, in the year 1883. 
1 That will stand at the h of the Calendar on 
onday 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would, except for the two bills that 
were preferred this 3 
Mr. KERNAN. I think the gentlemen in charge of those bills will 
not object to my request, as I did not object to theirs. As this bill is 
now next in order and has been pending a good while, I hope they will 
allow it to be taken Bp to-day so that it may stand before those two. 
I hope the Senators will yield to that. The gentlemen say they have 
no objection to that. I ask that it be taken up now and read by its 
title and then the Senator from Connecticut can make his motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of Senate bill No. 1160. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be subject to objection on Monday, of 


course, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. EATON. I renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. Pending the execution of the order closing the 
doors, may I ask what is the first bill to be taken up on Monday ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the Anthony role? 

Mr. CONKLING. Les, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT.. The bill just reported. 

SUPREME COURT REPORTS. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, the vote by which the 
bill (H. R. No. 1493) defining the duties of reporter of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, fixing his e erke and providing 
for the publishing and distributing of said reports, was yesterday 

ned indefinitely, was reconsidered and the bill was placed on 
ane alendar with the adverse report of the Committee on the Judi- 
0 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After three hours and forty minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock and thirty minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 25, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rey. DAVID WILLS, 

D. D., of Washington, District of Columbia. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. On yesterday the question arose whether the Jour- 
nal of the prior day’s proceedings should be read, and the Chair sub- 
mitted the question to the House. The House made a decision thereon 
under a yea-and-nay vote. A like question is presented to-day, in the 
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opinion of the Chair, as on yesterday as to procedure in the same re- 
t, and the Chair will submit the question to the House touching 

e Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. The Chair thinks this is just, 
equitable, and right, so that the House should again have to-day an 
opportunity of expressing by its vote its ju nt as to the ing 
at this time of the Journal of yesterday e same manner as the 
House expressed its opinion on yesterday as to the Journal of the pre- 


cedin, “EE 

Mr. B CKBURN. I rose to make the point of order that the Jour- 
nal of yesterday's proceedings should now be read. That will bring 
up the very point the Chair proposes to submit to the House. 

5 DAVIS, of North Carding: I desire to make an inquiry of the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wil hear it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Is not that in effect submitting to 
the House the question whether they will suspend the first rule? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair ruled yesterday that it was not, on the 

und that the House possesses the right to control the manner of 


its 1 
r. DAVIS, of North Carolina. The House, then, has the right to 
i Sup any rule by a majority vote. 

e SPEAKER. The House puts a construction and an interpreta- 
tion on arule. The House yesterday put an interpretation on the 
two rules, Rule I and Rule [X, as to the Journal of the prior day, 
which construction was an instruction to the Chair in that respect. 

Mr. HAYES. Was that action of the House a decision covering all 
such or did it apply merely to the Journal of Tuesday? 
The SP. ER. t decision related to the Journal of Tuesday’s 
5 é the proceedings of yesterda 
0 of the p of yes y- 
Mr. BLAND, 2 
the 8 
the 


. anywhere denied that the 
Speaker is the voice of the House, and must execute the wish of the 
ouse. 


Mr. BLAND. My point is whether or not the House has not a right 
to have from the Speaker a construction of the rules. The rules pro- 
vide that the Speero shall decide all points of order; itis not a 
8 for the House. If the House shall differ from the Speaker 

en his construction can be corrected by an appeal to the House. I 
call for the ing of the rule on that point. 

The Clerk read clause 4 of Rule I, as follows: 


He shall sign all acts, seers, cont resolutions, writs, warrants, and sub- 


Ft to's e order a and decidè at eangen of aor sub- 
an a member, on w. appeal, no member shall ore 
once, — ag ——— of the House. ic sare 


Mr. BLAND. Now I consider it the duty of the Speaker under 
that rule to decide the point of order whether by the rule it is not 
uired that the Journal of the prototipa of the House of the pre- 

g day be read before the House proceeds to any business. If 

op panoe dissents from the opinion of the Chair he will have a 


t to a 
Ache SPEREER. The Chair entertains a different view of his du 
from that expressed by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Prana 
The Chair repeats that he is the servant of the House, the voice o 
the House, and conforms to its directions. 

Mr. BLAND. There is the plain rule, requiring the Speaker to de- 
cide points of order. He may submit other 88 to the House, 
but I think the rule contemplates that the Speaker shall first give 
ee for the information of the House upon the construction of 
a rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair takes the instruction of the House and 

s in harmony therewith. 
Mr. BLACKB I rose for the purpose of making the point of 


order that I made yesterday, that under the first clause of Rule I the | all 


only business now in order is the reading of the Journal of yesterday’s 
Prie FERNANDO man 

Mr. WOOD. If the gote will yield to me, I 
desire to ee RSET to the House. : 

Mr. BLACKB . I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. During my experience in this House I 
have on more than one occasion, probably twenty times, seen the 
House involved in a difficulty similar to the present one; and I have 
also always seen, after each side has ed for a certain period, 
the difficulty amicably adjusted, and the transaction of the proper 
business of the House resumed. 

Now, in view of the experience of the t two days’ sessions, I 
think the time has arrived when the peril et of this House as sen- 
sible men, desirous of prosecuting their legislative labors, should 

and come to some amicable adjustment of this question. It is 
after all but a technical difficulty, a technical difficulty which of itself 
is probably of little practical importance as affecting any result. Yet 
it 8 me one of great magnitude so far as it operates to delay 
the business of Congress. 
I therefore submit this 3 to the House, to both sides of 


the House, because upon this question I state here sincerely and dis- 


tinctly that I hold a | pore not entirely in accord with that of either 
side of the House. hink this matter is susceptible of amicable ad- 
justment, by which both sides can maintain their rights and the House 
can retain its integrity and its ateni My proposition is that the 
Journals of Monday, Tuesday, an 8 be now approved, and 
that immediately t „and without debate, the House will pro- 
ceed to vote upon the following resolution : 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws be 


Resolved, That from 
the further consideration of House bill No. 5265, and that said bill be referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


It does ap to me that by the adoption of this proposition we 
will accomplish all that we can ee if we continue the pro- 
ceedings of yesterday through the entire session of to-day. The Jour- 


nals of the preceding days of this week will be approved, and the 
House will be brought to a direct vote upon the proposition as to 
what reference this bill shall have; the bill being remanded back to 
the Honse, and the House then voting upon its reference. It appears 
to me that gentlemen on neither side of the House can object to my 


2 , 
. BLACKBURN. Does that proposition carry with it the reser- 
vation of the right to a division of the question ? 

The SPEAKER. That would be regulated by the rules. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I suppose that under the rules there 
are two distinct propositions in the resolution—first to discharge the 
committee, and secondly to make a different reference; but I ho 
the gentleman from Kentucky will not embarrass the proposition by 
asking for any division whatever. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no disposition to embarrass that pro 
osition or to delay the work of this House. The only point for whic 
I and those with whom I have been acting have been straggling 
from the first was to protect the Journal of this House from altera- 
tion or mutilation. m that is sec and the integrity of that 
Journal is guaranteed, I have no further fight to make. It is now 
aay a question whether the Journals of Monday, Tuesday, and 
W. y shall in their natural and regular order be approved and 
this proposition of the gentleman from New York be then voted upon 
immediately without debate, or whether the cart shall be put before 
the horse by first voting upon this resolution and then by an anoma- 
1009- propaes going back and approving the Journals. This is a tech- 
ni upon which I do not propose to delay this House by any con- 
test. I think the gentleman’s proposition is eminently correct and 
fair; and I am entirely content with it. I speak only for myself, for 
I have no right to speer for anybody else. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Willa 
two-thirds vote be necessary to carry the last proposition of the gen- 
Othe SPEAR RER This he Chair if adopted, 

e 5 proposition, t supposes, pted, 
is to be 3 to without dissent. 

Mr. OC K. Then I understand that a majority vote will be 
all that will be rpg to carry 1 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield to me a 
moment I wish to inquire whether the gentleman from New York will 
admit one amendment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I prefer not to yield now. Let me 
Ate an T eee ffered by the gentleman 

x er, I approve o roposition o; y the gen 
from New York. P think it wi ee about a sati result 
satisfactory, at least, to those gentlemen with whom I have asso- 
ciated on floor. I therefore hope that when the question comes 
before the Honse there will be no dilatory motion interposed, that 
there will be no further delay in reaching a final vote upon this ques- 
tion. I the proposition as eminently fair and proper. 

Mr. S , before taking my seat I desire to say something further. 
The questions which have heretofore been to some extent involvedin 
the motion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLanE] have en- 
tirely disappeared. A naked oP proposition concernin, gehen on salt, 
printing-paper, and type will soon be before the House stripped of 

other q whatever, technical or otherwise—a simple, plain, 
square proposition as to whether the bill introduced by me and which 
has been 7 the action of this House sent to the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws shall remain there until reported foraction in the 
House, which that committee is very likely to do, or whether it shall 
be sent to the Committee on Ways and Means and forever put to 
sleep by that committee. 

I would tos mcs, e that those who have been opposed to this 
bill have en to interject into this controversy side 8 
questions which in my judgment ought never to have been brough 
in. Yet I can easily perceive why such issues have been thrown in 
here. It has been done in order to lead into ambush gentlemen on 
this floor who conscientiously are in favor of the passage of the bill 
that I have introduced. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, is debate in order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from Illi- 
nois ought to be allowed under the circumstances to make his state- 
ment in his own way. 5 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, I Bope; pe gece I shall not he 
interrupted. I am perfectly willing to any question after I 


n 
am 3 by an: ntleman on either side. But hope I shall be 
permi first Aish my remarks. 


to 
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Mr. BREWER. If the debate is to be extended I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman has not indicated to the Chair 
that he desires any extended debate. 

Mr. BREWER. A suggestion that the gentleman made seemed to 
me to oh fers 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Iam simply ing in explana- 
tion of my own position and in advocacy of the proposition introduced 
by the gentleman from New York. I will say, as my attention has 
been very kindly called to it in a side remark by my friend from 
Michigan, [Mr. Burrows,] that I have no desire here to say any- 
thing that will excite or anger any gentleman. I know that Iam 
sensitive when any reflection is cast upon the integrity of my motives. 
I confess that I am sensitive under any imputation upon the motives 
governing my public or private actions. Mr. a I would not 


e imputation in the lan which I 

last Tuesday, and which I am perfectly willing to say here I have not 
a single word or syllable to retract, but propose to stand by my utter- 
ances on that occasion. 

What is the which has been brought against me? Am I 
charged with having brought in a bill for the purpose of subsidi 
some ov wn monopoly? Am I with bringing in a bi 
here under false colors, which would give from the national Treas- 
ury the public funds to a private individual, by which I might pos- 
sib] rofit? No, sir. The bill I have brought in has been read 
at the Clerk’s desk. Does it embrace a revision of the large number 
of pages of the Revised Statutes which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania said involved the tariff laws? There are only three articles 
touched in that bill. One is to relieve salt from taxation; another 
is to relieve from tax all printing-paper and materials entering into 
its manufacture; and the other is to relieve all = from 
taxation and place said articles on the free list. is what there 
is in the bill. It is simply to relieve the man’s bread from an 
onerous burden and to relieve knowledge taxation. That is all 
there is in that bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the tleman 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I call the gentleman to order and demand the 
regular order shall be proceeded with. The gentleman is discussing 
the question of the tariff. I understood him to rise to a matter per- 
sonal to himself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair accorded to the tleman from Illi- 
nois ( W der eee en ee ef, yidi the bill in re 

) oor in order that he might have an op ity of plac- 
ing himself in such manner wn ho sight see fit — 4 the House. 
That is all. A point of order is made against the gentleman, and he 
to the subject of the proposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I am addressing myself as closely 
as I can to it, and I was eee to show my motives in 

ing this bill before the House, and the propriety of my friends 
on this side to the proposition of the gentleman from New 
York, so that we may have a square vote on this bill. I hope my 
friends will bear with me, because I do not wish to say anything that 
will be unfair to any one on eitherside, but I wish te put the matter 
in a fair, just, and intelligent manner before the House and country. 

On last I was sought to be assailed through a correspond- 
— — World. eee oe was Bor read = 

presented as an ent i me bringing 
and having referred this bill. I allude to this article : 
THE PROTECTIONISTS OUTWITTED, 


{Special dispatch to the World.] 
. TOWNS! 


WASHINGTON, March 22, 1880. 

Mr. nape ae dt IIlinois, n outwitted the anti- reform tariff men 
and the Ways and Means Commi of A ee a tariff bill 
‘erred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, of which he is a member, 

C ee 2 

no one, not even CONGER, * 
of the bill. which was to admit, free of duty, sal gaper, printing 88 

ps lige gat Lace ion of 


nder these circumstances I was pro- 
1 


ield to me a moment ? 
ot now. 


f 


2 
; 


“who had caused that 


A gentleman on this floor made the inqui 
d;“ and I have seen it 


dispatch to be sent to the New York 


stated in some paper that I had inspired the dispatch mentioned, or 


had something to do with sending it. I wish to state that I never 
met the correspondent of the New York World but once in my life 
of which I have any recollection whatever, and that was something 
like a month and a half ago, when he called on me to know what was 
the nature of the bill I had introduced relating to the election of 
President and Vice-President of the United States. That is the first 
and last time lever met that gentleman to know him. I will say 
further, I have no recollection of mentioning that bill to any one until 
the day the attack was made on save to one or two gentlemen 
who were of my Committee on the of the Laws, and then 
only inciden Y without-any desire to boast of it; nor did I in any 
manner seek or that any ne ndents should give 
me credit for what I had done. As the New York World has been 
alluded to, and as I shall base my remarks hereafter on the point 
which has been raised therein, I desire the Clerk to read the extract 
I have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The evidence furnished in the House rday that Mr. GARFIELD reads the 
22 ia ve pradig te ga, veal bomi moroene 
qua which he finds in the r ZL 


Ps Slats et 5 deer = is 5 editorial in that paper 
yesterday. Now 2 er, when I was interrupted 

friend from Maine, 1 desired further to remark that none veh ths 
most reckless prevaricator, none but a person entirely destitute of 
truth would insinnate that I could in any ble manner put dis- 


honest money in purse by the the bill which has been 
presented. o bill will rod seers i the interest of the weak 
and of the , of those who are unable to reward me pecuniarily. 


y 
It is not a bill to subsidize some powerful monopoly ; its purpose is to, 
destroy monopoly. The only 8 that I can otik have hereafter 
for the action I have taken is the consciousness that I have faithfully 
endeavored to discharge my duty. And while that might be regarded 
as an insignificant consideration to those who have apoE wealthy 
under the tariff laws, I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I value it more 
highly than I would the most splendid jewel in the crown of Eng- 
land’s Queen. 

Now, the question before the Honse finally will be whether the bill 
which L introduced shall be taken from the Committee on the Re- 
vision of the Laws and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
But before we reach that question there is one which I desire to dis- 
euss; it is that which relates to b that bill into the House and 
asking its reference to the Committee on Revision of Laws. I have 
done nothing unusual, nothing inadmissible by the rules and practice 
of the House, nothing that will not be justified after the most carefal 
and ing scrutiny of any fair-minded man on or off this floor. 
What haveIdone? Ihave introduced that bill into this House. Can 

man on this floor question my right on Monday to introduce a 
bill as a member of this body, holding, as I do, equal authority here 
with the oldest or the youngest member? When I presented and sent, 
after the call of my State for bills, that one to the Clerk's desk. Thad 
a right to do so. I then asked that it be referred to the committee 
already mentioned. This is the right, Mr. S er, that is exercised 
by every gentleman on this floor. I clearly have the right to request 
the bill be sent to the committee that I preferred, in order that it 
might be ected and reported. The question then remained as to 
whether the bill should be given to the committee desired by me, and 
it was referred by those having authority to the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws. It was done in the open House,and no member 
made any objection whatever. 

But it is said I gave no indication in the title of that bill as to the 
subject-matter of it except by numerals, and that is the gravamen of 
the charge which has been made against the bill and against me for 
so drawing it. In response to that, Mr. Speaker, let me say that I 
have done nothing unusual in this respect. The title of the bill was 
“ to revise and amend sections 2503, 2504, and 2505, title 33 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States.” Gentlemen say that they did 
not recognize what was the nature of that bill when the title was 
read from the Clerk’s desk. That is no fault of mine; it is a reflec- 
tion upon their intelligence. There are gentlemen on this floor whose 
whole official duty, or nearly their entire duty, is concentrated in the 
business arising under title 33 of the Revised Statutes. The ordinary 
member is aware, or ought to be aware, of the fact that title 33 relates 
only to customs duties, and yet it is confessed by gentlemen on the 
MiA be and Means Committee that they knew nothing of the nature 
of the bill by its title. If the gentlemen on that committee are capa- 
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ble of dealing with questions of the tariff they certainly ought to re- 
member the title of the law under which they areacting. Here wasa 
bill relating exclusively to title 33, and which title relates only to the 
tariff, and yet they openly state that they did not know the nature of 
the bill, and therefore did not object to its reference to the Committee 
on Revision of Laws. 

Now, it has also been stated here and repeated that the bill should 
state by its title the substance of the law affected,and that it was 
an unusual method of procedure not to indicate its subject-matter in 
the title, and that therefore I have been ty of practicing deceit 
by bringing in a bill here which failed to comply with that condition. 
It is spoken ef by some gentlemen with holy horror as an unprece- 
3 an ay wee! thing for me todo. Is it wrong to simply de- 
scribe the act I desire to repeal by the enumeration of the sections and 
the title of the statutes to which it relates? II it is, the wrong has 
ae into such a frequent practice that it is now an unwritten rule. 

hold in my hand ninety-seven bills introduced into this present 
Congress, every one of them having a title 1 0 them exactly of the 
same nature as the title I put on the tariff bill which has provoked 
all this discussion. Ninety-seven bills into this Congress have been 
introduced by gentlemen on both sides of the House, and if you ex- 
amine the titles you will find the same description exactly as that 
made by me in the title of the bill which I introduced. 

me CONGER. Were they all referred to the appropriate commit- 
tees 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. I hope the gentleman will not in- 
terrupt me until I finish my statement. 

Mr. CONGER. I only desire to know whether the bills to which 
the gentleman refers were all appropriately referred. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will meet that question as I — 
AA SASOIAN PEE AAA.. RUPO COA USAP iai Ams 

y were no properly ety-seven times during this 
session has the House tted this to be done, and yet a howl is 
raised against me for doing this same thing this one time. And why? 
Because my bill would remove the tax from the man’s salt, and 
ee PRPO er SFPE e e dissemination of 

w. . 

Mr. 838 the bills to which I have referred are here in my 
possession. I will read the title of some of them. About the first 
one that I lay my eyes on is one to which I wish to call special atten- 
tion on account of some remarks made by a friend of mine on the 
I refer to gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania, [Mr. KxLLxx.] He knows well that I have personal 
for him and nothing but good-will toward him. I have 

alwa; him for his eminent abilities, and him for 
of character and for his desire to deal justly with all 


en the gentleman on yesterday criticised with some severity 
the action I am charged with in — this bill and having it 
ion of the Laws, I must con- 


I felt then that Ishould have gone to my friend 
‘before he rose from his seat and stated that there was no“ pig-iron” 
in this but that it was entirely for the benefit of the poor and 
his own and other districts. Had I done this, I believe 


the tleman allow me to respond now to 
that insinuation. 155 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ilinois. Wait until I have finished. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to make a response now to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I cannot yield now to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to ask whether this is proceeding by 
unanimous consent? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I have the floor by recognition of 
the § er. so i agi cesar Ae Sape IE AAA era 
from. pig helenae [Mr. KELLEY.) I have a bill introduced by him 
on the 9th mber last 

Mr. VALENTINE. [I rise to a question of order. I desire to know 
if the 8 from Illinois is proceeding by unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois was allowed to make, 
as it ware. 6 Deron statement. The Chair thinks he should make 
that personal statement in his own way. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Is the gentleman entitled to the floor to keep 
all other members off it? 

~ SPEAKER. The Chair will read the following from the Di- 
gest: 
the meniber 


consent to 


Mr. VALENTINE. Was unanimous consent asked and obtained ? 


The SPEAKER. There was no objection, and the gentleman from 
Illinois has been proceeding for some time. 

Mr. VALENT I know that; but I want to find out under what 
rule he is nate 

The SP. ER. Under the rule and practice of the House which 


it 22 explanations, and because the from New 

Fork [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] yielded the floor for such lanation. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I was about to remark that 
a yo member and looking for guidance in the drafting of bi 
and o legislative action, I felt I would be warranted in following 
the example of one who has for so Jong shown his skill in drafting 
bills. I have discovered that my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KEL- 
LEY] has introduced many bills into this House; and among them I 
find one which I will now read. If this House finds any ground for 
unkind criticism of me it should not forget that I have in thi S lpi 
lar followed closely in the footsteps of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. Let me read the title of the bill he brought in on the 9th day 
of December last : 

To amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

No member was informed by that title whether the section related 
to sn diciary or the revenue. 


ï rose. 

ae TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman not to inter- 

rupt me. 

at is one of the bills introduced by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to which the gentleman gave no clearer title indicating its char- 
acter than I to the bill which has provoked so much ussion. 
Mr. Y. Give me the number of that bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. It is No. 2552. Iwill allow the 
gentleman to take the bill foonding 18 to Mr. Keuiry.] 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam ob to the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of ois. That is not the only bill the gen- 
tleman has brought into this Congress of which the title does not 
indicate the pope for which the bill was brought in except in 
numerals. I have here bill No. 3943, introduced by that gentleman 
on the 26th day of last hese . e title of that bill, introduced 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, long after these new rules were 
under discussion in the House, reads as follows: 

To amend sections 3694 and 3695 of the Revised Statutes. 

Can any man on this floor tell me now to what those sections relate f 
Iapprehend gentlemen who have 8 on committees havin gj uris- 
diction over those sections could immediately answer me what the 
a related to. I will pass this bill also to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

A DRG P aY HROT uro (MUS presento Dy soy friend from New 
York, [Mr. FERNANDO Woop,] the chairman of the Committee on 
Waysand Means, and the titles of those bills are of the same descrip- 
tion as the title of my bill. The title of one of them is: 

To amend section 2505 of the Revised Statutes. 

That is all there is in the title. I will not stop to enumerate others. 

My friend from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL,] of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and my friend from Virginia, [Mr. TucKER,] and 
Mr. FRYE, of Maine, and other members of this House have brought 
in bills of the same character, I wish to say before leaving this batch 
of bills that the gentleman from New York [Mr. STARIN ] introdueed a 
bill the title of which-you will find upon examination is word for 
word and figure for figure the same as the title of the bill I intro- 
duced. It is a bill to amend the same sections and the very same title. 
Such has been the frequent practice in all former Congresses as well 


as in this. 
Mr. VALENTINE. Where was that billsent to? Was it notsent 
to the committee to which it ought to go under the rules? 


Mr. FRYE. Wasitnot sent to the Committee on Ways and Means? 


bills with titles of this deseri which were introduced were re- 
ferred to the committees to which they belong. That is what Iknow 
pe from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] would answer, that he 


those bills to the committee to which they belong. 
Mr. KELLEY. That is the answer I shall give when you tme. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Ishall candidly do him the justice, 


then, of anticipating his answer; and I want to address myself to 
that question as bearing on the question before the House. A 
tleman b in a bill here. t is the first question he asks 

i ? Itis: “To what committee shall I ask that this bill be sent?” 
Following his own judgment he says: “Iwill send this bill tothe Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary,” for instance. He sends it there. It is his 
opinion that it belongs to the Judiciary Committee. But is there a 
member on this floor who has never found in his own jence or 
in the experience of others that mistakes in judgment have made 
in giving direction to bills? Itis often cult to determine to 
what committee a bill ay. belongs. we often find that 
bills are of a nature which will admit of reference to any one of sev- 
eral committees. U this point I desire to have an extract 
from the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE. J 
I will have it read, because I regard him as the peer, if not the 
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superior, of any one here or elsewhere upon American parliamentary 
law and practice. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Therefore, it is the latter part of the amendment alone to which the objection 


acems to. are perhaps four, committees of the House to 
which this subject-matter might have been referred, not — — the Chair 
thinks. It t have been referred to the Committee on the J e 


relates to the courts of justice and to the proceedings in the x h 
ie . ; on the Revision of the 5 
lates toa of part of a certain statute. It might have been referred to the 
ons, as it was in fact, because it affects the manner of electing 
Songes, Or perhaps it might have been referred to the Committee 

Expenditures in the Department of Justice, because it relates to a reduction of 
the number and salaries of the officers who are appointed under that Department. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish now to call the attention 
of the House to some of these bills that I hold in my hand, the most 
casual reading of which will show any one that they were referred 
to improper committees; bills, too, entitled in the same manner that 
my bill was entitled. The first is a bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Nevada, [ Mr. 3 The simple title of that bill is “A 
bill to amend section 2326, title 32, of the Revised Statutes.” The bill 
relates alone to the jurisdiction of the courts in mining cases. What 
did he do with that bill? All will concede that the bill properly be- 
longs to the Committee on the Judiciary, because it relates to the 
jurisdiction of the courts. But what did he do withit? He sent it 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. Did any gentleman on this 
side of the House get up here and accuse him of practicing a decep- 
tion upon this House because he preferred to refer that bill to 
Committee on Mines and Mining, instead of the Committee on the 
Judiciary ? 

I have in my hand another bill, one introduced by the tleman 
from New York, [Mr. VAN AERNAM.] It is a bill entitled A bill to 
amend section 4693 of the Revised Statutes.” That is all there is of 
the title. To what does the bill relate? It relates to the subject of 

ions, and in my oggun should have gone to the Committee on 
nvalid Pensions. But what did my friend from New York do with 
it? Did he send it to the Committee on Invalid Pensions? No, sir; 
he sent that bill, relating to the subject of ponsionn; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judicia: Did any man on this floor rise in his place and 
arraign him on a charge of 8 for having sent his bill to a 
wrong committee, because he perhaps preferred the Judiciary to that 
of the Pension Committee? 

I will not waste further time of the House by enumerating the serge 
number of other bills which I hold in my hand, and which as clearly 
belong to committees other than those to which they were sent. 

I come now to another point, which I know is in the minds of some 
of these tlemen here. It is whether I did not send the bill I 
introduced to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws rather than 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, because I did not wish to 
place it in the care and keeping of that committee. A word or two 
on that question, and I will be done. 

Before answering that question, I desire to say that many members 
on this floor agree with me in judgment that this bill can very prop- 
erly be sent to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws as well as 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. The duty of the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws is to revise the laws. What is the mean- 
ing of the word “revise?” Refer to Worcester’s Dictionary and you 
will find the meaning to be this: “To review with a view to correction 
and amendment.” at is part of the definition of “revise.” Now, in 
order to avoid the accusation of having practiced a deception on this 
House, I took the precaution not to rely alone on the definition of the 
word “ revise,” but in the very title of my bill I advertised this House 
of the fact that I desired not only to revise the sections of the statutes 
referred to but to “amend” them, as the title of the bill will show. 
If the Committee on the Revision of the Laws has no 3 to 
amend the laws, why did no gentleman object to sending that bill to 
that committee? It is a ae of parliamentary practice, fanda- 
mental in its nature, that bills in their preparatory sago should be 
intrusted to friendly hands; in other words, that the preparation of 
bills should be first intrasted to friendly committees in order that they 
* 3 fox the final action of the legislative body. 

D LL. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Not now; wait I get through. 
What was the first question which confronted me when I brought in 
that bill? I knew as well as I know that I am standing here that if 
I sent that bill to the Committee on Ways and Means it would be 
buried forever. I knew as wellas I know sayng thatif I brought 
in that bill and sent it to the Committee on Ways and Means I would 
be sending it to a graveyard in which has been buried every bill in 
this Congress gore orm in the tariff. in I ask, what was the 
question with me? It was this: Shall I send this bill to that tomb 
of all bills upon this subject, or shall I put it in the possession of a 
committee that will not strangle it, that will not suppress it? Iam 
one of those who believe that the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws has the right, under the rules of this House, to consider just 
such a bill as this, and therefore, in order that the bill might live and 
be reported back to this House for the action of the jority of the 

resentatives of the ple, I asked that it should sent to a 
dly committee, and the House, not I alone, sent it there. 


I know that bills touching the tariff have been sought to be sent 
to other committees, but the House has refused in two or three in- 
stances to grant the privilege, and sent them to the Committee on 


Ways and Means.. But, sir, because this House by false pretenses, or 
one technical pretext and another, has been led to send certain bills 
to that graveyard, should that deter me from using all legitimate and 
roper parliamentary ients to save the life of tariff-relief bills 
y sen them to friefidly committees ? 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the gentle- 
man from Illinois is abusing the privilege for which he was accorded 
the floor. He has no right to e these gratuitous and unfounded 


comments upon the Committee on Ways and Means. 
5 R. The gentleman from Illinois must confine him- 
80 


Mr. FRYE. Confine himself to what? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Allow me to answer the remark of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO WooD.] 

Mr. BRIGGS. I rise to a question of order. I wish to know whether 
the gentleman has the right to assail a committee of this House by a 
charge of “ false pretenses.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not that right. He is proceed- 
ing under consent granted, as the Chair has stated, for e ee 
of a mal character. 

A Let him go on with his confession. 

_Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. One word in answer to the criti- 
cism made in re; to my views about the Committee on Ways and 
Means. Bills of this character have been before that committee for 
months, and no action has been reached upon them, and we have 
been informed that the committee not long ago decided not to change 
the tariff laws. I say that the conduct of the committee justified 
me in fearing that if my bill were sent to the Committee on Ways 
and Means it would be buried, and buried forever. Therefore I ex- 
ercised what I believe to be my privilege and asked this House to 
refer the bill to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. The 
House by its own act sent the bill to that committee. It was done 
in a fair and o manner. It was done in the same manner in which 
e e bills with titles using the same character of description 
that I have on my table were sent to committees during the present 
os z e oat = examination ee = been the prac- 

ce in all Congresses of the or at least in those Congresses 
of which the record has 33 by me. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to say to my friends on this side 
of the House that the question now submitted is not one with regard 
to my own conduct; it is not a technical question as to whether the 
one or the other committee has the more rightful jurisdiction over 
this question. All such questions have disappeared from the issue. 
The result of our p has brought us at last what we have so 
long coveted, a square vote upon the question whether there shall be 
free printin Paper whether there shall be [Cries of Order! 

Mr. FRYE. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I hope that my friends on this 
side—— [Renewed cries of “Order! ”] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will suspend. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I will merely say in conclusion 
that I desire this proposition shall be adopted and that [Loud 
cries of „Order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. 

Mr. KELLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. Before this debate proceeds, I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York [ Mr. FERNANDO Woop] whether he will allow 
to be added to his resolution one more proposition upon which we 
can have a se vote. N take is evecy: AOT destres so ES 
himself distinctly by a yea-and-nay vote on this question. My prop- 
osition is—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. I submit this proposition for the consideration of 
the gentleman from 8 KELLEY] and others, that 
there be added to the resolution of the gentleman from New York a 
provision that the Committee on Ways and Means be instructed to 
ra the bill — vonin . * that ree of the 

ouse may vote directly upon tion. t all these propo- 
sitions be voted upon, and that will settle this question. p 

The SPEAKER. e Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Pony lvania, [Mr. KELLEY.) For what purpose does the gentleman 


Mr. KELLEY. For the purpose of replying, as I was promised I 
should have the eee of doing, to the nal allusions to 
me made by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND. ] 

The SPEAKE How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like the same freedom in this respect the 
gentleman had, because my good faith was impugned by him. [Cries 
of “ No objection !”] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania should be allowed reasonable time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I hope my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania will be allowed all the time he desires. 

Mr. KELLEY. An appeal was made to me directly for an explana- 
tion of ay action in presenting bills. 

Mr. SIMONTON. Does this proceed by unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois proceeded by con- 
sent to make a personal explanation. Now the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania states that he was upon by remarks of the gentle- 
man from Illinois in that personal explanation, and asks time to reply. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to say that I do not think 
it necessary for the gentleman to have unanimous consent. I think 
he has the right to be heard on the proposition before the House. I 


hope he will be permitted to go on. 

tir. SIMONTON. The gentleman from Illinois referred to other 

ntleman in the course of his remarks. Is each of these to haye an 

our for debate? I do not want to object, but 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania wanted but three minutes. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir, I did not ask for three minutes. I could 
not in three minutes repeat what the gentleman from Illinois said 
about me. 

Mr. FRYE. I think you might reply to it in less time, 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask to be 8 to go on without limitation. 
I cannot tell how long it may be necessary to occupy. I want to re- 
fer to what the gentleman said. I want to examine the bills pre- 
sented by me which the gentleman has exhibited as presenting hi 
an example which he was proud to follow. I cannot tell just how 
long I may take. Whether I shall permit questions will depend on 
the time allowed me. [Cries of “Go on!”] z 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to 


roceed. 

£ Mr. KELLEY. Mr, Speaker, I desire first to thank the gentleman 
from Illinois for the opportunity he has afforded me of saying what 
I am about to say, and to reciprocate all he said touching the matter 
of mutual esteem. Until this transaction came to light there were 
few gentlemen on this floor for whom I had a higher personal regard, 
with no more intimate relations than existed between us, but I must 
confess that the coming to light of the matter now under considera- 
tion has changed my feelings from warmth to coolness and inquiry. 
Let me first refer to these bills the reference of which by me the gen- 
tleman says he accepted as an example. I desire to premise that until 
the adoption of the new rules there was no rule except that of general 
good faith requiring the reference of bills to particular committees. 
Good faith demanded either such a title to the bill as should give 
notice of its character or such a reference as should c: it to the 
committee charged with the business to whichit referred. These bills 
were submitted under the old rules, and there might in the absence 
of a specific rule have been excuse or apology if I had failed to send 
them to the right committee. But, sir, the new rules, not yet a month 
old, and in maturing which we spent so many weeks, I might say 
months, give a specific lawful direction toevery bill. These rules are 
= of the law and members of this House are bound by the oath they 

ave taken to submit to and maintain them. 

Now what isin the very forefront of these rules, just adopted after 
so much deliberation ? T ay: 

ULE 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 


A oe “agen ion shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely: Subjects relating— 

1. To the election of members: to the Commi on Elections ; 

2. To the revenue and the bonded debt of the United States: to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


Can languange be plainer than this? Is there a school-boy of nine 
in any of our families who on reading that provision would not know 
that to refer a bill touching the revenues to any other committee than 
that on Ways and Means was a violation of the law of the land? And 
I apprehend the general legislative intelligence of the gentleman is 
quite 1 855 to that of the general lads of the country of nine years of 
age. [Laughter 


.] 

Ihave 7 these bills, Mr. Speaker, were introduced before the new 
rules were adopted; but let me add they were referred as the new 
rules require. No one complains of the title of the gentleman's bill 
as it stands and alone; the complaint is against the title coupled with 
the fact that he referred it to a committee which he avers he knew 
under the rules it should not be sent to. There is the distinction be- 
tween his bill and those I presented and referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. Let me prove this. The bill of January 26 
proposes that so much of section 3694 of the Revised Statutes as pro- 
vides that the interest on bonds which have been or which may here- 
after be held and which have been or may hereafter be canceled un- 
der the provisions of section 3695 of said statutes be repealed, &c. 
To what committee was it referred? To the Ways and Means—the 
committee c with the consideration of the reyenues and the 
bonded debt of the country. The bill of December 9 was also referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, And what are its provisions? 
That section 2951 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 
follows: That whenever the proper officer of the customs shall be 
duly notified of a lien on freight, or imported goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise in his custody, he shall, before delivery of such goods, &c. 
Does not the text of these bills show my loyalty to the rules; the 
penip of the old and the text of the new And how can any man 

aving his wits about him plead them as a precedent for such a fraud 
as, in my opinion, is involved in the matter now under consideration ? 

Sir, if it be honorable for gentlemen to give a false designation toa 
bill, I mean to refer it to a committee from which its reference is pro- 
hibited by the rales of the House, we must, as matter of self-protec- 
tion, have every bill read. The designation of a committee is a mat- 
ter of honor and fidelity to the body of members as well as to the law. 
When a bill is sent to the Clerk’s desk by a member of this House 
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and its title is not given by reference to its provisions, the committee 
to which it is pro to refer it is accepted on the honor of the pro- 
poser, which is pledged that his reference is to the committee to which 
the rules require it to go; and if that honorable pledge be violated, 
we will have to expand Monday into Tuesday, and possibly into 
Wednesday, in order to have all bills read at the desk to see whether 
any member is practicing artifice to get a bill to an inappropriate 
committee. 

Now, sir, what was the bill of the gentleman? He says it was to 
give people cheap salt and cheap paper. Was it only this and noth- 
ing more? Its title declared it to be a bill to revise and amend sec- 
tions 2503, 2504, and 2505 of the Revised Statutes. That was its title, 
and it carried with it jurisdiction over the entire tariff system, It 
confided to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws the work of 
revising and amending the tariff of the United States, interwoven as 
its provisions are with every industrial interest of the country, with 
the capital embarked in every species of productive industry, and 
with the wages of every laborer employed in any of its infinitely di- 
versified branches. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, rose. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman would not pemi me to interrupt 
him, and what was sauce for a poor goose may be sauce for as sturdy a 
gander as he. [Laughterand applause.] I beg him to let me proceed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I wish to correct my friend, that is 
all. He misrepresents my bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. I decline to yield. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I do not wish to interrupt the gen- 
tleman, but I wish to correct him. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wanted to do that with you, and you would not 
permit me. I have quoted the title of your bill. 

Here are the Revised Statutes. I find section 2503 mp 459, 
and I find section 2505, concluding near the foot of page as bill 
included just thirty pages, in which provisions of a line or less than 
a line often contain the law under which some particular indus 
has adjusted itself to the trade of the country and the world. 
more sweeping bill was never introduced on this floor than that of 
the gentleman, or one more vital to the poor people who use school 
books and who read cheap newspapers and toward whom the gen- 
tleman’s pretended sympathies gush out in his remarks on this floor. 

Now, sir, I affirm that the gentleman’s bill went to promote the 
interests of three classes of people that are protected by agencies un- 
. by Congress and more potent than any statute can give. 

irst, 3 You can not have a New York paper printed 
in Belgium where the cheapest papers and types are to be had. It 
must be printed in New York, and you cannot have a paper in the 
small towns on our Western frontiers printed elsewhere than at home, 
where they can get the local news of the day and the current adver- 
apoa Gentlemen engaged in this industry came to us to talk 
of paper. 

Me N ICHOLLS. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. My point of order is that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has no right to go into the discussion of the merits of 
the bill presented by the gentleman from Illinois, in making a per- 
sonal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has no right to distuss the merits of the bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. If we are ing © accept this compromise it had 
better be done at once, in order that we may proceed to the consider- 
ation of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have only two other points on which I wish to 
speak. The gentleman spoke of bills having been referred by “ mis- 
take?’ Does he pretend that he referred this bill by mistake! 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I insist upon my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is going beyond 
the question of personal explanation. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair made the same restriction on the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. KELLEY. When I say “no, sir,” I only submit respectfully that 
Iam not going beyond what has been said by the genoman from 
Illinois. He spoke of the Committee on Ways and Means, and I am 
simply responding. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in controversy. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir, he assailed that committee. He c 
it with indifference to the interests of the pore He charged it with 
smothering bills in the committee, while I am ready to stand here and 
affirm that no committee of this House is working more laboriously, 
more conscientiously, or more beneficently for the interests of the 
country. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KELLEY. He spoke of that committee as being a graveyard 
for bills—— 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to be discourteous—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I was simply proceeding to say in response to the 
remark of the gentleman from Illinois—— 

Mr. FINLEY. I do not desire to be discourteous, but the gentle- 
man rose to a — of personal privilege. 

Mr. KELLEY. I stated that I desired to answer the personal state, 
ments contained in the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois. 
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Mr. FINLEY. My point is this, that the gentleman rose to a ques- 
tion of personal ege. Now, I claim that we arespending valua- 
ble time here and if we are going to settle this compromise matter 
let us do it at once in order that we may get to work, 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope I will be allowed five minutes’ time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will be allowed to proceed. s 

Mr. KELLEY. I only want five minutes. In view of the charge 
made by the gentleman from Illinois, that the Committee on Ways 
and Means is a graveyard for bills, he asked what, under these cir- 
cumstances, was the question for him. I willanswer the gentleman's 
question. The question for him waswhat does the rule which I have 
sworn to maintain require at my hands. That was the sole question 
before him, and when he answered that question in such a way as to 
permit him to violate a plain and peremptory rule he made what I 
trust may prove to be the gravest mistake of his life. He reached a 
conclusion, he said, which justified him in fearing that if he sent the 
bill to the Committee on Ways and Means, as the law required, it 
might not be treated as he wished. Sir,no gentleman has the right 
to violate the law of the land. No gentleman has the right to put 
every member of this House on the watch as to the purpose and char- 
acter of eray bill he may introduce. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I say this cannot be perverted into a channel for 
the Rey ee of any member. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have not castigated him. He made an attempt 
to castigate me. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I admit he has not done it, but the gentleman is 
gers ¢ to doit. That cannot be done. 

Mr. LEY. Isit manly to castigate an old man like me and 
not permit him to reply to the boy who attempted it ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the old man complains of any improper action 
on the part of boys the best way for him to resent it is to set them a 
good example. 

Mr. KELLEY. Do you believe that if a man be fairly challenged 
to discussion, and his motives be assailed, as mine were, when the 
House was told that if I had been assured the bill did not touch pig- 
iron I would have been sweet and courteous—[laughter]—do you 

eve challenges of that kind are not to be onded to? it 
chivalry, is it honor, is it manhood to prevent a reply ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Manhood! Mr. Speaker, [laughter and cries on 
the republican side of Oh!“ ] manhood, sir, on this floor is the ob- 
servance of its rules. [Applause and laughter on the republican side.] 

Mr. KELLEY. So Isay. I cry amen to that just remark. [Ap- 
plause on the 20 8 side.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In support of my point of order I wish to say 
when a gentleman rises to a personal explanation—— 

Mr. CONGER. I object to more than one gentleman attacking the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. When the gentleman from Pennsylvania obtains 
the floor for the p of — 5 g a personal explanation, he must 
confine himself to what has been said concerning him, and cannot go 
outside of that. 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is a correct construction. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
Fee MoMILLIN] himself whether he believes the suggestion that the 

t that it did not touch pipina would have swayed my judgment 
was not something to be replied to—such a suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. That is not the point of controversy. ` 

Mr. KELLEY. It was an aspersion thrown on my character as a 


man. A 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will pléase to 
confine himself to the matter of personal explanation. 

Mr. KELLEY. When I find, according to the view of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, that I may not reply to personal assaults, I am at 
a loss to know what is regarded as personal. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want to set myself right with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. [Cries of “ Regular order!” ] There is no man 
in the world who would more reluctantly interpose to prevent any 
member on this floor from setting himself right before the country 
than I. That was not my 28 1 5 But when the gentleman wan- 
dered from what pertained to himself, I made the point of order. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD rose. 

Mr. BLAND. I now desire to offer my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. FERNANDO Woop.] 

Mr. HORR. I rise to a question of nal privilege. I rise on 
account of a remark of the gentleman from Illinois in reply to a gen- 
tleman who is absent from the House, which did him t injustice. 
And I wish to say to the Chair also that I desire to the attention 
of the gentleman from Illinois directly to some difficulties which I 
have in the matter to which he has referred and which I should like 
to hear lained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What gentleman from Illinois does 
the gentleman refer to? 

Mr..HORR. I refer to you, and to what you said of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. STARIN. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Mr. STARIN is here, and came to 
my desk a moment ago. 


Mr. HORR. He was not here when the gentleman from Ilinois 
ea mg him. [Cries of “ Regular order!” and “ Give him ten min- 
u 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop] is on the floor. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. It is very obvious from the character 
of this debate that it is wandering very widely from the disposition 
which has been manifested on both sides of the House to remove from 
this House all further trouble growing out of this question. There- 
fore I renew my 8 that the Journals now unapproved 
be approved, and that the House shall be brought directly to the res- 
olution that the bill referred to be taken from the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws and referred to the proper committee under the 
rules, the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to the consent being given which is asked 
by the gentleman from New York until I have my n proposan read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield to have 
the oe ere of the gentleman from Missouri read ? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I do. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the regular order, and ask for a vote on 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to any proposition being entertained until 
that is read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman’s objection comes 
in after the question has been considered. 

Mr, FERN. O WOOD. I desire to ask the Chair whether any 
gentleman on either side of the House objects to this proposition. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Ido. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the proposition is before the 
House by consent. Nobody objected to it on its being read. 

Mr. CONGER. The proposition had never been sent to the Chair, 
and I submit that the Chair cannot make any such ruling. I stood 
here demanding the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Michi- 

in demanding the regular order to refer to seconding the demand 
or the previous question on the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr.CONGER. Oh, that can only be by unanimousconsent, of course. 
The Chair will not 2 a with me as to that. I demand now the 
regular order, which is the question pening yesterday on the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. MCLANE. ] 


Mr. FERN. O WOOD. As I understand the position of the mat- 
ter, my pe ition is before the House by unanimous consent. 


CONGER. I deny that it is before the House by unanimous 
consent. It never has been Sent to the Chair. 2 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I call the previous question on the 
adoption of my resolution. 

The SPE R. The Chair thinks the proposition was fully dis- 
cussed by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNSHEND, ] and sub- 
sequently, in a measure, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
KELLEY. 


Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Illinois rose to a personal ex- 
planation and interrupted any opportunity of submitting the qoe 
tion of unanimous consent to the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York. I object. And, if the Chair pleases, if it is to be held 
that the mere statement of a proposition, without unanimous consent 
being asked from the Chair, implies consent, then hereafter we must 
all be on our guard to object the very moment a member presents a 
proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Theproposition was in the nature of a motion. 
Mr. CONGER. The gentleman required unanimous consent to 
make such a motion. It has not yet gone to the Chair. 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman from New York holds it in his hand yet. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I asked unanimous consent of the House 
to submit a proposition. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLack- 
RURN] yielded to me and the House permitted me to submit a prop- 
osition which has been discussed for two hours. 

Mr. CONGER. If it be necessary to prevent the proposition being 
entertained, I object now. 

Mr. FERN. O WOOD. It is too late. 

Mr. CONGER. No, it is not too late. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I demand the previous question on the 

ition which I have submitted. 

. CONGER. How can the previous question be demanded on 
one proposition, when the pending question is the demand of the 
previous question on another proposition ? 

Mr. MCLANE. I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. FER- 
NANDO Woop] to allow me to call his attention 
* Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I will yield for a question, not for de- 

ate. 

Mr.McLANE. Iam not going to debate. Not asking a question, 
I want to say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop] that I understood the proposition he offered was to be accepted 
by consent. I want to ask him to take the trouble to inquire whether 
the resolution now pending is not itself unanimously accepted. I ap- 
peal to the gentleman from Kontuoky [Mr. ee O know if 

acta wiin ing to close this matter by the adoption of the pending 
resolution 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Coupled with the condition contained in the 
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proposition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] 
That the Journals of Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday stand ap- 
roved. 

si Mr. MCLANE. I have no objection to that. With the permission 
of the gentleman from New York I desire the attention of the House 
for one moment. The pending resolution is found on page 27 of to- 
day’s Recorp. That resolution has already been declared to be a 
question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. So declared by the House. 

Mr. MCLANE. Only by unanimous consent can anything now take 
its place. I submit to the gentleman from New York that the House 
is ready to adopt the pending resolution almost by unanimous con- 
sent; simply having the Journals of the Seneca. of e Tues- 
day, and Wednesday approved. Why should we again involve onr- 
selves in a debate upon a so-called compromise ? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. greet | is separate and distinct from mine in very 
many respects. But be that asitmay, Isubmit that this is the only way 
in which both sides of the House can maintain their positions and 
this House again resume its duties in the legislation of the country. 
I therefore danshi the previous question on the adoption of my 
proposition. 

r. CONGER. Imake the point of order that the House was pro- 
ceeding to divide upon seconding the demand for the previous p 
tion upon a privil proposition submitted by the gentleman from 
Maryland, (itr. McLaNnE.] I object to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, j as I have done from the 
beginning, and I demand the regular order. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. It is too late for the gentleman to object. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, we will try whether there is any virtue in 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] says 
that the House was dividing on some question. Ihave heard no ques- 
tion stated from the Chair this morning. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. As nobody else seems to want to say 
anything just now, I would like to make a fewremarks, [Laughter 
and cries of “ Go on!!“ 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I hope the Chair will state the question. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Am I recognized! 

Mr. ATHERTON. On what subject do you propose to speak ? 

The SPEAKER. The point involved is whether the 8 of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO Woop} is fore the 
House. 

Mr. PAGE. How did it come before the House f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed by consent. 

Mr. PAGE. I know a dozen men on this side of the House who were 
ready to object to it. 

Mr. CONGER. There has been no proposition submitted to the 
House by the Chair. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop] rose in his place and said that he had a proposition for a com- 
promise which he would make, and which he pro to offer. He 
made some remarks about it before he read it; then he read it and 
made some remarks afterward ; but he never sent it to the Chair, and 
the Chair has not submitted it to the House, nor has the Chair asked 
consent of the Honse. The Chair has already stated that it requires 
unanimons consent. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop] will allow my amendment I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the notes of the reporter to 
be read, so that the House may understand the condition of this prop 
osition. 

Mr CONGER. I desire to add that while the gentleman was talk- 
ing about his proposed resolution, the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND ] asked leave to make some remarks, and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FERNANDO Woop] waited for his remarks. The 
moment the gentleman from New York renewed his proposition, I 
called for the regular order. Now, I submit that there cannot be be- 
fore the House a proposition, merely because there has been an offer 
of a proposition of compromise, which uires unanimous consent 
before it is sent to the Chair, and before the Chair has asked the 
House for that unanimous consent. It cannot be that such a proceed- 
ing will preclude me or any other member from withholding his as- 
sent from a proposition which requires unanimous consent. There 
must not be, there cannot be, that kind of a catch upon the Honse. 
The proposed compromise of the gentleman from New York is worse 
than the other proposition, about which we have been disputing, if 
it can be so. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] demanded the pre- 
vious question on a privileged proposition. While that demand was 
pending, other matters arose and have continued until the present 
time. The Chair at the time said that the pending question was the 
demand of the 5 question upon the privileged proposition. 
Now, can any other proposition come in except by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is a question whether unanimous consent was 

ted or not. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say to the Chair that members around 
me heard me say here this morning that whenever that proposition 
came up, so that there could be objection to it, I should object. There 
are a dozen of men here who have been waiting for my objection; 
and I say to the Chair that I intended to object. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is not going to take any “catch.” The 
Chair is not familiar with the exact phrase which the gentleman used; 
but the Chair will not take any undue advantage. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not refer to the Chair at all. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. When the House met this morning 


the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] rose toa point of order 
with reference to the ing of the Journal. I immediately asked 
the gentleman to yield to me that I might submit a compromise prop- 
osition to the House, The gentleman did so. My proposition was 
read. Opportunity was given to every gentleman on the other side 
of the House to object. No gentleman did object. On the contrary, 


several gentlemen on this side and one or two upon the other side 
assented to it. The gentleman from Illinois asked me to yield the 
floor. 


Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman indicate any one on this side of 
the House who assented to it? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. It is immaterial whether there were all 
or a few. 

Mr. PAGE. Can the gentleman designate any one ! 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. [yielded to the gentleman from Illinois 
by his personal request, he intimating to me that he intended tosup- 
port the proposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Which I did. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. He went on to make a speech for which 
I am not responsible. [Laughter.] He was replied to by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY, j a member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means. Several other gentlemen interposed. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] himself rose and made some 
statement to the House, but did not object. The proposition was be- 
fore the House for its consideration and for its discussion. It was 
discussed, and it could not have been discussed had any gentleman 
objected, or if it had not been properly before the House for deter- 
mination, I therefore hold that after two hours’ discussion of this 
proposition the House should be brought to a vote upon it, so that 
we may resume our legislative duties. I demand the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I desire to put to the Chair a parlia- 
mentary question. t 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I hope the gentleman will not inter- 
rupt me. 

r. BLAND. Irise to a point of order. 
Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 
The SPEAKER. One gentleman rises to a eee inquiry, 
and the other to a point of order. The Chair recognizes first the 
point of order, and will afterward entertain the parliamen 
quiry of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. CONGER. I have made a point of order and I ask the decision 
of the Chair upon it. 

The SPEAK The Chair will then suspend all other recogni- 
tions. 

Mr. CONGER, I ask that in furtherance of my point of order Rule 
IX be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. FINLEY. As the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer J has 
discussed the point of order, I want to say one word in reply. 
morning the House was in a condition to proceed with the transac- 
tion of business by a virtual compromise or settlement of our difficul- 
ties, which would have been satisfactory to all. Now, if the gentle- 
man from Michigan desires to throw in a fire-brand and prevent the 
transaction of legislative business, the responsibility must rest on his 
head if for some time to come we should continus in the condition in 
which we have been for two days past. 

Mr. CONGER. In furtherance of my point of order I desire to have 
read Rule IX declaring what are questions of privilege, and then I 
wish read clause 2 of Rule XVI. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker : 

The „ The gentleman from Michigan has risen to a 
point of order. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. But a point of order on something that 
is not before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York say that his 
proposition is not before the House f 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. As I understand, the point of order re- 
lates to the question of 1 that was presented by the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. McLANnE,] which is not now before the 
House. My proposition of compromise is before the House. 

The SPE That is the proposition to which, as the Chair 
understands, the point of order relates and on which the gentleman 
from Michi desires to speak, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I did not so understand. 

Mr. CONGER. In support of an 7 — of order, I submit in the 
first place that the House has deci the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] to be a question of privilege on 
the submission by the Chair to the House. This, then, is a question 


in- 


of privilege not only by the submission of it by the Chair to the 
House, but by the decision of the Honse itself. The 8 
r. Speaker, 
you will look into the RECORD you will find that according to the 
repeated declaration of the Chair the pending question was on second- 


Maryland demanded the previous question upon it. 
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ing the demand for the previous question. I refer to page 33 of the 
Recorp of this morning: 


The Speaker. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Maryland to demand 
the previous question. 
* 


* * * * * R 
The SPEAKER. Tho gentleman from Maryland demands the question. 
Mr. Blacknunx. And pending that I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Then follow various other motions, Further on, upon the same 
page, I read from the language of the Speaker: 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] demands the pre- 
Magne h seen poop eee As many as arein favor of jab preven 
uestion say “ay.” 
4 Mr. SINGLETON, of Yilinois. I move that the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maryland be referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. I believe this 
is in order under the rules. ‘ 
* * * > * * * 
The SreakER. The Chair will entertain the motion of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois to commit. The question is on the demand for the previous question. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, that being the situation, Rule IX provides: 


senate te of privilege shall be, first, those affec: the rights of the House col- 
vely, its safety, „and the integrity of na gee aye second, the 
rights, reputation, and act of members individually in their representative 
capacity only; and shall have precedence of all other questions, except motions to 
forthe day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 


Now, Rule XVI, clause 2, reads as follows: 
When a motion has been made, the 8 er shall state it, or (if it be in writing) 


conse it to be roaa alona by the Clerk ‘ore being debated, and it shall then 
ie pareant OE Se ome, t may be withdrawn at any time before a decision or 
amendmen 


In regard to the proposition of the gentleman from New York, what- 
ever the proposition was from that gentleman, Rule XVI, paragraph 
2, says positively it shall be stated by the Speaker, or, if in writing, 
be read aloud by the Clerk, and the Speaker shall cause it to be read 
aloud before being adopted, and it shall then be in possession of the 
House. Now the gentleman claims because he spoke about it, because 
he read it, because he commented upon it, if was in possession of the 
House for members to object to it or not. My point of order is, under 
the rule we should go on and second the demand for the previous 

nestion, aud nothing else is in order except by unanimous consent. 
ft object to anything else being in order except the vote on the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the Clerk to read the dis- 
cussion which occurred this morning when the gentleman from New 
York presented the proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. BLACKBURN. I rose for the purpose of making the point of order that Imade 
, that under the first clause of Rule I the only business now in order is 
g of the Journal of yesterday's proceedin Ae 

Mr. 8 Woop. If the gentleman will yield to me, I desire to submit a 


a pe to the House. 
r. BLACKBURN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FERNANDO Woop. ng my experience in this House I have on more than 
one occasion, probably twenty times, seen tho House involved in a difficulty similar 


to the present one; and I bave also always seen, after each side has struggled for 
a contain 0 th 185 


I therefore submit this gora tion to the House, to both sides of the House, be- 
causo upon this question I state heresincerely and distinctly that I hold a position 
not entirely in accord with that of either side of the House. I think this matter 
is susceptible of amicable ey rears by which both sides can maintain their 
rights and the House can retain its integrity and its dignity. My proposition is 
‘that the Journals of Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday be now approved, and that 
immediately thereafter and without debate the House will proceed to vote upon 
the following resolution : 

“ Resol That the Committee on the Revision of the Laws be ed from 
the further consideration of House bill No. 5265, and that said bill be referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means.” 

It does appear to me that by the adoption of this p ition we will accomplish 

-all that we can accomplish if we continue the p ngs of yesterday through 
the entire session of to-day. The Journals of the 3 days of this week will 
be ap and the House will be brought to a direct vote — 5 the proposition 
as to what reference this bill shall have, the bill being remanded back to the House, 
and the House then voting upon its reference. It ap to me. that gentlemen 
on neither side of the House can object to my proposition. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does that proposition carry with it the reservation of the right 
to a division of the question f 5 

The SPEAKER. That would be regulated by the rules. 

Mr. Ferxnaxpo Woop. I suppose that under the rules there are two distinct 

. propositions in the resolution: first, to discharge the committee, and secondly to 

© a different reference; but I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not em- 
barrass the proposition by asking for any division whatever. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no disposition to 

lay the work of this House. The only 


have been acting have been straggling f 


embarrass that proposition or to de- 
int for which I and those with whom I 


aq whether the Journals of Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday s in 
their natural and approved and this . 
from New York be voted upon y withont debate, or whether the 
cart shall be put before the horse by first voting upon this ution then b; 


resol: and 
an ani process going back and a ing the Journals. ‘This is a techni. 
ality u which I do not popore to think 


Mr. Hiscock. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Will a two-thirds 
be necessary to carry the last proposition of the gentleman from New York? 


The SPEAKER. This the Chair , if is to be 
to without x proposition, supposes, if adopted, agreed 


x 32 AA enone, Cone. IE DE NEDRE IEL DA 

necessary to carry on. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ahoi, obtained the floor. 
Mr. BLAND. If gentleman Illinois will yield to me a moment, I wish 

to —— whether the gentleman from New York will admit one amendment? 


. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I prefer not to yield now. Let me first get thro 
what I have to say. * 155 877 
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those gentlemen with 5 have been 8 floor. I 3 ae 
that when the question comes before the Honse there will be no dilatory mation in- 
terposed, that there will be no further delay in reaching a final vote upon this ques- 
tion. I regard the proposition as eminently fair and proper. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. After that this discussion proceeded 
without any objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I mako a parliamentary inquiry. I do it witha 
view to a better understanding of the proposition of the gentleman 
from New York, and, I will a frankly, with a view of removing my 
own 3 doubts in order to accept it. Iam inclined to do it, but 
I wish to be satisfied on two points. The question of privilege was 
raised, the gentleman from Maryland claiming that when a Journal 
was read disclosing what in the opinion of the House was a 
error a correction of that upon the spot was a question of privilege, 
and the House so decided. Does that decision of the House remain 
untouched by this arrangement? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. By the terms of the proposition, I will 
say in reply to the gentleman from Connecticut, the Journal will 
stand of record as it did. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My only question was whether any arrangement 
here would set that aside. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. It touches none of the Journals. They 
are all to be approved. 

Mr. HAWLEY. One other question. My question was addressed 
to the gentleman from New York as to his understanding of the prop- 
osition. I understand by his reply the Journals are to be considered 
and approved in the order of the days. Is that so? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Undoubtedly, although that is imma- 


terial. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I arise, Mr. Speaker, to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, and I hope gentlemen will not interrupt me while 
I am making it. 

The SPE. R. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YounG] will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I desire some information from either 
the Speaker or the House, which I believe can only be had by a par- 
liamentary inquiry. I hesitate, however, somewhat to make it, for 
I shall necessarily have to preface it with something of a speech, and 
I am afraid some high-tariff gentleman on one side or the other of the 
House will say I am trying to practice another fraud on the House, 
and then, 3 to the prevailing custom here, I should have to 
hold him personally responsible. hter.] I cannot state my 
P tion in a single breath and I hope, therefore, that gentlemen 
will not grow impatient and hurry me too much, and that Í shall not 
be interrupted by points of order. I am not seeking recognition by 
the § er for the purpose of making a speech under the guise of 
submitting a parliamentary inquiry, nor of raising a point of order as 
I have sometimes seen tlemen do. I want * on this subject 
both for my own and the benefit of the House, for after three days 
of heated discussion participated in by most of the recognized ora- 
tors and statesmen of this body [laughter] the matter under consid- 
eration has become more obscure than it was when we started. 

It seems to me that the longer we discuss it the less we know aboutit. 
[Laughter.] At the commencement of the discussion a few of us who 
had done all the little listening that it was deemed necessary to do at 
all had some glimmering comprehension of the different intricate 
questions of parliamentary law involved, but now, so far as I can see, 
we are totally in the dark, and it is important, therefore, that we 
should be enlightened a little before we go any further. I must again 
ask gentlemen not to be impatient. I am not a very fast man, and 
will have to go slow. [Laughter.] I will make my preliminary re- 
marks as brief as ible, state some propositions necessarily con- 
nected with it, and then propound my question. This discussion has 
aof; in my b been most needlessly and unreasonably pro- 
tracted, and it is, I think, quite time it was ended, so that the public 
business may be proceeded with, in order that Congress may adjourn 
some time previous to the period fixed by law for its reassembling. 
The discussion has not only been too long and too angry, as I thin! 
but has been useless and unprofitable, except in so far as it has estab- 
lished some facts that perhaps needed to be proven, though many of 
us, I think, had a pretty strong suspicion of their existence before. 
One of these facts, which it is quite evident has been very clearly 
demonstrated, is that all of the republican and a few of the demo- 
cratic members of this House are oppona to any change in our pres- 
ent schedule of tariffs or system of supplying the revenues of the 
ETs bas perstatone bedn thought by gentlemen in f 

i ‘ore ou, necessary by gen en in favor 
of tariff reform to keep up the Soia in order to demonstrate this 
fact they can now very properly allow it to end, as there can be no 

le doubt upon that point. © line has been dis- 


any 
tinctly drawn, and we know ly where every gentleman stands. 
It must be apparent by this ti 


to the advocates of tariff reduction 
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that no legislation can at 
itis neither wise nor politic to continue the effort longer. d 
This discussion has served the further purpose of demonstrating 
most conclusively the marvelous ability of the committee which we 
oe with that duty, to construct a code of parliamentary laws 
for the government of this House. We gave them a summer's recre- 


t be had upon that subject, and that 


ation at a fashionable watering-place for the D ee of revising and 
codifying the old rules, and as product of their labors they have 
given us a system of rules that absolutely stops all legislation in one 
week after their adoption. [Langhter.] Saratoga does not seem to 
have been a favorable location for law-givers to perform their work. 
Seri ee 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We were not at Saratoga at all. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Then you were somewhere else, and 
your work was badly done, wherever yoa were. 2 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not the fault of the rules, but of their 
wrong construction, The rules are right, and I defend them. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. My friend, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] says it is not the fault of the rules that we 
have gotten into this trouble, but of the wrong construction which 
has been given them. I tell him, however, that the fault is justly 
chargeable to both these things. it would, it seems to me, have been 
a very easy thing for gentlemen of such ability as those who com 
the Committee on Rules to have given us a code so simple in their 
construction that the Speaker would not have been called upon to 
ask the aid of the House in their proper interpretation. 

Everybody knows the consummate ability of our Speaker as an apt 
and ready expounder of parliamentary law, (for in that t he 
has few, if any, superiors,) and that if the duty of construing the 
rules had been directly im upon him he could and would without 
hesitation have given them a correct interpretation. But instead of 
that being done, they have been presented us in a form so uncer- 
tain and doubtful as to allow the Speaker to refer them to the House 
for a sort of legislative or, more properly speaking, political con- 
struction, in of a judicial one, which he as the Speaker of the 
House should have put upon them himself, and then if everybody 
was not satisfied an appeal might have been had. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. I have a question which I desire to 
before concluding. 

The SPEAKER. , The Chair wishes to in a ruling on a point 
which was just submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
YounG] in the course of his remarks: 

The Speaker may, in order to settle the future of the House under a 
certain state of circumstances, submit a question for its decision.—Congressional 
Globe, 1, 26, p. 226. 

This is in accordance also with Cushing, from whose Law and 
Practice of Legislative Assemblies the Chair submits the following 
extracts: 

285. In Parliament, the presiding officer of the lords is the lord chancellor, who un- 
less he is at the same time a peer of the realm, is not a member of the house, and has 
no right tospeak or vote. In the commons, the presiding officer is always a mem- 


ber, who being duly elected to the office by the house, is denominated the X 
in Latin, prolooutor. The yA ot speaker is probably derived from the 

rincipal function exercised by this important officer, in the earliest periodsof par- 
— the time when the whole Par! ent sat to- 


tary history, and — at 
„„ ATT 
Ə 00! an ‘or them, e e Par! t 

which they were allowed or required to i — 


modern times, ough the speaker still remains in some sense the formal 
piece of the — be duty of presiding over its deliberations and ascertaining its 
will has become principal and much the most important of all his functions. 
> * > * 


formal gs. y ress the 
8 debates as a member ; but as his opinion is liable to be 


a 
that in such cases, semper preswmitur pro negante, 
* * * * * * > 

290. The functions of tho speaker of the Honse of Commons are thus summed up 
by a late English writer: The duties of tho speaker of the House of Commons are 
as various as they are important. Ho presides over the deliberations of the house, 
and enforces the observance of all rules for C 
termination the house. As ‘mouth of 


Ho issues warrants to exe- 
commitment of offenders, for the issue of writs, 


of for up of prisoners in custody, and, 
in skort, for giving effect to all orders which require the sanction of a l. form. 
He is, in fact, Mig char oppor hag aous iadt n 1i wers, its 
and its dignity. en he enters and leaves the house, the mace is borne before 
him by the sergeant-at-arms; when he is in the chair, it is laid upon the table and 
at all other times when the mace is not in the house it is with the s er and ac- 
com him upon all state occasions.” The duties of the presiding officers of 
our legislative assemblies are substantially the same as here described. 


Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. The House by a majority vote has con- 
strued two or three of these rules, but, as always happens when legis- 
lative bodies undertake to construe as well as to m laws, the con- 
struction was a wrong one. Everybody in this House knows that the 


second clause of the first rule imperatively reqaires the reading of 
the Journal of the preceding day every morning and that there is no 
warrant or authority in any subsequent rule for 5 with it in 
the manner it has been done, yet a majority of House decided 
that this requirement need not be complied with. Every lawyer in 
the House knows that the baer of privilege presented by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. MCLANE] is an absurdity both in its 
theory and in the effect of its practical application, and yet the House 
sustained it. These were mere political and not judicial rulings. 

An effort was made by my coll eL Mr. House] during the recent 
discussion upon the rules to supply by an amendment which he of- 
fered a defect which was even then clearly manifest to many gentle- 
men on this floor; but mainly by the efforts and influence of the Com- 
mittee on Rules his purpose was defeated. Had that amendment been 
adopted, as it should have been, the three days consumed in this profit- 
less discussion might have been devoted to needed legislation, and 
under its operations the question here presented could have been sat- 
isfactorily di of in five minutes. 

I would not be surprised, Mr. Speaker, if the best disposition we 
could make of this entire matter would be to commit it all, along 
with the revised rules, to the Committee on Rules, with leave to take 
another trip to Long Branch next summer and see if they cannot by 
some means get into a straight line this tangled parliamentary th 
so that when we come back here next winter a bill can be referred 
to the proper committee without three days of discussion. [Laughter.] 
I think this course is the best we can pursue, unless there is some 
foundation for a rumor gaining credence in the House, and for a strong 
suspicion which is beginning to steal over my own mind, that these 
rules in their present shape are the result of a combination or con- 
spiracy between the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] and the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLackBURN.] They are both accom- 
plished and fascinating orators, and the House is always delighted to, 
hear them. Now, people do say, and I do not know but that I have 
some such belief myself, that these two gentlemen gave us this sys- 
tem of vague, indefinite, and uncertain rules for the sole purpose of 
having an opportunity to discuss them, and the pleasure of instract- 
ing the House in their hidden mysteries; for certainly nobody else 
understands them, and even they differ in the construction which they 
give them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the question I desire to ask is this: if the bill 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] should be 
allowed to remain with the Committee on the Revision of the Laws 
and should be reported to the House for its favorable action, could 
it not upon a point of order be referred by the Speaker to any other 
committee! 

The SPEAKER. It could not. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. Then I subside. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to make one further parliamentary inquiry. 
We are much nearer the end of this matter than my friend from Ten- 
nessee indicates. I would like to be satisfied on this point alone, 
and I think it will go far toward ending this discussion. Will a ma- 
jority vote on the McLane—pardon me—proposition suffice ? 

Mr. C I would suggest to the gentleman from Connect- 
icut that that proposition is all on one side. It does not approve the 
Journals of the House, which is the matter in controversy on this side. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will my colleague allow me? 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is whether this proposition is 
or is not before the House. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. That is one question. 

The SPEAKER. And when that is di —— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not desire to delay the decision of the 
Chair at all, but in justice to the een from Maryland and in 
response to the question of my colleague from Kentucky, I wish to 
say the gentleman from Maryland has accepted the suggestion to in- 


sert in his proposition the words “the Journals of Monday, Tuesday, 
and Wednesday, in their order as made up, shall be read and ap- 


roved.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. Of course I understand that the proposition is 
not pending before the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am not on the point of order now and do not 
desire to delay the decision of the Chair 

The SPEAKER. Chair desires to state what he understands 
to be the present condition of this subject. The gentleman from 
Kentucky Par. BLACKBURN] was recognized on a point of order and 
immediately yielded to the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop, ] who offered a proposition which the gentleman from New 
York stated, and 5 advocated. The gentleman from New 
York then yielded to the eman from Illinois, [ Mr, TOWNSHEND, ] 
who made certain remar: nal in their character. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Paora i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pen 
these proc 


Ivania replied, and 
thereafter, or at some time durin 
the gentleman 


i the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] ask m New York if 
he would yield to an amendment to his proposition. The gentleman 
from New York replied that he would not yield to have it voted upon 
but that he would yield to have it read for information. 

There is no record, as far as the Chair sees, of an objection durin: 
the proceedings to which the Chair has alluded ; and the Chair stated 


in reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] that a ma- 
jority would carry the proposition, the Chair assuming that it was 
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before the House. But the Chair never has z deprived a member 


of a right which he all on his word that he meant to exercise by 
his objection; and the House will bear out the Chair in saying that 
he has over and over in said he would traverse any proceeding 
when a member rose in his place and said on his word that he meant 
to object. The Chair, therefore, in this instance, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. ConGER] objecting, feels it obligatory on him to rec- 

ize that fact, and rules that the proposition of the gentleman from 

ew York [ Mr. FERNANDO Woop] is not before the House. 

Mr. MCLANE. I beg to offer a modification of the pending propo- 

sition—— [Cries of Regular order!”] I have a parliamentary 
ight to offer it, and it is one which I think will receive the consent 
of the House. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet heard it. 

Mr. CONGER. In order that there may be no question about ques- 
tions which might be objected to under the rule being objected to, I 
ask that the Chair in submitting any proposition shall state if it is 
open to ne pyle p 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the gentleman wants to re- 
serve his right to objection. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair reserves the right of the gentleman. 

Mr. McLANE. I send the modification I propose to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

After the word "resolved," in the resolution, insert that the Journals of Mon- 
day, Tuesday, and Wednesday shall be read for approval in their order.“ 

Mr. MCLANE. It is suggested to me that Monday’s Journal has 
been read. Let it read “of Tuesday and Wednesday.” 

Mr.GARFIELD. Let us now hear how it will all read if the reso- 
lution be thus modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the House being of opinion that the reference of House bill No. 5265 
to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws was incorrect under its rules, doth 

Resolve, That the Journals of Tuesday and Wednesday shall be read for approval 
in their order, and that the said committee be dise from its farther consid- 
eration; and that the same be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MILLS. Now I desire to submit another amendment to the 
proposition, to add the following, to come in after the words “Com- 
mittee en Ways and Means:” 

With instructions to report the same back to this House. 

Mr. BLAND. That is in substance the same as my amendment. I 
ask the gentleman from Maryland to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to inquire whether it is pro that that 
resolution shall be adopted as a whole, or whether it is to be divided? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I had risen to make the same in- 


airy. 

z The SPEAKER. Ifthe previous question should be called and sus- 
tained on the resolution of the gentleman from Maryland, [ Mr. Mc- 
Lane, I the Chair would then decide the point whether it is suscepti- 
ble of division under the rule. The Chair does not desire to answer 
that inquiry until the point arises. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I desire to ask this further question—— 

Mr. McLANE. Mr. Speaker, the previous question has been de- 


manded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to listen to anything that may 
conduce to a J at ed understanding. 

Mr. CONGER. Iwish to inquire whether the gentleman from Mary- 
land can modify his resolution after the House has come toa decision 
upon the other proposition ? 

The SP R. The House has not come to a decision upon the 
proposition. If the Chair correctly remembers—and he wants any 
one to correct him if he does not state correctly the matter as it oc- 
ecurred—the gentleman from Maryland, the House having decided it 
was a question of privilege, submitted his proposition. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Knotr] then moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. That was voted down. That threw the proposition 
open, and enabled the gentleman from Maryland to modify it. 

Mr. CONGER. This is the question I desire to submit to the Chair, 
if the Chair will bear with me. The Chair submitted the former 

roposition of the gentleman from Maryland—different in words and 

guage from this—to the House to decide whether that proposition 

as read involved the question of privilege. The House decided that 

the subject-matter was a question of privilege; but the House might 

want to change the phraseology of the resolution, and its decision 

that the subject-matter was a question of privilege would not debar 
it from doing that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I desire to make a parliamentary 


inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. There is one now pending. The Chair will hear 
the gentleman from North Carolina in a moment. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to make one further inquiry, and the an- 
swer to it may relieve me of all my embarrassment in the matter. 
Does this change in the lan e of the resolution have any effect 
on the decision of the House that this is a question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. That is a matter of record 
and was before the House as a privileged question, and thus open to 
an amendment germane to the resolution, The Chair cannot ovor- 
turn the vote of the House. 


Mr. CONGER. Then I have no particular objection. 


Mr. SPARKS. I suggest to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McLane] that he amend the resolution by inserting “Monday;” oth- 
erwise the Journal of Monday would not be approved. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so; but the Chair thinks the 
Journal of Monday need not be read again. It might be as well to 
insert Monday in the resolution, although the Journal of that day 
need not be read again. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have that opportunity if the 
House votes down the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BLAND. I have been on the floor half a dozen times. Does 
i e Chair has engin 

e r e ir has i the tleman three 
times, and the gentleman has spoken as often. gu 

Mr. BLAND. But always zed somebody else before I could 
get through with my remarks. I desire to have read an amendment. 
and then to ask that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane} 
yield for it to be considéred as before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman should have op- 
portunity to have his amendment read. 

Mr. G IELD. Let it be read in the hearing of the whole House, 
once for all. 

Mr. MILLS, And we want it voted on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the resolution the following: 

And that the Committee on Ways and Means 
the same import and substance, to the House wi 

Mr. GARFIELD. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] 
yield for that amendment? 

Mr. MCLANE. I do not. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is upon seconding the demand 
for the previous question: . 

The 1 question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The pending proposition will be read as it is now 
before the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the House being of opinion that the reference of House bill No. 5245 
to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws was incorrect under its rules, doth 

Resolve, That the Journals of Tuesday and Wednesday shall be read for approval 
in their order, and that the said committee be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that the same be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


back said bill, or a bill of 
three weeks from this date. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. That was amended by inserting — 


“Monday.” 

The SPEAKER. Monday’s Journal has been read but not approved. 

Mr.GARFIELD. We will settle that question as soon as this passes. 

Mr. FINLEY. Irise to a point of order, that the proposition is di- 
visible, and I call for a division. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
has already given notice that he will demand a division of the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. It was understood that Monday” 
was to be inserted in the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. That is not material. The Chair will state the 
operation of this: If this resolution shall be adopted, the first ques- 
tion will be on the approval of the Journal of Monday, which has al- 
ready been read. The next question will be on the reading and ap- 
proval of the Journal of Tuesday; next,on the reading and approval 
of the Journal of Wednesday; and next on the proposition to dis- 
charge the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and its reference 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all right. 

The resolution, as modified, was then adopted. 

Mr. MCLANE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. i 

The SPEAKER. The first question ison approving the Journal of 
Monday’s proceedings, as read on Tuesday last. 

Mr. IELD. I move the Journal of Monday be approved. 

The motion was a d to. 

The SPEAKER. e next business is the reading of the Journal 
of Tuesday. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
Journals of Tuesday and Wednesday be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that should not be done. The 
proceedings of the last two days show that such a proposition should 
not be a to. The Chair has always objected to dispensing with 
the reading of the Journal when proposed. It is the right of any 
member on the floor to object to dispensing with the reading of the 
Journal, and when no member asserts that right the Chair usually 
interposes his own objection. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
Tuesday last; which, being read, was approved. : 

The Clerk then proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday, (Wednesday.) 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Iam recorded as not voting yesterday on the 
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first motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EWING]: to adjourn. 


While none of my votes yesterday were in the line of filibustering, I 
did vote in the affirmative on that motion to adjourn, and I ask that 
the Journal be so corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be amended as indicated. 

The amendment of the Journal was agreed to, and the Journal as 
amended was approved.. 

Mr. MULDROW. I understand that under the rules pairs are to 
be announced at the conclusion of roll-calls. I was paired on yester- 
day after six o’clock with the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Dwiaut, ] but neither the Journal nor the RECORD shows that there 
was such a pair. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal does not record pairs. 

Mr. MULDROW. The pair was handed in to the Clerk, and I ask 
that the correction be made in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Many MEMBERS, Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The question now before the House is upon that 

ion of the resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. Was not the resolution adopted as a whole? 

The SPEAKER. It was, but it was distinctly understood that the 
effect of adopting it would be to require a vote on the proposition con- 
tained in the resolution to discharge the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws, and to refer to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. CONGER. But I asked the Chair distinctly whether there would 
be aseparate vote on the different parts of the resolution, and nobody 
demanded that. 

TheSPEAKER. The 
and other gentlemen 


on. 
Mr. CONGER. That should have been made on the parts as they 
came along. 
The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen made the demand. 
Mr. MCMAHON. The resolution was only adopted as a line of pro- 


cedure. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. S er, what did we vote on before? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House voted what should 
be its proceeding touching the subject in controversy; and the 
House is acting in pursuance of that; for the Journal of Monday has 
been approved, and the Journals of Tuesday and Wednesday read 
and approved. 

Mr. CONGER. That had to be after the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Now the question is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution by subdivision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
para of the resolution offered by the gentleman 

CHARAI 

Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the House 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Let me ask whether this is the resolu- 
tion which the House has adopted? 

The SPEAKER. This is the resolution that the House adopted as 
a manner and mode of procedure touching the subject in controversy 
before the House. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Under the question of privilege of yes- 


terday. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What is the question now before 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. Whether the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws shall be ee bir" The resolution being divisible the vote 
will first be taken on the first division of the resolution, then on the 
second division of the resolution, then on the preamble, if a separate 
vote be desired on each. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the House, being of opinion that the reference of House bill No, 5265 
to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws was incorrect under its rules, doth 

Resolve, That the Journals of Tuesday and Wednesday shall be read for ap- 
proval in their order, and that the said committee be from its further 
consideration and that the same be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PAGE. Now, what was the vote? 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the record of the vote be read. 

The SPEAKER. What record? ö 

Mr. CON GER. The Journal. 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. ee was that resolution adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. e resolution was adopted, but there was a dis- 
tinct understanding that these questions should be voted on. The 
Chair thinks there can be nio controversy about that. 

Mr. CONGER. There is this controversy. I asked the Chair, the 
last thing before the voteg whether the resolution was to be divided f 

The SP ER. And what did the Chair say in reply? 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair said that when the question arose he 
would decide it. 

The SPEAKER. That reply was not whether it was to be divided, 
but whether it was divisible, and the Chair declined to rule on the 
latter suggestion. 


ntleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
made a demand for a division of the ques- 


nestions are on the 
m Maryland, [ Mr. 


Mr. CONGER. No, sir. I asked whether the resolution was to be 
voted on in the separate divisions of it. The RECORD will show 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows perfectly well what he said. 
He said he would decide the point of order whether the resolution 
was divisible when it arose. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the Journal may be read. 

The SPEAKER. And that very statement looked to the submis- 
sion of the resolution in all its parts to a further vote of the House. 
If the questions embraced in the resolution were not to be submitted, 
there was no occasion for the Chair to make that remark. Before 
this resolution was voted on the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Davis] suggested that the word “Monday” should be inserted in 
the resolution so as to cover the Journal of that day. In reply to that 
suggestion the Chair said: 


The Chair will state the of this. If this resolution shall be ad 
the first question will be on 


operation 

the N of the Journal of Monday, which has 
already been read, The next question will be on the reading and approval of the 
Journal of Tuesday; nexton the * e approval of the Journal of Wed - 
nesday ; and next on the proposition to d rge the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws, and then on the reference to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


Mr. CONGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, what did we vote upon? 
The SPEAKER. The House voted upon the resolution as a direc- 


tion of procedure. 
Mr. CONGER. And adopted it. 
Mr. MCMAHON. In pursuance of the resolution the House has 


voted twice upon the question of approving the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Not only has the House voted twice, but, on mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. NICHOLLS, Jone of the Jour- 
nals has been amended. 

Mr. CONGER. Of course we could not by the adoption of the 
resolution approve Journals which had not been read. 

The SPEAKER. If the adoption of the resolution carried with it 
the approval of the Journals, why did the House pore e with- 
out dispute vote on those questions? The adoption of the résolution 
did not carry with it the approval of the Journals, for those ques- 
tions were to be voted on ; then, to be consistent, the other questions 
involved, providing for the discharge of the Committee on the Revis- 
ion of the Laws and reference to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
should be voted on. 

Mr. CONGER. It said they should be read for approval, and the 
resolution was adopted, and then they were read for approval. 

The SPEAKER. They were read and a vote taken on approval, 
and one of the Journals was amended on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

Mr. CONGER. Of course; and will the Chair state to this House 
whether the resolution was adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was adopted, as the Chair thinks, 
as a direction of procedure, and under that a vote was taken on the 
Journals in order of their date, and one of the Journals was amended, 
and the same consistency should require a vote on the latter branches 


of the resolution. 


Mr. WHITE. May I ask—— 

The SPEAKER. In addition to the consistency of it, that was the 
absolute understanding in the House. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. That was the absolute understand- 


ing. 

Sir. WHITE. May I ask the Chair by what right he says that reso- 
lution was pai as an order of p ure ? 

The SPEAKER. The right of judgment. 
tok CLYMER. The Speaker expresses the whole judgment of the 

ouse, 

Mr. WHITE. When I voted for that resolution I voted for it with 
the understanding the instant it was passed the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill in dispute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not take away from the gentleman 
his right of construction. 

Mr. WHITE. Very well, then. 

The SPEAKER. But he does not agree that he must be raled by 
that construction. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. And that is a good point. 

Mr. WHITE. Linsist the resolution admits of but one construction. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. WHITE. Ido raise the point of order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair respectfully overrules it. 

Mr. HORR. I asked distinctly whether this resolution was to be 
voted on in 1 2 arts. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair said it was to be. 

Mr. HORR. There is no doubt about it. Now let us have straight, 
square, fair play. 

Mr. CLYMER. That is right. 

Mr. HORR. Let us have it right through. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think I understand what led to this conclusion. 
The proposition of the gentleman from New York, a copy of which I 
have—— 

The SPEAKER. That pro 

Mr. GARFIELD. It said 


ition was ruled out. 
istinetly that the Journals of Monday, 


Tuesday, and Wednesday be read and approved, and that immedia 

thereafter and without debate the House proceed to vote upon the 
following resolution about discharging one committee and reference 
Now, that was the proposition of the gentleman from 


to another. 
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New York. In strict terms, literally, the 
man Maryland, which was adopted, does accomplish the whole 
thing, but I think the House gen , or a good many of them, had 
in their minds it was like the same proposition the gentleman from 
New York had offered, and they e 
that expectation, I think they ought to have it. I am not willing to 
take any advantage of technicality, and, therefore, I think we ought 
to have a vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not mean tocriticise but, on the contrary, 
to commend the fair suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio. But I 
desire, Mr. Speaker, to protect some members of this House from the 
implied imputation of having been misled or having madea blunder. 
They have not done it. Iwill not undertake to cavil about the tech- 
nical construction to be given to the motion on which the Honse 
voted; but I appeal tothe record. On that we must all stand at last 
to vindicate the view which the Chair has just taken as to the status 
of this matter. Not only was it understood by the gentleman from 
Maryland and the gentleman from New York and the gentleman from 
Ohio and myself and the Chair that this was simply to determine the 
mode or method of procedure, but I did, sir, demand on yesterday and 
renewed that demand to-day, and the record shows both, that there 
should be a division of the question into three parts. 

The SPEAKER. The record shows that was your demand on y 


terday. 

Mr BLACKBURN. Yes, sir; and that demand of mine for a 
arate vote on the three subdivisions is pending this instant before 
this House. There never would have been consent given exce; 
that condition. The gentleman from Ohio is right on the 5 
square equities. There is no dispute of that, and can be none among 
gentlemen; bnt on the sharpest technical constraction that can be 
given I have the right to demand on the record the three separate 
subdivisions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will indicate the divisions. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Technically he has not, but equitably he has. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say further that the Chair | Bre 


has ruled correctly that the vote upon the preamble is to be taken 
last. That is regulated by the rule. 

The SPEAKE That is the practice. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The rule and the practice determine it. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that whatever the understanding 
Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!“ ] Gentlemen have not often seen me get 
own by that kind of p g: [Laughter.] The gentlemen spoke 

of what the understanding on that side of the House was. I warned 
my friends here, and I ad the Chair, so that we should know 
positively whether that demand for a division went into this resolu- 
tion and whether it was pending; and, if so, it should have been put 
on as a part of the resolution itself when the resolution was before 
the House, and before it was passed. 

But it was not demanded, and the resolution was passed as a whole. 

The SPEAKER. The 828 of the gentleman from Mary- 
land was pending, as the RECORD of yesterday will show, and a di- 
vision was demanded thereon. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the vote should have been taken on the parts 
of the resolution while it was pending, and not after it has been 
passed and di of. No gentleman on this side of the House, I 
venture to say, thought that that resolution could do anything else 
than what 1 on its face—namely, that the bill was improperly 
referred, and to discharge the committee from the consideration of it 
and place it in the hands of the Committee on Ways and M 
where it belongs. Now there is no dispute here but what it is a 
“horse.” The only question is whether it is a Trojan horse or not, 
and we find it to be a Trojan horse. I warned my friends here on 
this side that there was something concealed in this proceeding which 
they did not anticipate, and I ed the Chair if we were to vote on 
the 2 77 tion as a whole, or if it was to be divided. The Chair de- 
cided that he would determine that question when it arose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is hardly fair for the gentle- 
man to tack his mistake on to the Chair. 

Mr. CONGER. If there was to be a separate vote the Chair should 
then have announced it to the House before we voted and adopted 
the resolution as an entirety. Now, my friends on this side of the 
House may see how easily they can be misled and how innocent they 
are. erate 4 

The SPEAKER. The Chair protests against that character of re- 
mark, so far as he is involved. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to contribute to a settlement of this if I 
can. I do not desire to see any ill feeling. The moment it passed, find- 
ing some republicans were going off to get their lunch I warned them 
that there was to be a subsequent vote. I went to the cloak-room 
and the door but a dozen men had gone off and lost their vote, for the 
important vote was to come up. Then I struck men who had the 
ether understanding—I cannot name them—but they were the lead- 
ing men of the House who thought the whole thing was settled. Now, 
obviously, on the face of the gentleman’s resolution there is a com- 
plete and final settlement of it, but a large portion of the House had 
the best reason in the world not to understand it in that way. Now, 
I say, let us have a vote. 

Mr BLACKBURN. That is right. [Cries of“ Vote!” “Vote!”] 
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ition of the gentle- 


xpected a vote. And, in view of 


Maron 25, 


Mr. PRICE. Let me say a word on this subject. Ido not propose 
to be classed among the grammarians and linguists of the House, 
but the Chair will o and the House will o e that the lan- 
guage of that resolution covers two points and only two. First, that 
the Journal shall be read for approval, which has been done, and next 
whether that bill shall go from one committee to another. Both of 
these things are in the resolution just as strong and as plain as the 
English language can make them. When I voted for that resolution 
I concluded that was a settlement of the whole question. We have 
read the Journal for approval, and we have aud the resolution, and 
I think that is the end of it. r 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the resolution 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Let the first branch of the resolu- 
tion to be voted on be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Revision of the Laws be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill H. R. No. 5265. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
143, nays 100, not voting 49; as follows: 


YEAS—143. 
Aldrich, N. W. Crowley, Humphrey, Pri 
Aldrich, William Da tt, z — T Rice, 3 
Anderson, vis, George ones, ichardson, 
Bachman, Davis, Horace Jo Robertson, 
Bailey, De La Matyr, Joyce, Ross, 
Baker, Deering, Kelley, Russell, Daniel L. 
Ballou, Dumnell, enna, Russell, W. A. 
~ Dwight, Klotz, Ryan, Thomas 
Bayne, Einstein, Ladd. Ryon, John W. 
‘ord, Errett, Skalan J 
Beltzhoover, Ewing, Lindsey, Smith, A. Herr 
— re. — — Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Finghem Ferdon, Mason, tone, 
Bouck, Field, MeCoid, Talbott, 
Bowman, Fisher, McCook, Thomas, 
Boyd, Ford, McGo Thompson, W. G. 
Wer. Frye, McKinley, Tyler, 
B Garfield, oLane, Updegraff, J. T. 
Bri, Gibson, McMahon, 1 Updegraf, Thomas 
Browne, itchell, Van Aernam, 
Buckner, Hall, Van Voorhis, 
5 Harmer More, te 
tterworth, a Benj. a 
Calkins, Hask eal, Ward, 
Camp, Hawk, New, W. 
Cannon, Hawley, Newberry, ‘Washburn, 
Carpenter, Hayes, ‘oreross, te, 
Hazelton, O'Neill, Williams, C. G. 
2 3 
enderson, 
Clymer, Henry, Osmer, wel, Fernando 
J = Pacheco, Wook 2 A. 
orr, Page, 
Cowgill, Honk, Pierce, Young, Thomas L. 
È Hubbell, Pound, 
NAYS—100. 
Aiken, Dunn, Le Fevre, Singleton, J. W. 
Atherton, Elam, Lewis. Singleton, 
Atkins, Ellis, Lounsbery, Slemons, 
Blacki —— Manni 
Bi 3 bao earn | a Speer, 
Blount, Frost, McKenzie, Steele, 
Bright, Geddes, MoMillin, Stephens, 
Cabell, G i Stevenson, 
Caldwell, Goode; A 8 Taylor, 
lisle, Gunter, Muldrow, Thompson, P. B. 
Chalmers, yers, Tillman, 
Clardy, Harris, J T. Nicholls, Townshend, R. W. 
Clark, John B. Hatch. O'Connor, ‘Tucker, 
Cobb, Herbert, Philips, Turner, Oscar 
Colerick, Herndon, Phister, Turner, Thomas 
Converse, Poehler, Upson, 
Cook, Hooker, Reagan, ance, 
Cravens, House, Richardson, J. S. Waddill 
Culberson, Hull thwell, Weaver, 
Davidson, Hard, ‘ord, Wellborn, 
Davis, J hJ. Hutchins, Sawyer, Whiteaker, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Johnston, Scales, Williams, Thomas 
Deuster, z, Shelley, Willis, 
Dibrell, Kitchin, Simonton, Young, Casey. 
NOT VOTING—49. 
Acklen, Hammond, John Money, Sherwin, __ 
Armfield, kle, Morton, Smith, William E. 
Barlow, Hostetler, Maller, Townsend, Amos 
Beale, Hunton, O’Brien, Urner, 
Bliss, Keifer, Valentine, 
Bragg, Ketcham Persons, Wells, 
Clark, Alvah A. Killinger, Phelps, Whitthorne, 
Covert, Kimmel, Prescott, Wilber, 
Cox, Knott, Reed, Wilson, 
Dick, Loring, Richmond, Yocum. 
Dickey, Martin, Benj. F. Robeson, 
Evins, Miles, Robinson, y 
Fort, Miller, Sapp, 


So the portion of the resolution discharging the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws from the further consideration of the bill was 


to. 
During the roll-call, 
Mr. ROBESON said: I am paired with Mr. WILSON, of West Vir- 
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I believe if he were here he would vote ay“ with me, but 
his absence I prefer to let the pair stand without voting. 
Mr. BLISS, (who had voted “ay.”) I withdraw my vote, being 
paired with Mr. Dick, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. UPSON. I listened for the calling of my name, but did not 


mia. 


hear it. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name has been called twice. 

Mr. UPSON. I was listening to hear my name called, and not hear- 
ing it I rose and asked the Chair if my name had been called. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. He thinks, 
under the circumstances stated, the gentleman should have the right 
to vote. 

Mr. FISHER. I object; because the gentleman from California 
[Mr. PAGE] last night, under similar circumstances, did not hear his 
name called and was not allowed the privilege of voting. 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
3 that in the confusion he did not hear his name called, and 
that r the next name had been called he rose and asked if his 
name had been called. The Chair thinks the tleman rose at the 
proper time to maintain his right, and the Chair recognizes his right 
to vote. This is not done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAGE. Last night I desired to have my name called, but the 
Chair refused. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair refused because the gentleman from 
California asked unanimous consent to vote, which the rule prohibits. 

Mr. PAGE. I think not; but Ihave no objection to the vote of the 
gentleman from Texas being recorded. 


Mr. WRIGHT. It has been announced that Iam paired with Mr. 
SERWIN. We happen to agree on this question, and I have voted “ay.” 

Mr.HAWK. My 8 Mr. SHERWIN, is absent sick at his room. 
A gentleman just now informs me that a dispatch has been received 
from Mr. SHERWIN, and that he has gone to his own home. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the next part of the reso- 
lution, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that the said bill (H. R. No. 5265) be referred to the Committee on Waye- 
and Means. $ 

Mr. GARFIELD. The vote on the preamble will come last ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House now refuses to commit this bill te 
the Committee on Wave and Means, what will be its status? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say that “sufficient unto the 
n is the evil thereof.” 

r. WARNER. Suppose the motion to refer this bill to the Com- 

mittee on Ways and Means is lost ; is the bill then before the House? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairwill answer any question when it arises, 
but not before. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays90, not vot- 
60; as follows: 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, by inadvertence the YEAS—142. 
Clerk called the name of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Upson] | Aldrich, N. W. Crowley, James, Robinson, 
before mine, instead of in the usnal order. The Clerk recalled the | Aldrich, William ett, Jones, 
error and afterward again called the name of the gentleman from | Anderson, Bere George B: Jorgensen, Poumon cesar 
Texas. It was doubtless by this change in the regular order of the | Baker. De La Matyr, K. ley. Ryan, Thomas 
names that the mistake was made. Ballon, Deering, Kenna, Ryon, Jobn W. 
The SPEAKER. How does the gentleman from Texas vote? 8 Dunnell, Klotz, Shallenberger, 
Mr. UPSON. I vote “no.” Bane. Dwight 223 a ee 
Mr. DIBRELL. I ask that the latter portion of clause 7 of Rule | Reltzhoover, — 3 „ 
XIV read. Bicknell, Ewing, Marsh, phens, 
The Clerk read as follows: . aa . Martin, Edward L pions, 
During the session of the House no member shall wear his hat or remain by the Bouck, Ferdon, McCoid. ve 
Clerk’s desk during the call of the roll or the counting of ballots, or smoke upon the | Bowman, Field, M k, Thompson, W. G. 
floor of the House; and the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper are charged with the | Boyd, Fisher, Tucker. 
strict enforcement of this clause. Brewer, Frye, ey, Tyler, 1 
The SPEAKER. The officers of the House, the Doorkeeper and Ser- Brigfam oe 12 tier 8 T. 
geant-at-Arms, will see to the enforcement of this rule. Beeches, 2 Mitchell, LS ernam, j 
Mr. DIBRELL. In having the rule read I had reference more par- | Buckner, Gunter, Monroe, Van Voorhis, 
ticularly to 1 going to the Clerk’s desk during the roll-call. | Burrows, Hall, Morse, Vi 
Mr. AIKEN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. nada Harris Benj Marek, — 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. Camp, Hask z Newberry, Warner 
Mr. AIKEN. It is whether any gentleman has the right during any | Cannon, Hawk, Norcross,’ Washburn, 
Fo to stand in front of the Chair and announce the fact that he 8 Hawley. onan White, 8 
ired. Carpenter, A Williams, 
he SPEAKER. He has not, Ghitten Hellman’ ‘Gani: Wise 
a 1 That has been permitted more than once during this se Henderson, Pacheco, Wood, 8 
roll-on ymer, Hiscock, erce, 5 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 5 Prios; 1 ee 
Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. KETCHAM. — Happen. Richardson, D. P . a 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, with Mr. EVINS. Humphrey, Robertson, 
Mr. Fort with Mr. O'BRIEN. NAYS—90. 
Mr. Morton with Mr. Cox. Aiken, Dunn, Knott, Singleton, O. R. 
Mr. Dick with Mr. BLISS. Atherton, Elam, Le Fevre, Slemons, 
Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, with Mr. SCALES. 3 Piney Zewls . 
Mr. KILLINGER with Mr. KIMMEL. Bak burn a DA 5 
Mr. Martin, of West Virginia, with Mr. ACKLEN. Bland, Forsyte, Fs adore 208 
Mr. BEALE with Mr. Yocum on all questions for this day. Blount, Geddes, McK Taylor, 
Mr. HENKLE with Mr. URNER for to-day. ae — 2 5 
Mr. ROBINSON with Mr. Knotr. Mr. Ropryson would vote “ ay” | Caldwell, Hammond, N. J. Myers. y Townshend, R. W. 
and Mr. Knott would vote “ no.“ Harris, John T. Nicholls, Turner, Oscar 
Mr. HunTON with Mr. REED on all questions during March 25 | Clardy, Hatch, O'Connor, Turner, Thomas 
except where it is necessary to vote to make a quorum. 5 Jom B, — 2 Tee, 
Mr. ROBESON with Mr. WILSON for to-day. j Herndon, : W. 
Mr. VALENTINE with Mr. PERSONS. Converse, Ri J.S. Weaver, 
ae para — = MULLER until Monday. 8 Hooker, Rothwell, aromen 
. LORING with Mr. BRAGG. sor ‘lliams, Thomas 
Mr. Money with Mr. OvgRTON. Davidson, H 2 irta g Willis 
ee yan e e apen 10 on et mao questions ea za no oe 1 Johnston. Horo D, Young, Casey. 
on which the democratic and republican parties opposed, the 4 Simon: 
pair not operating to prevent 9 5 E Beech Kitahin, Singleton, Se: W, 
Mr. KEIFER with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, on all political ques- NOT VOTING—60. 
tions until Friday of next week. Acklen Fort, Miler, e 
Mr. SMITE, of Georgia, with Mr. WILBER, from the 24th instant, for | Rann” — — 3 
eight days, on all questions of finance, politics, and the tariff, reserv- Barlow, Henkle, soar p, 
ing the right to vote to make a quorum, Benle, Hostetler, Sherwin, 
ae 5 with Mr. WRIGHT for two weeks. Bliss, — 1 th, William E 
. COVERT with Mr. HAMMOND, of New York. Bragg, 8 i wnsend, Amos 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, with Mr. Mires en all political ques- Cerert- *. Ketcham, rene vee 
tions except to make a quorum, from the 20th instant, during the leave | Cox, Killinger, Page, Valentine, 
of absence ted to Mr. MILES. reas Kimmel, om 
Mr. NICHOLLS. My colleague, Mr. Persons, is absent on account | Dickey — ens FPR, 4 
of sickness in his family. Evins, Martin, Joseph J. d, Wilson, 
Mr. NEW. My colleague, Mr. HOSTETLER, is sick and unable to | Ford, Miles, Prescott, Yocum. 
attend. So the second portion of the resolution was adopted. 


en 


The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Puinipes with Mr. PAGE. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the pream- 
ble of the resolution, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the House hore. be nog ap that the reference of House bill No. 5285 
to the Committee on the Re of the Laws was incorrect under its rules. 


Mr. KENNA. Mr. Speaker, as a number of members have voted on 
the question of changing this reference on account of their convic- 
tions of what the rules of the House require, I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the preamble in order that the record may be complete. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The gnestion was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 82, not 


voting 70; as follows: 
YEAS—140. 
Aldrich, William Crapo, Humphrey, Price, 
Anderson, Crowley, ames, 
Bachman, Jones, Richardson, D. P. 
Bailey, Da eorge R. Jorgensen, binson, 
Baker, Davis, Horace Joyce, 
Ballou, Kelley, Russell, Daniel L. 
Barber, De La 5 Kenna, W. A. 
Dicke; Klotz, Ryon, John W. 
Kan Dwight, poet h, A. Her 
Beltzhoover, „Herr. 
« Bicknell, . Lindsey, Smith, Hezekiah B 
Bin; Errett, 
B E Martin, Edward L. S. 
Bouck 5 D, Talbott, 
% e = ea g 
jon, ook. 
Beger, Field, McGowan, Mackec, i 
Brig Ford,” eres Upnewratt TT 
cLane, E: 
Bright, Frye, McMaho Updegratt 
Browne, Garfield, Mitchell, Van Aernam, 
Buckner, Monroe, Van Voorhis, 
Butterworth, fall March, Wat 
Calkins, Harmer, Neal, Ward, 
Cannon, Harris, Benj. W. New, Warner, 
Carlisle, Hawk, Washburn, 
Carpenter, Hawley, O'Neill, White. 
Hayes, O'Reilly, Williams, C. G. 
Chitten: Hazelton, Orth, Willits, 
Claflin, Henderson, Osmer, ise, 
Clymer, Henry, Pacheco, Wood, Fernando 
5 Phelps, wae A. 
‘Conger, OTT, i 
Cowgill, Houk, Pound, Young, Thomas L. 
NAYS—82. 
Aiken, ing, Speer, 
Atherton, Elam, McKenzie, Springer, 
Atkins, Forney, MeMillin, Steele, 
Mny Forsythe, Stevenson, 
burn, Frost, Muldrow, Taylor, 
Blount, Geddes, Myers, ‘Thompson, P. B. 
Cabell, Goode, Nicholls, Tillman, 
Caldwell, Hammond, N. J. Phister, Townshend, R. W. 
Clardy, Harris, John T. Ra Turner, 
Clark, Jobn B. Hatch, Ri son, J. S. Turner, Thomas 
b Herbert, Robertson, Upson, 
Herndon, Rothwell, Vance, 
Converse, =n Samford, addin, 
Co Hooker, Sawyer, Weaver, 
Cravens, Honse, Scales, Wellborn, 
Culberson, Hull, Shelley, Whiteaker, 
Davidson, Johnston, Simonton, 
Davis, Joseph J. Singleton, J. W. Willis, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Le Fevre, Singleton, O. R. Young, Casey. 
„ „ Slemons, 
Dibrell, Lowe, 
NOT VOTING—70. 
Acklen, Gibson, Loring, $ 
Aldrich, N. W. Gillette, Martin, Benj. F. Richmond, 
Armfield, Hammond, John Martin, Joseph J. Robeso: 
Barlow, Haskell, Miles, Ryan, 
Beale, Heilman, Miller, Sapp, 
Bland, Henkle. M $ Sherwin, 
Bliss, a rs oan Bola E 
Bragg, ubbell, ‘orton, 
Camp, Hunton, er, 3 Amos 
Cc Newberry, Urner, d 
Clark, Alvah A Hute O'Brien, Valentine, 
‘Covert, cifer, O'Connor, Wi 
Cox, Ketcham, 98 Ral — e, 
Dick, ger, age, „ 
el, Person: Wi 
Evins, King, ilipe, Tae 
Finley, Knott, Poehler, 
Fort, Le 
So the E was adopted. 
The following pairs were announced at the Clerk’s desk: 


Mr. HUBBELL with Mr. Kyorr for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. HEILMAN with Mr. POEHLER for to-day. 

Mr. Ryan, of Kansas, with Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. Pars with Mr. PAGE. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. McLANE moved to reconsider the votes just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 5 7 0 to. 

The SPEAKER. The bill in controversy will now go to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means under the instructiens of House. 
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ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Mr. Speaker, to-morrow being Good 
Friday, a day regarded by a good many people all over the world as 
one of peculiar solemnity, I therefore move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it be to meet on Saturday next at twelve o’clock. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ROBESON. If the gentleman from Delaware will make it 


Monday, perhaps it will carry. ` 
Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. Very well, then, I will move that when 


the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was disagreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. BURCH, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the Honse to the 
resolution of the Senate providing for the printing of 3,000 sets of 
five volumes each of the reports of the United States Fish Commission. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the folowing titles ; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 

nested : 

7 act (S. No. 235) granting an increase of pension to Egbert Ol- 
cott; 

An act (S. No. 1404) to provide for issuing patents for public lands 
claimed under the pre-emption and homestead laws, in cases where ' 
the claimants have become insane ; 

- 5 act (S. No. 1282) to incorporate the National Educational Asso- 
ciation ; 

An act (S. No. 1148) to amend an act entitled “An act authorizing 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia to issue twenty-year 
5 per cent. bonds of the District of Columbia to redeem certain funded 
indebtedness of said District,” approved June 10, 1879; 

An act (S. No. 1075) to authorize Dr. Daniel M. Appel, of the United 
States Army, to receive pay for disc ing the duties of physician to 
the Mescalero Apache Indian agency, New Mexico; 

An act (S. No. 1072) granting a pension to Arthur W. Irving; and 

An act (S. No. 985) granting a pension to Mrs, Mary Leggett. 

Them further announced that the Senate had dans fe without 
amendment, a bill and joint resolution of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 3559) for the relief of L. H. Hershfield & Brother; 


and 
Joint resolution (H. R. No. 68) to authorize the printing of 13,000 
copies of the rt on Sheep Husbandry. 

e message announced that the Senate had passed, with an 
amendment in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a 
bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of Nelson Lyon and Jeremiah 
S. James. 
CENSUS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I ask, Mr. Speaker, by unanimous 
consent to submit a report from the Committee on the Census. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised it is an important matter 
which should be reported and acted upon immediately. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I desire to present this privileged 
report and demand the previous question. 

. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I shall object, unless the amend- 

ments are printed. - 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, No; the amendment strikes out 
certain sections of the Senate bill. ele 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. Then I object. 


STAR POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. The Committee on Appropriations, by way of 
partial report, submit, for the pu of having printed for the use 
of the House, all the testimony which has been taken by the sub- 
committee charged with inquiring into the cause of the deficiency in 
the star service, 

Mr. CALKINS. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether 
the committee has yet closed its labors on that subject ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It has not; but in order that the House may 
inform itself of the question which will be presented by the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the House bill making appropriation to supply 
the deficiency for that service, it is Pai to have the testimony 
taken by that committee in the possession of members in print. 

The SPEAKER. The committee has theright to report at any time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This is a report in part. It is as the Chair 
states; the committee have the right to report at any time. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether he supposes it is fair and right the testimony should be pub- 
lished for the use and action of the House when the investigation is 
still unfinished ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the gentleman, and say that the 
Committee on Appropriations simply desire to take no advantage of 
the House. This testimony is already in print; it is in print, however, 
for the use of the committee. There are only a few copies. If the 
Honse does not want to have it printed for its own use and informa- 
tion, the Committee on N is entirely content. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that all of the testimony ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; all of the testimony taken up to this 


time. 5 
Mr. CONGER. Has all the testimony on the subject been taken f 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. No; the committee has no idea of stopping the 
testimony. Ifthe House wants alisha teatasny-whiat hus been tokens: 


now in print for its own use, that is the p tion made by the com- 
mittee. If it does not, the Committee on propriations will be en- 
tirely content, for it has the testimony y in print for its own use. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to say that while I have no objection to 
the testimony being printed, still at this time it is not exactly right 
to the parties under investigation to have the testimony printed and 
acted on by the House before that investigation has been completed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say that testimony is mostly of those who 
are being investigated. 

Mr. C YS. I do not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Nearly all the testimony which has been taken so 
far is that of the parties who are being investigated and complaining. 
So, therefore, no injustice is done to them. : 

Mr. CALKINS. t is complained of is that the House should 
be called upon to act on testimony which is incomplete and where the 
parties have not been fully heard. 

i Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask for a vote on my motion to print the tes- 
imony. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled 567 0 reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 1229) to authorize and direct the Commissioner of 
Agriculture to attend, in person or by deputy, the international sheep 
and wool show, to be held in the Centennial buildings, Fairmount 
Park, Philadelphia, in September, A. D. 1880, and to make a full and 
complete nate of the same, and for other p 3 an 

An act (H. IR. No. 5258) appropriating money to provide for the 
public printing. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 


* 
5 x Mr. Evs, until Saturday, April 3, on account of important 
usiness; 
To Mr. OVERTON, for five days, on account of sickness in his family; 
To Mr. WHITTHORNE, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness ; 
To Mr. WILBER, for eight days, on account of important business; 
To Mr. SHERWIN, for five days; 
To Mr. KILLINGEKR, for one week; 
To Mr. HEILMAN, for two weeks from to-morrow ; 
To Mr. PIERCE, for five days, on account of important business; 
To Mr. LORING, for ten pers $ 
To Mr. EINSTEIN, for ten days, on account of important business ; 
To Mr. WRIGHT, for two weeks from Monday; and 
To Mr. Persons, for to-day. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
The Clerk read the following: 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to state that I had intended to call up 
the contested-election case of Curtin against Yocum on Tuesday last, 
but owing to the condition in which business has been for the last 


two da was unable to do so. I wish to give notice now that I 
will up that case on Tuesday next after the morning hour. 
Mr. A’ S. I presume that will be a question of consideration. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS, IOWA. 

Mr. CONVERSE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. 
No. 1067) to quiet titles of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in 
the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; which, with the accom- 
panying report, was ordered to be printed, and placed on the House 

endar. 


And then, on motion of Mr. O'NEILL, (at four o'clock and forty- 
two minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 5 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other rs were laid on 
the Clerk’s di under the rule, and referred as fol OWS, viz: 

By Mr. BRIGGS : The petition of citizens of New Hampshire, against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 496—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of A. Reynolds and others, citizens 
of White and Carroll Counties, Indiana, against the removal of the 
duty on paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: The a of citizens, ex-soldiers of the 
Union Army, of Sioux Rapids, Iowa, for an equalization of bounties— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. C : The petition of Amos Lowe and 35 others, citi- 


zens of Dane County, Wisconsin, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone re- 
sponsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 


Also, the petition of Thomas Noon and 36 others, of Dane County, 
Wisconsin, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the op- 
pee imposed upon the people by the transportation monopolies 

hat now control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of Brown Brothers, druggists, of 
Ohio, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 
proprietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of Stephen E. Lamar, H. T. Haley, 
and others, of the Third Arkansas Cavalry, for the removal of the 
charge of desertion, and for payment for their services—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The 
be refunded taxes illegally 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of wholesale druggists of San Francisco, Cali- 
fornia, for the removal of the stamp-tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and 
5 medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GILLETTE: The petition of T. R. Ballard and 36 others, 
citizens of Christian County, Illinois, for the p of the bill (H. 
R. No. 4910) providing for the payment of the public debt—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. GODSHALK: The petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for 
the equalization of the pensions of soldiers of the war of 1812—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The petition of Alexander Maseley, executor of 
William D. Maseley, formerly naval contractor, for relief—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. $ 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers relating to the claim of Maggie Barron, 
Henry P. Gorman, and Walter Gorman, for property en by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the memorial of Alex. P. Stewart, chancellor of the University 
of Mississippi, the professors of said university, and others, for the 
appropriation of $50,000 to enable a committee of entomologists to 
investigate the habits and ravages of all insects which prey upon the 
goron Wans and the most practicable means of destroying them— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MORTON: The petition of the American Chamber of Com- 
merce fora national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the J 1 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. RUSSELL: The petitions of William W. 
Sylvester and others, of J. W. Fisher and others, of Joshua Baker and 
others, and of L. R. Beebe and others, for the amendment of the pilot- 
age laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHITEAKER: The petition of citizens of Oregon, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of 
patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Commit- 
5 f f Oregon, that C h 

the petition of citizens o n, that Congress enact suc 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of Benjamin Wilson, for the passage 
of a resolution providing for the appointment of a special committee 
to ascertain and report upon the propriety of referring quartermaster 
and commissary claims against the 5 to some other tribu- 
nal—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Alonzo McDermott and 95 others, 
citizens of Illinois; of George Smith and 345 others, citizens of Hontz- 
dale, Pennsylvania; and of William L. Goddard, W. B. Stone, and 98 
others, citizens of Chicago, Illinois, for the passage of the bill 
(H. R. No. 269) known as the 8 supplement to the homestead 
act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 3 


tition of J. Bertz and others, to 
and collected from them—to the 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 26, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. SAMUEL DO- 
me pastor of Saint Paul’s English Lutheran church, Washington, 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

= SATURDAY SESSION FOR DEBATE, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I ask unanimous consent that to-mor- 
row's session may be set aside for debate on the funding bill—no 
question to be taken. r 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I object until we get through 
with the appropriation bill now pending. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move now to dispense with the 
morning hour, with a view to proceed with the consideration of the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 25. 

Mr. BRIGHT demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, and Mr. 
BRIGHT were appointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 30. 
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Mr. BRIGHT. I make the point of order that no quorum has 


Mr. BUCKNER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
121, nays 81, not voting 90; as follows: ’ 


YEAS—121. 
AUS, win Bisel” Ka Stacie 
„ en 

‘Armfield, Dunn Ladd, 3 
Atherton, Dwight, Le Fevre, Singleton, J. W. 
Bachman, Elam, ee Singleton, O. R. 
Ba Felton, Martin, Edward L. Smith, A. Herr 
Beltahoover, Field, McCook, Smith, Hezekiab 
Black Forney, McKenzie, Smith, William E. 
Bland Frye, MeMahon, 8 
Blount, Garfield, Mitchell, Speer, 

, Bouck, Hal, Money, Starin, 
Boyd, Hammond, N. J. Monroe, Steele, 

gga, Harris, John T. Newberry, Stone, 
Browne, Hayes, Nicholls, Thompson, W. G. 
Buckner, Hazelton, Norcross, Ti 
Butterworth, Henry, O'Neill, ‘Townshend, R. W. 
Cabell, Herbert, Orth, ‘Turner, Oscar 
pare a Herndon, ae 8 
aswe i ‘ersons, an Ae 

Chittenden, Horr, Phister, Waddill, 7 
3232 A eae 

er, u nd, arner, 

Gouger; ull, Price, Whiteaker, 
Converse, urd, y Williams, Thomas 
k, Hutchins, Richardson, J. S Willits, 

Cowgill, Jam Robertson, W. 
Daggett 20 ji Ryan, Thomas Yo pos 

ones, yan, oun 
Davis, Horace Joyce, Ryon, John W. 2 7; 
Davis, Joseph J. Kenna, ‘ord, 
Davis, Lowndes H. Kimmel, Sawyer, 

NAYS—8&l, 

Aldrich, N. W. ffroth, Henderson, Russell, W. A. 
Skins i Galberss H Stephens, 

J rson, umphrey, 
Ballon i Baris George R. Manton, ý Talbot 

jou, ey, t 
Belford, De La ng se aed mas, 

Berry, Deering, Klotz, Thompson, P. B. 
Bicknell, Dunn Lapham, Turner, Thomas 
oe, Ellis, Lindsey, ayer, 

0, Errett, 0, pdegraff, J. T. 
Bliss, Farr, aaen, 8 Thomas 
Bowman, Ferdon, > n, 

Pay ea Urner, 
Brigh cLane, an 
A Muldrow, Ward“ 
Caldwell, Goode, N. ‘Washburn, 
Carlisle, Harris, Benj. W. New, ellborn, 
ter, Hath,” O'Connor, Yocum. 
x at Reed, 
Clark. J ohn B Hawk. Robinson, 
b, Hawley, Rothwell, 
NOT VOTING—90., 
Acklen, Fort, MeMillin, Russell, Daniel L. 
Bailey,’ Miles, Sapp, 
Barber, Gibson, Miller, Sherwin, 
Barlow, Gillette, Mills, Simonton, 
Beale, Gunter, M Springer, 
5 Hammond, John Morse, aylor, 
Harmer, Morton, d, Amos 
Heilman, Muller, ‘Tucker, 
Cannon, Henkle, urch, Van Voorhis, 
Chalmers, Hiscock, Myers, ‘oorhis, 
Clark, Alvah A Hooker, O'Brien, Weaver, 
Covert, Hostetler, O'Reilly, Wells, 
Cox, 3 Overton, White, 
Crapo, er, Pacheco, Whitthorne, 
Crowley, Killinger, Page, Wilber, 
5 — Kitchin, gre Williams, C. G 
ey. Lewis. „ 
Einstein, Loring, Pi 8 A 
Evins, g. t, bho wane A. 
Ewing, Marsh, ce, 
Finley, Martin, Benj. F. m, D. P. Young, Thomas L. 
Fisher, Martin, Joseph J. Richmond, 
Forsythe, McKinley, 
So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the morning hour was 
not nsed with. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Mr. KILLINGER with Mr. ACKLEN. 

Mr. Evins with Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 

Mr. BRAGG with Mr. Lorine. 

Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia, with Mr. HUBBELL on all political 
questions. A 

Mr. ROBESON with Mr. CHALMERS on this question. If Mr. CHAL- 
MERS were present, Mr. ROBESON would vote “no.” 

Mr. BRIGHAM with Mr. TAYLOR on Friday, Saturday, and Monday. 

Mr. Bouck with Mr. MCKINLEY on all political questions from 
the 26th March. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, with Mr. MrLes on all political ques- 
tions, except to make up a quorum, froni and after the 20th instant, 
during the leave of absence granted to Mr. MILES, 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. HAMMOND, of New York. 

Mr, SHERWIN with Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. ARMFIELD with Mr. OVERTON on ali politica] questions for 
five days. 


Mr. SMITH, of ia, with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. MILLER until Monday. : 

Mr. Dunn with Mr. Sapp on all yea-and-nay votes of a political 
character on which the democratic and — fit parties shall be 


op 
. KEIFER with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, on all political ques- 

tions until Friday. 

Mr. RICHMOND with Mr. PRESCOTT. 

Mr. HOSTETLER with Mr. Horr. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. WILLIS. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I call for the regular order. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. ROBERTSON. It appears from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
that the tleman from Tennessee [ Mr. YOUNG] propounded yester- 
day the following parliamentary inquiry: 

If the bill offered by the tleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] should be 
allowed to remain with the Committee on the Revision of the Laws and should be 
reported to the House for its favorable action, could it not upon a point of order 
be referred by the Speaker to any other committee ? 

The following appears as the answer of the Chair: 

The Sreaker. It could not. 

I did not at the time hear the answer of the Chair to that parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Had I done so I would have voted in an entirely 
different way from what I did. I was under the impression that 
under the rules should the Committee on the Revision of the Laws 
bring back this bill with a favorable report, a motion to discharge 
the committee or to recommit to another committee would have been 
in order. In order to avoid further controversy over this matter I 
voted asI did. Had I known, however, that, that committee bringing 
in that bill with a favorable report, a motion to recommit to another 
committee would have been out of order, or that the bill would have 
been under consideration in this House, I would have been very far 
from voting asIdid. For if a favorable report from that committee 
would have brought up the question of reducing the tariff as pro- 
posed in that bill I would have voted for the bill, because I am not 
a protectionist. Ido not desire to be considered in that category; 
and I would have voted “no” instead of “ay” on the proposition o 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. MCLANE. ] 

Mr. MCLANE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Louisiana by 
what right he gives any such significance to that vote? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I give it that significance because I was under 
the impression that—— 

Mr. SCALES. Irise to a question of order. All this is out of order. 

Mr. McLANE. I for one utterly repel the idea of there having been 
any such significance in the vote. 

Mr. FERN ANDO WOOD. I concur with the gentleman from Mary- 
land in res that it had any such significance. 

Mr. ROB ON. I speak merely for myself, and beg leave to 
differ in opinion from the gentlemen. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the call 
of committees for reports of a private nature. 

Mr. SCALES. Irise to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
North Carolina to delay making that report for the present. His 
yh como relates to public business, and the House has refused to 

ispense with the morning hour for private business. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman hereafter. 

The morning hour begins at thirteen minutes to one o’clock; and 
this being Friday, the morning hour of to-day is for reports from com- 
mittees of a private nature. There comes over in this morning hour 
a bill undisposed of under the old rules. The Chair will cause the title. 
of the bill to be read. 

WILLIAM G. BUDLONG. 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. No. 2030) for the relief of William G. Budlong. 


Mr. CONGER. Is that bill on the Calendar anywhere? 
The SPEAKER. It is pending in the morning hour under the old 


rule. 

Mr. KNOTT. -I make the point that the old rules have no exist- 
ence now. If itis held that this bill is penning under the old rule, 
then we would be proceeding under two sets of rules, although one 
set has been expressly abrogated by the adoption of the other. 

The SPE. R. This is a bill in the morning hour, reported be- 
fore the new rules were adopted. It was being considered in the 
morning hour; and the Chair is unaware how any other status can 
be given to the bill under the circumstances except by disposing of it. 

Mr, KNOTT. If under the new rules—— 

The SPEAKER. And the House has already adopted that course 
in regard to a bill of a public character, which was in the morning 
hour of a day other than Friday. This is in exact harmony with the 
action of the House on that occasion. 

Mr. KNOTT. I appeal to the rules of the House—not to what the 
House may have done, whether right or wrong. If the maes provide 
that the bill now before the House shall go to one of the Calendars, 
it should go there, so that the morning hour of to-day sball not be 
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under the old rules 


occupied by its consideration. We are not acti 
of the House, because they have been abrogated. , 

The SPEAKER. We are not acting under the old rules. This bill 
is 33 in the morning hour undisposed of. 

Mr. KNOTT. And being in the morning hour, it must go to a Cal- 
endar under the new rules. 

The SPEAKER. It came in asa bill reported in the morning hour 
for consideration under the old rules, and was considered for thirty 
minutes or more. The Chair will cause to be read the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] and adopted by 
the House in reference to the business of the House under the new 
rules. The Chair thinks that resolution will cover this question. 

Mr. VANCE. This bill was already reported and had been consid- 
ered in the morning hour before the new rules were adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that fact; that the bill was 
reported and was considered for some length of time. The Chair, 
however, will be influenced by the resolution which was adopted by 
the House on motion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. ] 
The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the fore; g rules, just adopted as a substitute for all existing 
rules of the House, shall e effect and be in force from and after the hour of 
noon on Monday next, on which day, after the 23 of the Journal, the §; er 
shall present to the House the calendars provided for in these rules, on which shall 
be entered in proper order all the measures now pending before the House or the 


Committee of the Whole: Provided, That in g these rules into effect no 
standing committee shall be abolished, nor the number of the same decreased, d 


, ur- 
ing the present Congress; nor shall any existing special order be set aside, 

Mr. KNOTT. I submit that this is not a special order, and the res- 
olution just read has no pertinence at all to the point I make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is at a loss to know where the bill 
should go. It is certainly in the morning hour now. 

Mr. KNOTT. It evidently should go to the appropriate calendar ; 
if a private bill it should go to the Private Calendar, and if a public 
bill it should go to the Public Calendar. 2 

The SPEAKER. n to reports of committees made afte 
the new rules were adopted. 

Mr. KNOTT. I respectfully call the attention of the Speaker to 
the language of the resolution just read, which requires the Speaker 
to cause calendars to be prepared in accordance with the new rules, 
upon which are to be bills, &c., according to their character. 

The SPEAKER. This is unfinished business in the morning hour 
coming over from a former Friday. The Calendar has been made up 
in the manner set forth in the rules under the order of the House. 
This bill remains in the morning hour of Friday as unfinished busi- 
ness. 

Mr. KNOTT. I understand that; but I maintain that the resolu- 
tion which has just been read provides that the Speaker of the House 
shall have calendars prepared upon which shall be placed bills classi- 
fied according to their character. If the Calendar not been made 
in accordance with the direction of the resolution, then it has been 
made up erroneously and should be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been made up erroneously, because 
this bill was reported from a committee and was under consideration 
in the morning hour of a Friday, before the calendars were ordered 
to be made under the new rules. 

Mr. BLAND. Has not this bill been considered since the adoption 
of the new rules? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been; but the House has considered a 
public bill pending in the morning honr of a day other than Friday 
and coming over under like circumstances. The Chair thinks that 
the action of the House in that case should influence him as to this case. 

Mr. VANCE. This bill was reported, considered in the morning 
hour of a Friday, and when the morning hour expired it went over 
to the next private bill day, to come up in the morning hour, with 
the distinct understanding that the gentleman from Rhode island 
LMr. BALLOU] should be entitled to the floor upon it. 

The SPEAKER. That was the understanding in the House. 

Mr. BREWER. I move to lay the bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. BALLOU] 
is on the floor. Does he yield for that motion? 

Mr. BALLOU. I do not. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that the action of the House 
on a public bill in the morning hour of a day other than Friday was 
in exact accord with the proposed proceeding upon a private bill in 
this morning hour. 

Mr. KNO The point of order, as I understand it, was not made 
in that case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairrules that this bill has no other status 
than that of a bill under consideration in the morning hour. The 
‘Chair knows of no authority by which he can take this bill out of 
the morning hour and order it to be placed upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. Cannot an arrangement be made 
by unanimous consent that this bill shall be considered to-day imme- 
diately after the morning hour? 

Mr. BALLOU. Mr. Speaker, I believe I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 1 desire to call the attention of the 
Chair and of the House to the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union in order to show that a bill has been 
8 on that calendar which should not be there, but which should 

on another calendar. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not want to have that matter in- 
terposed here during the morning hour. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Harris] at another time for that pur- 

The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. BALLOU] is entitled 
40 the floor on the pending bill and will proceed. 

Mr. BALLOU. Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that the bill 
No. 2030, with ae Us for the relief of William G. Budlong, was taken 
up and read on Friday, March 5, and further consideration prevented 
by the expiration of the morning hour, since which time private-bill 
day has been superseded by other business. With the feeling which 
exists against the extension of patent rights, both here and elsewhere, 
a few words of explanation may be necessary in relation to this pill 
for the relief of Mr. Budlong, and why it should be recommended by 
the committee. The fact that petitions are received and referred to 
a committee for relief presupposes that there may be some cases 
entitled to a favorable consideration, so far at least as to present theiz 
claims to the Commissioner of Patents for his decision, even though 
the general rule be adverse, and thus ascertain by the testimony of 
those interested whether a reasonable remuneration has been re- 
ceived for the time, ingenuity, and expense bestowed, with a just 
regard always to the public interest. If there are no such cases, then 
it seems like an imposition upon the committee, and a mockery to 
applicants, to keep up the form of adjudication upon evidence and 
just principles at so great an expense of money and waste of time, 
yaon the whole matter is prejudged and without chance of repeal or 
change. 

I 9 think the opposition to extension arises from any disposi- 
tion to be unjust to inventors or to underestimate their labors, but 
rather from the impositions of sharpers and speculators and dealers 
in patent-rights whose inventive powers consist only in extortin 
money from innocent purchasers of patented articles. Against 
such let there be the most stringent laws. But the real inventor who 
is entitled to a patent is a public benefactor and should be protected 
and encouraged. Very few such obtain any adequate compensation 
for the sacrifices they make and the benefits they confer. All the 
improvements in the arts, all the comforts and luxuries of life which 
we possess over the preceding generations we owe toinventors. The 
laborer that once toiled from morning till night, for the little which 
his own hands could do, can now sit in his = pr and watch the ma- 
chine that will accomplish for him ten times as much, improved in 
quality almost as much as in amount; and the farmer can now plow 
and sow and reap and mow without other fatigue or labor than guid- 
ing his horses from the easy seat of the carriage created by the in- 
ventor. The poor enjoy to-day luxuries which monarchs could not 
purchase fifty years ago, and the world grows rich and is blessed by 
the inventive genius of man. Let us be careful to discriminate be- 
tween the mere speculator in patent rights who lives upon others’ 
labor and the ingenious inventor who labors that others may live. 
The relief which is asked in this bill is for the latter and not the 
former, for an enterprising mechanic, an ingenious inventor, who has 

iven years of time and all his surplus earnings after supporting his 

amily, taking portions of the night as well as leisure hours in per- 
fecting a machine which would save human labor and be a blessing to 
the community by making a necessary article in common use cheaper 
and betterfor all. But it takes time and money to introduce even a 
good thing to the knowledge and appreciation of the world, two 
things, unfortunately, which Mr. Budlong had not to spare, and the 
death of a friend, who was ready to assist him, and the change of the 
material used, to which the perony was first adapted, from wood to 
metal, (rendering a reissue with more perfect specifications n: ») 
and the general depression of business, have thus far prevented him 
from so introducing it as to receive any pecuniary benefit, and with- 
out extension the fruits of his years of toil and sacrifice and expense 
ma pass to other hands without any personal remuneration to him- 


self, 

Mr. Budlong has perfected his machine, which is all his own, and 
now for the first time that he is able by the aid of friends to introduce 
it to the public, he finds his patent is about to expire. The commit- 
tee therefore, believing that this is in some respects an exceptional 
case, and that it is eminently just and right that the inventor should 
have an ab rtunity to present his case to the Commissioner, and 
thus possibly to obtain some reward for his labors, commend the pas- 

of this bill to the favorable consideration of the House. 
. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [ Mr. SMITH] 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Pat- 
ent Committee, I beg to offer a few remarks on this case. No man 
has more sympathy with inventors than myself. American mechanics 
and inventors have done more since my remembrance to bring the 
world from the old ruts and sloughs of pernicious habits or modes of 
doing business than had been in any other five hundred years of the 
world’s history of which I have any knowledge. I will not detain 
you by attempting to enumerate the many improvements and dis- 
coveries, revolutionizing the old modes of doing business and mig 
so much to our comforts. We cannot do too much for inventors, We 
cannot do too much to eee A them to go on with the great work 
so well started. We must not for one moment imagine we are done 
making improvements. The unseen, unknown future has an endless 
amount and variety of improvements calling loudly to us for an intro- 
duction to our people and our world. Let us withhold no encourage- 
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ment from those who are willing to enlist in the great work of bring- 
ingthem out. This business of extending patents by act of Congress 
is not for the interest of inventors, but directly oppast to them. I 
have never known an extended patent by act of Congress that did 
not overlay or interfere with some other in ventor's device or improve- 
ments, thereby robbing him of the just fruits of his toil and labor. 
These extended patents usually find their way into the hands of specu- 
lators. 

The paper-pulp extension is an illustration, monopolized by a few 
wealthy manufacturers, who oblige the poor printer and publisher to 

ay about three cents per pound extra for his paper, and it is won- 
Festal to see how tamely the newspapers submit to that great fraud. 
The sewing-machine is another illustration. The patent eye-pointed 
needle monopolized the sewing-machine in this country twenty- 
eight years, though there were many hundreds of patented improve- 
ments made during the first half of the life-time of this unjust 
monopoly. Some of them were very essential to the eye-point patent, 
and in fact it could never have been asuccess without them. Still the 
eye-point patent held them all in abeyance, thereby robbing these 
inventors of their just rights to it. For twenty-five years the poor 
seamstress was compelled to pay about $40 dollars more for her ma- 
chine than she would have done but for this monopoly, but it made 
a batch of millionaires and only robbed a few million poor sewing 
girls and a few hundred honest inventors. I could mention many 
others, but the history of one of these swindles is the history of all of 
them. The object of patent laws was to advance, to promote the 

and not to retard or put back. 

The result of these extensions by act of Congress has been to retard 
the arts every time, everywhere, and can have no other effect. I op- 

this extension for the very reason that it is antagonistic to the 
interest of inventors and a gross wrong to the masses of the people. 
If my position be erroneous I hope gentlemen of more experience 
and knowledge upon this subject will correct me. 

It was well understood by inventors who took out patents under 
the seventeen-year law that seventeen years was to the entire 
life-time of their patent. They did their work knowing what they 
were to receive for it when the contract would expire, the bond be 
over. 

It is all wrong, and not in accordance with our institutions, to allow 
anybody to monopolize any device or invention for a great length of 
time. We are a fast people; ours is a fast country. We cannot af- 
ford to give up a patentable invention to any man or body of men for 
one quarter of a century. I have taken out many patents myself and 
consider seventeen years long enough for me; and I even think that 
fifteen years would be better. inventors only require a chance 
to ply their vocation. , 

m all the information I can get in regard to this case it is like 
this: This man invented a machine for pegging boots and shoes and 
driving wooden pegs. This machine proved worthless. It was prob- 
ably found that some part of this machine could be made to cover 
some ground occupied by a later inventor who had brought out a use- 
ful machine, Grant this extension and you rob him of his just rights 
and oe the public by withholding superior machines from the 
market. 

We must take away these extended devices; we must give the in- 
ventors of our country a clear, open track, and you will see in the next 
fifty years improvements far eclipsing anything in the last fifty years, 
for the reason that to-day we have the tools; then we had compara- 
tively none, 

I hope and trust this bill will not pass. 

Mr. BALLOU. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Wan, j my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. WARD. Mr. S er, I am prepared to follow fully my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 
Smiru,] in opposing as a rule the extension of patents which have 
enjoyed a life of seventeen years under the act of Con I be- 
lieve with the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Hoar, ] 
a member of the Senate Committee on Patents, that as a rule the en- 
joyment of a period of seventeen years should terminate the exclusive 
privilege of a patent. But because I believe in that rule, because I 
consider it salutary and wise, for that very reason when there is pre- 
sented a case ing circumstances and incidents which remove 
it beyond the reason of the rule, I am willing to take it up and con- 
sider it carefully, fairly, and judicially; and if in my judgment it is 
entitled to be brought into this Honse I am ready to join in reporting 
it with a favorable recommendation. I have no prejudice whatever 
that will prevent me from giving such a case candid consideration 
and fair judgment. And that is precisely the nature of the case that 
we have presented to us to-day upon the report of my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. BALLOU. ] 

The inventor here is a poor man ; and his case should not be preju- 
diced by the sentiment of hostility to rms sa to which my col- 
1 e on the committee, the gentleman from New Jersey, has endeav- 
ored to appeal. I am as much op to monopolies as he is. I am 
against extending patents for the benefit of any man or any cor- 
poration that has Sy a the fruits of the exclusive privilege pro- 
vided by our patent laws. I will go with the poneo from New 
Jersey to the extreme limit in enacting laws that shall protect the 


innocent infringer, the user of a machine or article purchased in open 
market without knowledge of the infringement of any patent. I 
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would protect such an one by the strongest legislative enactments 
against suits and penalties at the instance of the patent-pirates who 
infest this country. But while I am opposed to monopolies, while I 
am in favor òf protecting the innocent user, I am at the same time 
in favor of air ay the poor inventor and developing the benefi- 
cent intention which lies at the bottom of the patent laws of this 
country—the encouragement of inventive genius and the promotion 
of the sciences and the arts. 

What is the case here? A poor man in the State of Rhode Island 
invents this machine. The evidence produced by him before the com- 
mittee concurs with the personal knowledge of the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. BALLOU ] in establishing the fact that up to the 
present time this inventor has been utterly without return or recom- 
pense for his invention. He has made nothing out of it; he has not 
realized a copper as the result of his labor. He has not been lack- 
ing in diligent use of the talent committed to him. Throngh good 
report and evil report, through storm and through trial he has held 
on to this invention, and has not parted with it to any monopoly that 
would be enabled by its capital and power to crush out the innocent 
users of these machines. He comes here to-day, not only poorer than 
when he started, having invested and lost all his means in the prose- 
cution of this enterprise, but he comes here after years of diligent la- 
bor extending through the whole period, until his patent is about to 
expire. Now, just as day is beginning to break for him, just as he is 
upon the borders of this promised land, when people are ready to come 
forward and assist him, he comes here and asks—what? That Con- 
gress shall absolutely extend his patent? Nothing of the sort; but 
that we shall open the door for him so that he may go before the Com- 
missioner of Patents and submit to the scrutiny of this officer the ques- 
tion whether or not he has been diligent throngh these years that have 
gone by, and whether he has received any remuneration for his inven- 
tion. This proceeding is to take place not in a closet, not without 
notice, but after the Commissioner, under the rules of the Department, 
has given world-wide advertisement through all the organs to which 
people interested in these matters generally look for information—has 
advertised this man’s application for extension so that all persons in- 
terested may come forward and say, if anything they have to say, 
why the application should not be granted. 

There is no gentleman upon this floor, there is not a man in this 
country, who can contradict the absolute correctness of the state- 
ments I make—that this invention has been valuable, that this man 
has been faithful to his trust, but that he has realized nothing. With 
these facts established—and they cannot be gainsaid—what is to be 
said against ting this application? What is the objection to 
permitting this man to go to the Patent Office and submit his appli- 
cation for an extension? Nothing but the argument which my friend 
from New Jersey has used, that this poor man shall be crashed out 
because some overgrown monopoly has used its power improperly 
and has levied tribute upon the public in a burdensome and oppress- 
ive manner. 

Iam not here to attempt any eulogium upon the patent system of 
this or any other country. Gentlemen here are as well informed on 
that topic as Iam. Suffice it to say that the history of inventive 
genius in this country and in the Old World is but the reflex of the 
pro and civilization of the age. I need not allude to the great 
achievements in the diffusion of knowledge and intelligence by the 

rinting-press and through the various electrical inventions which 

ve from time to time been perfected, nor to the conquering of space 
and the populating of empires through the railroad and 3 
Agriculture also must lay its tribute at the feet of the inventor. In- 
vention has simplified husbandry in every stage of its Progress, and 
the four hundred million bushels of wheat produced annually in the 
United States would be an impossible product but for these agencies, 
It has been well said: 

Inventi 8 capital, brains, are factors for success in most things in these 
da The United 3 heed gee, nos only but Bel nim the Neth- 
ventor, „„ per of the: 2 5 — — mite dünn 8 
to do the work of human hands. : 15 
Mr. Speaker, take a picture last year, for example: 


Ride over those fertile acres of Dakota, and behold the working of this latest 
triumph of American genius. You are in a sea of wheat. On the farms man: 
iver ple are thirteen thousand acres in one field. There are other 


waves as the west wind sweeps over the e. 
war not such as once swept over the Delta of the Nile in pursuit of an 
no Ey tive Israelites, not such as the warriors of Rome were wont to drive, 
with glit 


ever may be needed. 
This brigado of horse artillery sweeps by in echelon—in close order, reaper fol- 


An army of Fre” follow the reapers, settin up the bundles to ripen be- 
g The reaping must ordinarily all be dome 
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triumph of invention in this direction is a straw-burning engine, util- 
izing the stalks of the grain for fuel. 

In another great agricultural product the following evidence has 
been presented to the Patent Committee of this House from a relia- 
ble source, namely : 

The six great corn States of the Union are, I think, Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, In- 
diana, Ohio, and Kansas. They produce more than half the corn raised in the 
country. Now, of what inestimable value is that one machine, the corn-sheller, 
eror tn eucioalincn: 1k sructa cod i dey enro ngent Mien oF aoe 
States to sit astride baru.shovels and basen of frying- on hondred days out 
of the three hundred and sixty-five to shell their corn by the old process. Take 
the crop of last year—1,300,000,000 bushels of corn. The entire population of the 
United States—e man, woman, and child, oy individual of the 40,000,000 of 
un would be obliged to spend the entire 3 days of the week and till 
noon of Sunday to shell the crop by the old process, I do not know what would 
become of the country, Mr. Chatrman, if we to go back to those old times. 

I need not allude to those achievements in this direction which have 
madeourcountry illustrious. But while the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey was making his plea for the poor sewing girl, and depicting the 
oppressions of the sewing-machine monopolies, I could not help being 
carried back in my mind to the condition of the sewing girl before 
the sewing-machine was invented; and I will refer the gentleman 
from New Jersey to an argument upon this question which I had not 

to submit, but which he will find in Hood’s poetical works, 
under the title of The Song of the Shirt.“ I commend to him this 
picture of the former condition of the sewing girl: 
With fingers weary and worn, 
With eyelids heavy and red, 
A woman sat in un rags, 
Plying her needle and thread— 
5 
And still with a voice of dolorous pitch 
She sang the Song of the Shirt!" 
* * * + . 
Seam, and gusset, and ban 
Band, and paea and 8 
Work! Work! work! 
Like the engine that works by steam ! 
A mere m. e of iron and wood, 
0 
1 an 
Or a heart to feel and break! 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. WARD. Certainly. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I desire to know from what authority the gen- 
tleman reads. ange] 

Mr. WARD. I from Tom Hood's Song of the Shirt.” 

Mr. NICHOLLS, Good authority, sir. 

Mr. McKENZIE, Is it the “bloody shirt?” [Laughter.] 

Mr. WARD, It is not. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. So much the better. 

Mr. WARD. Whatever may be said in opposition to these sewing- 
machines, I say here to-day plainly if these sewing-machines were 
here asking an extension of any patent I would be opposed to it. 
As Iam at present informed of the profits of these sewing-machine 
companies, I would be opposed to giving them any further exclusive 
Errege in that line; but when my colleague from New Jersey [Mr. 

MITH ] attempts to influence and prejudice this question by an ap- 
peal like that which he has made this morning, I reply to him that 
whatever may be said against the patent systems of this country and 
of other countries, in the main the world has been the gainer by them. 
It may be true that some people have made money. I admitit. I 
wonld rather see wealth ps as the reward of toil of brain and 
wear of sinew than see it follow the hazard of the die in the - 
bling dens of speculation or see it in the golden shower which falls, 
adele, 0 for, from the bounty of an ancestor. I believe the men 
who toil and work in this world, and in this country ially, should 
reap the reward of their labors; and if they get rich i am glad of it. 
I am ready whenever a case like this comes up to give it fair and 
1 consideration, and according to my best judgment, un- 
influenced by anything but the merits of the case, and to act on it as 
the circumstances seem to require. 

Mr. BALLOU. I yield to the 5 from Ohio, [Mr. KEIFER. 

Mr. KEIFER. I offer an amendment to the bill which I understan 
is not objected to by the friends of the measure. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


AOA potas at te SIN = 5 

„That no prior ee or purchaser of an interest, 
or equitable, in said patented invention aire any interest therein b; * 
A Ea Oa OE GAA DARE ( s = 


Mr. KEIFER. A single word, Mr. Speaker. It is rarely proper to 
extend a patent or to pass a bill authorizing the extension of a pat- 
ent which has run for the period of seventeen years, as this patai 


has. It was originally patented in 1863, to date from some period in 
1862. Iam informed in this case, however, this man claims still to 
be the owner of that patented interest; that he never parted with it. 
Yet men are often mistaken; and it turns out after we pass a bill 
here through grace, and not because of any right, in order to reward 
some person who has shown t genius in inventing something that 
is valuable to the general public or something that is useful, it turns 
out, I say, that assignees who have acquired interest under that pat- 
ent when the extension has been granted have acquired the entire 
interest, and the man in whose favor the bill has been is a 
mere name under which the extension has been obtained and under 
the law has no interest in it whatever. 

The records of the Patent Office will show that almost all these 
paea where extensions have been granted, do not,at the time, 

long to the patentees; and when we have porton through with the 
bill in fayor of the original inventor we find that we have passed a 
law simply for the purpose of benefiting those who control monop- 
olies and control patents—persons who are entitled to no grace at our 
hands at all. I do not concede we do anything on this question as a 
matter of right; but with this amendment which I have proposed I 
shall be satisfied with the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BALLOU, I will yield now to the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut, after which I shall demand the previous question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I had no thought or desire of sayin; 
anything on this question and do so now only on the suggestion o 
my friend from Rhode Island, resulting from my making some in- 
quiries in the matter and because I am acquainted with Mr. Budlong, 
a very respectable man and an excellent machinist, who makes this 
application. I share in the general projadios against renewing a 
patent after it has had seventeen years of life. If there be anything 
good in it people are apt to find it out as a general rule. But there 
are exceptions to all these rules. I knew this man as a very indus- 
trious man and of excellent private character, and that character he 
has maintained since he went to Rhode Island. He has saved all he 
could from his valuable work as a machinist and expended it in per- ` 
fecting this invention, to the amount of $15,000. He has never made 
a dollar from it and is out that much. He owns, as he swears here— 
and I would believe him without his oath—the entire patent to-day. 
He was interrupted by the war. Of course, there was not much at- 
tention paid to those affairs at that day; and his services as a me- 
chanic were extremely valuable to him and he devoted his time to 
mechanical work. He has now assurance of capable men they will 
assist him in putting this machine on the market. They are satisfied 
of its excellence. He has improved it from time to time. It is not in 
the shape it was eighteen years ago. Now he asks he may go to the 
Department and have a chance to save himself on his machine, own- 
ing the whole of it, having expended $15,000 on it, and never havin 
made a dollar. While I am exceedingly jealous of all renewals $ 
think from my knowledge of the man and the circumstances this 
should be an exception. I am willing to give him another chance. 

Mr. BROWNE. I wish to make a single inquiry of the gentleman 
having charge of this bill. I would like to know why it is that, after 
fifteen years of trial, the inventor, if this be a valuable machine, has 
been unable to realize anything from it? That is an important ques- 
tion, with me at least, in determining how I shall vote on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BALLOU. Before calling the perpos question, I shall en- 
deavor to answer the question of my friend from Indiana. The rea- 
son why this has not been introduced is because the patent was first 
obtained during the war, when everything was in an excited condi- 
tion. The patentee was a poor man. He was not able to do anythin; 
other than to support his family at that time. After the warhe 
not the means. Butafriend came to his assistance, and was ready to 
aid him. Just as he was about ready to proceed his friend died. 
Then there was a change in the machine, or method for which the 
machine was patented, (which was made for wood especially,) to use 
metal instead. Then Mr. Budlong was eee to adapt his machine 
to meet this change. It had not been introduced, but still metal was 
used instead of wood for pegging boots and shoes, and it was neces- 
sary that he should accommodate his machine to that change. Then 
the machine was perfected so as to use metal instead of wood. But 
anew application was made to perfect the papers in the case. That 
was in 1876. From 1873 to that time the depression in business kept 
him from being able to introduce his machine. Now it is perfected, 
though it has never been used by anybody. It is entirely owned by 
Mr. Budlong, who is a poor man. He has spent the best portion of 
his life in perfecting it, has devoted all his leisure hours to its per- 
fection, ane has cost him, reckoning his labor and time, at least 

,000, 

As I have said, he is a poor man and has received nothing what- 
ever from it. He now asks that he may have the privilege of going 
before the Commissioner of Patents to see if he can have the privilege 
of extending it for seven years. The Committee on Patents believe 
it to be an exceptional case, and they think that itis just and right 
that the inventor who has spent so much time and so much money 
should have the benefit of his invention, which will be a blessing to 
him as a remuneration for his long years of labor; and I hope that 
this House will do what I 1 to be just and right in this case. I 
hope the bill will pass; if possible, unanimously. I now demand the 


previous question on the bill and amendment. 
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The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. Mr. BRIGHT. I also ask that the first clause of Rule XXVIII be 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, in the chair.) 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. HOUSE. We cannot hear what the question is here. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to add to the bill the following: 

And si further, That no prior eo or purchaser of an 9 
or equitable, in said patented invention s acquire any interest therein by e 
of the extension of such patent under this act. y 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The question recurred on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 53. 

Mr. McKENZIE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KNOTT. I ask for the reading of the engrossed bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. What is the pending question ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on the engross- 
ment and third 2 of the bill. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Then I withdraw the demand for the yeas and 
nays, as we understood here the question was on the passage of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There being no objection, the demand 
for the yeas and nays is withdrawn. 

There being some misapprehension the Chair will again put the 
question to the House on the engrossment and third reading. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 53. 

Mr. SPARKS. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Sparks and Mr. BALLOU were ap- 

jointed. 
8 The House again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 81, noes 73. 

So the bill was ordered to be en and read a third time. 

Mr. BALLOU. I demand the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. KNOTT. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. I make the point of order that the previous question 
operated only on the third reading, and not on the final passage of 
the bill, and that the morning hour has now expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
and the bill goes over. 

Mr. TO HEND, of Illinois. The morning hour has expired 

Mr. GARFIELD. But the demand for the previous question is 

nding. 

Mr. MoMAHON. That makes no difference; it has not yet been 
ordered. ` 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The morning hour expired before the demand 
was made. 

The SPEAKER here resumed the chair. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I make the further point that the 
bill has already occupied two days in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. That point is not well taken. It would make no 
difference though it occupied many days, being here under old rale. 

Mr. TOWNS , of Illinois. But the previous question has not 
been seconded. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, rose. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [ Mr. BRIGAT] the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON 
moves that the consideration of private business to-day be dispen 
with. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. KNOTT. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. A8 1 the rules a majority can refuse to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. To-day is Friday. 

Mr. KNOTT. I understand that; but_cannot a majority of the 
House, under the rule, refuse to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The House can refuse to go into Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. KNOTT. Let the rule be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the third paragraph of clause 
6 of Rule XXIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

6 by rar e eee ee 


after 
tain a motion the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
to consider business on the Private Calendar; and, if this motion fail, then public 


er 
business shall be in order as on other days. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I call for the reading of Rule XXVI, which governs 
the operation of the rule which has just been read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 
Frida: Fr... ͤ TTT 
anless sthorwiss dotorminad by à two-thiräs vote of the members present 4 


The Clerk read as follows: 


No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or * 
one day's notice of the motion therefor, and no rule shall be suspen: 

a vote of two-thirds of the members present, nor shall the Speak: 
motion to suspend the rules except on first and third Mondays of each month 
after the call of States and Territories shall have been completed, preference be- 
ra arnt mg first Monday to individualsand on the third Monday b committees, 
and during the last six days of a session. 

Mr. KNOTT. Now thequestion I desire to ask the Chair is whether 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] can be 
defeated by a majority of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House can refuse to go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KNOTT. Then if a majority of the House refuses to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar will it not be in 
order to move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union for the 3 of proceeding with 
the consideration of the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill! 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Mississip Nr. SINGLETON, ] 
however, rose, and the Chair recognized him for the supposed purpose 
to move to suspend the rules so as to set aside the consideration of 
private business. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. If the Chair will permit me, I 
wish to say that T did not make that motion, nor did I intend to make 
it. I rose to give notice that if the House should refuse to into 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, I should then 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. DUNNELL. As I understand, there is but one motion now 
pending—that of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. Rule XXVI, requiring a two-thirds vote to sus- 

nd the consideration of private business on Friday, was inserted 
in the House, not by the Committee on Rules; and there seems to be 
an incongruity between this and the other rule which has been read. 
Ta the absence of any motion to dispense with the consideration of 

rivate business the Chair submits the motion of the gentleman from 

‘ennessee, [Mr. BRIGHT, ] that the House shall now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the Private Calendar. 
If that should be voted down, then the Chair, as at present informed, 
would submit a motion that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OCONNOR. Does the Chair rule or not that that motion would 

uire a two-thirds vote ? 
he SPEAKER. The Chair will not rule until oceasion requires. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. As I understand, the pending motion is that the 

House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 


endar. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole, the object being to consider business on the 
Private Calendar. If the House should refuse to consider private 
business the Chair would then submit the proposition to proceed to 
public business. 

Mr. PAGE. If the motion is made to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, is it not in order to raise the question 
of consideration, and would not that question of consideration be 
determined by a majority of the House? 

The SPE. This is in effect a question of consideration of the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I submit that under Rule XXVI private business 
on this day has the precedence over any other business of the House ; 
and that business cannot be dispensed with except by a two-thirds 
ies Hil comin Ce Speaker, after we had passed Rale XXIV, 

ou remember 3 T, r we e 
when we came to XXVI the ponema from Minnesota [Mr. Dux- 
NELL] moved to amend what been reported by the Committee on 
Rules by remap oes Bape clause that requires a two-thirds vote of this 
House before Friday can be used for any other business; and that 
amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Suppose a majority of the House refuses to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of private business, would the gentleman 
say the House could not 3 to other business, or must the House 
in such event immediately adjourn? 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir. Icontend that the motion made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee to proceed to business on the Private Cal- 
endar cannot be negatived except by a two-thirds vote. 

The SPEAKER. Ifa majority of the House should not be willing 
to proceed to the consideration of business on the Private Calendar 
that would leave the House, according to the construction of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, with no power to proceed to the con- 
sideration of any other business except by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am aware, sir, that these rules are new and have 
not received as yet a full construction by the Chair or by the House. 
I beg leave to submit this view of the constraction of the rules in 
relation to private business: 

I understand the rule to be that Friday of each week shall be set 
apart for the consideration of private business. That has become 


er entertain a 


one of the ing rules of the House. That rule I understand to 
be ive u the House, requiring the House to proceed to the 
consi m of private business on Friday of each week. 
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Mr.GARFIELD. Suppose the majority of the House say they will 
not proceed to the consideration of private business. 
Mr. BRIGHT. The view I was presenting is, that if this be one of 


the standing rules of the House it is imperative upon the House to 

roceed in order under it. As a matter of course the question must 
be submitted to the House whether it will go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. And suppose that the House by a 
majority vote shall refuse to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar ; that would not relieve the House of its duty, that 
would not suspend a standing rule of the House which would be still 
operating upon it, and whic sap rai the House to proceed to the 
consideration of business on the Private Calendar, except in accord- 
ance with a provision made by the House for its own government, 
that is, a two-thirds vote before it can proceed to the consideration of 
any other business, That is the point I make, even if my motion 
shall be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The equity of this case is clear, that it was in- 
tended by the adoption of the amendment to the rules offered by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] that a two-thirds vote 
should be required to dispense with private business on Friday. The 
Chair thinks, however, that thereby an incongruity was produced in 
the rules. TheChairis at a loss to know what remedy there is, when 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar is entertained and a majority of the House votes down that mo- 
tion. However, that case may not arise, and gentlemen may be 
anticipating trouble needlessly. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understand the ruling of the Chair to be that a 
majority may refuse to go into Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will repeat what he stated. Theequity 
of the case plainly looks to the extentof requiring a two-thirds vote 
to dispense with the consideration of private business on Friday. But 
the Chair is at a loss to know, in case a motion is made to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar and voted down, what 
remedy there would be. 

Mr. BRIGHT. By any other course the Chair will see how easily 
he would be pushed to the wall by the general rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the Committee on Rules was har- 
monious on this subject until amended by the House. 

Mr. BRIGHT. When a motion is made to proceed to other business 
than private business on Friday, then the eral rule becomes oper- 
ative which requires a two-thirds vote to dispense with the consider- 
ation of private business on Friday. The proposition now submitted 
is not for a suspension of the rules, but before the House can proceed 
in opposition to this rule a two-thirds vote will be required. That is 
the point I make, 

e SPEAKER. There is another rule which gives any member 
the right to raise the question of consideration. a majority of the 
House shall proceed to consider any particular business, then the 
next business in order is to be p with. The Honse may say 
to-day that it will not proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Private Calendar, and then the Chair would be left to entertain a 
proposition to proceed to the consideration of the business next in 
order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I maintain that the consideration of any other busi- 
ness to-day would be subject to the point of order, that unless the 

meral order for to-day shall be suspended by a two-thirds vote the 
Klose cannot proceed to the consideration of other business. 

The SP How can the Chair make the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for consideration of business on the Private Cal- 
endar, if a majority of the House, according to third paragraph of 
clause 6, Rule XXIV, shall refuse to do so? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then the House would vote to repudiate the rules 
it has made for its own government. 

The SP. There is an incongruity in these two rules. 

Mr. MCLANE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McLANE. I want to ask the Chair whether, in case the House 
shall refuse to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar under Rule XXIV, it will not be obliged immediately, under 
Rule XXVI, to proceed to the consideration of private business on 
the House Calendar ? 

The SPEAKER. The House Calendar is made up of public bills. 

Mr. McLANE. Pardon me; the point I make is this: The honor- 
able gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] has moved that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. It is manifestly competent for the House under Rule XXIV 
to refuse to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 
But when the Honse shall have done so, then Rule XXVI will come 
into operation, and by that rule, unless a two-thirds vote shall relieve 
the House from it, we must go on with private business in the House. 


That is the point I make. 
Sarre SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read clause 9 of Rule 


The Clerk read as follows: 


At any time after the expiration of the morning hour it shall bein order to move 
that the Honse resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the JU 


The SPEAKER. If the House shall refuse now to go into Commit- 
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tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, then clause 9 of Rule XVI 
might become operative. 

. NEWBERRY. I ask for the reading of the third paragraph of 
clause 6 of Rule XXIV. 

The SPEAKER. That has already been read. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. I did not hear it read; I will not ask for it to 
be read again. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the con- 
sideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, this rule was amended on my mo- 
tion when the new rules- were before the House for consideration. 
The Committee on Rules had reported a rule providing that every 
Friday should be set apart for the consideration of private business 
unless otherwise ordered by a majority vote. This was amended so 
as to require a two-thirds vote. Now my point is that to-day is abso- 
lutely set apart by the rule of the House for the transaction of pri- 
vate business unless otherwise ordered by a two-thirds yote. If the 
House by a two-thirds vote should say, We will not enter upon the 
consideration of private business to-day,” then it will be competent 
for any gentleman to move to go on with other business. The gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] can then make a motion to 
proceed with the consideration of the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that in the debate which 
was had when this rule was amended it was insisted by others as 
well as myself that Friday should be as absolutely protected for pri- 
vate business, unless a two-thirds vote should otherwise order, as the 
other days of the week are protected for public business, unless it 
rene be dispensed with by a two-thirds vote. I can see no conflict 
at all. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. If a majority of the House should vote 
against going into Committee of the ole, does the gentleman then 
propose to go on in the House with the Private Calendar? 

r. DUNNELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. What would we do with a bill making 
an appropriation of money? It could not be considered in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. I ask for the reading of another portion of the 
rules which seems to me to settle this question. I refer to the last 
paragraph of the sixth. division of Rule XXIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: > 

On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to entertain 
a motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House to 


consider business on the Private Calendar; and, if this motion fail, then public 
business shall be in order as on other days. 2 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. If Rule XVI be construed literally in 
the manner for which gentlemen contend there would be no morning 
hour on Friday, because literally the rule provides that Friday in 
every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
ness.” That says nothing about a morning hour; and if you adopt a 
literal construction, then immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal on Friday it would be in order to move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole to proceed to the consideration of 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The morning hour on Friday, being for private 
rts, is for “ private business.’ 
. HARRIS, of Virginia. Rule XVI makes no exception of the 
morning hour. -The language is: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private business, 
2 otherwise determined by a two-thirds vote of the members present and 
vo! 

Mr. GARFIELD. The language just read shows that the morning 
hour of Friday as well as the rest of the day is to be devoted to pri- 
vate business. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to call attention to this point: that there 
is in the rules a very apparent distinction between the right of an 
individual member and the right of a majority of the House. For 
instance, the morning hour having , the call of committees for 
reports can be demanded by any member; it is a right given to him 
under the rules. The of committees for reports can only be 
ae. ee with by a motion to suspend the rules so as to d 
with the morning hour. But no individual member can démand as 
his right that the House shall go into the Committee of the Whole. 
That requires a vote of the matte of the House; it is a right per- 
taining to the majority, not to any individual member. Hence, when 
a majority of the House refuses to go into Committee of the Whole, 
the rule applies that other business shall then be in order. 

Mr. G IELD. I see that the language of the rule needs a little 
rectification, so as to obviate a seeming contradiction; but I think 
there is no real contradiction. A motion tosuspend the rules and 
into Committee of the Whole on public business does undoubtedly 
require on Friday a two-thirds vote. But that is not the proposition 
now pending. e present motion is to go into Committee of the 
Whole for consideration of private business. A majority vote of 
the House can carry this motion; but a majority vote can also refuse 
to go into Committee of the Whole on private business. If not, we 
should be in this very sin predieament— that less than a majority 
of the House could put the House into Committee of the Whole by a 
vote, for instance, of forty in the affirmative against seventy in 


re 
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negative. There never was a rule which said that upon a vote forty | tee of the Whole, then by force of that rule that vote is carried 


members could carry a motion affirmatively over seventy members 
voting the other way. That is an absurdity which nobody ever thought 
of. The meaning of the rule is therefore this: that if à motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar does not receive 
a majority vote it fails; and then the House is at liberty by the vote 
of a majority to proceed with other business. There are two ways of 
getting around private bills: one is by a two-thirds vote suspending 

rule; and the other by two motions and two votes; one to refuse 
to go to private bills; and the other to go to public bills; and that 
is what we are 1 now. 

Mr. BRIGHT. . Speaker, adopting the argument of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, it is very easy to perceive by a construction of the 
rule he would defeat the very object of the rule and the very object 
of the policy which has been provided for in the rule. Suppose a 
majority of the House refuses; he insists that would operate as an 
avoidance of the two-thirds rule; and in that way he would in fact 
nullify the two-thirds rule, making it er Pr and of no avail what- 
ever. Then what protection is there this day? The protection which 
was intended has failed. Asa matter of course, we must look to some 
interpretation which will reconcile the apparent conflict, Suppose a 
majority does refuse. That majority vote does not suspend the rules 
requiring a two-thirds vote to take up other business. When the 
Speaker finds he is confronted by these two apparent inconsistencies 
in the rule, what is to be the prevailing opinion, what the construc- 
tion which is to be given to it? It is and ought to be as the Speaker 
has already admitted and ruled, that the law itself being imperfect, 
equity should obtain and require in fact a two-thirds vote to deprive 
the Private Calendar of this day which has been solemnly dedicated 
to it by the rule. 

Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. On the point of order. 

Mr. BUCKNER. That will come up hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is hardly 3 

Mr. BUCKNER. There is no question before the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If the Chair has decided the point of order I do 
not wish to take up the time of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided ; for the condition of 
affairs anticipated has not yet arrived. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, there are certain 
su tions which ought to be made right here and now. When we 

e this matter into consideration, (and 1 do not quite with 
the conclusions of the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GARFIELD,) why, in 
the first place, was this clause adopted to the twenty-sixth rule? 
We all remember that it was the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Minnesota. The Committee on Rules had provided that the deter- 
mination of the precise question now before the House should be by 
a majority vote. That was their report. We had adopted the third 
clause of Rule XXIV, leaving it to the majority of the House to deter- 
mine that vote. The House then proceeded to Rule XXVI, and upon 
the reading that Friday in every week shall be set apart for the 
ponita yoye A of private business unless otherwise determined by a 
majority of the House,” a motion was carried to amend it so as to re- 

a two-thirds vote to change that direction. then, was 

pu of the House? It was unmistakably by that vote to de- 
vote Friday to private business unless a two-thirds should otherwise 
direct. That was the deliberate will and expression of the House on 
this rule. The House acted advisedly on the matter and after debate. 

Now, sir, in what shape are we practically? That is what the 
8 r wants us to touch upon. If one motion is carried in order, as 

e gentleman from Ohio has said, to avoid private business —if one 
motion is made that is to set aside private business, it will require two- 
thirds to carry it; but if another motion is made which is in the same 
direction and to the same purpose, then the two-thirds rule does not 
operate. The House, I submit, did not intend to put into the rules 
such an absurdity as that. The House did intend, we all say, to require 
a two-thirds vote to set aside private business on Friday. There is 
not any higher law than the rules of the House, which determine the 

ractice in the consideration of business. When the gentleman from 
Ohio says if requires a majority to settle it, he must find that deter- 
mination in the rules; and the rules say that one more than a third 
only is necessary to keep private business before the House on Fri- 


day. 
‘The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman allow the Chair to interrupt 


m 

Mr. ROBINSON. I shall be glad. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair said the equity of the rules read ran to 
require the consideration of private business except when suspended 
by a two-thirds vote; and the Chair said also he did not know in 
what condition the House would find itself in case the motion made 
Pe gentleman from Tennessee to proceed to the consideration of 

business of the Private Calendar was voted down in the House 


slay. 
we find one more than a third here say we shall go into 


Abong a majority has not so voted. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand this is the question before the House: 
Does it require a two-thirds ora majority vote to defeat the motion 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Bricut.] That is the 
practical question now before the Honse. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if this motion had been made 1 to the ado 
tion of the new rules, there would have been no difficulty about it. 
I hold in my hand the old rule; it reads as follows: 

Auda aveg week shall be set apart for the consideration of private bills and 

iness in preferen 
idhar of a p ce to any other, unless otherwise een by a 

The SPEAKER. The old rule simply gave the private business 

PME. WHITE. Yen ecessary 

5 . Very well; it was only n to have a majorit; 
vote against the motion to proceed to consider private 8 
when this report of the Committee on Rules was before the House for 
consideration, I rose in my place and offered to amend by inserti 
the old rule, and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN 
having the matter in charge an nized the proposition, and re- 
marked substantially that it was intended by this legislation to 
change the old rule in some respects. In what respect? In respect 
to a majority vote. 

Now, the word “ majority” was put in for the instruction of the 
House to relieve them from the two-thirds vote which was necessar 
by an old rule of April 26, 1828, either to proceed to or dispense with 
private business on Friday or Saturday. Such was the decision upon 
that rule. Subsequently the rule was changed,in May, 1874, by the 
insertion of the word “ majority,” and thereafter the majority of the 
House had control of the motion to proceed to private business on 
Fridays. Now, the word “majority” was left out designedly from the 
new rule pending before us. eae aioe A I apprehend that the last 
clause of Rule V and Rule XXVI are to be construed, as the law- 
yers say, in pari materia; that is, they are to be construed together 
and when so done are entirely consistent and define a clear line of 
action for the House. 

What is the last clause of this Rule XXIV? 

On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to entertain 
a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House to con- 
sider business on the Private Calendar ; and, if this motion fail, then public busi- 
ness shall be in order as on other days. 

That is a rule imperative on the Chair. 
XXVI, which declares that— 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of payaa besi: 
— 2 noe ~ otherwise determined by a two-thirds vote of the mem present 

vor . 

What did the House mean when it changed the rule? What does 
this two-thirds provision mean? It means that the last clause of Rule 
XXIV and Rule XXVI are to be construed together, and to defeat a 
motion to go into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar there must be a two-thirds vote against it. If it does not do 
that, what is the situation which confronts us ? 9 the motion 
submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee is defeated, and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey moves to proceed to the consideration of 
public business, will the Speaker attempt to decide that a majority 
motion will carry it? Sup I rise in my place and present the 
point of order that a majority alone have voted for it, and two-thirds 
not having voted for the motion it cannot prevail. In the face of 
this rule will the Speaker decide that a majority alone carries the mo- 
tion as against private business? I apprehend not. There is such a 
thing as attending to private business in a manner other than in the 
Committee of the Whole. But the intention of the rule of calendars 
was that private bills should be considered by being placed on a 
“ private calendar” and taken up on Fridays. Hence I fancy the 
reasonable construction of the rules for taking up private business is 
that the latter clause of Rule XXIV, which is, “It shall be in order 
to entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House to consider business on the Private Calendar,’ 
shall be construed together with Rule XXVI, which says,“ Friday in 
every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
ness, unless otherwise determined by a two-thirds vote of the mem- 
bers present and voting.” 

Thus you have a clear, consistent order of procedure in that atwo- 
thirds vete is necessary to defeat the motion to consider business on 


Friday. 

Mr. ROBESON. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be an ineonsistency 
in the rules upon this subject. If there be, they are to be construed 
in accordance with the principles which govern the construction of 
this in common with every statute and body of laws. The inconsist- 
ency seems to consist in this: That by a clause of the twenty-foarth 
rule it seems to be provided that, as it will require a motion to go 
into the Committee of the Whole for private business, which motion 
will be decided by a majority, a ority may defeat the considera- 
tion of private business to-day. But by the twenty-sixth rule it seems 
to be quite as clearly and quite as strongly provided that it shall 
require a two-thirds vote to defeat the proceeding of the House to 
business on the Private Calendar. 

Now, if we are to continue these two rules, the first principle of 
construction is that the whole body of rules is to be construed ba pol 
and all contradictory parts to be reconciled if possible. But it seems 


It is followed by Rule 
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to be impossible to reconcile the provisions of these rules, because 
there is no other mode of 3 private business on Friday ex- 


eept in the morning hour and in the Committee of the Whole, because 
the private business is by the rules either in the morning hour or 
in the foe of bills on the Calendar in Committee of the Whole, which 
the House itself cannot get charge of until it goes into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. If that be true, then it seems impossible to recon- 
cile these two rules, because if you can refuse to go into committee 
by a majority vote under the twenty-fourth rule, you defeat the posi- 
tive requirement of the twenty-sixth rule, which requires a two-thirds 
vote to keep the House from private business to-day. But if it be 
impossible to reconcile them, then another principle of construction 
comes in, and that is that the last provision sh vern, and that 
the last provision is to be considered as the final and decisive action 
of the House on the subject, and as an amendment governing every- 
thing going before it and repealing the effect of every inconsistent 
provision; and that when it 1 that two-thirds are required, it 
expresses the construction of the House of its previous provision. 

Mr. WARNER. When adopted on the same day and on the same 
vote? 

Mr. ROBESON. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. How does the gentleman dispose of Rule XXVI. 

Mr. ROBESON. I say it governs, because it was adopted subse- 

uently to the last clause of Rule XXIV, with the last clause of Rule 

XIV before the House and the House acting thereon and saying in 
effect we will not submit this to a majority but it shall require a 
two-thirds vote. This is a principle on which all statutes and all 
bodies of laws must be construed where they are absolutely incon- 
sistent. 

Mr. WHITE. Then we agree. 

Mr. NEW. Will the gentleman from New Jersey allow me to ask 
him a question! 

Mr. ROBESON. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. NEW. Does the gentleman from New Jersey say that if Rule 
XXVI instead of being a separate rule was a clause of section 6 of 
Rule XXIV, there would then be any difficulty in construing that 
part of the section; and if not, how can the fact that it is a rule and 
found in a different part of the text of the rules create any difficulty ? 
The rules constitute but one act. Shall not, therefore, what is con- 
tained in Rule XXVI be construed with what we find in clause 3 
of ny ae 6 of Rule XXIV just the same as if it was a part of sec- 
tion 6 r 

Mr. WHITE. That is right. 

Mr. ROBESON. What Teaia was that Rule XXVI provided that 
a two-thirds vote should be necessary to set aside the consideration 
of private business, and that that was the final action of the House 
and was in irreconcilable opposition to the clause of Rule XXIV, be- 
cause an affirmative motion to go into the Committee of the Whole 
and the clause of Rule XXIV provides in effect that that part of the 
machinery of getting to private business might be stopped just there 
by a majority refusing to go into committee, and would thus nullify 
Rule XXVI, unless an affirmative motion can be carried by less than 


a 3 = 

The SP. ER. The Chair will submit the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. BRIGHT. J 

Mr. ROBESON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Bappaee 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. BRIGHT] should be 
withdrawn and the regular order should then be demanded, will not 
Rule XXVI carry the House just where the gentleman from Tennessee 
wants it to go—that is, to the consideration of private business, or 
does it require the motion to go into committee! 

The SPEAKER. Still it will require a motion. The Chair does 
not know how the chairman of the Committee of the Whole House 
could be got into the chair of the committee unless a motion was 
made and agreed to by the House to go into the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. ROBESON. Then it requires a majority vote to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

The question being taken on Mr. BRIGHTS motion that the House 
ged 1 55 into Committee of the Whole House, there were —ayes 

„ noes 58. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion was agreed to. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. PRICE. at is very good, when the gentleman from Penn- 
eee [Mr. WHITE] has just got back, after having been away for 
ten days. 

Mr. WHITE. Oh; I can stand that. I am responsible to my con- 
stituents for my action here. 


The SP. The Chair cannot entertain that motion at pres- 
ent, the House having determined to go into Committee of the Whole. 
4 PRIVATE CALENDAR, 


The Honse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. MOLANE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of business on the Private Calendar. The Clerk will 
report the first bill. 


The Clerk read as follows : 


A bill (H. R. No. 3202) granting a pension to Harry E. Williams. 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
Williams, 


bee eee Ser 
thorized and ce Yr ee e 
eee ee One hun and thirty-sixth Regimen 5 


et eirp i A. D. 1 
date of his di at the rate allo by existing laws to disa eco sei Mane 
diers of the late war of the rebellion, for injuries sustained and disability inc 
by the said E. Williams while in service of the United States, ~in 
e line of his duty in the said war of the rebellion. 


Mr. O'CONNOR. I rise to a question of order. The last time the 
House was in Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar an- 
other and a different bill from that which has just been read had 
been read to the House and was under consideration—I refer to the 
bill which stands at the head of the Calendar, the bill (H. R. No. 
2798) for the relief of L. Madison Day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only proceed under the existing 
rules of the House. By the existing rule the Chair is uired to 
have read to the committee the first bill on the Calendar. That bill 
has now been read. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. It is not the first bill on the Calendar that has 
just been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to the gentleman from 
South Carolina that, although it is not the first bill on the Calendar, 
it is the bill which when the committee last rose was pending. 

Mr. SPARKS. The point made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina is that the bill which he has indicated was pending when the 
House was last in Committee of the Whole; that the committee 


stopped at that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Nevertheless, unless the unfinished business is 
now conside: it might never be considered. The Chair therefore 
rules the first bill to be considered is the bill that was unfinished 
when the committee last rose. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. The bill for the relief of L. Madison Day was read 
to the Committee of the Whole, and the committee rose on the read- 
ing of that bill. 

he CHAIRMAN, The Chair would ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina to listen to the reading of the fourth clause of Rule XXIII. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


4. In Committees of the Whole House, business on their calendars shall be taken 


committee shall thereupon rise and <r such objection to the House, which shall 
decide, without debate, whether such bill or proposition shall be considered or 
shall resume its sitting with- 


laid aside for the present; whereupon the commi 
out further order bf the House. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina to make his motion or objection in terms of the rule which 
has just been read, because the Chair has no discretion, under the 
rulings in the House, since the adoption of the new rules. The House 
has uniformly disposed of the business as it was left unfinished under 
the old rule. 

The Chair desires to state to the Committee of the Whole the con- 
dition of business. When the committee was last in session the pend- 
= bill was the bill (H. R. No, 3098) immediately preceding the bill 
which has just been read. It will now be for the committee to decide 
3 it will dispose of that business or take up the first bill on the 

endar. 

Mr. CONNOR. When the House was last in the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar it had under consideration the 
bill which is now at the head of the Calendar, the bill for the relief 
of L. Madison Day. The bill was read to the House, and before 

report could be read to the Honse the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Wa oree that the committee rise, and that motion was 
agreed to. e House subsequently adopted an order to hold a ses- 
sion on the Wednesday evening following for the purpose of consid- 
ering pension bills alone on the Private Calendar. But that did not 
interfere with the order of business on Friday. This is the first Fri- 
day the House has resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar since the bill Irefer to was under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Carolina will take 
note of the statement of the Chair that the bill which has just been 
read was the bill before the committee on last objection day. If the 
Chair does not take note of that fact, none of the bills to which ob- 
jection was made would ever be considered. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. The bill I refer to was before the committee on 
last consideration day, and there has been no Friday devoted to pri- 
vate business since. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not dealing with the last consid- 
eration day, but the last objection day; and ts proposes to bring to 
the consideration of the committee every bill which was objected to. 
The Chair is obliged te take this course of proceeding unless other- 
wise directed by the committee. 

Mr. BRIGHT. This is a matter of the construction of the rule. 
Under the old rules there were two calls of the Private Calendar— 
one for consideration and one for objection. The new rules have en- 
tirely done away with the call of the Private Calendar for objection. 
There is no calendar before the committee now, nor can there 8 
except for consideration in the regular order of the bills as they stan 
upon the Calendar. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no hesitation at all in saying to 
the committee that he will now submit the question upon the bil 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) One moment. It seems to me that 
this matter can be unraveled very easily and properly. It is true that 
this bill came up for consideration upon objection day, and now comes 
up naturally as unfinished business. In the mean time, the rules of 
the House have been changed so as to require that all bills on the 
Private Calendar shall be considered in their regular order, not sub- 
ject to objection. This bill,coming up now as unfinished business, 
naturally is the one to be first considered to-day, and when it shall 
have been disposed of the committee will then go to the top of the 
Calendar and consider the bills in their order as they stand upon the 
Calendar. That is an equitable mode of disposing of the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair intended to do. 

Mr. BURROWS. And in that way all the bills will be reached in 
their order. 

Mr. BUCKNER. It seems to me that thisdifficulty grows altogether 
out of a misapprehension of the facts, not of the rules, connected 
with this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman rise to a point of order? 

Mr. BUCKNER. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is it? 

Mr. BUCKNER. My point of order is that the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. O“ 1 right, and that the bill for the 
relief of L. Madison Day, at the beginning of the Calendar, is the bill 
to be first considered to-day. The record will show that that bill 
was under consideration on the last consideration Friday. It is true 
that by a special order of the House an evening session was devoted 
to the consideration of sion bills, and when the committee rose on 
that evening the bill which has been read was panain 8 

The C AN. That point of order has a ERR hee: made by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, and the Chair has decided it. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. If in order, I move that the committee now pro- 
ceed to consider the first bill on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is perfectly willing to submit that 
motion to the committee. 

The motion of Mr. O'CONNOR was agreed to. 


L. MADISON DAY. 


The committee accordingly proceeded to consider the first bill on 
the Private Calendar, being a bill (H. R. No. 2798) for the relief of 
L. Madison Day; reported from the Committee on Claims by Mr. 
O'CONNOR. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secre: £ the T. d he here! - 
thorized to pay, out of any — inthe pidaia, fraa ia paranki Èe the 
sum of $5,400 to L. Madison Da: eee IOE yor eee 
As a EER iT 
which was invalid and defective. ~ 2 : 

Mr. BREWER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of L. Madison 
Day, of Louisiana, have had the same under consideration, and report thereon as 


S, namely: 
This is an application to b tioner to be repaid the purchase price 
„% nag Tet m the United States at a judicial sale 
5 


the 1 was defective, and has wholly failed, and the 


This 
sively Sarorabhy reportot upon, (twice in the Senate and twice in the House,) with 
Ils for the 


Con; 
Congress; Honse Committee on Claims, report No. 55, third session Forty-fifth 


Con 
ppears from the evidence in the case, and is stated in the reports of the vari- 
ons committees, that in 1865 two res of „in the h of Jefferson and 
State of Louisiana, were seized and libeled under the act of 17th July, 
1662, in the district court of the United States for the eastern district of 
as the property of Judah P. Benjamin. A monition was issued and an order o: 
uiblication made in one of the news in New Orleans, citing and admonish- 


g all persons whatsoever who had or pretended to have any right, title, or inter- 
est in or to the libeled to a at aspecified time ow cause, if 
any they had, why the property not he condemned according to the prayer 
of the bel; and no one having a a default was entered and a pro confesso 
taken against whatsoever, the court, after and 
after finding and in the decree that the said two squares of were 

peoperte of JaAah P; Henjamin. coademned the eame ss ted to the United 
States and ordered them to be sold. 
It also a that after the cond and order of sale of the two squares 


lemnation 
before the sale, the United States district court for the eastern dis- 
Laat ait (wa tay materia Gaeta dt 
of Con; ( „ au 0 es 
a pps drea te catebiioh euch Yorsa af decree deeds executed 


property condemn: 
cate of the recorder of 


showing the cancellation 
tioner, 


— A order of and of 

marshal, purchased the two squares of and that he paid for the one 
os aforesaid the sum of 8 and that he afterward received the mar- 

shal's with the certificate of the proper officer attached showing the erasure 

and of the Benjamin mortgage, and that it was from this certificate 

alone that petitioner had the first intimation or information of the existence of any 

mortgage on the property a$ the time of the sals: (Supreme Court Record, Day vs. 
cou. 


That some time after the delivery of the deed as aforesaid, and the payment of 
the rice, the heirs of the mortgagee instituted suit in the ck sb State 
court to foreclose the mortgage. and the court decided that notwithstanding the 
8 on the part of the United States, which were set up and relied upon as 
a bar to the action, the property was liable to the mortgage, and a decree of sale 
was made by the State court. An appeal was taken by petitioner from the judg- 
ment enforcing the mo: o against the p to the sapreme court of Louisi. 
ana, which affirmed the judgment of the lower court, and a writ of error was there 
prosecuted to the Supreme Court of the United States, which affirmed tho judg- 
ment of the su court of the State, and petitioner was evicted from the prop- 
erty which he had purchased, as y stated, from the Government, free from 
incumbrance and with a clause of warranty in the deed. 

The sole and only gonen, then, is as to the right SE sep aimee a return of his 
wees a eee © failure of the title and his eviction from the property. 

And it does seem that after so many favorable reports, and after 8 
the justness of the claim, if ever there was a case in which a party was entitled to 
areturn of his money, this is that case. It is a case in which petitioner has re- 
ceived nothing for his money, and where the Government has parted with nothing 
of any value for the money which it received through its officers and agent from 


tioner. 
oor. on the broad principles of equity and justice, petitioner is clearly entitled 
to a return of his money ; for the Government no more than an individnal can have 
my right to retain money received without consideration and on representations 
and a warranty of title which have wholly failed. 
In the cases of United States us. State Bank, and Merchants“ Bank ve. United 


the same, and 3 to natural 
Now, according to t 


And m 
ground that it was legal fraud for a party, even through honest mistake, to re 
resent that he bad tha A 
his, and that the purchaser who re 
was entitled to be fully relieved and indemni! seg 
3 y R., 7 Chan. Div., 42; Bowling vs. Pollock, 7 Mon., 
; Fiynne vs. Campbell, 6 Mon., 280; Smith vs. Roberts, 23 Ala, 312; Jones vs. Clif. 


certain property, and thought he was 
court said; 


it. This was a clear m 
What, then, ought to be the effect of that mistake? 
will vacate contracts on the ground of mistake is too 
er proof or illustration. 
It is, therefore, seen the Government was bound to know that it actually 
had that which it had declared and adjudged, through its own court, to be its own 
, and which it undertook to and convey to petitioner free from incum- 
and with a warranty of the title. 

AEn O TORTA HOEN OE DA TIELAS BIRN IR Day ache gen by Phnom 
. BES eons, which the Government had declared was its o 
undertook to sell convey to petitioner, free from incumbrance, and with a 
warranty of the title, was subject to the m which the Government had 
caused to be erased and and the to of erasure annexed to the 

urchaser evicted from the 2 the 
of common right and justice, bound to 


cò. 
as is well said by the court of appeals of New York, 
lies in all cases where the defendant has in his hands money which, ex @quo et bono, 


to the plaintiff. (72 N. Y., 582; 64 ch., 319. 
all the authorities hold that money paid without consideration, or upon a 
be back. (Swire vs. Francis, Law 


3, Appl. Ca. 1 53 N. X., 286; 72 N. Y., 582.) 
„Part ; o Ney ; E. 
VVT to afford relief for a failure of 
eration from whatever cause.” (White & „L. C. in Eq., vol. 2, part 1, 


i 


on false 
intolerable injustice. 
t matters not that the court may have been mistaken in supposing that it had 
under the statute to condemn and order the to be sold free of 
matters not that the marshal, in calling the property free of 
ary. Sa p, on tank ae e 
and erroneous orders of the court. 
ent, by accepting the proceeds of the sale, ratified and adopted 
FV 
222. rn te 
e 
The Judi Committee of the House, in their h Mr. MeO: ) 
No. 308, —— of the Furty- fourth „ — 


Mer committee are further of the that the United States cannot right- 
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“ Before the invalidity of the sale was discovered by either party, the purchase- 
15 TTT 5] ted that they had 
= o e 
thority to condemn, said proper United States 


“The rules of law, that a su ent ratifi of an act done as agent is equal 
toa prior authority, and that the receipt of the of an unauthorized sale 
is a ratification an tion thereof, are so well understood as to require no more 
than a mere statem: th 


ent em, 
“And it is equally well settled that the law u this subject applies to the act 
is the act of its 9 Buron 2 Le Exch 


they are decidedly of 8 — that the ratification of the Crown, communicated 
as it has been in 


ty. 

“In Fremont vs. United States (2 Court of Claims R., 476) it is distinctly held 
that the rule by which the principal is bound by a sul nent ratification of the 
unauthorized acts of an agent ‘is as nt pee the con and obligations of 
the United States as to those of indi And the same rule is laid down in 
other cases decided by the same court. 

“In Reeside vs. United States (2 Court of Claims R., 20) it is said: It is the set- 
fled rule of this court, and the principle upon which it was established, to admin- 
ister the same law between the Government and a claimant which is administered 
between ordinary suitors.’ 

“Tn Elwell vs. Chamberlain (31 N. Y., 619) the court, in reference to a principal 
taking the benefit of a bargain by his agent, says: 

“s They cannot be permitted to enjoy the fruits of the bargain without adopting 
all the instruments employed by the agent in bringing ittoa consummation. 

* * 


„The plaintiffs, therefore. stand in the same position as if they had made the 
representation or authorized it to be made.“ 

And the above views of the Judiciary Committee on memorialist’s claim are 

uoted and adopted by the House Committee of Claims in their Report No. 55, 
third session Forty-fifth Congress. 


nd: 

These views of the Judiciary Committee (says the Senate Committee on Claims 
in their report, [by Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin,] No. 505, second session Forty-fifth 
Con on petitioner’s claim) are so consonant with reason and justice, and so 
well sustained by the whole current of authority, that it is im ble that they 
can be otherwise than correct. 

“For ‘where the princi ratifies a sale made by the a es Epeng its 
fruits, he is thereby bound by the t's representations.’ ( on Agency, 


section 174; Oaks vs. Turquand, L. R. 2 H. L., 325; Doggett vs. Emerson, 3 Story, 
; Kibbe vs. Hamilton Co., 11 Gray, 163.) 

“Tf a principal accept, receive, and hold the proceeds or beneficial results of a 

contract, he authority or a ratification. 


U be esto; from denying an original 
lton vs. Hillersden, 19. Nn. 21 1 ‘Thorold vs. Smith, 11 
hty, 13 Geo., 46; Johnson vs. Smith, 21 Conn., 627.) 

“ Where the sořťa sale are taken, this is an r eber (Brewer 
vs. 5 expe 7 U. and C., 310; Byrne vs. Morris, 4 4 ) 

„And an adoption of the agency in part is an adoption in toto, as the law does 
not permit a p: epal to adoptan agent's unauthorized act so far as itis beneficial 
and reject the residue. By adopting part he becomes bound by the whole. (1 
Comst., 433; 10 N. Y., 325; Story 


od., 72; Byrne vs. 


y Agency, sect. 250; 33 Barb., 610; 34 N. X., 30, 
88; 38 Barb., 534; 8 Pick., 56; 19 Pick, 300; 23 Vt., 565; 14 N. Hamp., 145.)” 
In Veasie vs. Williams, 8 How., 134, 157, the court says : 


“Tf a principal ratify a y his t, and take the benefit of it, and it after- 
ward turn out that frand or mistake existed in the sale, the latter may be annulled, 
and the parties placed ù 3 

“The 1 in such case is profiting by the acts of the t, and is hence 
answeral mself of any in- 


Was the purchaser deceived, and has the vendor 8 the sale made by de- 
conten. and received the benefits of it? For, if so, bo takes the sale with all its 


“Whatever the ous authority of the t, (says Wilde, B., in Udell vs. 
Atherton, 7 H. & Nor., 172,) whatever the sedla rot s own ce, he must, as 
it seems to 1 5 the whole contract, . statements and representa- 
tions which induced it, or repudiate the contract po ee 
erever an agen es a con on 0 p w er 
“Whi t makes a contract on behalf of his principal, whether with 
or without authority, the principal cannot robate and reprobate the contract. 
He must adopt it altogether, or not at all; he cannot at the same time take the 
benefit which it confers and repudiate the e which it imposes. (Bristowe 
own.)“ 


vs. Whitmore, 9 House Lords, 8 7 
In Brown vs. United States, (6 Court of Claims R., 171. 197-109.) where the Secre- 


the ground that a sufficient amount had not been deducted for bap aa and the 
d balance, and the defense was that the Government 
was not liable to be sued for the acts of a public officer, the court said: 

“This case we think distinguishable clearly from those which spring from the 
tort or laches of a public officer. It arises, from the wrongful act of the Sec- 
e continuous withholding by the defendants of the money of 
the claimants. It is an action founded upon ratification—the i holding on 
known that which 


e principal as hav- 


The Government is not de like the by apne? Argan for the negligence and 
mistakes of its ts, and their authority is ted and defined by law, and the 
law is notice to all the world. But that defense cannot prevail where the Govern- 
ment ts and ratifies the mistake, or receives and accepts the benefit of the 
unauthorized act.” 

Therefore it does not lie in the mouths of the defendants in this suit to say that 
their Secretary’s act was illegal, and that they are not responsible for unlawful acts 
because their Secretary acted in their name and strictly ou their behalf and they 
have retained the money which he withheld, &c.” 

The Government cannot therefore either at law or in fauity be heard to say that 
its officers and ts had no legal right or authority to the property of 


5 warranty. It is es retinas Bae authority and warranty 
of the title in the deed b y accepting the proceeds of 
* © as of its officers 


was obtained, because the receipt of the proceeds of an unauthorized transaction 
7... ra leven ered etree he isis oilen all the means 
all the instruments employed, and of all the misrepresentations made 


is 
his money, as the same was 


And as ———— took nothin; 
any value, it would eg —— 
y 

Besides, the court was expressly au and empowered by the statute (12 
U. S. Stat., 592, sec. 8) To make such orders, establish such forms of decree and 
sale, and direct such deeds and conveyances to be executed and delivered by the 
marshal thereof, where real estate shall be the subject of sale, as shall fully and 
efliciently effect the es of this act, and vest in the purchasers of such prop- 
ert; and valid titles thereto.” 

t is, therefore, seen that the court, under this 8 the statute, had a 
general authority and discretion conferred upon it by the act; and the petitioner, 
who was a bona fde purchaser, (Cole vs. Johnson, 53 Miss., 95; Green vs. Biddle, & 
Wheat.) had a right to presume that the court had properly exercised the discre- 
tion and apparent authority, vested in it under the statute, in making the general 
order requiring the mars in all cases of the sale of real estate under the act, to 
cause all mortgages resting on the property sold to be canceled and to annex the: 
certificate of erasure to the deeds given to the purchasers. (See Cole vs. Johnson, 
53 Miss., 94; Gaines vs. Kennedy, 53 Miss., 104, 109, and foregoing authorities.) 

The Government is therefore Sound by the acts of the court under the authori 
aforesaid; and the validity of its acts, as far as the Government is concerned an 
the liability of the Government arising from the same, cannot be made to d d 
on the degree of wisdom or skill which may have accompanied the exercise of the 
general power and discretion vested in the court. 

“And.” (says the Senate Committee on Claims in their Report No. 505, second 
session Forty. fifth Congress, on petitioner's claim,) where a public officer is held 
out as having authority to do an act, or is empowered in his capacity as a public 
officer or agent to make the declaration or representation for the Government, and 
which is relied on as the ground of relief, the Government is bound by the acts 
and declarations of the t.” (Lee vs. Munroe, 7 Cranch, 366, ; Story’s 
Agency, sec. 307a ; 12 Court of Claims R. 24-5.) 

For, as is well said by the Court of Claims, (McKee vs. The United States, 12 
Court of Claims R., 527-8; Thompson's case, 9 (b., 187-196,) where a statute ex- 
pressly defines the power of an officer it is notice to all the world; but where a 
statute confides a discretion to an officer, a party dealing with him in good faith 
may assume that the discretion is ly exercised.” where a discretion is 
conf on an officer and a contract is made in which he has exercised that dis- 
cretion, the validity of the contract cannot be made to depend on the degree of 
wisdom or skill which may have accompanied its exercise. (United States vs. 
8 8 Wall., 72, &3; 14 Pet., 448; 12 Wheat, 19; 6 Ell. & B., 377; 25 Eng. L. & 

„114; 1 Wheat., 489.) 

ndoubtedly, then, the purchaser had a right to rely on the warranty and the 
representations of the Government through its own officers, the court and the mar- 
shal, that the property was to be sold free of mortgage, and was under no obliga- 
tion to inquire for himself as far as the Government was concerned. He was in 
possession of the Government's own declaration, through the court and the mar- 
shal, that the property was to be sold free of mortgage, if any such there was, and 
had a right to rely on that representation without inquiry. (Boyce EX vs. 
Grundy, 3 Pet.. 210, 218; Mead vs. Burin, 32 N. Y., 275; Brown vs. Rice’s Adm., 
arma 474; Young vs. Harris, 2 Ala., 108; Parham vs. Randolph, 4 How., (Miss.,) 

.) 

For no man can complain that another has too implicitly relied on the truth of 
what he has himself stated. (Rynell vs. S 1 D.. M. & G., 660, 710, Lord 
Cranworth, L. J.; Rawlins vs. Wickham, 3 D. & J., 318; Smith vs. Com- 
pany, L. R., 2 Eq., 264; Brown vs. Rice's Adm., 26 Gratt, 474.) 

There is no foundation, then, for any excuse or even a plausible pretext for not 


— petitioner his money. 

he r napar caveat emptor, but which is not recognized or enforced in Lou- 
isiana, and which only ap even in the common-law States to the acquisition of 
the title, and does not to the equitable claim of a purchaser to be reimbursed 
on the failure of the ti 85 Miss, ) has not even one grain of sand on which 
to repose in a case like this, 

The acts and declarations of the agents and officers of the Government, in sell- 
ing the property free of mortgage and warranting the title, precludes the Govern- 
ment from such a defense. And the Government, by accepting the proceeds of 
the sale and covering them into the Treasury, has ratified and the acts of 
its officers in ma the sale. For the Government cannot be permitted to take 
the fruits and benefits resulting from the act of its officers and repudiate the ob- 
ligations which the transaction imposes. By accepting the proceeds of the sale the 
Government was profiting by the acts means used in procuring the money. 
and is hence held, according to all the authorities, as we have seen, to have adopted 
and ratified the whole transaction. 

The defense of caveat emptor is, therefore, destitute of all foundation. It has 
never been applied in any case where there was any misrepresentation respecting 


the title. 
Md. R., 222, where a trustee sold property under a decree 
rehaser afterward discovered 
— of the sale, annulled the 


good to th i bered — eed ag term: of hie 

to the an unincum es! e 5 0 ar- 

Shase. (8. I. A Harr. & Gill, 176, 177) x 
And in Davis et al. ve. Railroad, 1 Wood’s C. C. R., 661, where a receiver was in 
of premises under foreclosure proceedi 
the marshal under a 
bankruptcy free of the mort- 
ver st the assignee in bankruptcy 
sale must be set aside and the purchase-money re- 


to the rs. 
8 — ag — . — e . page 666) e (igen yc of the 
case, an my ju it, w is not contrary thereto.” 
And where the title faila for want of jurisdiction and authority in the court to 
make the order of sale under which the is sold, the purchaser is entitled 


price. . 
trustees Railroad, 1 Wood's C. C., 661; Bell vs. Craig, 52 Ala., 215, 217; 
vs. Bowie, 53 Ala., 153, 162; 6 Allen, 549, 550; 13 Gray, 564; 8 Humph., 328; 38 Me., 
47, 51.—Senate Committee C 505, second session of the Forty-fifth 


) 
And the reason is that, as the sale is void, the purchaser has taken nothing 
his and the title which 8 8 
bono 0 


In Schwinger vs. Hickock (53 N. Y., 280) it was held that a purchaser under an 


And in Newdigate vs. Davy (1 Ld. Ray., 742) it was held that the 
had and recei 


recover (in an action for mon ved) from the defendan which 
he had received and which been paid over to him under a void authority; that 
is, uncer the sentence of a court which had no jurisdiction whatever over or in re- 
spect of the subject-matter. hitt. Cont., 947, 11th ed.) So money paid on a 
hich be vered back. 


8 is afterward reversed or vacated may reco’ 11 
eee 13 S. & R., 292; 1 Harr. & J., 400; 24 Wend., 32; 2 Day, 
FL., 582.) 
d a purchaser st a judicial sale in Louisiana can al 
F bought at his own risk and peril and excluded 
eee ety Bog Fa 
; — inst, (23 Wis., 41,) whe bate judge, through mistake 
, 41,) where a pro u mis 
he was FV 


of the 


p 
ministrator-in-chief. (Petit vs. Petit, 32 Ala., 288.) It @que 
A V © creditors or heirs of 
In Bland vs. Povie radon 152, 162,) although it was considered that sales of 
der an order of the probate court are judicial sales, to 
which the maxim caveat tor applies in all its rigor, yet the court said: 
“We do not doubt that it is com t for the parehaser, at any time after he 
that the proceedings for the sale are void, to resort to a court of equity 
to compel the heir or devisee to elect a ratification or the n of the con 
of purchase. If the purchase-money has been paid and distributed to the heirs, or 
applied by the representatives to the payment of debt, a court Seaan ect 
would compel a conveyance of title from the heirs, if they could not su y 
the of the sale.” (Bell vs. Craig, 52 Ala., 215. 
judicial sale fails to obtain 


gins, 
hoyer ve. Nickell, 55 Mo., 
269; Evans vs. Sn; 7 0, 5 dmin'r vs. 8 
182; Bently 2 Long., 2 Strob. Eq., 43; 

. 


Lloyd Mar., 191; Mocklee vs. „2 Har. & G., 176, 177; Petty vs. 
Clark, 5 Pet., 481, . 95, 102, 104, 105.) Senate Committee on Claims Re- 
port No. 505, session Forty C 


to the acquisition of the title, and does not 
z Rimani 
A r 


eee eens 
ed at the 


it is contrary to natural 
bok ener another, or one man 
a e parted with any right nor given him anything 


ow, the petitioner took nothing by his purchase, because the Government, accord- 
tothe decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, had nothing to sell, had 
which it could sell and convey in the way and manner in which the property 

was sold to the petitioner. The Government has therefore obtained the money of 
tioner without any equivalent, and is in law, honor, and justice bound to restore 
same; and it will not do for a great government to resort to any merely tech- 
nical pretext or unjust defense for an excuse to keep the money of a citizen when 

whatever in return 


it has given for his money. 
Ji in such a case rises superior to and overshadows all other considerations. 
Hence, there is nothing in the suggestion that the money was paid through error 


arty which it as ited to the United States should be sold an 
posed of, and is not, therefore, an error for which the. is in any way 
responsible. The relied, as he had a right to do, on the action of the 
court and tations and warranty respecting the title. (See Senator 
JONES'S (of ) report, No. 389, first session Forty-fourth page 2; 
53 


Miss. 95.) 

The mistake, then, (as is said by the Senate Committee on Claims, in their re- 
port, No. 505, second session Forty-fifth Congress,) must be treated as the mistake 
of the Government and not as the mistake of the purchaser, or, at least, it must 
be as a mistake which was contributed to and superinduced by the mis- 
take and misrej the ts of the Government, and who had an 
© matter. 


And against 
where the mistake was in any way or manner induced or contributed 2 


misi 

Schofield vs. T 

Ib., 140, 143; Sny 

„614; 

X 42 

Smith, 425; ; 5 

Mist., 400; ham’s Pr. Eq., sect. 188, p. 242; Pomeroy on Spef. Perf. of Cont., 

sect. 237, p. 321.) 

For tonne the Senate Committee on Claims, Report No. 505, second session Forty- 
pone veces erea an innocent misrepresentation of law as well as a misrepre- 
8 66 party who is misled by such misrepresentation to 
relief both in W. 

In Evarts vs. 5 es, adm., 11 Ohio, 488, and Drew vs. Clarke, Cooke's (Tenn.) 
R., 374, 380, it was held that: Where a contract is executed under a mistake in 

law, which mistake is produced peers resentations of one of the par- 
Ee r e eee mistake was as to a matter of fact.” 
31 Conn., 517. 


mistake of a to a contract in 
such mistake is the subject of correction where it is 
oe —.— e 6, Cooke, 8 
Fane vs. Fan 9 where a father, throu t mistak: 
of law, rep! to his son he had a r x 


demand of trustees in bankruptcy paid over money, which he had received - 
eoution against the bankrupt, under a mistake — thale A $0 the anne 
from the demand being le that they had a 


granted from a release by the heir 
the heir had stated to the executor that in 
in case of suit it would ultimately be so 
would have to consider the will legal and valid, 


mined Dy the miarepreses — ( —L—ũ—e — 
e tation o e law 
—— Haren or party. gh inn t mistake and m 
And — ies e of e “peers — — 8 to the agent of the 
see e advan 0 t. 5 A 
E Ch. fes, Woodbury te Charter O . 


517; Fane va. Fane, L. R, 20, Eq. Ca., 608; 
And where parties deal with 


matters of fact. (S. P., 51 Miss., 


. k 
And in Lawrence vs. Beaubien, 2 Bail. (S. C.) R., 623, it was held, in an elaborate 
and well-considered ion, that a mutual mistake in both parties as to the law 
was d for relief the obligation of a contract by which one party acquired 
nothing, and the other neither parted with any right or suffered any loss, and which 
er e eee 

rt 647, 648 of the above . Justice Johnson well and forcibly says: 

“Tf tion is to be consi ered with reference to the rules of morality, 
there could be no diversity of on about it. The plaintiff seeks in this action 
to recover that which of natu Sefendant. 


æquo et bono belongs to another; a principle found in every code, circumscri 
be poe 8 toy. punitive cales founded im Gha AA COATS tnd TOIAN 
man 


d; and. when rightly understood, says Sir Hi Finch, the max- 
{ue and pein ciples of — eg i yield to it, 6 
. (Finch’s 


ducing an agreement will its effects in equity as ed to the true state of 
the law, upon the sume principle as'a common mistake upon a of fact; and 
that a court of equity grant relief inst an a; ent made under such cir- 
cumstances. (Re Saxon, &c.,2 John. & em. 408, fiz, Stone er. Godfro , 5 De G. 
* „ 1041, 1lth ed.; Earl p vs. Winn, ER 6, H. 

Indeed, there is no case to be found in the books where a party, as in this case, 
J DT BIS eget and tha siber poeple maser of any value, has 
a court of equity ever refused relief. 3 


es y where the pur- 
chaser was induced to make the mistake and misrepresenta- 
tion of the law and facts by the other party. 

Where a vendor intends to sell, and the vendee to purchase, a sul title, 
but which in fact does not exist, a payment of the purchase-money (says the Sn- 
preme Court of the United States) “ would pea pu ang og without the s. of 
consideration ; and no court of equity is believed ever to have sanctioned such a 
principle.” (All et., 71.) 
the legal title of the vendor is ground for relief. 
(Flyne vs. Campbell, 6 Mon., 286; Bowling vs. Pollock, 7 Mon., 32; Smith vs. Rob- 

23 Ala., 312; Irick vs. Fulton, 3 Gratt., 193.) 

‘And it isnow well settled that a mistake is as good a d for relief in equit 

as fraud. (Torrance vs. Bolton, L. R., 14 Eq. Ca., 124, 139, 134; Lord St. — — 


For a court of 
as agai Godfrey, 5 D 
Condon, L. R., 9 Chan., 609; ham, L. R., 3 Ch. Div., 357; Re Saxon, 


doubt it has) to against mistakes in fact;* 
that ie $0 ony, if there is any equitable ground which makes it, under the 


Stone vs. Godfrey, 5 D. M. & G.. wu. 
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1895 


Me., 143; 11 Ohio, 


314, 318; 3 B. Mon., 513; 1 Met., = eet 2 ib 
; 21 15., 197; 3 My. & K., 99; 19 Texas, 303; 2 Motard Chs 455; 1 Hills. 
1 6 * J., e e 1 St. Eq., seos. 138i, 1 ay, 
1 d fo authorities.) 


Judge — will be to give me 
vantage an Ba the factof 
admitted or proved to the entire of the court, it Zesty ore 


seem to 
equity, and a roach to the law Hae 


895 19 Conn. 548; 21 Conn., ; 31 3 

And while 8 presumed to know the law and is 
usually beund as 56 FF 
well sattled. by the best-considered cases in — 7 — and America, that there 


p- * 
10 i Manatieid. ) 
pper Lon vs. 3 * P 191, the court, in a yer ere ag opinion, says : 
“In Regina vs. Ma: Tewkesb (ihe fe chase pes apr supposed maxim 
—— re cently, explained, and it was where an Bera knowledge was 
8 ee D PAN Aae pirya po y.“ 
B malig cm „ uses 


uses this lan. 
“From the knowledge of the fact that Blizard was meres and returning officer, 
was every elector bound to know as matter of law that he was disqualified? I 
agree that ignorance of the law dees not excuse. But I think that in Martindale 
vs. Falkner, 2 C. B., 719, Maule, J., correctly explains the rule of law. He says: 

3 is no presumption in this country that every person knows the law; it 
would be contrary to common sense and reason if it were so.'” 

In Jones vs. Randall, Cowp., 38, 40, Lord Mansfield said “ As to the certainty of 
the lar, it would 3 very hard upon the profession if the law was so cer- 
tain that everybody knew it; the misfortune is that it is so uncertain that it costs 
much money to know what it is even in the last resort.” 

And Mr. Kerr, in his Treatise on Frand and Mistake, page 406, expressly sa 
that the presumption that one = man knows the law is rebuttable and may be d 
proved, the same as a presumption in regard toa matter of fact. See also 2 Bailey, 
(S. C.) 623; 18 Wend., 423; 2 a Ch., 505, Shab ani allegation of mistake of law is 
— of investigation ort wes 

And it is now too well sei ed, both by eee ee text- writers, to admit 


of any doubt or controversy that the maxim 88 legis, &., is not of univer- 

application in equity, but is subject to many eltrecngaized d qualifications and 
exce ms. (Jordan vs. Stevens, 51 Me., 78; i., 340, 143 5 Ala. 15 51. 154; 19 Texas, 
303. 309 ; 20 eae Miss. R., 520; 3 Duer, 318, 324; Bisphams’s P. Eq., sec. 187, 


P. 241. 2 authorities. Ses also 8 Wheat., 174; 1, Pet., 14.) 

In Moreland 3 Atchison, 19 Tex., ar, 310, the court well and admirably says: 
“The general rule, it has been truly said, is justified by considerations of public 
policy; eer yet so ‘harsh a rale, aeg upon a presumption so arbitrary, ought to 
5 eatin: in ler. application. by every exception which can be Pepret a thout 

‘eatin 

Even 1 Kent, who stated the general rule very broadly in Shotwell vs. 
Murray, 1 J. Ch., 512; and Lyon vs. Richmond, 2 J. Ch., 51, but the decisions in 
which turned upon other distinct so far changed an and modified his opin- 
ions in the subsequent case of Storrs vs. er, 6 J. Ch., 166, as to admit that there 
were exceptions to the general rule. He said: It is rarely that a mistake in point 
of law, with full know! 8 all the facts, can afford ground for relief, and that 

jorance of law, with wledge of the fact, cannot generally be set up as a 
ense.” 

Now this modified and guarded language of the learned and distinguished chan- 
cellor shows very clearly that he did not consider the rule of 5 K 
but that it was subject to some exceptions. (4 Dana, 316; 2 Bailey R. 

“ That every man must be umed to know the law, " said Mr. Justice Camp- 
bell in Benard vs. Fiedler, 3 Duer, 318, 324, is indeed a e rule in the ad- 
ministration of criminal justice, but its application to bara civil rightis not de- 
manded by any sooner ps of 8 e and in many cases is a resort to a fiction, 
not for the purpose of tof defeating justice. Hence courts of equity 
have long struggled . — fast the’ doctrine, and have excepted many cases from its 

jon,” 


And Chancellor nevet in Riran Reed, 2 Barb. Ch., 500, 505, said: “And 
eourts have sometimes mistakes of ion ‘where it could be 
done without i — the rife ight of of thon who were ignorant of any such mistake 


when Lemar 5 
And contract N the o partien iil to embod ens mistake of law as to 
the legal effect of the language used, fails to embody their real agreement and un- 
i a court of hacky oe will relieve. ainos vs, Beekman, 9 Paige, — 
Y., 28 290 e, 11 Ohio, 480; 2 rde, 277; 1 J. J. Mar., 225 
1 Beas th. 165.) 


“And ar (says a great 28 and a learned court, in concluding their review of 
all the cases) “ we think it eee TA “hadi 
all the zeal 1 has been sometimes manifested, to make rule excladin 

lief, ure 1 of law, absolute and 3 


ple that courts of os 
misapprehension ne 
pony ps 5 wi st d 3 5 ti 
s of man ise and just dec 1 
— law H =a cient end 5 i 
ur., seo. 
n re Saxon, Se. 3 & ica 412, the court 8 ive estion has some- 
e prie eega panki irog hinrere mats 
e au e vs. y, ve no 
doubt of the jurisdiction.” T 
“And there are many cases to be found” taye Lord Chelmsford, Law Rep. 6 H. 
L., 234) in which equity upon a mere mistake of the law, without the admixture 
of other circumstances, given relief to a party who has dealt with his property 


ander the influence 2 such mistak 

And it has been repeated! held by = courts in elaborate and well-considered 
opinions, thata mere error of law, w 6 law was doubtful and not well settled, 
entitled the party mistaken or uninformed as ony his Aina 3 relief. 8 
vs. Bowley, 6 Har. & J., 526, Nd 55 N 20 Md., 

152-3; 51 140; 1 Dess., 437; 19 Texas, 303; 1 Beas. Ch., 165; Barben Pr. Eq., 
188, 8 pago 243; 14 Conn., 123) 

And in ex ex parte Ogle e L. R., 8 Ch. Appls., 715, Lord Justice James said: 

That it would be impossible, without hardship and injustice, such as no court 
is bound to inflict, to make a trustee ly answerable for money which has 
been bona fide paid by him under a misapprehension 3 — the ried which misappre- 
hension was really occasioned by the language of the 

Now the principi o of this and t tho above eee 3 . licable to this case, 
where the Whole difficulty and cause of the tho pat of the court in or- 
dering the property sold free of mertgage arose 3 the 9 the words of 


14 5 rule that mis- 
e interference." (St. 


the statute. Forthe statute ded that th p undo the same, should 
U oer Supreme Court of the U; rene dey 


oan in rem. Stiller w., United Sta 41 Wall 288. 
i Wall 3 t refs „ hited States, 1 


OSL tad alao tara vatani ee e eee tn, aca ad 
5 — 41 1 under a decree in —_ took an absolute title to the prop- 
e claims of all persons wha . T. aid Doe ce, e, 
8 vs. Imrie, Law Rep., 4 H. L., 414; Seo Sherman, 2 W. 
Bl. On: rr Hughes vs Cornelius. 2 Shower, 233 ; illiams ve. Amroyd.7 Cranch, 17 
Geiston b Onn sis; 3 Sum., 600; 42 Mo., 444; 20 Vt., 85; 35 Miss., 1 
o reason was thal tho world wore partios or ight bavo been partie 


if they had seen fit to come in and assert their claims, snd 6 
if 80 to do, in were forever concluded by the decree. Scott vs. Sherman, 2 
. 977, . Justice Blackstone and foregoing authorities. 


80 — considered, for nearly three aumata be that the mort- 
gagee of property which was forfeited to the Crown must his demand for the 
money at the 2 ay Elan and not upon the land. (Sir Rowland Haward's case, 


opinion, emphatically said 
“ By the monition every one who could have asserted a right to or in the 


erty libeled was a to the sui seen rh — consequently, is a compl 
energo hts which could have there. The sett tled prin rincipies of 
iw give to 


e judgmentin rem the fieris ised there” The se install 
S stall the world who had a ciai laim to assert on the 8 roperty. — 
principles must govern this case, be 3 ences what they i may.” 

But the Supreme Court in Day vs. Mioa decided that notwi anding the the pro- 
ceedings under the statute were in rem, the m which had been erased and 
e under the order of the court, could be reed against the property; and 
hence the law, VVV statute, was found 
not to be what it had for a eae been supposed it was. 

The mistake of the court, t FF. 
tled principle of Pack so as to bar ee r who was injured by the mistake 
aryo uitable relief, as the whole difficulty and mistake was occasioned by the 

ty and uncertainty as to the meaning and effect of the language of the stat- 


wake in Harney vs. Charles, 45 Mo., 157, the supreme court of Missouri held that 
where an = of law was in part contributed to by the court, the mistaken 
uitable relief from the consequences of the error. This case is, 
ve authority in favor of the relief sought by tioner, as the 
whole error was not only contributed to, but was y committed ae ey the court 
np: a eaten the property to be sold free of mortgage. See also 44 Ga., 71; 


and directe the sal 


sin,) Rep. 505, Forty- fifth Congress. 
121 (says the Senate Committee on Claims, in their report) the right of 
tioner to relief is still more clear (if such a thing were possible) by the law of 


isiana. 

The Civil Code of Louisiana, article 1846, ben od., Seeg e 3.) declares 
that error of law can never be alleged as the means of acq . 
invoked as the means of preventing, loss, or of recovering w has been given or 


paid under sueh error. 

Undoubtedly under this express feminine of the Louisiana Code the petitioner 
would be entitled to relief even if been no mistake and no misrepresenta- 
tion on the of the Government through its own court. 

e the Federal Government recognizes in all its de ents the statutes of the 

Pattee deepen eee to them by the State courts as constitut- 
Constitution, N and statutes of the 


ing rules of decision, except where 
otherwise 


United States ressly rovide. (3 Dall., 6 Pot., 291; 13 Pet., 45; 
7 How., 45 11 8 207 „II How, 3l; 20 How., 1; 22 2 How, abe 7 4 Wal all., 203; 
Rev. S., 136, s60. 721.) 


Itis 5 manifest that the Louisiana law alone must govern in this toe 
and not the law of any other State ; for there is no such thing as a common law 
the United States. In Wheaton vs. Peters, 8 Pet.. 653, the court mye: 

“It is clear there can be no common law of the United States. ere is no prin- 
ciple which A aeh lpas the Union and has the authority of law that is not embodied 
in the Constitution and laws of the Union. The common law can be made a part 
of our Federal system only by legislative adoption. When, therefore, a common- 
u paps is asserted, we must look to the State in which the controversy origi- 


p Lure 1 then, no common law of the United States, and no such law es 
no statute of the United States applicable to the case, petitioner 
most bee rane oer net would be entitled to a return of his money under the above 
rovision of the Louisiana law, even if the error of law had been one of his own 
of the error of the court. 

Bat there is another conclusive Ki nanan under the Louisiana law (and which, as 
we have just seen, must govern ) which entitles the memorialist to the re- 
lief sou, 3 and that is, that ap a purchaser at a — sale in 3 who is sub- 

men is entitled to recover back the purchase pri 
(6 Lü Code of Louisiana, article 2621, (page 473, pts ed.) is as follows: 

“The purchaser, evicted from property under execution, shall have his 
recourse for reimbursement against the debtor and creditor; but upon the judg- 
ment obtained jointly for that purpose, the [gino shail first take execution 
against the debtor, and upon the return of such execution no W found, then 
he shall be at liberty to take out execution against the creditor. 

And in Louisiana the law and attaches a warranty, 8 
quence, to all sales, judicial as well as conventional, without any 8 on to that 
effect ; and a purchaser at a judicial sale, even if he knows there is danger of evic- 
tion at the time of the purchase, Led eles ee taps eet ce unless be has 
expressly bought at his own risk and peril, and excluded his right of 8278 
a stipulation „5 . (13 Louisiana Annual R., 381; 7 ib., 561; 9 ib. 

10 iò., 137, 139; 3 ib., 327; 314.) 

In Scott vs. ee (5 Louisiana Ann 8 314) the court, in answer 
to the objections that the purchaser at a judicial sa o was aware of the dangers of 
eviction when he purchased (the property being then in litigation) and that he, 
therefore, took the risk and was not entitled to warranty and a return of the price, 


m To these p tions we cannot assent. The sheriff's sale to Collier is in the 
usual form, and carries — Fog of course, the usual warranties of such instru- 
ments. The knowledge whi rchasers have of the danger of eviction does not 

rive them of the nt of els f. AE thee OTa 


en place. The right exists in all cases, unless the party evicted, knowing the 
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dan; 
(C. 


of eviction, took the property without warranty and at his peril and risk.” 


„ 2481; C. P., 711.) 

this rule is founded on the express provisions of the Civil Code, and on 
maxim of the law,” that no one ought to enrich himself at the expense 
(Civil Code, arts. 2505, 1965, Voor. ed.) 

And the same rule is recognized in the common law. 

In Valle's Heirs vs. Fleming’s Heirs, 29 Mo., 157, the court well says: 

The maxim of the common law, ‘nemo debet i ez alterius incommodo,’ 
is one of those general principlesof natural equity which receive at once, without 
See or Semel a the approbation of every cultivated and well-regulated 

It is therefore manifest that petitioner under the Louisiana law is entitled to a 
return of his money. Aud it is equally manifest that the Louisiana law alone must 

vern the case. Indeed, it has not even been pretended or suggested b any one 

ut that petitioner, under the Louisiana law, is entitled to a return of money, 
and that the Louisiana law must govern the case, as there is no common law of the 
United States and no common law of Louisiana, and no statute of the United States 
applicable to the case. And this view of the case is clearly and distinctly taken 
— maintained in all the reports of the different committees. 
. — ngos of petitioner, therefore, to a return of his money is clear and unques- 
nable. 

And not only is petitioner entitled to a return of his money under the Louisiana 
law, but he is entitled to its return in any and every other view of the case. 

As to the pretense that petitioner had constructive notice of the that 
is a matter which can furnish no excuse orreason to the Government for n — 
in titioner his money, as the doctrine of constructive notice is wholly inappli- 
on e as between vendor and vendee. (Parham vs. Randolph, 4 How., (Miss.) 435, 
451; Young vs. Harris, 2 Ala., 113; Brown vs. Rice's Adm., 26 Gratt., 474; 6 Paig., 
2 6 Yerg., 108; Senate Com. on Claims rep., No. 505, second session Forty- 

ongress.) 

But even if the petitioner had been aware of the defectiveness of the Govern- 
ment’s title, the ernment would be bound to make its warranty of the title 
i—bonnd to refund the purchase price. For it is well settled: 

“If the vendor contract to deduce a good title to the premises sold, it affords no 
reason for his not ‘orming that contract that the purchaser was aware, at the 
time of the sale, that the title was defective.” (Chitty on Cont., 430, 11th ed., and 
note; Burnett vs. Wheeler, 7 M. and W., 364; Swan vs. Drury, 22 Pick, 485.) 

In Carpenter vs. Baily, 17 Wend., 244, the court, after a most careful and thor- 
ough examination of the authorities, said: 

Where a man buys a piece of land and covenants for a ppc moa dear en 


terms, the mption is that he expects the title, and the grantor be re- 
quired to give him a ect title.“ 

In Swan vs. Dury, 22 Pick., 485, Wilde, J., — . — 

The agreement was to convey the farm, which must be construed as an agree- 
ment toconvey a good title free from all incumbrances, and l evidence to show 
that the purchaser at the time of the contract was aware was sub- 


ject to a mortgage was rejected, as it constituted no defense to the action.” 

And to the same effect are the following authorities: 2 Rich., 364; 13 N. Hamp., 
167; 2 Hen. & Munf., 164. 

In Hill vs. Hobert, 16 Me., 164, there was a contract to make and execute "a 


and sufficient deed to convey the title to the premises,” and this was held not to be 
‘formed unless a good title to the land passed by the deed. 
Shepley, J., in the above case, well says: 
* The rule in equity is clear and well established uiring a perfect title to be 
made, unless the con has been — A never supposed to be de- 
sirous of purchasing a lawsuit or a title attended with doubt and vexation, instead 


of one upon which he can quietly repose.” 
And where the contract stipulates for the conveyance of the land or estate or for 
the title to LS igesa can be made only by the conveyance of a good title, 


It is therefore seen that it will not do to say that the Government could only 
seize, condemn, and sell Judah P. Benjamin's interest, whatever that might be, 
subject to the mortgage, and that petitioner got all the Government could sell. For 
the right of petitioner to relief does not di the Government could 


d upon what 
do, but upon what it undertook and assum 
Had th 


to do. 


e Government sold only such right and interest in the as Benja- 
min subject to the m o, as a matter of course petitioner would have 
no claim whatever for a return money; but the Government did no such 


thing, as fully appara 
ings which is filed in the case. Now, it not only fully appears from said 
a ape g a EYS the two La ety of ground were seized and libeled as the 
property of Judah P. Benjamin— 


565; 18 lo 

declared in the jadgment of condemnation egos! Court Rec., 31-2) that the two 
0 . Benjamin and . 

interest which Ju P. Ben- 


that the y was divested out of in the Govern- 
ment by the decree of condemnation, and that when the Government sold the prop- 
erty it sold it as its own, and did not sell it 55 in which the former owner 
had any interest or concern. (Semmes vs. United States, 1 Otto, 26; Confiscation 
TEL whilst all this 1 nok Rene DS decision oota Supreme Court in 
vs. Micon, reclude m enforcin; eir against 
Map a yet it most p eee e the Govern ent from sa: that it 
did not condemn and sell the Pe itself to tioner. Besides, 
the Government is a deed to the p: 


Supreme 


© Supreme Court 
has done no such thing, 5 of petitioner to be 
or involved in 


th 
his money was in no 


the highest evidence of the t tioner 
which he asks, as chien tha failure af tho title unt the aviocion of the 


And there are many cases, as shown in the Senate committee’s report, in which 
the Government has refunded the purchase price of property where the Govern- 
ment had no title or the title had failed. (Senate Committee on Claims rep., No. 
eee whee 

Your committee, w. Fb upon this 
claim, in view of the special circumstances developed in i proot. Chey do hot wish 
their action to be understood in the light of a precedent, in all cases, for holding 
„TCC the titles of marshals or other executive 


officers of the en 
Your committee are, therefore, clearly of opinion that as the Government, through 
perty itself to petitioner free fro 


its officers, sold and conveyed the m mort: 

and with a warranty of the title, but which title was defective and has wholly 
failed, and the p has been evicted from the property, the Government is, 
on sry pna le of law, justice, and in conscience, bound to return to peti- 
tioner T y report the accompanying bill and rec- 
ommend the passage of the same. 


During the 5 of the report, and before its conclusion, 
Mr. BREWER said: I called for the reading of the report. 
as I am concerned I do not want to hear any more of it read. 

Mr. WHITE. Go ahead with the reading; I want to hear it. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. BARBER. The remainder of this report is devoted entirely to 
a brief of the legal questions involved. I suggest that the reading 
of the remainder of the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPARKS. I object to that. 

Mr. WHITE. No gentleman has a right to withdraw my objection 
to dispensing with the reading of the report. 

The Clerk resumed the Salag of the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Iliinois. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


So far 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. My point of order is that the hour 
allotted to the 1 submittin: is report has expired. 
Mr. BROWNE. That point is well taken, I think. 


Mr. PRICE. And I hope the Chair will sustain it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that the hour 
rule runs against a report of a committee. The further reading of 
the report can be waived by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ITE. I called for the reading of the report and I want it 
read. We are just approaching a very each g poron of the re- 
port and I do not think the reading of it should be omitted. 

Mr. BROWNE. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Iaskunanimousconsent to dispense with the further 
reading of this report. It covers 5 printed pages, and a 
fourth of it is still left to be read. I ask that the reading of the re- 
mainder of the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I object. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the committee now rise. This bill will 
come up the next time we go into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONNOR. I hope that motion will not be agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE. The reading of the report is nearly completed; let 
us have all of it. 

Mr. WHITE. I ask that the further reading of the report be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. FISHER. I object; let us have the whole of it now. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I also object. 

Tis Clerk then resumed and concluded the reading of the report, 
as above. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I regret, Mr. Chairman, that the patience of the 
Committee of the Whole has been so sorely taxed, as has been appa- 
rent from the manifestations on all sides, in consequence of the ex- 
treme len of this report. Iam not eposen to press the further 
consideration of the case at this moment if the impatience of mem- 
bers extends to such a degree that they desire the committee shall 
rise. But, Mr. Chairman, as the case is now before the Committee of 
the Whole, I will ask that it be considered and acted upon that we 
come to a vote upon it. It is a very simple case, though it has been 
very elaborately argued in the report. If the committee will bear 
with me I will make a very brief statement which will place the mat- 
ter beyond the possibility of controversy in the mind of any lawyer 
upon this floor. : 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman yield for a motion that the 
committee rise ? 

Mr. CONNOR. I prefer to have the bill acted upon now. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the fifth report which has been made on this 
case; and the report which I have had the honor to submit to the 
House passed the Committee on Claims without a single dissenting 
voice. The case is simply this: In the year 1865 the United States 
Government under the confiscation act of July 17, 1862, libeled two 
squares of ground in the city of New Orleans, Louisiana, as the prop- 
erty of Jndah P. Benjamin, and issued a monition to the whole world 

ing upon all parties who claimed or pro to set up any in- 
terest in this property to come forward by a designated day and set 
forth whatever right, title, or interest they might have therein. The 
day specified in the monition came around, and the district court of 
the United States of Louisiana condemned and forfeited this prop- 
erty to the United States Government. 

Subsequently, under the act of July 17, 1862, and the authority con- 
ferred by that act, the district court of Lonisiana passed an order 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1897 


requiring the marshal, the executive officer of the Government, be- 
fore he sold any property which was condemned and forfeited under 
this act of the United States, to have erased, canceled, and removed 
from the record any incumbrance or lien whatever upon such por 
erty, in order that the marshal might make a complete and valid title 
to the purchaser thereof. Under that order the marshal p: ed; 
and 5 5 the day of sale he arose at the auction and announced to 
be sold two squares of ground in the city of New Orleans; he did not 
announce as for sale the interest of Judah P. Benjamin therein. The 
Government of the United States sold two squares of ground as its 
property, sold the specific thing, so announced it, and the marshal 
proclaimed at the sale that he would give to the purchaser thereof 
a good and valid title, would deliver to him a title deed in which 
should be incorporated a certificate from the recording officer of deeds 
in Louisiana that any mortgage or lien upon that property was erased 
and canceled. The marshal proceeded to sell, and t B property. was 
knocked down to L. Madison Day for the sum of $5,400. The mar- 
shal handed to Day the deed, and in the body of it was incorporated 
a certificate from the recorder of mortgages that a mortgage for 
$10,000 held by one Micon upon the square of ground is hereby erased 
and canceled. That deed with that certificate 3 therein 
was handed by the marshal to Mr. Day, and Day paid his money. 

What next? When Day had come into possession of the property 
he spent $4,000 in order to put it in a condition to be a habitation for 
his family, making the property cost him over $9,000. He remained 
in possession from 1865 until 1872, when Mr. Micon, the holder of the 
mortgage which had been erased and canceled by the recorder of mort- 
gages and the certificate of cancellation of which had been incorpo- 
rated in the title deed held by Mr. Day, filed proceedings for the 
foreclosure of his mortgage in the State court of Louisiana; and the 
court decided that the title which Mr. Day held was not a good title 
superior to the right of Mr. Micon, the morgane An appeal was 
taken from that to the Supreme Court of the United States, and Da; 
was evicted by the decree of foreclosure in favor of Micon, e fs 

Mr. HOUSE. Will the gentleman allow me to inquire how 
mortgage was canceled ? 

Mr. CONNOR. It was canceled by the recorder of mortgages for 
the parish and city of New Orleans, Louisiana. 

Mr. HOUSE. Did the recorder pay the mo his money? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. No, sir; he did not pay the money; but we have 
nothing to do with that. What has Mr. Day to do with that? I ask 
you as a lawyer if you had bought that property, and the lawyer who 
examined the title for you had said there was no mortgage standing 
upon record against it, would you come back upon the lawyer if a 
mortgage canceled upon record should prove not to have been paid ? 

Mr. HOUSE. Was not the mo: recorded ? 

Mr. CONNOR. Certainly; but never saw the mortgage. Day 
wag, th certificate of the recorder been canceled, 

. HOUSE. Was not the mortgage recorded ? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSE. Was not that record notice to the world under the 
laws of Louisiana? 

= O'CONNOR. So was the cancellation and erasure notice to the 
world. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a 
question ? 

Mr. CONNOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. At this sale b 
two squares of ground sold. For one 
that there was a mortgage of $10,000. 

Mr, O'CONNOR. Les, sir; and that property he lost. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. How much did he pay for the other square, 
and how much is it worth, or how much did he sell it for? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. There was no evidence before the Committee 
that Day bought anything but one square of ground. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Oh, yes! Your report on 2 shows that 
there were two squares sold; it is stated specifically that this man 
purchased two squares, and that the one for which he A ui $5,400 
was lost by reason of the foreclosure of the mortgage. Now, I want 
to know whut he paid for the other, and how much it was worth, or 
how much he sold it for. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I will state that has nothing to do with the case. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. It has. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER,. If I understand this case the 
has in his way the rule of caveat emptor and he wants to get around 
it by appealing to the equities. If this gentleman in purchasing two 
squares made enough on the one he retained to cover this $5,400, then 
he has no 8 

Mr. O'CONNOR. But he has not; there is no proof of that. 

Mr. . Do you know he has not? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. That question was never submitted to me, as a 
matter of fact, but that has nothing to do with the case, Mr. Chair- 


man. 
Mr. BUCKNER. I understand, then, the United States to have 
decided the mo to be satisfied and canceled. 


the Government there were 
is man paid $5,400, and on 


gentleman 


Mr. O’CONNO: And canceled. 
Mr. BUCKNER. I want to ask whether under the law giving the 


court power to carry out this confiscation—whether upon such pro- 
5 confiscation the court had power to do that thing. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. The claimant here has nothing to do with the 
power of the court. Whether the court has power to do it or not is 
the same to him. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The court has no power except what it has under 
5 of law. If it went beyond that, then the purchaser must 
ook out. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. When the Government ratifies the act of the 
court, and receives the purchaser’s money, I should like to ask the 

ntleman how in equity or good conscience he can claim that the 

vernment should hold the money. It is justifying robbery. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I will. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Is there any evidence the United 


States got this money ? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Certainly it has; it is in the Treasury to-day. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Geo The report does not state it. How 
was that mortgage canceled? Who got the money when the mortgage 
was satisfied ? 

Mr.O’CONNOR. They got the property. The United States libeled 
the cap po Aoa condemned it. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. But the mortgagee did not pay. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. The mortgagee got the property, when he sold 
subsequently and when he evicted Day. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. He did not got this money. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. The United States got this money, and he, Day, 
e% nothing íor it. 


r. OND, of Georgia. The Government undertook to close 
out that m le 

Mr. O'CONNOR. No; it did not. The court did nothing but un- 

dertake to condemn and sell this property as the property of Judah 


r HAMA 

Mr. OND, of Georgia. But listen tomy question: The Gov- 
ernment undertook to cancel the mortgage of the mortgagee, who- 
was no party to the record? 

Mr, O'CONNOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Did not the claimant know that nec- 
essarily was void ? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. No; he did not. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Then he was a fool. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. That is the very thing before Congress; that is 
the Ser oes his case, 

Mr. BARBER. Allow me to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. CONNOR. Certainly. 

Mr. BARBER. The court was proceeding on the theory it had the 
right to seize and condemn this real estate in p: the same way 
it would seize and condemn a bale of cotton; that the publication 
of its monition was a notice to all the world that upon the failure of 
the mortgagee to appear and assert his rights in answer to that mo- 
nition he would be in default and his rights cut off by the decree of 


con ſesso. 
ahs WILLITS. Was that order of the court of discharge per- 


fected ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the 3 yield ? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield the floor to the gentleman for a question, 
but I should much prefer the House would allow me to get through 
with the statement of my case. j 

Mr. WHITE. Will the gentleman yield to a motion to rise? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. No, sir; let me get through with my statement 
of my cone, st then, if any gentleman desires to ask me a question, 
I will be glad to answer it. 

I was saying, Mr. Chairman, the rule of caveat emptor cannot and 
does not apply in this case. I would ask the House to bear in mind 
that when the Government sold this 8 it did not advertise to 
sell the right, title, and interest of Ju Benjamin; but it had 
condemned and forfeited the property and sold the specitic property 
itself and the authorities are complete in law and in equity that no 
party can undertake to sell to anybody a thing to which he has no title 
or right, and then claim to keep the money he has got thereby, and 
whieh he 7 retains in his possession. 

Mr. WILL. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. CONNOR. Certainly. 

: = CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman from 
owa 

Mr. CONNOR. Certainly; but one at a time. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina whether the committee had before them the process 
issued to the marshal, by virtue of which this property was sold! 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes, sir; all the proceedings are printed in the 
transcript of the record from the Supreme Court in the case of Day 
and Micou. They are in the papers at the Clerk’s desk. I would also 
state to the House that the proof in the case shows by witnesses who- 
were produced in Louisiana that the $5,400 for which this property 
was sold was the full market value of it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Then I would like to ask the gentleman 
another question—whether in any report heretofore MONTANT com- 
mittee they have quoted the laws of as 
right of the petitioner to recover; and whether it is his position that 
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the laws of Louisiana could give or take away any right named in 
an act of Con alone f 

Mr. O'CONNOR. No, sir. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Then can the State of Louisiana by any 
statute of the State take away the right of a party under an act of 
Congress when the proceedings have been entirely under and by vir- 
tue of the act of Con ? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. at is perfectly irrelevant here. Under the 
eode of Louisiana the law is conclusive as to the right of the party. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. No, sir; the law of the land has given 
this petitioner the right. 

Mr. CONNOR. The Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
sided that the mortgage was a standing mortgage in spite of its can- 
cellation. The Government of the United States levied on the prop- 
erty and it was sold by the marshal, and the Government has the 
money in its vaults. By what right of equity can it keep it? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. But I am not speaking of the equities 
of the case, sir. You may show quite an equitable case, but does it 
help the equities of the case to quote a law of Louisiana as between 
parties or citizens purchasing under the United States? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Certainly; because in the United States courts 
the laws of the State where cases arise are for that case the laws for 
that court. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Yes; but only as to the practice; not 
to rights and remedies. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; even as to the 
substantive proposition involved, the law of Louisiana is the only 
law. There is no common law of the United States. There is no 
statute law of the United States by which this case can be governed, 
{Cries of ‘ You are right 154 

Mr. WILLITS. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Les, sir. 

Mr. WILLITS. Was there attached to this marshal’s deed a cer- 
ce pea of the pore officer showing the erasure and cancellation of 
mo 

Mr. O'CONNOR. There is, and it is at the Clerk’s desk among the 
papers. 

Mr. WILLITS. That was a discharge in accordance with the order 
of the court, was it? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes, sir; the order of the court. 

Mr. WILLITS. What evidence have we that was not a preper 


ere ? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. The Supreme Court has so decided. 

Mr. WILLITS. But the Sa e Court did not decide that. 

Mr. CONNOR. It did decide this, that the mere notice to the 
parties, that the monition of the court did not oblige them to come in 
and cut off their remedies under the prolate Hi 

Mr. WILLITS. But the Supreme Court did not give a valid dis- 
eharge to the mo r 

Mr. O'CONNOR. But the court ordered the mortgage to be can- 
eeled, vacated, or satisfied, if yon please. 

Mr. WILLITS. Who signed the discharge ? 

— 3 It was signed by the recorder of mortgages in 
a. 


Mr. WILLITS. What part 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Under the order of the district court of the United 
States at Louisiana. 

Mr. WILLITS. There is nothing in the report which would indi- 
cate that it was anything but the discharge of the party holding the 
mo 5 
Mr. O'CONNOR. No, sir; discharged by order of the district judge 
-of the district of Louisiana. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have a few words more to say. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CONNOR. * 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I wish to ask whether the deed conveying the 
title of the Government contained a warranty of title. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. It simply recited this, and if the tleman and 
the House will listen to me they will see I am perfectly right. It is 
simply a conveyance to L. Madison Day, his heirs and assigns, for- 
ever, and under the law of Louisiana those words a warranty 
with them. I have authorities piled Pelion on Ossa showing that at 
a judicial sale, under the law of that State, a title simply reciting a 
conveyance “tò A B and his heirs and assigns forever“ carries with 
ita N a 

Mr. ATHERTON. Does that doctrine in Louisiana or anywhere 
else apply to a judicial sale? 

Mr. ONNOR. Yes, sir; under the civil code of Louisiana it is 
expressly applicable. The law provides that a purchaser evicted 
frem property purchased under execution shall have his recourse for 
reimbursement against the debtor and creditor. 


Mr. ATHERTON. Please refer me to the authority. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina allow me to ask him a question in that same connection ? 

Mr. ATHERTON. , Let the 
give me the reference I have 


tleman from South Carolina first 
ed for. 


Mr: O'CONNOR. The gentleman will find it on page 17 of my re- 


The Civil Code of Louisiana, article 2621, (page 473, Voor. ed.,) is as follows: 

The purchaser, evicted from property p under execution, shall have 
his recourse for reimbursement against the debtor and creditor; but upon the 
Joden e And bape Bete en sf cook 3 3 found, 

3 0 no 
then he shall be at liberty to take outs axsoution against the creditor.” f 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman from South Carolina permit 
me to call his attention to what is stated in the report? The report 
certainly sets ont, page 2, that this party had purchased the property 
“from the Government, free from incumbrance and with a clause 
of warranty in the deed.” | 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes, sir; and the clause of warranty to which I 
alluded is the clause which under the laws of Lonisiana isa warranty. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. But is it in the deed ? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes; because in the deed the words “ heirs and 
a forever” carry a warranty according to the lawsof Lonisiana. 
3 PHILIPS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

on 


Mr. CONNOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PHILIPS. What have the provisions of the civil code of Lou- 
isiana, referred to by the gentleman, to do with the case when the 
whole mode of procedure and the character of the deed to be made 
by the marshal in proceedings under this statute of confiscation are 
prescribed in express terms by the Federal statute itself? This is a 
5 the United States statute. 

O'CONNOR. To what portion of the statute does the gentle- 
man refer ? 

Mr. PHILIPS. I read from 12 United States Statutes at Large, page 
591, section 8: 


conveyances to be 


Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question of order. There is so much 
confusion in the Hall it is impossible to hear. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. WHITE. As it is manifest the bill cannot be passed to-day, I 
move that the committee rise. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I have the floor and do not yield for that mo- 
tion. 

fon 0 CHAIRMAN. The gentlema* from South Carolina will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. WHITE. Am I not recognized ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not nized to make the 
motion, as the gentleman from South Carolina is on the floor. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I believe, Mr. Chairman, I have stated all the 
facts that are n to enable the Honse to come to a decision 
upon this bill. I only desire to say, in conclusion, that there is net a 
code upon the civilized globe which would uphold a doctrine that 
would justify the Government of the United States any more than 
an individual in selling to a party that which it did not have, which 
it did not possess, talaing from him his money and holding that money 
in its vaults. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a fraud upon the 3 no more and no 
less, and if this House should sanction it y voting down the bill for 
the relief of L. Madison Day, they will vote it down without the 
sanction of any recognized principle in law or morals in any code 
upon earth. I move that the bill be laid aside, to be reported to the 

ouse. 


Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address 
the committee upon this case, but I do not wish to occupy its time 
now if it be more agreeable to the committee to rise. I am informed, 
however, that if the committee should rise now, on the next day for 
the consideration of private business the reading of the report can 
be forced upon the committee again by one member calling for its 
reading. [Cries of No!“ „No“) 

The CHAIRMAN. The report has been read and the bill is now 
under consideration. 

Mr. ELLIS. I am satisfied the bill cannot be disposed of this even- 
ing and if the gentleman from Georgia will yield to me I move that 
the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to the 
gentleman from Louisiana to make that motion? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I am willing wigar for that mo- 
tion; but gentlemen around me say that we better go on and 
finish the bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. It will take you longer than you think. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from rgia will proceed or 
yield to the 8 from Louisiana. 

Mr. OND, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman to make his 
motion to test the sense of the committee. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question being put; there were—ayes 50, noes 60. 

So the committee refused to rise. 8 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I had not known that this case was 
to be before the Committee of the Whole House to-day until the read - 
ing of the report was nearly half through. It arrested my attention 
by reason of what I regarded as the strange legal position on which 
it is bottomed. 
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The case plainly stated is this: A man, at a judicial sale, bought a 
piece of property, took an ordinary deed in which there is not one 
word looking to 3 and now comes and says the doctrine of 


caveat emptor does not apply to him and the Government should pa 
back the proceeds of that sale. Not having known, as I have said, 
that the case was coming up, I cannot do more than simply draw 
upon my memory for familiar authority upon the proposition. I have 
before me 9 Wheaton’s Reports in the Monte Allegre case, and at page 
645 I read: 


‘that he should give to purchasers a fair op 
themselves of the nature and condition of for sale. 


Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Does that case apply to this, where the marshal 
proclaimed at the sale that he would sell the property free from in- 
cumbrance and with a warranty title? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. The gentleman says this case is taken 
out of the rule by reason of certain facts, to wit: that the court un- 
dertook by its order to confiscate a mortgage over which it had no 

urisdiction under the statute, a mortgage belonging toa party who 

no notice of the proceeding; and that because the court passed 

that void judgment, and its marshal said at the sale “I intend to 
execute that void judgment,” therefore the law is chan 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Was it just for the Government, then, to ratify 
that sale and hold the money ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I will answer the whole argument of 
the gentleman. The Government has ratified nothing. The doctrine 
of ratification applies only between principal and agent; and a mar- 
shal selling property at a judicial sale is in no sense the agent of the 
Government. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I will. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Suppose that the judgment on which this 
sale was made had been reversed on appeal; would this applicant 
then have had any right to the money he paid! 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. No; not a particle. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. He gets his title under a judgment, and that 
judgment is appealed from. The United States cannot sustain the 
judgment and it is reversed and rendered void. Would not restitu- 
tion be ordered! 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. No. The whole doctrine of this re- 
portis that there was a warranty when in fact there was none; that 
the marshal conducting the sale was the agent of the United States 
when in fact he was not such agent. The foundation falling, the 
superstructure must fall. 

ow, I want to call attention toanother fact. The gentleman con- 
cedes here that if this man’s mortgage had never come up against the 
property then they would have been satisfied with the sale. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. The applicant would then have had no claim. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. He would have had no claim but for 
the fact that the mortgage came up against him, yon admit. By the 
very case which the gentleman cites, but does not quote, he would 
have then been exactly in the same situation as to title. The wrong 
he complains of is eviction from the property. This very deeision 
holds that he had no title under the sale, even apart from that mort- 
gage, and that the eviction was a necessity. I read from the case 
ar Day vs. Micon, 18 Wallace, cited in the gentleman’s report. I never 
read it until to-day, since the reading of this report commenced. Mr. 
Justice Strong delivered the opinion of the court. He said: 

Most of the questions in this case were settled adversely to the claims of the 
no in error by our decision of Bigelow vs. Forrest, 9 Wallace R. We then 

etermined that under the act of Congress of July 17, 1462, known as the confis- 
cation act,” and the joint resolution of the same date 3 thereof, only the 
life estate of the person for whose offense the land had seized was subject to 
condemnation and sale. We also determined that nothing more was within the 
jurisdiction or judicial power of the district court, and that eee r a decree 


condemning the fee could have no greater effect than to subject the life estate to 
sale. This in effect disposes of the case. 


So they decided, before coming to the question of mort at all, 
that the party had no rights in the land. Why? Because there was 
a decree against the fee, when the court had no jurisdiction over the 
fee. Itis exactly as if the marshal had levied upon the fee when 
he had no right to ae anything but the life estate; and in that 
case, as every lawyer knows, the life estate would not pass. 

A MEMBER. The fee would not pass. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Neither the fee nor the life estate 
would pass. The marshal must sell what he levies upon. If the 
thing he advertises and sets up for sale does not pass, then nothing 
else That is well understood by every man who has investi- 
gated the matter of sheriffs’ and marshals’ sales. 

It is replied here that by virtue of some law in Louisiana a pur- 
chaser at an ordinary judicial sale, out of which he acquires no title, 
and from the land purchased at that sale he is evicted, may come upon 
the plaintiff or the defendant and get back his money. They say that 


is the law there. I do not know whether it is so or not. But assume 
it to be so, how is the United States bound by that State law? The 
United States is bound by the common law of England and by the 
statutes of the Congress of the United States. Tt bas naught to do 
with the law of the several States except where wf Spei ery re ac- 
tion those State laws are made part of the laws of the United States, 
such as our practice act and things of that character. 

It is replied here that the United States cannot 3 keep this 
money. hy not? It said to the man, “I propose to sell the prop- 
erty of Judah P. Benjamin. There is the record; you can go and ex- 
amine whether I have a judgment against it or not. I propose 
to sell it free from incumbrance. You can look at the State’s records 
and you will find a mortgage on it. Look in my records and you will 
find that the mortgage is in favor of a man who is not a party to my 
record. ` You know that it is a mere brutum fulmen to talk about can- 
celing his claim; he is not before me.” 

Now the man under those circumstances buysthe property, is evicted 
from it, and then comes into court and says, “ I want my money back.” 
Why? “Because I was foolish enough to pay it for property to which 
I could not acquire a title.” 

Now, the law says that you must take care when you are buying; 
you must examine and see if there is a valid wy de see if the 
defendant has a title. If you do not see that he one, then you 
must take all the chances, 

Another point: Suppose this property had been worth $100,000. I 
do not know how much it was worth. It appears to have been con- 
sidered security for $10,000, because there was a mo) on it 
to that amount. This man bought the property for $5,400. I have no 
doubt he thought he was making a splendid speculation out of aman 
who went away from his country and left his property. He took his 
chances, as every purchaser does. 

If you adopt the doctrine of this bill, then the United States will 
have to pay back all the money received for lands sold in South Car- 
olina at tax sales. The United States Supreme Court has held that 
as to the surplus of the money received at those sales, over and above 
the taxes, the Government was the trustee for the real owner of the 
land; but it held on to the taxes. 

If the principle of this bill is right the United States ought also to 

ay back the taxes. What is more, they ought to hold themselves 

iable as on a warranty of the title to every man who ht at one 
of these void tax sales and pay him the value of the land from which 
he has been evicted. That is the inexorable logic of this report. I 
have no more to say. 

Mr. OSMER. Will the gentleman answer one question ! 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. OSMER. As I understand the gentleman predicates his por 
osition upon the common law of England. But I would remind him 
that in Louisiana the Code Napoleon prevails. I desire to know 
whether the gentleman has taken note of the difference in the rule 
of law ining to titles in this respect? 

Mr. MOND, of Georgia. I will answer the 833 in this 
way: It would be improper for me to pretend that I understand any- 
thing about the peculiar law of Louisiana on this subject; I do not; 
I have never investigated it in regard to this proposition. But I take 
the report as stating it most strongly in favor of the claim which that 
report supports; and the report only makes a case between an ordi- 
nary plantiff and defendant—the case of a purchaser at an ordinary 

udicial sale. 
j Mr. O'CONNOR. No, sir; this is an extraordinary case. 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Very well; call it extraordinary. I 
call all judicial sales ordinary cases. But here is the point: by what 
authority, by what dictum in the books, can you establish a rule of 
7 76750 in favor of a purchaser at a judicial sale in Louisiana—a 
rule to bind money of the United States in the Treasury; to bind 
Congress to put its hands in there, take out the money and deliver it 
over to a man who under the common law and United States stat- 
utes has no right to it? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Lask the gentleman to answer me this simple 
question, not as before a court which is to decide according to tech- 
nical rules of procedure, but as before the American Con sittin 
as a high court of equity: It being admitted that the Governmen 
of the United States has now in its Treasury $5,400 of this man’s 
money for which it has given him nothing, for which it gave him a 

iece of paper which has proved to be void, upon what principle of 
aw, moral or otherwise, can the gentleman contend that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has a 165 to hold that money ? 

Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia. I will answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion by a denial of his proposition. The United States did give Day 
something. It gave him authority to take all he could get under that 
sale—neither more nor less—accompanied by possession. 

Now, the gentleman bases his inquiry upon the ground of some 
special by bay 6 I am pleased to be able to answer him in the lan- 
guage of the Supreme Court on that proposition. The same plea was 
set be in this case of the Monte Allegre, from which I have already 
quoted : 


The appellant had it, therefore, in his 
respect 


er to obtain the same 
to the condition of the tobacco, 


information with 
he had thought it worth while to give 
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himself the trouble. So that whatever loss he has sustained 
without the fault or misconduct of any one; and the law 
t not, to afford him redress. 


So much for the law, I read farther on in the same opinion: 


is attributable solely 


The ciple, if well founded, cannot depend u the contingency whether 
or not the process shali happen fo romain a court until the defect in the article 


In that case it was said “this money is impounded in a court of 
justice; I bought at your sale under your decree; I got no title; 
are you going to turn my money over to the plaintiff when you gave 
me no title? I admit that if you had paid over the money I could 
not get it back; but you have it still in your custody. I ask you to 
take the money and hand it back to me, and leave matters in statu 
quo.” The court negatived that demand. It said: 

If the proceeds are liable, they ought to be followed into the hands of the owner 
after distribution ; and if they cannot be reached, the remedy ought to be in — 
sonam. Such is the end to which the doctrine must inevitably lead, if well founded. 
But it is presumed no one would push it so far. 

The Supreme Court in 1824 could not imagine that the Congress of 
the United States in 1880 would support a bill on any such ground. 

The language of the court is: 

There is no rule in courts of equity to sanction what is now asked for on the part 
of this appellant. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, as I intend to reply in this case 
before the vote is taken, I yield now to the gentleman from Louisiana, 
[Mr. ELLIS. 

Mr. ELLIS. I desire to speak upon this case, but my lungs are in 
such condition that I can hardly make myself heard this evening. I 
would therefore prefer that the committee rise. 

Mr. REED. Before the committee rises, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. O'CONNOR] what the value of 
this property was, provided there had been a good title. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. The poneo will find by the transcript of the 
proceedings in the case of Day vs. Micou that witnesses who were ex- 
amined upon this point proved that $5,400 was the full market value 
of the p rty, free of all incumbrance, at the day of sale. 

Mr. D. Notwithstanding there was a mortgage of $10,000? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. It was sold free of the mortgage of $10,000. 

sides, Mr. Day actually paid out of his pocket over $4,000 for repairs 


upon the property. 
Mr. BARBER. The mortgage was ante bellum. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. The mortgage had been given before the war. 
Mr. REED. When was the valuation taken? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. At the time of the sale by the United States mar- 
shal—at the time Day bought. 
Mr. GIBSON. I move that the committee rise. 
Mr. HAWLEY. J ask unanimous consent that the 8 which 
been read this evening may not be published in the RECORD, as it 
will simply encumber its pages, 
The CHAIRMAN. That is a matter for the House to determine. 
The motion of Mr. GIBSON that the committee rise was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MCLANE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House. had, according to order; had under consideration the Private 
Calendar, and particularly a bill (H. R. No. 2798) for the relief of L. 
Madison Day, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 68) to anthorize the printing of 13,000 
ie of the Report on Sheep Husbandry ; and 

act (H. R. No. 3559) for the relief of L. H. Hershfield & Brother. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. TALBOTT moved that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 46. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Illinois, demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
56, nays 73, not voting 163; as follows: 


‘ YEAS—S6. 
Bachman, Gibson, Ladd, Robeson, 
Goode, Lapham, Russell, W. A. 
Blake, Gunter, Le Fevre, Shelley, 
Bowman, Hall, Mason, Slemons, 
Browne, Harris, Benj. W. McKenzie, Smith, A. Herr 
8 Hawk, o Lane, Talbott, 
th, Hawley, ills, Tucker, 
Culberson, gon i Mitchell, Soons, 
Davis, George enry, Oreross, eaver, 
Herbert, O'Neill, Wellborn, 
De La A House, Osmer, White, 
Bilis, Johnston, —— wie 
Forney, Kimmel, Richardson, D. P ise. 
NAYS—73. 
run Barber, Bright, Cobb, 
Bayne, Burrows, Col 3 
A is n Cannon — e 
Ballou, Brewer, Chittenden, Cook, 


Poehler, Thompson, P. B. 
Baris z 7 Houk, Price, Thompson, W. G. 
Lowndes H. H Ref Townshend, R. W. 
Di Haute! Richardson, J. S. Turner, Oscar 
Dunn ‘ones, Turner, Thomas 
2 Linde: Rothwell, 12 . Thon 
Ag egra omas 
Field, Martin, Edward L. Sa Upson, 
Fisher, McMillin, berger, rner. 
Ford, Monroe, 8i . R. Waddill 
Frye Myers, Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Hammond, N.J. New, e, 
O'Connor, 
NOT VOTING—163. 
Ac Dickey, Knott, Ryan, 
Aldrich, N. W. Dunn, Lewis, Ryon, John W 
Anderson, i x Samford, 
Armfield, Elam, Louns! Sap] 
Bailey, Errett, Lowe, 
iker, Evins, Manning, Sherwin, 
Barlow, Ewing, Marsh, Simonton, 
e, Felton, Martin, Singleton, J. W. 
Finley, Martin, Joseph J. Smith, Wil E. 
Beltzhoover, Fo McCoid, Sparks, 
i Fort, McCook, X 
B Frost, McGowan, Springer, 
Blackburn, Garfield, McKinley, tarin, 
Bland, Gedd McMahon, Stephens, 
Bliss, Gillette, Miles, tevepson, 
— — 3 Tavio 
5 0 0 oney. lor, 
Bri, Harm M Townsend, Amos 
Brigham, Harris, John T Morse, Tyler, 
Buckner, Haskell, Morton, alentine, 
Butterworth, Hayes, Muldrow, Van Aernam, 
Caldwell, Hazelton, Muller, Vance, 
Calkins, Heilman, Murch, Van Voorhis, 
Camp, Henkle, Neal, Wait, 
Carlisle, Herndon, New : Ward, 
Caswell, Hiscock, Nicholls, Warner, 
Chalmers, Hooker, O'Brien, Washburn 
laflin, Horr, O'Reilly, Wells, 
lardy, Hostetler, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hubbell, Overton, Wilber, 
Clark, John B Humphrey, Pacheco, Williams, C. G. 
Clymer, Hunton, Page, Williams, Thomas 
Covert, James, Phelps, Willis, 
Cowgill, J Phister, Wi 
Cox, Joyce, Pierce, Wi Fernando 
Crapo, Kelley, Pound, Wood, Walter A. 
Crowley, K Prescott, 
tt, N Rice, Yocum, 
Davidson, King, Richmond, Young, C: 
Deuster, Kitchin, Ross, Young, Thomas L. 
Dick, Klotz, Russell, Daniel L. 


So the House refused to adjourn over. 

8 ee the call the following pairs were read from the Clerk’s 
esk: 

Mr. ScaLES with Mr. ERRETT. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, with Mr. Ryan, of Kansas. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. BRIGGS. 

Mr. JORGENSEN with Mr. BEALE. 

Mr. Samrorp with Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. 

Mr. HENKLE with Mr. URNER. 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. POUND. 

Mr. NEWBERRY with Mr. KING. 

Mr. Pace with Mr. KNOTT. 

Mr. GARFIELD with Mr. CLYMER. 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. Warp. 

MreCLarLin with Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. SIMONTON with Mr. Dick. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. HERNDON until Monday next, except 
when the question of a quorum shall be involved. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

EAST RIVER BRIDGE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secre of War, relative to the erection of a brid 
over the East River, New York; which was referred to the Co t- 
tee on Commerce. 

GEOGRAPHICAL AND TOPOGRAPHICAL SURVEYS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to geographical and topo- 
graphical surveys; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

CONTRACTS FOR TWINE, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Postmaster-General, relative to the term for which 
the contracts for twine, wrapping-paper, &c., are made ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


COAST SURVEY. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with law areport of expenditures on account of United States 
Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1879; 
which was referred to the Committee on Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 


nditures in the 


1880. 
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CHANNEL, ROCK ISLAND RAPIDS. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to widening the channel 
of the Rock Island Rapids; which was referred to the Committee on 
erce. 
MINING DEBRIS, SACRAMENTO RIVER. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the Honse 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report relative to 
the effect of mining débris in the Sacramento River; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. CONVERSE, was referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 
g GEORGE WILLIAMS. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting additional papers 
concerning the claim of George Williams; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
cases: 

. De La Martyr, for two days, on account of important business; 
Mr. Horr, for two weeks from to-morrow, on account of sickness 
in his family; and 

Mr. GODSHALK, until April 6, on account of important business. 
STEVEN POWERS. 


On motion of Mr. UPSON, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the 
case of Steven Powers. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CONGER, (at five o’clock and twenty- 
five minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


in 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The 3 memorials, petitions, and other rs were laid on 
the Clerk's desk, under the rule, and referred as ows, Viz: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petitions of Burke & Beckworth, pub- 
lishers of the Western Homestead, Leavenworth; of S. S. Prouty, 
publisher of the Union, Junction City; of A. G. Stacey, publisher of 
the Herald, Salina; of T. Hughes, publisher of the News, Marysville; 
of George P. Christie, publisher of the Sun, Hiawatha; of Kk & 
Shiner, publishers of the Recorder, Holton; and of Clardy & Co. 
pnblishers of the Agriculturist, Wamego, Kansas, for the abolition of 
the duty on t; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of G. G. Bird, J. W. Anderson, and 
100 others, citizens of Oakland County, Michigan, that Congress enact 
such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im upon the people 
by the transportation monopolies that now control the interstate 
commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of E. Foster, William Casement, and 100 others, 
citizens of Oakland County, Michigan, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: The petition of J. D. Wells, relative to 
the stamp tax on perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of type-founders of Cincinnati, Ohio, against the 
abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Atter, Pinkard & Co. and 20 others, manufact- 
urers and wholesale dealers in boots and shoes, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
for the appointment of a commission, to be composed of representa- 
tive business men, to pre for the consideration of Congress a form 
for a bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a statement relating to the reduction of the duty on chrome 
iron ore and bichromate of potash—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means, 
By Mr. CROWLEY: The 8 of Goodrich & Billinger and 
ork, for the improvement of Sag- 
mmerce. 


others, of Tonawanda, New 
inaw River, e N the Committee on 

By Mr. HORACE DAVIS: The petition of Newbaner & Co. and 
others, of San Francisco, California, manufacturers of matches, against 
the abolition of the stamp-tax on matches—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of 46 Union soldiers of Howard 
County, Iowa, for the early passage of a law ponang for the pay- 
ment of the difference between the value o nbacks, in which 
they were paid for their services, and the value of gold at the time 
of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Cliarles Schmidt, assistant 
cashier of the Second Ward Savings-Bank, of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, 
for the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 3436 ing the taxation of 
savi banks—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DICK: The petition of A. R, Peats and 26 others, citizens of 
Crawford County, Pennsylvania, that the patent laws be so amended 
as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone 

msible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

„the petition of the same parties, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation mo lies now control the interstate commercè 
of the country— e Committee on Commerce. 


Also, the petition of A. R. Peats and 28 others, citizens of Crawford 


County, Pennsylvania, that the Department of Agriculture may be 
made a Cabinet bureau—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. FARR: The petition of William A. Berry and 64 others, 
farmers, merchants, mechanics, of Grafton County, New Hampshire, 
against the repeal of the duty on paper—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of the editor of the Journal, Law- 
rence, Kansas, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of N. W. Barrett, for the passage of certain pen- 
sion bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Franklin County, Kansas, for the 
passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: The petition of A. T. and J. K. P. Gilliland, 
Dr. A. A. Strange, Dr. Jesse Heard, and 51 others, citizens of Clay 
County, Tennessee, for relief to producers of tobacco against discrim- 
inations of France, Spain, Italy, and Austria—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O'BRIEN: The petition of the American Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York City, for the establishment of a mint in that city— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petitions of 22 citizens of Lee County, Texas, 
and of 60 citizens of Scott County, Indiana, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions im upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of 53 citizens of Steuben County, Indiana, and 
of 23 citizens of Lee County, Texas, that the patent laws be so 
amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles 
alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. ROSS: Resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, favor- 
ing the granting of pensions to soldiers of the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of ship-owners and others, for the repeal of the 
compulsory pilotage laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SPEER: The petition of H. D. Martin and others, citizens 
of Hall and White Counties, Georgia, for a post-route from Gaines- 


ville, via Tesentee Post-Office and Argo, to Cleveland, Georgia; and of 
V. J. Thomason, for a post-route from Dahlonega, via Porter’s Springs, 
‘ost-Office and Post- 


to 8 Georgia —to the Committee on the 


Roads. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, In.: A paper relating to the pension 
claim of George W. Waddle, of Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. TYLER: The petition of A. B. Carpenter and 100 others, 
citizens of Caledonia County, Vermont, that Congress enact such 
laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the people by the 
transportation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce 
of the country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. VER: Resolution of the ture of Iowa, relative 
to locating lands by the several counties of that State—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. YOCUM: The paan of citizens of Center County, Penn- 
sylvania, soldiers of the United States Army, engaged in the late war, 
for the early passage of a law providing for the payment of the dif- 
ference between value of greenbacks, in which they were paid 
for their services, and the value of gold at the time of payment—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, 
that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or 
vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, 
that the Commissioner of Agriculture be made a Cabinet officer—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, 
that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions im- 
posed upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now 
control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: Two petitions of citizens of Ohi 
for the creation of a department of manufactures, mechanics, an 
mines—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of C. Wells and others, against the reduction of 
the tariff on type—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, March 27, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. SAMUEL Do- 
MER, pastor of Saint Paul’s English Lutheran church, Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. SCALES. I rise to make a privileged report. 
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izes the gentleman. 
5 — — the Committee on 
Indian Affairs in reference to resolutions referred to them calling for 


The SPEAKER. The Chair 
Mr. SCALES. I desire to make a 


departmental information. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move to dispense with the 
morning hour with a view to proceeding in Committee of the Whole 
with the further consideration of the consular and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi in a moment. The gentleman from North 
Carolina, chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, has a propo- 
sition which is recognized under the rules as being in order at any 
time, it being the report of that committee on resolutions referred to 
it calling for departmental information. Of course if the gentleman 
from Mississippi insists upon his motion to suspend the rules the 
Chair will first submit that question to the House. 

Mr. SCALES. If the gentleman will permit me for a moment I 
think he will not object, as it will take but an instant to dispose of 


this. 

Mr ATKINS. Is not Monday set apart for that character of busi- 
ness 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes this report in accordance 
with the rules from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BREWER. I demand the order. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the Honse does not address itself to the consider- 
ation and discussion of the appropriation bills we will be here until 


August. 
Mr. SCALES. Mr. Speaker, this is the third time I have endeay- 
ored to make this report from the committee. 


FRAUDS CONNECTED WITH INDIAN AGENCIES. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from North 
Carolina should be allowed to make this report. It is simply a reso- 
lution calling for information, and he is entitled to report at any time 
under the rules. The Chair will immediately thereafter recognize 
the gentleman from Mississippi. This report is made in accordance 
with the same privilege which the Committee on Printing possesses, 
and which the gentleman from Mississippi is familiar with. The 
Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol: That the Secretary of the Interior be instructed to report to this House 
whether there 3 since July 1. wo any frauds or ae practices on the 

ot any o! e empio; or any o ns connected 
Pith the Indian piven es tae panned pong kanes eo în said STORI and, if any, to 
report the places where co) tted, the nature of the offense, and whether any 
have been removed or otherwise punished for said offenses. 


The resolution was adopted. 

UTE INDIAN OUTBREAK. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to this 
at an early day a copy of the testimony taken by Generals Hatch and Adams, 
special agents of that Department, touching the late outbreak of the Ute Indians 
in the State of Colorado. 

The resolution was adopted. 


PURCHASE OF BONDS BY TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


House 


of each purchase, 
with the date of the maturity th and the i exclusive 
2 interest, paid on each . eee its rate „ 
The resolution was agreed to. 
PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

eis AY ef cite Bodas tal the LEIR ANY UE tis PEORIA, | 

ing the di of this House an ein 0 P ings. 
e SP. R. The gentleman will stato it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I find in the New York Evening Post, printed 
last evening, an article headed “A Cowardly Congress.” That article, 
after referring to the action of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND] in causing the reference of the bill affecting | tion upon 
laws providing for the collection of import duties to the Committee 
on the Revision of the Laws instead of to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, to which it should have been appropriately referred, as 
the article alleges, goes on to say: i 

If the House of Representatives had determined to go to work in a direct and 


eraren tines og the matter, all that was needed was the adoption of a resolution 
* e committee to report forthwith one of the bills, say the sugar 


Here is a direct charge that this House is rocking in an indirect 
and dishonest way because it does not adopt a resolution directing 
that committee to report a tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does 


Ar HUTC 

Mr, HINS. Undoubtedly; itis a question affecting the dig- 
ings of the House, and I regard it 
vilege that can be raised. 


the gentleman consider that a question of 


nity and integrity of the 
15 question of pie very hi ghest 


Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a pointof order. That isnot a question 


of eo 
3 S. Ihave a note from the Clerk of this House in 

relation to the introduction and adoption of resolutions— 

Mr. BURROWS. T insist that that is not a question of privile; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that the een bas 
2 l sees a question of privilege. It appears to be a question 
0 5 

Mr. HUTCHIN S. I claim that it is a question of privilege, and of 


the 5 kin 

Mr. OWS. I insist upon my point of order. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. I 
hope he will allow me to p He has been heard on this floor 
many times, and this is the second time I have asked to be heard. 
Now, I claim the right to be heard on this question. Iwas proceeding 
to say that I have a note here from the Clerk of this House—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot see that this is a qnestion of 
privilege under the rule, 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I hope the Chair will permit me to proceed, and 
I will indicate that this is a question of the very highest privile 
Tie SPEAKER. The gentleman will conform to the rules of this 

ouse, 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Certainly I will. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS} 
rose to a question of order. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of order that under the rules 
the question stated by the gentleman from New York is not a qués- 
tion of 17 7155 
HUTC S. I only want to make one statement. That as 

the rules of the House are now constituted it is impossible to intro- 
duce such a resolution except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Michigan is well taken ; that the gentle- 
man from New York has not stated anything which up to this time 
amounts toa 3 of privilege. It is not to a question of personal 
. to Which the gentleman rose. 

Mr. HINS. Is this not a matter affecting the dignity of this 
House? I am anxious to vote on the bills referred to. If eS allowed 
to do so I will introduce a resolution calling upon the committee to 
report. [Cries of “Regular order !”] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON 
is ized to move that the morning hour be dispensed with, an 
he states his object to be to bring up the consular and diplomatic 
appropriation bill. 

. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I desire also to add the motion 
that when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union all general debate on the pending bill be closed 
in one and a half hours, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better first move to dispense 
with Se nee hour, and to do this a two-thirds vote of the House 
is requi 

Mr SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I will make the motion at the 
popa time. 

The question being put on the motion to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour, there were—ayes 73, noes 56. 

(two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the morning hour was 
not dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at nineteen minutes 
past twelve o’clock, the business of the morning hour being the call 
of committees for reports to be appropriately referred and printed. 

CHARLES B. SHIRLEY. 

Mr. HENRY, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back the 

tition of Charles B. Shirley for $2,063.88, for services rendered the 
Eoas of Representatives, and allowed heretofore by the Committee 
on Accounts; and moved that the Committee on Accounts be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This being a report of a private nature, is it in 
order under this call? 

The SPEAKER. Reports of a private nature are in order on any 
day in the morning hour, but reports of a public nature are not in 
order on Friday. 

The motion of Mr. Henry was agreed to. 

MILEAGE OF MARSHALS. 


Mr. PHILIPS, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, reported back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 
426) to re; te the mileage of marshals, and for other purposes ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and, with the amendments and accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

WAGES ON HOLIDAYS IN GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. ee pace ee of doo CH 8 the ness perp od on oie 
reported a joint resolution 0. providing payment o 
wages to employés in the Government Pring Office for 1 holi- 
days; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


1880. 
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EXPENSES OF PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, also, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. 
No. 447) to reduce the expenditures of the public printing, and for 


other 12 7 

The SP R. The gentleman from Mississippi will please take 
notice there is no report socompanyiig this bill, as req under the 
rule. The rules require there should be a report in writing accom- 
pan oy er bill reported. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. There is a report prepared and 
I will handitin. I thought I sent it with the bill. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report was ordered to be 

rinted. 

z STATUE ON SUB-TREASURY BUILDING, NEW YORK. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on the Library, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 4917, granting permission to the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of New York to erect a statue on the sub-treas- 
ury building, in the city of New York, a bill (H. R. No. 5384) with 
the same title; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

THE CENSUS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, from the Joint Select Committee on 
the Census, reported back, with amendments, the bill (S. No. 885) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide for taking the tenth and 
subsequent censuses,” approved March 3, 1879, and moved that the 
bill be rer aici and, with the amendments and accompanying re- 

uted. 

The SPEAKER, With reference to this census bill the Chair thinks 
the House after the morning hour had better fix some time for its 
consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the report be withdrawn for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Does not the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
THOMPSON] desire the immediate action of the House on this bill ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. The only trouble about 
it is there is a gentleman on the floor who objects and I cannot get 
the bill before the House except by unanimous consent. 

Mr, CONGER. When reported during the morning hour it goes on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The bill will certainly provoke debate. 

The SPEAKER. All that the gentleman from Kentucky asks at 
present is to have the amendments printed and the bill and amend- 
ments recommitted. 

Mr. CONGER. That might be done. 

The motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, was agreed to. 

RIGHTS OF WOMEN CITIZENS. 

Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Rules to report 
a resolution providing for the appointment of a special committee on 
the political rights of women citizens, and to move that it be placed 
on the House Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the S er a special - 
mittee of aie — wely whom shall be referred — — bills, 
and resolutions relating to the rights of women citizens of the United States, with 
power to hear the same and report thereon by bill or otherwise. 

The resolution was referred to the House Calendar. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. O'CONNOR, from the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, reported,as a substitute for House bill No. 1513, a bill (H. 
R. No. 5385) providing for the judicial ascertainment of claims against 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, with the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
House Calendar, - 

Mr. GARFIELD, I would inquire if there is anything in that bill 
which would render it subject to a point of order on account of con- 
taining an appropriation ? 

The SP. If there is, it would be subject to the point of 
order when taken up for consideration. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. BICKNELL, from the Select Committee on the state of the law 
respecting ascertainment and declaration of result of election of 
President and Vice-President, rted back, with a favorable recom- 
mendation, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 223) amending the Consti- 
tution erde the RRE of N 0 moons and f and the same 
was p on the House endar, an e accom ing report 
ordered to be printed. 8 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. B from the Select Committee on the Alcholic Liquor 
Traftic, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 2387, a bill (H. R. 
No. 5386) providing for the appointment of a commission on the sub- 


ject of the alcoholic liquor c; which was read a first and second 
time, with the er ogbin À rt ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the ole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. BOUCK. I desire to submit the views of the minority and ask 
to have them printed with the majority re 
There was no objection, and it was so o; 


CINCINNATI CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I would inquire if the Select Committee to In- 


vestigate the Late Congressional Election in Cincinnati has reported 7 
The SPEAKER. It was called, but no report was submitted. 
Mr. GARFIELD. It has been a long time since the committee was 


appointed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If I may be allowed to do so I will state that the 
manuscript of the testimony was sent to the Public Printing Office to 
be printed for the use of the committee, and the printing was almost 
completed when the difficulty occurred in re to the appropria- 
tion for the public printing. 

Mr. FR I would inquire of the gentleman if there is any ne- 
cessity for 1 any report at all? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I think there is. 

RELIGIOUS BOOKS IN THE CHINESE LANGUAGE. 


Mr. TUCKER. I am instracted by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 4424) to admit free of duty Bibles and other religious books 
in the Chinese lan for gratuitous distribution by religious and 
missionary societies. It is the unanimous report of the committee, 
and if there be no objection I would like to have it considered now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Under the rule it cannot now be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The rule requires that all reports from commit- 
tees during the morning hour shall be referred to their appropriate 
calendars, 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM s. KIMBALL & CO. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 5387) to refund certain taxes illegal] r 
and collected from William S. Kimball & Co. and others; which was 
read a first and second time, with the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

WILLIAM J. POLLOCK. 

Mr. KELLEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1834) for the relief 
of William J. Pollock, late collector of internal revenue of the second 
district of Pennsylvania; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. MARTIN. 

Mr. GARFIELD, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 5388) for the relief of William D. Martin, of Bedford County, Vir- 
ginia, and for refunding to him certain taxes upon brandy swept 
away and destroyed by a flood; which was read a first and second 
time, with the accompanyin ay ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

SAMUEL HARPER. 
Mr. CONGER, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute: 


for House bill No. 4187, a bill (H. R. No. 5389) for the relief of Samuel 
; which was read a first and second time, with the aecom- 
pan report ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee- 


of t ole on the Private Calendar. 


DUTY ON BARLEY MALT. 

Mr. MORRISON, from the same committee, oprea back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 4585) fixing the rate of 
duty on barley malt at twenty-five cents per bushel; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. MORRISON also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 4911) to amend the statutes in rela- 
tion to immediate transportation of dutiable ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

IRON MOUNTAIN BANK, MISSOURI. 

Mr. MORRISON also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3155) for the relief of 
the Iron Mountain Bank, of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARGARETTA BENDER. 

Mr. MORRISON also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3902) to refund to Mrs, 
Margaretta Bender certain money paid by her into the United States. 

to compromise a violation of the reyenue law by her insane 

husband ; which was referred to the Committee of the ole on the 

Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM H. THOMPSON. 

Mr. CARLISLE, from the same committee, rted back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 346) for the relief of 
William H. Thompsen; which was referred to the Committee of the 
8 on ae Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered. 

printed. 
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ALEXANDER SMILEY. 

Mr. MILLS, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
5390) for the relief of Alexander Smiley; which was read a first and 
second time, with the BTA , oie. pe ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

WILLIAM R. WILMER. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the same committee, reported back, with a fa- 
vorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 301) for the relief of Will- 
iam R. Wilmer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

W. J. TAPP & co. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 4622) for the relief of 
W. J. Tapp & Co.; and the same was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. POWELL. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
5391) for the relief of William H. Powell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF TOBACCO IN PROCESS OF MANUFACTURE, 


Mr. DUNNELL. I am directed by the Committee on Mabe ss and 
Means to report back without amendment the bill (H. R. No. 196) au- 
thorizing the removal of tobacco in process of manufacture, and to 
ask its reference to the Public Calendar. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I raise the question whether this bill should not 
go to the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will state my reason for making this point. I 
think it important to us to have a ruling now. I understand that 
the bill makes no appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair is informed that it does not make an 
8 d 

r. GARFIELD. But that, as I understand, is no reason why it 
should go to the Public Calendar, if the bill is itself of a private na- 
ture. Being private, whether it contains an appropriation or not, it 
should go to the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman re- 
porting this bill whether it does not change a public law in relation 
to the manner of collecting the revenue. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It does. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I understood from the gentleman that the bill 
was for the relief of some particular persons, 

The SPEAKER. As the point of order is made, the bill might as 
well be read. Gentlemen will see that the prope joat put by the 
Chair bears directly upon the question where the bill should go. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de, That Jacob Charles Appleby and W. Helme, compos- 
ing the commercial firm of Appleby & Helme, of New York, be, and are hereby, 
authorized to remove, in bulk, packages, from their fac at or near Spots 
in the third district of New Jersey, cut tobacco and snuff, in process of prepara- 
Ss i eee a meee et pees tran Sour 
such removal shall b be made under t and supervision of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, as is provided for the of snuff and tobacco in process 
of manufacture. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this bill should go to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. Rule 
XXIII, clause 3, provides that— ~ 

All motions or propositions involving a tax or the le, all 
ye touching appropriations of ian Ay N Shall be first poet raed E 
Committee of the le. 

And Rule XIII, section 1, clause 1, provides that— 

First. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union, to which shall be referred bills revenue, general appropriation bills, 
and bills of a public character, directly or T appropaiating MAAF OF prop: 


erty. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There is no doubt that the bill should go tothe 
Committee of the Whole. The only question I raise is as to which 
of the Calendars it should go to, because there are two Committees 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a bill relating to the 
revenue laws. The provision of the rule read a moment ago would 
seem to require that such bills should go to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GARFIELD. This bill in no way affects the revenue. 

The SPEAKER. It changes the revenue laws. 

rs GARFIELD. No; it simply grants to particular parties certain 
privileges, 

The SPEAKER. It is a change of general law because the general 
law makes no such exception. 

Mr. GARFIELD. This is entirely a friendly controversy ——— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. GARFIELD. A friendly controversy for the purpose of settling 
the practice under the rule; and I think the question is i 
The Chair is undoubtedly right in holding that asthe bill to 
Levies nse the revenue laws it must go to the Committee of 
the Whole. 
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ject it Sid het 
it wo unnecessary 

Mr. GARFIELD. But it only changes the existing law as to two 
persons, constituting a firm; it grants to them certain privil „ and 
puts them under certain restrictions. This bill, if passed will not be 
a law to anybody in the world but this firm. It is rather a bill of 
privileges to this firm, making, it is true, an exception as to them in 


If it did not change the existi 
to in 


law on this sub- 
uce such a bill. 


reference to the law. But the whole question is as to the fitness of 
this firm for having this privilege. The bill therefore becomes, I 
think, a private one, and should go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar for the reason that it is essentially a private 
bill, affecting only a single business firm. 

The SPEAKER Does it not change a public law relating to the 
collection of the revenues of the Government? The Chair thinks it 
does. The rules seem to require that all such business ought to 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. ru 
go further, and give absolute preference to a motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the ole House on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of such business at any time after the morning hour. 

Mr. GARFIELD, If the C will allow me a word further before 
ruling finally — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will listen before he decides. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I wish to say that I re a few minutes 
a bill to pay out of the Treasury $42 to a distiller in Virginia who 
had complied exactly with the internal-revenue law and the la- 
tions of the Department in reference to his brandy or whisky, which 
had been swept away by flood. The bill provided that the tax to this 
extent should be refanded. We thereby change the existing internal- 
revenue law—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the existing internal-revenue law provide 
for such exemption? 

Mr. GARFIELD. It becomes necessary to change the law as to 
this man; but the bill is private; and I had it referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Now, here is a bill which changes the provisions of the laws in re- 
lation to one firm—grants them privileges. I think that is as much a 
private bill as the one I introduced. 

The SPEAKER. It changes public law. 

Mr. TUCKER. Let me say in relation to the remark the gentle- 
man made just now, there is no provision of the internal-revenue law 
by which the Executive Department could remit or refund that sum; 
and that is the reason this firm comes to Congress for relief. 

The SPEAKER. There is a provision of the internal-revenue laws 
which allows the refunding of taxes improperly collected. 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes; in certain cases; but not in such a case as 
this. It is, therefore, a private claim under the general revenue laws. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has no wish about this matter further 
than that the proper course should be pursued. 

Mr. CONGE. I think, Mr. S er, this point will settle the case. 
Suppose this goes to the Committee of the ole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar and a motion is made to extend that prorinon to all 
ps manufacturers of a like character; which might be very well 

one. 

The SPEAKER. Such amendment being germane. 

Mr. CONGER. Then to extend the provision to all other manufact- 
urers of that kind; and that would make it a general law by one 
single amendment. 

e SPEAKER. It might be amended by striking out the name 
and making it general in its character. Then it would be too late to 
raise the point that it was a public and not a private bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I entirely with the Speaker; and will illustrate 
it by this point. Suppose there was a general law which said a certain 
rate of tax should be im on the tobacco raised in this country, 
and the Committee on Ways and Means reported an amendment to it 
excepting that raised by the gentleman from Wisconsin. Clearly that 
would be a general bill, and should go to the Public Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. This changes public law. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have no choice myself; but there is one point I 
desire to suggest. My idea is this does not at all affect orc the 
revenue laws. The bill simply affects the status of an individual firm 
under the general law. 

The SPEAKER. And does it not change existing public law in 


favor of this 7 

Mr. DONNELL I think not. 

The SPFAKER. Why, then, introduce it? 

Mr. GARFIELD. It confers a privilege on one firm, 

The SPEAKER. The terms privilege and exception as used in de- 
bate here seem to be synonymous. 

So the bill and accompanying report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. HENRY RIVES. 
Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 
555 R. No. 5392) for the relief of J. Henry Rives, collector for the fifth 
district; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT STODART WYLD. 
Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R 


1880. 
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No. 5393) for the relief of Robert Stodart Wyld; which was read a 
referred 


first and second to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. GEDDES. I rise to make an 3 Under the call, I notice 
the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions was not called. I 
desire to inquire whether it would be in order to call for that com- 
mittee now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should be called. It was not 
called because it was not on the printed list. The committee has but 
recently been p vided for. 

Mr. GEDDE . I ask, then, to have it called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. GEDDES] to report. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Select Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pa iy Pe back, as a substitute for House 
bill No. 4652, a bill (H. R. No. ) to organize a court of pensions; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

e SPEAKER. Does this bill involve the appropriation of any 
money, or is it in any way a tax upon the people ? 

Mr. GEDDES. I presume it is, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then it will have to go to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GEDDES. I have no objection to that reference. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the views of the 
minority, accompanied by a substitute, in order that they may accom- 
pany the 2 of the majority of the committee. 

The SP. R. The views of the minority will be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 

rinted. ; 
z Mr. FRYE. But there is a substitute accompanying that minority 


rt. 
he SPEAKER. The views of the minority, together with the sub- 
stitute they recommend, will accompany the majority report and be 
printed, so that when the subject comes up for consideration the sub- 
stitute will be in shape to be moved to the original proposition. 


COAST SURVEY. 


Mr. ATKINS. I am instructed by the Committee on e ion 
tions to re back the report of the Superintendent of the and 
Geodetic Survey for the year ending June 30, 1879, and move its ref- 
erence to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to su t, Mr. Speaker, that the Commit- 
tee on Commerce never has any control of fhat subject. Here- 
tofore the Committee on Appropriations have had charge of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas move to amend 
the reference? 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir, if necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Committee on the Public 
Lands might be the proper one to which this should go. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will move to amend the reference if n. b 

The SPEAKER, Itis necessary, because the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee reports this from the Committee on Appropriations for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ATKINS. Ithink that the gentleman from Texas had better let 
this go to the Committee on Commerce. That is a very pai i 
committee, and the matter will have full and proper consideration 
before that committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is a subject which has never yet been before 
the Committee on Co: and that committee would have no 
power in reporting it back to make any app tions for continuing 
the service. Appropriations for that purpose have been made by the 
Committee on Appropriations in a bill, and the Committee on 
Commerce will have no power over it except to report it, and then let 
the Committee on Appropriations take e of it, or to report it back 
and let it go to the Calendar in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Coast Survey matters have generally been 
before the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. REAGAN. There is no other committee which can so efficiently 
deal with the subject, and I think it should go to the Committee on 


rar 
r. BLOUNT. The whole question of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey rests entirely 08 appropriations. There has been no legisla- 
tion in reference to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no general law on this sub- 


ject. 
Mr. BLOUNT. It seems to me it should go to the Committee on 
A riations. 
$ GAN. I think if it is desirable to continue that survey, 
then it should go to the Committee on Appr riations. I know of no 
way better than to allow it to remain t committee. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for the reading of the letter from the Secre- 
of the Treasury. 
e SPEAKER. The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury on 
this subject will be read. 


xX—120 


The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, December 12, 1879. 
Sm: In compliance with section 4690 United States Revised Statutes, I have the 


honor to transmit herewith for the ion of the House of Representatives a 
report addressed to this it by Carlisle P. Patterson, Superintendent of 
the and Geodetic Survey, showing the made in the survey of the 


Coast progress 
Atlantic, Gulf, and Pactfic coasts during the year ended June 30, 
od with lustrating the general progress made in that 


JOHN SHERMAN, 


1879, amd accom- 
work. 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lam constrained to believe that the gentleman from 
Tennessee had better allow that to go to his own committee. It can 
be dealt with by no other committee. It cannot be efficiently dealt 
with by the Committee on Commerce, and even if reported by that 
committee there will be no way of getting it before the House except 
by unanimous consent. I un d it is a work of great impor- 
tance, and there is no committee that can get that subject before the 
House except the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. AT. S. The Superintendent of the Coast Survey desired the 
reference of this matter to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN. It may be that he has some views which he desires 
the Committee on Commerce to examine, The difficulty is this: The 
work is one which, if it is deemed important to prosecute, the ap 
priations to that end must be annually made. If made at all they 
can only be made by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. They are us made in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think, if my colleague will permit me—— 

Mr. ATKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ithink that heretofore that whole service has been 
based on appropriations, and that the officer in of it desires 
legislation in order to give permanency to it, and that is probably his 
reason for desi it to be sent to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN. But the money to carry it on must come through 
the Committee on ADROER, 

Mr. ATKINS. The Superintendent did not give me his reasons, but 
the report ought to be 1 any way. 

The SPEAKER. It is a very important report. 

Mr. ATKINS. And whatever committee it goes to should have it 


printed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ithinkit had better be printed and recommitted to 
the Committee on 9 It contains information which 
the committee needs in making appropriations for another year. 

Mr. ATKINS. It should either go to the Committee on 8 
or the Committee on 3 one or the other, I am indifferent 
which. But let it be printed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I move that it be printed and recommitted 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

MILITARY QUARTERS, FORT LEAVENWORTH. 


Mr. ATKINS also, from the Committee on eee reported 
back from that committee a letter from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting estimates for company quarters at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, 
with the recommendation that said committee be disc from the 
further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on et Affairs. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
WRITS OF ERROR IN TERRITORIAL COURTS. 


Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. No. 905) in relation to writs of error to the su- 
preme courts of the Territories in capital cases; which was ordered 
to be 2 77 and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask how the Committee on the Judiciary 
is reached at this time in the call? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman that 
under the old rules the last call of committees had proceeded until 
about the middle of the list was reached, and under the new rules the 
Chair continued the call from that point to the end of the list of com- 
mittees as placed under old rales, after which the call will proceed in 
accordance with the new rule. 

COMPENSATION OF OFFICERS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. KNOTT. I am also directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back the House resolution to appoint a committee to investi- 
gato the present system of compensation of clerks and other officers of 

e United States courts, witha substitute therefor, and to move that 
the resolution and substitute be referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. CONGER. That resolution, as I understand, makes an appro- 
priation of money. It should go to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. KNOTT. The resolution does not require an S ef It 
provides that the expenses shall be paid out of the contingent fund 


of the House alread, W f 
The SPEAKER, the resolution takes money out of the centin- 
gent fund it should go to the Committee of the Whole. The Chair 


recently so decided when this point was made and insisted upon. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Let the resolution be read. 
The resolution was read. > 
Mr. GARFIELD. That goes to the Committee of the Whole. 
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The SPEAKER. It goes to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

UNITED STATES SUPERVISORS OF ELECTIONS, ETC. 

Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 2142) to regulate the number 
and pay of United States supervisors of elections and ial deputy 
Daal appointed under sections 2012 and 2021 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, and moved that the bill and amendments, with the accompany- 
ing report, be referred to the House Calendar, and printed, 

fir. CONGER. ‘That bill makes an appropriation, as T uaderstand. 

Mr. KNOTT. The bill makes no appropriation at all. 

The bill and amendments, with the accompanying a a were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be prim 

Mr. KNOTT. I ask that the minority of the committee may have 
the privilege of filing a report to accompany the report of the major- 
i 


The SPEAKER. The minority will have that privilege, if there be 
no objection. 

PRACTICE IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. KNOTT also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 4140) regu- 
lating the practice in United States circuit and district courts as 
to the time and manner of instructing juries and arguing the cause; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ROGER A. PRYOR. 

Mr. KNOTT also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 5395) to remove the political disabilities of Roger A. Pryor, of 
New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS L. HARRISON. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the same committee, a bill (H. R. 
No. 5396) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas L. Harrison, 
of Mobile, Alabama; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS H. SMITH, SR. 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 5397) to remove the political disabilities of Francis H. Smith, sr., 
of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

S. BANA, 


Mr. KNOTT also, from the same committee, reported s bill (H. R. 
No. 5398) to remove the political disabilities of S. Bana, of Virginia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

WILBURN B. HALL, 

Mr. KNOTT also, from the same reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 4486) to remove the 
political disabilities of Wilburn B. Hall, of ia; which wes read 
a first and seeond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the aceompanying report, ordered to 


be printed. 
WILLIAM B. ISAACS & CO. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported a joint resolution (H. R. No. 254) in re claim of William B. 
Isaacs & Co.; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. This joint resolution refers this claim 
to the Court of Claims for adjudication. The Speaker will decide to 
which Calendar it should go, whether the House Calendar, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, or the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. What is the wish of the committee? 

Mr, HARRIS, of Virginia. The committee express no wish. The 
bill makes no appropriation of money. 

Mr. BREWER. e joint resolution it seems to me should go to 
the Private Calendar. It appears to be for the relief of individuals. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a private bill and that 
it should go to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask also that the report of the last 
Congress in this case, with the accompanying documents, be printed 
as the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that this case was on the 
Private Calendar in the last Congress. 

Mr, BUCKNER. Where there is no ee does the Chair 
rule that arf ors resolution goes to the Private Calendar? 

The SP. R. This takes money out of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. BUCKNER. As I understand it takes no money out of the 
Treasury. Like the bills a few moments ago from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, relieving individuals of disabilities, I think 
this belongs to the House Calendar rather than to the Private Cal- 


endar. 
The SPEAKER. The House Calendar is for public bills only. 


Mr. BUCKNER. For public bills only? I thought the Private 

was for private bills that required an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. There are but few private bills that do not require 
an appropriation. However, all private bills go to the Private Cal- 
endar. The Chair will cause Rule XIII to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

There shall be three calendars of business rted from commit : 

First. 1 Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state ot che 
Union, to which shall be referred bills revenue, general appropriation bills, 
and bills of a public character, directly or indirectly appropriating money or prop- 


ó d. A House Calendar, to which shall be referred all bills of a public char- 
acter 75 raising revenue nor directly or indirectly appropriating money or prop- 


ird. A Calendar of the Committee of the Whole H. 

referred all bills of a private character. e 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I think the joint resolution should be 

referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The joint resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar,and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES GREEN. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 5399) for the relief of James Green, of Alexandria, Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, with the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of the 

ole on the Private Calendar. 
TRADE WITH INSURRECTIONARY STATES. 

Mr. HOUSE. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi 
to report back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
324) to declare the legal effect of permits granted by the President of 
the United States to 8 products of the eerie mrtg d States, 

an 


The SPEAKER. e bill will be laid upon the table, the ac- 
9 report will be printed. 

Mr. GAR TELD. Does not the rule require that this bill shall go 
to a calendar! 


The SPEAKER. If any member demands it, it will be placed on 
a calendar. The tice has been, where a committee reports a bill 
adversely, to lay it upon the table immediately; but it is competent 
for any membor to claim the right to have the bill placed upon a cal- 
endar so that it may be considered by the whole House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What I wanted to say is, that if any member 
wants to save this bill the only way he could do so would be to de- 
mand that it be placed upon a calendar. 

The SP The committee in effect moves, as it were, that 
the bill be laid upon the table. It is com t, however, for any 
member of the House to claim as his individual right that the bill be 
placed upon a calendar in order that it ay ve considered by the 
whole House, with the disadvantage only of the opinion of the com- 
mittee that it should be defeated. 

Mr. GARFIELD. And the silence of the House in this case is con- 
strued into agreeing to the adverse report of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no doubt that is all right. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I would 9 of the Chair whether, if the House 
shall lay this bill upon the table to-day, any member will have the 
right hereafter to that it be placed on a calendar? 

e SPEAKER. The Chair would say not, except by motion to 
reconsider, and thus pone it before the House again. 

The bill was accordingly laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

W. H. BROWN. 

Mr. HOUSE. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back the petition of W. H. Brown, of Alabama, praying that 
interest 8 paid by him be refunded; and to move that the 
committee be disc from its further consideration and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has the morning hour expired f 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I call for the regular order. 

MINING DEBRIS, SACRAMENTO RIVER. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires unanimous consent that the 
letter from the Secretary of War relative to the effects of mining 
débris in the Sacramento River, which was referred on yesterday to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining, be printed for the use of said 
committee. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask permission to introduce a joint resolution for 
action at this time. I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I must call for the regular order. 
I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of proceeding with the consid- 
eration of the consular and diplomatie appropriation bill. Pendin; 
that motion I move that all general debate upon the bill be 
at three o’clock to-day. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 
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Tho querko recurred upon the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr.CONGER. I ask consent that Senate bill No. 142 be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Ways and 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from e LAE SINGLETON] 


has already declined to yield to the gentleman 
3 

Mr. CON GER. Very well; I will not ask it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia if it gives rise to no debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be fair to permit one 
gentleman on each side to ask consent for a proposition. 

ROBERT L. MARTIN. 

Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a as resolution 
H. R. No. 255) for the relief of Robert L. Martin; w was read a 
rst and second time. 

The joint resolution grants leave to Robert L. Martin to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers and proofs filed by him before 
the southern claims commission in support of his disallowed claims. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. M’CLINTOCK. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 142 
be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on 


Virginia, [Mr. 


vere and Means. 
ere was no objection ; and accordingly the bill (S. No. 142) for 
the relief of John M. McClintock was taken from the 8 s table, 


read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. O'CONNOR, for one week from and after Monday next; 
To Mr. ORTH, for ten days from Tuesday next, on account of im- 
portant business; and 
To Mr. COWGILL, for ten days from Tuesday next, on account of 
important business. 
NELSON LYON AND JEREMIAH s. JAMES, 


Mr, VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of Nelson Lyon 
and Jeremiah S. James. This bill has both Houses, but the 
Senate has made an amendment, to which we make no objection, and 
in which we desire concurrence. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table and the amendment of the Senate read, as follows: 

Add to the bill the 8 

. contained shall operate to invalidate the ts of 


to wh have been made or licenses 
ceria ont anah orev fat Rees Sal Bo sa va utter said oor 
0 
7 valid. * Wenden 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES KING. 


On motion of Mr. CLAFLIN, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
1044) granting a pension to James King, was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order, 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SINGLETON, of 
Mississippi, that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union ‘Me CONVERSE in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3035) making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1831, and for other 

The C On this bill the H 


Mr. BLACKBURN] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. BLAC Mr. Chairman, unless the bill now under con- 
sideration shall be very materially modified and changed in many of 
its features, I shall not give it my support. I am very well aware of 
the fact that it is an unpalatable task for a member o any committee 
of this House, especially of the Committee on Appropriations, to offer 
opposition and interpose objections to any measure reported from the 
committee to the House with a recommendation for p My ob- 
jections to this bill will appear by the amendments that I shall offer 
as we proceed with the consideration of the bill under the o ion 
of the five-minute rule. In my jud. t this is a crude bi I do 
not mean to reflect m those gentlemen who, as the sub-committee 
of the Committee on Ap iations, have had the bill in charge, have 
put it in shape, and offered it to the House for acceptance. But 1 


think this bill was very fairly described by the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [ Mr. SINGLETON] ha it in charge, the chairman of the sub- 
committee that prepared it. In the very opening sentences of his 
h that gentleman denominated it a “ copy of the consular and 
plomatic appropriation bill last year.” e consular and diplo- 
matic bee bill of last year was a copy of the correspond - 
ing bill of the year before, and we have the high authority of ee 
tleman holding this measure in charge for the statement that is 
a copy of the bill which made appropriations for the present fiscal 


ear. ž 
A I think it will be found as we progress with the consideration of 
the bill that there are N which should be made, that there are 
amendments which should be ingrafted upon the bill, that there are 
defects in our diplomatic and consular system which address them- 
selves to this House for remedy and correction. Proceeding to call 
the attention of the House seriatim to the objections which may be 
, I will first undertake to correct the statement inadvertently 
en into, I am sure, by the gentleman having the bill in ary to 
the effect that your consular system is self-supporting. I find in the 
spooni of the gentleman, as reported in the RECORD of the 23d instant, 
this statement: 


Upon an examination of the fi in the Fifth Auditor’s report for 1879 it will 
be that the 


à all its e ses for that and in addition turned 
over to the United Tene $131,390.99. * 


It will be seen that the gentleman refers to the report of the Fifth 
Auditor as applicable to the consular system. Mr. Chairman, if p 
will take the receipts of the United States Treasury for consular 
for the year ending June 30, 1579, as reported by the Register of the 

ry, you will find the amount $449,610.48. From passport fees 
the amount received was $21,380. But passport fees are not to be 
credited to your consular system; they belong rather to the } 
tions, and are properly to be credited to your diplomatic service. But 
ving the consular system the benefit of this credit, you received 
m these sources, according to the report of the ister of the 
Treasury which lies before me, for the r ending June 30, 1879, 
the sum of $470,990.49. I grant that the Fifth Auditor's report shows 
$682,901.18; but the re of the Register of the Treasury exhibits 
the precise amount of money received from these sources by the 
Federal Treasury. I find that the consular expenses for the year 
were $462,870.02 ; consular contingencies, $119,681.51; miscellaneous, 
(contingent expenses, ) $29,358.23. 

So, sir, you find instead of it being a self-sustaining system it falls 
according to the official data which are furnished you by the 
Register of the to an amount between one and two hun- 
dred thousand dollars. if this serves to show anything it goes to 
prove that your consular system itself, as a system, is defective. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to be regarded as one who would 
strike down or impair that consular service. The criticisms which I 
am disposed to pass upon this bill do not reach to that system except 
as to its defects. I believe the consular system of this country is 
well ealeulated to extend its commerce, to build up its trade, to b 
us into closer contact with foreign powers, and to furnish us wi 
those markets abroad which we so sadly need for the productions 
which we ourselves have to send to consumers. My criticisms are 
upon the defects of that consular system, as I will proceed to show. 

This is a bill with two purpose, It provides for the maintenance 

of the diplomatic as well as consular service. a rashes: lo- 
matic feature of the bill I do not stand op do not be 
that it is the of wisdom, that sta ip would suggest or fair 
dealing would prompt the employment of that description of dema- 
gogy which would e the diplomatic service by a reduction of 
ts salaries or a ¢ t of its If this Government is to 
be represented in foreign courts by ministers plenipoten and en- 
voys extraordinary I trust I will be the last man who seek to 
abridge or curtail the compensation they are now receiving. 

My objection goes further; it goes deeper. I do not for one believe, 
sir, that this Government has any interest that is to be protected or 
promoted by the maintenance of the diplomatic for which it 
now expends nearly half a million of money annually at foreign courts 
in Europe. I rather agree with the opinions expressed by men whose 
experience was far greater than my own, whose opportunities for ob- 
servation, whose chances to measure correctly the results as com 
with the cost far exceed any that I may boast. I most v. 
sir, with the sentiments expressed by a distingui Senator from 
the State of Ohio [Mr. Wade] as far k as 1867, when he declared 
in the Senate Chamber: 

Here let me say, if I could have my own way about it, I never would have a resi- 
minister abroad. I would 


dent abolish the whole of them. I do not think they are 
„F. I do not think the: 
be barbarous 


with Europe. There 

tions where a resident all the time may be of some service; but with those 
nations of Europe with whom we are in constant communicati having treaties 
well und with each other, there is no more need for, and no more impor- 
tance to be attached to, a resident minister than there is to have such agents sent 
by these States to each other. 


I do not believe, sir, that it is within the power of any member of 
this House to point to a single instance within the last decade where 
the interests of the American 3 have either been promoted or 
3 by the presence of a ign minister at any foreign court. 

refer now to the speech made by my colleague on the Committee on 
Appropriations from Ohio, [Mr. MONROE.] It was a fair, eminently 


„ ons 
nations with which we have communica- 


se Ag a tert ie url eT ae as Re Ee Ce Oe . ee c T S ETON 
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fair, scholarly, admirable presentation of the side of the case which 


he had used, dealing with the issues involved with that fairness 
for which he is so 1 but still the victim of a bias prob- 
ably coming down to him and clinging to him from the cays of his 
own worthy service in the interest of his country abroad. He sought 
to refer us to an instance wherein material advantages had resulted 
to the country when what were known as the Alabama claims were 
under discussion and the sharp issue presented between the govern- 
ment of Great Britain and our own in reference to the former's respon- 
sibility and liability under the neutrality laws. I find that in that 
effort he quotes with approval the ade e services rendered by 
the then resident minister of the United States accredited to the Eng- 
lish court, and in order to be exactly accurate I read from the gentle- 
man’s own speech. He tells us: 

It was a moment when the right word heartily spoken saves nations from years 
of calamity. Early in June General Schenck delivered to Mr. Adams, then on his 
way to Geneva, a memorandum in regard to the “indirect claims,” which was made 
the basis for the settlement of that trouble—some question in the tribunal. On the 
15th of June, 1872, the tribunal reassembled at eva, and on the 27th of that 
month all serious difficulties between the two countries were removed by the de- 
cision of the tribunal that the "indirect claims” should be wholly excluded from 
its consideration. 

Why, sir, the gentleman from Ohio, just preceding this sentence, 
had told us of the brusque mannerin which the American minister had 
broken in upon the EAAS authorities in council to enter a protest 
to save us from probable complications with that government which 
might result in war, isa Ope for the service thus rendered by 
the American minister. With that fairness which always character- 

izes his utterance, he admits himself the difficulty was avoided, the 
trouble was adjusted, understanding was secured only when the very 
point, and the only point in issue upon which the foreign minister 
resident at the court of Saint James had been wasting all his ener; 
and concentrating all his powers, was decided against us absolutely 
and in toto. The only serious cause of grievance or difficulty ever 
found pending before that Geneva tribunal was the single question 
as to whether the American Government’s claim for indirect damages 
should beallowed. It was that, and that alone, to which that foreign 
minister had directed his attention. A decision wasreached. It was 
adverse to us so far as results and consequences are concerned accord- 
ing to the candid admission of the gentleman from Ohio, and we stood 
precisely where we would have stood if we had never been furnished 
with a minister at that court. Why, sir, who is there around me here 
who does not know that this Government to-day has but four first-class 
foreign ministers, namely, to Great Britain, to France, to Germany, 
and to Russia, and is there a gentleman here on this floor who does 
not know that two of these 5 have been vacant, one by resig- 
nation and the other by absence for about one-half of the present 
year? Who is there around me who will undertake to say, where is 
the man who is bold enough and reckless enough to declare that this 
Government has suffered one whit by reason of these vacancies? No, 
sir; those offices have moved on just as smoothly, your relations 
have been preserved as pleasantly, and your irs conducted just as 
satisfactorily as though no one had ever been accredited to either of 
these missions. 

Why, sir, with the aid of the marine telegraph bringing these for- 
eign capitalists into momentary intercourse and contact with your 
State Department, you have no earthly need, no imaginable use for 
the minister resident at any continental power to be found in Eu- 
rope. But even if you had, even if exigencies might arise, if circum- 
stances did or should exist, I beg you to cast your eye back over 
the foreign records of your history for the last decade, and tell me 
whether you have derived any advantage thereby? Does trouble 
occur with the gpa wer- if so, the minister resident is ignored, 
and Cushing, of usetts, sent as a 1 75 envoy to accommo- 
date your differences. Are you likely to involved in war with 
Great Britain over the asserted and unadjusted claims which grew 
into such large and measureless 2 as the consequences and 
results of your late civil war? 80, it is not your minister resident 
but a tribunal of arbitrators to be convened at Geneva which must 
take these matters into hand. Do you find yourself to-day, sir, threat- 
ened with international complications with the Chinese Empire? An- 
swering yes, I ask you what have you done, what disposition have 

ou made of your resident minister Seward f Have you intrusted to 

tis keeping the issues which are involved? On yesterday or on the 
day before nominations were made by the President to the Senate in 
the other wing of this building to appoint a commission of three men 
to go there and adjust these issues and compromise these troubles. 
No, sir; I defy the advocates of the diplomatic service to name one 
instance. 

A MEMBER. And Mexico. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And Mexico might be cited as another exam- 
ple, for it does but prove the rule to which I challenge any gentle- 
man on this floor to offer a single exception. But, Mr. Chairman, if 
in all of this I shall be in error, if the best interests of this country 
do demand the maintenance of the diplomatic service and if it is 
absolutely essential that service shall be maintained and supported, 
denying any purpose to cripple it by a reduction of eee ee 
I do most emphatically insist that this bill should provide some effect- 
ive limitation upon the abuses that exist in the service and in our 
practice under the sanction of existing laws. I cannot for the life 
of me see the equity of allowing a foreign minister of this Govern- 


ment to draw his fixed and separate salary and thun, by way of perqui- 
sites, or as our Army friends would term it . 
lowed also a salary in transitu, an instruction salary. 

There is not a foreign minister accredited from this Government 
to any power that does not draw his instruction salary, and that in- 
struction salary amounts to payment for thirty days while he is being 
coached or pos to be coached at the Department of State in the 
matter of the obligation and the duties to be devolved upon him, I 
cannot see the necessity for this, and I do not believe that any Amer- 
ican minister ever sailed or steamed out of one of our ports bearing 
his credentials to a foreign porer who ever carried to it more infor- 
mation as to the routine of duties devolving upon him there than he 
might have learned in thirty minutes time from the sheerest novice 
to be found in the limits of your capital. But, sir, this is not the 
main abuse which may be practiced under the existing law. Thelaw 
allows that each minister may be absent from his Jary of duty for a 
period not . days in any one year. d it matters not 
Whether you count by the ndar or the fiscal year. You would 
have sane to change the dates in order to make visible the abuse 
to which I refer. 

I say, under existing laws, allowing each minister to be absent 
sixty days from his = each year, allowing him in addition to that 
time such number of days as may be necessary for him to reach home 
from the court to which he is accredited, and then piling up the ad- 
ditional number of days which may be necessary for his return from 
his home to the scene of his duties—I say that you can have every 
minister of your Government absent eight months every year, whether 
it be a or a calendar year. You have thirty days to come home 
and erty days to go back. You have sixty days to stay. You may 
use those ‘our months in the conclusion of the current year or 
calendar year and take the first four months in the succeeding year; 
and a continuous absence of eight months out of twelve is perfec 
competent and attainable under the law as you have it now, wi 
no abatement of salary, but a promotion by way of increase of salary ; 
the minister receiving full pay all the time, and the subordinate 
officer, whether he be a chargé d'affaires or whether he be a secre- 
27 5 legation, receiving increased pay in his absence. 

. BLOUNT. Will my colleague on the committee permit me to 
ask him a Seana ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman if it has ever actually hap- 
pened that any minister has taken leave of absence for eight mon 
out of the twelve? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer my colleague, and that if 
public reports are to be credited, which passed for months and months 
unchallenged, you have a foreign minister at the court of one of the 
first-class powers of Europe who has been absent at least more than 
half that time from his or of duty aming the current year—more 
than half of eight mon And during the summer of 1873 there 
was nobody at the court of St. Petersburg. 

I do not complain of this; for if I was to complain and say that 
damage had resulted or loss accrued I would destroy my own final 
objection to this feature of the bill, in which I declare that an ab- 
sence of eight months, or an absence of twelve months in every year, 
in my humble judgment would not militate inst the interests o. 
this country at all if applied to all these ministers. But, sir, how- 
ever that may be, if this House is determined to keep up that diplo- 
matic service and maintain that diplomatic system, it does seem to 
me that there should be some limitation put, which the law has not 
as yet im upon the matter of absenteeism from the post of duty 
by at least withholding pa; 2 such protracted absence, in order 
to protect the service itself, as well as the of the Govern- 
ment, from a double payment for service that in both instances is but 
supposititions. 

ut it is not as to the diplomatic feature but rather as to the con- 
sular feature of this bill that I desire to address the House. It is 
that which in my judgment is the important question. I do not be- 
lieve, I cannot being ye to believe, that this bill has been as care- 
fully considered and as thoroughly digested as it should have been, 
if indeed we want to promos he interests of the country that are 
wrapped up in and held by the consular representatives abroad. 

I hold in my hand a memorandum I have made touching the rates 
of pay and compensation that seem to me to involve discrepancy. I 
have exhausted all reasonable, all legitimate, methods of inquiry. I 
have sought information from the members of the sub-committee 
having this bill in charge, and, failing them, I called from the De- 
partment of State before the bar of the Committee on Appropriations 
one of its own accredited officers, to ask him to tell me why it was 
that the very highest ed consular agents of this Government 
abroad, receiving the highest rates of salary, appeared by the report 
of the Register o the Treasury to have been assigned to duty to those 
posts where the very smallest quantum of fees was received, and, so 
so far as returns to the departments of the country were concerned, 
the smallest imaginable amount of business was transacted. 


I find here, sir, that at Bangkok we have a consul whose salary is 
$3,000 a year, whose contin; 
find that all the returns m 
enues—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. What place did the gentleman mention? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Bangkok, in Siam. 


mt expenses are $956.85 a year; and I 
e from that port by way of fees or rev- 
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Mr. HISCOCK. Is the consul there not a judicial officer ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. He has judicial functions, as have many. If 
the gentleman from New York desires, I will go into the record to 
show what judicial service this officer renders. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The statute points that out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. . Iwill go into the record furnished 
me here to show the judicial services he renders. They amounted to 
less than the judicial services rendered by any magistrate or justice 
of the in any magisterial district in the United States, 

Mr. OCK. I do not desire to indicate the course the gentle- 
man should pursue in his argument. I simply wish to have the House 
informed what duties this consul had to disc 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am trying to tell the gentleman. He receives 
$3,000 a year, and his contingent expenses are $956.85, The fees re- 
ceived from that office, the goo revenues that we get from it, amount 
to the enormous sum of $420.97. r 

I find that at Beirut, in Turkey, we have a two-thousand-dollar 
salaried consul. The contingent expenses of that office are $478.60. 
The fees received from it for the last fiscal year amount to $107.70. 
And here in this very bill that lies before me is asked and provided 
another clerk, making the second one to the consul at that port—a 
second consular clerk for the consul at Beirut when he has one al- 


ready. 

Mr SINGLETON, of Mississippi. With the consent of the gentle- 
man 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The gentleman must have very 
contracted ideas of the duties and importance of these consul: if 
he supposes that the amount of fees should gorm the compensation 
of the consuls. There are many of them where the fees are very in- 
significant, but it is important we should have consuls in those coun- 
tries where many of our people travel from time to time, and it is 
often necessary that they should receive assistance and protection. 
The amount of fees is not a fair standard by which to judge of the 
importance of a consulate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I doubted not what would be the reply; I 
have grown used to that response. When I made this same inquiry 
of the gentleman from ages [ Mr. SINGLETON] in charge of this 
bill in the committee-room, and asked him to furnish me with an 
explanation of these rs tar discrepancies between outlay and 
return, his answer was that he did not know, that it was so 5 
in the bill of last year, And when the official of the State Depart- 
ment came before that committee, and I plied him with the same 

uestion, his answer was that it was provided in the bill of last year. 

replied to him that it was also provided in the bill of year before 
last. And when I asked for a more explicit answer of the official of 
the Department, he replied that the consular fees under the consular 
system had not been regauged and remodeled. 

Now, I find that the consul at Cairo in Egypt receives a salary of 
$4,000 ; he is allowed for contingent expenses 70, while the gross 

gate of fees is $298.75. Another clerk is wanted by that poorly 
pa:d and overworked foreign representative of this country. I find 
at Canton, China, that the salary of the consul is $3,500 ; contingent 
expenses, $913; gross agregate of fees, $459. I find that the consul 
at Clifton, in Canada, is to receive $1,500 salary and $303 contingent 
ex ; while the gross receipts are $200. I find that the consul 
at Cork, Ireland, is provided with a salary of $2,000, with $364.66 for 
contingent expenses; while the gross revenue is $493.08. I find that 
for ich, in Canada, there is provided $2,000 for the salary of the 
consul and $343.56 for his contingent expenses, while the gross reve- 
nue is 8380 


I find in the bill now pending before this committee a matter that 
I take it my friend from Mississippi will correct. I find that he pro- 
vides a clerk for the last-named consulate when there is no consul at 
all provided for the place. 
r. BLOUNT. I would like toask my eens ba on the Committee 
on Appropriations if he wpe ay 198 5 as a rule that fees should be 
es of co 


the basis of the salari 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer my colleague on the committee 
by saying that until somebody can be found, some member of the 
sub-committee having this bill in charge, or until a search-warrant 
will develop a man in the Fifth Auditor's Office, the financial officer 
of the State Department, or in the Department itself—something we 
have up to this time been unable to discover—somebody who can 

ive some other criterion or measure by which we are to gauge the 

usiness of a port, I accept this as the only one to be taken. 

Mr, SINGLETON, of Mi wey 05 The gentleman says that we 
propose to provide a consular clerk for a port where there is no con- 
sul. Where is that? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will give it to you in a moment, [examining 
the bill,] I say that at Goderich, in Canada—— 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Goderich? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; at ich, in Canada, the gentleman 
provides for a consular clerk, but forgets to provide in his bill for a 
consul. I doubt not that the clerk would answer just as well. 

In lines 48, 49, and 50 of this bill I find “for salaries of the second 
secretaries to the legations at Great Britain, France, and Germany, 
at $2,000 each, $6,000.” Now the gentleman in charge of this bill may 
know (I do not, and after careful examination I have failed to dis- 
cover) what duty, if any, these second secretaries of legation have 


to perform at these three courts. I do know that when a very promi- 
nent American statesman eee this Government in late years 
at the court of Paris he his son acting as second secretary of 
legation, under the very provision and appropriation to which I now 
alta: And I know that that appointment had to be canceled be- 
cause amid his multitudinous and multifarious duties that second 
secretary of legation, the son of Mr. Washburne, found time to e 

as a promoter and joint proprietor of a circus company that was ad- 
vertised at yt street corner in the city of Paris. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. With the consent of the gentle- 
man, I want him to point out where in this bill we have provided a 
clerk for a consul without the consul. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will hold still I am coming 
to it. 

Mr. ROBESON, Before the gentleman leaves the subject I want 
him to give me five minutes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I hope the gentleman does not want it out of 


my time. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I ask the gentleman to give me 
that information now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will give it to you. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I have no doubt your corrections 
of 1 805 bill will be like many other corrections you have endeavored 
to make. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman is at all sensitive about cor- 
rections of that sort, I hope he will prove less so when I come to crit- 
icise his arithmetic. And in order to illustrate to this House exactly 
the erndities of which I complain, I will call attention to 4 of 
the bill, where I find a mathematical inaccuracy. I find, beginning 
at line 81, the following: 

For salaries of consuls, yice-consuls, commercial agents, and thirteen consular 
clerks, $304,600, ely. 

And he then proceeds to give the particulars. Now, if the gentle- 
man will take his rules of addition and apply them to this portion of 
the bill, he will find that instead of $304,600 it amounts, under the 
od 8 the bill as he has arranged it and as he has copied it, to 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. That is really a “ mare's- nest.“ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; and the gentleman will find another in a 
minute. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, rose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I decline to be interrupted for a speech. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of 2 Just one word. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman can take his own time when 
I am done. 

Now the os may cover $1,000 of this mistake of $1,100 in 
plain simple addition by declaring that five of these consular clerks 
are receiving $1,200 instead of $1,000 a year. That I know to be true; 
and I am willi Be believe that the gentleman knows it; but if he 
does he knows that it is not by warrant or authority of law but in 
absolute contempt and defiance of law. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. What is that statement? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That five of these consular clerks who are re- 
ceiving $1,200 instead of $1,000 a year are receiving it in the face of 
the express provision of the statute here before me—are receiving it 
by no warrant or semblance of authority of law. The gentleman can 
only cover $1,000 of this arithmetical error of $1,100 by taking into 
his estimate this illegal payment given to these consular clerks, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman have the 
m EES allow me to say one word f 

r. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will mre me back my time. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The gentleman may speak all 
day, so far as I am concerned. 

. BLACKBURN. I 3 to the gentleman. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I have not counted up these 
figures myself; the addition was done by a clerk, and it is ible 
that when you add up the whole amount appropriated for salaries of 
consuls, vice-consuls, commercial agents, and clerks, there may be 
an error of $1,000, more or less, as the gentleman says. But it will be 
seen upon examination of the bill that every single salary is fixed, 
and whether the aggregate be more or less, itaoes not affect the inter- 
ests of the Government at all, for none of these officers can draw 
more than the amount fixed for them respectively by law. That is 
all I wish to say. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would have said all that for the 
Now, if he will turn to page 10 of his own bill he will 
236 this provision : 

For allowance for clerks at consulates, $55,500, as follows. 

I grant that the bill does provide that amounts not exceeding cer- 
tain sums shall be paid for salaries. I take it the House has a right 
to conclude when those rates of salary are given that they are those 
upon which we are passing. If this be true the gentleman has made 
another arithmetical error, and this time a larger one than the first. 
The bill provides, “for allowance for clerks at consulates, $55,500,” 
and proceeds to name them. I have taken the trouble to tabulate 
these items ; and I find at the rates of pay stated the amount required 
will be $58,500, instead of $55,500. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. That shows this only—— 

BLACKBURN. I do not know what it does show. 


ntleman. 
nd at line 


Mr. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Thesalariesare not toexceed acer- 
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tain amount. We fix the amount 855,500 as the limitation beyond which 
the Secretary of State shall not go. He is bound to use no more than 
that sum for this purpose. There are no big salaries paid to any of 
these clerks, as the gentleman knows. We provide that the Depart- 
ment shall not expend beyond a certain sum, and we do not Ba st 
priate the extreme amount which the full payment of all the salaries 


might require. This is like all the other discoveries that the gentle- 


man makes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Well, I only regret, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gentleman in charge of this bill has not made some discovery which 
would have enabled him to throw some light upon it when interro- 
gated either by members of his own committee or by other members 
of the House. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I think my explanation is satis- 
factory to everybody else, though the gentleman may not be satisfied. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam content. I find, Mr. Chairman, a differ- 
ence in the rates of pay allowed to interpreters at consulates. I find 
those rates ranging from $3,000 down to $750. Vainly did I inquire 
as to the necessity for this discrepancy. The nearest that I could 
come to any satisfactory solution of the allowance of $3,000 to the 
interpreter to the Turkish legation and $2,500 to the interpreter to 
the legation at Japan was predicated upon the religious bias of the 
gentleman having the bill in e It appeared that the additional 
amount was given in the way of donation to two gentlemen who are 
missionaries in those two countries. 

Now, there is one abuse existing under this consular s which 
I am sure every member of this House will agree should be corrected. 
Under the law, wherever the salary of a consul does not exceed $1,500 
and the fees of his office aggregate $3,000 per annum, he is entitled to 
such proportion of those fees as will raise the crag o $2,000 a year. 
The fees collected by a consul, subject only to this limitation which I 
have stated, must of necessity be accounted for and turned over to 
the Treasury of the United States; but the fees collected by consular 

mts belong to the agents under such limitations as the President 
of the United States may prescribe. The practical result (and no 
man will venture to question or deny it) is to turn over to the con- 
sular agent for division, which division the law itself contemplatesand 

vides for, with the consul the fees which the agent 1 collect. 
How many consuls do you i ine will busy themselves to sit up late 
of nights to collect fees which naturally flow into a consular office 
when they are simply to transfer them to the coffers of the Federal 
Treasury? But if they will turn them over to consular agents they 
are collected by the agents; the Federal 3 never bears of it; 
they are pocketed by the agent and by the consul. 

Now, sir, this is the practical working. It is the result. And those 
consular agents are appointed—how?! They are appointed by the 
President on the recommendation of the consul. The consul makes 
out a list of agents he wants, seeing to it, I apprehend, he makes it 
sufficiently large to absorb every dollar of revenue which can be 
reached by a process direct or indirect and divert it from its course to 
the vaults of the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do you know of any such abuse? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Please point it out. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do it right here. I showitin this very quo- 
tation I have made. Take, sir, the report of the Register of the 
Treasury, and then take the report of the Fifth Auditor which I hold 
in my hand, and in the diserepancy in the revenue of the consular 
service of the country you will find exactly the answer to your ques- 
tion. The Fifth Auditor’s report which the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi quoted on this floor the other day does show the revenues of the 
consular service of this country ; but it took the report of the Regis- 
ter of the Treasury to show how much of those revenues passed into 
the pockets of the consular agent. That is the answer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the tleman to say he knows 
of any instance in which the duties which could be discharged by 
eonsuls have been devolved on consular agents for the purpose of 

eting the fees in this way? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Give an instance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I answer the gentleman in these very words, 
for neither he has the disposition nor I the time to en; in a quib- 
ble; I answer the gentleman and tell him that, unless that report of 
the Register of the Treasury be a forgery or that report of the Fifth 
Auditor be a fraud, there was received by consuls and consular agents 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, $548,665.05. There were 
Saree in and reported to the Treasury of this Government but $470,- 
990.49; and $21,380 of that ought to come off, because it came from 
passport fees which belong to your diplomatic and not to your con- 
sular service at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I inquire whether that might not all occur 
when consular nts were appointed to discha: duties where a 
consul could not harge them, and therefore the fees received were 


received by the consular agent in full for doing the work ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not know what in the providence of God 
Lone pe not happen under a loose-jointed system like this diplomatic 
and consular one of ours. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The point I wish to make, and if I take up too 


ee of your time you shall have further time granted from our 
— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no disposition to detain the House 

longer than is absolutely necessary. 
r. HISCOCK. The point I make is this: these consular nts 
where they were appointed were appointed to discharge the doles 
which could not be discharged by the consul; and, as a matter of 
course, they received the fees in full satisfaction for the service they 
rendered; and there is, therefore, nothing in this report which shows 
those services have been devolved on when they could have 
been dischar, by the consuls themselves. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Before the gentleman procera 
rban I wish to settle that point on the clerkship to which he has 

erred. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam coming to that consulate directly. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Then do it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman is as impatient in reference to 
this debate as he was impatient to thrust this bill before this House. 
The sub-committee on appropriations were named on the 9th day of 
December. I know the gentleman’s proverbial industry and energy 
but itis hardly fair to presume he got to work before the 10th, an 

et on the 14th of that month this bill, with all its deformities cling- 
ing to it, was thrust printed into the Committee on Appropriations 
for its approval. 


Now, sir, I find here on page 11 a list begin 1 at the head of that 
page of probably twenty consular s established, not one soli 
one of which is to be found in the Revised Statutes of this country. 


The gentleman may answer and say the proposition was to strike out 
others and insert these. If he does, I hazard nothing in asserting to 
this House, neither he, nor I, nor any other member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, nor any other member of this House is 

of one atom of information as to the motives which prompted the 
change or the advantages which are to accrue from it. 

But more, I find that this bill provides for one hundred and sixty- 
three consi That is sixteen less in number than the Revised Stat- 
utes now allow, and I wish the gentleman who has been so lavish of 
his questions would now undertake to play the reverse róle and answer 
some of mine. I find this bill provides for one hundred and sixty-three 
consuls, and the Revised Statutes provide for one hundred and seventy- 
nine, and yet I find that this bill appropriates $11,000 more money than 
the Revised Statutes provides for thirteen more consuls than this bill 
carries, Now, may be the gentleman is cognizant of that fact; and 
if he is, I trust that he will, when he comes to be heard, explain that 
discrepancy to us. There was a consulate at Goderich, in Canada, 
which was abolished and staid abolished—one of the ts in copy- 
ing the consular and diplomatic bills prior to last year. 

. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I understand the gentleman 
to say that the consulate was retained ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will give me a chance I will 
1 Hy say what I mean. 

. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. But I ask the question, and I hope 
the gentleman will answer it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the tleman if he will but 
take his seat and give me the chance, and [will tell him. I say that 
the consulate at Goderich, in Canada, was abolished. I say that the 
Pr prama and consular bill of 1878 reinstated it, and I say that this 
bill perpetuates it; at least for one year more continues it. And I 
do not believe that I hazard much in saying that no member of the 
sub-committee having this bill in will undertake to explain 
to this House what necessity there ever was for a consulate at e- 
rich, or for its re-establishment since the day of its abolition. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I understood you to say there 


was no consulate there. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Isay that the consulate was abolished. And 
I say that it was reinstated without an assignment of any reason or 
necessity for it, or a single excuse why it should be done; and I say 
the gentleman from Mississippi stands here to-day without any more 
excuse for the re-establishing of that consulate, by an opinion even 
from the State Department as to its merits, than has to offer for 
the twenty or more new consulates to be found on page 11 of his bill, 
which are outside of the Revised Statutes. 

I find further that the gentleman appropriates in this bill the sum 
of $3,850, on page 13, “for rent of court-house eel as with grounds 
appurtenant, at Yeddo, or such other place as s be designated.” 
I find that in line 293 of the same bill he has already appropriated 
“for rent of prison for American convicts in Japan, $750. 

Does the gentleman want more than one prison established in 
Japan? Or was it a crudity into which he fell in making the two 
appropriations for the same purpose, and to be expended in the same 
way and in the same country ? 

I find further, on page 14, he appropriates the sum of $5,000 to 
meet the necessary expenses attendant upon the execution of the 
neutrality act, to be expended under the tion of the President, 

ursuant to the requirement of section 291 of the Revised Statates.” 

id not the gentleman know that the sum of $669.65 was all that was 
9 under that act and for that purpose during the last fiscal 
year 

In addition, he appropriates, in the very last clause of his bill, “ for 
allowance to widows or heirs of deceased diplomatic and consular 
officers for the time that would be necessarily occupied in making 
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the transit from the post of duty of the deceased to his residence in 
the United States, $2,000." 

Did not the gentleman know that in the three years past but $1,666.89 
has ever been expended in that direction? Gentlemen all know that 
just as in the case of the accredited foreign representative or consul- 


general to Mexico, and in the instance of Mr. Bayard Taylor, when 
minister at Berlin, these expenses are always met by a ial act of 
Congress, and that they have no business in the diplomatic 


ne: 
bill. In three years’ time the sum of $1,600 has e used for that 
urpose, and yet the gentleman inserts here, in one clause of his bill, 
or the next year, to meet this, the sum of $5,000. r 
And so, sir, you might go through ihe whole bill; and I cannot in 
all the examination that I have given to his bill find a single limita- 
tion imposed upon abuses that may be or have been practiced under 
the existing law, and this, too, by way of answer to my colleague on 
the committee from the State of New York. Ido not charge that 
these abuses exist beyond the showing of the official reports illus- 
trating a discrepancy freee the Fifth Auditor’s Office and the Reg- 
ister of the Treasury’s office, but I did undertake to say, and I under- 
take to repeat it now, that there are abuses which are practicable 
under existing law, whether in the diplomatic or consular service. 
Mr. HISCOCK. gentleman will allow me to interrupt him at 
this point. As I understand the law, where there is no consulate a 
consular agency may be established. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no! 
Mr. HISCOCK. That is the practical working of the law. 
woe BLACKBURN. I speak of the law as it stands on the statute- 
Mr. HISCOCK. But that is the practical wate of thelaw. The 


officers may receive the fees which may be coll at those places in 
compensation for their services. Those fees have to be collected, and 
therefore arises this discrepancy. 

Here the hammer fell. 


re- 
of the committee I think his time sho e 
im to give any information he may desire to lay 


committee. 5 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The gentleman can publish his 
remarks. We have but half an hour remaining for general debate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have never commi my remarks to writ- 
mean my life. Does the gentleman o ? 

X SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I do, unless the time allowed for 
debate is extended. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam glad the objection comes from the quar- 
ter it does, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Ifthe time for general debate can 
be extended I have no objection to the gentleman proceeding, or, so 
far as I am concerned, he can proceed anyhow. 

Mr. ROBESON. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will be per- 
mitted to complete his speech. 

Mr. MONROE. At the end of my hour I was kindly allowed five 
minutes to complete a few sentences I desired to utter, and I hope 
the same ind ce will be extended to my colleague on the com- 


mittee, the gen from Kentucky. 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to say in conclusion I would not have 
entered a protest against the p of the bill in its present shape 
had it not I would otherwise have gone upon the record as ap- 
proving and indorsing from the stand-point of a member of the com- 
mittee which has reported that bill a measure which in my deliberate 
judgment is faulty in nany respects and fails to carry upon its face 
the salutary checks and limitations which should be enacted and 
ingrafted upon it, in order to prevent even the 8 of abuses 
that are y entirely attainable and practicable under the law. 

I do not intend, sir, to dwell longer upon this. Iam willing to con- 
fess, and I do confess, that there are numbers of clauses to be found 
in this bill, and multitudes of its provisions, the necessity and advis- 
ability or reason of which I am totally ignorant of. I simply desire in 
that connection to protest my want of blame or onsibility. I 
have not had the opportunity of advising myself which was given to 
the members of the sub-committee that drafted and prepared the bill. 
But they will bear me witness that I have failed to 1 no 
opportunity to get information from them, from the State Depart- 
ment, the Fifth Auditor’s Office, or wherever else one might reason- 
ably expeet to find it. 

The consular system of this country needs to be revised ; it needs 
to be enlarged; itneeds to be encouraged. I am perfectly willing to 
take the amount appropriated in this bill in the aggregate, and ex- 
pend it, every dollar, upon the perfection and the extension of that 
valuable commercial agency, the foreign consular representation of 
this Government. Bat, sir, the bill itself is some $48,000 in excess of 
the consular and diplomatic bill of the oe fiscal year. I have 
pointed or have sought to point out to House what 2 to 


me to be many of its erudities which should be scanned closely, and 


corrected and remedied, if such shall be the pleasure of the House. 


In the five minutes’ debate which shall occur, when amendments 
are in order, I will submit a series of amendments, not one of whieh, 
as I will challenge every member upon this floor to question, 
look to crippling but rather to the perfection and the extension of 
rk eonpaiar aynen thai we N a of them shall look 
either to the reduction of salary, the abridgment of compensation, or 
the abolition of your diplomatic system. 

That should come from the Foreign Affairs Committee of this House, 
It is not the work of the Committee on Appropriations to undertake 
to abolish a thing that has existed fora Lge a system that has 
come down to you through the ages, whose Iness has been im- 
paired, whose very essence, in my judgment, has been destroyed by 
reason of the p and advancement that science has been making 
within the past half century. 

But, sir, I do desire to protest that it is not American, neither is it 
republican, in its instincts or in its teaching to * the pageantry 
and mimicry of royalty by seeking to foist into foreign courts the 
tinseled representatives of an effete practice, thereby serving only to 
play the rőle of the shoddy on limited allowance, in imitation of 
monarchical governments that rest for their maintenance not upon 

pular approval nor individual right, but are propped only by ar- 

itrary power and the bayonet that ever surround the throne of 
tyranny. Sir, I have but to add that if it be Se purpose of this 
Congress to practice that retrenchment so often and so long prom- 
ised, there can be found no place more fit in which to apply the 
pruning-knife than in this tinseled fri „that is but the merest 
and most meaningless of shams. Abolish your diplomatic pageantry, 
and it will not be the first time that effete and pretentious European 
royalty has been shocked and startled N American sim - 
plicity. To this it must and will come at last. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I yield ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [ Mr. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi failed to reserve 
the portion of his time which he did not himself occupy. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think that makes no difference according to the 
practice of the House, 

Mr. ATKINS. Before the gentleman from ia commences his 
remarks I suggest that it ht be well to extend the time for this 
en debate that it may occupy the balance of this day. I do not 

i iden ale will be done to-day. 

Mr. BLO Let us go on under the order which has been made. 

Mr, ATKINS. How long does the gentleman wish to speak ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Only ten minutes. 

Mr. ATKINS. Very well. 

Mr, BLOUNT, I would not have one word to say in relation to the 
bill now before the Honse but for the speech which the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has just delivered. Of fifteen 
members of a committee, gentlemen of e gigs who have be- 
stowed laborious care on matters presented to this House, that 
* alone seems to dissent from the provisions of the bill; and 

appears to put his fourteen coll in the attitude of simply 
copyin the old consular and diplomatic bill and recommending that 
to this House. 

Now, sir, in relation to this service I desire to say, in the first place, 
whatever errors there may be in this bill as to the salaries of minis- 
ters or of consuls this Committee on A ot Soares are not responsi- 
ble for them. The gentleman refers to the Revised Statutes as setting 
forth the salaries of these ministers and consuls, and then turns to 
this bill to show the contradiction existing between it and the pro- 
visions of the law prescribing those salaries, ignoring, or perhaps not 
having had his attention called to, the fact that those very salaries are 
not fixed by the Revised Statutes; that they have all been revised and 
rearran, since the revision of the statutes, by what is known as 
the Orth bill, in the Forty-third Congress. 

The very instance he mentioned, of the consul at Goderich, a 
the gentleman will find, if he will turn to the Orth bill, is provid 
for in that bill. And so with regard to many other instances in which 


the gentleman has cha the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. SIN- 
GLETON,] and through him the Committee on Appropriations, with 
being guilty of gross blunders. 


It will be remembered by those who have been in this House con- 
tinuously since the Forty-third Congress that the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, from which such legislation should come, has never sub- 
mitted any proposition for revising these salaries. Although that is 
the ttee specially charged with our foreign intercourse, and is 
composed of able and ee gr men, the members of that com- 
mittee have never discove the defects of which the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] now complains, and I undertake 
to say that many of his difficulties will disappear when we come to 
discuss this bill by pa phs. 

These being by law, an attempt was made in the Forty-third 
Congress to reduce them, which attempt failed on account of a dis- 
agreement with the Senate, not only with the republican but the 
democratic members of that body. From the very hour when the 
democratic party came into possession of this House, it has been found 
that their own party at the other end of the Capitol was not in har- 
mony with them in relation to the reduction of these salaries. I think 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] has done well in 
saying to the Committee on Appropriations that it would be useless 
to undertake this revision now, and that we had better take these 
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ead of the Commit- 
irs, [Mr.Cox.] But he himself has never, nor has 
any member of his committee ever, proposed any reduction of those 
salaries. 

The tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] in his comments 
upon the fees of consuls, in reply to a question which I asked him 
whether or not he would take the fees as the basis of a rigid rule by 
which he would fix the salaries of consuls and consular agents, an- 
swered that until some one else gave him some reason for some other 
rule he should adhere to that one. And so he arraigns this bill and 
arraigns the Committee on Appropriations because no one has in- 
formed him of any other rule. 

Now, if the gentleman will read sections 4079, 4081, 728, 5280, and 
1213 of the Revised Statutes he will find that provision is made there 
in many instances for consuls for judicial labors at ports where the 
burdens growing out of the service are far greater than those from 
which the amount of consular fees are obtained. Sowhen the Forty- 
third Congress came to investigate this reat they found the very 
difficulty which the gentleman from Kentucky complains of con- 
fronting them. They found that there were peculiarreasons apply- 
ing to these cases. So I say that neither the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky nor the Committee on Appropriations can undertake to say 
that they are familiar with our foreign service in all its details. 

As the consular service affects ially the commercial relations 
of this country, it should be handled delicately. We should not rush 
forward precipitately when the Committee on Foreign Affairs stands 
aloof from it, and when ae has come from the State Department 
or from any source which would give us particular information to 
enable us to consider this whole subject in all its details. It certainly 
has not been considered in that way by the Committee on 2 ri- 
ations. And because forsooth there may be unquestionable difficulties 

resented to the mind of the penaoa from Kentucky, I think the 

ouse had rather not take that as a reason for following him, but 
will rather presume from the action of this Government in its foreign 
intercourse, and from the fact that the several Committees on Foreign 
Affairs of our preceding Houses have failed to recommend any changes 
in this regard, that the Committee on Appropriations might not be as 
well informed as they ought to be to justify them in undertaking to 
make changes in this service. For that reason the ms haying 
this matter especially in charge have accepted the service as it stands. 

In my judgment it would be wholly improper for this House to un- 
dertake, without the recommendation of any committee, to disturb 
this law in one jot or one tittle. Iremember when the subject of these 
salaries, after having been carefully considered, was rted to this 
House by the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OrtTH]—I 
remember that there sat on this side of the House and on that side 
many gentlemen of ability who examined this bill in all its particu- 
lars, and it was passed through this House almost without a dissent- 
ing voice. 

. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I would like to ask one question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] whether the appropriation to 

out our neutrality acts has not been contained in our appropri- 
ation bills for the-last three or four years, and whether the gentle- 
man himself has not voted for it without making any objection ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer that in one word. The appro- 
priation bills for the last three years have contained that provision; 
and that I take it is the reason why it is found in this bill, for the 
one bill is copied from the others. 1 have no doubt I voted for it, for 
it was when I was not a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and was following blindly the Committee on Appropriations and vot- 
ing for copied bills, without any information as to their effect. That 
is the very thing which this morning I have endeavored to protect 
the members of this House against, who are not members of the Com- 
mittee on ap ropriations. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The gentleman admits that he 
voted for that provision from time to time, and has just now discov- 
ered that it is 5 

Mr. BLACKB . I voted for it just as others in this House 
would have voted for this bill upon its being presented and recom- 
mended by the gentleman from Mississippi, without knowing any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. One word. The Secretary of 
State has asked $15,000 for the purpose of carrying out the provisions 
of the neutrality act. Some years the amount required for this pur- 

is more and some years less. Expenditures.of this kind vary 

m year to year. For instance, for the relief of shipwrecked seamen 

the amount required the year before last was thirty to forty thousand 

dollars, last year $60,000, and this year the amount will be even more. 

We cannot estimate to the very dollar the amount ni for these 
contingent expenses; it is utterly im ible it should be done. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman tell me what the expendi- 
ture for this was last year? 

Mr. SING: N, of Mississippi. The gentleman read the amount 
to the Honse to-day, and I did not con ct him. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I know that I called on the gentleman to fur- 
nish to the House information which he did not seem to possess. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Well, if I did not furnish it, it 
was because I found the gentleman needed more help than I could 


give him. [Laughter. 
The CHAIRMEN . ‘ten minutes of the time allowed for general 


debate remain. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As other gentlemen desire to speak, I will not oc- 
big 5 further time. 

. ROBESON. Mr. Chairman, I do not belong to the Committee 
on Appropriations; and I am not in any way responsible for this bill 
either in system or detail. In the absence of investigation and dis- 
cussion on the general subject, I am not prepared to say that no bet- 
ter system of 3 representation could be provided than we 
now have, but I am ready to affirm that the men who now occupy 
and have in the past occupied prominent tions in our diplomacy 
have well deserved all the e ee e they have received from the 
public Treasury. For the proof of my assertion I point to the records 
of American history, and I challenge contradiction when I say that 
the American diplomatic service from the commencement of our Gov- 
ernment has been as respectable and as successful as any that the 
civilized world has known, and that it has contributed more than our 
people are apt to realize to the progress of our Government and to 
the safety of our institutions. 

It was to an American minister in France that we owed that inter- 
position of her government which consummated the Independence of 
the American colonies. To an American minister abroad we owed 
the acquisition of Florida and of Louisiana with the t States and 
Territories which have been carved out of them. To the American 
ministers in France and in England during our civil war we were in- 
debted for the fact that foreign interference did not complicate the 
miseries of that t struggle and expose the fair fields of the whole 
country to the desolation and danger which follow in the track of 
foreign invaders. 

This much, Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to say on the general 
subject; but I would not have risen at this time but for the slighting 
allusion of the gonnen from Kentucky to one distinguished name. 
Certainly, Mr. Chairman, in all the records of our diplomatic histo 
there appears no nobler career than that which Mr. Washburne ful- 
filled while he was the American minister in Paris. He was charged 
with extraordinary duties, and we all know how he fulfilled them 
under extraordinary circumstances in a way to earn the gratitude 
and challenge the admiration of civilized Europe. When the war 
between Germany and France broke out there were gathered in the 
capital of imperial France the élite of European diplomacy. 

eir roll glittered with historic names, and was rich with the 
blazonry of arms and orders. They represented the spirit, were 
clothed with the dignity, charged with the duties, and invested with 
the powers, of civilized Europe. Amid them all the unpretending 
name and simple character of the American minister were not then 
likely to attract the attention of the thoughtless or the proud. But 
during the year which followed France and Paris became the theater 
of scenes which commanded the attention of the world and tried the 
qualities of all who were present or had partin them. When that 
year was there was but one name on all that lofty roll which 
seemed to be written in letters of living light, but one which 
stood boldly out to challenge the respect and command the admira- 
tion of the world, the embodiment of the liberal views of our Goy- 
ernment and of the comprehensive civilization of our ple. The 
American minister was at once the representative of liberty and of law, 
of pro; and civilization. Amid the fierce convulsions, where were 
dissolved and lost the influences of human reason, the securities of 
government, and the bonds of civil society, he alone remained, the sole 
representative guardian and protector of religion and of humanity. 

forms, the traditions, the courtesies, the securities of diplomatic 
intercourse were swept away amid the wild confusion, but he supplied 
forms by actions, traditions by ideas, courtesies by kindness, securi- 
ties by courage, until he seemed to stand before the nations amid the 
wreck of governments and the ruins of society as the sole represent- 
ative of Christian civilization, while the élite of European diplomacy 
were dwarfed and belittled before the stature, life-size, of American 
manhood. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is a period of which all Americans are justly 
proud—a period which opened the eyes of civilized Europe to our 
character and rightful influence among the nations of the earth; and 
I could not hear any, even the slightest, reflection upon the career of 
Mr. Washburne while he was our representative in Paris without 
rising to spread upon the record of the American Congress w appre- 
ciation of his services, not only to both the governments and peoples 
which he there represented, but to civilization and to humanity. [Ap- 

lause. 

bs Mr. HLACKBURN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. ROBE- 
SON] surely will be fair enough not to seem to put me in any false 
position by making it appear that I was making any attack upon the 
then minister to Paris I did not refer to him either in terms of 
approbation or censure, 

r. ROBESON. I understood the gentleman to say that Mr. Wash- 
burne, while minister to Paris, had employed a son as under-secretary 
of legation, and at the same time permitted him to be the agent of a 


traveling circus. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; what I said was this: Not seeking to 
reflect upon the then minister to Paris in any way but to demonstrate 
to the Sons the utter absurdity of a second secretary of legation, 
because of the absence of any duty, I said that the then minister of 
Paris had his son employed as his second secretary of legation, and 
that amid his multitudinous duties as such second secretary the son 
found 3 to engage as one of the published promoters, man- 
agers, and directors of a saw-dust performance commonly known and 
denominated a “circus ;” and that in consequence of this fact he was 
very summarily as second secretary of legation. That 
statement I think the gentleman will not question. 

Mr. ROBESON. I do not question anything the gentleman delib- 
erately sa From my personal knowledge of him as well as from 
the experience of the Tast week, I will say I believe he would never 
“falsify the record” a hairs breadth upon any matter. All I said 
was because I thought his remarks were made with the idea of a 
little depreciating the service of Mr. Washburne while minister to 
Fran 


ce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. Chairman, would it be any more fair, 
and I put it to the gentleman from New Jersey on his candor, for him 
to so construe what I said as to conclude that I did not want to pro- 
mote the chances of that distinguished tleman for the impend- 
ing republican presidential nomination than it would be for me, in 
the light of his eulogium, to say I was disposed to infer that the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey did want to make him the republican candi- 


date ? 

Mr. ROBESON. I desire, in answer to what the gentleman has 
said, to say that I have no political or personal relations with the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois to whom he has referred. I 
have only recited a proud episode in the history of our country. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I frankly admit I do not want him nominated. 
Mr. ROBESON. I can only say that a suggestion reached my mind, 
which the gentleman himself might not have intended, that our min- 
ister at the court of St. Cloud failed of something in his glorious 
career in Paris, and I could not refrain from making the answer I have 


made, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the contrary, I stated he was a credit to 
the country. 

Mr. ROBESON. And I have taken these five minutes to set that 
matter right if it needed it, and to warn the gentleman and his asso- 
ciates that there is a large body of American citizens who are jealous 
of the name of Washburne, and who will feel deeply any injustice 
toward any one who bears it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I demand the regular order of 
business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed for general debate has now closed, 
and the bill will be read by paragraph for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, That the following sums and the are he 5 ro- 
priated for the Fea Fo of the fiscal year poor une 30, 1881, 0 out 983 in 
the e e not otherwise appropriated, for the objects hereinafter expressed, 
name 


ly: 

For salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers pleni to Great 
Britain, France, Germany, and Russia, at $17,500 each, yoy * 

Mr. ORTH. I move to strike out the last word. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to enter upon a defense of the 
diplomatic kg of this Government, a system coeval with our his- 
tory, and which has met and still meets with the approval of the best 
judgment of the country. Such has been the case under every admin- 
istration from that of Washington to the present hour. Nor do I be- 
lieve that this system so interwoven with our history, so thoroughly 
connected with ourintercourse with the civilized nations of the earth, 
is at all likely to be disturbed or materially changed. But inasmuch 
as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has alluded to the 
action of the Forty-third Congress in reference to our consular system 
and my connection with it, I feel that I am called upon to state in a 
few words the action of the Forty-third Congress in regard to this 
system, and especially so as I perceive from the debate here to-day 
that there is quite a misconception in reference to our consular sys- 
tem, both generally and its details. 

Prior to the Forty-third Congress the Secre of State had called 
the attention of Congress to the necessity of a thorough reorganiza- 
tion of that system. At that time I had the honor to be the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and the duty of examining 
these recommendations devolved on that committee. I gave the mat- 
ter considerable attention with all the light I could obtain both from 
the State Department and the Fifth Auditor of the Treasury. The 
result was the by this House without a dissenting voice, and 
the passage of the same bill in the Senate without a dissenting voice, 
of the system which now obtains, after a most thorough examination 
and equally thorough discussion. The system then revised and es- 
tablished made radical chan increasing salaries at certain points, 
decreasing them at others. It readjusted the salaries of persons then 
holding consular positions, and thus enlisting to some extent the in- 
terest of their friends in both Houses of Co Opposition was 
therefore naturally expected, but so favorably was the revision then 
regarded that it encountered no opposition in either House. 

e distinguished gentleman from Kentucky labors under a mis- 
3 when he lays down as a rule that the salary of a consul 
should be measured by the amount of fees received by him as such 


consul. We have representing us abroad two classes of consuls: the 
first judicial and the second commercial. Judicial consuls are sent 
by us to the non-Christian countries of the world, such as Turkey, 
Siam, China, Japan; and in those countries the duties are almost ex- 
clusively of a judicial character. Hence, we pay, for instance, to the 
three consuls in the Barbary States $3,000 a year salary ; whereas the 
consular fees in all the Bar States, if I recollect aright, are prob- 
ably less than $500. Why do we pay those salaries? In order to 
command legal talent commensurate with the duties of the office. 
What are those duties? Whenever an American is called by business 
or pleasure to these states or to any non-Christian city. as Cairo 
in t or Constantinople in Turkey, and has some difficulty with 
a ent subject of such non-Christian country, such American citi- 
zen for protection to his “judicial” consul, and the consul is au- 
thorized to open and hold a consular court, having in attendance the 
a executive-officers similar to like officers in our courts, and he 
renders his judgment, and it is just as effectual as any judgment ren- 
dered by the courts in this District of Columbia. 

The gentleman from Kentucky has referred to the consulate at Bang- 
kok, in Siam, as having an unusually large salary. This would be so 
if you were to measure the salary by the amount of fees he receives, 
but it is not the pu of his office nor that of any other “judicial 
consul merely to collect commercial fees, but 12 to exercise judi- 
cial functions for the protection of the lives and liberties and prop- 
erty of American citizens in those countries. 

The C . The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I trust there will be no objection to my yielding 
my time to the gentleman from Indiana to conclude what he has to 


say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Asthe gentleman has already been interrupted, 
would it 5 him further if I would ask him a question ? 

Mr. ORTH. No, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the gentleman know that under the 
bill now before the House and under the consular bill of the last year 
there were many consuls of this country abroad serving on salaries of 
$1,500 or $2,000 where the fees from their offices amounted to thirty 
or forty thousand dollars per year? If the gentleman does not I can 
refer him to some. 

Mr. AIKEN. I would like to ask whether we are proceeding now 
under the five-minute rule ? 

The CHAIRMAN. We are now proceeding under the five-minute 
rule. The Chair will state that he recognized the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HawLEy] who yielded his five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from i (Mr. goad | 

Mr. AIKEN. As this has been done without objection I shall not 
object now, but hereafter I shall object. 

ORTH. In response to the question of the gentleman from 
Kentucky I will say to him that I am aware of the fact he states. 
Iam aware, also, that the trade and commerce of this country with 
foreign governments is continually changing. I remember this in- 
stance: I think probably in 1870 the consulate at Aix-la-Chapelle, in 
Germany, was one of the second class of European consulates while 
Barmen and Crefeld were merely consular agencies in the vicinity, 
being towns of but little manufacturing im ce. Now, these 
conditions are exactly reversed. Barmen and Crefeld are manufact- 
uring towns of increased importance, while Aix-la-Chapelle has sim- 
ply & consular agency. z 

Our “commercial” consuls, if I may be allowed to use that term, 
are again divided into those which are called “ salaried” and those 
which are “feed” consuls, Salaried consuls are generally at those 
points where large fees are collected, or at sea-ports, where our ship- 
ping interests require consular attention and protection. 

It is within the memory, Mr. Chairman, of many members of this 
House when the consul at Liverpool, under the old system, received 
in fees a larger amount than the salary of the President of the United 
States. That excess has all been remedied, and now at all the ae, 
consulates, even where the fees collected amount to from five 
twenty-five or thirty thousand dollars, we have “salaried” consuls, 
with salaries ranging from fifteen hundred to six or seven thousand 
dollars. A few consulates under the bill of the Forty-third Con- 

and I do not think it has been changed by this—are “ salaried” 
at points where fees are less than $1,000, but generally where the fees 
received are less than $1,000 the consul retains the fees for his serv- 
ices. A consulate but recently established at a point where Ameri- 
can enterprise and industry is beginning to seek a new market or a 
more extended field of operations may pay for the first few years 
only a nominal compensation, but will ually increase in impor- 
tance, with a like increase in consular duties and consular fees. I 
remember the consulate at Budapest, in Hun „ filled recently by 
a friend of mine, now deceased, was worth probably only about $240 
during the last year. I have no question that inside of five years 
that remote consulate on the Danube will become worth, by increased 
commercial intercourse with that interesting country and equally in- 
teresting people, from one thousand to fifteen hundred dollars, and 
will then pass from the “feed” to the “salaried” consulates under 
our present laws. 


Again, the gentleman from Kentucky has talked to us about the 
U SLAE agente” and shale 


tion and their Bs depp for 
defrauding the Government of the United States. t is a “ con- 


1914 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


Manch 27, 


sular agent?“ The gentleman from Kentucky has not informed this 
House. I presume he has a clear perception of it, but if so he has 
not left a impression upon the House. For illustration, let me 
remark that there is a te at the town of A. Twenty miles 
distant therefrom is the town of B, where there is a manufacturing 
establishment with which some enterprising American merchant may 
desire to do business in the way of purchasing and importing its man- 
ufactured The consul at A is not able to attend to it conven- 


points a 
2 — attends to the particular business growing out of that special 
e ee but all the papers go from the consul 
or agent at B to the consul at A, and thence to the proper custom- 
of the j and 
Government at the 
consu. 
” consul, 


Here the hammer fell. 
. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to renew the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, I did not hear all of the remarks of my friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. BLAcKBURN,] and therefore cannot pass judgment 
upon his tions with reference to this bill. I have risen for the 
purpose of controverting one assertion of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. ORTH] as to the necessity of maintaining the diplomatic 
service. I am one of those who believe that the necessity for the 
diplomatic missions, so far as this country is concerned, has entirely 
passed away. I am in favor of Sgr and making more efticient 
the consular system, for I believe that all the necessity we have for 
agonia abroad can be accomplished esta the consulates. 

ə duties of the diplomatic officers te mainly to political af- 
fairs, while that of the consulates appertain to commercial relations 
between this and foreign countries. Now, the immensely productive 
resources of this country clearly demonstrate that we should omitno 
means to open the way for our surplus products into every market of 
the world. For the purpose of eee Napa extending our com- 
merce with foreign nations it is necessary that we should employ con- 
sular and commercial agents. In looking over our consular service I 
find room for improvement. I believe we can greatly advance the 
material interest of this country by an enlargement of this service, 
and I shall be willing to follow the lead of any one who is able to 
devise methods for its efficiency. Every agriculturist, mechanic, and 
manufacturer is interested in the extension of our foreign commerce 
and the efficiency of our consular service. 

Bat, sir, the diplomatic service can only be useful for political pur- 
poses. The ocean that divides us from the old countries and the dis- 
similarity of our institutions with those of Europe, Asia, or Africa, 
render it entirely unnecessary that we should interpose or be con- 
cerned in the political affairs of those countries. Our penne, happi- 
ness, and prosper sy will be more effectively promoted by an avoid- 
ance of diplomatic relations with the nations of those continents. 
With this in view, I did, on the 7th of January last, introduce into the 
House a resolution instructing the Committee on Commerce to in- 

uire into the expediency of reporting a bill for our action which will 
lish all our diplomatic missions and their expensive appendages. 
Because of the lack of time that committee has not yet been able to 
perfect a measure for that p Had it not been for some re- 
marks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ORTH] in advocacy of the 
necessity of branch of the public service I would not have par- 
ticipa’ in this debate. Of what advan are envoys extraordi- 
nary and ministers resident tous? Read their communications to the 
State Department and tell me what of any value do you find which 
was not anticipated by the metropolitan press long prior to the arri- 
val of those dispatches. 

rid one of the great dailies of New York gives us all the important 
political and commercial events of the nations of Europe and, indeed, 
of the known world during the preceding cay. 

The intelligent thought of this country has long seen the absurdity 
and the wasteful expenditure of public money to maintain played- 
out politicians in their flunkyism and di ing struggles for the 
privilege of precedent and social distinction in Tope: 

Electricity has placed our Secretary of State within twenty-four 
hours’ communication with every court in Europe. Diplomatic re 
resentatives were needful during the days of travel by sailing-vesse 
and slow coaches, and, indeed, I have no doubt are necessary among 
imperial governments to-day, bat the diplomatic institution of this 
country is at variance with common sense and democratic govern- 
mental theory. In fact it has been tolerated and maintained mainly 
because of the power of custom. 

In all countries where the people share in the government a strong 
antagonism exists to the useless expenditure of money on this effete 
institution. If this service should be dispensed with no difficulty 
will be ex ced in arranging treaties or other im commer- 


cial or political transactions with foreign governments through the 
agency of special commissioners; but in ordinary political matters 


I apprehend our consulates will be found capable of guarding our 
political as well as commercial interests. Indeed, most of our treaties 
with f governments have been negotiated by spon envoys. 
In bringing this subject before Con; I simply obeyed the teach- 
ings of the fathers as well as the tof my own study of the sub- 


ject. Washington, Jefferson, Gallatin, and Livingston left it as an 


injunction to us that we shonld avoid all parte praon in European 
political affairs, and withdraw as soon as practicable our foreign min- 
isters. In 1842 Mr. John Quincy Adams introduced a similar resolu- 
tion to that of my own: and Benton, in his great work, urged that 
this subject should be taken up and a to final success. The 
time has now arrived to consummate this object. 

My friend from Indiana has read the history of our country to little 
purpose if he has not learned from the teachings of our ablest states- 
men of the past that a time would come when the * ̃ — of science 
and art would find the means for su ing and dispensing with 
this useless and expensive service. It was the opinion of Washington 
that we should avoid having any relations with the complicated 22 


ical affairs of Europe. It was the opinion of Mr. Gallatin in his 
that we should en 1 with every foreign minister ab: 
It was the opinion of Mr. Livingston and others whom I will not stop 


to enumerate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And how many were there on the other side? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Now when we have the judgment 
of men like Washington, and Gallatin, and John Quincy and 
Thomas H. Benton, and find to-day the foreign mission service is but 
an asylum for played-out politicians, and that it costs the le of 
this country, 3 bending beneath heavy taxation, $400,000 annu- 
ally, it is time for us, as we are all advocates—at least on this side—o 
= economical * of a re to dispense with 
this unnecessary service. would curtail the entire expenditures 
of the consular and diplomatic service at least one-third. 

Here the hammer ] 
. McCOOK. I desire to t that it would be an act of char- 
ity to the gentleman from Illinois to retain the law as it now is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 


fired. . 
Str. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I did not hear the remark of the 
gentleman from New York. I should like to hear what the gentle- 


man had to say. [Cries of “Regular order!” 

Mr. MoCOOK. What I said was, it would be an act of charity to 
the gentleman from Illinois to retain the existing system in the event 
of the democratic party coming into power. 


Mr. MORTON. Is the gentleman from Illinois aware that the 
burden to which he refers as resting upon the le of the 
nited States for the support of its diplomatic representatives at all 
the nations of the world amounts to less than one cent per capita? 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MONROE] has been recog- 
nized. ’ 


Mr. MONROE. I rise to oppose the pro forma amendment. 

I desire to notice one point made by the distinguished gentleman 
from Kentueky [Mr. BLACKBURN] in the speech which he delivered 
this afternoon. I waited until now because I had myself been so 
generously treated by the House in regard to time that I did not like 
to interrupt the gentleman from Kentucky. The point is one of very 
great interest in the diplomatic history of our country. 

The tleman remarked that our minister in London, General 
Schenck, succeeded in reconciling the English Government to his 
views by giving up the very question in issue. I think my friend will 
discover on loo over the diplomatic correspondence of the period 
that he is mistaken on that point. The question at issue between our 
Government and that of Great Britain, was not so much that our nation 
demanded money for indirect claims. Our Government said repeat- 
edly through its Secretaries of State and ministers that it had no 
anxiety about panung compensation for indirect losses; but what 
it did want and thought of importance to this country and to all 
countries was, that the question whether a nation should be held re- 
sponsible for indirect claims should go before the Geneva tribunal 
and be decided. Thedemand of our Government was that that ques- 
tion should be submitted to that tribunal, and should be there de- 
termined. That was the ny — our Government was aiming at; and 


all our diplomatic co mdence shows that General Schenck under- 
stood that perfectly we 
But the difficulty was the English government were somehow sus- 


picious of us. They did not want that question submitted. They 
were afraid it would be made an excuse for some immense award of 

millions of money. Now, the good office which General Schenck 
performed for his country at that crisis was this, that by his manli- 
ness, by his frankness, by his great ability, by his frequent confer- 
ences with Lord Granville, then English minister for foreign affairs, 
he succeeded in getting the confidence, as between man and man, of 
the British minister. did a work which could never have been 
done except by a minister residing in London and constantly meeting 
in friendly social intercourse the members of the British cabinet. 
The important point was to have this great question decided, because 
General Schenck and the Government he represented believed there 
was no country in the world at the present day that would profit more 
by the doctrine that civilized governments are not responsible for 
indirect losses than would the United States. 
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As a matter of fact the decision of the Geneva tribunal on this 
question was worth a great deal more to this broad commercial land 
of ours than any amount of British gold could have been. ‘The de- 
cision that was made by that tribunal is to-day as satisfactory as it 
could be on that question. What General Schenck feared and what 
America feared was that the English government would withdraw 
its representation at the Geneva tribunal when this question of in- 
direct claims was submitted there; but he succeeded in winning the 
confidence of that government and holding them to the work pre- 
scribed by the treaty of Washington; and thus that treaty, with all 
its beneficent consequences, was saved for our country and for man- 
kind. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I withdraw my pro forma amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Irenewit, and I ask the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. NICHOLLS] to bear with me a moment. I find that I ama 
second time called upon to enter a disclaimer. I certainly did not 
intend, and I here repeat it, by any reference that I made to the want 
of any necessity for second secretaries of 5 770 as illustrated in the 
case of the second secretary of legation of Mr. Washburne when min- 
ister at Paris, to reflect in any wise upon that gentleman. And I cer- 
tainly was as far from intending by anything I said to-day to detract 
from the fairness or the candor orto impeach or imp the scholarly 
character of the speech made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MON- 
ROE] the other day in advocacy of this bill. I surely had no p 
in anything I said to reflect upon the then minister to London, - 
eral Schenck. I am aware of the well-earned prominence that that 
gentleman attained by reason of his ability during the stormiest era 
of his country’s h I would not under any circu and 
especially under the circumstances that surround him now, utter one 
word that would be calculated to derogate from the position which 
he has fairly earned. Everybody acknowledges his prominent and 
eminent abilities. 

Imeant simply, by my reference to that transaction connected with 
the Geneva award, to which my friend from Ohio [Mr. res ees 
adverted, to demonstrate the utter uselessness of this 2 plo- 
matic service; to show that it was there stated, and y and 
fairly stated, that the best efforts of one of the ablest men that within 
the last half century has represented this Government at the court 
of Saint James were expended upon an issue that involved the ad- 
mission or rejection of what were known as the indirect claims to the 
Geneva tribunal. The American Government insisted that these in- 
direct claims for should be considered ; the British govern- 
ment denied the legitimacy of those claims. The exertions of eral 
Schenck were directed to thatissue. I doubt not he did all that any 
representative could have done to secure their consideration. But the 
stubborn fact still stares us in the face that he failed; and the ad- 
justment of our difficulties was only had when every one of those in- 
direct claims was excluded from consideration. 

Now, while I am on the floor, I want to answer a question pro- 
pounded to me by the gentleman from 1 (Mr. SINGLETON, ] 
which in the confusion occasioned by the multiplicity of questions by 
which I was then encompassed I failed to answer. The gentleman 
asked me what consular clerk had been appointed to a port for which 
no consul was provided by this bill. I will answer him and tell him 


that it is the port of Collingwood, Canada. 
MAIG TON, of Mississippi. Then you have changed your 
groun: 


Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; I have nothing. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. You said Goderich. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will it me I will state 
that the consulate at Goderich had been abolished, but in the con- 
sular and diplomatie bill of 1878 it was provided for, but no provis- 
ion was ever submitted to this House for itsre-establishment. I said 
it was contained in this bill without any reason assigned for it. 

Isaid there was a consulate to which a clerk was accredited and 
whose salary was provided for by law, but this bill ponde for no 
consul at that place. I now tell the gentleman that that port is Col- 
lingwood, Canada. Now, if ere ays romeo will take the Congres- 
sional Di for the Forty-sixth C and turn to page 144 he 
will find that in obedience to the act of Congress approved June 20, 
1864, thirteen consular clerks have been appoin which number 
the gentleman and provides for in the bill now under con- 
sideration. One of those clerks is Mr. Gustavus Goward, and he is 
the consular clerk at Collingwood, Canada. But the bill of the gen- 
tleman does not provide for any consul at that place, and presents 
the anomaly of a consular clerk withont a consul. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 

t. 


Affairs to offer a substantial amendmen 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


„„ .. AGS o Te etn 
compensation, who shall previously served as secretary 
logation of the United States. 2 * T 
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eee ya oe who shall serve without com- 
ee. y such „CT 
subject to the direction of the chief of the mission where he shall be employed. 
Such appointments are subject at any time to revocation by the President. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where does the gentleman propose to have his 
amendment come in ? 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I desire to offer it as a separate clause. It does 
not seem to apply to any particular part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that it might come in 
after line 11 of the bill. y 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Very well; I offer it as an independent clause, to 
come in after line 11. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to reserve all points of order on this amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I make the point of order now that the amendment 
changes exi law, and does not reduce e itures. I admit 
— it does not increase them, but certainly it does not diminish 

em, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] 
will allow me to reserve the point of order. This amendment, I under- 
stand, comes from the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and I hope my 
colleague [Mr. NICHOLLS] will be heard upon it. 

Mr. ATKINS. I make point. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. The counsel whose employment this amendment 
would authorize will receive no co; ion beyond the position 
which the appointment may give. Ourinformation is that a number 
of gentlemen resident in foreign countries would be glad to receive 
appointments of this sort, and would be of t ce to our 
ministers resident. Ithink there can be no objection to the propo- 
sition. It involves no cost tothe Government. It is a proposition to 
add to the sana of the service without any increased ow a 

Mr. ATKINS. The amendment is subject to a point of 8 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does this amendment come from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs? 

Mr. NICHOLLS. It does; I am instructed by that committee to 


zepo it. 

r. BLOUNT. Is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. NICHOLLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ATKINS. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I should have 
been very 7 to have had the privilege of responding to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN } iy See progress of the 
general debate; but I was so unfortunate as to reserve no time to 
myself, and therefore I must take advan of the five-minute de- 
bate to reply as rapidly as I can. The gen n in the course of his 
remarks stated that h we have no consul at Goderich yet we 
allow for a clerk there. 

Mr. BLACKBURN rose. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of poe ee The gentleman may not have 
meant to say this; but I think the notes of the re will show 
that he did say it. I state as a fact that at Goderich we have pro- 
vided for no consul and no clerk. I ask the gentleman to point out, 
if he can, any part of the bill where there is any such provision. 
Then the gentleman makes the same criticism as to ee. bao that 
while there is no consul there we have provided for a cler! 

Mr. Cra yeas i The gentleman surely does not want to mis- 

nt me. 
. SINGLETON, of e 428 I do not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the act of June 20,1864, provide for 

thirteen consular clerks to be appointed and assi by the Presi- 

dent? And find that one has assigned to Collingwood. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Let the gentleman take the bill 
and see whether we have provided for such a clerk. The bill was 
what the r criticised. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Here is provision in the bill for salaries for 
thirteen consular clerks. Now cannot the President under the law 
of 1864 assign a clerk to Collingwood ? 

5 —5 sed . Mr. Chairman, what is the question before the 
ouse s 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. There is no clerk allowed in this 

bill at any such place as Collingwood. The gentleman, by the blunders 

into which he fell in the course of his speech, reminds me very much 
of a man who coming to a turbid stream pitches in and flounders 
around without knowing where he is going to land. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that the question which the gentleman 
is discussing is not now before the committee; we shall reach that 
part of the bill after a while. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman will allow 
me to manage this matter in my own way. 

Mr. BLO . I must hold the gentleman to the rules. My col- 
league [Mr. NicHoLts] offered an amendment upon which I have 
reserved a point of order; and now the gentleman is passing off upon 
another subject. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The gentleman, considering the 
range he takes in debate, is very technical all at once. 1 

. BLOUNT. I insist on ct Babies order against the 

ment of my colleague. I submit that it does not retrench expendi- 

tures and changes existing law. > 

The C . The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is 
ie to the point of order. 

. ORTH. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 27, 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, have I been taken 
r 
The gentleman from Mississippioccupied his five 


minutes, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ORTH] has been recog- 


Mr. ORTH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
BLACKBURN, I in discussing the provisions of this bill per to the close 
of the general debate, referred to the amount of $4,000 appropriated 
as salary for the agoni and consul-general at Cairo, Egypt, and com- 
plained that this is a most exorbitant to be paid at a point 
where the Government receives probably or $300 for fees. This 
statement, if unexplained, would leave upon the mind of the House 
a wrong impression. The agent and consul-general at Cairo is the 
only officer of that character in the employ of this Government. He 
is emphatically sui generis. He exercises quasi diplomatic functions 
at the court of the Kbedive in Egypt, and his diplomatic powers are 
of such importance that, instead of his receiving merely a salary of 
$4,000, it would comport better with the dignity of this Government 

of the position to place him upon an equality, in respect to pay, 
with a minister resident, because he possesses the diplomatic power 
of a minister resident. He is not a consul in any just sense of that 
term. I hold in my hand the Consular Regulations prepared and 
issued by the State ent, and here upon the first in the 
second paragraph, it will be found that he is designated as “ agent 
and consul-general,” and who enjoys, as I have said, a quasi diplo- 
matic position, so far as the Sublime Porte may consent thereto. He 
must be a person of more than ordinary capacity, and hence we pay 


him $4,000. 

Now, then, the gentleman complains again that this bill provides 
for paying “an agent at Collingwood.” there is any officer at all 
there I would understand him to be known as a “ commercial agent.” 


A commercial agent is a different officer from that of consul, whether 
feed or ee commercial or judicial. He is a person specially 
appointed by the President to attend to a special duty at a particular 

ace. He is appointed by the President without the consent of the 
Benat He exercises his duty without ss hy renvoi from the gov- 
ernment of the country in which he exercises his functions an“ exe- 
quatur” authorizing him to discharge his duty at that A nade 
place. Such, doubtless, is the“ commercial agent” at Collingwood, 
in Canada. Under the Constitution the President is authorized to 
appoint ambassadors, ministers, and consuls. The only question com- 
ing before Congress is a question of payment of their salaries. You 
may refuse to appropriate money for a minister at St. James or St. 
Cloud, but the dent can send them and keep them there with- 
out reference to the question of payment of salary. Con does 
not create these officers. We simply provide for their salaries, And 
even if we do not pay them the ent’s power to appoint them 
still remains under the Constitution. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
unanimous consent, the pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For minister resident and consul-general at Bolivia, $5,000. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move to strike out $5,000 and in lien thereof to 
insert $7,500, and I should like to state in reference to this 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I rise to a point of order on that 
sneons It is not in order, as it changes the law and increases 
the amount, 


The . The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move then to strike out the last word. I offer 
that amendment, Mr. Chairman, because I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a few facts in reference to the Bolivian mission. 
In 1875 the minister resident at Bolivia was allowed $7,500, and I 
believe he was allowed that amount in 1876. Then that mission was 
dropped from the law. In 1878 it was restored and the minister's 

was fixed at $5,000. It seemed to me only an act of justice he 
should receive the same salary accorded prior to 1876. I find in this 
bill the ministers resident at Belgium, Netherlands, and Sweden and 
Norway are each allowed the sum of $7,500. A citizen of my State 
has lately been appointed to that post by the President, and I should 
like to see him 105 a salary sufficient to cover his wants. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Ishould be glad to gratify my 
friend 5 but I cannot consent to it. 

Mr. McCOOK. There is a better reason than the one stated by the 

tleman from Colorado for increasing the salary of the minister at 
Bolivia se aes In the Forty-fifth Congress, Mr. Hewitt, who had 
charge o 8 bill—— 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question before the committee. 

Mr. McCOOK. Then,I move to strike out the last two words. In 
the Forty-fifth Congress, Mr. Hewitt was on the committee that had 
charge of this same bill, making appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1879, and delivered a speech in regard to it. While 
personally I differ with many things he said, yet that speech evidently 
was made after a careful study of our whole diplomatic and consular 
system, and is exhaustive of this question. He there, it seems to me, 
an almost everything which has been said to-day by my 

from Kentucky, who appears unable to find any good in it. Mr. 
33 did not 3 Pa = aes Yo nun tee was ms i 
destroy, a system whatever i many and unques- 
tioned merits. 
In regard to this Bolivian mission, he gave reasons why it should 


be restored to its former rank in language so clear and convincing 
that I will quote it, as much better than anything I can say myself; 
and it applies with equal force to other missions: 

Therefore the Committee on Appropriations not only did not strike ont an 
South American mission, bat the: 1 — two aniestons whieh had been left — 
before; the one to the United States of Colombia, where we have a commerce 
amounting even now to $10,000,000 per annum, and the other to Bolivia, where the 
mission was discontinued some years ago. 

The reason for inserting the mission to Bolivia I should like to have under- 
stood. Bolivia has no sea-port; it has communication with the ocean, but no port 
through which traffic can be carried on; it is, in fact, cut off from the fic Ocean. 
by the Andes chain of mountains, through which it has no practicable pass; but 
it has an outlet through the Amazon River; and a contract been made by the 
Brazilian government with an American firm of contractors to construct a railway 
two hundred miles in length around the falls of the Madeira, a branch of the Ama- 
zon River, which will allow the products of that vast country, the ancient seat of 
the Aztec civilization, to come down the Amazon and pass out into the general 
Fo Ww A mortos haaie. | Sustalaot terp rising 

s con merican our en 
people are 2 there or on their way to engage in the execution of this 
undertaking. This work will be put 8 and the men whom we send will 
need protection. That class of men are the men who always develop the trade and 
the resources of a country, and will pour its volume into American channels, if 
they can be adequately protected. Hence we inserted this mission to Bolivia. 


Possibly the reason assigned there may make no impression on this 
present House of Representatives; but it seems to me, ing in 
part for the commerce of the great city of New York and of the coun- 
try, there is some good reason, at all events, why our diplomatic and 
consular system should be elevated to and maintained at the rank to 
which its importance entitles it. 

[aere the hammer fell. 

. SINGLETON, of 
now rise 

The Clerk continued the reading of the Dill, as follows: 

For minister resident accredited to Guatemala, Costa Rica, Honduras, Salvador, 
and — ar ie reside at the place that the President may select in either of the 
states named, $10,000, 

For minister resident and consul-general to Hayti, $7,500. i 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the gentleman from Mississippi to 
make a motion that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentleman as 
submitting such a motion. . 

Mr. I offer the following amendment : 

After line 31 insert “ for minister resident to Portugal, $5,000.” 

Mr. SINGLETON, of eein 27 Mr. Chairman, it is evident that 
we cannot get through this to-day, especially in view of the 
statement made by the gentleman from Kentucky that he will offer 
a number of amendments, and I move, therefore, that the committee 


rise. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. It is Saturday, and within a few moments of 
four o'clock. I hope, therefore, the motion will be to 


ississippi. I propose that the committee 


Mr. SPARKS. I hope the committee will not rise. We spent three 
months to adopt the rules 
Mr. BLACKBURN. How long would it take the gentleman to 


learn the rules? k 

Mr. SPARKS. Inever will learn them, or anybody else with sense. 
eaaa] 

Mr. NEAL. I hope I will be allowed to proceed for a few moments 
before the committee rises. 

It will be observed that in line 36 a chargé d’affaires is appointed to 
Portugal. My object in offering the amendment is to change the 
rank of that officer and make him a minister resident. 

A MEMBER. And increase his pay. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Does not the gentleman know that 
Egypt is not a sovereignty ? 

Tr. NEAL. Iam not speaking of Egypt but of Portugal. If the 
gentleman had listened to me he would have known it. are rep- 
resented at that court by Benjamin Moran, one of the most accom- 
paee gentlemen in the diplomatic service of the United States. 

e has been in that service continuously for thirty-five years. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not hear the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, but I desire to reserve the point of order upon it. 

Mr. NEAL. Very well. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There was so much confusion that I was unable to 
make the point at the time the amendment was read. 

Mr. NE I would be very gladif gentlemen will listen to what 
Ihave tosay. Having had at one time the honor of representing 
this country in a consular capacity, I know something of the subject 
of which Is A 

This gentleman, now 75 d'affaires at Lisbon, as I have said, is 
one of the most accomplished diplomatic officers in the service of the 
United States and has had an experience of thirty-flve years. He is 
not, Mr. Chairman, a “ 3 politician,” as the gentleman from 

P. 


Illinois charges all our omatic officers are. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I did not include all; I spoke of 
a t 


many. 
NEAL. The only object I have in view in offering this amend- 
ment is, that this officer of our Government may occupy a position at 
the court of Portugal commensurate with the dignity and power of 
our country, Every minister, I believe, without exception, at that 
court ranks our representative. Even the representatives of the 
smallest states of Europe and South America rank him, and it is be- 
cause in my opinion the United States should be represented in that 
court by an officer holding at least the rank of minister resident, that 


1880. 
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he may not be humiliated himself and that Americans visiting there 
may not have their pride of country mortified, as well as because it 
is an act of justice to this most accomplished officer, that I offer this 
amendment. It will add nothing to the expense to our Government, 
but will simply place our representative on a pines of equality with 
not the great powers of Europe, but the secondary states of the civil- 
ized world. I therefore offer this amendment, and hope it will be 


adopted. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I hope no change will be made 
in the bill. I know as soon as there is an amendment adopted chang- 
ing the rank that there will be no end to amendments, and the next 
thing will be to increase the salaries. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I made the point of order on this amendment, as 
will be remembered, shortly after the gentleman began his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will indicate his point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My point is that it changes existing law and that 
it increases expenditures. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman who offered the resolution agreed 
to the reservation of points of order. 

The CH . The point of order is well taken. 

The Clerk resumed the reading, as follows: 

ent and consul-general to Liberia, $4,000. 

Ter — — ad interim and diplomatic omen abroad, $20,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope my amendment to strike out lines 34 and 
35 of the bill will prevail. It reduces the bill, and saves to the people 
of this country $20,000 next year. 

The consular and diplomatic bill of last year contains no such pro- 
vision as this. Upon inquiring of the gentleman inc of this 
bill I find that the House included such a clause in the bill of last 
year, but that the Senate struck it out. And hence there was no ap- 

ropriation of that kind made. There has been no showing to this 
fom that there is an exigency now which did not exist last year, 
demanding increased appropriation. There is no complaint that 
there was any detriment to the diplomatic service of last year by rea- 
son of the failure to appropriate for these purposes. Hence I think 
it should be stricken out. I know our consular service is of vast im- 
portance, but I do not with some gentlemen who have spoken 
on this subject with reference to the im ce of our diplomatic 
service. e could prune it down and save half a million a year and 
not injure the service a particle. 

Last year, it will be remembered, it was thought there was to be 
trouble that could not be averted in Europe. I speak of the threat- 
ened rupture between Russia and Englan 

What was the condition of our diplomatic service then? At that 
time we had no minister to England. Mr. Welch had resigned and 
come home. We had none in Russia; Mr. Stockton was at home. 
We had none in Germany; Mr. Bayard Taylor, who represented us 
there so honorably, was dead. Our minister to Belgium, Mr. Good- 
loe, was sick and absent. Our minister to Italy was sick in Florence 
and not at the post of his service. I donot speak of these things for the 
purpose of charging any dereliction on the paz of our ministers, but 
— — to show that our diplomatic service be dispensed with 
without injury. Notwi ing all of these vacancies the world 
moved on all the same and they were not missed. And now the Com- 
mittee on A ip Ta ag propose here to make an additional appro- 
3 of Bo, for a matter for which we made no appropriation 

2 Is it right for us to do it? Is it proper, in dee eee 
e burdens under which our 8 It is a fact that the 
Government of the people of the United States costs more per capita 
than that of any people on earth. Even the combination of church 
and state in o countries does not make their taxes and the cost 
of maintaining them as t as ours. 

A MEMBER. How was it prior to 1860? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Prior to 1860 democrats ruled the country and 
ran it cheaper. 

I hope the amendment to strike out lines 34 and 35 will be adopted. 

Here the hammer fell. 

. SINGLETON, of ppi. I wish to say it has never been 
the voluntary desire nor the vote of this House that there should not 
be made an appropriation of that kind. Under the law as it exi 
the secretaries of ion in the absence of the ministers are requi 
to all the functions of these diplomatic officers, and by law 
they are entitled to receive for their services one- amount of sal- 
aries paid to ministers they represent, but only during the period of 
such services. 

In the last Congress this House inserted a provision to that effect 
in the appropriation bill as it went to the Senate. There was a differ- 
ence between the two Houses in amount of about $80,000 or $90,000. 
In the way of compromise it was by the members of the com- 
mittee of conference on the of the House that the Senate should 
strike out whatever seemed to them in order to divide the differ- 
ence between the two Houses. The Senate, therefore, rather than 
strike other matters which they deemed of more importance in the 
bill, struck that out. That was the only reason why it was not re- 
tained. This House agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
eee * it was this appropriation failed in the last appro- 
priation 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether any calamity 
pata the country on account of that appropriation being stricken 
ou 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. 
am inclined to the opinion thatit would be an act of gross 


Of this I cannot 


on 
the part of a great government like ours to require these secretaries 
of legation to perform all the duties and take upon them all the func- 
tions of a minister, incurring of course additional expense, and then 
refuse to pay them. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask my colleague on the committee to state 
whether this appropriation is not made under the law? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississi pi. There is a law upon the statute- 
book declaring that they shall paid one-half the amount of the 
salaries of these ministers while ising their duties, The min- 
isters are allowed two months’ a ce every year from their posts. 
Some person must perform these duties. It is thrown upon the sec- 
retaries of legation by law, and the same law provides that these 
secretaries shall have oné-half the amount of es paid the min- 
isters. Would it be just and honest in our Government to refuse to 
pay them the salaries thus provided ? 

. MCMILLIN. Let it be done by a separate bill so we may have 


an 5 of scrutinizing it. 
Mr. K. I wish to ask my colleague on the committee, the 
mtleman from Mississippi, whether there will not be in a deficiency 
ill an item to cover the sum of $20,000 stricken out last year? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. We owe them some amount b 
reason of our failure last year to make an appropriation, and there 
no doubt in my mind that in law and in equity they are entitled to 
receive these salaries. 

Mr. HOUSE. I hope the gentleman having the bill in charge will 
make the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I prefer that we should take a 
vote 3 amendment. 

Mr. I move to strike out the last word. 

In addition to the reasons given by the gentleman from Mississippi 
for retaining this item of appropriation, there is another which is 
quite as important in my estimation. it is this: in all countries 
where we have sim: iy ministers resident or chargés d’affaires, there 
are no secretaries of legation, and in the absence of the diplomatic 
representatives consuls are required, to discharge their duties. This 
im an additional and often an onerous duty upon them, for which 
they are entitled to a reasonable compensation. This compensation 
is fixed, either by law or the order of the Department of State, at an 
amount equal to the consular salary for the same period of time. 

Taking all these circumstances into consideration, it appears to me 
this ab gat is a very just and proper one. It cannot be im- 
properly or illegally drawn from the asury. If there is no law 
providing for the salaries of these officers ad interim, they cannot 

ave it. But if there is, and they discharge the duties, in the end 
they will have it, whether we —. the necessary eee or 
not, because that sense of justice which lives in the heart of every 
American will ultimately drive Congress to provide for the payment 
of the services rendered by these, generally the most meagerly paid 
of all our public servants. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The question being taken on Mr. MOMILLIN’s amendment, there 
were—ayes 5, noes 50. 

Mr. McMILLIN. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, The gentleman will not insiston 
the point that a quorum has not voted if he be permitted to reserve 
the right to have a vote on his amendment in the House. 

Mr, : DALL, (the Speaker.) That cannot be done except by 

ent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. A quorum did not vote, and I have demanded tell- 
ers unless I can have a vote on my amendment in the House. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. No. 3035) making pada e for the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1881, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

FUEL FOR ARMY OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, relative to the repeal of the law in 
regard to the payment 1 Army officers for fuel; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military i 

PENSIONERS UNDER ACT OF MARCH, 1878. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the House, transmit- 
niga report in relation to certain pensioners under the act of March 
9, 1878; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

THE WYANDOTTE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
88 Interior, recommending an . ee of $28,105.51 for 
1 ing treaty obligations with the Wyandotte tribe of Indians; 


which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Hus- 
BELL, for one week from Monday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN asked, and obtained, unanimous consent to with- 
draw from the files of the House papers in the case of Mary Gibson ; 
no adverse report. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom 
had been referred the request of Mr. AIKEN for leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House the petition of C. S. McDaniel, an invalid 
soldier of the Mexican war, reported the same back with a recomen- 
dation that the request be granted. 

There was no objection, and the request was accordingly granted. 


FRANKLIN 8. WHITNEY. 

Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

5400) for the relief of the estate of Franklin 8. Whitney, deceased ; 

which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM M’COUGHTRY,. 

Mr. McKENZIE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. SOD granting a ion to William MeCoughtry, of Union 
County, tucky ; which was read a first and second time, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I desire to enter now a motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate bill No. 885, to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide for taking the tenth and subsequent 
censuses,” approved March 3, 1879, reported this morning, with 
amendments, from the Committee on the Census, was recommitted 
to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider will be entered upon 
the Journal. ; 

PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. DEERING, by unanimous consent, presented the following 
joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa; which was to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD : 


Joint resolution requesting the members of the House of Representatives and 
Senators from Iowa, in to endeavor to procure such modification of the 


the n 
ces from labil; prosecution, limiting 
of var patent laws to mannfactarers and vendors of articles which may be in- 


That bringar of 
copy of the foregoing resolution to each of 
Congress as soon as practicable. 


nocent 


state is hereby instructed to send a 
our Senators and Representatives in 
LORE ALFORD, 
Speaker of the House. 
FRANK T. CAMPBELL, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved, March 22, 1880. 


State of Iowa: 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a complete copy of the original joint reso- 
lution on file in my office. 
erte ow er SEA RO ITAR tag gt CE TDO OAIN ERASTA day of March, A. D. 


JAS. HULL, 


Secretary of State. 
Mr. COOK, I move that the House now aajoum, 
The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
ten minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


JNO. H. GEAR. 


(SEAL. ] 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
the Olerk's desk, under the rule, and referred as follows, viz: 

By Mr. BERRY: The petition of the publishers of the Courier and 
of the Record, Crescent City, California, that materials used in mak- 
ing paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty 
on era aper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. CKBURN: Pa relating to the construction of a 
ublic building at Frankfort, Kentucky—to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of Gideon J. Tucker, publisher 
of the Democrat, Prescott, Arizona Territory, that 8 used in 
making paper be placed on the free for a reduction of the duty 
on printing-paper, and for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARDY: The 8 the Belcher Sugar Refining Com- 
pany, Edward J. Gay & Co., and others, for the of a law fix- 
ing a uniform duty on all sugar below No. 13 Dutch standard in 
color—to the same committee. 

Mr. DAVIDSON: The 


tition of T. J. Moore and others, citizens 
of Florida, for an appropria 


ion for the improvement of the Aucilla 


and Wacissa Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of the Union Soldiers’ Association of 
New Orleans, Louisiana, for the appointment of a committee to inves- 
tigate the New Orleans custom-house and other Federal offices in that 
city—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
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Mr. FORD: The petition of David Miller and others, for the re- 
of the internal-revenue laws and for the issue of more money— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAWK: The petition of A. M. Green, of Mount Carroll, 
and ot 24 85 3 of ee Hatton ists, for the 
removal of the stamp-tax on an ri 
medicines—to the same ee e * =f N 

By Mr. HURD: The petition of James M. Osborn, of Sandusky, 
Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee, 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Harris Munger and 45 others, of 
Greene County, Ohio, that the patent laws be so amended as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of Harris Munger and 55 others, of Greene County, 
Ohio, that Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions 
imposed upon people by the transportation monopolies that now 
control the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on 


By Mr. McCOID: Memorial of the Iowa Legislature, for the amend- 
ment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the Dubuque (Iowa) Veteran C for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Afairs. 

auo Kg tition of druggists ee Pleasant, den for the re- 
mov: stamp-tax on Ty, cosmetics, and proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. aie 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of H. G. Blan that the 
name of the propeller T. M. Bradbury be changed to Florerice Min- 
erva Dickinson—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNOR: Memorial of 500 freedmen, depositors in the 
Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company’s branch bank at Norfolk, 
Virginia, for the of the bill to return to the freedmen of the 
South their savings deposited with the Freedman’s Savings and Trust 
Company—to the Committee on Ways and Means. i 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of 
urging the retention of the present duties on iron ore, wrought scrap- 
iron, and steel rails, and that the BP ea of the iron and steel in- 
terests of the United States should be placed upon an impregnable 
basis—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ORTH: The petition and resolution of 300 soldiers, of 
Fountain County, Indiana, for the equalization of bounties, the 
sage of the Weaver soldier bill, and a grant of one hundred and 
acres of land to every soldier, his widow, or children—to the Commit- 

By Mr. R: The petition of William A. Mead and 20 others, 
that the t laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or 
vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Also, the ee of William A. Mead and 17 others, that Congress 

ws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the 
people by the eee monopolies that now control the inter- 
state commerce of ee at e Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the tion of William A. Mead and 20 for the passage 
of a law g the Commissioner of Agriculture a Cabinet officer— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. P of Cooper 


By Mr. PHILIPS: Resolutions of the County 
County, Missouri, of similar import—to the same comm 3 
. PHISTER: The petition of George A. Gilbert and others 
gran 


B 
Union soldiers of Lewis County, Kentucky, for a law pen- 
sions to Union soldiers who were imprisoned by the enemy for six 
months and over—to the Committee on Invalid —— 

By Mr. REE D: The petition of B. H. Whitney and others, of Sebago, 
Maine, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufact- 
urer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of the same ies, that Congress enact such laws 
as will alleviate the tay mposed upon the people by the trans- 
portation monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the 
country—to the Committee on Commerce. 

57 . STONE: The petition of the editors of the Journal and of 
the News and Reporter, Muskegon, Michigan, that materials used in 
making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the 
duty on aOR a the Committee on Ways and Means. 

tee J.T. RAFF: The petition of Samuel Thomas, Lean- 
der Davis, and 57 others, citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, that Con- 
poni enact such laws as will alleviate the eee imposed upon 

people by the trausportation e eee tbat now control the in- 
terstate commerce of the country to Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WELLS: The petition of Belcher Sugar Refining Company 
and others, for the of a law fixing a orm duty on all sugar 
15 No. 13 Dutch standard in color—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES G. WILLIAMS: The petition of B. J. Curtis, 
editor of the Temperance Herald, Milton, Wisconsin, for the abolition 
of the 2 on to the same committee. 

By Mr. WALTER A. WOOD: The petition of residents of Rensselaer 
County, New York, soldiers of the United States Army, in 
the late war, for the early passage of a law r providne for the pay- 
ment of the difference between the value backs, in which 
they were paid for their services, and the valne of gold at the time 
of payment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 29, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and 
approved. i 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, covering copy of report of Captain A. N. Damrell, Corps 
of Engineers, upon an examination made in compliance with the re- 

. to the Ooeamitiee oa Oomnnoree 

ar ida; w was to the Comm on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Quartermaster-General advo- 
cating the re of the law in regard to payment by officers of the 
Army for fael and the restoration of the allowance of fuel as it ex- 
isted before the passage of the act; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on miey airs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Postmas- 
ter-Gen — Ft compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of Fe 19, 1880, a rt of the names of clerks and other 
persons employed the Post-Office Department during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1879, showing the time that they were actually em- 
ployed, and the sums paid to each; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT ted a communication from the Sec- 


retary of War, transmitting a letter from Colonel e P. Buell, 
Fifteenth Infantry, inst the reinstatement SOAT 
of John W. Eckles, late ca th Infantry, as contempla; 

by the bill (S. No. 1378) for the relief of John W. Eckles; also, copy 

General Martial Orders, No. 59, series of 1877, promulgating 
the sentence of dismissal 5 Eckles; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military and ordered to be ted. 

He also presented the tion of several citizens of Kelly’s Corners, 
New York, who were soldiers in the late war, praying forthe passage 
of what is known as the equalization bounty bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Roswell F. Cook, of Iion, 


New York, praying an extension of his patent for an improvement in 
es g fire-arms; which was referred to the ittee on 
atents. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. I have here a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Iowa, tot and Representatives 
from that State. It ests them to use all the influence in their 
liability to on, and limiting 


tions for = cakes worn of 
our patent laws to manufacturers vendors of articles which may 
be infringements of patents. I understand that the orderly mode of 
8 in regard to a resolution of this kind is to have it laid on 

e table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be received and laid 
on the table. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I desire, however, to ask the chairman of the 
Cone a AE A A EEEO a le of my 
State feel a deep interest, whether that committee is soon to 
report to the Senate any bill, either from the House or originating 
here, in relation to the subject of the resolution which I have just 


presented. 

Mr. KERNAN. I will state, in answer to the of the Sen- 
ator, that there is a bill which has the House and was referred 
to the Committee on Patents of the Senate on that sub; One or 
two bills were introduced here on the same subject and referred to 
that committee. tions in favor of some bill of that kind 
are also before the committee, and certain parties from various States 
immediately asked to be heard and we have heard them, and I be- 
lieve closed the hearing, and the committee intends and desires to 
take the ee up now and make areport at the earliest day. 

Mr. ROLLINS presented the r of M. S. Sargent and others, 
citizens of Belknap and Carroll Counties, New Hampshire, praying 
that a suitable appropriation be made by Congress for the im 
ment of the navigation of Lake Winnipesaukee, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of A. A. Woolson and others, of Lis- 
bon, New 33 and the petition of S. W. Rollins, of th, 
New Hampshire, praying for the removal of the United States circuit 
and distriet courts from Exeter to Concord, in that State; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens of Davis Junction, IIli- 
nois, praying for the passage of a law which will prevent the sale of 
oleomargarine for butter; which was referred to the Committee on 


icult À 
ee aes presented a petition of citizens of Kane and other coun- 
ties of Illinois, praying for the passage of such legislation as will pre- 


vent the manufacture of oleomargarine; which was referred to the 


. of oltisensat Pella, Wise County, Texas, 
presented a petition of citizens ise 

a petition of citizens of New York, a petition of citizens of Hilinois, 
and a petition of citizens of Missouri, all of whom were soldiers in 
the late war, praying for the passage of what is known as the — 
zation bounty bill; which were referred to the Committee on itary 


He also presented a petition of merchants, manufacturers, and con- 
in the States of 


upon these articles ma; removed therefrom; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Arthur Irving, an inmate of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Daytou, Ohio, late 
a bugler in Compauy C, One hundred and fourth Regiment of New 
York Volunteers, praying fora pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

P1700 ² paguara dang et aar ew; weeks 

inoi ing for the passage of a nati pt law; w 
was pcr a ip the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of James Fairman, of Chicago, Illi- 
nois, pra; that honorably discharged soldiers be Ht 9 77 a medal of 
—— at $1 each; which was referred to Committee on 


ieee 
He presented the petition of George C. 4 — of Centralia, 
Illinois, formerly of Captain C. Millis’s Company of M Rangers, 
in the Black Hawk War, praying for the — ty special act of 
Congress granting hima pension; which was to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of C. A. Wilber and 
others, citizens of Alachua and Marion Counties, Florida, gaing 
for an appropriation by Congress for the improvement of Cumber- 
land Sound; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a memorial of the 
lature of Wisconsin, relating to the improvement of the pi 
River and its tributaries, as the memorial refers to a matter which 
is exciting much interest in Minnesota and Wisconsin, and as the 
memorial is b I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be reported at l 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on 
merce, as follows: 

the Senate and House 
To the honorable of * the Uw 74 À 
The memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin respectfully repre- 


and New Hampshire, praying that the prohibitory duties now levied 
y 


of War, í r — 
Secretary ar. e 

be accomplished by means of dams and reservoirs on 
1 said river and tributaries by the appropriation of a reasonable 
sum of money: 


ALEX. A. ARNOLD, 


— 75 the Assembly. 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 
STATE or Wisconsix, 
State 


Hans B. Warner, of state of the State of Wisconsin, do hereby cer- 
— has been by me with the original in this office, 
that the same is a true copy of the whole of such original. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented additional evidence in regard 
claim of Nathan Myrick the Sioux Indians for subsistence and 
lothing supplied 


ing Company, of 
agent, and 


raying that the 
— 4 3 — 
Finance. : 
Mr. WALLACE i petition of err 2 Corry and mam 
ity, Erie Coun ennsylvania, prayi su gislation as wi 
— — 8 freights T 
portation charges; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Erie County, Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for such an amendment of the patent laws as will 


turers, 
ane een iron ore and bichromate of potash, 
rohibitory duties now levied upon those articles 
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2 innocent users of patented articles against prosecution as 
i ; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. OKE presented the petition of Solado Grange, No. 1, Texas, 
numbering 170, signed by A. J. Rose, praying for such le tion as 
will prevent fluctuations in freights and unjust tions in 
charges for transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Solado Grange, No. 1, Bell County, 
Texas, numbering 170, signed by A. J. Rose, and a petition of citizens 
of Burnet County, Texas, praying for such an amendment of the 
patent laws as will protect innocent users of patented articles against 

rosecution as infringers; which were referred to the Committee on 
atents. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a memorial of citizens of Nebraska who 
were soldiers in the late war, eee against the passage of 
the bill (S. No. 496) for the examination and adjudication of pension 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Belvidere, Nebraska, who 
were soldiers in the late war, praying to be paid the difference between 
the value of god and greenbacks at the time they were paid for their 
services as soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Iowa, requesting the members of the House of Representatives and 
Senators from Iowa in Co to endeavor to procure such a modifi- 
cation of the patent laws as will relieve innocent ies from prose- 
cution for using patented devices; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of James A. Clark, A. S. Worley 
and 36 other citizens residing in the valley of the Savannah River, 
praying Congress for an e 8 to improve the navigation of 

at river; which was refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of J. H. Carter, of Edgefield, South 
Carolina, praying the removal of his | ors disabilities ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of the American Chamber of 
Commerce, praying the passage of a bill for the appointment of a 
commission to inquire into and report upon the present tariff laws ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of F. M. Ish, E. 8. McComas, 
and 27 others, citizens of Union County, Oregon ; the petition of T. 
M. Draper and 17 others, citizens of Clackamas County, Oregon, and 
the petition of W. S. Linville and 46 others, citizens of Polk County, 
Oregon, praying for an appropriation of $240,000 for the improve- 
ment of the entrance to Yaquima Bay, in that State ; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a resolution adopted by the Board of 
Trade of Buffalo, New York, praying for an appropriation by Congress 
of $30,000, or such sum as will be sufficient toward paying for an im- 
mediate examination and preliminary survey of aline of k-water 
navigation connecting Lake Superior with the Mississippi and Red 
Rivers by the route indicated in an accompanying report; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4429) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to incorporate the National Fair Grounds Association,” re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. PRYOR, from the Committee on C to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1340) for the relief of Charles E. Gunn, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
which was referred the petition of the Brotherhood of Labor, of 
Washington, District of Columbia, praying for an act of incorpora- 
tion, have instructed me to report it back adversely, there pang & 
general law under which the parties can be incorporated if they de- 
sire to be incorporated, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The committee will be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. WHYTE. I am instruc by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom were referred certain resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the State of New York suggesting the propriety of monthly pub- 
lications of reports of consuls representing the United States in va- 
rious countries, to report them back and ask that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the subject, because of 

the fact that it would require the re-establishment of the Bureau of 
Statistics in the State Department to carry out the requests of the 
memorialists, and therefore this committee think it properly belongs 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations to make the inquiry and rec- 
ommend any legislation that may be necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Printing will be dis- 
0 from the further consideration of the resolutions, and they 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FARLEY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1419) authorizing the Postmas- 
ter-General to adopt a uniform canceling-ink and stamping- re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EATON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. No. 4924) 8 ee to supply 
0 a 


certain deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with amendments. 

COMPLETION OF WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am directed by the Committees on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, acting goin , to report a concurrent resolution relating to the 
completion of the Washington Monument, and I ask that it be placed 
on the Calendar. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring, s 
mitroos on Public Buildings and Growade of the Banta and of tae —.— DOES 
fants EA wien ATATA POEA S EEN Will ba CAREN te DA 
to the foundation and completion of the Washington Monument; wha, timo it will 
take to finish the same; whether or not any contracts have been made for mate- 
er ata te mn E a E OA boom meen ieee 
an 0 aw 
desirable and to what Sart, g together with an estimate of the ultimate 8 
the completed structure, and report thereon, by bill or br lahang ed the Senate 
and the of Representatives, on the second Monday of December next. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LOGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1540) for the relief of Thomas Snell ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Tir MAKE 
Mr. Y asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1541) for the relief of Stephen Powers; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. KERNAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1542) for the relief of Roswell F. Cook; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leaye to 
introduce a bill & No. 1543) to aid the Mississippi Valley and Ship 
Island Railroad Company to construct a line of railroad in the State 
of Mississippi; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 1544) to authorize the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to sell, certain real estate, and for other pur- 
poses: which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

etter of the District commissioners, referred to the Co ttee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONAS (by sores) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1545) for the relief of J. W. Bur- 
bridge & Co. and Robert H. Montgomery; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1546) granting a pension to P. B. Perry, sr. ; 
A Lage was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

‘ensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No, 1547) to provide for the opening of direct 
trade between the States of the Mississippi Valley and Brazil, via 
the West Indies, and to authorize and establish a steamship mail serv- 
ice and express thereto; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have been requested by one of my constitu- 
ents, an able lawyer, Colonel Samuel C. Reid, to introduce this bill. 
I do so without ever having read it, and without being committed 
for or 1 any of its provisions. I move the reference of the bill 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FARLEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1548) to reimburse the city and county of San 
Francisco for street improvements in front of property of the United 
States in said city; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. PADDOCK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1549) to authorize the Willow 155 i Dis- 
tillery Company to use a certain . the city of — pa Ne- 
bras ka, for the rectification of distilled spirits; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 98) construing the act of 
Congress granting pensione to soldiers and seamen of the war of 1812; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

REPORT ON ZOOLOGY. 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House p Ber gery cd 8 That 1 


copies of the Report on Zoo! of the United States 


Geological Survey of the T tories by F. V. Ha’ den; 3,000 copies of which shall 
be for the use of House of Representatives, 1,000 for the use of the Senate, and 
1,000 for the Department of the Interior. 


SPANISH-AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 
Mr. WALLACE. Some weeks ago I introduced a resolution as 
for information in regard to certain claims before the American an: 


1880. 


Spanish commission. That information has been furnished and is 
found in Executive Document No. 86. I move the reference of that 
document to the Committee on Foreign Relations with instructions 
to make such recommendations to the Senate as they may deem proper 
under the circumstances. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UTE INDIANS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. ALLISON 1 Mr. iinet to he bill (SNe 1509) 3 
to be proposed by them tively to t i No. 15 acce 
and ratify the agreement submitted | by the confederated bands of Ute 
agers in 88 the sale es their reservation in 2 rs and 
for other purposes, to make the necessary appropriations for car- 
rying eit the same; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COKE. I gave notice at the last meeting of the Senate that 
I should call up this morning Senate bill No. 1509 and ask for action 
upon it. The honorable Senator from Iowa has proposed amend- 
ments to that bill which were shown to me this morning. They are 
of great importance, and I think there should be some little time to 
consider them before they are acted upon. I therefore shall not ask 
that the bill be taken up for action this morning, but give notice that 
on Wednesday, after the morning hour, I shall ask the Senate to lay 
aside all pending orders and take up the billfor action. The honora- 
ble Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] desires to be heard upon 
this bill, and if it will suit him as well to make his speech this morn- 
ing I shall be glad to have the bill taken up this morning for that 


p Mr. TELLER. I think the bill ought to be taken up as soon as 
ible, because if this matter is to be settled by the p of the 

ill it ought to be done at once, andif it is not, it ought to be known 
atonce. I desire to submit mr views upon the bill, and some feat- 
ures connected with Indian affairs. Iam prepared to do so at any 
time, I do not care whether it is this morning or at any other time. 
Whenever the Senate is prepared to allow me to p I am ready 
to submit my views upon the questions involved. 

Mr. COKE. It would be satisfactory to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs if the Senator from Colorado should be allowed to proceed 
this morning. The committee would be glad to hear his views before 
there is another meeting, and before the amendments proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa are considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no formal motion in 
regard to the matter. 

r. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order. I hope we shall 
proceed with the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the Calendar of 

neral Orders. 

Mr. COKE. Then I make the request that the bill be taken up for 
sot purpose of hearing the Senator from Colorado after the morning 

our. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no objection whatever to hearing the 
Senator from Colorado this morning provided his remarks will not 
extend much beyond half past one. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not willing to commence a discussion of the 
bill and be limited. Ihave not detained the Senate very much usually. 
This is a matter of a deal of importance to the people of the 
country and of ial importance to the people of Colorado; and I 
should not be willing to say I would conclude my remarks in an hour. 
I might and I might not. i 

Mr. TH I have only one word to say. The Senate must 
have observed that at least once or twice a week some Senator feels 
moved by the spirit to get up and complain of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee or its chairman for not pressing the Geneva award bill. I have 
got tired of that mpat and therefore I do not feel quite at liberty 
to lay that bill aside nless there is some very extraordinary reason 
for doing so. 

Mr. COKE. The Senator will allow me to say that there is a very 
extraordinary emergency requiring us to take action on this bill. It 
is urged by the Secretary of the Interior, and is absolutely n 
in order to prevent serious Indian complications. Early action is de- 
sired, and it is very important that early action should be had. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then let the bill be taken up now, and let the 
Senator from Colorado proceed at this time. If it is of such impor- 
tance it had just as well su e the morning business as to super- 
sede the regular order for the day. 

Mr. TE R. Ishould like to say that as far as I am concerned 
I will proceed when the bill comes up here at any time. I am not 
asking to have the bill taken up now or to be heard now. When the 
bill 2 be ready to proceed with my remarks. 

Mr. J. Iunderstand that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
is very anxious to have the views of the Senator from Colorado now. 
I move to postpone all previous orders and take the bill up, so that 
the Senator from Colorado can go on with his remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I desire to know whether that motion is prop- 
erly in order under the rules, without unanimous consent. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that it is a motion to 
tpone the PARTE bagel and a majority can do that. Such has 

n o 2 of the Senate. 

. Mr. COCKRELL. I have no disposition to antagonize either the 
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measure p by the Committee on Indian Affairs or the measure 
in charge of the Senator from Ohio, but I do think that we ought to 
have some time for the consideration of the large number of bills 
reported from our committees and placed upon the Calendar. We 
have selected about an hour each day for the consideration of those 
cases, that is, after the expiration of the morning business and prior 
to half after one o'clock. That is certainly a small time to give to 
so many cases. We can during the residue of the day dispose of the 
bill of the Senator from Ohio and the Ute Indian bill. I hope that 
the Senate will not set aside the Calendar of General Orders now to 
take up any other bill. 

Mr. TH IAN. I withdraw my motion and will let the Senate 
vote whether they will take the bill up and lay the Geneva award 
bill aside or whether they will proceed with the Geneva award bill. 
I shall insist on proceeding with the Geneva award bill at the ex- 
piration of the time fixed for the consideration of the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from Ohio is 


withdrawn. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. There are several Senators I may state who mean 
to address the Senate upon the Geneva award bill. Does the Senator 
happen to know whether either of them is ready to proceed this 
morning ? 

Mr. THURMAN, I supposed from the way we have been pressed 
that everybody was to speak or vote or do anything else in re- 
gard to the Geneva award bill. I cannotimagine why there has been 
such a 8 unless erroman are ready for everything. 

Mr. CONKLING. For one I am ready to vote, Still I know there 
are several Senators who mean to address the Senate upon the Gen- 
eva award bill; two of them are present now; and I think it would 
inconvenience them to be driven to it to-day. I mention that to the 
Senator for whatever it may be worth in the arrangement to be made, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will yield to me a moment I will 
make a su ion. There appears to be an indisposition to go on 
with the Ute Indian question this morning and I suggest that the 
Senate take up House joint resolution No. 237, which provides for a 
board of survey upon the iron-clad monitors that are now under con- 
struction by the Government. In this connection I should like to 
state that unless we act upon the joint resolution very quickly, we 
shall not have sufficient time to have the survey of those vessels made 
in time to make an appropriation at this session of Congress for their 
completion. It seems to me very important that we should dispose 
of that question, and I think we can dispose of it this morning before 
the 5 of the morning hour. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The joint resolution is on the Calendar ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. My recollection is that on Thursday of last 
week, before we adjourned, there were several matters upon the Cal- 
endar specially assigned for this morning. One or two of them I 
know are pension cases. They do not involve so much money as the 
Geneva award, nor are they perhaps as important to the poao at 
large as the joint resolution alluded to by the Senator from New Jer- 
sy; but they are of great importance to the individuals. 

r. MCPHERSON. This is a matter of great public importance. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Yet I think we cannot do anything that really 
is of more importance than to see to it that the men who suffered for 
us during the war and who are now suffering because they have not 
received their ducs are cared for as well. One of these cases is from 
West Virginia, which I know was assigned specially for consideration 
this morning. I shall protest against anything g precedence of 
it, and I would interpose any objection under the rules, if I knew 
what the rules were, to prevent anything from taking its place this 


mo t 

Mr. MOPHERSON. I hope that no matter of a personal kind, par- 
ticularly pension cases that we can act upon at any time, will be 
allowed to intervene before the consideration of this important pub- 
lic measure. ‘ 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. We can act upon them any time if other things 
do yot take their place; but these cases have been specially assigned 
for this morning, and why should they now be displaced ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I would say that I really believe the joint resolu- 
tion which the Senator from New Jersey proposes to take up will not 
8 minutes of the time of the Senate. It simply porda 


for a board of survey to ascertain whether certain iron-clad vessels 
should be completed or not. It is not a question of the expenditure 
of a dollar; it is simply a preliminary survey to obtain information 


whether an expenditure would be warranted. It is therefore a matter 
that Iam sure the Senate would accept from the hands of the com- 
mittee under the recommendation of the Navy Department. It is 
urely a question of raising a of survey to give us the basis 
or a proper appropriation to complete or to sell and get rid of these 
iron boats now resting in the yards unfinished. It will not require 
fifteen minutes I think after the joint resolution is taken up. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will say to the honorable Senator from Del- 
aware that I wish to submit some remarks on the question, which will 
5 consume half an hour; but I hope to have the question dis- 
posed of before the expiration of the morning hour. I move to PIO, 
ceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 
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Mr. KIRKWOOD. Is that motion in order under the action taken 


on Thursday! 3 

Mr. INGALLS. By special ement, made at the su on of 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Mo Ithe bill (S. No. 152) for the 
relief of Thomas Lucas was placed at the head of the Calendar for ac- 
tion this morning. I ask that that bill be now taken up for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. KERNAN. The Senator from Kansas will remember that after 
that was done, and during the morning hour when Senate bill No. 
1160 was reached, I asked that it should stand at the head of the Cal- 
endar in place of the other bills which were to come up. The bill of 
which I speak was reached during the morning hour just as it was 
about expiring. I understood that my proposition was assented to, 
and that bill Eanes does stand now at the head of the Calendar, the 
other two being next toit. I did not object to the other two bills 
being placed at the head of the Calendar, although I saw it might 
drive Senate bill No. 1160 over the morning hour to-day. I hope that 
this bill which stands at the head of the Calendar in reference to the 
centennial celebration of 1483 may keep its 2 I think, if my friend 
from New Jersey will allow us to occupy the morning hour with the 
Calendar, that very likely there will be time after the morning hour 
to get the joint resolution he moves taken up, and we shall make more 
progress and proceed more satisfactorily than to spend so much time 
each morning trying to get bills taken up in the morning hour which 
are not reached on the Calendar. I hope therefore this bill will keep 
its place on the Calendar. I appealed to the gentlemen interested in 
the other two bills, and this was taken up, its title read, and it was 
understood, as the Chair answered when my colleague inquired, that 
it would stand first on the Calendar; and it was so understood by us 


all. 

Mr. INGALLS. The question is whether the first or the last agree- 
ment of the Senate shall stand. If the Chair will refer to 49 of 
Friday’s RECORD containing the proceedings of Thursday last, he will 
find that I requested that the bill forthe relief of Thomas Lucas might 
go on the Calendar as the first bill for Monday morning, at the sug- 

ion of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MoRRILL.] The Senator 
m Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] objected, but subsequently withdrew 
his objection. The Vice-President then said : 

a VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Kan- 


"i. COCKRELL. I do not object toit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is granted. 

The agreement to which the Senator from New York [Mr. KERNAN] 
refers was made subsequently to this. Whether it would displace it 
or not is a question I sup of legal interpretation, something like 
the interpretation of a will whether the first or the last declaration 
of the testator should stand. 

Mr. KERNAN. It will be found on page 53 of the same RECORD 
that this occurred: 

Mr. Eaton. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

That was just after the report made by the Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. HAMPTON] on the soldiers’ reunion in Nebraska, and at 
the close of the legislative business for the day. 

Mr. KERNAN. I wish to ask the Chair a question. Is there any bill pending on 
the Calendar now before the Senate? 

The Mie ee pia The unfinished business is the consideration of the Geneva 
= Mr. KEnxax. But I wish the Senate to notice that the bill next in the regular 
call of the Calendar is Senate bill No. 1160. I ask that it be taken up and its title 
read so that it may be the Calendar bill for Monday. 

I supposed that by the reading of the title then it would stand 
first, its consideration having been commenced. 

Two bills that have been passed over have been ordered ahead of this for Mon- 
day. I think this bill ought to take its proper place. 

Then the Chair ordered it ahead of those bills unless we could get 
it up on Thursday: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar on the next call is the bill 
(S. No. 1160) to provide for celebrating the one hundredth anniversary of the treat; 
of and the recognition of American Ind: dence by hol an intern: 
Sxhibition of arts, manufactures, and the ucts of the soil and mine, in the city 
of New York, in the State of New York, in the year 1883. 

Mr. KERNAN. That will stand at the head of the Calendar on Monday? 

The Vice-PREsIDENT. It would, except for the two bills that were preferred 


. 


g. 
Mr. Krrxan. I think the tlemen in chai 
oy bill is now next in order an 


request, as I did not object to theirs. As th has 
been pen a while, I they will allow it to be taken up to-day so that 
it may stan those two. I hope the Senators will yield to that. The gen- 


tlemen say they have no objection to that. 


One of the gentlemen was here and so answered. I do not know 
whether the Senator from Kansas was in or not. 

I ask that it be taken up now and read by its title, and then the Senator from 
Connecticut can è his motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of Senate bill No. 1160. 

I appealed to the gentlemen whose bills had lost their place on the 
Calendar, as I did not object to their bills coming back, that they 
allow the title of this bill to be read so that it should stand first for 
to-day; and it was done. That is all I wish to say about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar as arran is in accord- 
ance with the understanding of the Chair and the tary. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In order that we may proceed with the con- 


sideration of something, and not waste all of the morning hour in 
idle discussion, I withdraw my motion to consider House joint reso- 
lution No, 237, with the notice that I shall renew the motion imme- 
diately after the morning honr. 

INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION OF 1883. 

The bill (S. No. 1160) to provide for celebrating the one hundredth 
anniversary of the treaty of and the recognition of American 
Independence by holding an international exhibition of arts, manu- 
factures, and the products of the soil and mine, in the city of New 
York, in the State of New York, in the year 1883, was announced to 
be first on the Calendar. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on Finance 
with amendments. 

Mr. KERNAN. I ask that as the amendments are reached in the 
reading of the bill they be acted upon. 

Bd ICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to that 
order. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Finance was, in 
section 6, line 1, after the word “ shall,” to strike out “ report” and 
insert “submit,” and in line 2, after the word “ Congress,” to insert 
for their consideration ;” so as to read: 

Sec. 6. That the said commission shall submit to Congress for their consideration 
at the first session after the appointment of commissioners, as herein provided, a 
suitable date for opening and closing the exhibition ; a schedule of appropriate cer- 
emonies for opening and dedicating the same; the requisite custom- regula- 
tions for the introduction into this country of any articles from foreign countries 
125 for exhibition, and such other matters as in their judgment may be im- 

The amendment was a dto. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 6, after the word Pres- 
ident,” to insert “if after due examination he shall deem the prepa- 
rations adequate,” and after the word „shall,“ in line 13, to strike 
out “invite all foreign nations to take part in the said exhibition, 
and appoint representatives to” and insert “in behalf of the Gov- 
ernment and people commend the exhibition to all foreign nations 
who may be pleased to take part therein ;” so as to make the section 


Sec. & That whenever the President of the United States shall be informed by the 
governor of the State of New York that provision has been made for the erection 
of suitable buildings for the purpose, and: for the exclusive control of the grounds 
and buildings by the corporation berein provided for, the President, if after due 
examination he shall deem the preparations adequate, shall, through the De 
ment of State, make proclamation of the same, setting forth the time at w. the 
exhibition will open and close, and the place at which it will be held ; and he shall 
communicate to the diplomatic representatives of all nations copies of the same, 
together with such regulations as may be adopted by the commission, for publica- 
tion in their respective countries. and shall in behalf of the Government and peo- 
pa commend the exhibition to all foreign nations who may be pleased to take part 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 9, after the word “ purpose,” 
in line 9, to strike out the residue of the section in the following words : 

And it shall be lawful for any 9 or other corporate body, existing by or 
under the laws of the United States or of any State, to subscribe and pay for shares 
of said capital stock, and. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, line 1, after the word “ the,” 
to insert “ first meeting of the,” and in line 2, after the word “ called,” 
to strike out together; so as to read: 

Sec. 11. The first meeting of the shareholders shall be called at the same time 


and in the same manner as provided for in the last section, and shall proceed to the 
election of twenty-five from their number, or from the members of the commission 
who, when elected. shall, if not already so appointed, be ex oficio members of said 
commission, and who, together with the executive officers of said commission, shall 
constitute a committee of finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 13, line7, after the word “des- 
ignate” to insert “by due public notice ;” so as to read: 

Sec. 13. That the officers of said commission and the members of said commit- 
tee of finance shail hold their 8 positions for the term of one year from 
the day of their election, before the expiration of which time and for each year 
during which the commission shall exist a new election shall be held at such time 
and p. as said commission shall designate by Soe pees notice, and in the mode 
5 wit: The members of the committee of finance shall first be elected 
by thes holders, immediately after which the commission shall proceed to the 

ection of its officers. 

The amendment was agreed to. $ 

The next amendment was, in section 14, line 9, before the word 
“meeting,” to strike out “annual.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 15, line 2, after the word “of,” 
to insert “the amount actually paid in upon;” so as to read: 

Sec. 15. That the corporation hereby created shall have authority to issue bonds 
not fei Senet of he smono t actually paid 1a upan its capital stock, and secure the 
8 the ——ů— and interest, by mortgage upon its property and 

come, present and ve. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 16, after the word“ Ife 18 
in line 3, to insert “at the cost of said commission,” and in li 
after the words “ United States,” to strike out “ currency ” and insert 
“notes ;” so as to read: 

Sec. 16. That it shall be the du st tha Secretars of tha Treaty ot the United 
Shania sc sana cocsenctisable atte tab pulang at act, to cause to be prepared, 
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8 
aie e Treasury, a sufi- 
t number of certificates of stock to meet the requirements of this act; and any 


same 
Uni 

The amendment was to. h 

The next amendment was, in section 17, line 6, after the word “ duty,” 
to insert then; so as to read: 

Sec. 17. That as soon as practicable after the said exhibition shall have been 
closed, it shall be the duty of said corporation to convert its into cash, 
and, after the payment of all its liabilities, to divide its assets among 
its stockholders, pro rata, in full satisfaction and discharge of ite capital stock. 
And it shall be the duty then of the United States international commission to 
submit, in a report to the President of the United States, the financial results of 
the international exhibition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN. At the request of some of the promoters of this mat- 
ter, I offer the following amendment, to come in the second section at 
line 25, after the word“ O’Donohne:” 


8 Place, John A. Hardenbergh, Douglass Taylor, Peter Bowe, Stephen 


Cooper, Oswald Ottendorffer, Edward L. Carey, John ow, Pat- 


00, 
rick O'Reilly, Calvert Vaux, Gustave H. Schwab, John Riley, Thomas J. Carleton, 
Frederick W. Whittemore. \ 


Mr. THURMAN. This bill proposes two commissioners from each 
State and each of the Territories and from the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Ohio will allow the names 
of corporators to be settled as the Senator from New York proposes, 
then his question will come 

Mr. TH It is on the amendment that I want to speak. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought it was on another point. 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to show that there are quite enough 
names in this bill. There are thirty-eight States, nine Territories, 
and the District of Columbia, making 3 in all. Twice forty- 
eight would be ninety-six commissioners. Then there is a provision 
for alternates for them. Letting the alternates alone there are ninety- 
six commissioners. Then there are already in the bill, as near-as I 
can tell by running over it hastily, about one hundred and twenty 
more names. That makes over two hundred names; and now it is 
oy eee to add, I do not know how many more. 

r. KERNAN. I will count them. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not pretend to be wise in the 
creation of such a scheme as this; but it strikes me, and I say it with 
great deference to those who have studied it, and those who know 
much more about it than I do, that this thing is already so cumbrous 
that it never can succeed as it ought to do if the bill be adopted in 
this way. Here is not only provision for two hundred and odd com- 
missioners, to say nothing of the alternates, but then come the stock- 
holders, who are ex to subscribe to the amount of $12,000;000 
in shares of $10 each, and they are to elect a finance committee, and 
so you are to have, first, this body of commissioners; second, a finance 
committee; third, an executive committee; and fourth, the great 
body of stockholders who seem to have no function at all except to 
pay their money and vote for members of the finance committee. 

at seems to be all they have to do. It does seem to me, Mr. Pres- 
ident, thongh it may be owing to my ignorance, that this is not a wise 
thing to do. 

I wish to say now, once for all, that in my judgment the only way 
to make such a thing a perfect success is to apponi a very few men. 
the best men you can get for this purpose, and pay them a good and 
sufficient salary to enable them to devote their whale time toit. Then 
you may have some hope of success. But with all this ornamentation 
and paraphernalia of two commissioners from each State and two 
from each Territory and two from the District of Columbia, and then 
a set of honorary gentlemen who are already named here, it does seem 
to me that it is more likely to break down of its own weight than to 
be a success. 

While I am up, for I do not proposa to say a word more about this 
bill, I desire to say that I shall want my friend from New York, be- 
fore he pares us to vote on this bill, to tell me where he gets the 
power of Con to create this corporation. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I do not intend to consume time on 
this bill. Iwas not a member of this body when the bill was passed 
providing fora centennial celebration and exhibition at Philadel- 


phia—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator praon me now? I donot wish 
to be understood as opposing the celebration in New York. I should 
be really glad to see it take place and to see it a ificent success, 

Mr. KERNAN. Gentlemen from the city of New York who take an 
interest in this matter bronght me this bill prepared. They are anx- 
ious to have a creditable celebration and international exhibition of 
arts and manufactures on behalf of the people of the United States. 
They realize what I am certain of, that it must be done withont call- 
ing upon the public Treasury, and the bill is framed carefully so that 
the expense shall be borne by those who do take an interest, who have 
consented, as I am told, to have their names put in the bill. The com- 


missioners from other States are not expected probably to take much 
part or spend much time in raising money. ese gentlemen named 
in the bill expect to be able to raise through their {influence and weight 


of character money enough from stockholders to provide for a cred- 


itable celebration and exhibition. 2 do not expect to havea small 
body of men paid salaries to do it. As I understand, they expect, with 
the exception of some clerk hire, and so forth, that the labor shall be 
done gratuitously ; at any rate, the stockholders will control that 
matter. 

I was informed—others may know better—that experienced gen- 
tlemen from other States who acted in the celebration and exhi- 
bition at Philadelphia advised as to this bill, and they thought that 
they had provided by this bill a much better bill than the law under 
which the Philadelphia international exhibition was held, and under 
which if it becomes a law there will be less conflict than arose under 
that law—in this bill commissioners and a finance committee elected 
by the stockholders controlling the action of the commission and act- 
ing in harmony. 

is bill was referred to a sub-committee of the Committee on Fi- 
nance. One of the gentlemen on it was the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. WALLACE, I who has had considerable information and ex- 
rience in reference to the exhibition held, under a former law enacted 
by Congress, at Philadelphia a few years ago, and he reported this to 
the committee with certain amendments, and the committee were of 
opinion that the bill before the Senate should be passed. Intelligent 
parties ask for its . If the exhibition is a failure it will be 
their failure, and I think they, from their character and intelligence 
and the influence they have with men of means, will make the ex- 
hibition proposed a success. 

As to the power, I have seen billscreating corporations passed here, 
and some passed before I came here, which required a much more ques- 
tionable exercise of pin than this. This is for a purely national 
purpose. Itis to be done at the expense of those who promote it. It 
simply gives them a corporate existence for a purpose, and only while 
that purpose is being carried out, which no State can well accomplish. 
This bill gives to the exhibition a national character, which it ought 
to have. Ithink the power results from various provisions of the Con- 
stitution—the commercial clause, the authority to promote the gen- 
eral welfare. Ido not think there is any serious trouble on the ques- 
tion of the power of Congress to create a corporation like this for a 
national purpose, for a purpose that can not be accomplished by a 
State corporation. 

I have favored this bill on the advice of gentlemen in whom I have 
confidence. They prepared the bill and the committee have amended 
it in some particulars. The Government is not to furnish any money. 
I trust, therefore, that these ies will have the Cs e of try- 
ing to Spaan they say and . can do under this — Paes A 

ater tthe American people will certainly sympathize with an 
eil be glad to have ee 

We have stricken out everything which implies any pecuniary lia- 
bility on the part of the Government. These gentlemen wish to pro- 
ceed, and the fact that they are numerous is an indication that they 
want to get a large body of men of means from the various business 
houses and firms in New York as commissioners, they consenting, that 
they may have their influence to raise the money and make this a suc- 
cess. They want the commissioners of other States, that they may 
have representatives from those States. I think in every such matter 
you must have a large number, and they are all contro in the ex- 
penditure of money by the votes of the men who subscribe it and 


pay it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New York. ; 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam not going to make a speech; I only want 
to say to my friend that I hope he will stand by the old interpreta- 
tion of the fathers upon the words “to provide for the common de- 
fense and promote the general welfare” of the United States, and 
hold, as they did, that they did not create a substantive power at all. 
It is not a substantive, independent power conferred upon Congress; 
but Congress has only the power to mones for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States in the mode that is pro- 
viđed; that is, according to the other powers that are conferred upon 
Con by the Constitution. 

It is one of the most fatal doctrines that ever crept into the inter- 
pretation of the Constitution, and tends more to centralization than 
anything else, to say that ore has a general substantive power 
to provide for the general welfare, for that would be a power wholly 
without limitation. 

Mr. KERNAN. I follow my friend, in whom I have so much confi- 
dence, in strict notions about the powers of the Government; but I 
am not afraid to vote for this bill. We have power to let our people 
celebrate a great event for the whole country by giving them per- 
mission to do it for a couple of years. 

The VICE-PRESID . The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think that section 7 is quite well 
enough guarded. I should like to have it distinctly understood that 
there is no obligation on the part of the United States for anything 
connected with this commission or celebration. 

Section 7 now reads: 

Szo. 7. That no com for services shall be paid to said ii 
officers or ts, 8 of the United — and the United Bekins 
liable for any expenses attending such exhibition, or accruing by rea- 
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I hope the Senator from New York will accept a substitute which I 
offer for that section. 

Mr. KERNAN. Allow me a moment before that is read, toask the 
Senator to read what is on the top of page 11 of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I saw that; I haveread the whole bill. Imove 
as a substitute for section 7 the following : 

That the United States shall not in any manner or under any circumstances be 
liable for any of the doings, p: or representations of the said com- 
mission, its officers, servants, or employés, orany of them, or forthe services, 

ies, labors, or wages of said officers, agents, servants, or employés, or any of 
them, or any subscription to the capital stock, or for any ites of stock, 
bonds, i or n issued to aid the commission, or for any 
debts, ties, or of an a whatever attending such commission or 
exhibition, or accruing by reason of the same. 

Mr, KERNAN. I sup; this lan in section 16, at the to 
of page 11, would be cient: ort £ 

But nothing in this act shall be so construed as to create any liability of the 
United States. direct or indirect, for any debt or obligation incurred, nor for an 
claim by the United States international commission for aid or pecuniary amit. 
ance from Congress or the of the United States in support or liquidation 
of any debts or obligations by said commission. 

If that is not sufficiently guarded, I do not know what could be, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri is a great improvement upon the provision of the section he re- 
fers to, but I think it would be better to have that amendment come 
= omer end of the bill, striking out the provision that is in the mid- 

e of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I haveno objection to striking out section 7 and 
inserting my amendment at the end of the bill as a section to be cor- 
rectly numbered. 

Mr. KERNAN. I make no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it come last, so that like the codicil of a will 
it will be the very last and most important. 

There are so many questions about this bill, Mr. President, in re- 
spect of power and adjustment, &., that I do not think it is one of 
the bills which we can properly consider under the five-minute rule 
that we are proceeding under about short bills. While I entirely 
agree with what the Senator from Ohio has said with respect to the 
desirability of having an exposition of this kind, not only asa great 
celebration as the Senator fro:n New York very properly calls it, but 
as a means of communicating to people of other nations information 
of the resources, the man and the mineral products of the 
people of the United States and of promoting international harmony 
and international communication and a knowledge on the part of our 
people of what other nations are doing in industrial arts, and while 
therefore I am heartily in favor, as far as I can constitutionally be, 
of this scheme, yet it is desirable for the good of everybody that it 
shall be most carefully scrutinized so that every person may under- 
stand it alike and know exactly what it means. There are a t 
many things that raise questions of doubt, not only in my mind but 
in that of sundry Senators about me, and therefore I suggest that 
the bill go over with the expectation, which I should cheerfully aid 
in, of having it taken up in regular course at the earliest opportu- 
nity now that attention is drawn to it, for consideration. 

Mr. THURMAN. At half past one the Geneva award bill comes 
np. If we are still on the Centennial bill, it will be the unfinished 
business for to-morrow in the morning hour, will it not? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be called first in order on taking 
up the Calendar. 

Mr. KERNAN. I ask Senators to look at it, for I want it perfected, 
and I want it acted on as soon as I can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate proceeds to the consideration 
of its unfinished business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
‘Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of 
Nelson Lyon and Jeremiah S. James. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 255) for the relief of Robert L. in; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


‘The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1153) to restore to the public domain the military 
reservation known as the Fort Ripley reservation, in the State of 
Minnesota, and for other purposes; t as 

A bill (S. No. 1229) to authorize and direct the Commissioner of 
Agriculture to attend, in or by deputy, the international sheep 
and wool show, to be held in the tennial bnildi Fairmount 
Park, Philadelphia, in September, A. D. 1880, and to make a full and 
complete rt of the same, and for other purposes; 

A bill ras No. 5258) appropriating money to provide for the pub- 
lic prin 


A hill (H. R. No, 3589) for the relief of L. H. Hershfield & Brother; 


and 
A joint resolution (H. R. No, 68) to authorize the printing of 13,000 
9 of the Report on Sheep Husbandry. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The joint resolation (H. R. No. 255) for the relief of Robert L. Martin 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
VENEZUELAN COMMISSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States, communicating, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate of January 29, 1880, information in relation 
to the awards of the mixed commission organized under the treaty of 
April 25, 1866, between the United States and Venezuela; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


‘AGREEMENT WITH UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. HILL, of Colorado, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. No. 1509) to accept and ratify the 
agreement submitted by the confederated bands of Ute Indians in 
Colorado, 5 5 ae 0 e reservation in said State, and for other 
purposes, and to make the necessary apprepriations for carrying out 
the same; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


GENEVA AWARD FUND, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1194) for reviving and continuing the court of 
commi — of ee RN eee i aiii me distribution of the un- 
appropriated moneys of the Geneva a e ane uestion bei 
on the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar — 17t 1 zs 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move that the unfinished business and all 
prior orders be laid aside for the papan of considering at this time 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. ) directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to organize a board to ae into the present condition of the 
double-turreted monitors and propriety and cost of completing 
said vessels. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope that will not be done. That will displace 
the Geneva award bill, and I do not know when I shall be able to get 
it up again. If there is any Senator now ready to speak on the Gen- 
eva award bill, let him k; I shall be very glad to hear him. If 
there is not, then the bill can by unanimous consent be laid aside in- 
cast ret and then the Senator from New Jersey can get up his 


in respect to the bill, and then I wish to inquire whether there is any 

one prepared to take the floor. As I understand, the pending ques- 

15 K on the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
. Hoar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so remembers. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to strike out of that amendment the 
words beginning with the word“ and,” in line 8 of section 4, down tc 
the end of that section, and I ask that the words be reported. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to make an inquiry here, for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether the motion which the Senator from Ohio pro- 
poses to submit will be in order. 

Mr. THURMAN. Why is it not in order to move to amend an 
amendment? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think it is in the third degree. 

Mr. THURMAN. How? 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator from Ohio reports the bill, as I under- 
stand it; the Senator from Indiana [Mr. McDONALD ] proposes an 
amendment—— 

Mr. THURMAN. He has never offered his. 

Mr. Ah! 


Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Indiana had an amendment, 
which was laid on the table and printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well; then the Senator’s motion is in order. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I thought the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was an amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. Not at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Ohio state the 
amendment re in order that the Secre may get it correctly ? 

Mr. THUR I move to strike out all after the semicolon in 
line 8 of section 4, to the end of that section. 

The Chief Clerk read the matter proposed by Mr. THURMAN to be 
stricken out of Mr. Hoar’s amendment, as follows: 


Ea Tar wae IAA wheter DAA I SEERDE agente EDANA ater 
inms war- w ons, agents, or i „ after 
i — peed — Shieh: it shall be the duty 
Lee doer fo any way received by or claimant in 
diminution of the amoun' 

shall be allowed. 


Mr. THURMAN. I wish to state in a word the object of this amend- 
ment that I offer, and not to it. I move to strike out these 
words from the amendment of Senator from Massachusetts in 
order to present the distinct point, and to present it not in connec- 
f... 

jority of t is wi to i r payment of war 
poser ag War premiums wae expressly excluded by the Geneva 
tribunal. They were not only ex but they were not insisted 
upon by our Goyernment. Not one single dollar, not one penny was 
ever awarded to us in respect of enhanced insurance or war premi- 
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ums. Everything of that sort was e 
by implication but expressly excluded, so that for the enhanced rates 
of insurance, or war premiums as they are called, this Government 
has never received one penny, and I want the Senate to vote, if T can 
get them to do it, upon that single distinct nen ae Let us go 
on step by step and find out for what we will provide, and if we can 
by elimination get at what we are willing ultimately to provide for, 
perhaps that mode of procedure to arrive at a decision is the best 
mode we can adopt. ‘ 

I make these remarks now so that the gentlemen who are in favor 
of allowing war premiums, what are the war- jum men, 
may have notice of the effect of the motion which I have made 
to amend the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts and let 
them address themselves to that subject when they see fit to address 


the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Before the Senator takes his seat I wish to under- 
stand clearly his proposition. I understand the ent of the Sen- 
ator distinctly; bat I wish to inquire of him if what were known as 


the vessels destroyed by the exculpated cruisers, and provision for 
which as I understand is contained in the bill reported by the com- 
mittee after certain others are taken care of, were not equally ex- 
cluded by the tribunal at Geneva? 

Mr. . Certainly they were. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is all. 

Mr. THURMAN. Undoubtedly the 
more money in the Treasury of the 


were; and if there were no 
nited States than would pay 


those whose losses were provided for by the Geneva tribunal, I for 


one, would say, when you have paid them, there stop. But there are 
likely to be several 1 ions more than is necessary te pay those whose 
losses were made the foundation of the adjudication at Geneva. Then 


the question is, what shall Congress do with that money? Shall it 


return it to Great Britain, or shall it dispose of it? I have reasons, 
which when I come to on this subject I may take the trouble 
to state, why I do not believe we are under any moral obligations to 


return a dollar of the award to Great Britain. What, then, are we to 
do with it? Are we to keep it in the Treasury to use itas part of the 


general resources of the Treasury in defraying the of Gov- 


expenses 
ernment, or are we to make some disposition of it which shall Lea 


to alleviate the losses of the men who suffered inthe war? I 
7 to do the latter. 
premium men and the men who lost their property by what are called 


the exculpated cruisers. Has either one of them priority over the 
other? In my judgment they are both subordinate to the first class 


provided for in the bill re esta by the Judiciary Committee, that 
class upon whose losses, and apon whose alone, the award was 
made. But there is a su 


is there any priority, or ought 


cured the money for us. 
© men whose pro 


to be, between the war-premium men and 


was 55 7 by the exculpated cruisers? I think there ought to 


be. I think one class has precedence over the other in the stren 
of its claim upon the generosity of the Government. I think t 


those whose property was destroyed by the exculpated cruisers stand 


in a better light, not demanding, but asking of the Government to 
alleviate their losses, than do the men who simply paid enhanced 
rates of insurance. 


Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 


moment? 

Mr. THURMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr.CONKLING. If I am right in my understanding of a fact, touch- 
ing which the Senator answers the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Hau- 
LIN,] his answer concedes too much, I suggest to him, and is calcu- 
lated to mislead those who listen for information. The Senator from 
Maine asked the Senator from Ohio whether those who suffered from 
the exculpated cruisers were not equally excluded by the Geneva tri- 
bnnal, and the Senator from Ohio answered in the affirmative. I do 
not so understand it, and I will state, if I may be allowed, my under- 
standing for his correction. 

War premiums, enhanced rates of insurance, were denominated 
“consequential damages,” and they so figured in the American case. 
What did the tribunal decide? That it had no jurisdiction whatever 
of such claims; in other words, that they were not embraced within 
the treaty. Am I not right? That no jurisdiction, no power what- 
ever to deal with them was conferred by the treaty upon the tribunal. 
Coming now to the case of the exculpated cruisers, what did the tri- 
bunal decide? Not that bgt Rigen no jurisdiction, not that the sub- 
ject was foreign entirely to tribunal; but they adjudged as mat- 
ter of fact touching certain named cruisers that no recovery could be 
had in respect of them, but it was mere matter of fact. Varying the 
facts, varying the dates, the cruisers would not have been exculpated. 
In other words, it was part of the matter before the tribunal, and 
nothing stands in the way of these claimants, except a finding upon 
the question of fact, whereas in respect of the other claim, to wit, 
for enhanced insurance, cpt Hippo: that upon any conceivable state 
of facts it was not within treaty. 

I may not make clear to the Senate or to the Senator the distinction 
which arises in my mind; but it seeme to me the Senator from Ohio 
could make it so clear as not to require him to admit that so far as 
the action of the tribunal is concerned, these two classes of claime 
stand upon a par. If they do, I have been perpetually misled. 
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reasly excluded; not excluded 


then comes a question between two classes, between the war- 


us after all are paid whose claims er 
ere 
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Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have not before me at this mo- 
ment the proceedings of the Geneva tribunal. I am not absolutely 
certain, ing from recollection alone, whether the war preminms 
were among the classes of claims that the Geneva tribunal decided 
that it had no jurisdiction to consider. 

Mr. CONKLING. My recollection is distinct that they were. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is my impression and I should have said 
unhesitatingly that they were if a Senator had not said a day or two 

in his speech that they were not, and that they were excluded 
3 not upon the ground of the want of jarisdiction but upon 
the ground that they did not come within any of the three rules or 
the principles of international law applicable. But there should be 
no trouble about that. 1 

I have said that I think those who lost their property by the excul- 
pated cruisers have a better claim upon the generosity of this Gov- 
ernment or upon its moral sense than the war-premium men. Indeed 
I have never been able for one single moment to see how any man 
could stand better because he had insured his property in an insur- 
ance company and there paid for the insurance an enhanced rate than 
does the man who was his own insurer, who did not insure at all, and 
therefore was his own insurer, as the American phrase is. ' 

Mr. BLAINE. Where do these two claims come in conflict or com- 

arison’ Where does the honorable Senator from Ohio see any con- 
flict between these two ? 1 

Mr. THURMAN. A most marked conflict in all the propositions 
propo here by way of amendments to the Judiciary Committee bill, 

very one of them provides for the payment of these war premiums 


as iums paid to insurance companies. t 

Mr. BLAINE. But how does any advocate of paying the war pre- 
miums say or imply that that claim is better than somebody’s claim 
who lost his ship? X 

Mr. THURMAN. When the vote comes the Senator will find men 
who will vote for the war premiums, and will not vote a dollar to pay 
for losses by the ee, ei cruisers. If he does not know it now, he 
will find it out before he gets through. This is not the first time we 
have had this subject in the Senate, and I know very well that there: 
are Senators who think that the war-premium men ought to be paid,. 
and that those who suffered by the exculpated cruisers omght not to- 
be paid at all, or else that they ought to come in in subordination as a- 
third class after the war-premium men are paid. My argument is- 


| addressed to that. I say just exactly the reverse is the truth. Those 


who sustained losses by the exculpated cruisers have a better equity,. 
a better claim on our generosity or our sense of justice, if you call i 

so, than those who paid war premiums. Besides that, what a field 
does this thing of paying war premiums open up? Why did these 
men pay war premiums? Would they have carried on their business: 
if they could not pay the war premiums and make a profit? And if 
they cha war premiums on the cost of their goods and then made 
profit on them when they sold them to the poopie of the United States, 
it is the people of the United States that paid the war premiums and 
not the merchants. Ishould like some one to explain why that is not so. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the honorable Senator allow me to explain it 
to him now? . 

Mr. THURMAN. Any time. I should rather the Senator would 
take the floor and goon. I did not get up to make a speech. 

Mr. BLAINE. I did not get up to make a speech, either; but as 
the Senator has put that question and asked an explanation, I should 
like to give it. 

While the honorable Senator must be credited with a very extensive 
knowledge of law, I doubt whether he has as accurate a knowledge 
of, or practical experience in, navigation as some others. The honor- 
able Senator says that all the men to do who paid a war prepium 
was to charge it in and it was finally paid by the consumer. Now, to 
P how utterly fallacious that statement is, let me give the actual 

Here are two ships side by side at Liverpool or any forei ort. 
One flies the British 1 flag; one the American. They — 95 er ee 
for trade to any port on the surface of the globe. When the Ameri- 
can ship has to pay a large premium for insurance against war risk, 
does the honorable Senator, as a practical business man, say that the 
that much more 


merchant who has freight to send will 8 to pa 
yet he tells us here that all 


than the English ship is charging? An 
the American owner had to do was to charge it in. 
Mr. DAWES. And charge it in the same market. 
Mr. BLAINE. Certainly. The American ship not only had to pay 
that and get no extra consideration therefor, but even after it paid 
the insurance it did not stand upon a par with the British ship. If 
the honorable Senator from Ohio were a merchant in Liverpool, instead 
of a Senator in America, and if he had a great freight to dispatch to 
a distant part of the globe, he would have argued in this way: “Even 
if I send it on this ship and insure my freight, I am liable to lose my 
pro , because this ship may be taken by a confederate cruiser 
and never reach her port; but if I send it on an English ship, with 
the flag of England floating over her, no confederate will touch her, 
and therefore my freight will go straight throngh.” And there stood 
the American owner, not doing as a great many other Americans did, 
with whom I will find no fault,) not seeking a refuge under the 
ritish flag, as so many Americans did—these men of whom we s 
now were the men who adhered to the flag, and who, if there be a 
sentiment of nationality or patriotism in standing out boldly and 
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risking everything, they themselves exhibited it. Why, they said: 


“We will go down and this ship and all we have got rather than 
sail under any other flag than the American flag, and we will pay 
these heavy risks, and we will keep this flag floating, and we will incur 
all the d ; we will share and share alike in the perils of those 
that are on shore fighting for nationality and for victory;” and in that 
way the American ship-owner was bled to death. Ihave a letter from 
one who had a ship in the harbor of Buenos Ayres, and a cargo was 
to be dispatched to Portland, Maine, and its shipper said: “I cannot 
afford to send by you, even upon insurance, because the confederate 
cruisers are so thick that I am not sure you will reach there, and 
although you will insure my a. hig and give me better rates, yet I 
am compelled to send by the Engli 8 because I know she will 
not be disturbed.” 

In the face of facts like these, everywhere patent and everywhere 
admitted, the honorable Senator from Ohio says that all the men who 
paid a war-risk had to do was to charge it into his freight, to charge 
it over to the consumer! 

The honorable Senator from Ohio ought to know that not only in 
this case but in all cases the navigation interest is the one which re- 
ceives no protection from the Government of the United States. The 
man who builds and sails a United States vessel in the foreign trade 
derives and receives no advantage whatever in any manner, in any 
direction, either in or in war; and in war he was literally tram- 
pled out because of his devotion to the flag and his determination to 
uphold it. 

Tow: as to the distinction between those who will vote for the war 
premiums and refuses to vote for those who lost at the hands of ex- 
culpated cruisers, I have not met such an one. The Senator says there 
are a great many on the floor. If there be, I do not know any of them. 
I thought I knew something of the personnel of the vote. I do not 
make any assertion about it; but I have never yet met one in con- 
versation who was not willing to make a distribution to those who 
were actual losers. 

And while I am on the floor, just for a few minutes, I wish to say 
another thing. We hear a great deal about the computation that 
was made and about what was taken into the account, and what were 
the items Sew pric in 7 Geneva aven oerein y anou not wish 
to say a word against the very respectable gentlemen from the dif- 
pied nations who composed that tribunal; but we learn from Mr. 
Staempfli, I believe it was, the Swiss commissioner, that Great Britain 
had put in a little memorandum of account admitting about $7,000,000 
of liabilities, that we had put in a r account, claiming some 
twenty-two or twenty-three millions liability. Mr. Staempfli went 
up into a high mountain in Switzerland for six or eight weeks, or less 
or more—I have forgotten what the period was—to make this cal- 
culation; and after he had taken all the elements that were before 
him into account, what result did he produce? He produced exactly 
the result that an Ohio or a Maine farmer would have produced in a 
dispute between neighbors. Chalking on the barn door he split the 
difference. Said he, “England has admitted about seven millions, 
and the United States have claimed between twenty-two or twenty- 
three millions; I think it is about fifteen or fifteen and a half mill- 
ions,” and he came in with that calculation, and in my judgment there 
never was anything in the whole process but an old-fashioned chalk- 
ing on the barn door. 

. THURMAN. Mr. President, Ido not know whether Mr. Staemp- 

fli was accustomed to keep a chalk-mark on a barn-door or a cellar- 
door; but it is very certain that we have nothing in the record of that 
p ing which shows that any such homespun mode was adopted 
in getting at this award. As to that, however, I do not care one way 
or the other; but as to the claims in re: t of which the award was 
made, it is simply impossible for anybody in this wide world to deny 
what is the truth. After the claims for consequential damages had 
been thrown out, after it had been decided that the tribunal would 
not even consider them, after our Government had expressly with- 
drawn them all or nearly all, after the tribunal had decided that in 
respect to certain vessels Great Britain was liable and in respect to 
the rest she was not liable, then the claims which remained and 
which were the subject of this ciphering on a barn-door, as the Sen- 
ator 9 were the only claims in respect to which an award was 
made. ere is no getting around that. It is just as plain as that 
two and two make four, and no rhetoric, no eloquence, nothing can 
rub out that plain, naked fact. 

Now, Mr. President, in respect to the war-premium men, I have 
heard the same argument which the Senator from Maine has so 
strongly presented to-day, again and in and again whenever this 
subject has been up in the Senate; but he does not answer my point, 
at least he certainly does not to my satisfaction, and I do not think 
that he will be found to have answered it to anybody’s satisfaction 
who will think over this subject and who will ascertain the facts. 
He says that because British ships could carry goods, therefore the 
American ship-owners who paid war risks, enhanced premiums of in- 
surance, were trampled out of existence. If they were trampled out 
of existence, how is it that they have theirclaims here? If they did 
not carry on the business, if the American did not float over the 


high seas, if there were no American ships which were insured and 

id war risks and the cargoes of which paid war risks, how comes 
it that there is this mighty class of war-premium men, far outnum- 
bering all the other classes put together? It is because they were not 


driven off the sea; it is because their business was not struck down. 
Their profits may have been lessened, it is true, but if it had not paid 
profit they never would have carried on the business. Here is one of 
them, for instance, who paid war premiums on a vessel; she was lost 
or she was not lost. Sup; her to have been lost on her tenth trip, 
her nine trips have brought profit to the man quite sufficient to in- 
demnify him for all the war premiums or enhanced rates of insurance 
he has paid. But the naked fact remains that they did carry on their 
business ; and are the people of this country so stupid,are they so 
devoid of business tact, that year after year and year after year they 
carried on this business, paying these war risks and losing all the 
time? No, Mr. President, that cannot be. 

But again, the Senator says that British ships brought the goods and 
no war risks were required to be paid on them, and hence the goods went 
all in British bottoms. Does he forget the coasting trade? Does he 
not know that from Nova Scotia all the way around to the most 
southern border of Texas no British ship could carry a pound of freight 
between American ports, and the same way on the Pacific coast? And 
were none of our coasting vessels lost ? ere none of them taken by 
confederate cruisers ? the Senator will look over the list, he will 
find more than one. Here was protection to navigation; here is the 
greatest protection, considering the extent of this country, to navi- 
gation that ever was given by any country on the face of the earth 
except Great Britain with her colonies spread all over the earth. It 
will not do to say that there has been no protection given to Ameri- 
can commerce or to American navigation. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the honorable Senator permit me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. THURMAN. 5 

Mr. McPHERSON. How did it affect the coasting trade when all 
the 5 were blockaded ? 


Mr. . Why— 

Mr. BLAINE. Does the honorable Senator from Ohio find many of 
these claims for losses in the coasting trade ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I think I can show a good many of them if the 
Senator will go over the list with me. 

Mr. BLAINE. The amount is very small, I think. 

Mr. THURMAN. It may not be very 1 The answer to the 
question of my friend from New Jersey is that there was plenty of 
commerce, plenty of trading without the blockade. What was the 
blockade? There was a blockade of divers ports. There were many 
that were not blockaded that our coasting vessels could get into, but 
that the British could not get into. 

Mr. B The honorable Senator will teach me something that 
I should be glad to have him inform me on if he will tell me what 
those ports were that our ships were blockading and which American 
vessels in the coasting trade were in the habit of going into and 
coig, out of ? i 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not say that; the Senator entirely misun- 
derstood me. I did notsay American vessels could go into a port that 
was blockaded. 

Mr. BLAINE. What port in the Confederate States, except where 
it was opened and had the Union flag flying in, did the coasting trade 
avail eee to the owners of American vessels? 

Mr. N. That will do. The Senator has stated it well 
enough. We had the American flag aye a good deal. Did it not 
fly at Fortress Monroe? Did it not fly at Norfolk? Did it not fly at 
Wilmington after the fall of Fort Fisher? Did it not fly at Port 
Royal? Did it not fly at New Orleans? Did it not fly at Mobile? 

Mr. BLAINE. Does the honorable Senator intend to say that at 
Cape Fear River and at Port Royal there was anything of trade going 
on except that which was connected with the military operations of 
the Government—any trading in the ordi sense in which we 
speak of trade? Does the honorable Senator mean to say that ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I say that millions and millions of property went 
from New Orleans. Whether it all was got out honestly or not I do 
not pretend to say. 

Mr. BLAINE. A great deal went from New Orleans honestly, and 
a great deal, I soppose, as the Senator intimates, may have gone out 
dishonestly; that I know nothing about. There was a great deal 
that went out honestly; and if the Senator will pardon my long in- 
terruption I will give him one instance that may convey to him a 
little of the hardship which he thinks was no hardship at all on 
American vessels. I knew a vessel built in the Kenne Valley, 
where I reside, a large vessel, when cotton 3 were beginning 
to go out a little from New Orleans, and when British ships could go 
in and out without fear of molestation, and it cost the owner of that 
vessel $5,000 in gold coin for insurance to put his ship in New Orleans 
sailing in ballast. That is but a single instance. He had to pay 
$5,000 in gold coin to these very insurance companies which the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio thinks are so much in need of relief. 

Now, I want to correct another remark of the honorable Senator. 
He says that the fact that vessels kept afloat is a proof that they were 
engaged in a profitable traffic. Does not the honorable Senator know 
4171 about navigation to know that a ship-owner or ship-master 
will keep his ship afloat rather than he will let it rot in the harbor, 
if he does not make a dollar; that by so doing he is giving employ- 
ment to sailors, he is in various ways conducing to the 3 of 
the country, and is benefiting himself, rather fhan to allow his ship 
to rot at the wharf. 
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Mr. EATON. Even if he loses largely he will do it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Certainly. That is true of many other branches of 
trade, as every gentleman knows, besides navigation. The honorable 
Senator from Ohio forgets also that from the time the danger set in 
of the confederate cruisers until it was pona by, nearly nine hundred 


thousand tons of American shipping, and the best of it too, large ships, 
took refuge under the British . They would not take the hazard, 
they would not pay the 25, 30, 35, and 40 per cent. insurance, and 
have their profit all knocked out, and they chose rather to haul down 
the flag of the United States and run up the flag of a foreign country; 
and they did it. y 

I sa 555 not here finding fault with them or ce pales them. I 
am only pleading the cause of those men who, against all trial and 
all temptation and against all fear of loss, boldly and defiantly sailed 
their ships throughout the entire period of the war under the protec- 
tion of the American flag, 8 as they did every day that they 
put by a receipt for insurance paid, that it was a claim against the 
government of Great Britain which the great Government which they 
were serving would in the end enforce. There was not a ship-master 
along the Atlantic coast that did not believe in his heart every time 
he paid a premium on a policy of insurance that that would be made 
good to him after the war was over; and the faithfulness with which 
all these receipts are now produced, the 1 with which they 
were filed, the very indorsements on their back, show that they put 
confidence in the Government of the United States. 

And when the honorable Senator from Ohio says that those claims 
were withdrawn, and that that deprives them of all right to a share 
in this fund, I ask him who put forward those claims? It was the 
Government of the United States. It certainly does not then become 
the Government of the United States, represented in one of its great 
departments on this floor, to cast a doubt or throw suspicion or dis- 
crediton those claims. It stood before the world arguing their equity 
and their justice, and when it withdrew them did so in order that 
settlement might the more easily be made with Great Britain, which 
was important not only to the navi pation interest, but to all the inter- 
ests of this t country; and the generosity of the policy which 
the honorable Senator from Ohio is now advocating consists in push- 
ing forward these poor ship-owners that were bled to death during 
the war and offering them up in expiation as a sacrifice that all other 
interests of this country might go , and have peace with Great 
Britain at their expense. 

That is the position in which the honorable Senator put these 
claims. They were withdrawn for the purpose I have named, and 
there never was a more honorable obligation incurred in this world 
than the United States incurred then. It said in effect to these ship- 
owners if we insist on these claims, we shall have trouble with Great 
Britain; we withdraw them for the sake of peace, but we will make 
them good to you out of the fund which we specially instructed our 
commissioners should never be accepted with any specific mode of 
distribution attached. Leave it to us to deal with it as shall seem 
just and equitable in our judgment.” That, sir, was in effect the 
assurance which the United States gave to these ship-owners, and it 
should now redeem its promise. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, if I were a betting man, which I 
am not, I would give longer odds than ever were given on the race- 
course that there will not be a Senator who will speak in favor of 
this Judiciary Committee bill that the Senator from Maine will not 
stick his speech right in the center of the speech of the Senator who 
is speaking, and do it more than once. I do not complain of it, al- 
though it is a very bad habit. It is a very bad habit to thrust one’s 
apes right into the midst of another speech and break the whole 
chain of the argument. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator said he was not going to make a speech. 

Mr. THURMAN. I was not going to make à speech; I was answer- 
ing something that had been said by the Senator from Maine. I was 
very anxious for the Senator from Maine to take the floor and make 
his speech. I did not care how earnestly he spoke; I did not care 
how much he extolled the patriotism of the men who paid war pre- 
miums and the like and who sailed the flag. I did not care how much 
he did that; I supposed that the Senate would in the end come to 
decide this matter upon the plain and naked principles of law upon 
which the case depends. 

Now, sir, this is getting to be very rambling for the Senator goes 
off from one point to another as the ideas happen to come into his 
mind. He says that I donot know much about navigation or I would 
know that the ship-owners would rather lose their ships than let them 
rot at the wharf instead of going to sea. Well, if that was the case, 
I do not see precisely where their patriotism, about which the Sena- 
tor has spoken with such fervor, comes in. Awhile ago these ships 
sailed the ocean with the Stars and Stripes at the mast-head out of pa- 
triotism. They would not pull down the old flag—not they. It was 
just to show that flag on the broad seas and in the face of all enemies, 
out of pure patriotism, that they made it float on the high seas. 
Now, the Senator says that was not it at all; it was because they 
would rather lose their ships than have them rot at the wharves—a 
mere matter of profit and loss—better run out and run the risk of 
being taken by a confederate cruiser and being destroyed than to 
await the certain destruction of rotting as an old hulk at the wharf. 
If that is not taking patriotism out of the argument, I do not under- 
stand what it is. 


But, Mr. President, what does the Senator say to the man who 
freighted the ship? He had no goods to rot at the wharf; he did 
not buy goods in Liverpool or London or Havre or Bordeaux, because 
he wanted to keep them from rotting at the wharf; he did not freight 
an American 555 7 with goods that he had purchased, or goods that he 
had sent out, to keep them from rotting at the wharf. No, the Amer- 
ican merchant that did that did it because there was money in it as 
he believed, and he would have stopped it the moment he found 
there was not money in it. 

But, Mr. President, pray what better is a man who, as I said be- 
fore, has paid a war risk to an insurance company than the man who 
owned his ship and had no insurance at all? Will some one tell me 
that? Ifa =p sailed and was captured by an exculpated cruiser, 
this bill of the Judiciary Committee proposes to pay the owner, that 
she shall have her claim; the amendment of the Senator from Indiana 

roposes that the owner shall have his claim upon this fand. If Iun- 

erstand—I confess, however, that I do not understand it—the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, he proposes that that man 
shall be paid for his loss. But now take the case of an uninsured ship 
that was not captured by a confederate cruiser, that upheld the flag, 
that carried the Stars and Stripes always at the mast-head, that would 
not for a moment think of surrendering the American commerce to the 
English a Take that ship; she made her trip and she made it 
safely. The man who owned herdidnotinsure. Themen who owned 
the goods with which she was freighted did not insure them. She came 
in safely. Now willthe Senator from Maine tell me why the man who 
owned that ship should not be paid war-premium risks? He was his 
own insurer, Shall not the man who freighted that ship be paid war- 
premium risks too? He was his own insurer. Why should he not 
stand on just as good a foundation as the man who went to an insur- 
ance company and took out awarrisk? Nobody I think ean say that 
one ought to be allowed and the other to be excluded; and yet plenty 
of that commerce went on where men took out no insurance either 
on vessel or cargo, and neither was ever captured by the confederate 
cruisers, and who carried the flag at the mast-head all the time, and 
did just as much to sustain American commerce on the high seas as 
did any men who were insured, however great may have been the 
war risk. 

But it was not my purpose, Mr, President, to go into any large dis- 
cussion to-day. I have been drawn into it. I should not have spoken 
five or ten minutes (I only intended to explain my amendment) but 
for the remarks of the Senator from Maine, and I do not complain of 
them. I have only now to say that the Senator from Illinois desires 
to speak on this bill, but is not prepared to doso to-day; and if there, 
is any other Senator on either side who wishes to speak, I hope he 
will proceed. 


p 

Mr. BLAINE. I desire to say a few words before the honorable 
Senator dismisses the bill, if it is to be put aside to-day. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am perfectly 8 I only wished to say 
that when every one who is prepared to speak to-day has spoken, then 
I hope the Senator from Illinois will take the floor, and that the dis- 
cussion will proceed to-morrow, and that some day this week we shall 
come to a vote on this bill. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ido not rise to occupy any time orto go into an 
elaborate srennent, but only to answer the legal conundrum whie 
the honorable Senator from Ohio puts. He wishes to know why a 
man who sailed his ship without insurance, if she went through all 
safe, is not just as much entitled to some indemnity for a loss which 
she did not make as the man who had a loss actually incurred. I. 
think that conundrum answers itself. We are here—we are here to 
indemnify somebody. The honorable Senator thinks it is indemnity 
to give money to an insurance company that made profits and had no 
loss. Weare here to indemnify somebody, aud the honorable Sen- 
ator thinks it is indemnity to give it to a ship-owner who sailed his 
ship ma rofit and met no loss, and he asks, why not? 

. THURMAN, I want a moment. If I caught the Senator's re- 
mark ariglit, it would import that nobody asked war premiums un- 
less the ship or freight that was insured was lost. 

Mr. BLAINE. Oh, no; I do not say any such thing. I said the 
honorable Senator—and I will endeavor to state him with perfect 
candor and fairness—put this legal conundrum, that here was a shi 
owner who sailed his ship without insurance, and she went throug 
all safe; nothing Happened to her; and she got her freight and made 
her profits; and now he says why should not that man be paid just 
as well as the man who incurred a loss by paying a large war pre- 
mium, : 

Mr. THURMAN. And whose ship and freight also went through 


safe. 

Mr. BLAINE. Here two soldiers go into the Army,and they are 
both clean-limbed, strong, able-bodied young men, and they are stand- 
ing side by side in the regiment, and they incur precisely the same 
risk, but one A 49 his leg shot off and the other comes out whole in 
body and perfect in health; and the honorable Senator from Ohio 


says, “Why in the world give a pension to that man who got his leg 
shot off when this one right alongside took just as much risk as he 
did and ought to have just as much pay.” There is just as much sense 
and consistency in the one argument as there is in the other. The 
honorable Senator will excuse me fer saying se. I think the analo; 

would hold good under the pressure of logic. In other words, I thi 

the honorable Senator is confused, as faras my observation goes, upon 
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it throughout on the whole of The application of the Geneva award. 


Probably he did not hear what I on that point, and that is that 
this money is to indemnify somebody. I submit to the Senator that 
when you come to i ify a man, he must show a loss. I never 
heard of a man asking to be indemnified for a profit. Yet here isa 
28 to indemnify insurance companies for what they made; 
and the honorable Senator says that the owner of a ship that sailed 
the seas over without danger or peril or loss or delay, that went 
through smoothly and promptly as though no war had {Flos raging, 
has as much right to indemnity as the man who incurred loss by pil- 
ing mountain high charges against his account in the premiums he 
paid for insurance. 

I will advise the Senator of another thing which probably he does 
not know as well as my friend from Connecticut and I who live on the 
coast. The old rule was that a man who had an interest in fourteen 
ships in time of peace could afford to sail them without insurance, 
because the insurance being about 7 per cent, and fourteen times 
seven in round numbers making one hundred he was his own insurer, 
and the chance was that if a man was rich enongh to own fourteen or 
fifteen—my honorable friend from Connecticut knows how that was— 
the man who owned the whole or a piece of many vessels never in- 
sured; but the man who put his all in one vessel or in two would be 
ruined by a loss. The honorable Senator from Ohio can make that 
calculation very well. 

I submit, therefore, that his whole argument is against the r 
owner of asingle ship or two ships and applies only in behalf of those 
who owned a sufficiently large number of ships to make the general 
possibility of loss on the same plane on which insurance companies 
themselves could afford to underwrite. Am I not right? 

Mr. THURMAN. Totally pots 5 
Mr. BLAINE. That is exactly the experience, and I can bring every 
skip-master in America tosustain me in that position. The honorable 
Senator, when he brings in men of the class of which he speaks, will 
find that they were men of capital, who could afford to take the risk, 
and if there was an exception it should be treated as an exception. 

But I am not here, Mr. President, arguing against paying any man 
a loss which he can trace to the appearance of confederate cruisers 
on the surface of the ocean. Iam here arguing for the sufferers by the 
exculpated cruisers just as earnestly as I argue for the war-premium 
men. Iam here arguing for insurance companies just as earnest] 
as the honorable Senator can do it—not as ably, but as earnestly—if 
he will put in the same condition that I put in in behalf of these 
others, namely, that the insurance company shall show that it wasa 

T. Any 8 or company or corporation that will come forward 
and prove a loss resulting from and directly traceable to the confed- 
erate cruisers that made navigation so dangerous and so losing a busi- 
ness every one that can prove a loss is entitled in equity at the hands 
of the United States to be taken into consideration on the same basis; 
and those, I submit in conclusion, who cannot prove a loss are here 
under a pretense that seems almost ridiculous ; for what can be more 
absurd than indemnifying a man for the profits he made, 

Mr. THURMAN. A Pendent now the Senator from Maine has 
laid down a principle that I venture to tell him he will not stick to. 
The end of this week will not take place before he will back right 
out. Isay it with due respect to him. He says he will not pay any- 
body but those who incurred loss, and he will put the man who paid 
war premiums on the same footing with the insurance company, I 
understand him to say, on the same broad principle of justice. So 
far as each of them sustained loss, so far shall each of them be in- 
demnified, no further. How do you pet at the insurance company to 
find whether it sustained lossor not? How did your bill of 1874 get 
atit? It got atit by saying that an insurance company should only 
claim for what it had paid, if after a full exhibit of all its business 
it appeared that the insurance company had lost money on its whole 
business, Will the Senator apply that to a man who paid war pre- 
miums and require him to furnish an exhibit of all his business to see 
whether upon his whole commerce and trade he made or lost money, 
and then if he did not lose, say that he shall have nothing for his 
war preminm claims? No, the Senator will not do that. And yet 
that is just what he does in respect to the insurance companies, He 
says to the insurance companies, although it is a lawful business, 
although it is a business without which commerce could scarcely be 
carried on, although it is a business that every commercial nation has 
fostered since the first policy was ever underwritten, although it is a 
business that commercial men cherish as absolutely essential to the 
commerce of the world—he says you have sustained no loss unless upon 
a full balance-sheet of all your business about which you received war 
risks it appears that you have paid more than you received. 

Then, when it comes to the Ten of the merchants who paid 
war risks, or when it comes to the question of the ship that paid war 
risks the Senator will not apply any such doctrine as that. Here is 
a ship that paia war risks, and it made nine successful trips, and 
made more than ten times perhaps the value of the ship. Bn the 
tenth trip it was lost. The Senator pays for the whole ship; he will 
not call for any balance-sheet to see whether in the nine trips that it 
made when it escaped the confederate cruisers it did not make nine 
times the amount of the value that was lost when it was taken on the 
tenth voyage. He will not have anything to do with that. 

Here is a merchant who shipped goods and paid war premium risks 


upon them, and made money nine trips and on the tenth trip his goods 


were captured, and though his profits on the other nine ventures were 
five times or ten times or twenty times as much as the losses on the 
tenth venture, the Senator will not require him to make any exhibit 
of his balance-sheet at all, and pay him only in case the profit and 
loss account on the ledger shows that he has lost. The Senator not 
only pays war premiums upon the goods that were lost, but he pays 
war premiums on the nine cargoes of goods that were not lost. Phat 
is what the Senator proposes, and that is the claim of the war premium 


men. 

The Senator will never stand up to that doctrine of indemnity 
which he has just now announced. I grant there should be indem- 
nity, but if you apply one rule of indemnity to the case of the insur- 
ance companies, I want to know why you shall not apply the same 
rule throughout ? 

Mr. B I should be perfectly willing to apply the rule as 
far as it is practicable; but I submit one ro ation, that 
these insurance companies which the Senator says are essential to 
commerce—and I admit he is correct in that—according te his theory 
were not pursuing their business at all. Insurance implies risk. 
These men took their risk in the legitimate pursuit of their business, 
but according to the honorable Senator’s theory they did not run any 
risk at all, for he says to them, You may go forward, insure these ships 
at a high rate, running as high sometimes as 40 per cent., and receive 
it all from these poor navigators, and then for every loss yon make 
we will collect it all back again from Great Britain, and in the end 
will pay it to you, and therefore you have not taken a bit of risk; 
m have not only got your average chance of large profits, but the 

nited States Government is going to stand by you and collect again 
and pay into your coffers all the possible losses that might occur to 
you on your risks. I beg the honorable Senator’s attention to that— 

‘all the premiums that are paid in to you on ships that are not lost 

are clear profit; as the boys in the printing office say, ‘ clean fat; and 
wherever there is a vessel lost on which you have got to pay ont 
something to the owner, we will stand behind youand pay that back 
ont of the award which we will get from Great Britain.” I submit 
that the honorable Senator is not confining the insurance companies 
to their legitimate business, for insurance implies risk. I am not going 
into a or argument. 


Mr. T . No, I think not. 
Mr. BLAINE. I am not going into that, for I might make as many 
mistakes as the honorable Senator does about navigation. And as to 


the doctrine of subrogation, the honorable Senator from Massuchu - 
setts, [Mr. Hoar, ] if ever a case was demonstrated in this world, de- 
monstrated that that doctrine did not apply in this case, and I wish 
the honorable Senator from Ohio to wrestle with him on that issue. 
I will not stop to show the little defects of knowledge which the 
honorable Senator may have about navigation as to a man making 
ten times the value of a ship in nine trips, which caused a little smile 
on the face of my friend from Connecticut, and caused a smile on the 
face of any man who ever smelt salt water. The honorable Senator 
evidently does not know anything about this question on the practi- 
cal side of it, and is attempting to apply certain legal ae to it 
that have not any more application than they have to the Kingdom 
of Heaven, whose laws of justice they offend. 

THURMAN. I do not pretend to know as much about navi- 
gation as a Maine man does. 

Mr. BLAINE. Evidently not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Evidently not; and I never knew anybody who 
did. [Laughter.] The gentlemen from that State have an exclusive 
knowledge upon that subject because they build so many ships. When 
their pine woods give out I do not know but their knowl 
decrease. But that is not the question here at all. The 9 
imagine, has heard of such a thing as the right of subrogation. 

Mr. BLAINE. I heard it all demolished other day by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator did not hear it demolished at all. If 
the Senator ever gets to be a judge he will learn to hear both sides, 
and when he has heard both sides he will find that it is not in the 
slightest degree demolished or even touched by what he supposes to 
have been its demolition. 

Mr. President 

{At this point Mr, THURMAN was seized with sudden illness and 
compelled to discontinue his remarks. 

Mr. EATON, Mr. President, the iction under which my friend 
from Ohio labors is such that I ought to ask the Senate to lay aside 
the consideration of the pending matter, though it is of great public 
importance. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) The Senator from Connecticut moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. One moment, if my friend from 
Connecticut will allow me. It was, I think, understood by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that at the expiration of the colloquy between him- 
self and the Senator from Maine, if no other gentleman wanted to 
speak upon the bill now pending, it should be laid aside informally 
and another matter taken up in which my friend from New Jersey 
[Mr, MCPHERSON] is concerned. I submit to the Senator from Con- 
necticut whether we had not better take up the subject in which the 
Senator from New Jersey is concerned. 
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Mr. EATON. I will withdraw my motion for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. If this matter is to be laid aside, I understeod that 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] should have the floor upon 
a matter of pressing moment relating to the Ute Indians, and I trust, 
if the pending business is postponed, that question will be considered, 
as it must be considered within the next few days and finally disposed 


of, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to say to the honorable Senator from 
Towa that the Senator from Texas, who has charge of that matter, 
gave notice that he would call it up on Wednesday morning after the 
morning hour, and therefore I did not suppose I should be interfering 
at all with the consideration of that. It will only take a short time 
to dispose of the matter which I wish to bring before the Senate, not 
over half an hour all told. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no wish to interfere with the Senator from 
New Jersey. I only desired to express a wish that the matter relating 
to the Ute Indians may be considered at an early moment and finally 
dis of, at least on Wednesday. 

. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Texas has already asked for 
Wednesday. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is the understanding, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Genevaaward bill is informally 
laid aside, 

DOUBLE-TURRETED MONITORS. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to take up House resolution No. 237. 

Mr. EATON. I desire to say to my friend from New Jersey that I 
think it likely that resolution will elicit a good deal of discussion, 
aside from his own remarks. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not think it will, for the very reason that 
the committee are unanimous in their report of the resolution. I 
think there will be no question in the Senate, as the committee are 
unanimous, 

Mr. EATON. Iwill give way to my friend to make the remarks he 
desires, but at the conclusion of them I shall ask for an executive 
session, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. For the information of my friend from Connect- 
icut I will only say that the Committee on Naval Affairs are entirely 
unanimous in their report, and will ask the favorable action of the 
Senate on House resolution No. 237; but as a member of that com- 
mittee I wish to give my reasons only and will be very brief. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to rs up the 
measure referred to by the Senator from New Jersey? The Chair 
hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 237) directing the Secretary of the Navy 
to organize a board toinquire into the present condition of the double- 
turreted monitors and the propriety and cost of completing said ves- 


sels. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand that after the Senator from New 
Jersey has concluded his remarks there will be an opportunity for a 
reply to them. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I know no reason why there should not be. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understood from the Senator from Connecticut 
that he would insist on his motion at the conclusion of the remarks 
of the Senator from New Jersey. I think there will probably be some 
reply to the remarks of the Senator from New Jersey. 

. EATON. Iam very anxious, as my friend from Rhode Island 
knows, for an executive session. There is some public business that 
I desire to bring forward. However, let my friend from New Jersey 
go on, and if gentlemen desire to answer him now I shall not object. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask, then, for the reading of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, £c., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
organize a board, to consist of not less than five nor more than seven officers of the 
United States Den selected at his ion from the active and retired list, 
none of whom be of a lower grade than cepai which board shall be organ- 
ized immediately after the passage of this resolution, and shall be charged with 
the duty of thoroughly examining in the double-turreted monitors, with a 
view of determining, drst, whether it is to the interest of the Government to com- 

te said vessels, to wit, the Puritan, the „the Amphitrite, and the 
error; second, if so, whether it is to the interest of the Government to complete 


them according to the existing plans, models, and a ents ; third, if any g e 
is demanded faie to take IA vessels more efficient as war vessels, Aore 


into any other fact material to each of these questions; and of all which they will 
make report to the Secretary of the Navy, who shall at once transmit the same 
with his opinions thereon to Congress, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, certain memorials were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Senate asking for an appro- 
priation of money by Congress for the completion (now partially com- 

leted) of the four double-turreted monitors, to wit: the Amphitrite, 

error, Puritan, and Monadnock ; and the Committee on Naval. Affairs, 
without further explanation, reported back to the Senate a resolution 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to organize a 
board of survey, to consist of competent naval officers, whose duty 
it shall be to examine said vessels and determine and report to Con- 
gress whether they shall be completed or broken up. The good judg- 
ment of the committee, as expressed in the terms of the resolution, 
have no doubt been aray rendered apparent to the Senate by 
reason of facts disclosed in the investigation of this subject by the 


Committee en Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives, and 


found in Report No. 787, Forty-fifth Congress, second session; but I 
cannot ustily myself as a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of the ate, or satisfy Se peia oft-renewed demand of the 
Duna that our Navy be s ily put in a condition for offensive and 

efensive operations, by simply reporting from the committee a reso- 
lution for further delay, without giving my reasons therefor. 

It seems unnecessary for me to say that the people who pay the 
taxes, even if they cannot regulate the disbursements, have at least 
the right to know how and to what extent they are squandered. 

The records of the Navy Department show that the expenditures for 
and on account of the Navy, commencing June 30, 1865, down to the: 
close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, was $416,785,272.01. 
This vast amount represents aniy sho money expenditure, to which. 
must be added millions (cost to Government) of accumulated mate- 
rial sold or traded away, which never found its way into the public 


Treasury. 

The naval administration seems to have been a prodigy of wasteful- 
ness, ignorance, and indolence; no plan or estimate could be trusted, 
no law was obeyed, no check was enforced. The vessels which the 
liberality of Congrom had enabled the Government to build, and 
which had never been out of the harbors, were wantonly destroyed 
and others built (by favorite contractors) which were not only unfit 
for sea, but would go down at their moorings. For all this vast expend- 
iture of money, Hon. B. W. Harris, (a distinguished sppablicen. and 
therefore a competent witness,) member of Naval Committee of 
the House of Representatives, tells us we have only this to show. 

We quote from his report: 

The vessels constituting the Navy of the United States in February, 1879, as: 
appears by the last Navy were 142 in number. these 67 were steam 
sea-going vessels of war of all classes; 22 were sea-going sailing-vessels of war of 
all classes; 24 were iron-clads for coast and harbor defense; 2 were torpedo-vessels, 
and the remaining 27 were dispatch-boats, &. 

To know the actual 1 our Navy we must ascertain the present condi- 
tion and capacity for war purposes of each one of these vessels, and it would be 


to our naval —_ 7 — number of vessels whose names appear in the Register. 

of our naval vessels is as compared with the other navies of 
the world, in real n the Navy is infinitely smaller, and it is time Con- 
gress and the country d face the fact and provide the remedy. 

The committee have made careful investigation into this subject, and have 
„ß "apaci diy foe war: PATE sal mow 

ese v. x an war. and now 
lay their information and conclusions before the House. The information here 
presentat may be unwelcome and humiliating, but national honor and safety alike: 

emand that the plain truth be told, to the end that the peo) 6 
whether Congress bas done or is foie its duty in providing adequately for the- 
national defense and for maintaining the honor of the American name. 

The steam-vessels of the Navy are divided into four classes, as first rates, second 
rates, third rates, and fourth rates. 

The first-rates are five in number. These were originally fine v. and the 
equals of any of their class in the world; but they must now be as obso- 
lete and as practically out of use as vessels of war. We class them as non-com- 
batants. Longer to retain the Niagara (one of the five) on our Naval Register is 
worse than useless; it is a deception, besides being a waste of public money; ang 
romeo may be said of many of the other vessels classed as naval vessels on the 


The report further states: 


We have, then, of the twenty-seven second-rate steam-veasels : 
e rr... e 


On the stocks unfinished, worth 
Rotten on the stocks and wo 


THIRD-RATE STEAM-VESSELS, 


The Register gives the list of twenty-nine third-rate steam-vessels. 

Of these six are laid up in ordinary, worthless for naval purposes, and should be 
sold or broken up to save the expense of their care. 

Six are deemed worthy of repair, and are undergoing repair or laid up awaiting 


FOURTH-RATE STEAM-VESSELS, 
The six vessels of this class borne upon the Register are really of no account as 
vessels of war. 
Such are substantially the facts in relation to our sea-going steam-vessels of 
war—our Navy proper—for offensive naval warfare. 


SAILING-VESSELS, 


The 7 ped contains the names of twenty-two sailing-vessels of all classes. 

These oid worthies of a past age can no longer serve their country in war. Their 
cost for care and preservation is greater than their usefulness can justify, and their 
names should disappear from the Navy, some ef them to reappear in new vessels 
worthy of themselves and of their country. Only five of them are now in condition 
to navigate the ocean. 

IRON-CLADs. 

The Register gives the names of twenty-four iron-clads belonging to the Navy, 
only fourteen of which are reported to be in condition for effective service. Th 
are all fourth-rates and aly two guns each; all smooth-bores of fifteen in 
1 There is not a single rifled gun on our iron-clad fleet afloat, as we under- 
stand it. 


The four iron-clad double-turreted monitors, whose merits we are 
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now considering, are on this list and Mr. Harris’s report in respect 
of them says: 


ware, 


Counting ? torpedo-boats, 27 tugs, and small vessels scarcely worthy 
of mention in a computation of efficient vessels for naval purposes, we 
find the whole number of vessels in our Navy to be 142, of which num- 

ber only 48 are capable of firing a gun, and of these 5 are old obso- 
lete sailing vessels. 

Considering that in thirteen years of profound peace, ending June 
30, 1877, there has been expended on account of the Navy over four 
‘hundred millions of dollars, is it not di ble and humiliating to 
contemplate that to-day the United States Government in respect of 
efficient naval equipment is practically bankrupt? 

It is proper here to say that an outraged and indignant people 
found no relief from this culmination of vices in the Government until 
their faithful agents in the House of Representatives ended at once, 
to use a mild phrase, this era of unparalleled extravagance. In proof 
of this, we need only say that the democratic House of Representa- 
tives for the four fiscal years commencing June 30, 1876, and ending 
June 30, 1880, appropriated but little over fourteen millions per year, 
and by an arbitrary rule of law stopped the system of barter polona 
enjoyed, and required the expenditures to be kept within the limit o 
appropriations. 

n order to show how the liberality of the nation has been made 
fruitless by the evils in administration, it will only be necessary to 
follow the history of these four double-turreted iron-clad monitors. 
The statements we make touching the construction of these vessels 
is obtained from unimpeachable record testimony, from which quo- 
tations are made. 

AMPHITRITE. 
The only evidence, except receipts for payment, that any formal 
ment ever existed for the construction of this vessel is found in 
the letter of I, Hanscom, Chief of Bureau of Construction and Repair 
-of the Navy Department, dated September 24, 1874, and addressed to 
the Harlan and Hollingsworth Company, Wilmington, Delaware. It 
Teads thus: A at 

ENTLEMEN: Your proposition to ‘orm all the labor necessary to put iu 
an — monitor 5 accordance S and Reutions you Rave submited to 
us * * * for the sum of $135,000 is received accepted, 

We find nothing in the records of the Department previous to this 
acceptance of an alleged proposal explaining how this proposal came 
to be made, or that any proposal ever was made. 

To state it plainly: Your proposition, to do certain undescribed work, 
-at your own price, without soliciting competition as the law prescribes, and 
in accordance with your own plans and ok oa toni without first deter- 
mining whether a vessel built upon such a plan would sink or swim (see 
Puritan) is received and accepted. This sam pi Seer only the cost 
of labor—all material to be furnished by the Government. 

TERROR. 

The origi agreements (with Cramp & Son) for putting in frame 
this er monitor for the sum of $135,000 (exclusive of material 
to be furnished by the Government) were substantialy the same. 

PURITAN. 

The original ments for putting in frame the iron-clad Puritan 
for the sum of $155,000 were identical in form with those 
first mentioned. The contractor was to receive a certain sum, but 
what the Government was to receive was left almost entirely to his 
discretion. The proposition, in writing, on the part of the contractor to 
perform certain undescribed or inadequately described work; and the in- 
Sormation, in writing, on the part of the Department that said proposal was 
accepted is all the records of the Navy Department reveal in the nature of 
a contract touching the construction originally of the Amphitrite, Terror, 
and Puritan. 

In like manner on April 5, 1875, a second agreement with the same 
contractor was concluded by the Department for additional work on 
the Amphitrite—all material to be furnished by the Government; 
and for labor alone the contractor was to receive the sum of $155,000. 

In like manner on April 5, 1875, a second ment with the same 
contractor was concluded by the De ent for additional work on 
the Terror—all material to be furnished by the Government; and for 
labor alone the contractor was to receive the sum of $155,000. 

In like manner on April 7, 1875, a second ment with the same 
contractor was concluded by the Department for additional work on 
the Puritan—all material to be furnished by the Government; and 
for the labor alone the contractor was to receive the sum of $207,000. 

MONADNOCK. 

The initial proceedings (all the records show) for the construction 

of the * will be found in the following letter of I. Hans- 


com, Chief of Bureau of Construction and Repair, Navy Department, 
dated October 19, 1874: 
Monadnock—Thomas F. Rowland, contractor. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
October 19, 1874. 
ion of the 24th ultimo to perform all the labor necessary to 
o hull of an iron-clad monitor, in accordance with your drawings 


Sm: Your 
putin frame 


and enon: „ that is to say, erect the frame, garboard-strakes, keelsons, 
ee -beams, 9 * = 5 pl in all 8 
excep riveting, receive ternal rnal plating ; 

in readiness for the internal side Nig tye a= pd 


deck- armor, 
the same and to mark, pack, and it to the nited States -yard, Mare 
Island, California, for the sum of $135,000," is received. xii 

This proposition is accepted, with the mutual understanding that the work to 
em stem and stern 


plating. 
To paint with Retalls paint or red lead all work requiring the same composing 
the frame of the vessel, or the repairing the Monadnock, double turreted monitor, 


The iron that you will furnish for this work will be quality charcoal-iron, 
and have a tensile strength of sixty thousand ome per square inch. for which 
the Government will pay by delivering to you pounds of old or scrap iron for 
S parts shipped 
een wor! ve men to be com and all the shi, as 
above provided within four months from this date, it being further understood as 
a part of this ent t you will send a suitable and skilled person to Cal- 


ifornia to 
=e t arrives there, such person to be paid by you. 


x I. HANSCOM, 
WLAND, 0 
Green Point, New Tork. a 

No intimation is anywhere given (but the contrary asserted) that 
proposals were invited for the construction of this vessel. In short, 
this contractor was authorized in accordance with his own drawings and speci- 
fications, carrying into effect, at the Government expense, his own ideas of 
naval architecture to construct at his own price a war vessel for the United 
States Navy. Reference to the a; ment will show that it provided for 
the taking apart, marking, packing, and shipping this vessel to Mare 
Island navy-yard, California. Upon the arrival of the parts at Cal- 
ifornia the Navy Department invited proposals for certain described 
work to be performed, and Phineas Burgess being the lowest respon- 
sible bidder, the work was given to him under a form of ment 
possessing all the attributes of a legal contract, including bonds for 
the faithful performance on the part of the contractor. This and a 
subsequent contract made with Phineas Burgess a, rs to have been the 
Jirst, last, and only legal contract made by the Navy Department touching 
the construction of these four monitors. 

The contracts with Phineas Burgess bore date severally Septem- 
ber 18, 1875, for $22,350, and October 2, 1875, for $216,900 for labor 
alone—all material to be furnished by the Government. 

The claim on the part of the contractors that the terms and condi- 
tions of the several contracts before stated touching the construction 
of these four iron monitors have been fulfilled appears to be verified 
by the action of the Navy Department in auditing and paying the 
bills, although certified to by an officer who was not within three thousand 
miles of the work. 

The work having been performed and money paid, it is therefore 
idle, at this late day, to discuss the forms and methods by which it 
was accomplished, t to advise the Senate of the utter recklessness and 
disregard by the Navy riment of all proper safeguards for the pro- 
tection of the Government in respect of plans and specifications, and want of 
grr of supervision in laying the foundation of ships of war, which 
when completed would cost the Government many millions of dollars. This 
fact, so apparent, should of itself be influential, if not absolutely decisive, 
in causing the Senate to withhold appropriations of money for the comple- 
tion of these monitors until it can be intelligently ascertained how, if at 
all, it can be safely and profitably applied. 

In this connection the committee beg leave to call attention to the 
fact that with the exception of the Puritan, of which mention will here- 
after be made, not one of these monitors has ever been examined by a com- 
petent, or any, board of naval officers in respect of their efficiency when 


completed. 

But there are yet other contracts to be considered. On March 3, 
1877, contracts, so called, were made by the Navy Department for 
work to be.done by the burean for the completion of and fitting, ex- 
clusive of machinery, of these four iron-clads, amounting in the aggre- 
gate to millions of dollars. Each of these contracts contained a pro- 
vision that no portion of the money should be paid until appropriated 
by Co there was no money appropriated by Congress sub- 
ject by law to be applied to payments for work done under the con- 
tracts made subsequent to 1, 1877, these contracts were sus- 
pended by the present Secretary of the Navy on March 16, 1877, and 
the order of suspension has not been revoked. 

The honorable Secretary of the Navy, in his annual report of the 
30th of November, 1877, says: 


I deemed it best to suspend these contracts, inasmuch as I ed them as not 


authorized by law, and to submit to Congress to decide whether they shall be recog- 

nized or canceled ; and, if these vessels are to be completed, in what manner it shail 

1e dana Finding no present appropriation a sabia niet iby dentin 

Department as possessing any discretionary power erence to them, 

except to see that the interest the Sovecumens has in Siem is properly protected. 
PURITAN. 


The wisdom of the present honorable Secretary of the Navy in 
suspending the said contracts of the 3d of March, 1577, is sufficiently 
demonstrated in the reports of the three several boards of survey 
upon the Puritan, which may be classed thus: 

The board of naval officers, of which Rear-Admiral Mulany was 
president, consisting of two naval officers, three naval constructors, 
and three engineers, was convened at Chester on the 12th of June. 
1877, by order of the Secretary of the Navy, dated the 7th of June 


1880. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1931 


1877. The date of their report is August 21, 1877. They made the 


most searching examination and inquiry into all the req’ ents of 
the vessel that could be obtained, and after deducting 37 per cent. from 
the thickness of the armor plating originally intended, wholly at the expense 
of the military efficiency ef the vessel, it was found the actual weight of the 
vessel when completed would leave the gunwale half an inch under water. 
It will thus be seen that the very careful and elaborate calculation on 
the actual vessel by a competent board shows the Puritan to be a total 
‘ailure. 
f The second board for the examination of the Puritan, of which 
Commodore Stevens was president, consisted of one naval officer, two 
engineers, and two naval constructors. Their report substantially 
confirms that of the first board, condemning the vessel, and is mainly 


-directed to shen ine how the weights might be reduced, but, as we 
have already stated, wholly at the expense of the military efficiency 
of the vessel. 


The third examina don, by order of the Secretary of the Navy, at 
the request of Hon. W. C. WHITTHORNE, the accomplished chairman 
of the House Committee on Naval Affairs, was made by John Len- 
thall, naval constructor, and B. F. Isherwood, chief engineer United 
States Navy. No one acquainted with the record of these officers can 
-question their ability in their respective stations. 

These distinguished officers were instracted to report their profes- 
sional opinions and judgments upon the following points: 

Were such plans and s cations properly drawn, and at proper time, and so 
as, first, to secure an efficient and complete vessel of war of t class; and, sec- 
ond, so as to guard and tect the interest of the Government; and, third, will 
said vessel, built according to original plans and specifications, or subsequent 
changes made therein, prove an efficient one? 

They say: 

We have the honor to state that after a careful examination of all the documents 
and rr 5 on 8 subject, in making iver we have 5 0 sae 
eve 1 © bureaus Ə a ent, we submii 
e lowing whore ee 


This highly interesting and instructive report will be found in full 
in the records of the Navy Department; but in order to complete the 
chain of evidence we copy their conclusions: 

There only remains for us to say, in answer to the gaano specifically asked 
by the honorable chairman of the Naval Committee of the House of Representa- 
tives, that our professional opinions and ju are— 

First. Neither plans nor specifications were drawn for the construction of the 
new Puritan; nor were measures adopted to ascertain whether, when built, 
she would sink or swim. The failure or success of a first-class national iron-clad 
was thus put to the hazard of mere chance. 

Second. This vessel, as far as constructed, and if finished as contemplated, is a 
total failure; nor can any changes now 
that term, equality with foreign iron 

Third. No measures were taken to protect the Government interest, either in 
the cost of building the vessel, or in securing efficiency for her when built. Un- 
invited proposals were made hg they contractor, in the absence of plans, ca- 
tions, or any definition of the kind, quantity, or quality of work to be done, to 
build an undescribed vessel for a stipulated round sum of money; and such pro- 
oye were at once accepted without — competition, or any provisions guard- 

g the interest of the Government. e general statement that the new Puritan 
was to be like a smaller class of vessels was far from being sufficient to either in- 
dicate the details of construction or to measure the quantity of work. Sucha 

P were to be of the 
same 


national iron-clad of such dimensions and cost without the study and preparation 
of every part; nor would any vox pre of the Government, baara f 


The manner in which the new Puritan was b 
ignorance and culpable carelessness. 
Respectfully submitted by your obedient servants, 
JOHN LENTHALL, 
Naval Constructor United States Navy. 
B. F. ISHERWOOD, 
Chief Engineer United States Navy. 

The original Puritan, of which nothing is left save the miserable 
abortion which now bears her name, was designed in 1862 by John 
Ericsson, who was also the contractor for her construction; was a 
formidable iron monitor 341 feet in length, 50 feet in breadth, and 
22 feet in depth. She had two turrets 24 feet in inside diameter, 
with a turret-shell 15 inches thick, entirely of iron, and a pilot-house 
12 inches thick, also of iron. The side-armor was laminated, and 
composed of six iron plates each 1 inch thick, re-enforced addition- 
ally with iron ea T 4} inches thick, inserted in an oak backing 
27 inches thick. This thickness of armor and backing was main- 
tained from stem to stern. She carried four sixteen-inch guns. 

This vessel was received, under an act of Con in an unfinished 
state, and by House of Representatives Executive Document No. 280, 
of the second session of the Fortieth Congress, it a ore there had 
been paid for her, up to the time of her reception $ 4,622.93. 

On November 29, 1873, Mr. Thomas Rowland, the well-known 
builder of iron ships, at Brooklyn, proposed to the Navy Department 
to complete the Puritan, hull, machinery, and all appurtenances, ready 
in every respect for service, increasing the depth one foot, and sub- 
stituting iron beams and decks, for the sum of $353,000, receiving in 
addition the old material left after completion. 

On February 3, 1876, the old Puritan was towed to the works of 
John Roach, at Chester, Pennsylvania, by order of I, Hanscom, chief 
of bureau, dated January 29, 1376, which directs that the Paritan be 
turned over to John Roach for the p of being rebuilt by him at 
his yard at Chester, Pennsylvania, “which please have done ;” this order 
Was addressed to Captain C. H. Wells, United States Navy, comman- 
dant navy-yard, League Island. 


cticable make her efficient—meaning by 
of the same size and type. 


Strange as it may seem, in March following, Mr. Roach, although we 
can find no order on the records authorizing it, an to break up the 
vessel, and his bill for that labor is dated September 2, 1876, and 
amounts to $6,000, being for cutting up one thousand tons of iron at 
$6 per ton, or six hundred and sixty tons less than the weight put in 
the vessel in the hull and side armor alone. i 

Additional light is thrown upon this question by the following order 
of I. Hanscom, chief of bureau, dated February 5, 1876, to Edward 
Hartt, naval constructor, and the report of Constructors Hartt, Fer- 
nald, and Hoover, to said Hanscom, dated February 14, 1876, to which 
is added a summary by Lenthall and Isherwood: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU or CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
February 5, 1876. 
Sim: A board consisting of yourself as senior officer, and Naval Constructor 
Frank L. Fernald and Assistant Naval Constructor John B. Hoover, is hereby ap- 
pointed to examine the hull of the iron-clad steamer Puritan, and ascertain the 
merits of that vessel, and recommend what, in the opinion of the board, should be 
done to insure her the necessary displacement to carry four fifteen-inch or 
their equal in t and have a protection in armor-plating equal to fourteen 
inches of solid iron. Draught of water to be not over seventeen feet, with thirty- 
six-inch freeboard ; and to have steam power sufficient to propel her twelve kno’ 
for at least twelve consecutive hours, and carry coal for six days’ full steaming ; 
forty-two hundred and six tons being the present displacement, the board will esti- 
mate the cost, in addition to the materials which may arise from the hullif broken 
up, to complete the vessel for sea. 
Very ily, your obedient servant, I. HANSCOM, 
Naval Constructor Epwarp Hartt, U. S. N., Chief of Bureau. 
Bingham House, Priladelphia, Pennsylvania. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., February 14, 1876. 


Sm: In obedience to your order on the Sth instant, we have examined the hull 
of the iron-clad Puritan, and submit the following report: 

We find the iron portion of the hull nearly completed; side armor on; all of 
the main-deck and a portion of the berth-deck laid, (both of which are very badly 
decayed :) boilers in, and, as far as we are enabled to judge, about two-thirds of the 
weight of the engines on board; also several of the blowers and blower-engines 
8 of the turret-gear. Her draught of water in this condition is ten feet for- 

and eighteen feet ten inches aft, with a displacement to this draught of about 
twenty-nine hundred and sixty tons. 

We estimate the weight yet to go on board to complete her for sea according to 
present plan, at about nineteen hundred tons, including stores, making a total dis- 
placement of forty-eight hundred and sixty tons, which will require a mean draught 
of twenty feet eight inches, or thereabont, leaving a freeboard of only sixteen 
inches, with a lus displacement of about four hundred and sixty tons. It is 
therefore impossible to increase the thickness of side armor to fourteen inches, and 


mding thereto, 
se Med extensive changes in the original design and construction of the preseat 
m í 
Th 


6 extreme length of the Puritan, (three hundred and thirty-two feet.) together 
with her heavy 1 ey of water, small armament, and ited defensive power, 


reclude the bility of her being, if even completed as originally designed, an 
= Sieh dened tee „ na 5 is unreason- 


effi ther war purposes ; and it 

able to that, if the necessary alterations were made in order to enable her 
to additional weights, she would draw less water, have more speed, or 
be handier in her movements. 


We are therefore constrained to believe that it is ine ent to expend any 
more maney ppo aa vessel, but that it is for the best interest of the Govern- 
spac rebuild her, and to use such portion of the old material as may be found 

table. 


feet, and to be similar in design to the Terror and class, now rebuildi 
creased structural strength, in order to carry heavier armor. 

We estimate the cost of such a vessel, exclusive of the material in the present 
hull as it lies, and also exclusive of the armament and stores of all kinds, but oth- 
erwise ready for sea, at $1,395,000. 

We are, respectfully, your obedient servants, 
EDWARD HARTT, 


Naval 
F. L. FERNALD, 
Naval Constructor. 
JOHN B. HOOVER, 


Assistant Naval Constructor. 
Naval Constructor ISAIAH HANSCOM, 
Chief of Bureau Construction and Repair, Washington, D. C. 


From the foregoing order of Mr. Hanscom, dated the 5th of February, 1376, toa 
board of naval constructors, it appears that not until about fourteen months after 
the agreson: to build the new Puritan were measures taken to ascertain whether 
the old unfinished Puritan could be completed with solid side-armor fourteen inches 
thick and steam machinery sufficient to propel her at twelve knots hour for at 
least twelve consecutive hours, carrying 1 — 

ing four fifteen-inch guns in two turrets. Mr. 

quired in this vessel a thickness of fourteen inches for 
much larger vessel he was then building by her side, to supersede her, was to have 
only twelve inches thickness of side armor. 

In the fi g report of the board of naval constructors, dated February 14, 
1876, made in response to Mr. Hanscom's order of February 5, 1876, it is stated that 
the old ae psu 9 as ori y intended, would bave a freeboard of sizteen 
inches, but d not carry the additional weights Pp pipe by Mr. Hanscom ; the 
board therefore condemned her, and recommend e building of a new vessel 
that would meet the requirements in the above order of Mr. Hanscom. By a sin- 
gular coincidence this board recommends for the new vessel then before them the 

dentical length, breadth, depth, and displacement to a specified draught of water 
the new Puritan, for which Mr. Hanscom had made a contract about fourteen 
that large bills bad 


ts for the new 


T. 


months previous, and whose construction had so far p 

been presented and paid for labor alone. i 
The length, two hundred and eighty feet, which the board su 
Puritan, is twenty feet more than that proposed by Mr. Roach, in his original offer 
of December 3, 1 Sip eee, À new vessel then a in proc- 
esa of construction. And more si r still, this board recommends a of vessel 
the same as that to which new Puritan had been increased, her 


building had commenced and previous to this time, just as though the suggestions had 
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T e requirements of Mr. Hanscom of instruc 
thot if the necemury MIESTS were eels d 
ni were er 
di w she would draw less water, 9 . 


have more 
movements.” To this the board might have added, they were absurd. 


The above stinging criticism on the methods employed without 
color of law, to condemn the old and contract for the new Puritan, is 
ee bogi from the most excellent report of Messrs, Lenthal & 

erwood. 

The work, ordered by the Department, and contracted for, to be 
performed by John Roach, as letter of I. Hanscom, Chief of Bu- 
reau, dated April 7, 1875, marked explicit, addressed to John Roach, 
esq., Chester, Pennsylvania, and the answer to this letter by John 
Roach, dated April 10, 1875, is treated as repairs (Hon. B. W. 8 


report also calls it irs) to the double-turreted monitor Puritan, 
meaning, of course, old Puritan. Except to continue lo the 
deception, and in deference to that kind of fear which always brings 
murder out, we can scarcely conceive the propriety of such a course. 
Acting, however, according to the letter of record testimony, we call 
it repairs, although the new Puritan was commenced at the keel, and 
contains only such portions of the old vessel as haye been generously 
bestowed on the Government, and proceed upon the light given to 
compute the cost of the present Puritan to the Government, if com- 
pleted, under all of Mr. Roach’s agreements. 

Orignal cost of Puritan, under repairs, $1,974,622.01; repairs set- 
tled for to date, with John Roach, $491,030; cost of completion under 
Roach contracts of March 3, 1877, $1,621,342; making a. total cost of 
$4,086,994.01 for a vessel which three competent boards of naval off- 
cers tell us, if completed in accordance with original plans and spec- 
ifications, will not float. 


WHITTHORNE REPORT, No. 112. 
STATEMENT D.— Statement of destruq ion of ships and disposition of proceeds, §c., since July 1, 1871. 
(The amount of proceeds does not include the materials retained by the Government and used in navy-yards and rebuilding ships.] 


of condemnation. 


composing board 


Appraised value. 
When condemned, 
Names of officers 
Cost of destruction, 


Original cost. 


310, 773 08 00 AAA N AT , 667 61 
974, 622 983 00 8 8 6, 000 00 
1, 016, 071 18 |....do .....}.... d IPEA ERT | ATR 13,504 72 


156, 323 £2 Not on file. a con- No board. . 60 455 99 $28, 782 60 Used in building 


175 Used in building Pu- obn Roach.. 
f 
\ 


roceeda, 


ceeds, 


Amount and price. 


Disposition of pro- 


Amount of p 
EA 
8 | Advertised or not. 


Holl-|1,644,720 lbs. iron, at 1} e 
new Amphitrite, 5 è 
1,375,360 Ibs. iron, at 1ł 0 Not. 


The committee recommend that no money be appropriated by Con- 
gress for the completion of these monitors under contracts now made 
or to be made, until the efficiency of said vessels, when completed, 
shall have been ascertained by a competent board of naval officers 
appointed by the Secretary of the Navy for that purpose and the re- 
port thereon submitted to Congress. 

Jo carry into effect this recommendation the committee ask the 

concurrence of the Senate in the following House resolution : 

Joint resolution direct ged jr sete ran? Enya wid to organize a board to inquire 
into the t condi of the double-turreted and the iety and 
cost of — said vessels. 8 sage 


Resolved, dc., That sia tena neon lo the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
organi. to consist of not than five nor more than seven officers of the 
United Pe ANT aaa at his discretion from the active and retired list, 
shall 5 FF this resolution, 
and shall be charged with the a thoroughly e: g in person the double- 


e Pony ine Monadnock, 
it isto interest of the 


inquire into any other fact material to each of these questions ; 
and of ali which they will make to the Secretary of the Navy, who shall at 
once transmit the same with his op: thereon to Congress. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am very sure, Mr. President, that the Senate does 
not desire that the long-time controversy over the administration of 
the Navy Department shall be fought again here. I do not rise to 
traverse the various statements e by the honorable chairman of 
the Naval Committee; only I desire to say that the committee of 
which he is the head did not in any wise agree with him in the pres- 
entation of facts which he has just made. They would not, as a com- 
mittee, agree to make that statement to the Senate; they would not 
agree to stand upon it before the country. 

+ I do not doubt the honorable Senator from New Jersey states con- 
scientiously what his own views are; Istate as conscientiously that 
I differ from him in the detail of facts; I differ from him in their ap- 
Plication. We agree, however, upon the necessity of the of 
the joint resolution, because the main ob; to be attained is in some 
way to utilize the vast expenditure that has already been made upon 
these iron Upon that we can agree; upon the committee 
‘are unanimous. When it comes to a statement of facts the honorable 
Senator makes it upon his individual responsibility and not as the 
organ of the Naval Committee. 


With that statement I am willing to let the matter rest and have 
the joint resolution 
. MCPHERSON. I wish to say in answer to the statement of the 
honorable Senator from Maine that I do not present my views as the 
report of the committee. On the contrary, the report of the commit- 
tee had been made some days since. The action of the committee 
was simply to report back the joint resolution without any further 
lanation. 


he honorable Senator will remember that we had referred to us as 
a committee certain petitions of the State of California praying for 
the completion of the iron-clad monitor Monadnock; we had the peti- 
tions of certain contractors praying for an appropriation of money 
sat dieponliion by CONGO of the Youle: tbat thay IION ot be 
some di ion by Congress of the v that they might no 
encumbered with them in their ship-yards. As a member of that com- 
mittee I cannot consent to come into the Senate and report back a 
joint resolution for a longer delay in answer to petitions praying for 
an appropriation without some kind of explanation. The honorable 
Senator will not fail to remember that the joint resolution now be- 
fore the Senate, which I in common with o members of the com- 
mittee have asked the Senate to adopt, provides for a delay until a 
board of competent naval officers may be organized by the Secretary of 
the Navy—for what 7 ey ? For the purpose of determining whether 
these four vessels, of which the resolution ge are to be completed 
or not; whether they have been properly commenced; whether 
the plans and specifications have been drawn by any naval officer 
who was competent to draw them, or whether the Government had 
been e advised as to the propriety of their completion. I 
submit that I, for one, cannot return them a resolution delaying lon- 
ger an appropriation, as an answer to their payer, without giving some 
reason. 
I have taken up the case of the Puritan and I have shown the re- 
ort of three boards of survey, one called the Mulany, one the Stevens 
board, and, finally and last, a board consisting of two, I suppose, of 
the most competent naval officers in this or any other sept See 
their tive stations; I speak of John Lenthall and B. F. — 
wood. These officers declare that one of the four vessels, the onl 
one upon which there has ever been a board of survey, is a total an 
absolutefailure. For one I cannot consent to the completion of three: 
other vessels commenced in the same manner—commenced upon the 
proposition of some contractor upon plans and specifications furnished: 


1880. 


by himself, as the records show. The Senator will understand me; 
J say as the records show. I submit that it would not be prudent on 
the part of the Senate or on the part of C to make an appro- 
priation of money for the completion of three vessels until we know 
whether those vessels when completed would sink or swim. 

Mr. FARLEY. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
a question. The object of the pa resolution, I understand, is for 
the purpose of ascertaining the fact whether these vessels will be sea- 
worthy or whether they are worth completing. I understand that 
there is no opposition to the passage of the resolution, and the very 


object of the Senator would be accomplished if the commission were 
appointed. I do not understand the Senator from Maine is opposing 
the resolution. 


Mr. BLAINE. Of course the honorable Senator from California 
knows that the Naval Committee is unanimous in favor of the joint 
resolution. In so far as the chairman of the committee was debating 
any point, it was not a point at all relative to the passage of the res- 
olution. It was a point, as I have already said, which really emptied 
upon the Senate floor all the controversies of the last six years about 
the naval administration. 

Mr. FARLEY. I understand the point. ‘ 

Mr. BLAINE. And I object to it; it will do no good. I desire 
furthermore to say, with the utmost respect for the naval officers 
both of the engineer corps and the corps of construction, that I do 
not believe it is a possible thing to constract in a private ship-yard 
any vessel that they will not criticise and from a sort of professional 
zeal attempt to depreciate. Therefore, when the honorable Senator 
brings up the judgment of Mr. Lenthall and of Mr. Isherwood Tam 
willing to concede their professional eminence, but at the same time 
Iam frank to say that I do not believe they would be impartial judges 
about the construction of a naval vessel built in any other way than 
by the regular red-tape requirement. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Were the naval board an impartial board? 

Mr. BLAINE. The honorable Senator is asking me to go into a lot 
of matter which does not pertain to this resolution at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ah, but the Senator criticised my remarks. 
The honorable Senator says that the Committee on Naval Affairs do 
not with the chairman of the committee in this report. Iclaim 
that it is not a report, that it is not simply an 9 of opinion 
upon my part, but based upon facts taken from the record. 

Mr. BLAINE, I was not disputing at all the right of the honor- 
able Senator to present his views. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish now to answer the honorable Senator 
from California. He asks me if the Naval Committee are not agreed 
upon the joint resolution. I say most assuredly we are so far 
as the terms of the resolution are concerned, but for one I cannot 
consent to accept from his State, the State of California, a memorial 
praying for an immediate appropriation of fuoney by Congress for 
the completion of the Monadnock, and then send back to the people 
of the State of California a resolution which, instead of appropriat- 
ing money for the purpose, provides for a further delay; and per- 
haps, I eran possibly and even probably, we shall not get a report 
from this board in time to make an appropriation of money during 
this session. 

Therefore I ask the honorable Senator from California if he is ready 
and willing as one member of the Naval Committee and in answer to 
a memorial from his own State to throw back to his State simply a 
resolution providing for a further delay without giving the facts 
upon which that delay is based ? 

Mr. FARLEY. I have no objection to the Senater from New Jer- 
sey stating his reasons for the pase of the joint resolution. 

. MCPHERSON. Ihave done so. 

Mr. FARLEY. And I see no objection now to the passage of the 
resolution by any Senator. It was understood in the committee, and 
I do not think there is any question about it, that this resolution 
would bring about an investigation of these vessels for which an 


ap 5 8 ga 
. MCPHERSON. Has it not already been done ? 
Mr. FARLEY. Then what objection has the Senator got to the 


oe the joint resolution ? 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not object to the passage of the resolu- 
tio 


n. 

Mr. FARLEY. Then let us vote on it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the honorable Senator from Maine would sit 
down we would have a vote in five minutes, but if he undertakes to 
criticise a speech I make here, based on facts, I shall have to take the 


floor as long as he does. 
Mr. B NE. The honorable Senator from New Jersey is exactly 
in the attitude in which the expected heir found his uncle. The old 


in having it. The honorable Senator “oe his own way with the reso- 
lution, but he is not exactly satisfi 


it, nor so much as smoke. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I do not understand that I am resurrecting an 
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old matter that has been entirely burntout. So far as Jam concerned, 
as a member of the Senate or asa member of the Naval Committee 
of the Senate, I have never had this subject-matter referred to me 
before, and most assuredly it has never come to the notice of that 
committee before. But when the Senate of the United States refer 
to a confmittee of its own body certain material upon which it desires 
a report, and the committee, in answer to memorials also that were 
referred to it asking for an appropriation of money, report back a 
resolution of delay, then I cannot for one consent to before the 
country or to come into the presence of the Senate without giving 
my reasons why I vote for the resolution and voted to report it to the 
Senate. I have no disposition to bring matters that have been long 
ago burnt out before the attention of the Senate; but I do most un- 
qualifiedly object to saying to the pecele of the State of California, 
to the one hundred and one peor. e who have sent their memorials 
here, to the persistent call and demand of the public for the comple- 
tion of these monitors—I do most certainly object to answering that 
3 by merely voting for a resolution of delay; and that is what 
the honorable Senator from Maine is disposed to do. It is about the 
only subject that comes before the Senate in which he can interpose 
a speech by which the public shall be informed that he does not avail 
himself of the opportunity; but this does not appear to be upon his 


side of the question. 

Mr. ANTHONY Mr. President, I am not prepared specifically to 
refute the allegations made by my friend from New Jersey, but my 
recollection of the circumstances under which these vessels were or- 
dered is sufficiently vivid to make me confident that all such as are 
unfavorable to the late administration can be contradicted, explained, 
or disproved. It is sufficient that the constructors, some of them 
certainly, are quite ready to complete the ships on the contracts and 
specifications and conditions, and if the vessels do not fulfill these 
conditions they will forfeit their compensation and their bonds. In 
reply to the complaint that the vessels were contracted for on the 
specifications of the contractors, I say of course they were, those 
specifications being 2 trai by the Department. The contractors 
were the most accomplished naval constructors in the country; they 
were required to furnish vessels of a certain capacity, power, arma- 
ment, and speed. Of course no contractors, no mechanics would 
undertake this except on specifications that they approved. There 
were but few establishments that were capable of undertaking these 
structures. One was given to each that had the means of completing 
the work, They entered into the contract, and they are ready, or 
some of them are—I do not know but some of them may have 8 
bankrupted by the failure of the Government to fulfill its stipula- 
tions—some of them are ready to fulfill them, and to render the ves- 
sels to the Government, and if they do not float, if they do not sail, 
if they do not fight, then they forfeit their contract. r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. HARRIS in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, in line 6 of the joint resolution to strike out the words “none 
of whom shall be of a lower e than captain.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have some reason given why the 
amendment should be pro It seems to me that if one-third of 
what the Senator from New Jersey says be true, these officers who 
a to make this investigation ought to be at least of the rank of cap- 


Mr. MCPHERSON. It was deemed necessary to strike out from the 
joni resolution those words, so that if there were not a suficient num- 
of naval officers of the grade of captain, those of a lower grade 

may be competent to serve. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jer- 
sey one or two questions. How long has it been since there was work 
done on these vessels ? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think there has been no work done on them 
since the 4th and the 16th of March, 1877. The contracts of the 3d of 
March, 1877, were ded by the Secretary of the Navy on the 16th 
of March, 1877, and the order of suspension has not been revoked. 
Therefore there has been no work done upon them. The joint reso- 
lution provides simply a board of survey to determine whether the 
other t vessels are like or unlike the Puritan, which has been 
already decided to be a total failure by three competent boards. It 
is also intended to ascertain whether there can be any changes made 
in the Puritan that might make her an efficient war vessel and one 
that it will be for the interest of the Government to complete. In 
other words, it is to be a board of survey to take into consideration 
all the facts, the present condition of the vessel, the actual vessel, 
and by certain plans and estimates to see whether they can be fin- 
ished to make them efficient war vessels. We think the joint resolu- 
tion covers the whole ground, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concu. in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the joint resolution be read at length the 
third time. 

The nt resolution was read the third time at length, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is: S the joint res- 
olution pass ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask whether this inquiry is not 
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within the competence of the executive department of the United 
States without a law for it. The thing that strikes me as open to 
question is the tendency that the joint resolution implies on the 

of Congress to go into the detail of administrative government, which 
I do not think our organization is the best one possible for. I know 
it is getting to be a pretty strong habit, but for one I wish go be con- 
sidered as on the other side of that thing except in some extreme 


emergency. 

As I understand the law the executive department of the United 
States has complete authority to do everything that the joint resolu- 
tien directs to be done. It is true that the joint resolution itself 
commands this to be done, but it commands the performance of a 
merely executive ar on which seems to imply that the persons in 
charge of the executive department of the Government of the United 
States in this particular branch of the public service are either inca- 
pable of understanding what it is fit to do and we must require them 
to do it, or that they are unwilling to do what is fit to be done, know- 
ing that it ought to be done, and we then compel them to do it by 
something in the nature of an edict. 

I know that this joint resolution is not singular; we are running 
into this habit all the time; but for one, unless it is made to appear 
that here is an extreme public emergency and that the Secre of 
the Navy and the President of the United States, neglectful of their 
duties, will not do what ought to be done in an administrative way 
about this administrative question, and therefore we are called upon 
to act, I should not wish to be a party to this method of legislation, 
of Con continually assuming to go into administrative questions 
in of holding public officers to a general and strict account in 
respect of the way in which they perform or agree to perform their 
public duties. 

The joint resolution was passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. WHYTE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was a to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifty minutes t in exec- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and thirty- 
five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 29, 1880. 
5 House met at twelve o elock m. Prayer by Rev. A. W. PITZER, 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of Saturday last was read. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, I find upon exam- 
ination of the RECORD of the proceedings of Saturday that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. ThoMPsox] entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which Senate bill No. 685, to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for taking the tenth and subsequent censuses,” 
approved March 3, 1879, was recommitted to the Select Committee on 
the Census and ordered to be printed; and the § er made the an- 
nouncement that the motion to reconsider would be entered on the 
Journal. I would like to inquire whether the motion to reconsider 
was so en t 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was mistaken. Under the new rules 
the Chair finds that the motion was not admissible. Under the old 
rules it was, hence the recognition. The Chair thinks the bill should 
be considered by the House at an early day. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. But the motion to reconsider was 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It was not admissible; but the Chair thinks that 
the House owes it to the importance of the subject to give it an early 
consideration, and will recognize at any time any gentleman repre- 
senting the Census Committee who desires to bring the bill up. 

Mr. OX. Before this matter is dis of— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the I grape in charge of 
the bill that after the call of States is concluded, he had better ask 
the House to fix an early day for the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to call attention to the Journal. On page 
11 of yesterday’s RECORD I find that the House passed on Saturday 
a joint resolution granting leave to Robert L. Martin to withdraw 
from the files— ` 

Mr. COX. Before we pass from the census bill, I would like my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky] to have a 


hearing. 

The SPEAKER. That matter has passed from consideration. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] desires to correct the Journal, 
as the Chair understands. 

Mr. CONGER. I find that a joint resolution for the relief of Rob- 
ert L. Martin was on Saturday last introduced by unanimous consent, 


read three times, and passed. As by the report in the REC- 
oD, it “grants leave to Robert L. Martin to withdraw from the files 
of the House papers and proofs filed by him before the southern 


lution was acted on I supposed it provided for a simple withdrawal 
of papers before a committee of the House, under the usual rule. But 
the 3 further and allows the withdrawal of proofs which 
have been b a court of the United States, and which by law 
should remain asa of the records. Of course no one here thought 
about it. I do not know in what way to reach the matter; but I will 
give notice of a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better do that after the call 
of States to-day. 

Mr. CONGER. I merely call the attention of the Speaker to the 
matter so that we may see what is the proper way to reach such a 


case. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will ize the gentleman to enter 
the motion immediately after the call of States. ia 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to state that the motion to reconsider was: 
made and laid on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand not. 

Mr. HUNTON. It was made. Ido not know whether if was en- 
tered or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised by the journal clerk that 
the motion to reconsider was not entered ; and the Chair is informed 
that it does not ap in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. HUNTON. ell, then, the record was omitted by accident; 
the motion was certainly made. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to give notice of the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman after the 
call of States to-day. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday evenin 
I made a motion to reconsider the recommitment of the bill in re 
to the census. No objection was made by anybody to entering that 
motion; and it was entered under what seems to have been unani- 
mous consent of the House. Certainly the motion could be entered 
by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not ask unanimous consent, but 
allowed the gentleman to enter the motion to reconsider as though 
it was a right belonging to him. On examination this morning, the 
Chair finds that the motion was not admissible. He will, however, 
APY Sabet with the gentleman in any way to bring the bill before 
the House as early as possible. 

Mr. COX. There is no doubt, under the second clause of Rule 
XVIII, that we cannot make this motion to reconsider. All that we 
can do is to ask the House at the conclusion of the call of States to- 
day to take up this census question and dispose of it. 
ee SP R. The Chair thinks there will be no difficulty about 
Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, rose. 

Mr. COX. Does the gentleman from Rhode Island object? 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I do. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no further correction the Journal will 
stand 3 The Chair hears none. This being Monday, the 
first business in order is the call of States and Territories—— 

Mr. CONGER. Before that business begins, as the motion to re- 
consider is privil I desire to enter that motion. . 

The SP. R. The Chair will recognize the gentleman after the 
call of States shall have been completed. The practice has been to 
let nothing interfere with the call of States on Monday except a cor- 
rection of the Journal, and the Chair thinks the practice had better 
be kept up. 

REQUEST FOR UNANIMOUS CONSENT. 


Mr.McGOWAN. Before going tothe morning hour, I ask by unan- 
imous consent, Mr. Speaker, to submit a report at this time. I have 
the misfortune to sit on the rear row of seats; and, although I was 
in my seat during the call of committees, I did not hear my commit- 
tee when it was called, and I now ask to submit a report from that 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. Under the practice the Chair cannot submit re- 
quests for unanimous consent before the call of States for bills and 
resolutions. 

Mr. McGOWAN. 
ing hour, then, 


I will ask for unanimons consent after the morn- 


BILLS, ETC., FOR REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the first business in order is the 
call of States and Territories, commencing with the State of Alabama, 
for the introduction on leave of bills and joint resolutions for reference 
to their appropriate committees not to be brought back on a motion 
to reconsider, Under this call joint resolutions and memorials and 
resolutions of State and territorial Legislatures are in order, and also 
resolutions calling for executive information, for reference to appro- 
priate committees. 

STATES REPUBLICAN IN FORM. 

Mr. HERBERT. I introduce, Mr. Speaker, by request, not having 
had time to consider it fully, joint resolution (H. R. No. 256) provid- 
ing and defining the manner of guaranteeing to each State a repub- 
lican form of government. 


The joint resolution was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


1880. 
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JAMES A. CROWNOVER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5402) for the relief of 
James A. Crownover, John Crownover, Frank M. White, George S. 
Geiger, and John Ivey, late soldiers of Company F, Third Arkansas 
Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN A. BUCHANAN. 


Mr. CRAVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5403) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of John A. Buchanan, late a private of 
Company F, Third Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

H. C. WILLSON. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5404) to pay the claim of 
H. C. Willson, of Tehama County, California; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLEMENT. 

Mr. BERRY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5405) to 
prevent obstructions to pre-emption and homes settlement of the 

mblic lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Bommittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT FREDERICK A. RICH. 


Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5406) granting a pension 
to Lieutenant Frederick A. Rich, Company B, Twenty-first Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN SCOTT. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5407) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Scott, of Portland, in the State of Connect- 
icut, late a private in Company K, Twentieth iment of Connecticut 
Volunteers; which was read a first and secon time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SYLVESTER ROOT. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5408) granting a pen- 
sion to Sylvester Root, Company E, Twenty-seventh Massachusetts 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS OF LATE REAR-ADMIRAL A. H. FOOTE, 


Mr. HAWLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5409) for the relief 
of the late Rear-Admiral A. H. Foote, United States Navy; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES, 


Mr. HAWLEY also submitted the following amendment to the 
rules; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 

No bill or joint resolution shall embrace more than one subject, and matters 
2 and properly connected therewith, which subject shall be expressed in the 
title. thereof, and „a bill proposing to repeal or am a section or sections of the 
Revised Statates shall recite the number of such section or sections, and also the 
language of said section or sections if so amended. 


UNLOADING OF GUANO-VESSELS. 


Mr. WAIT introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 257) relating to 
the unloading of vessels with cargoes of guano from foreign ports and 
places; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. WAIT. I move that joint resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. I think it relates to revenue, and should go to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WAIT. The gentleman is mistaken in regard to its having any- 
thing at all to do with the revenue. 

Mr. CONGER. It changes revenue laws, although the matter re- 
ferred to is not dutiable. 

Mr. WAIT. If the gentleman from Michigan will only reflect for 
a moment he will see that se papa committee to which this should 
be referred is the one indicated by me, the Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. CONGER. This provides for going from a port of entry to an- 
other place, and that is a change of the revenue laws. There is no 
duty involved, it is true, but what comes in free under the revenue 
laws is as much a matter of revenue law as what is dutiable. Butif 
the gentleman from Connecticut has any particular choice in the ref- 
erence of this joint resolution, I will not object. 

Mr. WAIT. Mr. Speaker, guano is brought into this country in 
both American and foreign bottoms. It comes into the country 
from duty. It is prepared in mills scattered along our coast as a fer- 
tilizer, and is-used as a fertilizer very extensively in this country, 
especially in those States where cotton is wn. The manufacture 
of this article produces an offensive odor that compels the manufact- 
urers to resort to islands on the coast, so that the residents of towns 
and cities will not be re with the offensive smells. This bill 
should be referred to the Committee on Commerce, and not, as my 
friend from Michigan urges, to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
No duty is collected, and this resolation does not in reality change 
any revenue laws. 

Mr. CONGER. The object of the joint resolution may be all right, 
but I have only suggested that, as it changes revenue laws, its ref- 


erence should be to the Committee on Ways and Means, and not to 
the Committee on Commerce; but I do not insist upon it. 
Mr. WAIT. I prefer it should go to the Committee on Commerce. 
The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY AND AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, GEORGIA. 


Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5410) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to deliver to the governor of the State of Georgia, 
as a loan, one hundred and fifty stand of light breech-loadi rifles, 
with e e Ten for re 1200 of 5 anane Geo: ee 
tary an icultural College, at Milledgeville, rgia; which was 
read a E second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ATLANTA AND MACON, GEORGIA, PORTS OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5411) to designate 
the cities of Atlanta and Macon, Georgia, as ports of delivery; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways- 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE A. WILSON. 


Mr. BOYD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5412) for the relief of George 
A. Wilson, of Peoria, Illinois; which was read a first and second time. 
Mr. BOYD. Lask the reference of that bill to the Committee on 


ey?! Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER. This is one of a class of cases which is always re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims—cases arising under a war 
in which the United States has been engaged. 

Mr. BOYD. This bill, in the last Congress, was introduced and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and they reported it back 
with the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I hope there will be no objection to that reference 
in this case. 

The SPEAKER. The rule clearly defines the reference in this case. 
Rule XI provides “that claims arising from any war in which the 
United States has been en s be referred to the Committee 
on War Claims,” which wonld seem to be the appropriate reference 
in this case. 

Mr. McCOOK. I will simply call the attention of the gentleman. 
from Illinois to the fact that there is now pending before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs a bill in reference to extending the pro- 
vision of the law which has about expired, covering all cases of the 
class to which this bill refers. 

Mr. BOYD. If it be the appropriate reference I shall not object of 
course, although I would prefer it should go to the Committee on 
Military Affairs for the reason stated. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALBERT A. NORTH. £ 

Mr. BOYD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5413) for the relief 
Albert A. North ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OZIAS HART. 

Mr. BARBER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5414) for the relief of 
Ozias Hart, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, with the accompanying papers referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIABILITY OF STEAMERS, ETC., FOR CERTAIN DEBTS. 

Mr. BARBER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5415). 
to make ships, steamers, tug-boats, schooners, and vessels engaged in 
commerce and navigation between ports of different States, and also- 
between ports of the United States and foreign ports, liable for certain 
debts contracted by their owners, part owners, masters, clerk, stew- 
ard, or other agent, and for other g ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


of 
to- 


R. M. YONTZ. 

Mr. COLERICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2 granting a pen- 
sien to R. M. Yontz, late a private in Company I, One hun and 
twenty-sixth iment Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. PATE & CO. 

Mr. NEW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5417) for the relief of Will- 
iam T. Pate & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MODIFICATION OF PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. PRICE presented a joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
the State of Iowa, asking for a modification of patent laws, so as to 
exempt from penalty all persons except manufacturers and vendors; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

LIMITING DEBATE IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE, 

Mr. PRICE also submitted the following: 


Resolved, Sethi! kena A NAA PSAE A EET Rule 
clearly forbids the continnation of debate on any bill in ttee of the Whole 
House after debate has been closed by order of the House, the five 


minutes on each side of the legitimate and bona fde amendments, and that pre 
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„forma amendments are in violation of said rule, and should not be entertained b 


the Chair; and the Committee on Rules be, it is hereby, directed te so amen 
«said Rule XXIII as to accomplish the object of this resolution. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask its reference to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. CONGER. That seems to be accompanied with instructions to 
the committee. 

Mr. PRICE. It simply relates to the construction of the rule in 

question. 

a The SPEAKER. The Chair views this as in the nature of a prop- 
-osition to amend the rule, accompanied, however, with instructions 
to the committee. 

Mr. PRICE. The 9 is to get a report from the committee on 
the subject-matter of the resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. It is not, however, in the usual form to attain that 

end. This is in the nature of instructions, not from the House but 
from an individual member, to the Committee on Rules, and is notin 
order if objection is made, except for reference. 

Mr. PRICE. But if the House adopts the resolution it would then 
be an instruction to the committee, and its adoption would greatly 
facilitate the business of the House. I don’t think anybody will ob- 
ject to it. 

a Mr. CONGER. I feel impelled to object to the resolution in its 
present form. 2 

Mr. PRICE. If my friend from Michigan objects I shall lose all 
confidence in our ability to get through the business of this session 
in any reasonable time. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution can only be 
before the House for reference. 


SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT AT M’GREGOR, IOWA. 


Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa, introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 258) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the authorities 
of the city of McGregor, Clayton County, Iowa, four abandoned can- 
non and carri: for the soldiers’ monument in said city; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PEORIAS AND MIAMIES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5418) to provide for the 
-allotment of lands in severalty to the united Peorias and Miamies of 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
JAMES C. RUDD. 


Mr. McKENZIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5419) for the benefit 
of James C. Rudd, of Owensborough, Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. McKENZIE. This bill 8 for an appropriation of money 
for the rent of a post-office building. I do not know whether it 
should go to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads or to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
\priations. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 

„dered to be printed. 
ROBERT RAY. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5420) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Ray, of Hawesville, Hancock County, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 

valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 


Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5421) to provide for 
the raising, strengthening, and rebuilding of the levees on the Missis- 
sippi River, to protect said banks from caving, to permanently locate 
Ai deepen the channel of said river, and for other purposes; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Le- 
8 Improvements of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

0 MONROE DOCTRINE. 

Mr, ROBERTSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 259) 
reaflirming and applying the Monroe doctrine ; which was read a first 

and second time. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that be referred to the Committee on the In- 
teroceanic Canal. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman from 
Louisiana desire to have the joint resolution refe 7 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I leave it to the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it should go to the Committee 

-on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. G. I move that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Interoceanic Ship-Canal. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint resolution was referred to 
the Select Committee on the Interoceanic Ship-Canal, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HORACE BROWN. 

Mr. LADD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5422) gran a pension to 

Horace Brown, Second Maine Battery; whi — F a first and 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


EXTRA WAGES TO SEAMEN. 


Mr, REED introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5423) amending section 4582 
relating to extra wages to seamen upon their discharge by mutual 
consent in foreign ports; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FREEMAN N. HALL, 


Mr. MURCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5424) granting a pension 
to Freeman N. Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CUSTOMS REVENUE. 


Mr. McLANE submitted the following resolution ; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 
That the Secre! 


for the last five years which woul jadgment, upon each article made nage 
have yielded the maximum amount to the Treasury ; and the ty 80 
ascertained shall be expressed as an ad valorem per cent. duty, with the correspond- 


ing specific duty. 
FREDERICK JOHNSON. 


Mr. HENKLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5425) granting a pension 
to Frederick Johnson, minor child of Frederick Johnson, late a soldier 
in the One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment of New York Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGET DAVIS. 


Mr. HENKLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5426) granting a pen- 
sion to Bridget Davis, widow of John Davis, late a privatein Cómpany 
K, of the Eighth Regiment of Maryland Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DRAWBACKS. 


Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5427) to amend the law 
relating to drawbacks; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM R. BOAG. 

Mr, FIELD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5428) for the 
relief of William R. Boag, of Boston, Massachusetts; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MAILS BETWEEN SAINT LOUIS AND EAST SAINT LOUIS. 


Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5429) to authorize the Post- 
master-General to make a contract with the Saint Louis Bridge Com- 
any and Tunnel Railroad to carry the mails between East Saint 
uis, Illinois, and the union depot at Saint Louis, Missouri; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on tha 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5430) to amend section 
3949 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to the pos- 
tal service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS IN MICHIGAN. 

Mr, NEWBERRY presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Michigan, relative to the due protection of settlers under 
the homestead laws of the United States in certain counties in the 
State of Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

TREE CULTURE, 

Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5431) to amend the tree- 
culture law so as to require claimants thereunder to make proof of 
their compliance with legal conditions from time to time; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE D. MOORE. 


Mr. MANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5432) authorizing the 
transfer of the claim of the heirs at law of George D. Moore, deceased, 
from the Treasury Department to the Court of Claims, with power 
to said court to hear and determine the said claim de novo; which 
was read a first and second time. 

. MANNING. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. Is not that a war claim? Task that the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

‘Whereas the heirs at law of the late George Dudley Moore, of Noxubee County, 


in the State of Mississippi, claim to be entitled to receive from the Government of 
the United States 8, th of the sale of one hundred and twelve 


0 

bales of cotton seized by one Harrison Johnston as the assistant speciai nt of 
the Treasury De ent of the United States, in the said county of Noxu 

or about the 15th day of August, 1868, as cotton belo: 
which said cotton was sold by and the proceeds paid into the Treasury Depart- 


ment; and 
Whereas the said George Dale Moore in his life-time filed his claim in the 
‘Treasury Department un 


on 
g to the United States, 


the fifth section of the deficiency appropriation bill 


1880. 
Tor the fiscal year endin; June 30, 1872, and for former years, and for other pur- 
Wee aia sth which eaid claim waa pending wid undetermined at 


Whereas the heirs at law of said Moore—no administration ha 
taken out on said Moore's estate, and no part of said claim having ever 
have filed their claim in the Treas: 


ever been 
paid— 
Department asking that the proceeds of said 


cotton, or any part thereof, belonging to said George Di 


udley Moore was y 
tbe agent or assistant agent of the Treasury Department pipea f after June 30 


1865, then judgment shall be rendered by it for the proceeds of said one hundred 
and twelve bales, or such part thereof as came into the Treasury of the United 
States, without interest. - 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of the be, and is hereby, authorized to pay 
eee ts anes ent, if any, as may be rendered by said Court of Claims 
in behalf of said heirs at law against the United States Government, out of any 
money in the spc ypost not otherwise appropriated. A 
Sf a ea 
sidered by the Court of Claims, and that either the Government or the claimants 
may present their evidence within such time and under such regulations as the 
Court of Claims may prescribe. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend the motion to refer so as to refer 
the bill to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr.MANNING. Ido not know why it should go to the War Claims 
Committee. It seems clear to me that the Committee on the Judiciary 
isthe proper committee to consider this bill, and therefore I have 
asked that it go there. 

Mr.CONGER. This is one of a class of cases which the War Claims 
Committee have under consideration. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. CONGER ; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 66, noes 69, 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 40 in the affirmative ; 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Delaware. I ask that the bill be again read. 

The bill was in read. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the preliminary graph of Rule XI, 
together with the twenty-eighth paragraph of the same rule, be read. 

he Clerk read as follows : 


All proposed legislation shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
ceding rule, as follows, namely: Subjects relating— à 
* * * 


23. 8 1 States has been engaged: 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

a MANNING. Is it in order to speak now to this matter of refer- 
ence 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for a brief 
statement, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. GONGER] having had 
read the rule, which is in the nature of an argument. 
pE MANNING. That is the reason I wanted to know if I should 

eard. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order under the rule, but the 
Chair will hear the gentleman, as the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
CONGER] has been heard. 

Mr. ING. I have asked that this bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary for the reason that when that committee shall 
come to consider the merits of the bill they will necessarily have to 
look into the history of the case as it has been developed in the Treas- 
ury Department. A claim against the United States was preferred 
by the heirs at law of George Dudley Moore. They presented evi- 
dence in support of their claim, and the Government introduced evi- 
dence to show that the seizure of one hundred and twelve bales of 
cotton was a roper one. Upon the issue joined the Secretary of the 
Treasury decided adversely to the claim of the heirs at law of George 
Dudley Moore. 

Now, when the Committee on the Judiciary shall come to consider 
this bill (I have in the preamble of the bill recited the character of 
the case somewhat) if the committee shall decide that it has prop- 
erly been disposed of adversely to the claims of George Dudley Moore 
on the merits of the questions involved, of course it will report ad- 
versely on the bill I have introduced. Any committee which may be 
charged with the consideration of this bill will be met at the very 
outset with legal questions to be di of. I do not suppose that 
the Committee on War Claims is the proper committee of this House 
to consider and 1 of legal questions. 

I take it that if this case shall go to the Court of Claims, the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] would be content with whatever 
judgment that court might pronounce in the case, presided over as it 
is by a republican judge. No harm will be done the Treasury of the 
United States if the Court of Claims shall pronounce judgment in the 


case. 

Mr. CONGER. One word only; I will not detain the House long. 
Ever since the Committee on War Claims was established all this 
class of claims has been referred to them. I venture to say there are 
lawyers on that War Claims Committee who, from their constant at- 
tention to this subject, are better posted on the law regarding these 
claims than any other committee of the House. Besides that, the 
Committees on War Claims of former Con have been, and that 
committee in this Congress is, considering just what they will report 
to this House in regard to this class of claims. The rule provides that 
this bill shall go to the Committee on War Claims, which committee 
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is now considering this subject. To divide up these matters and send 
some of them to other committees would certainly be wrong. I ho; 
this bill, which is purely a war claim, will be referred to the commit- 
tee having charge of this subject. 


The 3 was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 75, not 
voting 96; as follows: 
YEAS—11 
Aiken, Crapo, James, Rothwell, 
Aldrich, N. W. Daggett, Johnston, Russell, W. A. 
Aldrich, William Davis, George R. Jorgensen, Ryan, Thomas 
Anderson, Davis, Hi Joyee, Ryon, John W. 
Atherton, Deering, Keifer, mag gig = 
Bachman, Deuster, Kelley, Smith, A. 
Ballou, Dickey, Le Fevre, Sparks, 
Barber, D Mason, Stevenson, 
Bayno, Dwight, McCoid, Stone, 
Bicknell, Errett, McCook, Thompson, P. B. 
Bingham, Farr, McGowan, Thompson, Wm. G. 
Blake, Felton, McMahon, Tillman, 
Bland, Ferdon, Mills, TG 
Blount, Field, Mitchell, pdegraff, J. T 
Bouck Fisher, onroe, Valenti 
Boyd, Ford, Morton, Van Aernam, 
Brewer, pi n eal, Van Voorhis, 
Briggs, eld, New, Voorhis, 
Browne, Geddes, orcross, Wait, 
urrows, Hall, O'Neill, ard, 
Butterworth, Hammond, John Osmer, Warner, 
mter, H Benj. Pacheco, te, 
Chittenden, Hawk, Page, Williams, C. G 
Claflin, Hawley, Pound, illits, 
Cobb, Hayes, Price, 
Coffroth, Hazelton, Reed, Wood, Walter A. 
Conger, Henderson, Rice, ocum, 
Converse, Hiscock, Richardson, D. P. Young, Thomas L, 
85 dem — „ J. 
w n., 
x BARGES: Robinson, 
NAYS—%5. 
Armfield, Finley, Martin, Edward L. Singleton, O. R. 
aoe Nass MeLan Smith, Hezekiah B. 
Lane, 
Blackburn, MeMillin, e, 
eth, Gunter, 5 Money, Townshend, R. W. 
orrison, r 
Carlisle, Harris, Jobn T. Myers, , Oscar 
halmers, Hatch, Nicholls, Turner, Thomas 
Slardy, Hen! Persons, Upson, 
Clark, John B. Her! Lares — Vanee, 
Colerick, H nister, Waddill, 
Cravens, Poehler, Weaver, 
Culberson, H r ellborn, 
Davidson, unton, Robertson, Whiteaker, 
Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Williams, Thomas 
Da Lowndes H. Kenna, Sawyer, 
Dib: 22 = ye, ee 
Dunn, we, . oung, Casey. 
Elam, 4 Singleton, J. W. 
NOT VOTING—9% 
Acklen, Ellis, Knott, Prescott, 
y, Evins, Ladd. Richmond, 
Baker, Ewing, Lapham, Ross, 
Barlow, Fort, Lindsey, aael, Daniel L 
ford, y Loring, PP, 
Beltzhoover, Gi w Loung E Sherwin, 
Berry, Gillette, Marsh, Simonton, 
Bowman, Godshalk, Martin, Benj. F. Smith, William E. 
Bragg, Harmer, Martin, Joseph J. Speer, 
Brigham, Haskell, McKinley, 8 A 
Bright, Heilman, Miles, Starin, 
Buckner, Henry, Miller, Stephens, 
aldwell. Hooker, orse, 
Calkins, A Muldrow, Taylor, 
Camp, Hostetler, Muller, Thomas, 
Caswell Hurd ; 3 Updegraff, Thomas 
SW u New 4 
Clark, Alvah A. Hutchins, O'Brien, Urner, 
Clymer, Ketcham, O'Connor, Washburn, 
ger, O'Reilly, 
Crowle 
De La 5 King, Overton, Wilbur, 
Dick, Kitchin, hilips, Wilson, 
Klotz, Wright. 
So the motion of Mr. CONGER was ei bea to; and acco ly the 
bill was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. My colleague, Mr. PHILIPS, is detained 
at home by sickness. 

Mr. BOUCK. I have voted upon this question, understanding that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] with whom I am paired 
would, if present, vote as I have voted—“ ay.” 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk : 

Mr. LoUNSBERY with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. MILLER with Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. O’Connor with Mr. Bowman for one week from to-day on all 
political questions and questions involving the tariff. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, with Mr. EVINS. 

Mr. Knorr with Mr. LAPHAM. 

Mr. SMITE, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. HENRY on all political ques- 
tions until further notice. 

Mr. Lorine with Mr. SPEER for one week from to-day. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. KeTcHAM. 

Mr. Fort with Mr, O'BRIEN. 
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Mr. Dick with Mr. KLOTZ. 

Mr, MARTIN, of North Carolina, with Mr. KITCHIN. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. KILLINGER with Mr. ACKLEN, 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Martin, of West Virginia. 

Mr. EINSTEIN with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. ORTH with Mr. WILSON. 

Mr. PIERCE with Mr. SIMONTON. 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. HEILMAN for two weeks from the 25th in- 
stant; Mr. CALDWELL reserving the right to substitute for himself 
any other member upon his side, and to vote in all cases to make a 

uorum, 
z Mr. SINGLETON, of Ilinois, with Mr. MILES. 

Mr. CovERT with Mr. HAMMOND, of New York. 

Mr. RICHMOND with Mr. Prescortr until further notice. 

Mr. ARMFIELD with Mr. OVERTON. 

Mr. SHERWIN with Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. Sapp with Mr. Dunn. 

Mr. BrigHamM with Mr. TAYLOR. 

Mr. HOSTETLER with Mr. Horr. 

Mr. CALKINS with Mr. SPRINGER. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5433) providing for the 
judicial ascertainment of claims against the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COTTON-WORM AND CHINCH-BUG. 

Mr. MONEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 260) pro- 
viding for the printing of additional copies of the bulletins of the Inte- 
rior Department on the cotton-worm and the chinch-bug; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 


Mr. MONEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 261) pro- 
viding for printing an edition of the Medical and Surgical History of 
the War; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


WILBER F. CHAMBERLAIN. 


Mr. HATCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5434) for the relief of Wil- 
ber F. Chamberlain; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


NICHOLAS HIBNER. 


Mr. FORD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5435) granting an increase 
of pension to Nicholas Hibner, of Proctorville; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC D. JOHNSON. 


Mr. WADDILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5436) for the relief of 
Isaac D. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HARLOW J. PHELPS. 


Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5437) for the relief of 
Harlow J. Phelps, deceased, late of Saint Louis, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MAIL SERVICE, MISSISSIPPI VALLEY AND BRAZIL. 


Mr. WELLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5438) to provide for 
opening up mail service and direct trade between the States of the 
Mississi pi Valley and Brazil, and for other purposes; which was 
read a fst and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMPSON FORRESTER, 


Mr. FROST introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5439) granting a pension to 
Sampson Forrester, a negro guide of General Jessup in Florida war of 
1836; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH H. ADAMS. 
Mr. BRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5440) granting a pension 
to Joseph H. Adams, of Contoocook, Merrimack County, New Hamp- 


shire; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. AGNES A. DICKINSON. 


Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5441) grant- 
ing a ( presse to Mrs. Agnes A. Dickinson ; which was read a and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ABRAM COLBY. 


Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill R. No. 5442) 
ranting a pension to Abram Colby, of Cooksto County, 
Kew Jersey; which was read a first and second to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey, presented joint resolution of the Leg- 
islature of New Jersey in relation to the soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ALICE TAFF. 
Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill 8 No. 5443 
grens a pension to Alice Taff; which was read a and secon 
ime, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
HEIRS OF ABRAM VAN DUYN. 

Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5444) 
for the relief of the heirs of Abram Van Dogn, deceased, late assist- 
ant aster at Princeton, New Jersey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ABSECUM INLET, 

Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey, presented joint resolation of the Legis- 
lature of that State, in relation to an appropriation for widening the 
Absecum Inlet, Atlantic City, New Jersey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey, also presented concurrent resolution of 
the rei, Pape of New Jersey, in relation to the life-saving service 
along the coast of that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION NO. 4. 


Mr. ROBESON presented resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of New Jersey, in recognition of the daring, courage, and skill ex- 
hibited by the officers and crew of life-saving station No. 4, in the 


said State; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
GRATITUDE TO MEXICAN SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. ROBESON also presented resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of New Jersey expressing their sense of the debt of titude 
owing to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war and . — the 
passage of an act granting them pensions; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

ARMY CORPS BADGES. 


Mr. PUED e u bill (H. R. No. 5445) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to furnish Army corps badges to soldiers of the late 
civil war; which was read a frst and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW YORK WORLD'S FAIR. 


Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5446) to provide for celebrat- 
ing the one hundredth anniversary of the treaty of peace and the 
3 of American Independence, by holding an international 
exhibition of arts, manufactures, and the products of the soil and 
mine, in the city of New York, in the State of New York, in the year 
1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


UNIFORM STANDARD OF VALUE. 


Mr. MORTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5447) to secure a uniform 
standard of value; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5448) to amend section 4458 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the inspection and examination 
of vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, and the compensa- 
tion therefor, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS H. ELLISON. 


Mr. BLISS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5449) for the 
relief of Francis H. Ellison; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM E. AYRES. 


Mr. MASON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5 a pension 
to William E. Ayres, late t Company E, Twenty-fourth New 
York Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
stoned to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

STEPHEN A. M'CARTY. 

Mr. MASON also introduced a joint resolution (H. R, No. 262) author- 
izing the President of the United States to reappoint Stephen A. Mc- 
Carty a lieutenant-commander in the Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC P, LOCKMAN, 

Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5451) ting a pension 
to Isaac P. Loc late lieutenant-colonel One Faded 8 
teenth New Tork Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
18 ae to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
P 


MARY TARBELL. 
Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5452) granting a pension 
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to Mary Tarbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HERMAN BIGGS. ; 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5453) for the relief 
of Herman Biggs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

, JAMES H. STEVENS. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5454) grant- 
ing a pension to James H. Stevens ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5455 
to provide for the judicial ascertainment of claims against the Unii 
States: which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the bill he read at 1 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Thisissubstantially the bill which 
was introduced by Mr. Potter in the last Congress giving the Court 
of Claims jurisdiction over all private claims and requiring them to 
report to the House their findings of fact. 

r. CONGER. Isit Mr. Potter’s bill modified ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. It is precisely the same bill, with 
one proviso to the effect that no claim now pending before Con 
not adversely reported from any committee shall be barred, but the 
same may be prosecuted before the court within three years after the 

e of this act. 

Mr. CONGER. Then it is proper that it should be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION OF THE BATTLE OF GUILFORD. 

Mr. SCALES presented a joint resolution (H. R. No. 263) providin 
for a centennial celebration of the battle of Guilford, as connec 
with the surrender at Yorktown, and providing further for a monu- 
ment to the memory of General Greene at the city of Greenesborongh, 
North Carolina ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Yorktown Celebration, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO GENERAL WILLIAM DAVIDSON. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5456) to erect a monu- 
ment to the memory of General William Davidson, a soldier of the 
war of the Revolution; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Mr. WHITE. That should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. It should either go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs or the Joint Committee on the Library. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, I do not know where it ought to be referred. 
I have examined and can find nothing in the rules to guide me, but 
as this is for the erection of a monument to a “rebel ral” I 
none the appropriate reference was to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Mr. WHITE. All of these bills have heretofore gone to the Com- 


mittee on Mili Affairs. 
The SP The Chair will cause to be read clause 44 of 
Rule XI 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Touch the Lib of Con s and pictures: te the Joint Com- 
mittee on the aay. 5 -t 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is the proper committee. 

Mr. WHITE. All of these bills have heretofore been referred to 
the Committee on Milit: Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Library Committee is the 


roper one, 
¥ Mr. CONGER. If I understood the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, he said this bill should go to the Committee on War Claims be- 
cause it provided for the erection of a statue to a rebel general ? 

Mr. STEELE, Yes, sir, that is what Isaid. He was so called by 
the government of Great Britain. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. I merely wanted to see if the gentleman desired to 
bring the revolutio: officers into the company of the rebels. 

The bill was ref to the Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REVISION OF TARIFF AND REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. WARNER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 264) provid- 
ing for a commission to revise and readjust the tariff and revenue 
laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS WEBB. 


Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5457) to increase the pen- 
sion of Elias Webb, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF SAINT MARY’S RIVER. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5458) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause a survey and estimate of costs of improve- 
ments proper to be made of the Saint Mary’s River in the State of 


Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL AND RICHARD ROBERTS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5459) for the relief 
of Samuel Roberts and Richard Roberts; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


JEREMIAH SMITH. 


Mr. DICKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5460) for the relief of 
Jeremiah Smith; whieh was read a first time by its title. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that bill be read in fall. 

The bill was read the second time in full, and was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. SIMPSON. 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5461) granting a pen- 
sion to Andrew J. Simpson; which was read a first and second 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RICHARD 8, BULLOCK. 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5462) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard S. Bullock, of Adams County, Ohio; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


gress | and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM H. SELLERS. 

Mr. DICKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5463) granting apen- 
sion to William H. Sellers, late of Company C, Eleventh Ohio Cay- 
alry; which was reada first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PALMER. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5464) for the ro- 
lief of William Palmer, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BARBARA WOLFER. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H, R. No. 5465) for the rè- 
lief of Barbara Wolfer, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DR. JOHN LAPPERT, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, introduced a bill 5 75 R. No. 5466) for 
the relief of Dr. John Lappert, late of Company D, Connecticut Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. DOUGLASS, 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5467) 
granting a pension to Mary J. Douglass, of Steubenville, Jefferson 

ounty, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES GALBRAITH. 

Mr. ATHERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5468 ting a pen- 
sion to James Galbraith; which was read a first am second t 5 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’CLAIN. 

Mr. ATHERTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5469) ting a 

nsion to James McClain, late private Company I, Ninety-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAY INSPECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 

Mr. O'NEILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5470) to establish the 
compensation of day inspectors of customs at the r poris of New York, 
Philadelphia, Boston, Baltimore, New Orleans, Chicago, San Fran- 
cisco, and Portland (Maine) at EN per diem; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES L. SELFRIDGE. 

Mr. O’NEILL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5471) for the relief 
of James L. Selfridge; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WERT. 

Mr. BACHMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5472) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Wert, mother of Francis Wert, pne of Company 
B, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B, CRESSMAN. 


Mr. BACHMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5473) granting a 
pension to William B. Cressman, private Company D, One hundred 


and fourth ee gay es Eire Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, refe: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ANNA W. JENKINS. 
Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5474) grant'ng a pension. 
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to Anna W. Jenkins ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL KAY. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5475) 
sion to Samuel Kay ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
te the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 
Mr. WARD also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 265) pro- 


viding for a commission to consider and report what legislation is 
needed for the better regulation of commerce saog e States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
LONGEVITY PAY. 


Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5476) to amend section 1262 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to longevity 
pay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMS FOR ARMY, NAVY, AND MILITIA. 


Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5477) to provide 
proper arms for the Army and Navy of the United States and for the 
militia of the several States and Territories; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. FERGUSON. 

Mr. WHITE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5478) for the relief 
of John P. Ferguson, late first sergeant Company K, One hundred 
and forty-fifth iment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES—TITLES OF BILLS. 


Mr. FISHER submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House be amended as follows: insert after the 
word “member,” in the fifth line of clause 1, Rule XXI, the words: “ And no bill shall 
be introduced and referred to any committee, unless the subject-matter is clearly 
expressed in its title.” 

SURVEY OF GETTYSBURGH BATTLE-FIELD. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5479) to complete 
the survey of the Gettysburgh battle-field, and to provide for the com- 
pilation and preservation of data showing the various positions of 
troops at that battle, illustrated by aiaiai; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNA HURLEY. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER (by request) alsó introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5480) for the relief of Anna Hurley, widow of Morris J. Hurley, of 
Washi , District of Columbia ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
BOUNTIES AND PENSIONS. 


Mr. COFFROTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5481) for the relief of 
certain drafted men; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ONE HUNDRED AND EIGHTY-SIXTH PENNSYLVANIA VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5482) to pay 
bounty to the soldiers of the One hundred and eighty-sixth Regi- 
ment of Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

inted. 

g ANDREW J. PENNEL. 

Mr. COFFROTH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5483) restoring to 
the pension-roll Andrew J. Pennel; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SCHOOL BUILDINGS, WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5484) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
apply the Washi n City school fund for the purchase of sites and 
erection of school buildings ; which was read a and second time 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BOUNTIES AND PENSIONS, 

Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5485) for the relief of 
certain soldiers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. PAINTER, 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5486) for the relief of 
J. H. Painter, late a private in Company H, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WYLEY GARDNER. 

Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5487) granting a pen- 
sion to Wyley Gardner; which was read a first and second 3 
ferred to the ttee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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NANCY TIPTON. 


Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5488) for the relief 
of Nancy Tipton; which was read a first and second time, referred 


nting a pen- to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER BROWNLOW. 
Mr. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5489) for the relief 


of Alexander Brownlow; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ARMY PAYMASTERS. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5490) to reduce the num- 
ber of paymasters in the United States Army to twenty-five; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTRACT SURGEONS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5491) to prevent the 
employment of contract surgeons in the United States Army until all 
the commissioned ns are assigned to duty; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5492) to amend sec- 
tion 40 of the Revised Statutes, regulating the compensation of mem- 
bers of Congress; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS M. M’GUIRE. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5493) for the relief of Silas 
M. McGuire, of Jefferson County, Tennessee; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER KENNEDY, SR. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5494) for the relief of 
Alexander Kennedy, sr.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES AND WILLIAM VANCE. 


Mr. UPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No.5495) for the relief of James 
Vance and William Vance; which was read a first and second ti 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE CLOUDT,. 
Mr. UPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5496) for the relief of 
George Cloudt; which was read a first and second time. 
Mr. UPSON. I ask that this bill be referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CONGER. This bill is to pay the claimant fer a horse lost in 
1847 in an Indian war. Under the new rules the Committee on War 
Claims are e with the consideration of claims arising under 
any war in which the United States has been engaged. This bill 
should go to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 266) ratify- 

ing settlement of taxes made by the District commissioners with the 

timore and Ohio Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. BEALE submitted the following preambleand resolution; which 
were read, and, under the rule, referred to the Committee on Indian 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. DEUSTER presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SALE OF PATENT-RIGHTS. 
Mr. DEUSTER also presented a memorial of the islature of the 


State of Wisconsin, for the of a law re; ting the sale of 
patent-rights ; which was refe to the Committee on Patents. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 
Mr. DEUSTER also presented a memorial of the islature of the 


State of Wisconsin, pra; for an equalization of soldiers’ bounties ; 
wiih Was cederred to tue Gomi ites on Sililtaxy ARAT : 


1880. 
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PENSIONS. 


Mr. DEUSTER also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, for the modification of the existing laws respect- 
ing the payment of pensions to disabled ex soldiers and sailors; which 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MANITOWOC HARBOR, WISCONSIN. 


Mr. DEUSTER also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, for an appropriation for the harbor at Manitowoc ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

BRIDGE OVER SAINT CROIX RIVER, WISCONSIN AND MINNESOTA. 


Mr. POUND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5497) to authorize the con- 
struction of a railway bridge across the Saint Croix River,in the 
States of Wisconsin and Minnesota ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH WALDO. 

Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5498) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Waldo, of Moundville, Wisconsin; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID M. MORLEY. 


Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5499) granting a pen- 
sion to David M. Morley, of Morley, Barron County, State of Wiscon- 
sin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT PATTERSON. 


Mr. POUND also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5500) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Patterson, of Mauston, Juneau County, State of Wis- 
consin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LEGISLATION OF ARIZONA. 


Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5501) to vacate, annul, 
and set aside an act of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Arizona; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Territories, 

Mr. CONGER. This bill should go to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary I suppose. The ra bom br or disapproval of laws of territorial 
assemblies is a subject of legislation by Con and is in the nature 
of a judicial duty. Such bills have heretofore been sent to the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ihave no particular choice about the reference. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. This bill should be referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, not to the Committee on the Judiciary. I call atten- 
tion to clause 15, Rule XI, by which the jurisdiction of the Commit- 
~ on iy Territories extends to “territorial legislation, the revision 
thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the new rule this 
bill should be referred to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Clerk please read the rule. 

The Clerk read clause 15 of Rule XI, as follows: 

0 rial! tion, the revision th and affecting Territories o! > 
RAe See 00 8 Committee on —— z we Ge Se 

Mr. CONGER. I think that under this new rule the bill properly 
goes to the Committee on the Territories. I only spoke in regard to 
such matters having been heretofore sent to the Committee on the 
1 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Territories, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

INSANE ASYLUM IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5502) granting to the 
Territory of Dakota section 36 in township No. 56 north, of range No. 
94 west, in the county of Yankton, said Territory, for the purposes of 
an asylum for the insane, and granting to said Territory one section 
of land, in lieu of said thirty-sixth section, for school purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

WAGON-ROAD FROM WYOMING TO UTAH. 

Mr. DOWNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5503 5 for the construc- 
tion of a military wagon-road from Fort Bridger, Wyoming Territory, 
to the Uintah agency, in Utah; which was read a first and secon 
3 to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WAGON-ROAD FROM WYOMING TO COLORADO. 


Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5504) for the con-. 


struction of a military wagon-road from Fort Sanders, Wyoming Ter- 
ritory, via North Park, to the military post to be established near the 
Ute reservation on Grand River, Colorado; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
PROMOTION OF ARMY OFFICERS, 

Mr. DOWNEY also intraduced a bill (H. R. No. 5505) relating to the 
8 of officers of the United States Army; which was read a 

rst and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK NELSON AND OTHERS, 


Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5506) ting pen- 
sions to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, and R. Sanders; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES KENRICK. 


Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 5507) pog an 
increase of pension to James Kenriċk ; which was read a first and see- 
ond time, referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL REPRESENTATIVES IN CONGRESS. 


Mr. DOWNEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 267) to 
so amend the Constitution as to give to the several 'Ferritories one 
member each in the House of Representatives ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will now recognize gentlemen who were 
noh in when their States were called, or, being in, did not hear the 


ANN P. DERRICK. 


Mr, SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5508) for the relief of 
Mrs. Ann P. Derrick, widow of W. 8. Derrick, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TALBERT. 


Mr. BINGHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5509) for 
the relief of William Talbert, of Washington, District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. CLIFTON. 
Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R, No. 5510) granting a 
1 to John L. Clifton, late private of Company L, Independent 
ennsylvania Artillery; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PETER BELLENGER PETRIE. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5511) granting a 
pension to Peter Bellenger Petrie; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM H. MAY. 

Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5512) for the relief of 
Wiliam H. May, Savannah, Georgia; which was read a first and 
ee eae referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ABRAHAM B. HERMAN, 

Mr. COWGILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5513) granting a pen- 
sion to Abraham B. Herman; which was read a first and second time, 
rA to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JUNE TERM UNITED STATES COURTS, LOUISVILLE. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5514) to provide a June 
term for the United States courts of Louisville, Kentucky; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


JEFFERSON KINDER. 
Mr. MYERS, introduce a bill (H. R. No. 5515) granting a pension to 
Jefferson Kinder; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND INDEMNITY CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5516). to 
authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to receive land- 
indemnity certificates issued to the State of Illinois for lands now 
vacant in said State; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 5517) to establish a marine 
hospital at or near New Orleans, and for other purposes; which was 
ad a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commeree, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. No. 2518) for 
the relief of Nelson Lyon and Jeremiah 8. James; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

ROBERT L. MARTIN. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, Irise to a privil 
enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
255, for the relief of Robert L. Martin, was passed. 

The SPEAKER. That is a bill which has been passed. 

Mr, CONGER. I do not desire to call it up now; I wish to have 
time to examine into the matter. 


ed question. I now ` 
ouse resolution No. 
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Mr. HUNTON. I am ready to make an explanation in reference to 
the mabiect now if the gentleman wishes. ; 

The SPEAKER. gentleman can only enter the motion to re- 
consider at this time. 

. HUNTON. Does the gentleman desire an explanation! 

Mr. CONGER. Not now, as it would take a considerable time; 

and I desire to examine the papers. 
$ CHANGE OF HOUR OF MEETING, 


Mr. HARRIS,of Virginia. Iask to present the following privileged 
uestion. 
3 The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, On and after Monday next the daily hour of meeting of the House be 
at eleven o'clock a, m. 
Mr. ATKINS. Is that in order except by unanimous consent ? 
The SPEAKER. It has been held to be in order 
Mr. ATKINS. If it requires unanimous consent, I object. 
The SPEAKER. It might be introduced for reference, 
Mr. ATKINS. I do not know how it is with the committee of the 
tleman from Virginia; but so far as the Committee on Appropria- 
fons is concerned, we need the time in the morning. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. That committee has the right to sit 
during the sessions of the House. 
Mr. ATKINS. But we want to be present during the sessions of 
the House. We need the morning for the meetings of the committee. 
Mr. HARRIS, of ia. Does one objection prevent the consid- 
eration of this privileged question? 
The SPEAKER, It does. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I thought it was a question of the high- 
“i 0 SPEAKE 
SP. R. There is a mode of reaching it, but not in the 


way the gentleman proposes. 

Mr. HARRIS of Virginia. I do not offer it under a suspension of 
the rules; but I believe that a motion touching the hour of meeting 
of this House is a question of the highest consideration. 

The SPEAKER, It may be one of the highest consideration, but 
as it changes the hour of meeting and therefore an order of the House, 
it is not a privileged question. e Chair admits under the practice 
such resolutions have been admitted, but it is not such a question as 
the gentleman has the right to offer as a rats, Ste question. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virgi The House should always have it within 
its power to say what should be the hour of its meeting. 

SP. The genenan has the right to present it for ref- 
erence under the call of States. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I am aware of that; but I think it is a 


privile; uestion. i $ 
The Niere The Chair must differ with the gentleman in that 
respec 
LIMITING DEBATE IN COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE, 
Mr. PRICE. Iask leave at this time to introduce the resolution 
which I offered this morning but to which objection was then made. 
I have now modified it so I think there will be no further objection 


to it. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


That in the ju: ent of this House the fifth h of Rule XXIII 
r debate on any bill in Committee of the Whole 
House after general debate has been closed by order of the House, except the five 
minutes on each side of the legitimate and bona fide 5 and that vor 
amendments are in violation of said rule and should not be en by the: hair. 

Mr. CONGER. That question arises every day, and the Chair will 
decide whether this House can in that way give construction to the 
rules. That is the duty of the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. PRICE. This House can express an opinion ; and if the House 
deems this resolution which I have introduced of a proper character 
and likely to accomplish the end obviously in view it will say so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that this resolution was 
introduced for reference. 

Mr. PRICE. No; I introduced it for the purpose, if I can get it, of 


having action on it now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say in reference to this mat- 
ter, and also in to the resolution of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. HARRIS, J as well as other matters of this kind which may 

introduced, that Rule XXVIII provides no standing rule or order 
of this House shall be rescinded or changed without one day’s notice 
of the motion therefor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I give notice that I will call up the res- 
olution which 1 introduced for consideration to-morrow during the 


day. 

Vir. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PRICE. bs my resolution before the House for consideration ? 

Mr. CONGER.” I make the same objection to this resolution that I 
made before. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman made an objection 
lution of the gentleman from vina, but the resolution which I 
haye presented is of an entirely different character. I do not seek to 
change a rule or order of the House; but simply that the House shall 
gn a construction to one of the rales in order that we may be en- 

led thereby to facilitate the business of the House, and surely that 
‘is a question for the consideration of the House itself. It its all 
appropriate amendments to be offered on bills, but carries out the 


inst the reso- 


intent and object of the House after the House has declared that all 
debate shall close in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman seeks to make a rule which 
will govern the Committee of the Whole, and in that respect he 


changes aes tl and the practice of the House. 

Mr. PRICE. e Chair pardon me. I think a fair construc- 
tion of the language which I have used in this resolution will not 
admit of any such conclusion. I desire the opinion of the House upon 
that point, and will ask that the Clerk the resolution again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. PRICE. Now let the Clerk read the fifth paragraph of the 
twenty-third rule. 

Rt CONGER. Ido not suppose this discussion takes it beyond 
0 on. 
he SPEAKER. No; the Chair will recognize the gentleman’s 
right to object. 
Clerk will read the clause referred to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, which the mem- 
ber who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes in 


sition to it, and there shall be no farther debate thereon; but the same pi 

of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment that may 
offered to an amendment; and neither an amen t nor an amen t to an 
amendment shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless by the unanimous 
consent of the committee. f 

Mr. PRICE. Now,if I can have consent for a moment, I desire to 
show that the only object I can possibly have in introducing this 
resolution is to facilitate the business of this House. For four months 
we have sat here, and I think it is a truth that no gentlemen will 
undertake to contradict when I say that we have done scarcely any- 
thing. Itis also well known that the country is very much dissatisfied 
with our course here, and for my own part I would not care for that if 
the country was wrong and we were right; but the truth of the matter 
is the country is right and we are wrong. 

In reference to the object to be attained by this resolution I will 
illustrate: We close, for instance, by a vote of this House all general 
discussion on a bill, say with two, three, or four hours’ time, and then 
we commence the consideration of the bill by Paragraphs, under the 
five-minute rule. Under the resolution just read by the Clerk, any 
gentleman on the floor can make a legitimate amendment and he has 

ve minutes in which to discuss it, and fiye minutes are allowed on 
the other side in opposition to it. A strict construction of the rule 
would of course cut off debate at that point on this amendment, but 
it is continued without limit under these nd be forma amendments. A 
a rises and says: “I move to 8 out the last word,” and 

en follows a five-minute discussion, on either side, of that pro forma 
amendment; then another gentleman rises and moves to strike out 
the last word, and the same thing is gone over again, and then some- 
body moves to strike ont the last two words, and the debate is un- 
limited and incessant. 

Now, these motions have been made over a thousand times within 
my own observation, and I never yet have heard one single word of 
discussion in favor of the motion to strike out the last wor [Laugh- 
ter.] The debate is always about something else not embodied in the 
amendment proposed at all and it is an evasion of the rule, and every 

ntleman here knows it is clearly evasion and nothing else. Now, 

am desirous that we should get through with legislation here at all 
events before the 4th of March, 1881, and unless we adopt a resolution 
of the kind that I have introduced, and put a stop to this abuse, I am 
inclined to think that we never will get throngh. Three hundred 
men here have a right to “strike out the last word,” one man after 
the other, and there is no telling where we will end. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Chair to allow meone word. The gentle- 
man from Iowa has exhibited the most striking proof of the necessity 
and 1 of the rule that could have been given. The gentle- 
man has been compelled at this time —not being permitted by any 
rule of the House to ask the indulgence of the House to enable him 
to make such remarks as gentlemen may want to make on a pro forma 
amendment when a bill is being discussed in the Committee of the 
Whole. Ithink the argument of the gentleman, taken in connection 
with his practice, is a sufficient reason why that resolution should not 
be considered. At any rate, I object. 

Mr. PRICE. The objection of course comes with a very good pee 

oor. 


from the gentleman from Michigan who is scarcely ever on the 
Mr.CONGER. The House knows that without the gentleman from 
Iowa informing it. [Laughter. 


Mr. PRICE. The gentleman 3 Michigan is the last man on this 
floor I would have expected to make an objection to such a proposi- 
tion as this. My only object is to transact the business for which we 
are here, and not waste time in pro forma amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to have the 
resolution referred to the Committee on Rules? 

= 3 If I cannot do any better, let it go to the Committee 
on Rules, 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules, 


MOSES M. KERR. 
Mr, REILLY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5518) to correct the records of the War Department by erasing the 
harge of desertion against M-ses M. Kerr; which was read a first 


1880. 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LOAN OF NATIONAL FLAGS. 


Mr. HOUSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
glow R. No. 268) authorizing the Secretary of War to lend United States 
ags to centennial commissioners at Nashville, Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time. 
Mr. HOUSE. I ask that the joint resolution be now put upon its 


5 The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, dc., That the Secretary of W. nd he is hereby, authorized to lend 
to the centennial ee at Ahead Tannie; ten na — 
taking from them such security as in his opinion may insure th 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

SMITH C. FERGUSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 5519) granting a pension to Smith C. Ferguson ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 


Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, from the Select Committee on 
the Origin, Introduction, and Prevention of Epidemic Diseases, in the 
United States, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 4085, to in- 
crease the efficiency of the National Board of Health, a bill (H. R. No. 
5520) having the same title; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 


Mr. MCGOWAN. I am instructed by the Select Committee on Epi- 
demic Diseases to report back the joint resolution (H. R. No. 224) to 
print 10,000 copies of the report of the National Board of Health, and 
ask that it be placed upon the Calendar. 

The SPE R. As the joint resolution relates to printing it must 
go to the Committee on Printing if the cost will exceed 8500. Will 
the cost exceed that amount? 

Mr. MCGOWAN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Then by law it must go to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The joint resolution, with the accompanying report, was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

REPORT OF YELLOW-FEVER COMMISSION. 


Mr. McGOWAN also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, rted back, with a favorable recommendation, the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 225) to print 10,000 copies of the report of the 
yellow-fever commission. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing under the law. 

INTERNATIONAL SANITARY CONFERENCE, 


Mr. McGOWAN. Iam also instracted by the Select Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases to aa back, with a favorable recommendation, 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 195) authorizing the President to call 
an international sanitary conference to meet at Washington, District 
of Columbia. I ask that the report be printed, and that the bill be 
placed on the House Calendar. It does not make an appropriation. 

The joint resolution was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. ATHERTON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
War Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No. 5521) making appropriations 
for the payment of claims reported allowed by the commissioners of 
claims under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871, and acts amend- 
atory thereof; which was read a first and second time, and recom- 
mitted to the same committee, not to come back on a motion to re- 
consider, 

TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 5522) for the organization of the Territory of Alaska, and 
providing for the establishment of a civil government therefor; which 
was 8 a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSENESS. 


Mr. DUNN. I ask leave to make a report from the Committee on the 
Public Lands that it may be printed and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SPARKS. I do not understand that the call of committees for 
reports is now proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois object? This 
requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I call for the togmiar order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the 
morning hour for reports from committees. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move to dispense with the 
mening ho so that we may proceed with the consular and diplo- 
matic bill. 


The motion of Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, was agreed to, there 
being—ayes 96, noes 36; two-thirds voting in the affirmative. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to re- 
1 8 the consideration of the diplomatic and consular appropriation 

i 

The motion was to. 

The House acco ly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. CoNVERSE in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3035) making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1881, and for other pu 

The CHAIRMAN When the committee last rose the pending ques- 
tion was upon the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, to 
strike out lines 34 and 35, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For chargés d'affaires ad interim and diplomatic officers abroad, $20,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon this question debate was exhausted. 

The amendment of Mr. MCMILLIN was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries of © d'affaires to P Denmark. P. and a 
and Switzerland, at $5,000 each, e A 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to amend by adding to the clause just 
read the following: 


Provided, In the case of the office of envoy 5 und minister plenipoten- 
tiary or minister resident, for which a — was provided by the acts making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic cerviee for the Ascal years ending 


formed for the space of four months in any year by a d'affaires, acting 
affaires, z shales per 


d’: , or secretary of ion, the of su shall be 50 
cent. of the amount herein for such oi and the remaining 50 per 
quik shalt bs OMAL sabe abe KOADET: 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I make the point of order that 
this is new legislation. It is not recommended by the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the amendment embraces new legislation it 
is still not liable to the point of order, because it reduces expendi- 
tures. On its very face it does so. 

x ~~ CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is 
in order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not desire to discuss the amendment. It 
speaks for itself. It provides merely that when any one of these 
offices has been vacant by reason of the absence of the minister fora 
period of four consecutive months in any one year, the salary appro- 
priated to the office shall be 50 per cent. of the salary and it 
shall go to the subordinate officer discharging the duties of his absent 
principal; the other 50 per cent. to be covered into the Treasury. 
That is all. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 48, noes 64; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, and Mr. 
BLACKBURN were appointed. À , 
The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 55, noes 70. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to amend by adding to the pending 
clause the following: 

And provided, That no diplomatic or consular officer of the United States who 
shall be absent from the place or country to which he is accredited, for more than 
thirty days in any year, unless said absence is by order of the Secretary of State, 
and upon business directly connected with the duties of his office, shall receive 
any pay or compensation during the time of such absence in excess of thirty days. 

Mr. McCOOK. Would it bein order to amend this amendment so 
that the same provision shall apply to members of Congress? 

Mr. PRICE. I think it ought to be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is open to amendment. 

Mr. McCOOK. Well, I offer the amendment I have indicated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will vote for the amendment if the Chair 
53 5 it in order, and am willing to reduce the time to one day instead 
of thirty. 

Mr. McCOOK. I prefer thirty days; one day is too short a time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not for me. 

Mr. McCOOK. If the words “ Secretary of State” are in the gen- 
tleman’s proposition, perhaps I had better not offer the amendment. 
I did not listen attentively; but if the provision in regard to the 
Secretary of State could be struck out, I would offer my amendment 
in good faith. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from New York surely does 
not think that my amendment affects at all the salary of the Secre- 
tary of State. 

Mr. McCOOK. No,sir; but I would not like to provide that the 
Secretary of State shall grant leave of absence to members of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought the gentleman did not understand 
the proposition. 

Mr. ATKINS. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment of Mr. BLACKBURN was again read. 

Mr. McCOOK. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Are we to infer from this amendmert of beng pen- 


tleman from Kentucky that a diplomatic cr consular officer o 
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United States may be absent from his post thirty days without leave. 
Ido not so understand. Such an officer, if absent, must have per- 


on. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will notice the amendment 
carefully, I think he will not consider it amenable to that criticism. 


It provides, not that these officers may be absent thirty da; 
leave, but that in the event of being absent for more t 
days, unless under orders of the Secretary of State and upon business 
directly connected with the mission, the officer shall receive no pay 
for the period of his absence exceeding thirty days. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I have the provision of the law 
here, and will read it: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That no ny ipa or consular officer shall re- 
ceive salary for the time during which he may be absent from his (by leave or 
8 beyond the term of sixty days in any one year : That the time 
equal to that usually occupied in going to and the United States in case of the 
return, on leave, of such penao or consular officer to the United States may be 
allowed in addition to said sixty days; and section 3 of act of March 30, 1868, is 
hereby repealed. 

It will be seen by this provision of the law that these officers have 
sixty days’ leave of absence during each year, but they cannot receive 
payment for any period of time above and beyond the sixty days. 

Mr. BLACKBURN’s amendment was di to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the salary of the secre’ to the legation (when acting also as interpreter 
at China @ —1 tary gation ( g erpreter) 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move, in line 54, to strike out $5,000 and in 
lieu thereof to insert $2,500. Now, sir, it is a fact, and I doubt not 
my friend from Mississippi knows it, that the present secretary of le- 

tion in China receives 85,000, and that only ause he is acting as 
interpreter there. I think the gentleman from Mississippi is aware 
(Iam sure he is if he has made inquiry at the State Department) that 
representations haye been made by diplomatic representatives, or 
some of them, in China that in respect to the duties discharged by 
that secretary of legation, including the services he renders as inter- 
preter, they can be supplied by equally efficient men for one-fifth of 
the pay he now gets. I am sure I nothing in saying that such 
protests are on in the State Department now against the continu- 
ation of the appropriation of $5,000 for that purpose, and declaring 
the duties are merely nomi and that men there who have been edu- 
cated in this country, though natives of China, can be found and 
through them provision made for all the interpreting services we need 
there at one-fifth the cost we are now bestowing upon it. 

Mr. BURROWS. Isthe seriene at liberty to disclose from what 
source these 2 come 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I have been as accurate and definite as any 
, song Hae} has reason to ask. I undertake to say protests are on file 

m foreign representatives of this Government in the State Depart- 
ment, and private protests to the President of this country, too. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I do not know what information 
the gentleman from 5 may ha ve in his possession; but I know 
from consultation with the tary of State that it is his opinion 
this salary is a reasonable one. You find that this party has double 
pe Bes perform. In the first place he is secretary of legation, and 
in next place he is interpreter to that legation. 

Now, the gentleman from Kentucky on Saturday undertook to de- 
clare that the salaries fixed by this bill for interpreters to some other 
legations were controlled and governed by my religious bias. I give 
the gentleman an opportunity this morning to say whether he in- 
tended to intimate to the House and the country that I was influ- 
enced the hundredth part of a hair’s breadth by any religious bias 
of my own in making up this item of the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. . Chairman, I am amazed at the sensitive- 
ness of the gentleman from Mississippi; but I am glad he affords me 
the opportunity to declare that I never dia suspect him of having any 
religious bias at all. [Laughter.] And there is not a man in this 
House or out of it who ever was her from intending to intimate 
that the gentleman in charge of this bill had allowed himself by rea- 
son of personal acquaintance or any personal considerations to change 
one iota of the ore of the measure. It was not possible, in my 
judgment, for him to do that. What I did mean was simply this: 
The interpreters to those two legations of which I was then speaking, 
according to the information I was of, have but very little 
services to A puta steam They are both preachers, both missionaries, and 
I thought they found as the missionary business did not pay well this 
was a sort of religious donation from this Government to the foreign 
missio system. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I hope the gentleman will not 
further consume my time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not at all. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, this is like the 
hundred and one other blunders which the gentleman has fallen into 
in the rabid speech he made afew days ago. Does he know who the 
interpreters are at these points? One of them, A. A. Garginlo, at 
Constantinople, is a naturalized Greek, as I understand, a man who 
has been there for years, and if he has any religious views I do not 


know what they are. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. And a missionary besides. 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. If he has any religious calling 
about it. He is no missionary. e mei is a man 


without 


I know nothin 
by the name of Thompson, as appears by the register of the State 


Department, and is not a missionary from any church, as I am told 
at the State Department, and is not in any sense of the word respon- 
sible to any sect in the country for his appointment or for his pres- 
ence in the country. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not intimate he was. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The 1 speaks of my 
relgious convictions. Yes; I have them and I thank God I have. My 
on 2 is I am not always true to them. 

. BLACKBURN. Ispoke not of your religious convictions. I 
spoke of the gentleman’s religious bias. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Wait a moment. It would be 
a good thing for Wo ponnien and for his constituents, and a matter 
of security to him, if he had some stronger religious convictions than 
any one thinks of crediting him with. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Not now. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does he parade himself either as an encourag- 
ing or frightful example of religious conviction. [Laughter.] 

. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Well, Ido not think the gentle- 
man fit to be an example for anybody. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam afraid my friend is losing his good tem- 


per. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. At all events, in such matters I 
should hate to see the church intrusted to your keeping, and in this 
your best friends will agree with me. San pene 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is necessary that these interpreters should 
be intelligent, well-informed men, There is much depending upon 
the interpretation they give to matters and things. If they are dis- 
honest men, they can be used in the interest of the governments to 
which our consuls are accredited. In other words, they might have 
such bias in favor of their own 9 or of some other country as 
would work great detriment to ours. In some cases these parties re- 
ceive $1,500, and it runs up as high as$3,000. But in order to get good 
men and efficient ones for service of this kind it is a well-understood 
fact that you are compelled to pay good salaries. You cannot obtain 
them otherwise, and I am surprised to hear the gentleman say that 
$5,000 is more than an adequate remuneration or compensation for an 
educated, reliable man, speaking two langnages, acting as secretary 
of legation and interpreter at the same time. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Yes, if it is pertinent to this 
point. 

Mr. HUNTON. I should certainly not ask the gentleman an im- 
pertinent question. What I desire to call his attention to is this: 
that according to this bill there is only a clerk to the legation at 
Spain at a salary of $1,200 a year, and for the legation at China there 
is a secretary as well asaclerk. Now what I want to ask is, why it 
is important to have a clerk at the legation at China and not in 
Spain? It seems to me that there can be no good reason for making 
such a difference as this. 

Mr. BAKER. But you have a secretary and clerk in Spain. 

Mr. HUNTON. No,sir. Here is line 51, which provides for the 
clerk to the legation at Spain $1,200. 

Mr. ORTH. Look at line 45 and the gentleman will see that there 
is also a secretary provided for Spain. 

Mr. HUNTON. And here you have provided for the secretary of 
legation in China the sum of 85,000. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia be kind enough to turn back to line 45 and he will see that 
there is a secretary of legation provided for Spain, as well as a clerk. 

Mr. HUNTON. But I notice in addition that the clerk and the sec- 
Te in Spain together get the sum of $2,800, while the secre 
of legation while acting as interpreter in China gets the sum of $5,000, 
Now, here is the secretary and clerk in Spain who receive but $2,800, 
while the secretary alone in China gets $5,000. Iam unable to see 
any reason for this difference. I believe that educated Chinese that 
come over here and receive their education in our schools can be pro 
cured to do that service provided for in this section of the bill for the 
sum of $1,000. 

A MEMBER. Or $1,200 at the outside. 

Mr. HUNTON. They can be obtained at a cost not exceeding $1,000 
Iam convinced. I think, therefore, the salary of $2,500 for this sec- 
retary, as provided in the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, is more than sufficient to secure the services of an interpreter 
in China, and I trnst that the amendment he offers will prevail, 
because I think $1,000 will secure effective and faithful service in this 
connection. 

Mr. ORTH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question 
before he sits down? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. ORTH. Would the gentleman be willing to employ an unnat- 
uralized foreigner in an American legation ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Why, as interpreters, beyond all question. There 
may be foreigners not only employed as interpreters but even as con- 
sular hoe 

Mr. ORTH. Not unnaturalized foreigners ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, as consular agents to conduct our business. 


Why, my friend from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] awhile ago said 
one of these parties was an unnaturalized Greek. 
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Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. That is one of the gentleman’s 


missionaries, but naturalized as I understand. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUNTON. But I insist $2,500 is more than sufficient. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. BLACKBURN; and 
on a division it was rejected—ayes 29, noes 63. 

Mr. WARNE I move to strike out “ five” and insert “four” in 
line 54; so that it will read: 

For the salary of the secretary to the legation (when acting also as interpreter) 
at China, $4,000. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 57. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

For the salary of the eng se to the legation in Turkey, $3,000. 

e 


For the interpreter to th tion at Japan, $2,500. 
For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse proper, and of all the missions 
abroad, $80,000. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 61, and no embassador, en 
tary of l 


hereby repealed. 
Mr. FROST. I rise in support of the amendment offered by the 
ntleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLAcKBURN;] and I only 7 5 
t it is not possible under the rules of this House and under what 
I conceive to be a proper appreciation of the duties incumbent upon 
us to strike out the whole of Schedule A from line 1 to line 61 of the 
bill. I believe, sir, it would be far better for the interests of this 
country abroad, and it would certainly result in a Jarge saving, if we 
were enabled to abolish all this embassadorial, ministerial, or mis- 
eh syran whatever it may be called. 

We have abroad, in a number of capitals of Europe, gentlemen un- 
der the name of embassadors ates e and other long-sounding 
titles, who to my certain knowledge, as I have had some experience 
both in traveling in those countries and reading the reports made by 
n gememen; a absolutely noming mee We are appropriat- 
ing for the p of supporting these gentlemen sums aggregating 
$450,000. I 8 sir, that Stee tours of that amount might be 

saved, and that one minister abroad would be amply sufficient for all 
p . Whenever any complication arises with a European power 
it always becomes necessary for us to commission some ial em- 
bassadors in orđer to represent us. The only services which these 
representatives of ours abroad render are to introduce to ae 
courts such American travelers as are desirous of basking in the 
smiles of royalty. That is what they do, so far as they act at all. 
They are not representatives of our political or commercial inter- 
course with foreign nations, but are merely gentlemen ushers to our 
Savaa Europe for the purpose of introducing them to foreign 
potenta 
I recollect the experience I had in 1872 in common with many other 
Americans who were traveling in Europe at that time. There was 
then located at the court of St. James as first secretary of legation 
to General Schenck a gentleman of the name of Moran. I found it 
n to visit Switzerland and intended to pass by way of Paris. 
I was then at college in England. I called at our ministry. I had 
letters certifying to my identity from the rector of the university at 
which I was studying. I had letters from prominent gentlemen in 
London sufficient to enable me to obtain money at the But 
when I went to introduce myself to Mr. Moran with these credentials 
as an American citizen demanding a passport, he told me he did not 
know me. I told him that was ectly correct, but I had brought 
letters of introduction. He said he did not know the gentlemen writ- 
ing the letters. I told him that was a matter of common occurrence 
in Europe, but that those letters enabled me to draw money at the 
bank and if he talked with me for five minutes he might know I was 
an American citizen. He still declined to furnish me with a passport. 
I then asked him whether an introduction from the embassador from 
Austria, Count Apponyi, with whom I happened to be acquainted, 
would suffice. He said, “No; Ido not know the Count Apponyi.” 
I had to leave the office without obtaining my passport. 
I then went to the minister of Belgium and from him obtained a 
rt or what was equivalent thereto and was obliged to avoid 
aris and go around to Switzerland by way of Belgium and the Rhine. 
I offer that as a fair sample of the reception given to American citi- 
zens by men who have resided at the Euro courts so long that they 
are not willing to know any one who is not at least a sovereign of 
some country or other. I went there under the impression that I was 
a sovereign as far as every American citizen was; but I came away 
under the full conviction that our American embassadors knew no one 
of lowerrankthankings; and that as they were constantly associated 
with emperors and men of such degree they thought that we ordinary 
travelers had no rights which they considered themselves entitled to 


the hammer fell.] 
. HAWLEY. Ido not know the details of the 
which has just been made; but I desire to say a wo 


jal complaint 
for Mr. Moran, 


who is known to all gentlemen concerned with our foreign inter- 
course and to a large number of the members of foreign legations as 
our diplomatic inter- 


for a great number of years co with 


course. He is known further to be a man of the highest character, 
and his late promotion to be minister at Portugal was considered a 
recognition in an especial sense of the service rendered by a most 
admirable representative of the American Government abroad. What 
mistake he may have made in this particular case I do not know. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. PRICE. I must make the point of order on my friend from 
New York. I mean nothing personal, but I must insist that this 
striking out of the last words should stop. 

The The gentleman from Iowa will state the point 
of order to which he has risen. . 

Mr. PRICE. I make the point of order under the fifth clause of 
Rule XXIII that when an amendment is offered it is subject only to 
a speech of five minutes in favor and five minutes against; and that 
when general debate has been closed by order of the Honse it cannot 
7 any maneuver of this kind be continued against the order of the 

ouse. The Chair must see, if this is to continue every gentleman in 
this House might move to strike out the last word on which there 
might be ten minutes’ speaking, and three hundred times ten minutes 
would take u great reas Bi 

Now if the rule is to 3 in its spirit and letter, none but 
legitimate bona fide amendments can be entertained under the fifth 
clause of Rule XXIII. There will be no end to debate if any other 
course is followed. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has always been the custom in Committees 
of the Whole to allow such motions. 

Mr. PRICE. I know it. 

The CHAIRMAN. And it would be a very hard ruleindeed to im- 
ye upon any chairman of the Committee of the Whole the duty of 

etermining what might be the effect of any amendment. The Chair- 
man cannot determine whether an amendment is made in good faith 
or not, or what may be the effect of it, whether to destroy the pend- 
ing proposition or to improve it and make it better. The remedy of 
the gentleman is to object to the withdrawal of any amendment and 
to require a vote upon it, 

Mr. PRICE. If the Chair will bear with me a moment; I do not 
desire to take up too much time. I know the Chair in making the 
ruling he has is doing just what has been done by other chairmen 
for years = I know that I am undertaking a Herculean task 
when I undertake to bring about a correction of this evil. The Chair 
knows that the remedy which he suggests is really no remedy at all; 
because the gentleman from New York—and I hope he will not con- 
sider that I am doing this out of any disregard for him 

Mr. COX. Certainly not 

Mr. PRICE. When the gentleman from New York has made his 
five-minute speech on his motion, and another gentleman makes a 
five-minnte speech in reply, then, if'no objection is made, the gentle- 
man from New York will withdraw his motion, and it may be renewed 
by any other member. Even if objection is made to the withdrawal, 
and the vote is taken upon the pro forma amendment and decided in 
the negative, any other gentleman can make the same motion; and so 
it will go on ad infinitum. 

The . The Chair is of opinion that an amendment 
once voted down cannot be renewed; and no amendment can be 
withdrawn except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PRICE. e Chair will understand that when an amendment 
to strike out the last word is voted upon and decided in the negative, 
then an amendment to strike out the last two words would be in or- 
der, and after that an amendment to strike out the last three Pordi 
and then the last four words, and so on to the end of the chapter. 
have arisen — 

Mr. McCOOK. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PRICE. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOOK. If the construction which the gentleman puts upon 
the rule is a correct one, would it not put an additional limitation on 
debate when debate is already sufficiently limited? 

Mr. PRICE. Iam glad the gentleman has asked the question. I 
say that debate is not sufficiently limited. The House makes an order 
that after two or three or four hours of general debate all general 
debate shall cease, and the Committee of the Whole shall then pro- 
ceed to consider the bill under the five- minute rule. Yet every gen- 
tleman here knows, without my saying it, that if amendments to strike 
out the last word or the last two words or the last three words, and 
so on without any limit, are allowed to be made and discussed, there is 
practically no limitation to debate and the Committee of the Whole 
will never cease debating, the order of the House to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX. I understood the Chair to decide that I could speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided the point of order, and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] will Benign 

Mr. AIKEN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] allow 
me a minute or two for a question? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. AIKEN. The gentleman from New York has the floor, I believe. 
and he allows me two minutes. [Laughter.] I desire to say that t 
am entirely in accord with the Ppa from Iowa, and he and I 
4 ee irectly together on proposition, for I agree with him 
entirely. 
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Since the first meeting of the extra session of the Forty-fifth Con- 
ress I have kept a sort of diary of debate in this House, and I now 
—— to give to this House the benefit of that information. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman 

Mr. AIKEN. I have two minutes; please sit down. [Laughter. 
Of all the debaters in this House twenty-eight members consume 7 
per cent. of the entire time consumed in debate. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman got the floor on the promise to ask mea 
question. 

5 I will ask the gentleman a question. Can he dispute 
the fact that twenty-eight men on the floor of this House consume 71 
per cent. of the entire time taken upin debate? [Laughter.] North- 
western members consume 9 per cent. of the balance of the time; 
sonthérn members 10 per cent.; and one gentleman from Michigan 
consumes 10 per cent. The remainder of the time is consumed by 
northern democrats. I ask the gentleman how much time that is? 
[Laughter.] That is the question I have to asx him. 

Mr. COX. I am cut short in my time somewha‘. 

Mr. BLACKBURN and others. Go on! 

Mr.COX. I was cut short when I was young. [Langhter.] It was 
my misfortune not to be present at the opening of this debate, yet 
my friend on the other side must object to my speaking now, know- 
ing I was somewhat referred to if not attacked in debate on Satur- 
day, and my interesting friend from Sonth Carolina must become 
irrelevant in so far as to call in question ali the loquacious members 
of this House. Now where is my five minutes? [ hter.] Lask 
leave to 1 [See Appendix. ] 

TheC . TheChairhearsnoobjection. [Renewed laugh- 
ter.] The question is on striking out the last word. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw that small amendment. 

The C . If there be no objection the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. f 

The CHAIR. The question is on the amendment moved by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN. ] 

The question was taken, and the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. Before the committee passes to the consid- 
eration of Schedule B, I desire to offer an amendment to lines 24 and 
25 of Schedule A. I was not in the House on Saturday at the time 
these lines were under consideration. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent to offer the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I reserve the point of order until I hear the 
amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 24 and 25, strike out $5,000, and insert $7,500; so as to make the clause 


“For minister resident and consul-general at Bolivia, $7,500.” 


TFE 
. SIN , of Mississippi. e have thi 

ae CHAIRMAN, The R eman from Kentucky will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In the first place, we have the clause 
of the bill to which this amendment applies, and the gentleman has 
no right to go back on je 5 consent, which I reserved the 
right to withhold until I could hear the amendment read. I now make 
the point that we have passed this. 

I make the further t that under Rule XXI the amendment is 
not in order, because, though germane to the subject-matter, it does 


not retrench nditures. 

Mr. GARF. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to withhold 
the point of order long enough to allow my colleague [Mr. YOUNG, 
of ol Re make a statement. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withhold the point, to hear the gentleman's 
statement. 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the compensation of the rep- 
resentative of the United States Government at Bolivia is away below 
what it 5 to be when we take into consideration, first, the im- 
portance of Bolivia to the United States in a commercial point of 
view; and, secondly, the high priee in that country of provisions such 
as an American would be eae O live on. 

Besides, this bill provides no clerk, no chargé d’affaires, no assistant 
whatever to this officer. He is named resident minister and consul- 
general, without a clerk, without assistant. It does seem to me that, 
in view of the importance of Bolivia as compared with other South 
American republics, my amendment ought to be sdopiad in order to 
-dignify the representative of our Government at t place. The 
gentleman who has just been appointed to the position is a first-class 
man and ought to get first-class pay. 

We ought not to starve our officers at home by low w: as there 
seems to be an 9 on the part of this Congress to do; and cer- 
tainly, when we send men abroad to represent this country and its 
interests, commercial and political, we ought at least to dignify the 
office by paying the officer enough salary to live on, 

I ask that by unanimous consent this amendment may be put to a 
vote of the committee. As a question of . 5 
I cannot see why tbe business of the Committee of the Whole on tho 

state of the Union cannot be conducted under the rules in as liberal 
a way as that of any standing committee of the House. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I now renew my point of order, though I have 


no disposition to interrupt any gentleman who desires to speak on 
this question. 

Mr. WHITE. Who is the appointee to this mission ? 

Mr. YOUNG, of Ohio. If the gentleman from Kentucky will per- 
mit me, I will state that the gentleman recently appointed to this 

ition is General Adams, who during this last winter took his life 
in his hands and went among the Ute Indians upon a mission of hu- 
manity—to get from the hands of the Utes the Meeker family. For 
this distinguished service General Adams has been justly rewarded 
by having conferred upon him by the Administration the mission to 
Bolivia. He is a man whose life and character have been marked by 
self-sacrifice; and now, when the Government has acknowledged his 
services by conferring upon him this office, it is proposed to cut down 
the compensation from $7,500 to $5,000 a year. It will cost him more 
than $1,000 to pay his expenses to this mission, and more than $4,000 
a year to live there—decently, I mean. I suppose he could live on 
the salary here proposed, if he would live as the people down there 
live. But I bope this committee will consider that when a man is 
sufficiently distinguished to be sent to a foreign country as a repre- 
sentative of this great nation we ought at least to give him enough 
salary to enable him to support himself decently. 

Mr. McCOOK. With the permission of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, I wish to make one statement. General Adams has shown his 
courage and pluck by going in person among the Ute Indians when 
pertapa not another white man in the United States could have been 

uced to go there, and by insisting upon the surrender of the prin- 
cipal chiefs who had taken part in the attack upon Major Thornburgh 
and hiscommand. In this way General Adams unquestionably saved 
this Government from a long and bloody Indian war, which would 
probably have cost us millions of dollars. It seems to me every one 
who knows the man will concede that this salary should be allowed 
him in acknowledgment of his services. I think the House of Rep- 
resentatives AR with very great 8 make this very small 
ition of the devoted service Which General Adams has rendered. 

A ER. Is he an Ohio man? 

Mr. McCOOK. No, nor a New York man; he is a Colorado man. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to join in the testimony borne to the 
character of this gentleman. Within the last three days he has been 
a witness before a committee of investigation of this House to which 
I belong, and I very cheerfully bear testimony to the favorable im- 

ression he made upon my mind as worthy of every compliment that 

been paid to him. But Ido not think this is the way to recognize 
such services as he has rende istinguished as they have been. 
It had better be done by special act of Congress than by raising the 
pay of one of these foreign missions. 

At the outset of the discussion on this bill I stated to the House 
that it was not my idea to restrict the diplomatic or consular system 
or cripple it in any wise by reduction of compensation. I have of- 
fered no amendment to reduce the salary of any of our foreign min- 
isters; I do not intend to do so. But I do intend to insist upon a 
point of order upon any amendment looking to an increase of the sal- 
aries of these ministers as reported in the bill. With all deference to 
the request made by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. YOUNG, ] I insist 


npon the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the point of order 
is well taken. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
SCNEDULE B. 
For the agent and consul-general at Cairo, $4,000. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the last 
word. I do this simply to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] a question. He asked leave awhile ago to print some remarks, 
stating that he had been assailed in the House, and I understood he 
had reference tome. I would like to know whether this is the fact, 
for certainly I had no such purpose. 

Mr. COX. I rose afew moments ago for the purpose of saying to 
the Honse, as chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, that any 
intimation that we have been derelict in providing by law for a new 
consular and diplomatic system was not authorized by the facts in 
so far as it referred to myself. 

It was said by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] that I 
have opposed again and again in this House the Epone and use- 
less diplomacy by which our Treasury is so much depleted and for 
which there is no adequate compensation in the services rendered. 

Why should we not withdraw from the salary of diplomats, &c., 
just a much money as is possible to aggrandize the consular sys- 
tem 

The great need of this country is the extension of trade. Let us 
find new avenues and opportunities for our commerce. Why, there- 
fore, should I not feel some resentment at remarks made on Perony 
by gentlemen, inasmuch as I could not tell under the rules what too! 
place in the Foreign Affairs Committee? 

If the truth were known, its chairman should be not reproached in 
the slightest degree for any seeming neglect. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND ] referred to me, and to my committee to 
which he sent a general resolution, asking for a cal ney in 
this diplomatic system. Now I say, since it has been discussed is 
that I have twice brought before that committee his resolution. 
may say with propriety that committee is disinclined to make any 
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such change as he recommended. So far as Iam personally concerned 
Ihave debated the matter involved in his resolution here years 

ear after year—till to me it is threadbare. My then coll e, LMr. 
Hewitt. Who was on the Foreign Affairs Committee, e an ex- 
haustive h of the same tenor. I collected from the Hansard 
English debates, as he had from the Globe and our RECORDS, all that 
was worthy to be authority on a point of this kind. 

My friend from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] follows in this path. 
He would strike down these useless ministerial appendages. I cheer 
him in his work. In this day of newspapers, steamships, railroads, 
and telegraphs—marine and terrestrial—and when the appliances of 
our civilization are making their marvels of advancement, is it not 
time to disuse a system so futile, feudal, and utterly effete? Why 
not so restore us even to the old-fashioned plan of “ non-entangling 
alliances,” which our fathers recommended, and which in my more 
elaborate speech on this bill I will show they recommended as infi- 
nitely superior to the unrepublican diplomatic methods now in vogue? 
Why not combine all Europe, or South America, or Central America, 
or the Pacific coast, China, and Japan, into one embassy, and remit 
the great bulk of our commercial and foreign work to our consulate 
system? 

ee that system may be executed, is it not consummate ? 

Sir, we have a splendid consular system. It does not need much 
reform. Here is a book prepared at the State Department which is 
worth study. It ramifies all throngh our commerce, and into all its 
vicissitudes, enterprises, and fortunes. Now, when we are seeking 
these foreign avenues of trade, I would enhance and strengthen the 
commercial agencies. To do that, abolish these luxurious and inordi- 
nate salaries for ambassadors and their satellites, whose only business 
seems to be to dine at cafés abroad, to dance attendance on nobility, 
to listen to the gossiping of those who have no sympathy with re- 

ublicanism, and who return to us undemocratized, denationalized, 
e novo, at their elegant leisure and abundant pleasure, after galli- 
vanting all ec e at the expense of a tax- paying aud hard- 
working people. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill who is the consul-general at Shanghai now? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. You will find that information 
by looking at the register of the State Department. I do not keep 
these names in my mind. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman were as well advised about 
this bill as he seems to be posted in religion, he might be able to give 
me this information. [Laughter.] Isuspect it is a man by the name 
of Loring, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Probably. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman in one of this 
bill whether he knows or does not know that man stands to-day under 
indictment for frauds committed on the internal revenue of this Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr, NEAL. 
of Oregon. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is not Loring consul-general at Shanghai now? 

Mr. NEAL. No; Denny is. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. The gentleman has the Blue Book before him. 

Mr. NEAL. He has been appointed within a few weeks. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In place of whom? 

Mr. NEAL. In place of Mr. Bailey. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I knew Mr. Bailey had been retired; but I want 
to know whether this consulate is filled now; and, if not, which one is 
filled by Loring, who was at Hong-Kong and then sent to Shanghai? 

Mr. NEAL. That is Mr. Builey. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I know the record of Mr. Bailey. The country, 
unfortunately, is familiar with that record. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question before the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am asking a question of the gentleman in 
charge of this bill. I find from the register of the State Depart- 
ment 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I have no further information on 
the matter than is derived from the register of the State Department; 
and if the gentleman wants farther information he will have to go 
elsewhere to get it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not e 
in charge of the bill when I ask Mr. Bailey stands on the Blue 
Book as consul at Shanghai. Mr. Bailey is no longer consular repre- 
sentative of this Government anywhere. I wanted to know who his 
successor was, 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Denny, of Oregon, appointed some time ago. 
That is an answer to the gentleman. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iknow Mr. Loring was appointed by Mr. Bailey 
as vice-consul at Hong-Kong, but was taken and removed to Shanghai. 
Now, Mr. Bailey has gone out of that consulate, and I desire to know 
whether Mr. Loring has been left there? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. What have I to do with that? 
I have not made the vad ergy 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to have something to do with it if the 
gentleman can give me the information he is possessed of. 

Mr. SINGL N, of Mississippi. I give you the information I find 
5 stir repiter of the State Department lately printed and presented 

o ouse. 


I think the gentleman’s name is Denny, from the State 


ot to get it from the gentleman 


Mr. BLACKBURN. We know thatis not correct, because that man 
ae. as the consul-general at Shanghai is no longer in the con- 
8 and diplomatic service of this country anywhere, 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 
If the merit of General Adams does not entitle him to an increase of 
S why should the demerit of Mr. Loring require a reduc- 
tion 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer the gentleman by asking this 
question: Is the morale of the diplomatic service of this country to be 
elevated by retaining in position a man who has fled from his country 
for frauds eee in the revenue but who has since held positions 
at a high salary in the consular service abroad ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I think not, if those facts are known. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order. I wish to know whether 
there is an amendment ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment now pending before the 
committee, 

Mr. NEAL. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, 
when I make a mistake I am always very willing and ready to cor- 
rect it. In the first session of the Forty-fifth 3 when the 
consular and diplomatic bill was under consideration, I defended in 
this bill Mr. Bailey, against whom some charges were made, and I de- 
fended him from information which I then believed to be correct. At 
that time he was consul at Hong-Kong, and had been nominated to 
succeed Mr. Seward as consul-general of Shanghai. That nomina- 
tion was pending for several weeks in the Senate, and no information 
was given to this House or to the Senate showing that there was any 
dereliction of duty on his part. I find, however, that I was mistaken 
in defending him, and that the very charges made against him at the 
time, and which I had reason from information in my possession to 
believe were false, have been proved to be correct. I want, there- 
fore, to take back all that I said on that occasion in his defense. 

Mr. HUNTON. Willthe gentleman permit meto ask him a question? 

Mr. NEAL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTON. I understood the gentleman to state that while 
the nomination of Mr. Bailey was pending before the Senate there 
was no information before the Senate or the House that he was un- 
Siping EA 

Mr. NEAL, That was what I stated. 

Mr. HUNTON. Now, will the gentleman permit me to ask him if 
he did not know, as I have heard stated, that there was information 
in the State Department upon that very subject—information that he 
had been guilty of defrauding the Government out of many thousands 
of dollars? 

Mr. NEAL. I will answer that question, Mr. Chairman. This sum- 
mer I met one of our naval officers, a man of high panting and char- 
acter, who I ascertained had been upon the Pacific coast for several 
years, and I learned from him the charges against Mr. Bailey were 
true, and that Bailey was guilty of what I stated here he was inno- 
cent of. Upon my return to Washington I called upon Mr. Secretary 
Evarts and laid before him the facts which had come into my posses- 
sion from this naval officer, and the Secretary of State told me then 
that he had no knowledge of the facts at the time his nomination 
for the consulate at Shanghai was pending. 

The Secretary stated further that he had no interest whatever in 
Mr. Bailey; that he had appointed him because he was in the line of 
promotion, and that if he had had any intimation that the c 
against him were true, he would not have appointed him at all. He 
took the place, and one of our consuls on the Pacific coast, General 
Stahl I think, or some other consul, was sent to investigate the charges 
against Mr. Bailey, on a letter written by General Mosby; and those 
charges were found to be true, and Mr. Bailey was at once recalled. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will my friend state to the committee the date of 
the promotion of Mr. Bailey? 

4 Mr. NEAL. It was about two years ago. I cannot state the exact 
ime. 

Mr. HUNTON. Well, I will state to my friend from Ohio that I 
hold in my hand the correspondence between the State Department 
and General Mosby as consul at Hong-Kong, and General Stahl as 
consul at Yokohama, in which is disclosed to the State Department 
that this very man Bailey was a defaulter to the Government to the 
amount of probably $100,000, and the very first letter of this corre- 
spondence, letter No. 1, bears date Hong-Kong, February 21, 1879. 

Mr. NEAL. Very well, it was on the strength of that letter that 
General Stahl was sent to Yokohama and Hong-Kong to make these 
investigations. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

i Mr. NEAL. I hope thè committee will give me a few moments 
onger. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Here the committee informally rose ; and Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Bunch, its Secretary, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed, with an amendment in which the concurrence of 
40 House Was requested, the House joint resolution of the following 
title: 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 237) directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to organize a board to inquire into the present condition of the 
Lis praia e monitors and the propriety and cost of completing 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I ask the gentleman to allow me 
just one word. I wish to correct another of the errors of the gentle- 
man from 5 Loring was never consul at Shanghai. He 
was vice-consul at Hong-Kong, and was dismissed by Colonel Mosby 
on his taking ch of that consulate. 

Mr. BLAC . Lundertake to say that is not correct. I state 
it on the authority, the best to be had on earth; he left Hong-Kong 
only to be promoted to a more important place. 

Me. SINGLETON, of eee I make the statement on the au- 
thority of Mr. Cowie, Fifth Auditor of the Treasury Department, who 
has charge of the auditing and allowance of all consular and diplo- 
matic expenses, and is possessed of the best sources of information 
on this subject. 
` Mr. . What makes the case of Mr. Bailey the more melan- 
choly in my estimation is the fact that he is from the State of Ohio. 
But, sir, I have this consolation, that there are exceptions to all gen- 
eral rules, and Mr. Bailey’s misconduct serves to present in stronger 
contrast the unsullied purity and the incomparable honesty of the 
people of that great State. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 
paragraph : 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, commercial agents, and thirteen consular 
clerks, $304,600, namely. 3 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. My task is truly a laborious one, 
namely, to correct all the blunders made by my friend from Kentucky 
in his speech on Saturday last. In reference to this item— 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, commercial agents, and thirteen consular 
clerks, $304,600, namely— 
the gentleman announced on Saturday to the House with apparent 

leasure that my figures were false; that he had discovered a mistake 
= the calculation of $1,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I said $1,100. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I give the gentleman the benefit 
ofthe difference. Now, the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations 
has gone over the calculation and I am assured it is quite correct. 
So there goes another of the gentleman’s charges. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well, if the gentleman in charge of this 
bill ostensibly, is content with his figures, I am. But I know this: I 
know there is a mistake of $1,100 in that computation ; unless the 
gentleman proposes to say that five of the thirteen consular clerks 
allowed oF established by law must receive $1,200 a year instead of 
$1,000. I state now, just as I stated on Saturday, if the gentleman 
has allowed $1,200 for five of the consular clerks instead of $1,000, 
there is a mistake of $100, otherwise there is a mistake of $1,100. The 
gentleman from Mississippi never makes mistakes! He is oracular 
and infallible. 5 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Oh, no! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, the gentleman said he had made no pro- 
vision for any consular clerk at Collingwood. I leave it to the 
record; I leave it to the law; I leave it to the Blue Book, to the 
Congressional Directory which I hold in my hand, which shows that 
under the law the President who assigns thirteen consular clerks 
has assigned one to Collingwood. His name is Gustavus Goward, and 
he is there now as a consular clerk. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I hold the bill in my hand, and 
I ask the gentleman to point out to me where Collingwood is named. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. the gentleman is not able to understand his 
own bill when it is read to him 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I ask the gentleman to show it 


to me. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will sit down I will show it 
him 


to b 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Iowa. What is the question pending? 

The CHAI There is no question pending. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to strike out the last word. 

I will point the gentleman from Mississippi to a part of the bill he 
seems not to have read; and we are there at that line this very in- 
stant. Here is an appropriation made— 

PS cher ain consuls, vice-consuls, commercial agents, and thirteen consular 
erks— F 

of which thirteen Mr. Gustavus Goward, posted at Collingwood, is 

one under the law at this day. Does the gentleman want find it 

in the bill more plainly than that? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of e Let me say to the gentleman 
that these thirteen consular clerks are provided by law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And you, at line 82 of your bill, provide for 
their payment. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. They are provided for by law, 
and the Secretary of State has the right to assign them to any point 
he thinks proper. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman is mistaken in. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. If he chooses to assign one to 
Collingwood we have nothing to do with that. The bill provides 
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nothing of the sort. It merely provides for thirteen consular clerks, 
to be med where the Secretary of State may assign them. Some- 
times he places them at one point, sometimes at another, as circum- 
stances or the exigencies of the case may demand. But there is no 
provision specifically in this bill for a consular clerk at Collingwood; 
and if the Secretary of State chooses to assign one there I am no 
Taponen because the law gives him that privilege. 

. BLACKBURN. Now, after the gentleman has made a speech 
in my time, I will restate what he cannot get away from, In line82 
of this bill provision is made for thirteen consular clerks. With his 
usual accuracy the gentleman is mistaken again in what he stated as 
to these clerks. The Secretary of State has no authority to assign 
these clerks anywhere. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I know the contrary. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. You cannot make another speech in my time, 
The President of the United States has the authority to assign these 
thirteen clerks wherever he pleases. He has eee one to Golling. 
wood, and he is there to-day and drawing his salary there to-day ; 
and this bill, at line 82, provides for his payment. I was exactly cor- 
rect in the statement I made. 

Now, sir, to illustrate the accuracy of the other side of this mat- 
ter, I read from the RECORD an extract from the speech made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] on Saturday last. 
He says this: “I state as a fact”—of course the gentleman states 
nothing except as a fact“ I state as a fact that at erich we have 
provided for no consul and no clerk.” 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Allow me to say—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Wait a minute. I have read the gentleman’s 
own words from the RECORD. Now, let us turn to page Sof this bill. 
I find there under class 6, at a salary of $1,500 per annum, that he 
makes provision for a clerk for Goderich, Canada West. Now, when 
the gentleman gets through reconciling hisstatement of facts facts” 
underscored—with his own bill which names these places post by 
post, it will be time for him to call somebody else to account for in- 
accuracy. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I perhaps did fall into a blunder 
[laughter] in regard to a consul at Goderich. But I will refer gen- 
tlemen to two lines of the speech of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. BLackBURN,] where they will find that he has made two inac- 
curate statements. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let us have them. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I will give them to you. The 

ntleman asserted that we had no consul at Goderich, and that we 

provided a clerk for that point. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I corrected that and said “Collingwood,” and 
the RECORD shows it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Well, here is the Recorp. Now 
if in one line and a half—for it just amounts to that—the gentleman 
can make two such mistakes as that 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I pardon the quibble; E on. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Quibble 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Quibble. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Very well; now we have a con- 
sul at Goderich, yet the gentleman said we had none. We have not 
given a clerk to Goderich, although the gentleman said we had, We 
therefore find that he has made two blunders in just one line and a 
half. Now [addressing Mr. BLACKBURN] own’ up like a gentleman 
and be done with it. ughter.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I must confess that I never knew a man be- 
fore, proverbial for his fairness, who would quote a statement in the 
RECORD which the man uttering it had corrected in the same RECORD, 
and suppress the correction. 

1 the hammer fell.] 

: . CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the pending amendment has ex- 
pire 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withdraw my pro forma amendment to strike 
ont the last word. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, commercial agents, and thirteen consular 
clerks, $304,600, namely : 

Class L—At $4,000 per annum. 
GREAT BRITAIN, 


Hong-Kong. 
HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 
Honolulu. ‘ 
Class II.— At $3,500 per annum. 
CHINA. 
Foochow ; Hankow; Canton; Amoy; Tien-Tsin; Chin-Kiang; Ningpo. 


Mr. HUNTON. I move to amend by striking out “Ningpo.” My 
object is to di with the consulates at Canton, Chin-Kiang, and 
Ningpo, upon the ground that the report of the Fifth Auditor shows, 
at least to my mind, that these consulates are unnecessary. 

Take the port of Canton, where the consul is paid $3,500 per an- 
num. It will be found that the fees received at that consulate and 
reported to the Fifth Auditor amount to the sum of $459a year. That 
fact indicates to my mind that there is no use for a consular agent of 
the Government at Canton, because the trade at that port, as evi- 
denced by the fees reported to the Fifth Auditor, is not sufficient to 
pay the expense of a consular a 

e truth is that this interior e of China finds its way down the 
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river and comes from that country through the port of Hong-Kong. 
And when you come to look at the co fees at Hong-Kong you 
will find that they are 7 1 oy As was stated awhile ago in the 
debate between my friend from Ohio [Mr. NEAL] and myself, the con- 
sular agent removed from Hong-Kong to some other point, I believe 
to Shanghai, and suppressed fees due to the Government to the amount 
of about $100,000. 

I state this to show that the trade of that country comes from Hong- 
Kong, and that there is no trade centering at Canton, and therefore 
no necessity for a consular agent at that point. I think the consular 
agents at Canton, Chin-Kiang, and Ni should be dispensed with. 
I therefore move to strike out the word ‘ Canton.” 

Mr. DUNNELL. A single word in reply to the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Huxrox.] I remember that during the investigation 
which was had before the Committee on Expenditures in the State 
Department, when an intelligent merchant in China was before the 
committee, he was asked whether the consulate at Canton should be 
dispensed with. His reply was, that while at the present time the 
income of the office was small, yet considering its location it was 
important that a consul be appointed for that port. 

ow the gentleman from well knows that our commerce 
in many of these ports has been built up quite recently, and we ought 
te watch the commerce in these ports as it is watched by the British 
government. We are paying for consular services in China a very 
much less sum even now t the English government is paying, and 
a very much less sum than that government has always paid to build 
up commerce with that country. Since the Burlingame treaty our 
commerce with that country has largely in and the commerce 
at these different ports must be taken care of. I think it would be 
very much e our interests as a commercial people to dispense 
with a cons officer at that point. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. HUNTON to 
strike out “Canton,” and it was not agreed to; upon a division ayes 
18, noes not counted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PORTUGAL. 
Lisbon. 


Mr. NEAL, I move to amend by adding to the clause just read 
the following: 
And the consul shall act as secretary of legation to the chargé d'affaires. 


Mr. Chairman, the present chargé d’affaires at Lisbon, as I stated on 
Saturday, is Benjamin Moran, one of the most accomplished diplo- 
matists in the service of the United States. His health for years past 
has been 1 In fact it was stated upon this floor two years ago 
by Hon. A. S. Hewitt, of New York, then a member of the Committee 
on „ Mr. Moran was dying by inches. Now the 
consul (and I speak from experience because I once held the position 
myself) has but very little todo, While there I was not employed 
on the ave more than ten minutes a day. Yet, notwithstanding 
this, it would not have been advisable to abolish that consulate for 
the reason that monthly, or haps weekly, there came dis 
seamen who had to be provided for and sent home by the consul. 
This is the reason it is im t to have consuls at points where, 
jadging from the returns of the office, there is apparently no neces- 
sity for a consul. 

ow the consul at this point is not so much engaged that he can- 
not readily do the work of secre of legation and acting chargé 
d’affaires, while Mr. Moran may be absent, as he often is on leave 
from the State Department, and as he should be whenever he asks for 
it, by reason of the services he has heretofore rendered the country. 
The consul can act as secretary of legation and chargé d’affaires in 
the absence of Mr. Moran, doing the work which woul 
volve upon the latter. $ 

This provision will put upon the consul no labor he cannot readily 
discharge, while it will relieve Mr. Moran of work which he is ill pre- 
pared to do, by reason of the state of his health. I trust the amend- 
ment will be agreed to without objection. It involves no expense to 
the Government, 

Mr. SINGLETON, of ee 3 Is Mr. Moran a full minister? 

Mr. NEAL. No, he is chargé d’affaires. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. The amendment proposes that 
the consul shall act in the absence of the chargé d’affaires. 

Mr. NEAL. That he shall act as secretary for the chargé d’affaires, 
doing writing for him and such other work as Mr. Moran on account 
of the state of his health may be unable to do. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I should very much have pre- 
ferred that the gentleman should have had some recommendation for 

- this change from the Secretary of State. The question has not come 
before the committee, and I do not know what complications might 
result from the adoption of such a provision. I think it best t 
the amendment should not be made. 

Mr. NEAL. Let me say one word further. When this measure 
was under consideration before, Mr. Hewitt, who was well acquainted 
with Mr Moran, who knew the state of his health, favored the amend- 
ment; but it was then defeated by the opposition of the gentleman 
from Mississippi. I hope he will not op it now. It entails no 
*xpenses upon the Government. It sim 
2 tent, faithful, and 


otherwise de- 


y does an act of justice to a 
worthy officer. 


GLETON, of Mississippi. I do not like the blending of 


two offices inone. The Secretary of State has not recommended this, 
and therefore I think it would be imprudent to adopt it. 
amendment was not to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Beirut; Smyrna. 
Class VI.—At $1,500 per annum, 

Mr. NEAL. I move to amend by striking out $1,500, and I will 
state that my object in making this motion is afterward to insert the 
sum of $2,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make a point of order. 

Mr. NEAL. You cannot make a point of order on my first motion, 
which is simply to strike out. That is in the interest of economy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a man learns a great deal more from expérience 
than in any other way. From my experience in one of these con- 
sular itions I learned that a man cannot act as consul of the 
United States and live upon a salary of $1,500 a year. The consular 
service of our country is not only Dor Suppor ang, but it brings in a 
large revenue to the country; certainly it did so last year. It seems 
to me, therefore, that we can afford to pay our consular officers sal- 
aries upon which they can live without being compelled to steal, as 
some of them do. We have no right, Mr. Chairman, to make this 
branch of the Government a source of revenue; for in doing so we 
are taking money from the men who do business with this country. 
If we simply make the system self-supporting, that is all we have 
any right to do. 

ow, as I have stated, our consular system brings in a large reve- 
nue; and one reason is because our consuls are not paid living sal- 
aries. While I was at Lisbon—a place where living is pretty cheap— 
I was 8 to spend two dollars for every one I received as . 
and I lived in a style in which I would not live in the city of Wash- 
ington. I did not complain about my salary; I did what I believe 
every man ought to do under such circumstances: I resigned and 
came home. Now, then, I know by reason of this insufficient 
there were men abroad who were doing things which were forbidden, 
if not by law at least by consular tions. I know they did not 
occupy s ponon in the country to which ey were accredited which 
was a credit to the Government of the United States. Why, sir, the 
British consul, who had not the necessary nses of the American 
consul at Lisbon, received $4,000 for his salary and $1,200 a year for 
office-rent, while the American consul at that time received $1,500 
and $150 for office-rent, and was compelled by the regulations to keep 
his office in the busiest and most costly part of the city. 
Here the hammer fell. 
r. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I op the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio. While I agree wit and with the 
tleman from Kentucky in the statement that the consular system 
is not paying its own expense, I nevertheless cannot consent that this 
change s be made raising the from $1,500 to $2,000. On 
Saturday the gentleman from Kentucky stated on this floor that the 
consular system did not pay its expenses, but on the contrary brought 
the Government in debt from $100,000 to $200,000 per annum. I hold 
in my 1 3 ee Fifth 8 for a series of ten 
ears, an nd, paying all expenses which have been necessary 
for our consular system, it paid into the Treasury $308,133.98. That 
does not embrace the year 1879. I have a letter from the Fifth Aud- 
itor in reference to the nse of the system and the fees for said 
year 1879, which I will send up and have read in order that the points 
of difference between the gentleman from Kentucky and myself may 
be settled. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FiFTH AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 29, 1880. 


Sir: V in the Fifth Audi - 
tors report . 1879, referred to in the speech of Hon. J. 
C. S. BLACKBURN on Saturday last, differing from that reported by the Register of 
the Treasury, I have to state that the amount appropriated for the payment of sal- 
aries of consuls, vice-consuls, commercial agents, and thirteen clerks for 
1879 was $304,600. The ements as shown in Fifth Auditor's report cover all 
the above; also embraces all the fees co! by consuls, vice-consuls, commer- 
cial agents, and consu! crate yon ts where there are no salaries provided bylaw. Feed 
co’ are autho: to retain the fees to an amount ting $2,500 for 
their own compensation ; also office-rent and clerk-hire, subject to the approval of 
Ee E Oe and any excess is paid over to the Treasurer of the United 
States; and in the same way with the fees of a „ 
tled to $1,000; the consul to an amount not to exceed $1,000 from all his agencies, 
and the Hence these fees retained by said con- 
ts are used for the benefit of the service, and are therefore 


$662,901.18, reported 
are entitled to $1,200 per annum after the first five years’ service. 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servan 


Hon. James H. BLOUNT, M. C., 
House of 5 
Mr. NEAL withdrew his amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
GREAT BRITAIN. 


7755 8 Helena, Charlotte - 
Kingston, (Canada,) Prescott, Port Sarnia, Been Saint — — Barba- 
does Bermuda, Fort Erie, Goderich, (Canada Wosz) Windsor, (Canada West) 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I move to insert “Antigua” at the 
end of line 167. 
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Mr. SINGLETON, of Missouri. I will hear what the gentleman 
has to say but will reserve the point of order. 


Mr. W. of Wisconsin. The honorable gentleman from 
Mississippi in charge of the bill kindly consents to reserve the point 
of order until I have made a statement in reference to this amend- 
ment. I will first yield for a moment to my friend from Ohio, [Mr. 


eg 

Mr. MONROE. As the gentleman yields to me a moment I will 
make an explanation in justice to him. This proposition which he 
now offers to the committee was submitted to me by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin with a written letter I believe from the Secretary of 
State. It had been my intention to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to it, but somehow it got overlooked, and 
hence I failed to doit. I will say this simply in justice to the gen- 
tleman who faithfully attended to the discharge of his duty in the 
case, It was my mistake in overlooking it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. I am obliged to my friend from 
Ohio for the explanation so kindly rendered. Of course, Mr. Chair- 
man, if the point of order is insisted on, this amendment must be 
ruled out here in Committee of the Whole. I desire to say, however, 
that the consul at Antigua, Chester E. Jackson, is from my State and 
district. He is a naturalist, and in a certain sense an enthusiast; 
but, with this, he was a most diligent and efficient business man. 
When he was Sapone Antigua was raised from a consular cy 
to a consulate, but the fees amounted, I think, to less than $300 1 per 
annum. It was said at the State Department if he wanted to fight 
bugs and fever Antigua was the place for him. He accepted with- 
out a moment’s hesitation, and has shown an energy and efficiency 
seldom excelled. It oppeats from the records of customs that in 
1873-74 not a pound of sugar was exported from Antigua to the 
United States. In 1879, up to the month of November, the e 
amounted to $312,628.10, nearly all paid for sugars. The total ex- 
ports of the island amounted to $1,300,000, and the exports from the 
United States to Antigua to $400,000. So, sir, here was a trade built 
up by the efficient action of this man amounting altogether to nearly 

32,000,000. When he went there, as I bave said, the fees were less 
than $300, while they now amount to a little less than $500, But of 
course he cannot live on any such sum as that. The goea is, 
whether we will pay him $1,500 to supervise a business which he has 
bnilt up, as these facts prove, amounting to nearly $2,000,000, and 
for which in any private business he would receive an uate com- 
pensation. The letter from the Secretary of State, which I shall ask 
to have read as a part of my remarks, was sent to Senator GoRDON, 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce in the Senate, with a view 
of having introduced there a bill making provision for the object I 
now seek; but as that bill would ultimately have to come before the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House it was deemed best to 
refer it here. I ask that the letter be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 23, 1880. 

Sim: I have the honor to inform you that, with a view to foster and aren the 
Goring trade between the United States and theisland of Antigua, in the British 
est le to place the consulate 

. The office is now barely in re- 

ceipt of $500 per annum in 3 compensation to the incumbent of it. The fol- 

ves in support of the recommendation. It appears 

p d of sugar was ted 88 ine athe t nited Seton while ta the 
oT 8 

soy 1879, ta the month of November, tha e rtations amounted to ph ge N 8 


same period amounted to nearly $400,000. 

Adjacent to Antigua, which is the capital of the Leeward Islands and residence 
of the and Tortola; and 
Dominica, more distant, but also under the jurisdiction of the government of Great 

trees, and cabinet wood, 

‘The means of communi- 
kly, and frequently 

‘overnment steamer, in which the go’ islands and in 
which the general public are tted to travel at low rates. The steamers of 
the Bermuda and West India my oaae between New York and Antigua. 

Mr. Chester E. Jackson, the incumbent of the office at 3 gees 
diligence and en , and the notable increase in the trade to is to be at- 
tributed mainly to his efforts. 

It is conceived that, under these circumstances, a salary should be attached to 
the office, and I have the honor to suggest that the sum of $1,500 per annum be ap- 
propriated for the purpose. 

Ihave the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
* 

To Hon. Jonx B. GORDON, 

Chairman of the Committee on Commerce, Senate. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, here is a man who may be said to 
have built up almost by his own exertions a trade between this coun- 
try and Antigua amounting to nearly $2,000,000 per annum, and with 
every prospect of increasing if not doubling it, and the simple ques- 
tion 1, whether we shall encourage him, I will not say reward him for 
his fidelity and efficiency, by giving him $1,500 a year, barely enough 
for subsistence, or whether we will starve him out and bring him 
home, and abandon all attempts to develop trade at that consulate? 
Which is the most enlightened method of extending American com- 
merce? If other consuls are inefficient, this one is not. 

Mr. MONROE. Irise to op the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to an explanation of m 
member of the sub-committee which the 


WM. M. EVARTS. 


ition as a 
and of the 


h prepared 
general committee, in regard to questions of this kind. Personally I 


have a great deal of sympathy with a tion like that which 
was offered by my colleague from bears stern NEAL.) Ihave a great 
deal of sympathy with a proposition like this which is offered by my 
friend from W. in, [Mr. WitL1AMs,] and if I could have intro- 
duced this bill in just the form to suit myself I should have made it 
at several points considerably more liberal both for the consular and 
the diplomatic service than it is. But most of us have been here 
long So pt amb know that in order to pass bills through the commit- 
tees and ugh the House there must be some mutual concession, 
and that is what has happened in the sub-committee to which this 
subject was assigned, and also in the general Committee on Appro- 
priations. Out of respect to the opinions of others I have consented 
that several points should stand as they are where I should like to 
have had larger appropriations. eo on that committee 
made some concession in favor of liberality who would have been 
glad to cnt down appropriations more than they are. The result is 
we have a bill which I think was the best the committee could agree 
upon. Itisa good, fair bill, and as one who has some knowledge of 
it, and of the discussions which preceded it, and of the interviews 
with the Secretary of State in regard to it, it is my judgment we are 
not likely to get anything better on the whole for the service of the 
country than this bill; and hence, Mr. Chairman, Ishall not only vote 
—— propositions to strike out appropriations from the bill, but I 
shall also vote against amendments to increase appropriations. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. 
on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. As it is now nearly five o’clock, 
I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed. 
the chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. No. 3035) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatie 
service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1881, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 


cases: 
“tho Mr. MARTIN, of North Carolina, to the 15th of April, on account 
of ad ph business ; 

To Mr. WELLS, for eight days; and 

To Mr. CHITTENDEN, for the remainder of the week. 

H. B. CROSBY. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Mr. BELFORD asks leave to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in 
the case of H. B. Crosby; no adverse report. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to state that a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the House rel- 
ative to certain pensions under the act of March 9, 1878, which was 
referred by mistake to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, should 
have been referred to the Committee on Pensions. If there be no ob- 
jection the change of reference will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

NARCISSA GIBSON. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIDSON, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. SP for the relief of Narcissa Gibson was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Linsist upon my point of order 


CENSUS BILL. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have made arrange- 
ments with the gentleman on the other side opposing the census bill 
(S. No. 885) whereby there is to be a limited time allowed for debate ; 
and I will state further, with the consent of the House, that we will 
call this bill up for consideration on Wednesday next immediately 
after the moring hour. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I did not hear the first part of 
the gentleman’s statement, but I want a separate vote on the amend- 
ment to strike out the second section. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. That isa per of the agreement. 

The SPEAKER. It is the gentleman’s right to have a separate 
vote. If there be no further objection the bill will be set for con- 
sideration after the morning hour on Wednesday next. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE OUACHITA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of the 
Honse, transmitting a report of the appropriations for the past ten 
years for the improvement of the Ouachita River; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

And then, on motion of Mr. SPARKS, (at four o’clock and fifty min- 
utes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


The following memorials, petitions, ak cane pees Were eens 
the Clerk’s , under the rule, and referred as she ag 
By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of citizens of County, 
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Kansas, for an appropriation of $6,000 for the widow of C. C. Shaw, 
who was accidentally killed by astroke of the pole of a United States 
mail-coach—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BACHMAN : The petition of merchants, manufacturers, and 
consumers, for the removal of the duty from chrome iron ore and bi- 
chromate of potash—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: Papers relating to the claim of Benjamin 
Gratz, for property taken, used, and destroyed by the United States 
Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of the Kentucky Press Association, that materials 
used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduction 
of the duty on neoe peper io the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWMAN H petition of Porter M., Albert H., and Gor- 
don C, Smart, for compensation for property taken and destroyed by 
depredating Ute Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

y Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Sarab C. Ayer, to be placed on 
the pension-roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMP: Five petitions of citizens of New York, that Con- 
sons enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 

e people by the transportation monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce, 
By Mr. COFFROTH: The petition of 1,600 ns residing in Al- 
toona, Pennsylvania, for the ena of a bill establishing a publie 
building in Altoona, Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of Dewitt C. Walker and 16 
others, soldiers in the late war, for the passage of the Weaver bill 
as introduced December 3, 187$—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, the petition of John A. Livesay and 120 others, owners and 
officers of steamboats on the Ohio River, for the establishment of a 
board of assistant inspectors at Gallipolis—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of the Ohio State Journal Company, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on ty to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Isaiah V. Beller and 90 others, soldiers of the 
late war, against the passage of Senate bill No. 496, relating to pen- 
sion claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOK: The pranon of citizens of Georgia, for a post-route 
from Town’s to Clark’s Bluff, Georgia—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of L. E. Smith, publisher of the 
Howard County Times, Cresco, Iowa, for the abolition of the duty on 
if eae the Committee on Ways and Means. 

7 Mr. DICKEY: The petition of Christopher Blair, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of B. F. Lewis and 53 others, citizens of Clinton 
County, Ohio, for the passage of the bill equalizing bounties—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill to provide for the survey of the Bay, 
in the State of Arkansas—io the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of the Pioneer Press Company 
and other peste publishers of Saint Paul, Minnesota, that mate- 
rials used in making paper be placed on the free list, and for a reduc- 
tion of the duty on printing-paper—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. ELAM: A bill to provide for 3 the mouth and re- 
5 to navigation of Red River, and appropriating 
$200,000 for said p s—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of citizens of Marion County, Ohio, 
that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or 
vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Marion County, Ohio, that Congress 
enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon the 
people by the es monopolies that now control the inter- 
state commerce of the country to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORD: The periton of William P. and William T. Brady. 
heirs of Captain Samuel Brady, to be paid an amount due said Samue 
Brady, a soldier of the revolutionary war—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: Memorial of Rear-Admiral Henry Walke, ask- 
ing a special recognition of his services by Congress—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of John T. Morrisett, to be paid a 
balance due him as assistant light-house keeper at Deep Water Shoal, 
James River, te cana the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSE: The petition of citizens of Dickson County, Ten- 
3 for relief from regie contracts—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
asking for the equalization of soldiers’ bounties—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. TON: The petition of certain property-owners in the 
District of Columbia, that the United States shall pay an amount 
still due for special assessments in said District—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of Leslie C. Wead and others, of 


Franklin County, New York. reducing the du jper—to 
the Committee on Ways and s 3 


Also, the petition of James W. Parker, of Ogdensburgh, New Vork, 1 


for the amendment of the laws relating to the inspection of vessels 
n the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FEVRE: The petition of Samuel and Richard Roberts, 
for compensation for property taken by the United States Govern- 
8 during the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee on War 

8. 

Also, a bill for the improvement of the Saint Mary's River in the 
State of Ohio, and appropriating money for said purpose—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS : Three petitions of citizens of Montana, against 
3 the public-land laws—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr, EDWARD L. MARTIN: A bill for the improvement of the 
Christiana River, at Wilmington, Delaware—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MASON : The petition of citizens of New York, that a pen- 
son be granted to William E. Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

By Mr. McGOWAN : The petition of A. V. Berry, Charles B. Wood, 
W. L. Seaton, and others, citizens of Jackson, Michigan, for the pas- 
sage of Senator Tellers amendment providing that a portion of the 
appropriation for the Ute Indians be paid the survivors of the White 
River massacre—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of Jacob Sheller, of New York City, 
for the equalization of bounties, and for the passage of the Weaver 
soldier bill—to the Committee on Military i 

By Mr. MURCH: The petition of George L. Snow, of Rockland, 
Maine, owner of the schooner Lucy Blake, that he be reimbursed a 
fine levied on said schooner by the custom-house collector at Holmes’s 
Hole, Massachusetts—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POEHLER: A bill making an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Minnesota River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The 8 of 46 citizens of Freestone County, 
Texas, for the passage of the Reagan interstate commerce bill—to the 
same committee, 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill to provide for deepening the mouth 
and removing obstructions at the mouth of Red River—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS RYAN: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of 
Newton and the petition of members of the bar of the ninth judicial 
district of Kansas, that terms of the United States court be held at 
Newton instead of Wichita, Kansas—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, the petition of soldiers of Rush County, Kansas, for the equal- 
ization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of 181 Union soldiers of Kansas, for the passage 
of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Shawnee County, Kansas, that the 
patent laws be so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor 
of patented articles alone responsible for infringement—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Shawnee County, Kansas, that Con- 
gress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed upon 
the people by the transportation monopolies that now control the 
interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. OTHO R. SINGLETON: The petition of citizens of Holmes 
County, Mississippi, that the patent laws be so amended as to make 
the manufacturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for 
infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Holmes County, Mississippi, that 
Congress enact such laws as will alleviate the oppressions imposed 
upon the people by the transportation monopolies that now control 
the interstate commerce of the country—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of A. Z. Neff, publisher of the Re- 
corder, Amsterdam, New York, against the reduction or abolition of 
the tariff duty upon printing-type and printing materials—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, Jr.: The petition of Charles P. Hays 
and others, that pensions be granted the surviving soldiers of the Mex- 
ican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AMOS TOWNSEND: Five petitions of citizens of Ohio, 
5 ee the abolition of the duty on paper—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

By Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND: The petition of 420 soldiers, 
of Hamilton County, Illinois, for ae ene of the Weaver soldier 
bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J.T. UPDEGRAFF: The petition of J. M. Dickinson, mayor 
of New . and others, citizens of Columbiana County, Ohio, for 
a constitutional amendment granting the right of suffrage to women 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPD AFF: Resolution of the Legislature of 
Iowa, relative to locating land by the several counties of that State— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of W. B. Hill and 7 others, colored 
citizens of Washington County, land, that the unclaimed bounty 
of colored soldiers be given to colleges and normal schools of the 
South for the education of colored students, and that Storer College 
= a Ferry be included—to the Committee on Education and. 
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Also, the petition of Charles D. Coleman, of Ann Arbor, Michigan, 
to be refunded e haasi by United States military authorities 
and turned into the ury of the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS L. YOUNG: The petition of J. H. rs, D. J. 
Fallis, and others, that Congress do not prohibit the man ture of 
butterine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of distillers of Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky, for 


the p e of the bill introduced by Mr. CARLISLE relating to dis- 
tilled spirits—to the same committee. 
IN SENATE. 


TuESDAY, March 30, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of a law providing for the equalization 
of bounties to soldiers who served in the war for the ci aig of 
the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

Mr. WITHERS presented additional papers to accompany the peti- 
tion of Edmond & Davenport, for the payment of rent for the use by 
the United States of their warehouse in the city of Richmond, Vir- 
ginia; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a petition of citizens of Warren County, 
Pennsylvania, praying for such an amendment of the patent laws as 
will protect innocent users of patented articles against prosecution 
as infringers; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Warren County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuations in 
freights and unjust discriminations in transportation charges ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Brokenstran Township, 
Warren County, Pennsylvania, Praying for the establishment of a 
PEETI of agriculture; which was referred to the Committee on 

cultare. 

e also presented preamble and resolutions passed at a meeting at 
the Third Reformed church, in Philadelphia, in favor of granting to 
the American Indians the protection of the laws of the United States; 

, which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of Luther D. Sawyer and 22 others, 
members of the bar of Strafford County, New Hampshire, remonstrat- 
ing against the removal of the United States circuit and districts 
courts from Exeter to Concord, New Hampshire; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ’ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LOGAN. To the Committee on Military Affairs was referred 
the joint resolution (S. R. No. 74) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to furnish tents, &c., to the Grand Army of the Republic in the State 
of Wisconsin. Having inquired at the Quartermasters Department 
and ascertained the fact that there are no tents that can be furnished, 
and that it would involve an appropriation of money for the purpose 
of furnishing them, the committee, although hesitating in reference 
o the matter, have directed me to report adversely to the joint res- 
„olution. 

The . The joint resolution will be indefinitely 

ost poned. 
5 Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. My attention was distracted at the 
moment, and I did not observe the reasons the Senator from Illinois 
assigned for the adverse report. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will state the reasons. The Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral states that he has no tents or equipage of any character to be 
applied to this purpose ; that they not only have no surplus, but, in 
fact, they have not a suffleieney for their own wants at this time, and 
if the joint resolution should be adopted there would have to go with 
it an appropriation of money for the purpose of purchasing tents and 
equipage for the D sent pet? named. The Committee thought Con 
would not be willing to do that, and therefore reported adversely to 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask that the joint resolution be 
placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Mili to whom was 
recommitted the bill (S. No. 390) to authorize the President to restore 
Dunbar R. Ransom to his former rank in the Army, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. COC. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 71) directing restoration 
-of the official letter-books of the executive department of the State 


of North Carolina, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 74) for the relief of Lieutenant Frank P. Gross, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 2508) to regulate the compensation of night 
inspectors of customs, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1353) for the relief of “N. and G. Taylor Company,” reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred a letter from the Secre of War tramsmitting a re- 

uest from the commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home in Washington, 
istrict of Columbia, for an amendment to section 4820 of the Revised 
Statutes, submitted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
1550) to amend section 4820 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, in relation to the Soldiers’ Home. 2 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

be printed. 5 

. JONAS, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4908) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Israel Dodge, deceased, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1135) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to adjust and settle the account for arms between the State of South 
Carolina and the Government of the United States, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered 


to be printed. 

Mr. KELLOGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 545) ting a pension to Elizabeth H. Pierce, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT SINKING FUND. 


Mr. HARRIS. The report of the Treasurer of the United States in 
relation to the sinking fund of the District of Columbia, which was 
some time since referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, was by the committee referred to the commissioners of the Dis: 
trict for such information as they could give and sach recommenda- 
tions as they might see fit to e in respect to the matter. I have 
the answer of the commissioners, which I desire to have printed for 
the use of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication will be received and 
the order to print entered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GROOME asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1551) to prohibit the obstracting the channel 
of any stream leading to a port of entry or the impairing the navi- 
gability thereof; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1552) to pay the city and county of San Fran- 
cisco, State of California, for improvements made in front of certain 
public buildings; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1553) to incorporate the Cher- 
okee and Arkansas River Railroad Company; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill(S. No. 1554) to extend the time for filing claims for horses 
and equipments lost by officers and enlisted men in the service of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also asked, and unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1555) to fix the rank of certain retired officers of 
the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1556) granting a pension to Joseph Bowers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1557) granting a pension to Dennis Smith; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1558) to provide for the sale of the lands of the 
Miami Indians in Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1559) to provide for the sale of certain New York 
Indian lands in Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1560) authorizing the President to prescribe suit- 
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able police regulations for the government of the various Indian reser- 
vations, and to provide for the 8 of the crimes of murder, 


manslaughter, arson, rape, burglary, and robbery upon the various 
Indian reservations; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1561) for the relief of settlers upon the absentee 
Shawnee lands in Kansas, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (by request) asked, and by unanimons consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1562) for the relief of Sam- 
uel N. Chipley ; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRUCE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1563 authorizing the appoint- 
ment of Captain Clarence M. ey as an additional paymaster in the 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. PRYOR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 1425) to appropriate money for the continuance 
of improvement in the aos e Rtver; which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and be prin 

MISSISSIPPI VALLEY AND BRAZIL STEAMSHIP LINE. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By inadvertence Senate bill No. 1547, which 
was introduced by me yesterday morning, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. It should have gone to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. I ask that the reference be changed. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is “a bill to provide for the opening of direct 
trade between the States of the Mississippi Valley and Brazil via the 
West Indies, and to authorize and establish a steamship mail service 
and express thereto.” It belongs to the Post-Office Committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the nature of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, when it should have been referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the bill goes to the Committee on Com- 
merce properly. I think it relates to commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think the Senator understands anything 
about it, or he would not make that suggestion. It is a bill to estab- 
lish mail facilities between the United Statesand Brazil, and it belongs 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I only understand what the Senator from Mis- 
souri has said about it ; and if his statement is correct I think the bill 
‘was properly referred to the Committee on Commerce. It relates to 
commerce between the States and it relates to commerce between this 
country and a foreign country. The matter has been before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, if I am not mistaken about it, at least in part, 
and I think the proper reference is to the Committee on Commerce 
although the Senator from Missouri may think he understands all 
abont it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I say that the bill belongs properly and legiti- 
mately to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, It isasub- 
ject-matter which that committee has time and 7 725 considered, and 
from which committee a report was made in the Forty-fifth Congress, 
It does not necessarily affect the commercial relations between the 
United States and the empire of Brazil, except as incidental to the es- 
tablishment of mail service and the creation of a mail route, and fol- 
2 that it is expected that commercial relations will be estab- 

Mr. ALLISON. Incidentally? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only incidentally to it. I have no interest in 
this bill at all, not a particle ; I introduced it yesterday, and stated so; 
but it is proper that it should go to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. That was the intention at the time it was intro- 
duced, but the whole title of the bill not being on the back of it the 
bill was inadvertently referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It struck me from the statement of the Senator 
from Missouri and from the title of the bill that the incident was 
altogether in a different direction from that stated by him. It seemed 
to me that the incident was the mail service and that the purpose of 
the bill was for the arabe of the commerce of the country. I 
should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if this matter has not 
been before the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not that ever I heard of. I have never heard 
of this question being before the Committee on Commerce, and if it 
was they have kept it in the committee and never brought it before 
the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
is not here. The Senator may understand the condition of the busi- 
ness before the Committee on Commerce, I suppose, as he under- 
stands all about this bill. He seems to understand about everythin 
connected with this matter. It seems to me from the title of the bi 
and from the provisions of the bill as stated by the Senator that it 
was properly referred to the Committee on Commerce, and that the 

of it is a mere incident. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 


Senator from Missouri? 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I object. 

The VICE-PRESID Does the Senator from Missouri move 
that the reference be changed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, as a matter of course, that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves that 
the vote by which the bill was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce be reconsidered, and then that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CONKLING. I venture to ask that the first section of the bill 
be reported so that we may see what we are asked to refer to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The Secretary proceeded to read, as follows: 

Beit d&c., That for the Sopa a direct 
States of the ppi Valley — Brazil, via the West a gs — een 
ing a semi-monthly steamship mail service and from the port of New Or- 
leans to certain ports in Brazil and the West Indles, the Postmaster-General be, 
and he is hereby 

Mr. CONKLING. That is enough for my oy ian I asked to have 
that portion of the bill read as I not read it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not read it myself, as I announced to the 
Senate 58 yesterday. 

Mr. CO G. That would explain sufficiently the remark of 
the honorable Senator, whom I am so much in the habit of following. 
When he stated that this was a post-route bill, not touching commerce 
except incidentally, it seemed to me that he made a statement which 
it would be very difficult to answer; but inasmuch as the forefront of 
the bill is to establish trade with the countries referred to there, I think 
that the Senator explains himself in his prior remark when he says 
that he had not the bill. Imust say that it seems to me the chief 
object of this proposition is, as it states, to establish trade with the 
foreign country named, and, if so, the direction which the Senate has 
given the bill is correct. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator has only heard part of the first sec- 
tion read. I only know what the gentleman told me who prepared 
the bill and at whose request I introduced it yesterday morning and 
stated the facts to the It is for the Postmaster-General to 
do this whole thing; and the first section shows that. Let the first 
section be read again, and let it be completed. It willshow that the 
whole matter is in the hands of the Post-Office De ent, and what- 
ever is asked for is to be done by the Post-Office artment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before it is read I wish to nd the Senator 
that every bill I ever heard of on this subject which peepee that 
mails shall go on a steamer contains the 5 the Post- 
master-General shall make the contract in that respect, for there is 
no other officer to do it, The bill, the Senator will remember, which 
was known as a bill in behalf of the company represented by Mr. 
Roach, contained the same provision, and so they all do, I think. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill came from the Committee on Post-Of- 
fices and Post-Roads; it was referred to it in the Forty-fourth and 
Forty-fifth Con and acted upon by that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first section of the bill will be read 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


r...... S one? ec fen a direct trade between the 

States of the Mississippi Valley and il, via est Indies, and of establish- 

ing a semi-montbly p mail service and from the port of New Or- 
ports ithe pete the West In the Post 


and Brazil Steamship pany, 
— ston, (Jamaica) Port S a dad.) in the West and to the 
ports of Para, Maranham, Pernambuco, Bahia, a iabe nee ee 
Mr. BECK. I should like to hear the whole bill read. It seems to 
me to be a commercial bill in every essential aspect of it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be reported at length. 


3 read the bill. 
Mr. RD. My friend from Missouri who introduced the 
bill sooned. v 3 that the 1 on Bora e me 
nothing to do with it; it expressly, nd any doubt, belon, 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and ig Gear ; that there was no 
element in the bill which would carry it to the Committee on Com- 
merce; that there was nothing in the bill which the Committee on 
Commerce had anything to do with; and that every portion of it 
belonged expressly to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Now, when the bill comes to be read we ascertain that one portion 
of the bill provides that the steamship company shall pay no port 
dues whatever, &c. What has the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads to do with that subject? I cannot see what they have 
to do with the question as to whether the steamship company shall 
pay fees for entering the various ports. It chan or rather sus- 
ng bogs the laws on that subject. Certainly the Committee on 
Post- ces and Post-Roads has nothing to do with that. 

There is a of the bill that should go to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and there certainly is just as clearly another 
portion of it that should go to the Committee on Commerce; and 
inasmuch as the bill is there I agree with the Senator from Minne- 
sota, who is on the Committee on Commerce as well as myself, and I 

also with the Senator from New York, who is also on the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, that the bill is as properly before the Commit- 
tee on Commerce as it could be before the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, and therefore I think it ought to remain there. 
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Mr. BECK. Mr. President, pee it as we may, this is the old 
controversy whether we shall subsidize steamship lines to go to Bra- 
zil. The ten-year contracts that are to be authorized to be made by 
the Postmaster-General show that to be the fact, as well as the other 
provisions of the bill. 

There are serious questions arising of course in the consideration 
of the bill, which have been discussed on the floor of the Senate be- 
fore, all of which the Committee on Commerce alone can consider. 
For example, the ment was made before and will be made again, 
and it was made with great force—I remember that the Senator from 
Maryland LMr. WHYTE] made it, perhaps I did gap somewhat 
that if ye for ten years subsidize a particular line of ships, you 
thereby destroy all the other lines that have to run without subsidies. 
There is a large number of ships trading between Brazil and Balti- 
more and other ports of this country, of which are expected to 
run without a subsidy; and if you for ten years give to a particular 
steamship line, under the pretense of carrying the mails, an advan- 

over them, it drives them from the sea. You are to release these 
ships from certain port dues which other ships trading to Brazil have 
to pay. These are all great commercial questions which you have to 
consider. While I care nothing about which one of the committees 
eonsiders the bill, there is no disguising the fact that all the great 
commercial interests of this country in connection with Brazil neces- 
sarily come up in the consideration of the bill; and it is only a con- 
venient way of obtaining a subsidy for this particular steamship line 
that the great privilege in extended terms is given to the Postmaster- 
General to give them something for carrying letters to foreign coun- 
tries. We all know what the real purpose is, The grave questions 
involved in the bill are clearly commercial questions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I stated yesterday, I introduced the bill by 
request. There was no occasion for its drawing upon its head, before 
it has been considered by any committee or by the the ire of 
the Senator from Minnesota and of my friend, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. Itisa are question to be committed to the consideration 
of a committee of this body, and it is time enough to talk about sub- 
sidy and all that when the subject comes before the Senate. I stated 
that I was requested by a reputable gentleman to introduce the bill; 
that I did not indorse or sanction its provisions, for I had not read 
them, and that I did not commit myself a I stand pre- 
cisely there thismorning. I do not know that I shall favor or oppose 
the bill, but I do know that if there is any question on the face of 
the earth that belongs to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads it is the question involved in this bill. It belongs to that com- 
anittee or it belongs to no committee at all. 

‘The Senator from West Virginia refers to the matter of port fees. 
That cancome pooreny before the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads when it is in connection with the transportation and delivery 
of the mails. It would be more appropriately before the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads than before the Committee on Com- 

merce. Everything in the bill outside of the transportation of the 

mails is simply incident to that business. 

As to whether these provisions are right or not, is an entirely dif- 
ferent question and does not arise until the bill comes before the Sen- 
ate for action. The bill is for the p of establishing mail com- 
munication between the United States and Brazil and to regulate in- 
cidental matters connected with it, such as the landing of vessels at 
the wharf at New Orleans, the ion of merchandise in pack- 
ages of a certain kind, and the conveyance of argen pres in connec- 
tion with the mails, all incident to the prime object of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN, certainly have not felt any excitement about 
this matter, and think I have exhibited none. The Senator from 
Missouri assumed to himself all the information in the Senate upon 
this subject, although it appears from a su uent answer that he 
had not read the bill. From the title of the bill and from the state- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri I inferred that the bill was pro 
erly referred to the Committee on Commerce yesterday. I think 
so still. If the incidents in the bill, such as the establishment of 
mail routes, are in the interest of commerce, then ce the bill 
should have gone to that committee, and I think it should remain 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri, to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The question being pnt, there were on a division—ayes 9, noes 22; 
no quorum 8 

. EDMUNDS. I ask the Chair to state the question again. 
Probably attention was not called to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri to reconsider the vote by which the bill which 
has been read was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think if the Chair will take another division 
we shall pees cee 

Mr. CO I merely desire to state the fact that inadver- 
tently yesterday morning when the bill was introduced it was referred 
at ‘Iny suggestion to the Committee on Commerce, I intending tohave 
it to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is a postal question. The Post-Office 
FCC being 

i motion to reconsider was not to, there being on a divis- 
jion—ayes 17, noes 25. 7 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A 5 from the House of Representatives, by its Clerk, Mr. 
GEORGE ADAMs, announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 268) authorizing the Secretary of War to lend 
United States flags to centennial commissioners at Nashville, Ten- 
nessee; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 2518) for the relief of Nelson Lyon 
and Jeremiah S. James; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President. 

LOAN OF FLAGS AT NASHVILLE. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
joint resolution which has just come from the House of Representa- 
tives may be read for information and then that unanimous consent 
be given for Lol err 

e VICE-PRESID . The Chair will lay the joint resolution 
before the Senate. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 268) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to lend United States flags to centennial commissioners at Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks that 
the joint resolution be considered at this time. 

. EDMUNDS. _I object to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that any resolution in respect of public 
property, although this is a very small affair, Sui to go to a com- 
mittee. The Senator will see that the joint resolntion does not pro- 
vide for how long the flags are to be lent, or when they shall be re- 
turned, or for what purpose, but it is apparently a permanent loan, 
at call to be sure, yet one that a committee ought to consider. It in 
and of itself is a very small matter, but we are constantly makin 
precedents that are as constantly referred to as authority for b — 
ening the scope of our dispositions, Therefore I think that this, like 
other bills, ought to go to a committee to be considered and reported 


upon. 
Pho VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
ASSISTANT SENATE LIBRARIAN, 

Mr. VANCE. Lask unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the Calendar, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order is demanded. The 
Secretary will 5 a the first bill on the Calendar of General Orders. 

‘Mr. HILL, of a. I wish to say to the Senator from Missouri 
that there is a motion to reconsider the resolution appointing an as- 
sistant librarian. I should like to have that of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am requested by the Senator from Georgia to 
call up the resolution, the reconsideration of which I moved the other 
day. I have no objection to taking it up and disposing of it at the 
present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there unanimous consent that it be 
considered at this time? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. What is it? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate passed the resolution which will be read by the 


Secretary. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ata salary of $1,440 per annum, payable monthly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves to re- 
consider the vote by which the Senate agreed to the resolution just 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I understood the Senator to ask unanimous con- 
sent to take it up. Irather feel obliged to object and for this reason: 
I think the question of what can be done to provide books for refer- 
ence more conveniently than they are now, ought to be considered 
by a committee, and I should hope that somebody would introduce a 
resolution directing the Committee on the Li to make that in- 
1 so that the Senate can be advised of what is possible before we 

y pass on this resolution and therefore for the present I must 
object to its consideration. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Secretary will 
call the first bill on the Calendar. 
EQUALIZATION OF HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Some days Senate bill No. 1085 went over 
without prejudice, Therefore it is entitled to be placed at the head 
of the Calendar. I think it will take but a very few moments to pass 
the bill, and I should like to have it taken up. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate consider out of order the following 


bill—— 
Mı. PADDOCK. Not out of order; it is in order. It went over 
without prejudice, and should be properly at the head of the Calendar. 
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The Coes Clerk read the bill (S. No. 1085) to equalize homesteads 
by its title. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That will not do. 

Mr. KERNAN. I must insist that the bill under consideration yes- 
terday morning be proceeded with. Itis hanging over, and was partly 
considered yesterday. ; 

Mr. PADDOCK. That being the case I shall yield to the Senator 
from New York. I did not d that to be the fact. While I 
am up, however, I wish to say that after the Committee on Public 
Lands had reported this bill it concluded to add two additional pro- 
visions to the bill. They now lie on the Secretary’s desk. I move 
that the bill be reprinted as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION OF 1883. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bill No. 1160is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1160) to provide for celebrating the one hun- 
dredth anniversary of the treaty of peace and the recognition of 
American Independence by holding an international exhibition of 
arts, manufactures, and the products of the soil and mine, in the city 
of New York, in the State of New York, in the year 1883. The pend- 
ing question was stated to be on an amendment of Mr. COCKRELL to 
strike out section 7 and insert in lieu thereof: 

That the United States shall not in any manner or under any circumstances be 


tion has a right to exist and carry on operations? Of course it can- 
not carry on operations with a view to an exhibition; but the wind- 
ing-up operations, so to speak; the holding and disposing of the 
property that it have acquired in the mean time, and so forth, 
may go on for twenty years for aught that I ean see in this bill to 
prevent it, and I suggest to the Senator that there ought to be some- 
where in the bill a precise limit of day and date, as the expression i 

beyond which the corporation should have no existence. It shoul 

then terminate, and all the functions then would be for the courts as 
a mere winding-up process; for as it is now, taking the first section 
and those that the Senator has read in connection, it appears to me 
that the ga effect would be entirely indefinite. It might be one 
year after the exhibition, it might be two years or ten or twenty. I 
think therefore there ought to be a precise provision which shall say 
that on the arrival of a certain day, say the Ist of January, 1884 if you 
please or the Ist of July, 1885, the corporate powers as such should 
cease, and the corporation should be dissolved. Then of course, as we 
all know, on the principles of law, after that if there is any property 
or 9 to be wound up and distributed, it beeomes a matter 

in ty 


of o . 

Mr. KERNAN, I have no objection to having it limited to a rea- 
sonable time. I only want to make a suggestion, and then I willsee 
what the bill says. There is a little culty in fixing a date when 
this winding up aie grt must cease. This corporation is to have 
its ition in 1 and then its affairs must be wound up. You 
will o e that the language is: 


liable for any of the acts, doings, ga, or representations of the said com- 
mission, its officers, agents, servants, or employés, or of them, or for the servi An international exhibition of arts, manufactures, and products of the soil and 
salaried. ADR. Oer ROA AE eet ro 8 Penge | mine, be held under the direction of ‘the United States international commissio: 


és, 
them, or any subscription to the capital 1 8 for 9 of stock, 
rare bs, abilities, 2 expenses of — . such 5 
or exhibition, or aceruing by reason of the same. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The motion was to strike out the section named 
and insert the matter I moved at tlie close of the bill to meet the 
: pats x 1 5 Senator from Vermont, so that it shall be the last section 
of the bi 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question then is on striking out sec- 
m 7. 
The motion to strike out was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri to insert at the end of the bill the matter 


n. 
g corporation to be created by this act, in the city of New Yor in the State of 
New York, in the year 1883. z S z ms 

And then the corporation is to continue to exist until the objects 
for which it is formed shall have been accomplished. I should like 
to put it a reasonable time for them to wind up their affairs, pay 
their debts, and dispose of their property. The tor from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. WALLACE] has a suggestion to make which I think 
will answer the ` 

Mr. WALLACE. I suggest in section 17, line 2 of the section, after 
ied word “ closed ” to insert ‘not later than the Ist day of January, 
1885. 

Mr. KERNAN. I think that would give time enough. 


whi ch hasj ust hea l. e e ni Does the Senator from Vermont hear the sug- 
amendment was to. se $ 
The VICE-PRESID 6711. aanA NOAT Mr. EDMUNDS, Yes, I think it would be safer to add to thefirst 


section. 

Mr. KERNAN. The incorporating section is section 3. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I think on the whole a section at the end will be 
better. At any rate, I will make this motion first: In the first sec- 
tion beginning after the word “advantageous” in the tenth and elev- 
enth lines I move to insert “subject to the provisions hereinafter 
contained and.” 

Mr. KERNAN. I see no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
New York having this bill in enaga what clause of the Constitution 
authorizes Co to pass this bill? The disguise was resorted to 
in the case of National Educational Association the other day, of 
giving the 7 geod a habitat in the ee of gr but it 
is dropped here we are creating a corporation to ‘orm certain 
duties ape city and State of New York, not in the District of Co- 
lumbia at all. I want to know what provision of the Constitution 
authorizes us to create a corporation w duties are to be confined 
to the State of New York and for this special purpose? 

Mr. KERNAN. 1 will state ihr Cage respect to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that I am anxious that Senate should dis of this 
bill. If as good a lawyer as he has difficulties about the constitu- 
tional power to pass the bill I do not think I can satisfy him. I 
stated yesterday that I thought there was sufficient power in the 
Constitution to make the necessary laws to allow an international 
8 arts and manufactures to be held, and I do not desire 
to ar i 

Mr. CARPENTER. I think the Senator from New York is very dis- 
ee ja it. If he wants me to vote for this bill without 
recive that I violate the Constitution, he had better say nothing 
about it. 

Mr. KERNAN. I do not know that in five minutes I could satisfy 
my friend if he has any 1 

Mr. CARPENTER. I do not think the Senator could satisfy me if 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Have all the amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance been disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They have been. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
what the provision is in this bill for the expiration of this corpora- 
tion. When are its functions to cease and determine ? 

Mr, KERNAN. The language of the billis that the exhibition shall 
be held in 1883, and that the corporation shall continue until the ex- 
hibition has taken place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Win the Senator be good enough to read the 
clause on which he rests that statement? 

Mr. KERNAN. My fa does not rest on it just now, and I state it 
from memory ; but I look to see if I can find it, [examining the 
bill.] It is in section 3- 

That the said United States international commission is hereby created a body- 
3 by that name shall have a corporate existence until the object for 
which it is formed shall have been accomplished. 

And the first section states that that object is to have an interna- 
tional exhibition held in the city of New York in the year 1883. 

Src. 17. That as soon as practicable after the said exhibition shall have been 
elosed it shall be the du of said to convert its 9 


its assets among its 
stockholders, pro rata, in full satisfaction and e of iss capital stock. And 
it shall be the ving, fe of the United States in commission to submit, 

ident of the United States, the financial results of the inter- 
national exhibition. 


That is section 17, on page 11. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That part of it I saw. 

Ern KERNAN. One thing further. I observe that section 18 pro- 

That it shall be the duty of the United States international commission to make 
the work, and, in a final report, present a fall exhibit of the renulte of Gre United 
States international exhibition. 

I think it clearly means until the exhibition shall have been held 
er and its irs shall have been wound up, and the result re- 
ported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see in the first section, at the foot of Page lof 
the printed bill, and at the top of page 2 this provision: “A corpo- 
ration to be created by this act,” Ww Isuppose is intended to mean 
“ is hereby created by this act“ 


3 New York, in the State of New York, in the year 1883, to be con- 


so long as shall be in its jud t advantageous, su t always to th 
ß! teter epea piip dreara padanya ya me niet one y 


Now my query is, supposing this corporation to be formed and the 
exhibition to be had in 1883, how long after that time the eorpora- 


done. 

Now, my objection to this bill is simply this: we are going on here 
by day under a written Constitution, violating its provisions, 

until we get so accustomed to it that no man wants to take the trouble 

of explaining the necessity for it or the propriety of it; and, limited 

to five ar aan the Senator from New York confesses that he 

cannot do it. 

This is a very small matter, but still it is a violation of the Con- 
stitution and it is debauching the public mind of the country, it is 
debauching the conscience of the Senate, and ought not to be done. 
Five minutes is enough time to point out any clause of the Constitu 


he was not limited to five minutes. I do not think the thing can be 
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tion authorizing this bill, if there is any; but everybody knows there 
is none whatever. 

I see we have a bill on the Calendar, which will be reached in a day 
or so, authorizing the calling of a medical conference in the United 
States. Isup we shall have a legal professional conference called 
by and by, and so on. In other words I do not see what there is un- 
der the practice here now from day to day, that is not within our 
power. I do not question that Congress might by main strength ap- 
propriate money to such a thing as this; but I do deny that it can 
create a corporation to do any such thing, and besides that the Sen- 
ate in committee has 3 adopted an amendment that the United 
States shall not be responsible for anything about it. After that in 
what sense are these words used here that this thing is to be“ sub- 
ject apis te to the supervision and under the auspices of the Govern- 
ment of the United States?” “The auspices of the Government of 
the United States” seem to be that we shall not have anything to do 
with it or be responsible for it, but having nothing to do with it, hay- 
ing no control over it, we will create a corporation to do it. Now, I 
want to know what authority there is to do it? 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, the best answer to the Senator 
from Wisconsin is that we have exercised this power, the very power 
that is here pro to be exercised, in the creation of the corpora- 
tion which conducted the exhibition in the city of Philadelphia in 
1876, and large amounts of money were expended and collected 
thereunder, and the exhibition was condu to a successful close, 
and this country and foreign nations obtained great advantages 
therefrom. I do not think the citizens of the United States would 
find fault in any way if the exercise of the powers here granted 
should be placed under the clause in reference to commerce, if it ex- 
ists nowhere else, because it certainly tends to the extending of the 
commerce of this country. But the fact exists nevertheless, and 
cannot be gainsaid, that the Congress of the United States has exer- 
cised in almost the precise lan, found in this bill the very power 

roposed to be exerted here. It is true that as good a constitutional 

—— as the Senator from Wisconsin may be able to eritieise and 
draw fine distinctions, and perhaps make a good speech to show that 
there is not a technical power within the language of the Constitu- 
tion to do this thing, and yet I reply, to him that it has been done, 
and the results have been good, and the country recognizes the fact 
that those results have been good. Ithink the commercial metropolis 
of the nation ought to be intrusted with the conduct of another of 
— exhibitions under the power of the Government of the United 
tates. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I am astonished by these dem- 
ocrats more and more every day. I had always believed that there 
was one sound element in them ; that was, they were for a reasonably 
strict construction of the Constitution. If they give that up, there 
is no democratic party. That was the only innocent article of their 

ith, the only one that I should know how to defend if I were re- 
tained with a fee in my pocket to doit. Now it seems they are trying 
to get away from that, and I invoke the aid of our independent party 
here soni Ilinois [laughter] to stand up and call them back to the 

“line of duty. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania says he may not be able to satisfy 
me that this is technically within the Constitution. If it is not tech- 
nically within the Constitution, how is it within the Constitution at 
all? is no slipshod provision there that will cover whatever 
the people want to have done by us. On the contrary, the powers of 

this Government arespecific. The preamble recites the object of mak- 
ing the Constitution. That Constitution gives certain specific pow- 
ers to the three branches of the Government, and the tenth amend- 
ment provides that all the powers not granted to the United States 
by the Constitution are reserved to the States or the people t- 
ively. If there is not some provision in the Constitution which fasti. 
fies this bill, we have noright to pass it. If an ingenious lawyer like 
the Senator from Pennsylvania cannot satisfy himself that there is, 
if he is willing to concede that technically it is not there, then I as- 
sert that it is not there at all. 

He says it might be under the ponor to regulate commerce. How 
-can this be regarded as a regulation of commerce? Congress cannot 
create commerce. That is not the power given to us at all. That is 
lefttothe enterprise of our papie under the supervision of the States. 
Congress cannot go to work to raise wheat to become the subject of 
commerce. Congress cannot go into the mining business. It can 

te commerce. But what is commerce? Commerce is the trade 
‘between different communities or between different States; under our 
wer trade between different nations and between the several States, 
The only power we have got is to te that trade. 

Was there ever any man so latitudinous in his construction of the 
‘Constitution that he would claim that the powerto regulate commerce 
authorized us to do it by means of a corporation to get up a spree in 
iNew York over the great treaty of peace? Such a proposition only 
shows, as the Senator is aware, that this thing is outside of our con- 
He cays tho people all like it, children ery for it. Well, I d 

© sa; e e it, ©. c r o not 
know Dut that they do. He says it is clear that we . done this 
thing more than once, and there is our authority for doing it again. 
What logie is that from a lawyer, and the Senator from Pennsylvania 
is a lawyer and a good lawyer? A wrong done to-day becomes au- 
thority for repeating it to-morrow; a violation of the Constitution 


one year justifies its violation the next! Thatis the logic. Apply 
it to other crimes—and this is a crime, if it is not athoed by the 
Constitution, and nobody seems to think it is; it isa crime to passit 
without authority. Take the crime of murder. Murder has been 
committed all over this country from time immemorial. Does that 
make it right? Does that justify it? Would that be a good plea in 
bar to an indictment for murder? That is the logic. e have done 
these wrongs; therefore we have acquired a right to do them; and 
we are going to do them now because we have done them! It the 
Senators on the other side of the House who specially have charge of 
the Constitution—for the last fifteen years they have not pretended 
to have charge of anything else; they would let the country go to 
pot, but they stood by the Constitution—if now they have given that 
up, if they are going to let both drop together, I want to put in apro- 
test to save the Constitution. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I am very happy to see that my friend 
from Wisconsin is abandoning that party which has camped outside 
of the Constitution for the last twenty years and is coming back to 
the old democratic fold again. I think he is entirely right in this 
matter. I thought so when that other show 83 up in Philadel- 
phia. I think so now. Isee no clause in the Constitution which will 
enable me to vote for this show. If the State of New York, which 
has great wealth and great power, will incorporate these very respect- 
able tlemen into a society for the purpose of this show in New 
York, I shall be very glad, and I have no doubt my people in Connect- 
icut will be glad to join with them and be very much rejoiced in hav- 
ing such a convention; but for one I am with my friend from Wis- 
consin, I am very glad that he stands shoulder to shoulder with me 
and has quit that camping-ground where he has been for so many 
years. I welcome him back to the old democratic fold. We shall fre- 
ganay hear from him words of good counsel and wise advice. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I never did camp outside of the 
Constitution. I never defended anything that was outside of the 
Constitution. I never justified the exercise of any power on the 
part of this Government that I believed to be outside of the Consti- 
tution. I never shall. And if I have returned to the democratic 
tent, it is only after the democrats have this morning publicly pro- 
claimed that they have folded their tent; there is no democratic tent 
any more. [Langhter-| 

© VICE-PRESID . The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS. ] 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To oompare that branch of the subject, Mr. 
President, I move to add at the end of the printed bill, but preceding 
the section agreed to on motion of the Senator from Missouri, the 
following words to come in as a new section: 

The corporation hereby authorized shall exist no longer than until the 1st day 
of January, 1885. 

They can wind it up as much earlier as they like under the pre- 
ee of the bill. 

Mr. KERNAN. No objection to that. 

Mr EDMUNDS. Th Seka tena e 

` e committee rgotten, as itap to me, 
to add the usual clause in all corporations poplar ka and that shall 
turn out to be too strong for the N powe, or repeal, altera- 
tion, and amendment; and in view of t I move this section to 
come in at the end of the whole bill, amendments and all, as the very 
last section of the bill: 

Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act as in its-judgment the 
public good shall require. me 

Mr. KERNAN. I think there is no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are one or two other things about this bill 
that I should like to call attention to. There is one merely phraseo- 
logical statement on page 5, at the end of section 8 in an amendment 
that has already been agreed to, that I desire to call attention to. 


He [the President of the United States] shall communicate to the diplomatic 
representatives of all nations, copies of the same. 


That is, of regulations and provisions and so on. 


Together with such regulations as ma; iby apt the commission, for pub- 
Hioation in their respect tive countries, and, shall behalf of the Government and 
A foreign nations, who may be pleased to take 


This is the first time I have ever heard that phrase used in a law 
about anybody’s being pleased or otherwise. The law generally is 
not made to please anybody, but to command somebody; and there- 
fore I su as a mere matter of taste, to strike out the words “ be 
pleased and insert “ choose,” so as to read: 

Who may choose to take part therein. 

Mr. WALLACE. The phraseology was copied from the proclama- 
tion of the President in regard to the other exhibition, to avoid all 
quarn on that subject. It is simply a repetition of the words of 

President’s proclamation in susi to the former exhibition em- 
bodied here in order to avoid any question of difficulty as to the lia- 
bility of the Government by a formal invitation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ican readily understand the propriety of that 
language in a diplomatic proclamation, which is one thing; but to 
speak in a law about people Delay piessod or otherwise, it 1 8 55 to 
me is not in very taste. e the proclamation of the Presi- 
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dent would be perfectly correct in 


ing to the representatives of 
foreign governments as inviting such as may be pleased to attend and 
so on, it appears to me it is not the thing to say in a law; but it is a 
mere matter of taste that I do not wish to say anything about. 


Mr. KERNAN. Ihave no objection to the change of “ be pleased” 
to “ choose.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then section 9 provides: 

That the said commission shall have authority, and is hereby empowered, to 
receive subscriptions of capital stock to an amount not exce $12,000,000" to 
be divided into shares of $10 each, and to issne to the subscribers of the stock cer- 
tificates therefor, &. 

There is no provision that I am able to see in the bill that requires 
anybody who subscribes to pay in a single cent on his subscription. 
The only instance in which the matter of money paid in on subscrip- 
tions is referred to at all, is where the authority to mortgage is given. 
There is given an authority to mortgage to an extent equal only to 
the amount of capital stock actually paid in. Now, in all the States 
and well-ordered communities that ever I heard of, if you create a 
corporation that is to have a capital, you require in order to give it 
something more than a paper existence that whatever of capital 
stock is authorized and subscribed for shall be paid in, or a certain 
proportion of it from time to time, so that you have got a corpora- 
tion with a capital stock. 

Mr. WALLACE. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to call 
his attention to the provision of section 11, There it is provided that 
before any election can be held: 

Each subscriber shall be entitled to a vote for each share subscribed for, on 
which at least 10 per cent. in cash shall have been previously paid under such regu- 
lations as may be prescribed by said commission. 

A subscriber cannot vote unless he shall have paid in 10 per cent. 
on his subscription ; so the implication is very plain that only those 
who shali have paid the 10 per cent. are members of the corpora- 


tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That I understand 8 but that only ap- 
plies to the elective franchise, so to speak, of the people who have 
subscribed. Consequently you may get up a corporation here; the 
shares being 810 you may get one hund subscribers of one share 
each, which will produce under the eleventh section before they can 
vote $1,000, Your corporation therefore may launch itself and start 
with $1,000 of capital stock paid in. I am opposed to that. I insist 
upon it, just as Ishouldif I were in a State Legislature, that this cor- 
poration if it is to be created at all, shall be created on a substance 
of capital that is actually paid up to meet the obvious necessities of 
the corporation. The eleventh section is only a limitation on the 
8 5 to vote, and nobody can vote who has not paid in 10 per cent. 
of his stock, but the corporation may still be organized with only 
$1,000 of 5 785 stock actually pela in. 

Mr. WALLACE. But it could get no further than getting out 
bonds to the amount of another thousand dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know that; but it might draw ever so many 
people into this exhibition and disappoint them. There is the trouble 
about that. 

Mr. WALLACE, What suggestion does the Senator make? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My suggestion is this: In section 9, line 4, after 
the word “each” to insert: “which shall be 3 in at the time of 
subscription,” so that everybody who subscribes for a share of $10 
shall pay in his $10 to the commissioners of subscription or whoever 
the proper persons are, in order that the corporation, as far as it 
gradually. gets existence by subscriptions, shall get it by the actual 
and earnest deposit of the money that the subscription represents. 
That is the object, and I make the motion. 

Mr. BAY. Let me suggest to the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont whether it will not be sufficient to provide that this $10, the 
cost of each share of capital stock, shall be paid in when called for 
by the commissioners. If you compel the payment of the whole of 
the stock at the time of subscription, it certainly would be very un- 
usual. You have already provided that they shall not act at all until 
there has been a cash payment of 10 per cent. of the subscription. 
It is not usual to compel the payment of the whole stock at the time 
of subscription, but simply to provide that as the calls are made the 
payments shall be made in SRR That will reach the object which 
the Senator has, and it seems to me would be wiser than to require 
in r the whole amount of money subscribed to be paid in. 
The total amount required cannot be told until the amount of sub- 
scriptions and the cost of the undertaking shall be better ascertained. 
It was the intention of the committee, I know, to provide against the 
very danger which the Senator has pointed out, which is that there 
should be a fictitious company created without the payment of money. 
Therefore in section 11 it is provided that 10 per cent. should be paid 
in money before any proceeding for organization should be had. Then 
in section 15 it is provided that it cannot borrow money on bonds ex- 
cept in proportion to the amount actually paid in on the capital stock. 

ow, if the Senator desires that the after the 10 per cent. shall 
have been paid, shall be mded to in money only, I submit to him 
that it would be just and right to require the payments to be made 
as called for, and not to say that the whole sh Ye paid at the time 
of the first subscription. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There isa great deal of force in what the Senator 


from Delaware suggests; but the ordinary practice that he alludes 
to in creating corporations in the States, where those subjects are 
carefully considered, while it is as he states is also to have the char- 
ter always contain a provision that the corporation shall incur no 
debt or liability of any kind beyond the amount of its capital stock, 
actually paid in; and therefore if a corporation thus created incurs 
through the vote of its directors a liability beyond that, the charter 
also provides that the directors assenting thereto shall be personal! 
liable; but there is no such limitation or safeguard in this bill. It 
only provides that they shall not issue bonds to borrow money in ex- 
cess of the amount of capital stock paid in. They may buy all the 
lumber of New York lumber merchants, and all the stone and what- 
ever is 55 erect the buildings; they may hire the grounds; 
they may do the things that involve people in the enterprise, 
which may turn out to be an entire failure after all and fall through, 
without any security at all. And when we look at the fact, which is 
really the primal foundation of this whole bill, that a charter granted 
by Congress is in the eyes of the people of the United States and of 
all other civilized nations a kind of moral guarantee that the thin, 
is on a firm and solid foundation and that nobody is to be entrap 

or led into a loss by it, it appears to me that there is great force in 
the suggestion that when we are putting out this moral guarantee of 
absolute responsibility and respectability there should be something 
on which it should rest. I say the ordinary provision in State char- 
ters of business corporations is the liability of assenting directors to 
creating any debt in excess of the capital stock actually paid in and 
a 5 of their doing it; and the absence of that here and the 
mere provision that this corporation shall not borrow money on bonds 
beyond the capital stock paid in is entirely inadequate to the gen- 
eral purpose and policy that careful legislators are called upon to 
exercise. 

Instead of requiring all this to be paid in at once on the subscrip- 
tion—though I do not think that would be very hard if this is to be 
a real enterprise that we are to be morally responsible for,—I should 
not object to a distinct provision somewhere inserted in the bill that 
this corporation should not proceed in the enterprise that it is de- 
voted to till a certain gross amount, whatever it may be, sup to 
be necessary for the success of the undertaking, should be paid in to 
its capital stock in cash and not withdrawn, together with an. equal 
amount of bonds that they might borrow upon that. That would 
do; but I have not had time to prepare an amendment of that kind, 
because it requires a great many words, quite a long section making 
that provision. That perhaps would be better than what I have sug~ 
gested ; but I have taken the readiest means I can to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate first to its moral responsibility for this business, 
and second to what appears to me, with great respect, to be the pres- 
= inadequate provisions of the charter as it is proposed upon the, 
subject. 

. ALLISON. The bill will go over until to-morrow necessarily, 
and I think the Senator from Vermont can prepare an amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not bound to prepare everything. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, in line 4, section 9, after 
the word “each,” to insert“ which shall be paid in at the time of 
subscription.” 

Mr. BAYARD. Ba I ask to have read for information the amend- 
ment I have sent to the table to see if it does not meet the views of 
the Senator from Vermont? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware will be read for information as a substitute for that of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

The Chief Clerk read the 
follows: 

Which shall be paid in money at the several times when the calls therefor shall 
be respectively made by the sala commissioners. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would not satisfy me because it leaves it 
entirely to the directors to determine whether they will have any cap- 
ital stock at all except 10 per cent. which may be $1,000, all told, on 
the formation of the corporation. It needs something more adequate 
than that, I submit with great respect to the Senator, but no doubt it 
can be provided for without difficulty. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
Senate oe to the consideration of the unfinished Gate: 

Mr. KERNAN. I would ask whether we may not proceed with this 
bill and get a vote? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there unanimous consent that the bill 
which has been under debate be further considered at this time ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it will be better to give a little time in 
order that the Senators in charge may frame a provision that un- 
doubtedly will be entirely satisfactory to them about the liability of 


this corporation. 
Mr. KERNAN Very well; let it go over until to-morrow morning. 
THE POTOMAC FISHERIES. 


fe oS ah The unfinished business is the Geneva 
aw: 8 

Mr. VANCE, I ask unanimons consent of the Senate again to take 
up the bill (H. R. No, 4568) for the protection of the Potomac fisheries 
in the District of Columbia, and for the preservation of shad and her- 
ring in the Potomac River. If it is not passed at once, the season 
when the bill will operate will have 8 away. 


proposed amendment of Mr. BAYARD, as 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider House bill No. 4568. 

The bill was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have the impression that the Senator from North 
Carolina has one amendment that has been suggested to him which 
he desires to make in order to make this provision conform in respect 
to the possession of the prohibited classes of fish with the laws of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland so close upon the river, so that there will not be 
an inconsistency in the immediately contiguous provisions. 

Mr. VANCE. Professor Baird sug; that the date be changed 
to make it conform with the laws of Maryland, which extend the fish- 
ing season to the 10th of June. This closes it on the 30th of May. 
The committee have no objection to that amendment being inserted 
except that it sends the bill back to the House, and the season is pass- 
ing so rapidly that by returning the bill we fear it may become inop- 
erative before it becomes a law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The suggestion of the Commissioner of Fish- 
eries I think relates to section 4. I believe that he is entirely satisfied 
with the wisdom of section 2, as to catching fish; but in tto hav- 
ing fish in ion after the 30th of May, inasmuch as, by the laws 
of Virginia and Maryland they may be had in possession until the 
10th of June, it would create extreme difficulty and inconvenience 
to members of Congress who stay here in Washington after that time 
if they cannot eat shad that are caught near dria, conform- 
ably to the laws of Virginia. 

Mr, VANCE. That would be an official inconvenience, it is true. 


ee 

Mr. ED ae ae personal inconvenience to those who like 
the southern shad; and it does not affect the closing of the season 
for catching, so that I will take the liberty of moving in section 4 to 
strike out the words “ thirtieth day of May” and insert the words 
“tenth day of June.” 

Mr. VANCE. Iam willing to accept the amendment for the com- 
mittee if I have authority to do it. 

The VICE-PRESID. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF SUSQUEHANNA RIVER. 


Mr. WALLACE. I now ask the Senate to take up a bill of the 
same character precisely as the one just , which is necessary to 
be passed at this time, the bill (8. No. 1425) to appropriate money for 
the continuance of improvement in the Susquehanna River. 

Mr. BLAINE. This is all by unanimons consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. Is there objection to considering 
at this time the bill named by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BAILEY. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No, 4924) making appropriations to 
supply certain deficiencies in the appropriation for the service of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other 


purposes. 

Mr. BLAINE. -I hope my friend from Connecticut will permit the 
honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] to proceed with his re- 
marks on the Geneva award Dill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I intended to take the floor on the subject 
of the Geneva award, but I do not care about antagonizing bills. If 
that bill is postponed until to-morrow I can make my remarks then. 

Mr. EDMU Better make them now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. McDon- 
ALD] wants to speak also. 

Mr. BLAINE. I beg to say to the honorable Senator from Illinois 
that the bill which the honorable Senator from Connecticut is now 
calling up is a bill which will lead to a political debate inevitably, 
and I do hope that the Geneva award bill will be permitted to 
through as the business and not be thrown out of its order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I have not charge of the bill, but Iam per- 


fectly willing to sre at any time. 
Mr. BL . The honotabde Senator from Illinois is ready with 


his speech. I will unite with my friend from Connecticut in all 
SS oe sors py of the appropriation bills. 

EATON. I have no objection to giving way to the Senator 
from Illinois to make a speech. 

Mr. BLAINE. As soon as the honorable Senator from Illinois is 
through the Senator from Connecticut will have the floor for his bill. 

Mr. EATON. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from Maine that it will 
make very little difference whether the Senator from Illinois takes 
the floor to-day or to-morrow, because it is perfectly certain that the 
Geneva award matter cannot be disposed of to-day. 


Mr. BLAINE. Very well; but I will show the difference in a mo- 
ment, The honorable Senator from Indiana is ont to-day I believe 


preparing a speech and he expects to make an elaborate speech upon 
it— 


Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. Mine will be a short one. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Illinois does not wish to speak at 
the tail end of the day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Indiana and I can both 
get througb to-morrow, without trouble. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that to-morrow the Ute bill will neces- 
sarily come up, so that this Geneva award bill must be laid aside tem- 
porarily. I think it might as well be laid aside now, and the appro- 
priation proceeded with. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, while the order of business is 
being discussed, I desire to state that early in the session I introduced 
a resolution on the finances which was laid on the table at my request. 
I propose to ask the indulgence of the Senate on some day soon to call 
it up. I would say the day after to-morrow, but in view of what has 
been said here I will name Tuesday of next week, when, if I can do 
so without interfering with anybody else, I give notice that I shall 
call up the resolution for the purpose of submitting some remarks 
upon it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. If the Geneva award bill is called up, I 
will take the floor and waive it for the Senator from Indiana, or will 
make my remarks, as the Senate shall prefer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That bill is now before the Senate as the 
unfinished business. ` 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is there objection to my notice? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I me wish to say that I think in the present 
condition of the business of Congress, the consideration and discus- 
sion of abstract resolutions about the best financial policy of the 
United States is quite out of place until we shall have done somethi 
in the way of passing the parr mpeg Sapte like the Geneva award b 
(or not passing it, disposing of it,) the appropriation bills, and a t 
number of other things upon the Calendar. Therefore, for one, if the 
Senator will pardon me, I must be excused from giving anything like 
an assent to the taking up of these resolutions for any present pur- 
pose that I can see. we have done the business that we are 
called upon to do and that it is necessary we should do, there is then 
time for the discussion of all the conundrums that the financial 
problem involves, I shall be very glad to hear the Senator from Indi- 
ana and shall be very glad to have him hear me or somebody else. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not doubt—it is not proper in me to doubt 
the faith of the Senator. If I could do so I should not say that 
I believe he would take pleasure in hearing me at any time. But as 
this is the first time I have ever heard an objection like his made to 
a Senator having the right to discuss a resolution which he himself 
had introduced, I will say that if I had occupied one-fifth of the time 
on the floor that the Senator from Vermont has this session in the 
obstruction of legislation, I would not ask a little of its time in ad- 
vancing some views that I think im nt to the Lag whom I 
represent. I shall ask on Tuesday of next week, after the morning 
hour, to be heard on my resolution, if the Senate will indulge me in 


that 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I of course have nothing to say in 
reply to the statement of my friend that he will ask leave to take up 
his resolution; but in re; to another remark of his about my oc- 
cupying four-fifths of the time that he has in obstructing legislation, 
I can say with all sincerity that if he had oceupied one-tenth of the 
time that I have in obstructing vicions legislation, he would have 
done a great deal better than I have been able to do, I have no 
doubt, and I hope he will do it hereafter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois is entitled to 
the floor on the Geneva award bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I will give way to the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

Mr. EATON. I call for the consideration of the bill (H, R. No. 
4924) making appropriations to supply certain deficiencies in the 
Fk rine for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first question is on postponing the 
pending pill. 


The motion to ne was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the motion of 
the Senator from Connecticut to take up House bill No. 4924, 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF NAME OF STEAMER, 


Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Connecticut is kind enough to 
allow me to make a report. I report back from the Committee on 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Dawes in the chair.) Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the bill? 
. EDM I should like to hear it — — lained a little: 
Mr. CONKLING. This is a little t which did be 
to one com y- It has been pure y another, and they wi 
to give it the name of their president. Here are the papers, A 
at my suggestion, showing all the facts which the committee is 
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accustomed to require. I ask that the papers go to the files with the 
bill 


Mr. HEREFORD. Lask the Senator if there is not a mistake in 
the name. I have no objection to the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. The name is to be changed to John Thorn, who 
is the president or vice-president of the company which has pur- 
chased the boat. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont ob- 
ject to 5 consideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to get a little information first, and for 
information I should like to have the papers that the Senator from 
New York just submitted explaining the matter read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, March 29, 1880. 


My Dear SIR: Taroa o aa E the change of the name of the steamer 
Kelly to John Thorn I desire to state as follows: 
rst. That the steamer is „ having just been lengthened 


t her of any kind. She is owned by 
the interest of the Utica 
and excursion boat. 


Rome, Watertown and ensburgh Railroad, a 
We desire tho one of John Thorn to 


president or vice- dent, connected our more than twenty 
years. I would that she is now nearly ready to launch, and that if you see no 
objection we would like to the name she is launched, and would 


Truly yours, 
DEWITT C. WEST, 
Vice-President Utica and Black River Railroad 
Senator R. CONKLING, 
United States Senate Chamber. 


e consent, the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yesterday I presented a memorial 
of the islature of Wisconsin relating to the improvement of the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries. my motion the memorial 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. I think it ought to go 
to the Select Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River 
and its Tributaries. I ask that the reference be changed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change of reference will be or- 
dered if there be no objection. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 4924) making appropriations to supply certain de- 
ficiencies in the 8 for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year endi une 30, 1880, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee on Bees yee will be acted on as they are reached in the 
reading of the bill, unless there be objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I had a little rather the Chair would not make 
that order. Let the bill be read through, and then we can take up 
the amendments in their order, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That course will be pursued. 

Mr. EATON. Does the Senator from Vermont desire that the bill 
shall be read through? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I desire. 

Mr. EATON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 


The bill was read. 

Mr. EATON. Perhaps I ought to state, before the Senate enters 
further into the consideration of the bill, that the amount of the bill 
as it came from the House of Representatives was $8,324,155.50. The 
additions made by the Senate Committee on Appropriations amount 
to $350,799.22, and the deductions made by the committee amount to 
$107,000, so that the net additions made to the bill by the Committee 
on ay apie ee of the Senate are $243,799.22. The items which 
have been added by the committee, to which I will direct the atten- 
tion of the Senate now, are: 

For the Patent Office Gazette, $3,299.22. 

For the Coast Survey, $15,000. 

For the State, War, and Navy Departments building, $286,500. 

For the National Museum building, $30,000. 

For post-route maps, $5,000. 

For extra clerk hire, &c., in State Department, $2,000. 

For payment for Consular tions, $1,000. 

For messenger to Senate Official 3 s room, $1,200. 

For settling swamp-land claims, $6,000. 

For repairs to court-house in the District of Columbia, $800. 

These are the items added by the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate. Let the bill be now taken up and read by items, and I 
shall 5 to make any 5 that is in my power. 

The ING OFFICER, ( » Dawes in the chairi) The Sec- 
retary will read the amendments proposed by the C ttee on Ap- 
propriations, in their order. 

e CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment of the Committee on 


Appropriations is, in line 11, to strike out “four” and insert“ three; 
so as to make the item read: 

For the public ting and binding and for for the-public printing, in- 
TT — 2 Sar ae ON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, Departmen mapping, 
and engraving, $300,000. N 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why is that reduced? 

Mr. EATON. It is reduced because a few days since cage 
passed a bill appropriating $100,000, which perhaps the Senator from 
Vermont will remember, and it was stated at the time that it would 
a he ig the general appropriation $100,000. That is all that is re- 

ni 
: Mr. EDMUNDS. What I should like to know is how this defi- 
ciency occurred. Ifthe Public Printer has been violating the law and 
disobeying the acts of Congress in running into greater expenses than 
he was authorized to do—which, by the way, I have no reason to sup- 
pose—I should like to know it; and if he has, what means we are to 
take So proven it ae sig maar If it is merely the fact 2 Con- 
gress appropriated at a former session not money enough to 
on the Government and to fill the orders, if I may use a e 
expression, that the two Houses of Con have made upon him, 
then I should like to know that. How did it happen that this defi- 
ciency occurred? 

Mr. EATON. Ido not know that I am able to give the informa- 
tion to the Senator from Vermont which he desires. Iam able to 
give him this information, that there is a deficiency of $300,000 that 
is necessary to be made up in order to do the publie printing which 
may be required to be done between this and the 30th of June, the 
close of the fiscal year. I am not about to bring an indictment against 
the Public Printer nor am I about to throw any mud or dirt at Con- 
gress if they failed to make as an appropriation last year as they 
ought to have made, We find a deficiency here; the Public Printer 
says that it will require $400,000 in order to do all the work. that is 
necessary to be done during this fiscal year, and therefore the com- 
mittee say, let the Public Printer have it, and as we have already - 
given him $100,000 of the $400,000 we have stricken this item down 
to $300,000, I do not know that I can give my friend from Vermont 
any further information on the subject besides what I have already 

ven, 

1 EDMUNDS. Tien, a I understand it, we are to vote this 
$300,000 or $400,000, as the case may be, blind. We do not know 
whether the deficiency occurred from the fault of Congress in not 
appropriating money enough to on what Congress had required 
to be carried on, or whether it arose from some abuse or misuse of the 
powers of the executive Cepia, by which, of course, in this con- 
nection I only refer tothe 5 — lic printing part of the executive branch. 
Ido think that with a Congress that is as wise, conservative, and 
economical, and patriotic, and far-seeing, as we must suppose this 
Con is, composed as we know it is, this is a little short of the 
mark. Here we are to vote away $300,000 of the money of the tax- 
payers, and all the explanation that is given about it is the simple 
circumstance that we are that much short; but how it happens that 
we are that much short the committee is not prepared to tell us. Well, 
if the controlling powers of Congress are willing to leave it on that 
ground, I do not know that I have anything to say. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I do not propose to make any charges 
against the Public Printer. I do not propose toinvesti that mat- 
ter 4 7 0 apee is an item of six millions ara ~ in pyr teas 
ciency bill, an o not propose to charge against the Pension Office 
because they could not foresee that t amount of deficiency—that 
there is any fraud in that office, or that there was any want of patri- 
otism in Congress that it did not appropriate six and a half millio ions 
more for ions than it did, We meet this fairly. I ought not to 
say, I will not say, that in my judgment the Public Printer has been 
guilty of any fraud. [have heard none chargedagainst him. Ishould 
rather be disposed to say that there may have been a want of appro- 
priation in the last Co than to charge one of the public officers 
with any mism nt of the funds placed in his hands. There is 
such a deficiency, andif we desire to have our printing done the com- 
ing three months, we had better make the appropriation to meet it. 

can give no further information to my friend from Vermont in 
regard to thatitem. I hope I shall be able better to satisfy him in 
to some other items. 

. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut 
states the case now with the candor that belongs to his character; 
that is, that there is no just ground of complaint against the Public 
Printer, but that Congress at its former session, on some plea or other, 
did not choose to appropriate the amount of money that was neces- 
sary to carry on the public service, and he excuses that apparently 
upon the suggestion that as to the pension appropriations we did not 
appropriate enough. Well now, as to the pension appropriation, we 
all know that that depends upon the rapidity and the 13 under 
the laws of Congress, of claims that come in and are disposed of, for 
as to pensions Congress has so broadened the purview of the duties 
of the Pension Office that we can readily see it. But as to the Pub- 
o Pan ter his duties a 3 defne by law, po; in = patna 

iscretionary way, but he can only print acts ongress, 
the CONGRESSIONAL Bacon, the orders of the Departments for spe- 


cific reports and books, &c., about which there can be no dispute, 
and aah other 8 as the two Houses by concurrent resolu- 
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tion may order and as either House may order up to a cost of $500 in 
any one case. 

then, it comes to this, that at the session of Congress last year 
we did not appropriate money enough to carry on the very operations 
that Congress has directed. The two Houses of Congress, in other 
words, have from time to time ordered the printing of documents 
and papers, and so on, and have engaged in debates increasing the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to such an extent that there is now a defi- 
ciency of $300,000 or $400,000, a real deficiency of $400,000, $100,000 
of which was provided for two or three days ago. That is what it 
comes to. So this deficiency arises from the fact that the two Houses 
of Con themselves have chosen to expend the money of the 
people 5 $400,000 beyond what they were willing to authorize to be 
expended in the regular appropriation bill; that is to say, special 
committees have been heap testimony on all sorts of questions, 
hunting up something, which has increased the printing to be done. 
Well, that may be useful; I do not mean to go into a debate now 
about that; I only want to understand exactly on what ground it is 
that Iam as the special representative of a small part of 
the people of the United States and as the general representative, as 
I think every Senator is, of all the people of the United States, to 
know where I am to go in this case. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I did not understand the Senator 
from Connecticut to say that there had not been appropriations suf- 
ficient at the last Con to run the printing department. I under- 
stood him to say that he did not feel authorized to make any charges 

st the Public Printer, but simply to state that there had not 
been sufficient appropriations at the last Congress to meet the require- 
mentsof that department. I donot suppose that any member of the 
Senate can definitely say that the deficiency has arisen either froma 
want of sufficient appropriations or from a want of a proper 5 
iture by the head of that department of the appropriations p. 
under his control by Congress. I say very frankly that I do not know 
whether that eset arisen from the fact that there was not 
' a sufficient appropriation made by Congress, or from the fact that 
there has been an improper expenditure of the money placed at the 
disposal of the Public Printer. I find the fact reported to the Senate 
by the committee having charge of the appropriation that there is a 
deficiency and that it is absolutely necessary to run the printing de- 
ent. As we have the authority of the committee that there isa 
eficiency, I feel justified in voting for it notwithstanding I do not 
know what is the real cause whereby the deficiency has occurred. 

The Senator from Vermont seems to assume that this deficiency has 
arisen because there was an insufficient appropriation by the last Con- 

That may or may not be true; but I apprehend that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont does not know that that is true. I apprehend that 
he has not investigated the matter sufficiently to get up and on his 
responsibility as a Senator assert that the deficiency arises from the 
want of a sufficient appropriation by the last Congress. 

The papers have been teeming with reports of maladministration 
in the printing department. I will not say that those reports are 
true or that they are false. I am not here simply upon the statements 
of newspaper reports to accuse a public officer of having been dere- 
lict in his daty, and, unless the Senator from Vermont has himself 
personally investigated this matter and arrived at the conclusion that 
there was not a sufficient appropriation made by the last Congress, I 
do not think it is exactly proper that he should rise here and say that 
the Congress of the United States failed to do its duty and to make 
the proper appropriation for that department. Whenever, upon his 
responsibility after a personal examination, he is prepared to rise here 
Bod say that the Public Printer has not wasted any public money, 
that he has applied propery every dollar to the n 3 
for which it was voted, he may be entitled to ch: that there has 
been dereliction on the part of Congress in a failure to make the 

roper appropriations for that department. So far as I am concerned, 
Pao not know where the cause of this deficiency arises. It may be 
because there was not a sufficient 5 ; it may be because 
there has not been a prudent expenditure of the money on the part 
of the Public Printer. 

It is true that the Public Printer does not at all times control the 
expenditures of his department. For his paper the committees in 
charge of public preng o the Senate and House accept the lowest 
bid. And yet it is true that he has to expend upon his own responsi- 
bility a large amount of money for the purchase of materials and the 
purchase of type and the purchase of plates of various kinds and of 
paper also; and further, a large discretion is vested in him in refer- 
ence to the number of the employés as well as the pay which is given 
to the yee pas E of the office. It may be that on a proper investiga- 
tion of the whole affair Congress would be exculpated from the charge 
of the Senator from Vermont, and that the dereliction would be found 
traceable somewhere else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from 
Delaware decorates still more highly, if it were ble, the honors that 
belong to this present Congress of the United States, of which we are 
both members. Now withoutmaking any inquiry into how adeficiency 

in the public Treasury has occurred, we are expected to be willing to 
go it blind, because we do not know whether the deficiency occurred 
m the rapacity or misconduct of some officer, or from our own want 

of a proper understanding of our duties in making the original appro- 
priation, or from our excessive expenditures in all sorts of raids and 


screeds, as they are sometimes called, on our own part, and we are to 

have the honor of going down to rity as a Con thatis willing 

to vote three or four hundred thousand dollars of the public mone 

without knowing how it happened that this money is needed and stan: 

5 ell, Mr. dent, that would be enough for me on 
point. 

Now as to the conduct of the Public Printer I wish to say that I 
am willing to assert on my responsibility as a Senator, broad or little, 
that after some investigation and inquiry into that subject, I believe 
that the Public Printer has in every respect followed the laws and 
obeyed the orders the Con of the United States in its two Houses 
has imposed upon him, and that this deficiency is the consequence of 
the action of the Congress of the United States in such commands and 
orders, and in its failure to provide sufficient money in the first place. 
e n is sufficiently definite, and that is where I am willing 

eave it. 

Mr. EATON. The honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] 
gave notice that the consideration of this bill would oe rise to a 
political debate, I supposed the political debate would come at the 
other end of the bill, and not at end. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator does not think this is a polit- 
ical debate. 

Mr. EATON. I do not mean to say anything offensive to the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont, but I certainly think that he has en- 
deavored to throw a little mud at the Congress which heretofore 
3 upon this bill and did not give, he says, money enough; but 
5 says the Public Printer in his judgment is entirely clear from 

ame. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is entirely mistaken, he will par- 
don me—— 

Mr. EATON. Iam very glad to hear it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to throw any mud at anybody, 
much less at the Congress of the United States, of which I am an 
individual member, and co uently should get somewhat soiled in 
my apparel myself. I only wished to have the Congress of the United 
States, if it were possible, appear in its true light in the eyes of the 
1 Who created it; that is all. 

. EATON. Well, Mr. President, if this is the first time in the 
history of the Senator from Vermont that he is willing to vote for a 
poser | in ec to a public expenditure that cannot exactly be 
explained fully to his satisfaction at the time he votes it, he has been 
an exceedingly fortunate man. 

There are a thousand things that have occurred that ought at once 
to suggest themselves to the Senator from Vermont, and one thing is 

is: the great increase in the price of material which has occurred 
since the ap] ropriations of last year. Nobody knows that better than 
my honorable friend from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY, I both in his 
public and in his private business. And, therefore, well might the 
committee of the House have made an estimate a year ago that can- 
not be covered to-day, for the expenditure is very died tanger than 
could have been anticipated. Ireiterate that I am not about to charge 
upon the Public Printer any dereliction of duty; I am not about to 
charge npon the Public Printer that he has squandered the public 
money; I am not about to charge either a committee of the other 
House or of this House with wantonly passing an appropriation which 
they knew was not sufficient to carry on the public business, for I do 
not believe that can be said of the committees of either House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in line 11. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 17, in the appropriations for the Internal Revenue, Treasury 
partment, to reduce the appropriation “ for additional amount to pay 


salaries and expenses of nts and surveyors, for fees and expenses 

of gaugers, for salaries of storekeepers, and for miscellaneous ex- 

rye g a deficiency for the fiscal year 1880,” from $320,000 to 
„000. 


Mr. EATON. In the House bill the defleit appropriated for is 
$320,000. The sum required by the Department is $313,000, not 
$320,000. Therefore your committee have proposed to reduce the 
appropriation from $320,000 to $313,000. I desire to say, for the in- 
formation of the Senate, that the committee last year gave to this 
Department their full estimate, everything that they said would be 
required for this Ps ec branch of the public service, and the de- 
ficit is still $313,000. I want to say here, as I said before, that Con- 

last year rib ead all that was required by the Department. 
he Department e ; they erred $313,000 ; they come here now and 
ask that that deficiency may be given them. I do not believe there 
has been any fraudulent expenditure in that Department, and yet 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue does not give in his letter to 
the Treasury Department those full reasons that I should be glad to 
see so that I could give to the Senate the cause for the deficiency. 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenue says: 4 

Since ing m; rt I have caused an examination to be made of the e: d- 
itures te this Service for the first five months of last year, and a oorreapondte 
Period of this , and I find that the increase in the number of distilleries has 

suchas to increase the 5 for storekeepers and gau; for five months 
‘or the expenditures 


of this year $70,000 over that same od last year. If these 
SOBIA for this year the deficiency will Wet least $313,000. 


That is all the information that the Secretary of the Treasury or 
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the Commissioner of Internal Revenue has given us, and upon that 
we ask that this * of $313,000 may be made up. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it ought to be stated also, if the Senator 
will allow me, that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue tells us 
that during the last year there was a very large increase in the num- 
ber of distilleries. 

Mr. EATON. I have 
Secretary of the 

Mr. ALLISON. I know. It is stated there in very brief form, but 
I think sufficiently clear to show us that an additional appropriation 
is necessary on that account, because every new distillery that is estab- 
lished requires a new survey to be paid for, and requires the appoint- 
ment of a gauger and a storekeeper, which is a continuous appoint- 
ment and must be paid for. Therefore I submit that there is quite a 
sufficient statement upon which we can justify this appropriation. 

Mr. EATON. Ihave no doubt about it. I read precisely what my 
friend from Iowa has said. I read what the Commissioner gave us. 
He made his estimates last year. He made a mistake. He could not 
foresee the amount of expenditure, he could not see the increase in 
distilleries, any more than we could estimate last year the increase 
in the 275555 of the paper that the Publie Printer has had to use. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does the Senator from Connecticut call it a 
mistake of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, then, that he could 
not see into the future and see that an increased man re of 
whisky would take place? I think that a part of this deficiency arises 
from what we so often see every day in the public prints of the oper- 
ations of those people called “the moonshiners,” illicit distillers, that 
have to be broken up for the protection not only of the revenue but 
of all honest manufacturers engaged in that species of industry. 

Mr. EATON. My friend is entirely mistaken. There is another 
deficiency that applies to them. This does not a La cy them at all. 
The“ moonshiners” have not anything to do wit is deficiency of 


$313,000. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But I see that this provides for the “salaries and 
the Internal Revenue Bu- 


expenses of agents.” Now, agents o 
reau—— 

Mr. EATON. That is not a part of this $313,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But Iam reading it in the exact connection. I 
will begin at line 13: “Internal Revenue: For additional amount to 
pay salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, for fees and ex- 

uses of gaugers, for salaries of storekeepers,” &., $320,000, reduced 

y the committee to $313,000. The agents of the Internal Revenue 
Department are those persons who are necessarily employed to keep 
the internal-revenue taxation even and fair as it respects honest dis- 
tillers and operators, and to protect the revenue against dishonest 
and illicit distillation. 

As I say, according to the newspapers, I will not say in certain sec- 
tions, because that is unconstitutional, but in certain parts of the 
country, every day or two we perceive that there has been a raid on 
“moonshiners,” which implies that a special or general agent of the 
Treasury Department has discovered by expensive inquiries that illicit 
8 is carried on somewhere, and that that illicit distilling is so 
formidable in respect of the personal strength of the persons engaged 
in it and their neighbors, that it cannot be put down by the ordinary 
and quiet gor ane of the law, but requires an armed body of special 
agents and assistants, and so on, whatever they may be, to proceed 
to the place and seize the illicit distillery and break it up. ey are 
resisted by force of arms, and the result may be one way or the other. 
Sometimes it is one way, and sometimes it is the other. Sometimes 
the Government succeeds, sometimes the opponents of the Govern- 
ment succeed. But all that involves large expense. That of course 
is a thing which cannot be very well calculated for in advance. 

I can readily see therefore that in respect of the expense of the 
agents of the Department there might be a large deficiency 
growing out of this circumstance, known to everybody, that in acon- 
siderable part of the United States where this species of industry, if 
it can be called such, is going on, there is found an absolute necessity 
for the p I have named, of revenue and of equal protection of 
the laws to those who a ped taxes, of organizing inquiries, organiz- 
ing armed forces of special agents to make arrests and seize illicit dis- 

eries. I can ive, therefore, why there is a reason for a defi- 
ciency of this kind, even under this head, becanse it does include 
apon: I have not therefore the difficulty that I had in respect of 

e public printing matter, where every single step the Public Printer 
takes is provided for by law. 

_ Mr. EATON. I desire to say again that the Senator from Vermont 
is entirely mistaken. This deficiency of $313,000 has nothing what- 
ever to do with the subject-matter about which he has been talking. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In that t we differ. 

Mr. EATON. I think I shall be able to convince my friend that he 
3 g. The appropriation bill passed a year ago contained this 
item: 

For salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors 

Just the words employed in this bill 
32322 PP 
expenses, $1,500,000. 

There is where the deficiency is here. Now, what next? 

For detecting and bringing to trial and punishment ms guilty of violating 


the internal-revenue laws or accessory to the sam inetudtn ts for infor- 
mation and detection, $75,000. 7 5 


That was enough. The Department asked for no more to convict 


just read that from his communication to the 


and take care of moonshiners. The 875,000 is not expended and there 
is no deficiency required in that item. The deficiency is for an en- 
tirely different thing. I think that the Senator from Vermont will 
be satisfied of his error. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam satisfied of the extraordinary astuteness of 
my honorable friend from Connecticut in the statement that he has 
made, which prima facie certainly has a tendency in that direction ; 
but the Senator will readily see that the “agents,” which is the term 
employed in this present deficiency clause, are “agents” that the 
Internal Revenue Bureau is obliged to employ in a greater or less 
degree according to the extent of the illicit moonshining distillation. 
So, with entire res and agreement with what the Senator has 
said about the other clauses he has referred to, it is still apparent to 
my mind that this “moonshine” business is involved in a large degree 
in the expenses of the “agents” of the Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say only one word on this subject. I 
think the Senator from Vermont, while technically perhaps right, is 
mistaken in his general view of this appropriation. It is true that a 
portion of this money will go to agents, and the agents may be em- 
ployed in some of the States referred to, but they are not agents for 
this purpose; they are 1 under the law. For example, the law 
provides that there shall be thirty-five internal- revenue agents. That 
number cannot be increased, and it is not very likely to be dimin- 
ished. Their salaries are provided for in the appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me, there are thirty- 
five revenue agents; but does the Senator mean to say that the Treas- 
ury Department cannot employ a special t for ial occasions? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do mean to say, in su ce, that the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue cannot emplo: 8 as such, for any 
purpose beyond the number indicated in the statute. If he emplo 
servants or persons to detect illicit distillers in any of the States, he 
must do it under some other name than under the name of “agents 
of the internal-revenue service;” they must be deputy collectors, or 
storekeepers, or some other officer than an “agent” within the mean- 
ing of the statute. But these agents are allowed, of course, for their 
expenses, and I presume there is some deficiency in the appropriation 
for the regularly employed agents of the Government. If so, of course 
this appropriation pro tanto will apply to them; but I must 
with my friend from Connecticut, that this is not intended in any 
sense to provide a fund to detect illicit distilling in any of the States 
of this Union. That distinct provision is found in another clause of 
the regular 5 act. 

Therefore, I do not think that this deficiency arises from any increase 
in illicit distilling in the South. On the contrary, I think it arises 
from the fact that the illicit distillation has been in the main broken 
up, and that many of those who were in the mountains in 
illicit distilling are now going into the business of distilling, 
are allowing the distilleries to be surveyed, and allowing gaugers, 
storekee Ko., to be appointed, coming in under the regular pro- 
visions of the act relating to the manufacture of distilled spirits; and 
so coming it is necessary that this appropriation shall be increased for 
So gt of carrying on these operations. 

. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Iowa would allow me, Ishould 
like to ask him, or my honorable friend from Connecticut, because it 
is avery 5 to state to the Senate how extensive this 
business of illicit illing has been in the last year or two, say, take 
the last year, and how much the energy of the Government has to be 
exerted in respect of putting that down, as distinguished from the 
ordinary and orderly o ions of the Internal Revenue Department? 
The newspapers are all the time so full of it that it really mes a 
maoni of public import that I should be glad on this occasion to have 


explained. 

. EATON. I think I can explain it, and in making my expla- 
nation I wish to correct an error that I fell into m ; but lam 
very glad that I did, because I shall now satisfy my friend from Ver- 


mont that he is entirely in error in the argument which he has had 
the honor to make: 

For detecting and bringing to trial and punishment of viola’ 
„ pen preteen rad ipse in se et hare 
mation and detection, $75,000. 

That clause was in the regular appro’ 
that it was under this clause that at 
Department needed for the p to which my friend from Vermont 
alluded, and that they required no additional fund. I am wrong in 
that; but, being wrong there, I desire to show my friend from Ver- 
mont how utterly he is wrong in using the word “ agents” in the way 
in which he does. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam quite willing to be wrong with my friend 
from Connecticut on such a point. 

Mr. EATON. In error I will say. 

For detecting and bringing to trial and punishment persons ty of violating 
the lanaa bana laws, — conniving in such crime, — bs ents for 
information and detection, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1888. S 541.35. 

So it seems that the estimate was $75,000, and it now turns out that 
the Commissioner desires $7,547.35 more. 

Mr. ALLISON. Which we do not give him? 

Mr. EATON, Which we do not give him. We say that in our judg- 
ment he can get along without it, and therefore we do not give him 
that at all. e say, “ Hands off the in that for the 
250 u and 
ought to satisfy my friend from 


riation bill last year. I said 
e money was given that the 


coming three months.” 
not giveittohim. But it 


we wi 
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Vermont that the word “agents” here has no reference whatever to 
agents whose onpas is to protect the revenue laws in the particular 
to which he has alluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon me, what then does the 
words “agents” really apply to? That is what I should like to know. 
We are here appropriating money for specific objects, and if this 
agency has nothing to do with the operations of the Internal Revenue 
Bureau, I do not see why the term “ agents” is in the bill. 

Mr. EATON. Of course it has to do with the operations of the 
Internal Revenue Bureau. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it has, then I should be glad to know, if the 
Senator from Iowa was correct in saying that salaries of these 
people, thirty-five in number, are fixed by law, how it is that there 
can be a deficiency in respect of them? That is what I should like 
to know on that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can answer the Senator, if he will allow me. 
This is an ap cee covering a number of specific items in the 
onea act, eit. 

. EDMUNDS. Yes, in the original act. 

Mr. ALLISON. The same phraseology was used in the original 
appropriation that is employed here. A certain sum of money may 
be used. for surveyors, a certain amount for gaugers, storekeepers, 
and so on, and the money in that way may be exhausted. If so, an- 
other fund must be appropriated to pay the salaries of these agents 
and their expenses. is is a sort of common fund from which the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to draw for several 
purposes, one of which is to pay these agents. If he has drawn out 
the fund for another purpose, of course an appropriation must be made 
for agents, and therefore that phraseology is used in this bill as it is 
used in the original act. 

Mr. ED: S. I hope the Senator does not mean to say that the 
Misery Bete ror yan has been robbing Peter to pay Paul. 

Mr. ISON. No, sir, Peter and Paul are together in this appro- 
priation; they go along hand in hand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But Peter and Paul must each eat with his own 

m- when it comes to the actual point of a salary. Therefore, if 

e Secretary of the Treasury through this bureau has taken all the 
money that was appropriated for the salaries of agents and applied 
it to the other objects named in this clause, then I must say that the 
Secretary of the Treasury has exceeded in my opinion, with t 
respect to him and everybody else, the proper administration of his 
duty. Ido not think, to use the language of the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. THURMAN, ] so inent on occasions, that that will do. 
There must be something else about this matter. If these salaries 
are fixed by law, and the number of persons is fixed by law, I am not 
able to see how itis that there can be a deficiency unless Congress 
failed to appropriate the money to pay the salaries. to those persons 
before; and I supposed, and I think I may be excused for supposin 
so, that where this bill used the word agents“ in connection wit 
the deficiency, there was a deticiency in respect of agents. 

ALLI . There may be, or may not be. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there may not be, then before Congress votes 
a deficiency for agents, it ought to know whether there is or is not. 
But that is perhaps a small matter comparatively except as a ques- 
tion of practice. I wish to get at, which really is a matter of 
great public importance and this is a good occasion to do it, is how 
extensive and how expensive are the operations of these illicit distil- 
lers, moonshiners so called, in various parts of the country, that the 
Government is called upon of course to put down in every way, for 
the two reasons that I have named, public revenue and justice to 
honest distillers. How extensively that igre is going on, and 
whether there is any reason to believe that the means we have already 

rovided for putting if down are adequate to the purpose, I should 
ag man on this occasion to be informed of. 
Mr. EATON. I can only inform the Senator how much it has cost 
for the past year; that I can do; $75,000 was appropriated for that 
urpose, and the Commissioner asks for $7,000 more. Therefore, add 
$7,000 to $75,000 and it gives, according to the theory of the Commis- 
sioner, $82,000 for the current year to convict these offenders. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 

„ why the $7,000 asked for by the Commissioner is with- 
e 

Mr. EATON. I do not think it is necessary for him to have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Why not? The recommendation of the De- 

ent seems to prevail with the committee on another item; why 
not on this? 

Mr. EATON.. I do not now remember that there was anybody who 
objected in the committee. We said, “We think he can get along 
without this money.” 

Mr. CARPENTER. The object of the committee evidently was to 
give the moonshiners some chance. 

Mr: EATON. My friend does not quite mean that, but he has a 
happy way of using language of that character. I will not reply to 

t. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Connecticut cannot give, as 
I have no doubt he can, a more complete reason for withholding this 
$7,000 that he speaks of, that is supposed to apply to the illicit-dis- 
tillery business, than he has given, I think we ought not to agree to 
this amendment, because it certainly is among the most important of 
the objects of the Government, as a matter of revenue and as a mat- 


ter of duty to those who do obey the law, to provide for putting down 
illegal distillation. As this difference recommended by the commit- 
tee is supposed to apply to that, I hope the Senator from Connecticut 
will state to ns distinctly and fully the reasons why it is that this 
money should not be a priated for that p 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and naye were ordered. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The amendment was reported by the committee! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; and they give no reason for it at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishall vote against the amendment, and I shall do 
it for the reason that I think the House of Representatives must have 
intended, although we saw no evidence of it, to supply this $7,000 
by 5 the estimate of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
from $313,000 to $320,000. I am sorry to differ from the committee 
in reference to this matter. I think the Senator from Connecticut in 
charge of the bill will remember that this amendment was more for 
the purpose of securing a definite and accurate explanation than for 
any purpose to cripple the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in any 
pores sum to which he was entitled. Therefore I shall vote to give 

im the sum that the pret he om 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. [should like to ask my colleague a question. 
I want to vote understandingly upon this amendment, if I can. IfI 
understand it, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue requires $7,000 
to aid him in putting down illicit distilling ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Allowing him that $7,000, we should make this 
appropriation $320,000 ? 

. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. The committee have stricken out the $7,000 
that he wanted for that p and have refused to let him have it. 
Now, according to the opinion of the committee, can he carry on suc- 
cessfully the work of A nate illicit distilling during the remainder 
of the fiscal year without that money? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator address the question to me? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. To anybody. 

Mr. EATON. I will say to my friend that this $7,547 to which my 
friend alluded is in the general deficiency estimate. It has no a 

lication whatever to the difference between $313,000 and $320,000 
ere; not the slightest, for here are the items. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What in the world has this to do with that? 

Mr. ALLISON, I say the House may have so it. 

Mr. EATON. Ido not see how they could. Here is the schedule 
of amounts found due already by the Comptroller to some thirty-odd 
individuals—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis an entirely different thing, if the Senator 
will allow me. That is under the prior year, 1878-79. 

Mr. EATON. I understand that; but this is the application which 
is given to this request. 

. ALLISON. I know; but I understood the Senator from Con- 
necticut to say in reply to the Senator from Vermont that there was 
an item of $7,000 in order to complete the service of this year on ac- 
count of illicit distillation. If so, the House may have included that 
item here; and therefore it is that I would, rather than take any 
chances upon this matter, vote against the amendment proposed by 
the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. TELLER, (when his name was Fe Mee this is a political 
guston; and it seems to be assuming that shape, I am paired with 

e Senator from Virginia, [ Mr. JOHNSTON.] If he were present, I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL, (when Mr. Vests name was called.) My col- 
ix LMr. Vest] has been called home upon important busin 
and is paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] upon a 
questions. If he were here, he would vote “ yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 27, nays 17 ; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 

Bailey, Coke, McPherson, Slater, 
yard, Dawes, Maxey, Vance, 
Beck, Eaton, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Booth, Hampton, Pryor, Wallace, 
Butler, Harr: Randolph, Windom, 

Hereford, 5 Withers. 
Cockrell, Kernan, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—17. 
Alison, Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Platt, 
Anthony, Cameron of Wis., Jonas, Rollins. 
Baldwin, ter, Kellogg, 
Blair, Conkling, Kirkwood, 
Burnside, 8 Morrill, 
ABSENT—32. 

Blaine, Groome, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 

Grover, Lamar, Sharon, 
Davis of Illinois, Hamlin, Logan, Teller, 
Davisof W. Va., Hill of Colorado, Thurman, 
Farley, Hill of Georgia, MeMillan, Vi 
Ferne Jae o e Wham 
Gordon, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Williams 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
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Thenextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 60, to insert: 

For the continuation of the Coast and Geodetic Survey in the eastern division, 
(or Atlantic and Gulf coasts division,) $7,500. 

For the continuation of the Coast and Geodetic Survey in the western division, 
(or the Pacific coast division,) $7,500. 


Mr. EATON. Perhaps I ought for the information of the other 
branch of Congress to place in the RECORD, so that they may have 
an opportunity to see it to-morrow, a letter from Captain Patterson, 
which induced the Senate Committee on Appropriations to add to the 
appropriation. Without taking the trouble to read it, I will ask that 
the Reporter insert the letter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be inserted in the RECORD if 
there is no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The letter is as follows: 


Unstrep States Coast AND GEODETIC SURVEY OFFICE, 
Washington, March 17, 1880. 


gotten through ‘the year without a deficiency item, and so ordered and reduced 
work to accom 


el Repairs that were 

in 1879, ear 89.500. An- 

repairs was made in A ril, 1879, for $2,800, and in November the 

same $5.00. It was of course not done. As the 

item Bethe of vessels, &., is entirely expended, and vessels are awaiting re- 

pairs, the House of . ee inserted that item asked in the deficiency bill 
to the amount of $10,000. 

For the continuation of the work in the eastern division (Atlantic and Gulf 
coasts) and the western division (Pacific coast) $15,000 each has been asked. The 
Committee on e ee of the House of Representatives has declined to in- 

the deficiency bill. 


sert these two items 

In nony aeey article used for this work the price has increased from 15 to 50 
per cent. the ration of the men alone, taking the whole field of work into con- 
sideration, there has been an increase of ten cents per day each, involving an addi- 
tional expense of from 8400 to $800 per month, Lumber used for si; and for 
Wager el ring gee a om gaged ey act ee Ye 
to eight cents per pound, &. These items are named merely for illustration. 
The $15,000 in each division is asked for to enable me to 


ont e connecting the Atlantic and Pacific coasts in the field as 
early as A or May, totake advantage of the and most favorable months 
of season, atmosphere being generally obscur 


fifty 1 miles in 

length, therefore requiring the clearest atmosphere, obtainable in the early months, 

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, the total appropriation for this work was 
$480, allowed was $80,000. 


,000. For the year 
regular a} ion was $548,000 and the deficienc: 
allowed was $40,000, the Senate voting $75,000, which amount was reduced in the 


tion for the 


erefore would most respectfully urge that the amount of the deficie 
items for this work may be allowed. 7 wii 


Yours respec! 7 . 
J C. P. PATTERSON, 

Hon. W. W. EATON, 

Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 87, to insert : 

For continuing the construction of the north win; 

aaan ATA r g of the State, War, and Navy 

Mr.EATON. Thecommittee became satisfied, abundantly satisfied, 
Ido not know that there was any difference of opinion, that this in- 
crease ought to be made. There is a very large amount of work yet 
to be done. The committee believed it absolutely necessary that the 
money should be giren now, so that the superintendent may make his 
contract. If weshould wait for the general deficiency bill in order to 
put in this sum, in my judgment, there would be a t loss of money 
to the United States. Therefore, asa matter of public economy, in the 
judgment of your committee this addition ought to be made. 

. BECK. I desire to add to what the Senator from Connecticut 
has said, so that it may nig 8. in the RECORD and save trouble here- 
after, that Colonel Casey, the Superintendent of Public Buildings and 
Grounds, stated to the committee that it was n to buy a large 
quantity of iron as girders for the first. story, and he wanted to make 
a contract now. He is not allowed to do it; he can make no con- 
tract until the money isfurnished him. If he has to wait until July, 
with the pressure of all the iron establishments at this time as he 
showed to us, perhaps it will be August before he will be able to go on 
with his work and he would have to delay everything else. He would 
have to discharge his master workmen and all others, and everything 
would stand idle. The absolute necessity of aking those contracts— 
especially his iron contract—now, in order to get the work done within 
a reasonable time, seems to me to make it imperative to have this 
money now for use. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to inquire of the member of the committee 
having the bill in charge whether this sum is sufficient to enable the 


parties ha the building in ch: to make contracts for the finish- 
ing of the building or whether it will enable them only to make par- 
tial contracts? 

Mr. EATON. I will inform my colleague that Colonel Casey was 
before the committee, and this was the exact amount that he required. 
He said that it would be all that would be necessary for present pur- 
poses, not sufficient to finish the building by any means, but all that 


would be n for present purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. The reason of my making the inquiry was because I 
have within my limited observation found that the Government is 
eee een buildings at very great cost from the fact that sufficient 
money is not appropriated at first to complete the building. My col- 
league will have in mind the instance of the post-office at Hartford, 
which has been a great number of years in construction with an oc- 
casional appropriation which just suffices to get the workmen at work 
upon the building, and then the appropriation runs out. It is cer- 
tainly a matter of economy to make such an appropriation as shall 
enable a contract to be made for the whole building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee after line 87. s 

The amendment was a to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before we pass to the next amendment I should 
like to ask the Senatorin charge of the bill to explain to us, if it be 
in order to do so, the clause on the fourth page of the bill, from lines 
74 to 83, inclusive, which provides: 


one of the steamers of the revenue marine, Pacifi 
of the officers and crews of the whaling barks Mount Wallaston and Vigilant, now 


ma e eee, es . jui such steam-cutter, and to carry 
Out the object this provision, is — — out of any money in the 
Treasury not oth pria 


I should be glad to know what that means, upon what principle it 
is that this appropriation is to be made, and the circumstances out of 
which the su necessity for the appropriation grows. 

Mr. EATON. All that I can say to my friend from Vermont is that 
it is believed that help may be given to the officers and crews of two 
5 that are now imprisoned in the Arctic Ocean; and in 
order that the Government may afford that assistance it is said by 
the proper authorities that they require $6,000 for the pu of 
equipping and strengthening and putting into condition a Govern- 
ment vessel to send out to look for these imprisoned mariners. I 
think myself that it is a very good expenditure of a small sum of 
money, quite as good, quite as much in the way of charity, as it is to 
send a Government vessel abroad for the purpose of doing good to the 
people of another land. Therefore the committee were in favor of 
that provision of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am, I hope, not behind the Senator from Con- 
necticut in my disposition to help the citizens of the United States 
who are imp ed in the Arctic Ocean, if there be any such; but 
what I wished to know was what is the information upon which this 
9 rests? Have we any communication from any head of 
a Department, or the President of the United States, referring to this 
subject? We all know, of course, that the enterprise of American 
citizens is so great that they penetrate to the remotest seas for the 
purpose of catching whales. and other fishes, if a whale is a fish, but 
that is a question I donot intend to occupy the time of the Senate in 
discussing now. 

Mr. EATON. If the Senator went into that I fear we should not 
reach the debating part of the bill till dark. I will very frankly say 
to the Senator from Vermont that there has been no communication 
between the Senate Committee on Appropriations and the Depart- 
ment of the Treasury with regard to the use of a revenue cutter, but 
the newspapers have been teeming with the history of the ang tp 
ment of American sailors in those two barks. Therefore the House 
committee deemed it advisable to converse with the proper authori- 
ties and ascertain how much money it would take to put into condi- 
tion a revenue cutter, equip her, and strengthen her, and send her 
into the Arctic seas, and therefore the cocoa-nut here, 

Mr.EDMUNDS. That amounts then to saying that we are proceed- 
ing upon something that some House committee is supposed to have 
ascertained as a matter of fact? 

Mr. EATON. I give my friend all the information I have. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that is the proper method of Senate adminis- 
tration in appropriating money, of course I have nothing to say. T 
had the impression that the committee would be able to tell us ig 
some authoritative way what the circumstances are connected with 
this clause in the bill. In reply to my inquiry the Senator says only 
that there is a statement and an estimate submitted by the news- 
papors, not by the head of a Department or by the President of the 

nited States on this subject. 

Mr. EATON. I have not said that. I will read, if my friend 
desires, what has peen said in another place. . 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That I must ask to be excused from hearing; if 

the Senator means by another place—— 

Mr. EATON. I mean in another place. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If he means the House of Representatives them 
I must object to it. 

Mr. EATON. I do not mean ag Pe except another place; ifthe 
Senator does not wish to hear it, I shal! not read it. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to hear it, because I know what 
the Senator means. 

Mr. EATON. How does the Senator know what I mean, when I 
have not explained my meaning? 3 t 

Mr. EDM S. I know by that kind of Yankee intuition that is 
common not only in Connecticut but in Vermont; and whenever and 
wherever I can preserve the independence, as far as I may, of the 
two bodies of the Houses of Congress, by having each body proceed 
upan its own information and not upon the action and discussions of 
the other House, I intend to do it, not as makings criticism upon 
this measure that is now suggested here, which I presume may be 
entirely right, but in order to preserve the true balance of this Gov- 
ernment, and you can only preserve it by insisting upon the proper 
methods of consideration and discussion upon every occasion on 
which it arises; there is no other occasion on which you can do it. 
Therefore I must be excused from having any reason furnished to me 
by any proceedings or debates in the House of Representatives. 

I had hoped, as Isay, that we should have had something more 

finite than what we all have read in the newspapers in t of 

ese unfortunate mariners. Iam far from saying that I shall be 
unwilling, even on newspaper information, to vote for an appropria- 
tion of money for this object ; but I do think that it would be desir- 
able as a rule that some responsible Department of the Government 
should furnish us such information as we could rely upon more than 
upon the newspapers of the condition of things which calls upon us 
to appropriate this money. It is in a deficiency bill, and as 8 like 
every deficiency bill, it ought to be carefully scanned. If there is a 
just reason for appropriating the money, by all means appropriate it ; 

ut if there be none, then we ought not to appropriate it. Yet all 

the Senator tells us is that there is somewhere in the newspapers a 
statement that the mariners of these two ships are I suppose in- 
closed in ice in the Arctic Ocean; I presume he does not mean that 
they are in jail up there, but that they are inclosed in ice; and in that 
case of course every sentiment of humanity (waiving the Constitu- 
tion for the moment, although I do not think we need to waive it 
abont the appropriation of money) would lead us to pare ta what- 
ever is necessary in order to aid in their relief and release them from 
this imprisonment, as it is called, as stated in the bill. 

I rose in perfect good faith to ask the Senator from Connecticut to 
tell us, if he had any official information, what the real state of the 
case is; but he does not seem to be disposed to do it. 

Mr. BOOTH. I am at a loss to know how we could get any official 
information in regard to these vessels. This item, however, is not 
predicated merely upon ne per articles. The captains of the 
other vessels of the whaling fleet have returned. They usually go 
out in October. They say they left these two vessels in the Arctic 
Ocean, and it is very desirable if anything can be done that a vessel 
should be sent to their relief as early as June. It is not improbable 
that when the thaw comes these vessels may go to pieces. In the 
mean time the crews may have got to the main land. These vessels 
are owned in New Bedford. Some very public spirited men in San 
Francisco have agreed to furnish the provision for this ship, and the 
‘Treasury Department has said, in fact, that the vessel needs strength- 
ening now, and there is no loss by strengthening it. I suppose there 
no very serious objection to the clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As we are ing through the bill, as it is more 
convenient perhaps now, I should like to have my friend from Con- 
necticut explain the provision on page 5, from line 92 to line 95 in- 
clusive, about “the final installment due for the execution of the 
colossal statue of Admiral Farragut, $10,000.” I had the impression 
that the whole of the money provided by law had been appropri- 
ated. I should like to have a history of that, so as to be sure that 
we have not already appropriated all the money required for that 


x Mr. ALLISON. On what page? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Page5. Ire 


t that I was under the impression 
that all the necessary appropriations had already been made. If this 
is a new grant of money, it certainly ought to be lained. 

Mr. EATON. The committee were informed that the contract price 
for this statue was $20,000 and that $10,000 had been appropriated 
and paid. The Secretary of the Navy asks for an appropriation of 
$10,000 for the purpose of paying what the United States owes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator be kind enough to send that 
communication to the desk that it may be read to us 

Mr. EATON. I can read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or the Senator will read it, if he will be kind 
enough to do so. 

Mr. EATON. It is as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 13, 1880. 


+ Sım: I have the honor to inform you that the t is in receipt of a com- 
cation from te 


thi 
statu L Aang Pa recs bea ue will be in podition in 
O cut, an 
— ie fie of erp irae laster model 1 Toper statue 
been comp. an 5 contract. It 
casting in bronze, and this work VVV 
Sayat iha aidais ot Marh, ‘The statue and pedestal will then bo completed and 
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I have, therefore, the honor to uest that the sum of $10,000 may be TO- 
priated to enable the Department to comply with the contract. (sees 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
R. W. THOMPSON, 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, yenen, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator a copy of the contract here that 
we can see it? 


Mr. EATON. No, sir, I have not. I can send for it and get it if the 
Senator from Vermont would like to have it. I took it for ted 
to the 


that Mr. 1 had given us a true statement in 
contract and I did not send for it. The committee believes that the 
Cerent Kg the Navy tells the truth when he says that the contract 
was for $20,000 and that there is required $10,000 now to pay it all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope that the Senator from Connecticut will 
not be in advance of me in the respect that he bears to the Secretary 
of the Navy; but at the same time I suppose that when any Depart- 
ment of the Government requires us to appropriate money, or ask us, 
which is a more proper term, to carry out contracts, we should be 
able to see for ourselves what the contract is, because whether one 
sum or another is called for depends upon the constraction of the 
contract. I have the impression, as I said before, that more than 
$10,000 has already been appropriated for this purpose. The provis- 
ion may be perfectly correct; and if this cannot be construed into a 

t beyond the contract price, whatever it was, then of course there 
is no objection to it. If it can, then it opens quite different consider- 
ations. It might be ee then or it might not. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The contract calls ultimately for $20,000. Ten 
thousand dollars have been paid. This does not call for one single 
dollar or cent beyond the express terms of the contract. That Isub- 
mit of ay A cng knowledge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And that con 
— , Was a contract that was au 


if I understand the Senator’s 
orized by law? 
> RHEES. Yes,sir; it was authori. by law, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that this is pursuant to some act of Congress ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes,sir; this is in pursuance of law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the com- 
mittee will be reported. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
after line 103, to insert : 


For Navy pensions to invalids, widows, minors, and dependent relatives, $140,000. 
The amendment was 


to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 110 and 111 in the fol- 
lowing words: 


For Navy pensions to invalids, widows, minors, and dependent relatives, $140,000. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear that explained. Why is it 
proper to strike that out? 
. EATON. Because as the bill came from the House this item 
was not in the proper place, the committee thought. 
Mr. EDM S. Then the amendment in line 104, if I understand 


it, . its E 8 
. WITHERS. It is a transposition. 

Mr. EATON. The previous amendment in lines 104 and 105 takes 
the place of these lines 110 and 111. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh yes. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
after line 111, to insert: 


Patent Office: To pay for illustrations for the Official Gazette, $3,299.22. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, Ishould like to hear sag e how this deficiency 
arises. It is certainly desirable to know how the administration of 
the Patent Office is carried on that it produces a deficiency of any sum, 
considering the organization of that department. 

Mr. EATON, The Department of the Interior informs us that there 
will be “a deficiency of $3,299.22 in the appro riation for illustrations 
for the Patent Office Official Gazette for the scal ps ending June 
30, 1880, and respectfully recommend the same to the favorable con- 
sideration of Con, ” This is from the Secretary of the Interior. 
We find from the Patent Office that unless this deficiency is made up 
the publication will cease. Believing that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior and the Commissioner of Patents have told us the truth, we have 
given this three thousand and odd hundred dollars. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment ? 

Mr. ED S. I have just read the statement of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents in which he refers to a communication from the 
publisher of the Gazette who makes the following statement, under 
the 17 85 of the 7th of March, addressed to the “ general,” whoever he 
may be: 

GENERAL: Since my communication of the 14th ultimo relative to the necessity 
for an additional appropriation for the Gazette the bills for the illustrations for 
the issnes of February 10, 17, 24, and March 2, amounting to $1,842.40, have been 
puo The cost of these just about equals my and demonstrates that the. 

eficiency asked for, $3,299.22, with the balance on han 820.80, and the amounts 
saved from salaries, $91: aggregating, $8,034.03, will barely suffice for the remain- 

seventeen numbers of the year. 
è balance on hand is sufficient to pay for the 9 up to and including 


the issue of April 27, and the amount saved from pay for the two suc- 
numbers, May 4 and 11; after which, if no additional appropriation is made, 
it will be necessary to suspend publication, 


1880. 
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As now two weeks are consumed in preparing pie pagos and 5 
as early as 


them, the app tion should be ava pril 30, to avoid interrup- 
tion in the pub n of the Gazette. 
Very respectfally, 
J. W. BABSON, 
In charge of Gazette. 


The COMMISSIONER. 


I confess I do not see how this deficiency occurs in the light of that 
letter, but proceeding upon the sublime faith of my friend from Con- 
necticut, I do not know that there is any ground to object to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was to. N A 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 122, after the word “domain,” to strike out “to be used” and 
insert “and;” so as to read: 

For the expenses of the commission on the codification of existing laws relat- 
ing to the survey and disposition of the public domain, and for the completion of 
such codification, the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary for 
that purpose. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ purpose,” in line 124, 
to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That said commission shall complete the same and make their final 
report on or before February 1, 1881. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have that explained. I do not 
exactly understand what it means. It is, first, 1 tion on an ap- 
propriation bill, and in a deficiency bill. This is “for the 
of the commission on the codification of existing laws relating to the 
survey and disposition of the public domain, and for the completion 
of such codification, the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as ma; 
be necessary for that purpose: Provided, That said commission s 
complete the same and make their final report on or before February 
Ist, 1881.” No doubt the Senator from Connecticut can tell us what 
the state of this commission is, and how it is that this deficiency has 
occurred, because my purpose is absolutely serious to asce: 80 
far as I can, in order to guide my vote, how it happens that in every 
branch of the Government there turn out to be these special defi- 
ciencies. Very likely this is all right, but I think the Senate ser to 
know how it happens, and why it is, if it does happen, that this legis- 
lative limitation is imposed upon this appropriation? If this money 
is due to anybody in order to carry out obligations of the Govern- 
ment, it ought to be paid without any condition at all. If it means 
to say that this money thus due shall not be paid unless certain work 
which may or may not be accomplished within that time shall be 
T it is another thing; and I think I am 
not out of order in asking for an explanation of it. 

Mr. EATON. I do not think the tor from Vermont is ever out 
of order. The commission created by the act of March 3, 1879, is 
composed of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, the Director 
of the United States Geological Survey, and three civilians appointed 
by the President for certain purposes. Twenty thousand do was 
appropriated for them to go on in the prosecution of the duties de- 
vo eA upon them. They now come before the committees of the 
Senate and the House and say that na cannot complete their work 
without an additional appropriation of somewhere from $12,000 to 
$15,000. If it was worth while to begin the work, it is worth while 
to complete the work, and therefore with great care your committee 
have said: 

of the commission on the codification of exis laws 
to 8 — — of the public domain 2 pare: 

Striking out the words “to be used”— 
= peeve Ba! are codification, the 3 or so — pien 
picks the suns ˙ shake thet fim} report on or before Wetruary 1, 1881. P 

We are assured that it can be done probably for less than $15,000, 
that it can be finished by the Ist of February, and that it is absolutely 
necessary to complete the work. Therefore the committee ask that 


this a riation may be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask what the nature of these expensesis? 
Are they salaries, or are they mses of printing publications, the 
employment of clerks, or of somebody to do the work that is imposed 


on these commissioners f 

Mr. EATON. I take it, that three gentlemen receive $10 a 
day while actually engaged, and also their traveling expenses. Nex! 
Isuppose there is a clerk that belongs to this establishment. So 
suppose they have gone on and expen their $20,000 of the money 
that has been trendy appropriated and that they a ert so much more 
in order to complete the work, estimating the work in the future from 
the extent of the work in the past. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any communication from the head of the 
De ent on the subject? 

. EATON. No communication. 

Mr. PORTARE DE do not know then how Se 8 has oc- 
curred. I suppose the regular appropriation bill of a year ro- 
vided what was thought to be necessary for this purpose, and do 
not understand upon what principle of law itis that two of these com- 
missioners, who are officials, are to have extra compensation. 

Mr. ALLISON. They do not have extra com tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They certainly ought not to have it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know that the two officials connected with the 
Government are expressly prohibited from receiving compensation 


other than their expenses, and I think the law either directs or, if it 
does not direct, it contemplates or did contemplate that this commis- 


sion should make a trip into the mountainous regions of our country 
and make an examination with reference to the classification of the 
public lands—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In order to see how to codify the laws! 

Mr. ALLISON. y were to classify the public lands as to their 
being arable or othérwise, and make a report as to the best method 
of disposing of the public domain ; and in the mountain region, the 
mineral region, to ascertain the lands susceptible of irrigation, and 
soon. They have madea partial report, and I understand that it lies 
on our tables here, a long bill of one hundred and fifteen or one hun- 
dred and twenty sections, 5 various provisions of our present 
public-land laws; but that is only a partial report, and they want 
to complete their work. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator be kind enough to give me a ref- 
erence to the statute creating this commission ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecticut read a portion of 
it. It is in the last sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the law be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. T have it before me. The whole of it is found in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill of last year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can the Senator give me the page? 

Mr. ALLISON. I cannot give the Senator the page of the statute- 
book; but I have the act before me. It provides: 


, and their traveling expenses; and neither the 
e Land Office nor the Director of the United States 


the present laws rs whe} the survey and 
a system and stan 4 
$ swamp, mineral and such other classes as may be 
deemed pi 5 g due regard to 3 of climate, supply of water for Teri. 
gation, and other eee characteristies ; a d parceling sur. 
veys adapted to the economic uses of the several c rrea ees 
such recommendations as they may deem wise in relation to the best method 
disposing of the public lands of the western portion of the United States to actual 
Settlers. 

That is the law under which the commission was created. They 
spent, I understand, some four or five months during the last summer 
and fall in the western portion of our country, making such examina- 
tions as would enable them to report on these various topics. They 
have not yet made a final report. This sum has been e ded in a 
worthy vives if the results shall prove to be beneficial. Idonot know 
whether they will or not. 

Mr. EDM S. Why have they not made the report within the 
year provided by law? 

Mr. ALLISON. The year has not yet expired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the 3d of March. 

Mr. ALLISON. They have made a partial report, but not a full 
report, and the Committee on Appropriations in allowing this appro- 
priation thought it wise to compel them to make a final report wi! 

a given time. 
. PADDOCK. Do I understand the Senator to say that their 
year of service has expired already? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has expired. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is this appropriation one to supply a deficiency, 
or is it to continue the commission ? 

Mr. ALLISON. My understanding is that if the commission was to 
be cut off now there would be perhaps very little, if any, deficiency ; 
but their work is not complete, and if it is to be completed there m 
be an additional appropriation to run them over the present fiscal 
year, and the committee has added a limitation as to the time when 
the work shall be done. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Does the appropriation itself or the manner in 
which it is expressed give the authority to the commission to con- 
tinue? Does it give it life? 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have not read the provision. Ishould feel dis- 
posed to object to it otherwise. 

Mr.T. In answer to the Senator from Nebraska let me say, 
it is here provided— 

That said commission 
before February 1, 1881. 

This commission, organized as it was by a provision in an appro- 
priation bill, I thought fit at the time to vote against. 1 voted against 
it on the general principle that it was but an attempt to interfere 
with the land laws of the United States which have been in force and 
are thoroughly understood by both the pore and the officials all 
over the country. I thought I saw in it an effort to change the entire 


; a 
tion of the pu lic domain ; 8 


shall complete the same and make their final report on or 


system of public surveys, an effort to abrogate and abandon all the 
statutes on that subject and introduce an entire new set, and I be- 
lieved that the experience from the foundation of the Government 
up to the present time with reference to the disposal of the public 
lands and to their survey, &c., was of some account. I did not be- 
lieve then that this commission would be of any benefit to the public, 
but on the contrary I believed it might be a great disadvantage. 
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The commission was appointed, and I will not say anything against 
the personnel of the rede, ea because if there was a commission to 
be appointed I think its members were as competent men as we could 
have expected would be selected for that p Some members of 
the commission at least were very suitable for that work, if the work 
was to be done. 

The commission, having 1 themselves as panna by the 
statute, I believe, traveled over the country. Ido not remember 
how long they were gone, but I think they must have been gone at 
least three or four months from the city of Washington, going clear 
down into Arizona, all over California and Colorado other sec- 
tions of the western country. They returned here and submitted, as 
the Senator from Iowa says, a parha report, which has not yet been 
printed and laid on the table, but I have the bill which is the work 
of this commission, containing one hundred and thirty-four pages of 
printed matter. It substantially abolishes the present system; it 
introduces not only an entirely new system of surveys, but of the dis- 
position of the public lands, and while containing a great many 
things in it that are undoubtedly beneficial and which would proba- 
bly be very advantageous if they could be incorporated in with the 
other statutes, there is a at deal in it that would be a serious 
disadvantage to the people of the West at least if it should be 


adopted. 

There were two eee for which it was said this commission was 
to be appointed. e first was to prepare—what it was sup that 
the Senate and House had not the capacity to do—a bill for the dis- 
position of the public lands or the surveys of the public lands. That 
was the first business that we intrusted to this commission. I do not 
know why it was supposed that in the House and in the Senate there 
might not have been ability enough and acquaintance enough with 
this subject to have presented all the laws that were necessary to cure 
the defects in the existing statutes. The House of Representatives 
by a very decided majority and the Senate voted to intrust this work 
to this commission. 

Then, in addition to that, they were to codify the land laws of the 
country. That is what they have not yet done; and if there was any 
real object and if there was any advantage to be derived from the ap- 
pointment of this commission it must consist in the codification of 
these laws. The codification of the land laws was desirable, I admit, 
but the entire uprooting and destruction of the whole land system 
was not desired by the people most interested and ought not to have 
been done; but of that I suppose it will be time enough for us to 
8 x erii the bill is submitted for our consideration, if it ever 

Now, I suppose the real 1 pa of this appropriation is to enable 
the commission to codify the land laws. If so, I am in favor of al- 
lowing them to do that. They have done what harm they can do I 
think; and if there is any good to result from this commission, it is 
still to come; it is still with reference to this codification if any good 
comes at all. It was desirable perhaps to classify the lands; but that 
was a ret question. It could have been easily done. re were 
bills introduced here and buried in the Committee on Public Lands 
to my certain knowledge that were drawn by men as familiar with 
the question of arid lands and of timbered lands, of irrigable lands 
and non-irrigable lands as any member of the commission could be 
either before they made this extended trip or after. There is a pro- 

riety in a division of the lands into these different classes. It can 
be done readily and without any expense to the Government by the 
eee pan ral of the different States and Territories where public 
land remains. There was no necessity for this commission then nor 
now, unless to codify the land laws. They have commenced, as I 
understand, upon the codification; they have partially completed it; 
and it has cost the Government of the United States a very large 
amount of money. In my judgment, inasmuch as we have made, I 
think, the first mistake in creating the commission and have spent 
this money, it would be wise now to allow them to go on and pre- 
sent the codification. 

I do not know exactly what is to be done with the codification. I 
do not know what necessity there is of the codification if the bill they 
pro: becomes a law, because they have uprooted every statute, 
and, using ordinary language, a. have wi out all vestige of 
former laws and have incorporated the whole thing in this bill. If 
this bill becomes a law there is no necessity of tlie codification; but 
if the bill does not become a law, there may be some propriety in codi- 
fying the land laws as they now exist, because some of them are re- 
peated in one statute and some repeated in another, and some of them 
appear to be antagonistic to others, and a fair revision and codifica- 
tion would, I have no doubt, be beneficial to all concerned. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I believe I have the consent of the Senator 
from Connecticut to move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. EATON. I hope this particular matter may be ended before 
we have an executive session. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Now I move that the Senate proceed to the 
tonsideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ASHEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. RANSOM. I ask the Senate to take up, before the doors are 
actually closed, the bill (S. No. 1293) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Asheville, North Carolina ; which, I think, will 
provoke no debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of tuis bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pure at pri- 
vate sale or by condemnation, in pursuance of the statute of the State 
of North Carolina, a suitable lot of ground in the town of Asheville, 
North Carolina, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable brick or 
stone building, witha 3 vault extending to each story, for the 
use and accomodation of the courts of the United States, post-office, 
and other offices of the Government, and appropriates $75,000 therefor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 

Mr. BRUCE. I move to reconsider the vote 3 the bill (S. 
No. 1017) granting an increase of pension to Jerry Robinson, late com- 
missary-sergeant Fi iment United States Colored Troops, was 
indefinitely postponed, and that it be recommitted to the Committee 
eja Pensions, in order to give an opportunity for filing additional tes- 

ony. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the motion made 
by the Senator from Mississippi? The Chair hears no objection. The 
vote will be reconsidered and the bill recommitted to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After forty-four minutes t in executive session the doors were 
reo , and (at four o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 30, 1880. 


The House metattwelveo’clock m. Prayer by Rev. SAMUEL Doux, 
of Washington, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GOODE. I hope the —— from Mississippi will yield for 
one minute that I may ask the House to concur in an amendment to 
a House joint resolution. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Lam asked by several gentlemen 
to yield, and will do so for a few minutes. 

DOUBLE-TURRETED MONITORS. 

Mr. GOODE. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 237) directing the Secretary of the Navy to organize a board 
to inquire into the present condition of the double-turreted moniters 
and the propriety and cost of completing said vessels, with an amend- 
ment by the Senate, be taken from the Speaker's table. I desire to 
move concurrence in the Senate amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Fa ten tere strike out the words none of whom shall be of a lower grade than 
captain.” 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FUNDING BILL. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire to give notice that as soon as 
the appropriation bill now pending in Committee of the Whole and 
the Tenia appropriation bill shall have been disposed of I shall ask 
the House to consider the funding bill until the final vote upon it is 
reached. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 

Mr. BREWER. Lask unanimous consent to present a petition one 
hundred and eighty-eight yards in length and ee by 33,484 ladies 
belonging to the Ladies’ National Temperance Union in the several 
States and Territories and in the Distriet of Columbia, praying for a 
commission of ingay on the alcoholic liquor traffic and for such leg- 
islation as will prohibit the manufacture and sak of alcoholic liquors 
within the United States. I also ask unanimous consent that the 
petition be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. It is very short. 

There being no an Sina the pondon was received, referred to the 
Select Committee on the holic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be 


printed, without the names, in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
The petition is as follows: 


Petition of the Woman's National 9 ‘Temperance Union, for relief and in 


q 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 
We, citizens of these United States, in view of the terrible destructions inflicted 
on our people by the liquor trafic, beseech you to exert your utmost power, both by 
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and constitutional amendment, to forever 3 

and sale of aleoholic drinks t beef that pran 

commission of inquiry prayed for by the National ty. 
METRIC SYSTEM. 


Mr. STEPHENS. Iask unanimous consent to present to the House 
for reference to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures 
the petition of about 3,000 scientists of thiscountry upon the subject 
of the establishment of the metric system. The petition is brief,and 
I ask that, without the names, it be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The petition is as follows : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


The undersigned, members of the American Metrological Society and others, 
beg leave y to represent: 

That the metrie system of weights and measures has been established by law 
and is now in general use in nearly every country of continental Europe, the only 
important exception being the Russian Empire; 

bat, on this continent, the same arya has been adopted by Brazil, Mexico, 
and the republics of Central and South America generally ; 

That in Great Britain the use of the system has, since 1864, been made 1 
for all business transactions involving the use of quantities; that its adoption 
exclusive use in that country is strongly adv by importers and persons en- 
gaged in commerce, as well as by many manufacturers, professional men, and oth- 
ers, and that it is there, as well as in gur own country, commonly employed by men 
of science in their computations and investigations ; 

That in the United States, moreover, by acts passed in 1866, the use of that sys- 
tem is permissory in business transactions, and the Postmaster-General is author- 
ized to employ it exclusively for postal purposes, while by the international postal 
convention of 1874 it is 3 used in the Post-Office for the foreign correspond - 
ence of the country; that a interest has been awakened among our 
citizens in recent years on the subject of metrological reform, which has 
itself in the adoption, by many scientific and educational associations, and by or- 
ganizations of the scientific professions, of resolutions favoring the introduction 
of the metric system for ex ve use into the country, and by the formation of 
societies ressly to promote this object ; 

That at the last session of the Forty-fifth Congress a — 5 was e by 
the Committee on — 2 1 e of =) ouse ferni rore 
tives, recommending the passage of an permitting requiring the use o 
the metric denominations of weight and measure in the custom-houses of the 


appoint 


civilized world, facilitate the ultimate assimilation 
VVV... eis rreperi ewe ghee TT all mankin 
In view of these consid 


ittee on Coinage, W. ae 


ein which duties may be assessed on metric invoices of merchandise im- 
ported through the same. 

And your memorialists will ever pray, &. 

REPORT’ ON ZOOLOGY, 

Mr. MONROE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following con- 
current resolution; which was read, and referred to the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


House of Representativ: 8 
1,000 for the Department of the Interior. sip 


SURVEY OF CONNECTICUT RIVER. 


Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res. 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, Tbat 500 additional SS the report of General G. K. Warren, of 


the eer ent of the United States, on the survey of the Connecticut 
River w ‘ord, in the State of Connecticut, made in 3 1879, with 
a view to the t improvement of channel of said river, together with 


permanen: 
the maps Which accom: the same, be printed for the use of the Engineer De- 
— and of 88 =! 

PROTECTION OF INDIANS. 


Mr. NEILL, by unanimous consent, presented a preamble and 
resolution passed at a meeting held March 23, at the Third Reform 
church, Philadelphia, Rev. A. R. Van Nest, D. D., pastor, asking the 

rotection of the laws for the person and property of the American 
ies that individual titles to their lands in fee-simple may be au- 
thorized by law, and that a law for the return of the Ea tribe to 
their landsin Dakota may beimmediately passed ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
CHARLES OLIVIER DUCLOZEL, 


Mr. ACKLEN. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Speakers 
table the bill (H. R. No. 2004) to confirm the title of Charles Olivier 
Duclozel to certain lands in the State of Louisiana, with an amend- 
ment by the Senate, for consideration at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate will be read, after 
which objections, if Will be in order. 

The amendment of the Senate was read. 

Mr. DUN Inasmuch as the amendment of the Senate which 
has been read is vi FFC Senate as a sub- 
stitute for the House bill, I think it should go to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana consent to 
that reference ? 
Mr. ACKLEN. No, sir; I prefer to let the bill remain oc tbe Speak- 
er’s table. 
INCOMPLETE VOLUMES OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Whereas the proprietors of the late Globe newspaper sold to the Government 
for $100,000 a number of bound and unbound volumes of the Congressional ae, 
which are incomplete and worthless, except as waste unless a large sum 
money crepe Sc ta in reprinting a sufficient sumber of volumes to make com- 


plete sets: 
That the Committee on Printing be directed to report a bill to this 


House providing for 3 a sufficient number of volumes to make five hun- 
dred complete sets, to be distributed as may hereafter be by law, or to 
direct the Public Printer to advertise and sell the said odd volumes at the best 
prices that can be obtained therefor, and to place the proceeds thereof in the Treas- 
ury to the credit of the public printing and binding. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move that the morning hour be 

dispensed with. 
r. REAGAN. I call for a division. 

Mr. GARFIELD, The object of the motion is that we may go on 
with the appropriation bill. Let us do that. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 105, noes 47. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the morning hour 
was dispensed with. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the ole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. CONVERSE in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3035) making appropriations 
for the consular and 1 service of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes. 


The C . The Clerk will the next clause of the bill. 
The Clerk read the following: 
COMMERCIAL AGENCIES, 
SCHEDULE C. 
Saint Paul de Loando ; Levuka. 
SCHEDULE B. - 
San Juan del Norte, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to insert after that portion of the bill 


just read that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


‘The Clerk read as follows : 


Provided, That the salaries as herein provided for all officers of the consularand 
diplomatic service shall be the only ones authorized by law, and that no allowance 
or compensation of any kind whatsoever in addition to the stated rainy eee 
paid to or received by any of said officers ; aasi ne laws 
ent with this proviso be, and the same are hereby, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make a point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. GARFIBLD. It is the rale. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It existing law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It does not; it nony declares that the sala- 
ries provided in this bill shall constitute only salary, compensa- 
age HAWLEY.” 1 proposes to change the existing la 

r. It proposes to o e exi W. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If it does it is not amenable to the point of 
order, for it retrenches:to the amount of the compensation outside of 
the provisions of this bill. 

Lae HAWLEY. Does the gentleman know there is any outside 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I do, and so doesmy friend from Connecticut, 
(Mr. HAWLEY.] The object of this amendment is to put a stop to 
the systemwf double ee non; all blind compensation that is 
not shown upon the face of the law. Here are a lot of foreign rep- 
resentatives provided with salaries, and those salaries are arranged 
and gauged according to what Congress deems to be the value of their 
services. That sho be their compensation, and it should be all 


their on. 
Mr. CONGER. The tleman from Kentu is speaking to the 
merits of the 5 to the point of order. 5 


TheCHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Connecticut Mr. Haw 
LEY] pope ts his point of order ? 

Mr. HA My point of order is that the amendment proposee 
to 1 law and is not reported by any committee. 

Mr. BLACKB . What law does it change 

Mr. HAWLEY. It provides the re of “all laws or parts or 
laws inconsistent with the proviso.” e gentleman can bette~ 
than I can what laws it re : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What laws does it 9 8 55 to change! 

Mr. HAWLEY. All laws in conflict with it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is, if there be any. The amendment 
does not determine that there are any such laws. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If there are no such laws, then the amendment 
simply provides that an officer shall not have any money contrary to 
law, which is now the existing law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That would not prevent the consideration of 
the amendment 
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Mr. BLOUNT. In addition to the fees fixed in this bill there are 
certain items of pay, for instance, fees which consuls are allowed to 
retain, and which increase the amounts named in this bill. That, 
however, is the result of the law, and this amendment is a proposi- 
tion to change the law, and as stated by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. HAWLEY, I not coming from a committee it is clearly 


amenable to the point of order. 
Mr. BLACKB Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 


Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does not the gentleman know that certain 
consular representatives of this Government are allowed to carry on 
other professions or businesses ted and determined by the 
amount of their pay under this bill, from which they receive fees, as 
notaries public and what not, fees for services in an official capacity 
altogether different from their consular representative ay ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do, but that is not the question. simple 

roposition now is whether or not this amendment changes existing 


W. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I am willing to let the Chair rule upon that 


int. 

5 BLOUNT. Certainly, and until that is done the merits of the 
proposition are not before the committee for discussion. 

Mr. BUCKNER. A word on the point of order, which is that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is not 
in order, and does not come up to the requirements of our rule. It is 
not sufficient, as I understand, that there shall be a change in exist- 
ing law,in order to make an amendment in order. A change of 
existing law is prohibited by our rule, unless it is connected with a 
retrenchment of expenditures, which retrenchment must appear upon 
the face of the amendment itself. Now, if the eee m Ken- 
tucky can point to anyexisting law which would give to these officers 
other perquisites than the salaries provided by this bill, and his amend- 
ment changes that law so as to take away those perquisites, then it 
will be clearly within the rule. But if he cannot do that, if it is a 
ue matter of conjecture or surmise, then the amendment is not in 
order. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. One word. It is known tomem- 
bers of this House that under certain circumstances and at certain 
points consuls are allowed to take fees for makin, discharging 
seamen, &c. If this amendment shall prevail, that will be cut 
off, and they will not be allowed any such compensation. To that 
extent the amendment would change the law, and is therefore sub- 
ject to a point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There are other fees. 

Mr. DUNNELL. In China, for instance, consuls exercise judicial 
functions, and under the law are authorized for the exercise of those 
functions to receive and retain fees, without making any return of 
them, such fees as come to them in their judicial capacity. For in- 
stance, if they certify to a deed they are wed a fee under the law, 
which is part of their compensation. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the law now provides 
that certain consuls may retain as part of their salaries certain fees 
received by them in the discharge of the duties of their offices. The 
amendment contemplates a reduction of the salaries of these officers 
to that extent. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is in 
order as a retrenchment of expenditures. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BLACKBURN, 
there were—ayes 38, noes 71; no quorum vong: 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, and Mr. 
BLACKBURN were 7 pe š 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 73. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For interpreters, guards, and other expenses at the consulates at Constantinop 
Smyrna, Jerasalem, and Beirut, in the Turkish dominions, $3,000. z 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to amend by adding after the clause 
just read the following: 


Provided, That all officers hereinbefore mentioned shall render quarterly state- 


ments to the of the Treasury, under oath, of all emoluments, or 
compensation that may be received by them for any service , whether 
the same be in their official or other capacity. 


Mr. FRYE. Wonld it not be well for the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to put in all his amendments at this time ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It would be well for the gentleman from Maine 
if he would vote for a few of them. 

Mr. FRYE. We will vote them all down. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, rose. 

A MEMBER. Do not make a speech on it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk in read the amendment. 

Mr. SING N, of Mississippi. As I understand, this amend- 
ment includes all the officers 3 for by this bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; I meant it to do so. 

Mr, SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Very well. I make the point of 
order that it changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It adds to expenses. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would like the gentleman from Mississippi 
to point out any law that prohibits the making of these reports. 


Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. There is no law requiring such 
ee, ; and this amendment proposes to enact such s law. 
. BLACKBURN. It does not“ change” any “existing law.” 
That is the 8 of the rule. 
7 


Mr. SING of Mississippi. It seems to me it would be very 
strange indeed to require every officer in the consular and diplomatic 
service to make quarterly returns to the Treasury of the United 
States of every dollar received by him. 

Mr. SPARKS. Why not? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Why not? Why, you give to 
some of your ministers abroad $17,500 salary —— 
A MEMBER. Only four of them. i 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. To others you give $12,000. Do 
you pro to require these gentlemen at the end of every quarter 
to make a report of the amount of fees they have received when tlie 
law fixes their salaries? Why, sir, it looks to me as if you will have 
to establish a new bureau with accounting officers for the parese 
of settling these accounts if the amendment should be adopti I 
see no necessity for it. If the amendment were intended to apply 
oy to this particular paragraph I would have no special objection 

it. 

Mr. SPARKS. What harm can there be in requiring these reports? 
If these officials of the Government receive fees and collect money, 
why not require them to make report of such sums; and if such report 
is mae why should it not be made under oath, so as to insure ac- 
curac 


y 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. Why not require members of 
Congress to report quarterly the mannerin which they have expended 
their salaries, or to report any other private transactions, 

The CHAIRMAN. Poa the gentleman from Mississippi insist on 
the point of order? 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is 
not in order, as the existing law does not require these reports to be 


e. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move that the committee rise 
and report the bill to the House with a recommendation that it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and the Speaker „ 
the chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. No. 3035) making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1881, 
and for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 
without amendment and with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question or- 
dered; and under e eee thereof the bill was ordered to be 
en for a third ing and was accordingly read the third time. 
. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD some remarks on this bill. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. [See Appendix.] 

The question then recurred on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This being a general appro) seri tes Beate 

uires that the question on its 3 en by yeas 
SA The Clerk will call the ro 
uestion was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 


yeas 191, nays 15, not voting 86; as follows: 
YEAS—191. 
A Ha; Monroe, 
Al N. W. ea A Hazelton, Morrison, 
Aldrich, Henderson, Morse, 
Anderson, Da Henkle, Morton, 
Atkins, Davis, George R. Henry, Neal, 
Baker, Davis, Horace Hernan, New, 
Barber, Davis, Joseph J. Hiscock, Newberry 
Bene. Dele Matyr Houk, ` acon, 
Belford, Deering,  ' House, ON 
Beltzhoover, Deuster, —— 8 Tanz, 
Bicknell. I Vickey, ‘umphrey, Osmer, 
a Dunnell, Hunton, Overton, 
e, Dwight, Hard, 
Bland, Elam, Johnston, Page, 
Bo: z Ewing, rr EN Phet 
Felton, Joyce, Poehler, 
Ferdon, er, Pound, 
Browne, Field, Kelley, Price, 
—.— Ford. i fing Rice, r 
Calkins, Forney, Klotz, Richardson, J. 8. 
Camp, Forsythe, Ladd, Robertson, 
Cannon, Frost, Lay 5 Robeson, 
Garver, Le Robinson, 
Chalmers, Goode, Lindsey, ea 
Claflin, Gunter, 3 . A. 
Cobb, K aoi, N.J. Martin, Joseph * on John W 
= ** bn T. MeGowan, Sawyer, y 
Q 0! * 
Converse, — McLane, Scales, 
—— Hatch, McMahon, = + 
Cravens, Hawley, Mitchell, Simonton, 


Singleton, O. R. Thompson, P. B. Van Aernam, White, 
S.emons, Thompson, W. G. vente, 
Smith, A. Herr _ ‘Tillman, Van Voorhis, Williams, G. G 
Smith, Hezekiah B. Townshend, R. W. V. Williams, 
Smith, William E. Tucker, Willits, 
Steph Tiek 2 War Woot 
3 Updegral Thomas ‘Warner, Wood, Walter A. 
Taylor, Tuer, enver, Young, Casey. 
Valentine, Wellborn, 
NAYS—15. 
Armfiel: Clark, Jobn B. Louns! 5 ks, 
22 Dibrell, 5 Oscar 
Blackburn, — A MoMillin, Turner, Thomas. 
Cabell, Ki ft Phister, 
NOT VOTING—*6. 
Ack! Die Killinger, Prescott, 
len, D k, 2 er 
Bailey, Einstein, Knott, P. 
Ballon, Evins, Lorin, Richmond, 
Barlow, Farr, Marsh 1 Russell, Daniel L. 
Berry, Finley, Martin, Benj Sapp, 
Bliss, Fort, Mason, Sherwin, 
Bouck, oe eld, McCoid, Faas nog J.W. 
Bragg, Gillette, McKinley, Springer, 
Brewer, Godshalk, Miles, i 
Bright, Hammond, John Miller, Stone, 
Butterw Harris, Benj. W. Money, Amos 
Caldwell, Heilman, Muldrow, Wells, 
Carlisl Herbert, Maller, Whitthorne, 
Chittenden, Hill, Murch, Wilber, 
Clardy, Horr, M 
Clark, Alvah A. Hostetler, 05 Wilson, 
Coffroth, Hubbell, O'Connor, right, 
Cowan a Spy, Young, Thomas L. 
* ames „ 
Cox. 2 5 Pierce, 
So the bill was passed. 
Daring the roll-call 
Mr. STEELE said: I believe I will change my vote, Mr. Speaker, 
from “no” to “ay;” I do not like the bill much, but I will swallow 
it. [Langhter. | 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. Bouck with Mr. MCKINLEY. If Mr. McKINLEY were present, 
Mr. Bouck would vote “no.” 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. MILLER. 

Mr. Evixs with Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. 

Mr. BACHMAN with Mr. GoDSHALK. 

Mr. KILLINGER with Mr. ACKLEN. 

Mr. Fort with Mr. O'BRIEN. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia. 

Mr. Prerce with Mr. KIMMEL. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. KIMMEL] is 
detained at home by sickness, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. EINSTEIN with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. HENMAN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. KLOTZ with Mr. MITCHELL, 
. Mr. Hurcsrs with Mr. DWIGHT. 

Mr, STEPHENS with Mr. HAMMOND, of New York. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Illinois, on all 83 questions, except on a 


question of quorum, from and after the 20th, during the leave of ab- 
sence to Mr. MILES, 
Mr. RICHMOND with Mr. Prescott until further notice. 


Mr. O'CONNOR with Mr. BOWMAN for one week from March 29 on 

all political questions and questions involving the tariff. 
. LoRING with Mr. SPEER for one week. 

Mr. SHERWIN with Mr. WRIGHT, 

Mr. Smrru, of Georgia, with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. HOSTETLER with Mr. Horr. 

Mr. BALLOU with Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey. 

Mr. WELLS with Mr. COWGILL on all political questions from Tues- 
os the 30th of March until Tuesday the 6th of April, both days 

clusive, 

Mr. DuNN with Mr. SAPP. 

Mr. REED with Mr. Myers on this vote. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I paired with Mr. HAMMOND, of New York, on 
all political questions only. I did not consider this as a political 
question and therefore voted. 

Mr. CALKINS. I am paired with Mr. SPRINGER, of Illinois, in the 


same way. 
Mr. DWIGHT. I am pated on all Rees questions; and not 
considering this as a political question, I have voted. 
: KE PORAT I was informed that I was announced as hav- 
in m M 
he SPEAKER. No such announcement was made. 

Mr. SMITH, of New Jersey. I am recorded as being paired. I do 
not understand this to be a political question, and have voted. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I was parea esterday with my coll e, [ Mr, 
BUTTERWORTH, } but I see that he did not vote, and I ask Clerk 
to examine the pairs to see whether the pairs extended beyond yes- 


y- 
The SPEAKER. The 3 are recorded each day, but the clerks | during 


have no record here of pair referred to by the gentleman. It 
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may be found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The Chair is informed 
a reading clerks that where members are paired beyond the day, 


y keep them; but where they are only for a day, they are not 
kept, as go immediately into the RECORD. 
he vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations I beg leave to report a bill (H. R. No. 5523) 3 

ropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year endi g 
2 — 30, 1881, and for other ae e accompanied by a report. 
ask that the bill and report be printed, and that the same be referred 
tothe Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; and I 
further beg leave to give notice that I shall, on Thursday next, imme- 
diately ufter the ing of the Journal, move to dis with the 
morning hour with a view to proceeding to the consideration of this 
bill. 

Mr. CON GER. All points of order are reserved on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will observe the notice of the gentle- 
man. 

STAR-ROUTE DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. BLACKBURN, Iam directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to report back to the House House bill No. 4736, provi for 
a deficiency in the appropriation for the transportation of mails on 


star routes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other pur- 
poses, with Senate amendments thereto; and am directed to recom- 
mend non-concurrence in the Senate amendments, 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let the Senate amendments be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will be kind enough 
to send the en bill to the desk. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have sent for the bill and will have it here 
in a moment. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BRADLEY VS. SLEMONS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the House now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the contested-election case of Bradley he joo Slemons. 
That case was reported three weeks , and several different times 
have been set for the consideration of it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope the matter in connection with the star- 
route service will be first disposed of. It can be done by a single 
vote. 

Mr. SAWYER. This contested-election case will take but a very 
short time, 

STAR-ROUTE DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate amendments will now be read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky what 
his ap ition is in reference to these amendments ? 

Ke BLACKBURN. The committee recommend non-concurrence 
in them. And further, Mr. Speaker, it is not desired by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to ask, as a matter of formal courtesy, to have 
a committee of conference appointed; but reporting back the bill 
with the amendments thereto by the Senate, to have it sent to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and there 
discussed and debated, so that the House may determine by its vote 
in the committee whether the amendments of the Senate s be con- 
curred in, and if not, then a committee of conference to be appointed, 
and the conferees of the House will go to the conference under in- 
structions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, however, rises to 
8 of higher privilege, touching the right of a member to 

is seat, 

Mr. WHITE. We certainly have a right to have the amendments 
read, The 1 2877 suffering for this bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Allow me to say a word. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire to press 
his motion? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Can the gentleman from Missouri take the gentle- 
man from Kentucky off the floor to make that motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not allow him to take the gentle- 
man from Kentucky off the floor. The bill to which the gentleman 
referred was not at hand, and while waiting the gentleman from Mis- 
souri submitted his motion. The Chair, however, recognizes the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri as one of privilege. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ize the higher privilege of the motion 
submitted by the gentleman from Missouri, and I am willing, as I 
know the Committee on Appropriations is willing, to deal in exact 
fairness with the House in reference to the question of di nt 
between the House and Senate on this star-route bill. I report it 
under instructions from the Committee on Appropriations. Thatcom- 
mittee has all the testimony which has been taken by the sub-com- 
mittee on this deficiency. It was ordered to be printed for the use 
of the House. I was assured that it would be here and upon the desk 
of every member this morning, but I find that it has not been sent 
up from the Printing Office, though Iam now told that it will be here 
the course of the day. eee eee ETES Å 
for a prompt disposition of postal-deficiency question that I t 
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the House will a with me and the Committee on pa ap oa 


that it is advi to seek the most tious and early settlement 
of the question. The Committee on Appropriations have had the 
printed testimony taken by the sub-committee for several days in 
their hands, and the House, I hope, will be in possession of it some 
time during the day, I am perfectly ready, and the Committee on 
Appropriations is ready, to go on with the debate at any time in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. on the con- 
trary, it be the preference of this House to consider the matter sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Missouri, the Committee on Appropri- 
ations will be content to take this up to-morrow morning under a 
motion to dispense with the morning hour immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, with a view to the settlement of the differ- 
ences between the two Houses. 

Mr. PAGE. I rise to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAGE. I wish to ask if it would be in order after the Senate 
amendments are read to move to concur in the same. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order. 

Mr. STONE. I am authorized by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky, however, sa 
that he reports the bill for reference to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PAGE. Is that proper? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CONGER. If the amendments are read to the House and the 
House desires to concur, can it not vote down the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the report 
for reference to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do, and I point out that under the rule the 
amendments must of necessity go to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. WEAVER. Do I understand the gentleman from Kentucky 
that he is willing to have the House consider his report to-morrow 7 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam, if the House does not go on with it to- 


day. 
Ar. COX. There is a special order already assigned for tomorrow 
the consideration of the census bill. 

The SPEAKER. The ion is that the report of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations be considered to-morrow immediately after the 
reading of the Journal. That, however, will have to be preceded on 
to-morrow by a motion to dispense with the morning hour. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So I stated; and if the House shall not dis- 
pense with the morning hour the Committee on Appropriations will 
insist on 5 bill up at the expiration of the morning hour. 
I desire to say the Committee on Appropriations is ready to go on now 
or to allow the printed testimony to come in to-day and to proceed 
to-morrow morning immediately after the reading of the Journal if 
the morning hour shall be dispensed with, and, failing that, at the 

iration of the morning hour. 
e SPEAKER. The understanding seems to be perfect, and the 
Chair will now the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. SAWYER. ] 

Mr. PAGE. What is the und ing? 

The SPEAKER. That this bill shall come up to-morrow mornin 
after the reading of the Journal, provided two-thirds dispense wi 
the morning hour; if not, then immediately after the morning hour. 


Mr. COX. I ob 
it be in order then to move to concur in the Senate 
mtleman from Kentue 


Mr. PAGE. Wi 
amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not; because the 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] insists on sending the bill with the Senate amend- 
ments, under the rules of the House, to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COX. I object to any arrangement unless we disposo of the 
census bill to-morrow. It has been assigned as a special order for 
to-morrow after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York had better ask 
unanimous consent to have his special order, the census bill, made a 
continuous order. It will then come up immediately after the dispo- 
sition of the star-route bill. 

Mr. WHITE. What is the order to which the gentleman from New 
York is referring? 

The SP. . The Senate bill as to the census. 

Mr. COX. Ihave no objection to the arrangement suggested by 
the Chair. 

Mr. SPARKS. What is that ent? 

The SPEAKER, There isa rectal catia for the consideration to- 
“morrow of the census bill in of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Cox.] That would, of course, be interrupted by the considera- 
tion to-morrow of the star-route bill. The ken temiak, from New York 
asks that the order for to-morrow may be made continuous, so that 
the census bill may come up after the star-route bill is disposed of. 

Mr. SPARKS. there not ee nae ahead of the special 

or 


order of the gentleman from New 
The SPEAKER. 
order. 
Mr. GARFIELD. Whatever is done about the census bill should 
be done immediately before the blanks are sent out. 


If there are they will have to come up in their 


Mr. ATKINS. I that the gentleman from New York h 
the privilege of up the bill Bi wie 
e SP. R. e gentleman from New York asks that there be 


a continuons order for the consideration of the census bill immedi- 
ately after the star-route bill is disposed of. 

Mr. ALDRICH, of Rhode Island. I object. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Rhode Island, I understand, wishes 
to speak for fifteen minutes on the census bill. I am quite willing to 
— to that and I do not think he will object to the arrangement. 

. McLANE. I ask for the re; order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from New York ? 

Mr. WEAVER. I object to the present consideration of the census 
oe I desire that we shall go on with the consideration of the elec- 

on case. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman from New York does not ask for 
the present consideration of the bill, but that it may hold its place as 


a continuing order. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is that the census bill shall hold 

its place as a continuing order. The Chair hears no objection. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BRADLEY VS. SLEMONS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the House do now proceed to the con- 
sideration of the contested-election case of Bradley rs. Slemons, from 
the second congressional district of Arkansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think it will be sufficient that the two resolu- 
tions be read, the majority and the minority resolutions. 

Mr. SAWYER. I only desire the reading of the resolutions. 

The Clerk read the resolution of the committee, as follows: 
Resolved, That William F. Slemons is entitled to retain the seat he now ocou- 
as Representative from the second congressional district in the State of Ar- 
in the Forty-sixth Congress. 
The Clerk also read the minority resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the seat now occupied by William F. Slemons as a Member of 
71. of the State of Arkansas in tho 

e same is hereby, declared vacant. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Saw YER] who 
represents the majority will indicate to the Chair what he proposes 
in regard to the debate on the resolutions. 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not desire to make any remarks at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair then recognizes the gentleman from 
Towa, [Mr. wava] who has submitted the views of the minority. 
The gentleman from Iowa yields, the Chair understands, to the con- 
testant. 

Mr. WEAVER. The understanding in the committee was that the 
contestant should be allowed to address the House in his own behalf, 
I now ask for him that privilege. 

The SPEAKER. For one hour. 

Mr. WEAVER. And longer if necessary. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRADLEY, (the contestant.) I desire to return my sincere 
thanks to the members of this House for the courtesy which they 
have extended to me in that they have allowed me to speak for my- 
self, and not only for myself but in vindication of the sacred rights 
of twenty thousand sovereigns of Arkansas whom I am here to rep- 
resent. I feel grateful for this privilege more from the fact that I 
have always been impressed with the idea that under the genius of 
our American institutions wherever the American citizen had rights 
involved of whatsoever kind there his voice had a right to be heard. 
There are to-day in South Arkansas twenty thousand men pursuin 
their civil avocations who have rights involved in this issue as ee 
as those of the contestant or the contestee. And not only that; I 
want to say to the members of this House that I am here not merely 
to vindicate or gratify a personal ambition or aspiration which I may 
have to occupy a cane-bottomed chair in this House. I am here to 
represent interests involving issues sacred not to me alone, not to my 
posterity alone, not to the people of Arkansas alone, but to every 
American citizen, to every member of this House, to him, to his wife, 
to his children, and to his childrens’ children from generation to gen- 
eration. 

The mere idea of occupying a seat on this floor is not what has im- 
pelled me to leave my home and make the sacrifices I have made and 
to endure the privations I have endured and to bear the burdens of 
anxiety which I have borne for the last four long months while seek- 
ing to obtain an adjudication of this question of law and of this ques- 
tion of fact. Sir, Í have been impelled to that course from a sense of 
the duty I owe to my constituents, from my obligation to the sacred 
American Republic of which I am asubject and a citizen. 

I am here to seek the adjudication of a question not between Brad- 
ley and Slemons, but a question involving rights and wrongs; aques- 
tion by the decision of which the members of this House are to deter- 
mine whether we are to tuate a republican form of government 
to ounposterity or to em over bound hand and foot to anarchy 
and mob law. That isthe question I am here to investigate and to 
ask you to adjudicate. i a4 

I understand that my time is limited, because in this House time is 
sacred. Gentlemen will pardon me when I say that the cause in- 
volved in this issue is more sacred than the time which is constantly 
frittered away in this House. My honor, my integrity, my future 
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happiness do not depend upon my occupancy of a seat on this floor ; 

that is the smallest item of consideration with me. , 

I am not here to persecute the contestee. I have not come here to 

claim e that belongs to him in the way either of money or 
As 


franchise. said before, I have come from a sense of duty. I 
could not do less than have come here when 20,000 men who elected 
me to a seat in this House by a majority of 8,000 votes demanded of 
me to come here and vindicate their rights. The whole matter had 
passed out of their hands and into my hands, and the law had pro- 
vided a remedy for me by which I, and I alone, could vindicate the 
sacred rights of my constituents which had been trampled upon and 
trifled with. 

I am not before you to-day to cringe to the feet of any political 

arty on earth. I am not here to investigate a party question. Iam 
Sexe to spurn the thought of bowing down at the feet of any polit- 
ical shrine on God Almighty’s green earth. I trust that I am ad 
ing men that have risen to a higher plane and standard than to put 
on a party hoodwink through which to view a question of law anda 
question of fact. i 

I have sat here in this House and heard men administer their cas- 
tigations to the party adjudications of the courts of the country. It 
has struck my mind that whenever we cease to have party legisla- 
tion we will necessarily cease to have party adjudications in the 
courts. In your capacity as jurors to-day, under your oath, sworn to 
do your duty, you are to decide a question of law and fact on its 
merits, not who of the parties is a democrat, who is a republican, or 
who isa nbacker. For I say it here to-day independently, and 
fearless of circumstances, that he who would vote for me or against 
me simply because of my party affiliations is a perjurer and unfit to 
occupy a seat in this House; that is, if he does violence to justice 
and overrides the law and the facts as they are established by the 
testimony in this case. I trust in God we have arrived at an age in 
American history when we can rise to higher grounds than those of 
party opinions and a berg in the adjudication of sacred rights, 
involving not merely the right of an American citizen to a seat in 
the House of Representatives, but the most sacred right that has 
been baptized by the blood of the fathers and handed down to us 
the right of an American citizen to exercise the right of suffrage an 
of the ballot. I am here to vindicate this proposition: that it is the 
right of an American citizen to have his vote cast untrammeled and 
anbiased; to have it honestly counted and to have it fairly returned 
for what it was counted; and that the country should abide by the 
result of the votes of a majority of the people in an election under 
the law and under the Constitution. 

Now it may be astounding to this House to be informed that I am 
here to contest the seat of a member who was returned by a majority 
of 2,827 votes. Gentlemen, I have to disclose to you a more startling 
proposition than that. It is more astounding that a man who was 
elected by a majority of over 8,000 votes should have been counted 
out by 2,827 votes. 

The contestee, whose face I now look on, knows as well as I know 
that my majority to this House, as shown by this testimony, and as 
can be shown by the entire district, exceeded 8,000 votes. 

If Iam allowed time I hope to show you the result. When this 
race was made there were twenty counties in that district. Since this 
election the democratic Legislature has added three democratic coun- 
ties to the district. It was not safe at 2,827 majority, and the Legisla- 
ture last January added the counties of Pike, Clark, and Hot Springs— 
three democratic counties—to make the district a safe democratic dis- 
trict. 

Now the report of this committee is a most remarkable document. 
It has left barely enough vitality in me to exercise itself in one grand 
struggle in the grave forself-resurrection! That is all. (Laughter. ] 
But so long as there is enough territory left to plant my feet upon in 
the effort to vindicate my rights and the rights of my people I will 
never succumb to the power and influence of a report, even a major- 
ity report, when I know that I am vindicating the right against the 
wrong. 

I have never stopped to inquire where the popular voice was. It 
has been my maxim through life to ascertain what is right and then 
do it or die—unless I am prevented from doing it! [Laughter.] I 
am not quite preyented by this report. i 

There are counties in which testimony was taken, and I will 
state the fact in brief. Gentlemen are aware that I was allowed only 
forty days in which to take testimony. Mr. Boutwell, in his margi- 
nal notes upon the revision of the statutes, has embodied wuat I think 
was never the intention of the law-maker. I do not mean to be im- 
modest when I express my opinion that the forty days did not com- 
mence from the time of the service of the contestee. The law allows, 
requires, five days to serve witnesses, and I did not know on what day 
the contestee would serve me with his answer, so that I could have 
five days’ service on the witnesses and be ready to utilize the first of 
the forty days as computed by Mr. Boutwell. But I have no quarrel 
with the law. 

It has been denied here that the testimony in Chicot and Hempstead 
Counties was taken inside of forty days, because I never commenced 
taking testimony until the 18th of February, the answer of the con- 
testee having been served on me the 30th of January. The contestee 
Was serving here in 3 City as a member of the Forty- fifth 
Congress, and I was req’ by the statute to allow him reasonable 


time to attend the taking of the testimony by the most direet and 
reasonable route of travel, exclusive of Sundays, and to allow him 
one day for preparation. In the exercise of the fullest co toward 
him, I gaye him this time, never expecting that a technical advantage 
would be taken of my courtesy and kindness and plead against me. 
But “drowning men catch at straws.” 

I commen to take this testimony on the 18th of February. I 
closed it on the 29th of March—within the forty days. His lawyers 
were present, entered their appearance, put him upon the record, and 
cross-examined my witnesses ; then, after he had gone into court, tried 
his case, and found the testimony against him, his attorneys entered 
a protest against taking the testimony in those counties, after they 
had taken it themselves, 

Now what about Chicot County? I will allude to it first. I have 
alleged in this contest that William F. Slemons, the contestee, five 
days before this election hired a man, Richard A. Dawson, and sent 
him from Jefferson County into Chicot County, which is shown by the 
testimony of H. W. Graves to be one hundred and thirty miles from 
Pine Bluff, with some fradulent printed posters, which were circu- 
lated two days before the election in that county, announcing Hon. 
John A. Williams, of Jefferson County, as a republican nominee for 
Congress, so as to deprive me of the votes of 1,800 republicans in that 
county pledged to my support. That is what I charge. Now let us 
see whether the charge is true. It is shown by the testimony of Mr. 
Williams himself that he was the judge of the circuit court in that dis- 
trict, residing in Pine Bluff, Jefferson County; that he was not a candi- 
date for Congress; that he was not a nominee; that there had never 
been a convention; that he never heard of these posters until a week 
after the election; that he had not spoken to R. A. Dawson for eight 
months. It is shown by the testimony of S. H. Holland, sheriff of 
Chicot County, and H. W. Graves, clerk of that county, that Daw- 
son two days before the election came from Jefferson County into 
Chicot and circulated fraudulent posters and tickets for Hon. John 
A. Williams as a republican nominee; and these posters were marked 
2. 8 pm as if printed in the Republican office in Jeffer- 
son County. This is sworn to here, and sworn to by a democrat who 
voted for the contestee. 

Samuel C. Ryan, one of the publishers of the Pine Bluff Press, a 
democratic paper, swears that he printed these posters himself at the 
instance of H. King White, a friend of Mr. Slemons. Dan. M. Rob- 
inson, who was a printer in that office, swears that Mr. Slemons was 
in Pine Bluff that week, and was in that office half a dozen times or 
more about that time. The first witness in this volume of testimony 
testifies that on Wednesday morning before the 5th day of November 
he saw William F. Slemons, the contestee, and Richard A. Dawson 
standing on the platform of the depot in Pine Bluff in private con- 
versation for several minutes; and Dawson went on the same train 
as the witness to Chicot County carrying these posters. 

I am not going to argue this matter now; but I call attention to it 
because the committee say that if they believed Mr. Slemons knew 
anything about this they would report a resolution to unseat him. I 
know that the committee is com of honest and good men, and 
I am sorry they never found this out from the testimony. I shall 
show from the evidence that Mr. Slemons knew about it and had it 
done in his own interest; and I will show before I am through that 
he admits this. 

In Chicot County, if you will tarn to the testimony of 8. H. Hol- 
land, the sheriff, (for nine years, I mean to state the whole thing ir 
brief,) he swears there were 1,800 republican voters in that county 
(it is a way down the Mississippi River, in the swamp) and between 
three and four hundred democratic voters. He swears in July before 
he was the chairman of the 1 central committee, and that 
he gave the contestant, John M. Bradley, a written obligation or a 
promise, which was made to him by the republican party, that they 
would support the said John M. Bradley for Con hat is what 
Holland swears; and he swears this is the number of votes. How 
does he know it? He says: “I have been president of the board of 
registration of this county. Ihave been sheriff for five years. Ihave 
been a member of the State senate. I have been chairman for nine 
year of the republican central committee.” He ought to know all 
about it. 

If you will turn to the testimony of H. W. Graves you will find 
he says that he canvassed the county in September. So does Hol- 
land. And he continues: “ We found the republicans unanimous.” 
That is Mr. Graves’s lan He says we found the republicans 
unanimous for John M. ey in the election for Congress on the 
5th of November. Every one testifies to the same fact. 

Now, the election came on. Two days before the election Holland 
swears “ Richard A. Dawson sent me”—but I want to read that. He 
swears that Dawson sent him some circulars and from Luns 
Landing, on the Mississippi River, in Arkansas. Here is Holland’: 


letter: 
LUNA LANDING, ARKANSAS, November 2, 1878— 
You see when it was— 
Dear HOLLAND— 
He was the sheriff of the county— 
On the eve of the election— 
Now listen to it and mark it well— 


the Dblicans have concluded to bring out a candidate. The circulars and tickets 
1 voz will speak for themselves. I am sick, and will take boat to-night for 
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I most certainly should have come to the village. Do all 


Arkopolis, otherwise 
youcan, We think Bradley bas made split enough— 


You will find all that I had a large democratic as well as a 
large republican vote added to my greenback vote— i 


We think Bradley has made split h by proper work to 
Dall ye Would re wins KoM YOG; 


our men in. 
mo up soon as 


RICH. A. DAWSON. 


That is the delectable man by whom these posters were sent, and 
yet the committee said he carried them there on his own responsibil- 
ity. The clerk testifies that my vote in that county was 236; that 
out of the 1,800 republican votes to vote for me there were only 236. 
Slemons out of nearly 400 democratic votes, 151. I had no post- 
ers 3 him back. It only shows he was not very popular 
with his own party. Mr. Williams received 90 votes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Holland and Graves both swear that the Williams 
posters had a tendency to confuse people and keep them from the 
polls, and to keep those who went to the polls and who desired to 
vote for me from doing so. I have shown you these posters were 
sent in the interest of Mr. Slemons, as Dawson writes to Holland, 
“We think Bradley has made split enough by proper work to get 
our men in.” These were colored votes; not all of them, but a large 
number of them. 

I submit, then, this to you as a body of lawyers. Mr. Slemons, or 
whoever did this act, did it for purposes of his own. The committee 
in their report admit the act and they admit the purpose; that it 
was done with the intention of keeping me from getting those votes 
which were pledged to me. I did not get those votes and I submit to 
this House now whether a man who prevented me in this way from 

tting those votes is not estopped from 8 that these votes 
which were pledged to me were not cast for me by the influence of 

ters. Isubmit to any whether the party who does an 
act with the intention of accomplishing a certain purpose, and that 
purpose is accomplished—whether that party who did the act for the 
purpose of keeping men from going to the pora and voting for me 
tan charge they remained away from the polls for any other reason, 

Then, sir, by this means I lost 1,564 votes in Chicot County, as 
shown by the testimony. But Iwant to say something more on that. 
The committee, in their kindness, have seen proper in the exercise of 
that kindness to allow me 600 in that county. I have never known 
where they got the idea from of allowing me 600. There is no rule 
of 600 in the testimony anywhere so far as Chicot County is concerned. 
Why they happened to upon the number 600 still remains a m 
tery. But the committee say they are willing to give me 600 in Chi- 
cot County. 

Now, it is clear from the testimony, if they give me one vote they 
must give me 1,564 votes. Every one they e out of that number 
they must give some good reason for other than can be claimed from 
these fraudulent posters. I have shown by the testimony of Mr. 
Graves who said he was in the southern part of Chicot County that 
the and printed tickets with the name of Williams upon them 
led to.confusion and were the means of keeping a great many repub- 
licans from the polls; that no votes were there cast for Williams; and 
witness poeta his belief that the posters announcing Williams as 
a candidate were a frand. 

Now, is this House going to let men occupy seats here who have 
been elected or claim to have been elected by any such fraud as that? 

If I show to you Mr. Slemons in person did this thing, I look in 
your faces and ask you, as American statesmen, are you going to have 
fellowship in Con with one who comes with his hands and head 
and body and soul covered with fraud all over in the procurement 
of his return to a seat in this House. Sam. C. Ryan says that he 
printed these 3 in the Pine Bluff Press office; that he marked 

t” He was asked, Why did you do it?” 
He said, “Ido not know why I did it; I suppose because it was in 
the copy.” I have shown you that Slemons was in that office half a 
dozen times or more while this thing was being done. 

Where were those carried to? Now, I want to show you gen- 
tlemen exactly what the testimony is in this respect. Ryan swears 
he carried them to the Planters’ Hotel and left them there in a room. 
Then the question was asked him, What room?” “I do not remem- 
ber.“ t was the number of the room?” „ do not remember.“ 
“Was Mr. Slemons stopping at the Planters’ Hotel at that time?” 
“He was.” “What room was he in?” “I donot know.” “Was 
the room he occupied the one yon left the in that night?“ “I 
do not know.” Could you find the room you left them in?” “Ido 


not know. 
Just look at marri perigee Here is a man e Dec testimony 
in reference to a little bit of a two-story hotel that he knows every 
-nook and corner of as well as your children know e' nook and 
-corner in your È lesen at home, and yet he says he does not know what 
room he carri ere Set to. 

Now, then, we these posters to the Planters’ Hotel, and find 
that Slemons was at the Planters’ Hotel at the same time, and we 
find that Slemons had the posters afterward, for the next m he 
had the posters at the depot. [Laughter.] I ask you how he man- 
F t? 

: next morning Slemons and Dawson sent the posters into Chicot 
County, but I — the House now to see if possible how these post- 


ers from the Planters’ House to the depot. Is there one word of 

i Seba that will show how they got there on the 
part of Slemons? He never has ted to.show before the com- 
mittee in any way how he got them there. He never introduced 
Dawson to prove who gave him ony ay and he never attempted 
to show that there was any other Slemons man at the hotel except 
himself. What do you think of that? [Laughter.] What do you 
think of that, I ask you, and I ask all ene tlemen whether 
you are to be trifled with, and whether you are g to accept the 
company of a man who is able and willing to perform such an act as 
that? Are you to be trifled with as members of Congress in this way? 
Are you to be content with this kind of electioneering and allow a 
man in this manner to battle his way into and trifle with 
your intelligence and try to make you believe that those posters were 
e by some angel from the Planters’ House to the depot that 


night? [Laughter.} 
ow, gentlemen, you have got the facts. Let us see what the facts 
755 ana the pleadings about this. Inthe notice of my contest to him 


Second. And forthe further reason that sent one Richard A. Dawson from Pine 


rong to Chicot 8 of the 3 ex 

on before lection aforesai ters to put up in 

county, and with tickets announcing one Jobn A. 3 8 nom- 

nal district, asking all good repub- 

‘and Os not vote in said election, who otherwise ald ba : Sie san; 
wo $ 

all of which will be proven. 7 sie 


Now, let us see what Mr. Slemons answers to that: 


The charge that in Chicot County the voters were confused by a proclamation 
sent by me, and that fifteen hundred who would have voted for did not vote 
at all, is untrue, and I deny that any E 
prived of that privilege, 

That is the answer that the gentleman makes to the allegations made 
in my notice of contest. Now you see he did not deny the fact, for he 
admits that he sent the proclamation and the posters into that county. 
He makes no attempt to deny the fact in that statement of 
mine, and I have just shown that in view of that admission he is 
estopped from the effect of hisown act. Now, the effect of that act is 
to vitiate his election, and by that fact he is estop under the law 
from denying the effect of his own deliberate act. The law presumes 
that when a man commits an act deliberately, willfully, and inten- 
tionally he intends all of the consequences of that act. Mr. Slemons 
knows that as well as any man in the world, and every lawyer on 
this floor knows it, and it never has been attempted to be denied, nor 
will Mr. Slemons attempt to deny it here, neither has he in any way 
attempted to disprove the consequences of that act. That being true, 
the presumption of law is incontrovertible, and he is estopped from 
denying the consequences of the act. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to call special attention to this extract from 
the notice of contestee in this connection, and I will read it again: 

Second. And for the further reason that you sent one Richard A. Dawson from 


Pine Bluff to Chicot County, one of the counties of said second congressional dis- 
trict, on Wednesda: FVV 
in said county, and with tickets announcing one John A. Williams as the repub- 
lican nominee for Congress from the said second onal district, 1 
good republicans to him, by which 1,500 votersin said county were 

and did not vote in election, would have voted for me; all of 


which will be proven. 


The testimony showe that by this act I was deprived of 1,564 votes. 
Now, then, I have lost 1 votes in that county by the act of 
Slemons himself. Once more—and after referring to that I am done 
with Chicot—the committee say if they knew Slemons and Dawson 
were talking on this subject on the platform they would not hesitate 
to unseat Slemons. What do you sup they were talking about? 
Dawson was just starting on an errand for Slemons, a distance of one 
hundred and thirty miles. - If your wife was about dying, and one of 
your neighbors should go one hundred and thirty miles for a doctor, 
and you were seen ng with him at sunrise, and after your con- 
versation he was seen mounting his horse and starting, would anybody 
suppose you did not know where he was going and what business he 
was on? I put it to you as sensible men. I say it is trifling with 
our intelli and trifling with your dignity and insulting to this 
ranch of American Con to suppose otherwise. 

But I pass from that. If you can afford to let Mr. Slemonssit with 
ou in a seat thus obtained I am not hurt, posterity perhaps is not 
urt, but I rer over the slain republican sentiment, bequeathed to 

me by the blood of my fathers and your fathers, that is slain by your 
act, and I will be belpis and powerless to furnish a remedy. 

Now, sir, I come to Hempstead County. Itis said in the report the 
testimony in regard to . pene County was taken out of due 
time—as it were, born out of due season. But Mr. Slemons’s lawyer 
was there and put himself on the record, cross-examining every wit- 
ness; and when the testimony showed that 554 men—listen to it— 
took Bradley tickets in their hands, marched up in a line to the ballot- 
box, had their names taken down in regular order, and demanded 
the right to vote for Bradley and were refused, then he entered a 
— sge — bop Songan ee That is the 

m; regard em unty: men in a line, 
shown the t voters in es township and county and State—ir 
the two townships of Ozan and Saline—were not wed to vote. 
Why? Because of an organized conspiracy. That is made manifest 
in this testimony. The judges of election skulked away and hid th 
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poll-books and hid themselves. And the witnesses swore they went to 
the clerk of the court to know what to do, and the clerk of the court 
said: “There is no remedy for you.” 

It is shown that these very delectable gentlemen had fixed a box 


two hundred yards off, for the negroes to vote at. The went 
to the other ballot- hox, five hundred and fifty-four men with Bradley 
tickets in their hands in their own township, and were not allowed 
to vote. Thatisnotcontradicted. That is not disputed. Take these 
554 votes and the 1,564, making 2,118 votes, and you will find that in 
those counties I have been deprived of that number of votes. 

Iam coming to Jefferson County as rapidly as Lean. In that county 
I have all I was robbed of 3,000 votes, and when I made that as- 
sertion my mind was exactly in the same condition as the mind of 
the Queen of the South wasin when she returned from hearing the 
wisdom of Solomon; I had not told more than half of it. 

The committee in making up their report by some mysterious blind- 
ness failed to see the testimony of Hon. O. P. Snyder, the first wit- 
ness. There is no allusion ein the report to his testimony, the 
testimony of aman who was a member of the Forty-second and Forty- 
third Congresses of the United States. He swears that he had Brad- 
ley’s tickets printed; that he circulated them in the county, and su- 
perintended the canvass for Bradley in the county, and that he knows 
that 4,000 republican voters were enthusiastic for me, and in his own 
township at least 200 democrats, which was more than half their whole 
number. Yet the committee have never called his name in their re- 

. He says he had been a member of both branches of the State 
islature, of two constitutional conventions, had served two terms 


in Congress, had served for ten years as chairman of the republican 
county committee in that county, had canvassed every township, had 
lived there twenty-five years, had given out the Bradley tickets, and 


that the people everywhere were enthusiastic on that side. The 
sheriff, one of Slemons’s agents, says there are 4,000 republican voters 
in that county and between 1,000 and 1,500 democratic votes. Sny- 
der swears that in Vaugine Township I had the votes of 1,000 repnb- 
licans and 200 democrats, while Slemons had less than 200; and in 
that township I got 63 majority. 

Here is the way I got it. And right here the committee and I have 
a little misunderstanding about a rule of law, the only place I think 
where we differ about a rule of law. I have shown here by the tes- 
timony of one of the judges of election that the judges took the two 
boxes to the office of Mr. Slemons’s lawyer, Mr. M. L. Jones; that 
both the boxes having fourteen hundred votes in them were locked ; 
that during the night they opened the boxes, and one of the judges 
each took out a handful of tickets, and each counting for himself, 
said to the clerk, “ Put down so many hundred for Bradley and so 
many hundred for Slemons.” The committee says this is not admis- 
sible because it is hearsay testimony. I N Lp that committee had 
forgotten some of the rales laid down by Mr. Greenleaf and Mr. Star- 
key, that while hearsay testimony is not admissible, confessions freely 
made are always admissible; and this testimony is the confession of 
one of the guilty parties. That is the way to treat that point. It is 
hearsay testimony; but it is a confession in the presence of A. A. C. 
Rogers, as shown by his testimony, a member for two terms of this 
House. My first two witnesses are both ex-Co and their 
testimony should be entitled to respect from this House, 

Now I come to Jefferson County, and I ask the Clerk to read Ex- 
hibit B, attached to the testimony of H. K. White, to show the exact 
condition that Jefferson County was in when that election took place. 
And I say to every man in this House, if you want to learn what you 
never did know before about southern elections just listen to chat 
testimony. It is the correspondence of a northern man to the Globe- 

ocrat. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

THE FIRE OF HATE—TWO THREATENING SPEECHES DELIVERED BY SOUTHERN FANAT- 
1CS—NO WONDER THAT IMMIGRATION GOES EVERYWHERE EXCEPT TO ARKANSAS. 
[Special correspondence of the Globe-Democrat.] 
Poe BLUFF, Arkansas, June 23. 


ty j 
election. There were present as lookers-on al 
men. Being called out, Major 

“When republican 
the rights of the dem: 


and 
We come now not to lead but to 
e. We have exhausted persuasion. 


pedient, we use sterner weapons. 
come not to persuade, but to in 


j 


have labored day in and day out that we t convince b; but have 
been deaf 9 (to the colored men.) Soo 
2 end €0 bo eee bj uniting and woting with as, Rar tntelll- 
© common a 

jamaa pae offices. -£ NR 


gence migh' i 
But you have not h us, or if you have zou have not heeded us. You have 
n You have our solicitude. You have spat upon our 


comp And now the hour of retribution is at hand. You may outnumber 
us, but you can't outvoté us, for verily it is written, you shall not. Wa care aes 
for Hayes; we care not for Congress. It is idle to talk to us about old Sherman 


and his army; we are now of the situation, and had just as well wheel 
into line. CCC you had 
come. was never si than it is with us. We have come to 


tron, 
conquer. This proud Anglo-Saxon blood of ours is not to stoop to 
any more; we are born to sway the inferior and we now but give you a 
of our nature. Believe us or not—heed not—when the ides of ths September elec- 
tions melt away with the western sun, and the heralds bring tidings of the battle, 


you will find that we have elected every officer.” 

Major White retired amid vociferous applause, and then came T. B. Martin, esq., 
who said: Truth is mighty and will prevail. The truth of our rere om lies tin 
our in ce. The democrats pay nearly all of the taxes in this county. They 
have for a long time felt that the manner in which they were taxed to keep up the 
expenses of the county, and to keep republican officers in office, was unbearable. 
For a long time the fire of their wrath against the negroes of the county has been 


kindling, but now it has reached a white blaze, and the incarnadine heat will not 


onward, 
eads. 


the 
This is but a word af 


true 
used? Is it possible that in one little county a republican $ 
outrage? No wonder 


VIATOR. 

Mr. BRADLEY. I want to say now that in Vaugine Township the 
committee has very kindly allowed me 700 votes in that box, which 
added to the 2,118 with which I came to that county from Chicot and 
Hempstead would give me 2,818. You see I am very nearly up to 
the majority of Mr. Slemons. Then come down to Melton To 
where the ballot-box was thrown away at night, and it fall of tickets, 
and never has been counted yet, and they give me 115 votes, which 
makes 2,931 votes for me, o ing Slemons’s majority entirely. 

It is shown here by the testimony of the clerk of the county court 
that in four townships in Jefferson County the boxes were left in the 
woods and are lost until to-day. On the morning of the election 
5,500 voters with tickets in their hands fell into the power of these 
party machinists, and at night could account but for 2,700 of 
them, and there were over 2,700 killed and missing in that county 
unaccounted for. Now how do you account for that? Here are Mr. 
Snyder and Mr. ey ge both of them ex-Congressmen, who swear 
that republicans 4,000 strong were enthusiastic for me; that is the 
word Mr. Snyder used. Mr. Snyder says: “I know Bradley must have 
received 200 democratic votes in that town.” 


wri! 
that people in America entitled toall the rights of citizenship can bo $0 sadly 
m . 


thus be overcome by brute force, by arms, and by 
goes everywhere else but to Arkansas. 


Now we come to Spring Township and 8 Township, in the 
ills, two little democratic ee hop only townships unhurt by 
the ds of fraud. It was shown by the chai of the demo- 


cratic county committee that they were both democratic townships ; 
and yet I lacked only 3 votes of doubling Mr. Slemons’s vote in both 
of them. What do you think of that? Mr. Rogers testifies: 

On TTT d giving a Bradley ti 
to a colored fried who asked for Te heeded the e 15 gerd 
Sates ie Sia ators Cee ee eee eee cket in 
seh gray Ne judge, took the Bradley et, and the judge put the Slemons 


Now, the Committee on Elections—and here is where I beg leave to 
differ with them again—ask me why I did not go into the clerk’s office 
and get these tickets and count them over n. In the name of God 

ghty, do you mean to insult the very children of the country by 
taking ballot-boxes which are shown to be stuffed fraudulently and 
counting the ballots as mine? What more? Mr. says that 
all over the court-house yard democrats took pencils and ran them 
through Bradley’s name on the tickets, under prétense of writing 
For license,” and then wrote in Slemons’s name. Yet this committee 
wants me to take these polluted, poisoned tickets out of the box and 
count them, and predicate my on the result of that counting. 

I would ask that committee if there was not a piece of document- 
ary evidence filed before the committee, a certified transcript from 
the Jefferson circuit court of a report of the d Jury, and tha 
grand jury democratic, showing that every single ballot-box, è 
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return, poll-book, and all that had been stolen out of the clerk’s office 
and destroyed ? i 

fied with 
in the committee-room and it was read there. Yet Iam asked by the 
committee to count these votes. 


There is one other point. Turn to the testimony of Daniel M. 
Robinson, the third witness for Jefferson County, and you will find 
e that will 9 you in regard to the machinery of elec- 
tions. He says that on the evening after that election was over, four 
thousand democratic tickets were printed in the Pine Bluff Press 
office with the name! W.S.Slemons” on them, and“ against license.” 
Now, the committee says that Mr, Portis has accounted for those 
3 I am afraid the committee never looked long at that ques- 

on. 

Mr. Portis and Mr. Haycock testify that the tickets nas, teas printed 
were “ for Slemons and for license and were printed in the morning.” 
The committee never thought of that. Dan. M. Robinson swears that 
the editor at four o’clock in the evening 11 15 him a job of tickets 
to set up. Whois Dan. M. Robinson? He is a democrat, as he tes- 
titles, who voted for Slemons. He printed a number of the tickets, 
and a young man printed the balance; and at dark, when that elec- 
tion was over, Mr. Portis and Mr. Haycock were there in the office of 
the Pine Bluff Press foldin, up these tickets. What were those tickets 
wanted for? I su e committee think they were wanted to 
amuse the school children in the country! The polls were closed at 
sundown, and at dark the chairman of the democratic county com- 
mittee was standing in the office folding up 4,000 Slemons tickets and 
taking care of them. What do you think of that? Yet you are trifled 
with by being asked to retain in a seat here a man who comes here 
with a majority made up with pen and ink, not with ballot. 

One man said, “How do you expect to overcome so large a major- 
ity?” T sir, the very parties who made up that majority knew 
that it would not do to ake asmall majority. If the majority was 
made five hundred, one township in Hempstead County would over- 
come it. If it were made two thousand, Jefferson County would over- 
come it. But it might not do to put the majority too far beyond rea- 
son. So like a doctor’s bill they bring it down to a fraction, and make 
it 2,627 majority. 

It is a well-known fact that it took one month and six days to find 
out the result of that election. Within that time we in Arkansas 
eould have heard the result of seventeen presidential elections, It 
was just one month and six days before the result of this election 
was announced. That was because it was necessary to wait until the 
doctors got through with the sick in every county. 

Now, if you will examine the testimony as to Jefferson County and 
throw out the four thousand tickets that were doctored, 777 are bound 
to believe that my majority, instead of being 419, was 3,000. Mr. Sny- 
der, Mr. Rogers, and others swear that the regular republican major- 
ity there was from 2,400 to 2,500; that the 1 supported me sol- 
idly. Then, in one township out of nearly 400 democratic votes, I got 
200. Yes, sir, I received more democratic votes in that county than 
the contestee himself; and I could do it again to-morrow. 

If this House has any doubt as to the result of this election, let it 
send the question back to the people. I will fold my hands and sub- 
mit it to the votes of that district provided you will insure me a fair 


election. 

I ask this House, I ask the members of this committee, this question : 
Tf Slemons could have beaten me without these Se why in the name 
of God were these things done ? Iam not charged with any fraud any- 
where. Here are clean and a pure heart, so far as that election is 
goncerned. It has not been RE tnd Iam claiming this seat upon 
a single fraudulent vote. We knew that on a fair election we had that 
district two to one. I relied upon a fair election, I submit the ques- 
tion to this House, if Slemons and his friends had not thought that 
a fair election would beat him, why were these things resorted to? 
I defy any philosopher to solve the problem. 

I must answer one allegation in regard to Chicot County which I 
had nearly forgotten. e committee say that John E. Bradley, a 
son of mine, was in that county and contradicted the candidacy of 
Mr, Williams as declared by those posters. Now let me Jain that 
matter. My son swears that he went down on the train with Dawson, 
who told him that he was going to Watson to establish a lodge; that 
when they reached Arkopolis, the end of the railroad, he took a mule 
and started for Lake village, leaving Mr. Dawson there; that he did 
not know Mr. Dawson’s business, and when he came back on Satur- 
day night he found these posters up. Dawson had taken a boat and 

one down the river, The candidacy of Mr. Williams was contra- 

icted by my son in only one little bray’ aow in another county, 
and was areata RTS isolated from this county. But suppose 
he had contradicted it all over the county. Is Mr. Slemons to come 
here and claim the sayanago of the proclamation made by my son 
in contradiction of his crime? If such a proclamation was made by 
my son, would not people naturally say that even if Williams was a 
candidate, Bradley’s son would deny it 

Gentlemen, I be overcome in this contest by the rof 
I may be crow down and crushed by party Root Aap but I will 
never compromise my moral manhood for a seat in this House ; I will 
never surrender that manhood in order to accumulate the emoluments 
of a Co! . Ihave eee Nand e ATEAN: 
sas, and that seat Mr. Slemons cannot contest, God. I would 


upon the throne of their affections than occupy 


Caup 

I have not come here merely to get seat. Ihave come here to 
vindicate right and justice, to stand here in behalf of twenty thou- 
sand honest men all over that district who said to me “ you must con- 
test this election.” To-day I throw the onus on „Lask whether 
by your act you will strike down Jaw and order for the sake of 8 

or one vote in this House that you may gain by this act you 

lose thousands of votes among . Will you strike down 
20,000 voters in Arkansas to retain in a seat here one man who is 


worth no to you? You had better have an honest man here; a 
man who will act upon the convictions of his own conscience on all 
questions, who never did bow to the feet of any party, who never fol- 


lowed as a wagon-dog behind any party. 

Mr. Slemons’s witnesses have undertaken to prove that I wasa 
democrat because I was an elector for Seymour and Blair in 1868, 
which was the fact. Iam proud to say I am a freeman; I expect to 
live and die free. I would rather transmit to my posterity a record 
as an American freeman—I would rather rise to the full-orbed splen- 
dor of American moral manhood—than occupy a seat in this House 
until the day of my death. : 

Give me justice; that is all I ask. Rather than come here and seek 
a seat by fraud, I would do what the contestee said in the committee- 
room he would do when he accused his people of wrong; I will fold 
up my tent and like the Arab creep out of the country. But I will 
never go out of my country for the crime of others. Ileave the ques- 


tion with you. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
. SLEMONS. Mr. Spe , it is not my intention to detain the 
House at any length on this contested-election and especially in 


view of the fact that I am vindicated and my claim to my seat in- 
dorsed by a nearly unanimons vote of the Committee on Elections. It 
is nei necessary for me to defend myself nor to defend the com- 
mittee. Those gentlemen are able to take care of themselves. But I 
would be wanting in the nobler impulses of manhood and unmindful 
of the good name of the people whom I have had the honor to repre- 
sent for so =r years were I to pass unnoticed the aspersions cast 
mpun them by the gentleman who preceded me—that people with 
whom I have lived from boyhood to the present time, and in whose 
bosom a generous and noble friend never failed to inspire a friendly 
welcome. I went to that country a boy and a stranger, destitute 
alike of fortune and pretension ; and whatever I am or expect to be 
to the —— an 8 of that people I am solely indebted. 
I was nominated in 1878 in that district as a candidate for Con, 

Soon afterward this contestant announced himself as a 3 by 
whose solicitation or in whose interest I know not and care not, 

Mr. Speaker, the extract from the letter just read is a cowardly 
and shameless rsion upon the people of that district and State. 
The author of it never been found out, yet many shrewdly sus- 
pect the gentleman himself is the author oF that letter si, asa 
northern man. If his attacks upon my le to-day are true, may 
it a be true that he is the author of the | letter at Pine Bluff last 
year 

When this case came up before the Committee on Elections it was 
found that through the criminal or shameful ignorance either of the 
contestant or his attorney they had failed to comply with the law in 
almost every particular. Growing out of my inclination that he 
and his people should have a fair hearing before that committee I 
waived erat technical adyan I might have taken, but notwith- 
standing I allowed all that testimony to come in, I see from the re- 
port of the committee they have declared with almost entire una- 
nimity I was fairly elected. The distinguished gentleman from Iowa 
is the only one who has reported otherwise, and he declares there was 
no election at all, 

But I am not here, as I have already said, to defend myself. That 
report is sufficient. Noram I hereto defend that committee. Those 
gentlemen are able to take care of themselves. Iam here, however, 
to say no man in the House or out of it would dare tell me that my 
friends on that occasion were guilty of fraud. The gentleman tells 
you I come into this House all covered with fraud. He will never 
tell me so outside of this House. [Criesof “Oh!” on the republican 
side.] He will never tell a friend of mine any such thing out of this 
House. He will never tell my people so. He brings up the distin- 
guished gentleman, Mr. Snyder. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. at would you do? 

Mr, SLEMONS. I do not know; he never did it. 

Mr. WEAVER. What would you do if he did? 

Mr. SLEMONS. I do not mean to intimidate anybody. 

Mr. WEAVER. Do you mean it in the spirit of a friend? 

Mr. SLEMONS. Iam nota bully; and you cannot force me into 
any such position. 

Now, sir, he asserts that on the day of the election at Pine Bluff 
four thousand tickets were printed after the election. The committee 
has heard that and passed on it. The committee heard the testimony. 

The committee heard the testimony in relation to Chicot County. 
The committee have passed on my acts in reference to Chicot County. 


I deny any act of mine, in the sending of those circulars, embarrassed. 
or confused the people of Chicot Coun’ I denied it before the 
to do with those circulars. 


pe, and deny it now, that I had anyt 
presume the people took my word for i 
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Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Was it not in your interest? 

Mr. SLEMONS. It was not. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Have you any idea who got the money? 

Mr.SLEMONS. The man swears, himself. Why not put Mr. Daw- 
son on the stand? He is the man c with carrying those post- 
ers. He was present all the time when the testimony was taken. He 
naturally would know more about it than anybody else. Why not 

ut him on the stand as to whether I knew anything about it or not? 

at was legitimate and competent testimony. I was not there and 

had nothing to do with the ony. Iwashere. If I had been 
there the testimony would have been more conclusive. 

Every respectable republican, with two exceptions, in that county 
did support me, every one of them. I know but two men claiming 
respectability in that county who did not vote for me. 

A MEMBER. Are there any respectable republicans there? 

Mr. SLEMONS. A great many good men. I think the majority of 
the i teint of that county are respectable and that majority 
voted for me. 

Now, sir, so far as the testimony in this Jefferson County is con- 
cerned, the committee have passed upon the whole matter. e gen- 
tleman charges three ballot-boxes were thrown out. That is not true. 
One ballot-box was thrown away—captured, I suppose, by some Ku 
Klux. Another was thrown down by the judges, and left until the 
next morning. He had the law and all the force necessary to have 
had that box opened and counted. In one ee no election was 
held at all. In the city of Pine Bluff, on the day of the election, the 

entleman was there. He knew whether it was a fair election or not. 
Why did not he see that the vote was counted? Why not bring up 
the judges to see whethér votes were taken out at intervals? 

You see the shameless assertions. Yet all of this testimony was in 
reach of the gentleman and his friends. The judge of elections was 
there; the lawyer who conducted the case for him was there; and not 
one of them was put on the witness-stand. Noone was brought for- 
ward to 55 to one word of what has been alleged in his statement. 

Mr. BURROWS, Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 
moment ? 

Mr. SLEMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Did I understand the gentleman to state that 
the ballot-box in one of these precincts was taken away by a masked 


mob? 

Mr. SLEMONS. The testimony says that it was. The law requires 
the ballot-box with the ballots in the boxes to be carried to the court- 
house, On the way in this instance the parties alleged that they 
were met by a masked mob who took the ballot-boxes away from 
them. 

Mr. BURROWS. Was that a republican or democratic mob? 

Mr. SLEMONS. I think they were republicans. There is no evi- 
dence to show that they were not. 

Mr. BURROWS. I presumed of course that they were republicans. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SLEMONS. In view of the fact that the gentleman in his 

. statement claims that all of these were eee and that this was 
a strong republican precinct, I natu conclude that they must 
have been republicans. [Laughter.] The gentleman claims, too, 
that he hada e majority of blacks and whites. If that be true, 
why did he not have a fair election? If he had the numerical e I 
as he claims he had, that was all that was necessary to enable him 
to have a fair election, and yet, in view of that statement, he alleges 
that there was not a fair election. Iwas not there. He himself was 
on the i 65 and was the only disturber of the eon that day. As 
the testimony shows, he insulted men aronnd the polls, and one of 
them became impatient and struck him. That is the only disturbance 
I heard of. All of the republicans state that it is a fair election, and 
the matter about which he alludes on this point, and in reference to 
which this northern man writes a letter, occurred two months before 
the con ional election, and had nothing whatever to do with it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, having said this much, Isubmit that the distin- 
guished gentlemen who have made this report here are able to take 
care of it and vindicate themselves from all charges which may be 
made against their report. For myself I feel that Iam amply vin- 
dicated by the committee, and that I have been vindicated by my 
country. One of the witnesses mentioned here, Snyder, was once a 
member of Congress; so perhaps was Mr. Richards, but had no con- 
trol of the republican organization in the county of Jefferson at the 
last election. 

The Committee on Elections had all the evidence before them, and 
I desire to thank them for the confidence and fairness with which 
they have treated me and my people in regard to that election. 
Whatever this House may determine I am ready to abide by. The 
committee in its wisdom saw fit to lecture me on the subject of eti- 
quette in my answer, and I submit to it gracefully—as gracefully as 
Ican. I am bear aog prepared to abide by the decision of this 
House. I bow to that decision without a murmur, whatever it may 
be, satisfied in the conviction that the judgment of the people of this 
country has long since been fully and fairly expressed on the subject. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. Burcu, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a bill (H. R. No. 4568) for the protection 
of the Potomac fisheries, with an amendment thereto, in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. ‘ 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BRADLEY vs. SLEMONS. 

Mr. SAWYER. I yield now to the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
8 

The SP. pro tempore, (Mr. Cox inthe chair.) For how long 
a time does the gentleman yield? ; 

Mr. WEA I rm, dec would have theprivilege of occupyi 
the floor in my own right; but it is proper I should state that I an- 
nounced to the House if the contestant in this case was allowed to 
address the House in his own behalf there would be no more time 
taken on his side; and now I do not wish to violate that agreement 
if there should be the slightest 8 8 on the part of the House. 
[Cries of “Go on!” „Goon!“ Ishall not occupy much time, and 
would not occupy any but for the reason that the contestant by rea- 
son of extreme hoarseness was unable to present his side of the case 


as he desired. 
I wish to address myself first to the evidence relating to the conduct 
of the election in Jefferson County, and I wish the House to under- 


stand that there were four townships in that county, all of them 
strong republican or mback townships, (at least united vote 
was stron, i the democratic party,) in which there was no 
election held for certain reasons which I will state, or in which the 
ballot-boxes were destroyed after the election. At Melton Township, 
a strong republican precinct in that county, the ballot-box was thrown 
away and has never been counted or examined by or for anybody. 
This township, it is understood, gave a strong majority for the con- 
e Why was it necessary to resort to means of that kind in this 
istrict 

It must have been appare to the friends of the contestee that 
some action of this kind was necessary, for it will be coneeded that 
men do not ordinarily resort to acts of such grate importance as this 
without some pressing reason for it. The ballot-box in that town- 
ship was thrown away. In Washington Township in that county, 
after the election, when the judges were on the way to make the 
returns to the pro authorities they were met by an armed and 
masked mob and the ballot-box and its contents taken away by force 
and have never been seen or heard of from that day to this. 

Now, I ask, why was that done? If the gentleman, the 8 
had received a large part of the respectable“ re publican votes o; 
that township, why wasit necessary to waylay the judges of election 
and take by force the ballot-box? Plainly for the reason that the re- 
publican votes of that township were not “respectable,” as contestes 
styles them, and hence not entitled to be counted. 

n Dunnington Township there was noreturn. Although there was 
an election held, there was no return made. That was another strong 
republican township. An election was held, but the judges of elec- 
tion in that township and in these other townships were every one of 
them supporters of Mr. Slemons. 

In B ue Township, another strong Bradley precinct, there was 
an election held, but no return made. The officers of that township 
were also friends of the contestee. I submit that in a county where 
it is testified that upon a fair vote there would be 2,500 republican 
and greenback majority as against this contestee, testimony of such 
a grave character as this is sufficient to convince all fair men that no 
untrammeled election was held in that county. What security is 
there for the purity of this House, for the purity of the ballot-box in 
that State or anywhere else, if transactions of this kind are to be 
sanctioned and winked at by this august assembly ? 

The majority of the committee find it necessary to severely criticise 
this conduct; but their re ep does not go far enou; I submit we 
owe it to the dignity of this House, to the purity of elections, and to 
the general sense of justice of the entire American people that when 
a transaction of this kind occurs, without re to party—I do not 
charge it on the democratic party here; I could not be led to believe 
they would sanction a thing of this kind—but we owe it without dis- 
tinction of party to send the parties back to the sovereign people, and 
ros them vote a second time and say who they desire to represent 

em. 

Now, one word with regard to the connection of the contestee with 
these frauds. I was very sorry to hear him use the language he did. 
It was in the nature of a threat. What I say on the floor of this 
House I would say anywhere. I refer to his connection with the 
Chicot County affair, and I ask the House now to listen to the exact 
language of the notice of contest in this case and the reply made to 
it by the contestee. I quote from the notice, page 2: 

2. And for the further reason that you sent one Richard A. Dawson from Pine 
Bluff to Chicot County, one of the counties of said second congressional 
on Wednesday before the election aforesaid, with (ha posters to put up in sai 
county, and with tickets announcing one John A. Williams as the republican nom- 
inee for Congress from the said second congressional district, asking all good re 
2 to support him, by Which 1.500 voters in said county were confused and 

d not vote in said election, who otherwise would have voted for me ; all of which 
will be proven. x 

The Shange is direct that he sent Richard A. Dawson tọ Chicot 
Connty on the errand stated. What is the answer he makes to that? 
He passes over the entire charge that he sent Dawson there with the 
posters without a denial, and comes to the allegation as to the e 
the posters had upon the voters. He uses the following languagé in 
reply to this explicit charge: 

a 
out by mie that 1.500 who would hive VOIRA for yon, dia not ote ot ll, ia DOIDA 
What is untrue? The charge that these vote:s wore confused ty 
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the proclamation sent by thecontestee, and that 1,500 who would have 
voted for the contestant did not vote at all. He denies the result 
merely, but not that he sent Dawson there. He is charged with hay- 
ing sent Richard A. Dawson with the posters. He at no time denied 
that till he denied it here on the floor of the House to-day. 

Now, what is the testimony outside his admission tending to con- 
nect the contestee himself with that affair? The testimony shows 
the bills were poe at the democratic printing office, the Pine 
Bluff Press. There is another printing office there, that of the Jef- 
ferson Republican. These bills were ted at the democratic office 
and there was put at the bottom of them“ ublican print”—a 
fraud and a lie upon its face. That was intended to deceive the voters 
of Chicot County. It had that effect. They accomplished in that 
way all they intended to accomplish. That is fraud No. 1, 

. King White, a friend and ardent supporter of the contestee, got 
those posters printed. Who took them from that printing office? 
One Sam. Ryan, another friend of the contestee. e took them to 
the Pine Bluff hotel. The contestee does not live in that town. He 
lives some sixty miles away. They were taken to the hotel where 
the contestee was stopping; taken to a room. The witness says he 
does not remember what room it was nor what room the contestee 
was oceupying. The next thing we hear of those posters they were 
posted up in Chicot County. But prior to that, on the morning after 
they were printed, Dawson was seen standing at the depot talking 
with W. F. Slemons, the contestee. 

That was early in the morning. It is not shown that Slemons had 
any other business in the city that night, or any other business at the 
depot that morning, except to give instructions to the men who were 
having these fraudulent posters Le ero for Chicot County. Now, 
I submit that when you prove that these were printed at the request 
of an ardent supporter of the contestee, that the contestee was there 
when they were printed, that he was in the printing office about the 
time they were printed, that they were taken to the hotel where he 
was stopping, and that he was talking . at the depot with 
the man who posted them up in Chicot County at the very moment 
he was starting on his di mission, that the announcement 
contained in the caused confusion in the minds of the voters, 
it is too late for men in this House to express any doubt that Slemons 
himself was a to the transaction. 

In the notice of contest the contestant charges this fraud directly 
upon the contestee. How does he reply? He simply denies that con- 
fusion resulted from it. Take that testimony, piled tome upon tome, 
and you cannot resist the conclusion that contestee himself procured 
it to be done. If I had a man before a jury charged with larceny or 
any other crime, and had that kind of circumstantial testimony and 
that kind of admission from the prisoner himself, I would send him to 
the itentiary ; and I doubt not that in the State of Arkansas he 
could be hung upon such testimony, if the offense were capital. 

The democratic party is called upon to purge itself of this charge 
that it is favoring bulldozing and all kinds of intimidation in districts 
where they cannot vey elections by fair votes. Here is an excellent 
opportunity to do it. I say to the democratic party of this country 

they cannot afford to a ch of that kind supported by 
such testimony as has been adduced in this case. The way to purge 
that party of the impression that obtains in States that are not demo- 
cratic that they are in favor of bulldozing and fraudulent practices 
at the polls, is to place their sovereign feet on such transactions and 
to uy to the people: “ Whenever a case comes before us tinctured by 
fraud, intimidation, and corruption, as in this case, 12 shall by our 
votes have the right to try the case over again and say whom you 
desire to represent you.“ 

Now, what was the effect of this in Chicot County? The testimony 
clearly shows that the announcement of this man Williams as a can- 
didate for Congress did have the effect of so confusing the voters of 
that county that they did not know what the truth was, and staid 


away from the polls. 

Mr. MANNING. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANNING. Do I now understand the gentleman to be ander- 
taking to make the impression upon this House that that “trick” of 
which he is speaking was not denounced promptlyin Chicot County 
as a fraud? he not know that two of contestant’s witnesses 
stated that it was denounced as a trick, and that it was actually used 
to benefit the contestant and to prejudice the contestee? I put it to 
him to answer. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will answer you—— 

Mr. MANNING. I put it to him to answer whether the testimony 
in this case does not show that the contestant and not the contestee 
was the beneficiary of this trick in some degree, if not to entirely 
overcome the ot ed? 

. WEAVER. I undertake to say that the testimony does not 


show any such + 
Mr. MANNING. I undertook to say—— 
Mr. WEAVER. I cannot yield for an 


t. 
Mr. MANNING. I differ with you on aquestion uestion of fact, and I want 
to state it. 
Mr. WEAVER. Very well. 
Mr. MANNING. I say that this report is signed by all the members 
of the Committee on Elections with a single exception, by all so far 


as the democrats are concerned, and also si 
E. OVERTON, jr., W. A. FIELD, J. WARREN 
with this statement : 

We concur in the conclusions of law above set forth, 
as to the right of the aliting mambar to held his sent. d poten A 

The report signed by these gentlemen states the fact that there 
were two witnesses who testified in behalf of contestant to the effect 
that the trick in Chicot County which the gentleman denounces was 
turned to the advantage of the contestant. 

Mr. WEAVER. Now let me say this in reply: In the first place I 
am not responsible for the action of the republican members of that 
committee. As the old woman said when the parrot flew into the 
church and began to damn the whole con tion, “You must not 
damn me; I do not belong to this denomination.” But I will sa: 
this: that there is not one word in their concurring opinion whic 
says that they concur in any statement of fact on the part of the 
majority of the committee. 

e testimony shows that in one township H. W. Graves denied 
that John A. Williams was a candidate, and pronounced the posters 
as fraudulent. In that township there was a fair vote and John M. 
Bradley received all the republican votes of the township. But the 
posters were scattered throughont the county, and the denial did not 
reach the entire voting population. Even in that township there 
were 100 voters who did not attend the election in consequence of 
those rs. They were confused. They were ignorant colored 
men. ey loved John A. Williams; he was their best friend when 
they needed a friend; and they thought that if Williams was a candi- 
date they ought not to vote against him. It was suggested to some 
of them that he was not a candidate. “ Well,” they said, “we do not 
know what is the truth abont it and we will stay away from the polls.” 
They did away; and the effect was the return of William F. 
Slemons to the Forty-sixth Congress. I saythat this House ought 
not to sanction anything of that kind. 

But it is asked how could this result to the benefit of the contest- 
ant? I will es plets that. [To Mr. Bradley.] How many votes did 
you receive in the county of Chicot? 

Mr. BRADLEY. Two hundred and thirty-six. 

Mr. WEAVER. Two hundred and thirty-six votes, while the tes- | 
timony is that upon a fair vote in that county there were 1,800 repub- 
lican and mback votes. Now it is a little remarkable that the 
contestant should get but 236 of those 1,800 votes. Mr. Williams re- 
ceived some 90 votes, when he was not a candidate at all, as the result 
of the fraudulent announcement of his candidacy. I say that upon 
every Lapeer te of equity the election in that county and in Jefferson 
County and in Hempstead County should be declared null and void. 
In a case like this where there is extreme doubt as to whether there 
was a fair election you should send the _— back to the people. 
Let them try again and hold an honest election there. 

I call upon my democratic friends representing southern districts 
to join me in vindicating your party and the sacred character of the 
ballot. Iam not asking anything unreasonable. I do not ask that 
Mr. Bradley shall be declared elected. From the testimony I do not 
know whether he was elected or not. I do know, however, that if a 
fair election had been held in that district a very different result 
would have been reached from that which was declared. I do not 
know whether Mr. Slemons was honestly elected or not; nor do you. 
No man living can stand here and say that he was et and hon- 
estly elected. The claim is that Mr. Bradley was swindled out of 
1 505 votes and more in Chicot County votes which he ought to have 
received if a fair election had been held; that he was deprived of 
more than 2,000 votes in Jefferson County which he onght to have 
received and in fact did receive, but which through fraud were not 
counted for him; that he was cheated out of 700 votes in Hempstead 
County; that he was cheated out of other votes which were cast for 
him but never counted. 

I must say plainly that in view of the facts of this case, in view of 
the overwhelming testimony of wrong, intimidation, and bulldozing 
in that district, I am astonished that my republican colleagues on 
the committee ever signed the majority report. I say that an expla- 
nation is due from them to this House and to the country. : 
I did not expect to speak at all on this case and would not have 
done so had not the contestant himself grown so hoarse that he could 
not I stand here eos neither the democratic party 
nor the republican party. I stand here representing a new party 
the national greenback party, one of whose cardinal 5 is that 
we shall have free and fair elections North and South; that we shall 
have neither bulldozing at the polls by the shot-gun nor bulldozing 
in the North by the intimidation of the poor and the lowly in work- 
shops, factories, and mines. We stand here to-day claiming that 
without re to wealth, without regard to “ respectability” even, 
it is the rigbt of every American citizen who has not been disfran- 
chised for crime to cast his vote untrammeled, without fear, favor, or 
intimidation, and that when his ballot has been once honestly cast 
the whole power of the Government should be pisiga to see it fair} 
counted. Eayplause.} This is the position of the party to whieh 
belong. 

Our, of the greatest dangers that to-day threatens the Republic is 
the hatred existing not between individual members of different par- 
ties but between party organizations divided by sectional lines. I 
ask gentlemen of this House to join me in rising to the high plane of 


by W. H. CALKINS, 
Jonx H. CAMP, 


1880. 


\ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1977 


guaranteeing — and exact justice and a free ballot to all men, no 


matter with w party they may affiliate. Do this and you will 
have done all that is n to convince the patriotic people in 
this country that you intend a fair, free, im ial election wherever 
the flag waves. You ought to do this. The rights of William F. 
Slemons or of John M. Bradley are comparatively insignificant when 
weighed alongside the right of the American le to have free, 
untrammeled, and honest elections. The Republic is gone whenever 
the purity of the ballot-box is overthrown. this nation of ours, if 
its Constitution, resis on anything whatever, it is upon a free and 
untrammeled ballot, a fair election, and a fair count. And we give 

‘ou notice now on all sides of this House to-day, as we enter into 
the contest of 1480, let the people choose whether this shall remain 
a republic, or become an empire or an aristocracy, we intend to have 
a fair election. We will have it by any means that God and nature 
have placed in our hands, and the way to have it is for all parties to 

t themselves on their good behavior, and commence now, this day, 

y saying theelection in the second congressional district of Arkansas 
shall be declared null and void, and the people of that district, as a 
test case, as an earnest of what we intend to do in the future—that 
the pops of that district shall have the right this fall to say who 
shall represent them in the Forty-sixth Congress. 

I did not expect to make a speech. I make this appeal not as a par- 
tisan; I make it, if I know what it is to rise to the altitude of a 

ot, I make it in the feeling and in the spirit, not of a partisan, 
ut asa well-wisher of my country. If in talking it has become 
necessary to use the name of ay party harshly, remember I do not 
charge it upon the party as such. Butifit should become the act of the 
party through their indorsement in this Honse, then it will become a 
r aaen 1 I now yield the floor. 
. MANNING. One single moment on the issue of fact between 
the gentleman and myself. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. MANNING. I was not one of the sub-committee charged with 
the investigation of this case, and I do not deem it important I should 
enter into the discussion of its merits. As remarked by the contes' 
the committee making the report, the sub-committee of the gen: 
committee, is abundantly able to take care of itself both as to legal 
questions and the facts which have been developed. 

But 3 the progress of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Iowa, with the report in my hand, I was rised to hear him state, 
so broadly as it was his pleasure to do, that this “trick,” which was 
perpetrated by a friend of the contestee in the county of Chicot, had 
the effect of confusing the voters in that county, and that its effect 
solely was to d contestant, and that the contestee was the 
beneficiary. I an extract from that in which it is stated 
that it was denounced as a fraud, and two of the contestant’s wit- 
nesses stated it was so used as to advance the interest of the con- 

. testant. I made the issue with the gentleman, I hold now, obtained 
in the brief moments since the issue was joined between the gentle- 
man and myself, the testimony, the name of the witness, and the full 
details of that matter, so far as the witness deposing could give 
them. The gentleman was quite bold, he was prones ang he wore 
a triumphant air when he accepted the challenge I submitted to him, 
and he reasserted that there was no testimony in this case showing 
this matter had been turned to the advan of thecontestant. See 
how a plain statement of the case will set him down, I read on page 
43 of the printed testimony from the deposition of H. W. Graves: 

22. 8 if know, whether or not there were any votes 
for John cena akthe seosinel cies res ccseee tee Me Aas at fiese enay 
1878; and, if so, how many? 

It will be remembered by the House, John A. Williams was the 
man who was presented to the people of Chicot County as the can- 
didate of the republican party for Congress. His name was used 
without authority, and it was charged that it was a fraud, an imposi- 
tion upon the voters of that county. This witness, Graves, answered 
that interrogatory : 

Answer. I think there were none cast. I asserted that I believed that the post- 

John A. W. 


heard from him and members of our county central commi 
of penpan as any; there were more votes cast for John M. Bradley 

that precinct any other precinct in the county. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to interrog- 
atory 19 and the answer on page 45. 

Mr. MANNING. I am coming to that. I have had the time only 
to take a hop, skip, 2 over the testimony, but I have had time 
sufficient to enable me, | think, to set the gentleman down upon the 
issue which he joined with me. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let me ask are you through, as I have not yet 
concluded. : 

Mr. MANNING. I beg a thousand pardons. I thought you had 
concluded your 

Mr. CALKINS. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to answer the gentleman’s questions. 
3 MANNING. Then wait a moment, and I will conclude what I 

Ve to say. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
* is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. G. If the Speaker pleases, I want but a single mo- 


ment to set myself right in this connection. 


Mr. WEAVER. And Isuppose that I will have the right to answer. 

3 SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana has the 
r. 

Mr. CALKINS. At the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, to whom I will yield for a moment, I will resume 
the floor and then yield to the gentleman from Iowa, [ Mr. WEAVER. 

ina N pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi wi 

roceed. 

Mr. WEAVER. That is all right. 

Mr. MANNING. I desire now to read interrogatory 23 on page 43: 

Interrogatory 23. State whether or not the votes cast for John M. Bradley on 
hace 5 were cast by republican voters, and was the usual number of republican 
vor . 

Answer. I think that all the votes he received at that precinct were from repub- 
licans. The usual number of republican votes was not cast. 

Now, on page 45, if the gentleman from Iowa desires to follow me 
in this reference to the testimony, I will read interrogatory 19: 

Int. 19. Was the mere assertion on your part that the circulation of tickets with 
the name of Jobn A. Williams upon them was in your opinion a put-up job to de- 
feat Bradley, sufficient to do away with all the influence of the posters and tickets 
es ae map VA d the views of other prominent blicans, thi 

y ideas and the views T p repu! © re- 
mblicans there general) thatthe ted poster was a trick, and there was 
p general —— e paths Pa tue woul vote for Bradley. 

Now, if you please, interrogatory 31, on the same page. 

Int. 31. Did your explanation have an influence in favor of Colonel Slemons or 
in favor of Colonel Bradley ? 

My friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] understands the witness to 
say—and asks us to adopt that construction—that had the effect of 
giving votes for Mr. Slemons and not for Mr. Bradley; but the wit- 
ness declares : 

A. I don't think m; lanation hel; Slemons, some votes - 
ley. My intention as te help Baa papis PETEN, 

Now, that is as far as I have had the time to give to this evidence 
since I interrupted the gentleman to propound my question. I leave 
it for this House to determine whether I have authority for insisting 
he was Wepre the case when he said it was not promptly de- 
nounced as a frau 

Mr. WEAVER. Ey whom? 

Mr. MANNING. By the man from whose testimony I have been 
2715 0 It was also so stated by Bradley’s son, and if you will look 
at the index oe will see the where testimony is to be found.. 
I submit to House whether it is not going very far for the gentle- 
man to insist that the trick 1 all the republicans away from Mr. 
Bradley and into the hands of Mr. Slemons in Chicot County. 

Mr. CALKINS. 2 now to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WEAVER. Speaker, there are over nine thousand square 
miles in Chicot County. There is not a railroad through portion 
of it. The announcement it is claimed of the candidacy of Mr. Will- 
iams by these posters had the effect of confusing the voters. Thatis 
the charge which I made and the testimony shows it. Let me read: 


u 
county, where — 


time. 
Answer. The ited led to and were the means of k A 
great many 8 9 8 r 
That is what the testimony shows in regard to confusion. 
Mr. MANNING. What t page 7 
Mr. WEAVER. Fago You took good care not to read that. 
Mr. MANNING. as there not proof to show what I said? I 
never intimated, and the gentleman could not have understood me to- 


say 80. $ 
her. WEAVER. Irefer to the reporter’s notes whether the testi- 
mony did not establish that and I answered it did not. 

Mr. MANNING. Ichal e gentleman to pause in his remarks. 
and let the Ae et notes , and it will be found I put the 
question whether there were not two witnesses who stated that. 

Mr. WEAVER. There were two witnesses, but the gentleman seems 
to think the House relied on his witnesses and did not take the wit- 
nesses of the contestant into account. 

But the testimony here shows that confusion followed the pretended 
candidature of John A. Williams. The gentleman does not deny that. 

Now, there is the explanatory testimony of Mr. Graves that in the 
township where he pik er ipa the frauds the effect of the 


tleman to be fair enough to 
have adverted were the wit- 
nesses on whom he relied. 


Mr. WEAVER. But the witnesses the gentleman adverted to re- 
ferred to the township where the were contradicted and not 
to the county in general. You [addressing Mr. MANNING] sought to- 
set me down. That sets you down completely. 

Mr. MANNING, Nosuchthing. Iam paa the gentleman is bos; al 
ning to accept what I stated. If he will but improve a little further 
I would have no issue with him. 

Mr. WEAVER. If the 


j is a complete answer to the 
position of the tleman from Mississippi that it is shown by the 
. circulars turned to the advantage of Mr. Bradley. 
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2 the face of it that is absurd. In a county where there are 
1, republican vo and only 300 votes went for Bradley, to say 
that this fraudulent announcement printed at the democratic ene 
office, with a false imprint, sent out at the dead hour of night, 80 

clandestinely into the county by the contestee—that that resulted to 
the benefit of the contestant, surely nobody will believe that. I think 
it will be im ble for this House on asolemn vote to say that there 
is not sufficient doubt clinging about that election to warrant this 
House in unseating the contestee and in declaring the election void. 

Mr. CALKINS. Inasmuch as my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER | 
has called upon republican members of the committee to make some 
explanation as to how they came to sign this majority re and be- 
ing the only republican member of the sub-committee before whom 
this case was heard, I respond at once and think I shall be able to con- 
vince even him that the conclusion I came to from the law and the 
facts is well grounded, and that he is mistaken. 

Mr. Speaker, in election cases where the title to the office is being 
tried as well as the interests of the people whom the particular per- 
son at that time represents, and the case is undergoing judicial inves- 
tigation, it is no time for partisanship, it is no time to indulge in the 
thought or the expression as to who is the republican, who is the 
democrat, or who is the greenbacker. These considerations I have 
attempted, ever since I began serving upon the Committee on Elec- 
tions, to put under my feet; and it pokes no difference to me what the 
politics of any litigant or of any person appearing before that com- 
mittee may be. tever the law is as applicable to the factsin each 
case Is try as an humble member of that committee to apply them 
and arrive at a just determination. And I have no doubt the same 
motive actuates all the members of the committee. 

Leaving these general considerations and addressing myself for a 
very few minutes to the facts in this case, I beg leave to remind my 
friend that the e es in the notice of the contestant to the con- 
testee are unmistakably plain. The first one that I recollect of is— 
I do not state them in their order but as they come to my recollec- 
tion—that in the county of Jefferson so many Bradley votes were put 
into the ballot-box, and that he was defrauded on count of hi 
rightful vote as cast. That substantially is the charge. Now, what 
is the proof addressed to that c e? The proof is that some time 
in the afternoon on the day of election three or four thousand tickets 
with the contestee’s name printed upon them were stricken off at the 
printing office of one of contestee’s friends—the testimony as to the 
time ranges from one o’clock to dark of that day, there being a con- 
flict of testimony on that point. Upon the proof of that fact, Mr. 
Speaker, we are asked to find that tickets fraudulently went 
into the ballot-boxes before or after the election closed. Althongh 
the contents of the ballot-boxes were then accessible to the contest- 
ant, nota 3 one of them was examined. They were all within 
his reach. Now, can I find as a judge or juror that because on the 
afternoon of the ie of election these tickets were printed they fraudu- 
lently went into the ballot-box and the contestant was thereby de- 
feated? This is an illustration of one of the points in this case and 
a fair sample of the disconnected way in which the case was presented 
to the committee and is now presented to the House. 

Next, there is another e that in Hempstead County, by mur- 
der, fraud, intimidation, and the destruction of ballot-boxes, the con- 
testant was defranded of a certain number of votes. What is the 
proof? It is in evidence how many votes were polled at each of these 
townships. Now count for the contestant all the votes shown in the 
pot to have been cast for him, and 75 he lacks many hundreds of 

ving been elected. Aside from the destruction of one or two ballot- 
boxes and the unauthorized arrest of one deputy United States mar- 
shal, nothing else is shown to have occurred in this county. Isubmit 
the contestant cannot complain when we have given him all he claims 
at these polls. 

Then as to Chicot County. The committee, in their report, have 
already stated to the House that the circulation of the posters in that 
county was dishonorable—I believe that is the word used in the re- 
port—in which I heartily concur. But there must be some tangible 
evidence as to how those posters affected voters before you can act 
upon it. The evidence submitted in this county is simply the conclu- 
sions of certain witnesses. 

Take Jefferson County as an illustration. It is true that the con- 
testant put two or three men on the stand; Snyder was one of them, 
if I recollect rightly, and he says that the repu licans of that county 
had united with the greenbackers and were “ enthusiastic” for - 
ley. He says that he or a Mr. Rogers, I forget which, was chairman 
of the republican committee, and that they were all enthusiastic for 


ey. 

Another fact which was proven is that the republican vote of that 
county was about 4,500. Now, on the proof of those two facts we are 
asked to find that 4,500 republican voters actually voted, and voted 
for Bradley, and a number of these votes were in some way 
counted out or fraudulently cor ae of. Now, I cannot find that to 
be true, because there is no s ient proof of it. 

Mr. WEAVER. There was proof as to four townships. 

Mr. CALKINS. Well, give the contestant all the votes proved to 
have been polled for him in the four townships, together with all 
other votes claimed and proven elsewhere and yet he lacks nearly 
1,000 of being elected; something like 800, I believe. 

One other word. I have no sympathy at all with any evil prac- 
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tices, intimidation, frand, murder, or anything of that kind practiced 
on voters, either in Arkansas or anywhere else. Wherever those 

tices are shown to exist or whenever they occur I will denounce them, 
no matter in whose interest they may have been used. I have no 
sympathy at all with that sort of practice. But when yon presenta 
case to me to be tried, I must try it first upon the allegations of the 
declaration and answer and upon the proofs offered. You cannot 
take common history and general all over the country of these 
evil practices and mix them up with the facts, and then undertake 
to try a case on that basis! Therefore I say that no lawyer can scan 
the case presented here and come to any other conclusion than that 
arrived at by the committee. 

Now, my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] takes the other view. I 
do not doubt his honesty in the matter at all. He takes the view 
that if there is intimidation in a few places, say in three or four town- 
ships in acon ional district, which like this is composed of twenty 
counties, all the honest voters of the whole district must be deprived 
of representation on this floor until the case can be sent back to them 
and a new election held. 

Mr. WEAVER. No, I do not. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is the effect of the gentleman’s position. 
There is no proof here at all in regard to seventeen counties. There 
are but three counties in to which there is proof, Jefferson, 
Hempstead, and Chicot. The statement in re; to Jefferson County 
rests upon the proof I have stated, the general ideas of witnesses as to 
what they believe. Now, if we are to try cases upon evidence of that 
kind, we had better su © Greenleaf and Starkie, and adopt the 
8 of ee Derby, in his work entitled Phonisiana. His 

y started ont on a surveying expedition, and he supposed that 
5 8 87 “ chaining” the distance they traveled. He — surprised 
to find at night that the chain had been along. He then 
went to look at the “ go-it-omiter” to find out how far the man had 
traveled upon whom it was fastened, but the man had stopped at a 
drinking p and engaged in a dance and the “ go-it-omiter” regis- 
tered 80 ing like twenty or thirty miles. Regarding this infor- 
mation as wholly unreliable and not worthy to be noted in the scien- 
tific om ge to be made, he hit upon the novel plan of ascertaining 
accurate measurements by asking a passing omnibus driver how far 
it was back to the hotel from where the expedition had started that 
morning. 5 — being informed it was properly noted, and deemed 
entirely satisfactory. 

We had better supersede all rules of evidence and establish some 
such method as this, if we are to take what somebody believes, or 
what is generally believed, or generally understood, or generally sup- 
posed, and act ean that in determining judicial questions. 

Mr. FRYE. ill the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Indiana 
whether or not the evidence in this case satisfies him that there was 
a 4 and fair election in this district and a fair count of the votes 
cast 


Mr. CALKINS. In the first place, there is no evidence at all as to 
seventeen counties. The district is com of twenty counties, and 
as to seventeen of them there is no controversy. In but three coun- 
ties was there any 8 taken, and in rd to those three 
counties, except ibly in Chicot, I have no doubt that the election 
was as fair and ing now outside of the record, as we gen- 
ay understand elections are in the South. [Great laughter on the 
republican side.] Speaking from the ir Fere] in the case, I wish to 


assure the gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE ] that, if there was in 
those three counties any general system of bulldozing or intimidation, 
it is not shown in the testimony. In four townships some suspicion 
of that kind is very strongly raised; but in the others it is not. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it at all to the sitting member, who wrote 
that answer to the contestant? 

Mr. CALKINS. There is an entire absence of testimony on that 

int. There is no evidence connecting the contestee with intimida- 

ions or what is usually designated “ bulldozing.” 

Mr. FRYE. Was the circular which was sent out traced to him ? 

Mr. CALKINS. It is claimed on the one hand that it was, and is 
denied on the other, 

Mr. FRYE. What is your opinion? 

Mr. CALKINS. If you want to know what I think about it. 

Mr. FRYE. I do. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will say that if I were acting in the capacity of 
a judge in the trial of a civil cause, and this evidence was before me 
just as it now stands, I should be inclined to find that the preponder- 
ance of the evidence on that subject is eg the contestee; but in 
a criminal cause I should be perfectly willing to give him the benefit 
of the doubt and acquit him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman has satisfied me that I ought to vote 
for the resolution of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CALKINS. I am quite sorry for that, because the gentleman 
ought always to vote right. 

yield to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. KEIFER. ] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy but a few moments in 
the consideration of this case. It was not my purpose to say a word 
upon it. With a great deal of reluctance I came to the conclusion 
that the sitting member, Mr. Slemons, upon the testimony found in 
the record, was entitled to hold his seat in this House. I came to that 
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conclusion following the precedents which make the law for the gov- 
ernment of this y- 7 
There are many things in and about this case notin the resord, 
and there are some things thrown into the record which excite a very 
considerable amount of suspicion that the contestee was not entirely 
free from very bad conduct in the course of the election in his district 
in 1878. But,Mr. er, one thing is true and upon that my distin- 
guished friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] will with me—that 
the testimony here which attacks a portion of the majority of the 
contestee obtained in that election is insufficient to overthrow his 
entire majority. ay 
In all kindness to the gentleman from Iowa, without desiring to 
detract at all from the glory he may take in b ott to assume 
here to be the champion of free elections, let me say that in his report 
he did not find that any such thing had happened as would suffice to 
overthrow the entire majority returned for the sitting member. The 
tleman’s very short report is not quite up to his boldness on the 
oor of the House, for it simply su that there may be something 
in this case tending to show that Mr. Slemons was not elected. Inthe 
discharge of our duty here toward a fellow-member, are we called 
upon on such a finding as that to onst the sitting member? I wish 
to observe here that I do not deny the right of the House to reject 
the entire vote of a voting precinct where it is shown that intimi- 


dation, fraud, or bribery so far entered into the election as to render | ti 


it impossible to eliminate it from the honest vote cast. But in such 
case the unlawful means used in a particular voting place would not 
vitiate the election held in other reap, MeS in the district. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one question which may arise, and doubtless 
has arisen, in the minds of many gentlemen around me. Suppose it 
appears by the proof that the sitting member's majority as returned 
is 2,827 ; suppose it ap that of this majority 2,000 votes were 
obtained through intimidation, fraud, or other improper means; sup- 
pose it appears that these 2,000 votes onght to be struck off of the 
contestee’s majority, because the proof shows that he was guilty of 
fraud and violence; suppose his majority is thus reduced to about 
800. Now, are we upon that sort of finding called upon to say that 
this gentleman was not elected. Let it be understood that we give 
to the contestant the benefit of every claim, every shadow of claim, 
that he submits; yet in the case I put it leaves the contestee with a 
majority of 800 unattacked. Upon such a case are yon prepared to 
find that the contestee, as a matter of law, was not elected? That 
would be equivalent to saying that because he claims 2, 800 majority 
and was entitled to claim only 800, therefore he is not elected at all. 
This is a proposition which the —— from Iowa does not meet 
and cannot meet. In his report he does not undertake to say that the 
majority of the contestee was overcome. He does suggest that if the 
House would find certain things which he does not undertake to say 
were proved by the evidence, then he is in favor of the resolution 
which he submits. The gentleman was a member of the sub-com- 
mittee that examined this case, and if he had been able to point the 
committee or the House to any evidence showing that the majority 
of the contestee was overcome by reason of improper conduct on his 
part or on the part of his ee. friends, I would have been will- 
ing to respond to his appe to vindicate the purity of the ballot-box. 
I would not draw fine legal distinctions to save the contestee or any 
person who might be guilty of polluting the ballot-box. But the 
gentleman does not make such a case. In his report he utterly fails 
to do so. 

Now let us go one step further. If the case which I put be true— 
that the contestee has an untainted, unpolluted majority of 800—are 
we to declare the seat vacant because he has been guilty of intimida- 
tion oy fraud in the course of that election? 

Mr. HAZELTON. I would like to ask the gentleman how the ag- 
gregate number of votes as counted compares with the census or 
registry of voters? 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam unable to answer that question; there may be 
other gentlemen who can answer it. 

Mr.CALKINS. There was a very light vote throughout the district. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention again 
to this proposition whether it is within the power of the House, prop- 
erly exercised, to say to a man who has been guilty of fraud in the 
conduct of his election which did not affect the result of the elec- 
tion, whether it is in the constitutional power of Con to de- 
clare the election was void. I undertake to say, Mr, Speaker, in the 
hundred years of our constitutional history, you cannot find a case 
where that position has been taken. I have examined the strongest 
case e pa iņ the history of the country, the case of Abbott vs. 
Frost, which arose in the State of Massachusetts, on which the com- 
mittee reported, and the House stood by the report, and held where 
the charge was one of bri by one of the parties, and they could 
purge and purify the ballot-box by throwing out the bribed votes, 
that it was the duty of the House to do it. We have the more recent 
case of Platt against Goode, from Virginia, where the minority of 
the committee reported to the Forty-fourth Congress in favor of the 
sitting member, and reported that there had been bribery at a certain 
place, I think in Norfolk, Virginia, and they held it was their duty to 
come forward and pu that election of all bribery and count the 
unbribed votes. A different rule, Mr. Speaker, is claimed to exist in 


ie SAE ; 
„BAKER. I have some familiarity with the two cases alluded 


da oral SCRA from Ohio, and I ask him to yield to me for a 
moment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly; but do not make a speech. If you wish 
to contradict this I will hear it. 0 

Mr. BAKER. The question I wanted to submit was this: Whether, 


in either of those cases, there was any evidence adduced or any fact 
found by the committee that connected the N member, or the 
member who was agp. ay entitled to the seat, with the fraud which 
was fonnd to exist in the election; and whether or not the gentle- 
man can point out a case where the party who claimed to be entitled 
to a seat upon the floor of this House is connected with fraud, you 
are to carefully tear off the fraud, so far as you can discover it, on the 
ser Heo he has done nothing but what you have been able to un- 
earth? The rule is, where a man elaims to be entitled to a seat on 
the floor of the House and has been connected with fraud, he is the 
man who is to come forward and show that all the votes he claims 
are fair and honest. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to a question, but I do object 
toaspeech. I take it the gentleman’s position would be this, if he 
means to take any position at all, and I it as an illustration, and 
that is in the case the return of a majority for a man was 3,000, and 
it was shown the man had bribed three voters only, then the burden 
was upon him to prove he waselected. That is the gentleman’s posi- 


on. 
Now, take the first case, of Abbott against Frost, where the com- 
mittee, without deciding whether or not the sitting member had been 
shown to have been guilty of bribery, but going on to state the law, 
say that the votes are to be thrown ont, not that the sitting member 
is to be ousted from his seat; not that, but they say that ballots ob- 
tained throngh bribery ought to be disregard: to quote: 

To count them in a general canvass is to place them on the same footing with 
the votes PF To seat a member upon 
majorities obtained through such influences is to defeat the proper object for which 
the statate was created. 

No, Mr. S er, the language here is “to seat a member upon 
majorities obtained through such influences.“ That leaves out of 
view the question, where a member does not obtain his 3 
through such means are we to say we would not seat him? If 
understand the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, it is to 
the effect that where a man has been guilty of bribery which does 
not affect the majority we are to resort to an absurdity and to stultify 
ourselves by saying still the man was not elected. It is a question 
of election, Mr. Speaker, we are trying now. We are inquiring as to 
the fact of election, not the fitness of a member to his seat. 

Just one word further. It may oceur to gentlemen that there 
would be some remedy for a case where a man has been guilty of 
fraud or violence, intimidation, bribery, or whatever else you choose 
to call it, and pat that means does not secure his seat, but through 
that means taints himself and renders himself impure and unfit to 
hold a seat on this floor. If a case can be made—and I am not re- 
quired to find that for the present—if a case is made inst the sit- 
ting member, and it is shown he was guilty of gross fraud and violence 
or of bribery or anything of that kind, the Constitution of the United 
States has probably pointed out to us our only remedy, and that is 
by expulsion. 

It is said that in England they hold to the rule that where it is 
found a man has been guilty of bribery in his election to a seat in 
the House of Commons the election must be declared void, although 
the bribery did not affect the result, or, in other words, did not pro- 
duce his majority. Ido not think from an examination of par 
mentary authorities that will be found to be true even in that country ; 
but if it is, it is a rule which has grown up there where they have 
no written constitution to guide them in such cases. Then the rule 
might obtain in that country upon the theory that the man was 
elected, but still is unworthy to hold a seat, and, therefore, by means 
of an election contest he should be expelled. What we deal with 
here is a pure matter of election contest, and it is unfair to the sit- 
ting member to treat him as though he were on trial, with a view to 
his expulsion, when he should be entitled to a trial in a wholly dif- 
ferent way for an offense which would justify hisexpulsion. In such 
ease before he loses his seat here there must be a two-thirds vote 
against him, as provided in the fifth section, article 1, of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

I do not find from the testimony in this case that Mr. Slemons has 
secured a jority of the votes for him by any of the means it is said 
were reso: to by him and his friends; and I undertake to say that 
no member of the committee found any such Meee h I do undertake 
to say, though, Mr. Speaker, that the majority of the committee— 
those that signed the report proper withont any qualification—did 
give to the contestant all that he could claim er his testimony, 
and then they found that if they did give him all the votes which he 
claimed be would still be defeated by over 800 majority. It is fair te 
say for the committee that they did not absolutely reject the testi- 
mony that was taken out of rule and out of time under the law. 
They did not reject that testimony, but they considered it in cutting’ 
down the returned majority from 2,800 votes to about 800. For my 
own part I wish to say that under all the circumstances I was in fa- 
yor of considering that testimony, and it resulted in the enfire testi- 
mooy being considered by the whole committee, as will appear by 
looking at page 17 of the report. 
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Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? I understand that his argument is based upon this proposition 
and I wish to ask whether he is willing to state that this proposition 
is applicable to all such cases, namely : if there was intimidation and 
frand. in the election, it must nevertheless be shown affirmatively by 
competent evidence that enough votes were changed to affect the result. 

Mr. KEIFER. Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof. 

Mr. BOWMAN. But I wish to understand the gentleman’s prop- 
osition. If I have understood his argument it is that no matter if 
there was intimidation and violence in the election, that unless you 
can identify the votes cast under intimidation and unless you prove 
that the result of the election was changed by these frauds it must 
stand as a valid election. : 

Mr. KEIFER. No, sir; I stated no such proposition. I submitted 
no general proposition of that kind. I did say that if the proof 
showed, after giving to the contestant everything he claimed on every 
hand and every vote he could claim was affected by his testimony, 
and then it appeared that the sitting member still had an untainted 
majority outside of that, it was not our duty—nay, our right—to 
vote the sitting member out of his seat. Now, if you undertake to 
infer a different proposition from what I have said, and state it as 
the distinguished gentleman has stated it, then I do not indorse it. 
I do not claim it is necessary to deal with anything beyond the tes- 
timony in this case. If from all the testimony in this case it is clear 
that the sitting member had an untainted majority, it is not our duty 
to oust him from his seat. I do regard it as absurd in the highest 
de to say that a man has a majority rejecting everything to 
which he is not entitled, and yet at the same time resolve that that 
man was not elected, I say that is al le 

As my colleague [Mr. Camp] states here on my right, if he has com- 
mitted that sort of flagrant crime which renders him unfit to hold a 
seat in this body, then the question may come up on a motion for 
expulsion under the Constitution of the United States. One tle- 
man asks if a man is responsible for the deeds of his p uring 
elections I suppose he means. To a certain extent he is; but if we 
are trying to see if he is guilty of the crimes which would render him 
unfit to hold a seat here as a member of this body, then we should 
have to go still further and prove by clear and satisfactory evidence 


that he was himself izant of the crimes which had been com- 
mitted by his friends. Otherwise we cannot hold him responsible at 
all for it. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] desires a moment’s time 


and I am willing to yield to him now. 

Mr. SAWYER. I believe I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WEAVER. I only want a moment to reply to some remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am unwilling to yield to the gentleman any 
longer. You said you only wan ten minutes before and occupi 
nearly an bour. I yielded then upon the understanding that you 
were to k ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. VER. I did not occupy an hour. 
$ Mr. SAWYER. I think the gentleman occupied nearly or fully an 

our. 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire now but a very short time, and besides I 
have the right to nergy a reasonable time on this matter and in this 
connection. I would like to ask the gentleman if he is opposed to 
having full and fair discussion of this case? 

Mr. SAWYER. No, sir; Iam not. That is just what I want. 

3 Then, why do you object to allowing free debate 
upon it 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam not dis to cut off debate. I only sug- 
gested the tleman has y occupied an hour. 

Mr, WEAVER. I would like to ask the Speaker who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the 1 from Iowa will indicate how 
much time he wants, I will yield to him for a while. 

Mr. WEAVER. No,sir; I will not accept it out of your time; but 
I will out of the time of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. The time was yielded to me by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. CALKINS. ] 

Mr. HAYES. The hour of the gentleman from Indiana has expired. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore, (Mr. Cox.) The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER] will proceed in the time of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. SAWYER. | 

Mr. WEAVER. I will not take it out of his time. I propose to 
speak in the time of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER a tempore. The gentleman from Indiana yielded 
the floor absolutely. 

Mr. MANNING. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SAWYER] has 
yielded ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. If he is now per- 
mitted to go on, we will =n some headway. 

Mr. SA R. I desire to know whether when I yielded before to 
the gentleman from Iowa the time he occupied was taken from the 
time I was entitled to? 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly not. I spoke in my own right. 

The SPEAKER 45 tempore. The gentleman from Missouri is en- 
titled to one hour, being in charge of the majority report. The Chair 
has ized him. Does he yield to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. VER. The time I occupied before was not taken from 


the time of the gentleman from Missouri. 


The SPEAKER pro tem Of course not, 

Mr. SAWYER. Then I yield to the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. WEAVER, I wish to say a word or two in reply to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] and the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
KEWER.) The gentleman from Ohio says that with a great deal of 
reluctance he signed this majority report. Now, I want to know why 
he was reluctant to sign it? Ifit was plain to the gentleman then as 
it is now that the contestee is entitled to his seat, should he not have 
signed that report not only without reluctance but with cheerfulness ? 
I am of opinion that the reluctance was occasioned by the startling 
facts that I have alluded to, which have not been denied and will not 
be denied on this floor by any one; that in Jefferson County the con- 
testant was deprived of the votes of four townships; in one township 
by a masked mob; in another by the ballot-box being thrown away ; 
in another no return was ever made; and in still another by no re- 
turn being made. 

I do not ask that you shall give to the contestant the votes which 
those townships would have cast for himif there had been a fair elec- 
tion. What I claim is this, that the evidence establishes in the mind 
a moral conviction that the intimidation and frauds were so exten- 
sive in the three counties named as to make it reasonably certain that 
if a fair election had been held in those counties there would have 
been a different result. That is the position. Itis not fair to say, 
giving him all these votes the contestee still has 800 majority. The 
correct position is, give the contestant what he was fairly entitled to 
in those three counties and then the majority is completely overcome. 
I have not claimed that the contestant should be seated for that 
reason; but I say that the frand is so extensive as to vitiate the 
whole election. You cannot tell to what extent that frau went; 
you only know it was very extensive. The testimony of Mr. Rogers, 
who was formerly a member of this House, a respectable witness, 
and of Snyder, is to the effect that if there had been a fair election 
in Jefferson County there would have been at least 2,500 majority 
in that 2 for the contestant. That is the testimony of these 
wi both former members of this Honse, both residents for a 
quarter of a century of that State and of that congressional district. 

And the testimony in regard to Chicot County is that if there had 
been a fair election there, there would have been between 1,200 and 
1,500 majority for the contestant. In Hempstead County the facts are 
very like the other two counties. 

The point I make, and I make it squarely, is that the testimony is 
such as to convince the mind that there was no fair election in that 
district. It is not fair to say that in the other seventeen counties there 
was a fair election. The evidence is quiet as to that. But the testi- 
mony shows that in these three counties, if there had been a fair 
election, the contestant would have been chosen to this House. And 


the fraud having been so extensive, in defense of the dignity of this 
House and the purity of the ballot-box this election should be re- 
ferred again to the people in that co: ional district. 


The gentleman says there was a light vote in that district. Wh 
was that? The evidence shows there was such an amount of intimi- 
dation as would produce a light vote. That fact is confirmatory of 
my position, not contradictory of it in the least. 

I am very glad, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CALKINS] has referred to the ballots that were printed after four- 
o’clock at the Pine Bluff Press office. The law of Arkansas is that 
the polls shall close at sundown. The great preponderance of the 
testimony, as the gentleman from Indiana will admit, is to the effect 
that after dark, or about dark, after sundown, there were printed at 
the Pine Blaff Press office four thousand Slemons tickets. They were 


printed after the polls closed, and for a purpose. 
Mr. Sos oie Will my colleague — 55 me to interrupt him for 
a moment 


Mr. WEAVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALKINS. As tothe number of tickets and the time at which 
the tickets were printed, there is a conflict of testimony. 

Mr. WEAVER. I admit there is a conflict of testimony, but the 
8 preponderance of the testimony is in favorof what I have stated. 

e man Shave lf who struck off the tickets, the foreman of the office, 
I believe, testified that it was after dark and between five and six 
o'clock. That was the testimony of the man who printed the ee 
and who was a supporter of Mr. Slemons. That is his testimony an 
it will be taken as true. 

Now, what were those tickets printed for if they were not to be 
used at that election? What were they for? They were printed 
after the polls were legally closed. Take that circumstance in con- 
nection with the others; with the intimidation and destruction of 
the ballot-box in one township; with the want of returns from other 
townships; the masked mob; the fraud in Chieot County—take in 
connection with those facts, T say, the circumstance of the printing 
of that number of tickets after the polls were closed, and it makes 
assurance doubly sure that every kind of fraud was being practiced 
there to an extent sufficient to vitiate this election. 

It is not the law that you must find there were sufficient voters 
intimidated——_ [Cries of “ Vote!” „Vote!“ AL er Gentlemen, 
you will not get me off my feet by crying “Vote!” “Vote!” When 
my time is out I will sit down, and not before. It may be unpleasant 
for you to hear what I have to say, but you shall hear it as long as I 
have the right to the floor. [Cries of “Go on!”] 

It is not the law, I say, that you must show sufficient fraud and 
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intimidation to overcome every vote of the majority of the contestee. 
If the testimony is such as to convince the mind that there was no 
fair and free election in that district, then the American Congress 
would be justified, not only by law but by precedent and by the moral 
convictions of the country, in a uestion shall be referred 
back to the voters of the district. would be no wrong result to 
the contestee to refer this question back to the electors of the district. 
Inow + ore the floor, , 
Mr. SINGLETON, of Mississippi. I trast the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. SAWYER] will give way to a motion to adjourn. [Cries of 


Vote!“ 1 
Mr. SAWYER. I am willing to conform to the wishes of the House 
in that 


Mr. MCLANE. The gentleman yields to me to move that the House 
now adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was taken by a viva voce vote. 

[Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote!”] 

Mr. McLANE. I will withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ATHERTON. I renew the motion. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is perfectly immaterial to me whether the House 
EEE now or not. 

r. EON How long does the gentleman expect to occupy 
the floor 

Mr. SAWYER. Perhaps twenty minutes. 

Mr. ATHERTON, Iwill not insist on the motion. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman will yield to me I will move that 
the House now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have said it is perfectly immaterial to me; I 
willing to yield to the pleasure of the House. A part of the House 
seems to be anxious to adjourn, I do not desire to occupy exceed- 
ing fifteen or twenty minutes, and it is perfectly immaterial to me 
w ether I proceed now or to-morrow morning. [Cries of “Go on!” 
“Go on! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield for a motion 
to adjourn 

Mr SAWYER. Isee that the House is very impatient over this 
case and anxious for a speedy close of the argument upon it in order 
that it may come to a vote. In view of that fact I proceed now 
and endeavor to be very brief in what I say, confining myself entirely 
to the law and the testimony of the case. 

So far as the insinuation has been thrown out here that any mem- 
ber of the Committee on Elections or the democratic party of this 
House is not in favor of free and fair elections I repel it. I say that 
if there is any man on this floor whois in favor of and who has always 
maintained the ere Ee of a free and fair election, I am the man. I 
never yet have yiel nor will I ever yield in my devotion to that 
principle to any man on this floor. 

A reason may be found for the vote that was given in the second 
congressional district of Arkansas which I would not have alluded to 
but for the remarks that have fallen from the gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. WEAVER.] I had not intended to allude to it. But I can show, 
and show from the testimony in this case, that there are other and 
better reasons than any that have been given why the contestant did 
not receive the majority of the votes cast in that congressional dis- 
trict. 

Why was it? It was because he was repudiated, absolutely repu- 
diated, by the best members of the republican party.. He had denied 
his allegiance tothat party. He had denounced both the republican 
party and democratic party and denied his allegiance to either of 
them. In that may be found the reason why he did not receive the 
vote of the republicans. 

I desire to refer to the testimony in support of this proposition, 
and nőt leave it to rest simpl. apoa my individual statement, By 
turning to page 66 of the reco be found the testimony of George 
W. Prigmore. I quote from his testimony : 

uestion. What are your es? 
Roewer. Republican, A 3 : 
You stated in one of answers on yesterday that Bradley possessed no 
etabiitty of character ; why do you say it? 

A. Well, I say so . — 9 him sincs 1867, and during that whole 

CCC than 
ee eee eee taking both sides of the issue before the cam - 
paign 0 . 

That is the testimony of a republican as to the political character 
of this man who comes here now contesting the seat of the sitting 
member. That republican tells you that Bradley belo to neither 
poudon party, that he affiliated with neither, and that he denounced 

th during the same ne But that is not all. On page 75 
pure found the testimony of George Haycock. I quote from his 
testimony : 


2 What are your politics? 
er, Lam a republican, and have been ever since Frémont ran for Presi- 


* * 


dent. 
* * * * * * * 
What e e 
on 7 
A. It ut very little. 
SC 
Quite a number that I conversed with and I had myself to 
ht as I did, that they would a to vote for an out-and- 
out democrat than to vote for a man that we could not rely on politically. * 
as regard as such a man as that? 
John M. Bradley, the contestant. 


228 you think so? 
Because he had been a candidate for Congress on the repub ican ticket, and 


two thereafter 
— canvassed for Colonel StEuoxs against John M. Clayton, a 
. Was Clayton a regular republican nominee ? 


_ There you have the testimony of another republican as to the 
litical status of this man who comes here now seeking the seat of Mr. 
Slenions, claiming at the same time that he was a republican candi- 
date and that the republicans were all united for him. 

I read from the deposition of H. King White: 
N you acquainted with the influence of John M. Bradley in Jeffer- 


Answer. I never heard of him having any, politically, religiously, or morally, in 
this coun ty. 


I calculate that there were two thousand republican votes in the county not 
offered on that day at all. Never since thp separation of tho State and 
sional elections has the republican its full ina — 
election ; Clayton did not receive it in 1874, nor Snyder in 

Clayton was a brother of Ex-Senator Clayton, of Arkansas. 

I read from the deposition of the same witness on page 98: 


You state in examination in chief that Mr. Bradley is regarded as ex- 
si y unreliable in Fefe Has he ever been regarded as a democrat! 
es, sir, 


When! 
In the fall and winter of 1868. Bradley had to flee his own county, as he sup - 
.... Fna Banda oE Caryn 4 ite Sarees a being a ku- 
Hur — 1874 he made the canvass with and for Sl democratic 


; 
5 
5 
5 


0 against O. P. 

can candidate, and in 1878 he started out to make the canvass and write 
which were published in the interest of Slemons, to obtain the democratic nomina- 
tion for the said Slemons, one of which letters was written from the law office of 
Johnson & Bradley, in the city of Pine Bluff, and 

which was next door to the law office of the said 
said Bradley demanded and received the sum of $50, the same from the 
said Slemons as expenses in making the trip to the county of Bradley, in said dis- 
trict, which he never made. 

* * * * * * 


be og then, do you know that Bradley wrote it? 
He told me so, by way of apologizing for opposing me in the same canvass. 
When and where 
i: alee aan the city of Pine Bluff, I think about the latter part of July 
or Aug 


made a trip to Bradley County in the interest of Slemons, which he 
J Slemons's friends claim you received $50 from 


denied. I said to him, A 

him to makea trip to Bradley County and work up his interests there; ” to which he 

Seese i be that as it may, I did not go to Bradley County,” or words of 
He got the money for going and then did not Now, Mr. Speaker, 

I would not have alluded to this branch of the case but for the re- 


marks of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Weaver.] I think by this 
time the Honse will understand why Mr. Bradley did not receive the 
full republican vote. Every witness who has testified in this case 
has withont exception stated that the full republican vote was not- 
cast in that county; some witnesses say that not one-half was cast; 
some say from one-half to two-thirds was cast, Mr. Bradley was not 
the nominee of the republican party; he had not been 5 
that or by the nback party. Upon an examination of the - 
mony you will that a dozen of the most prominent and influen- 
tial republicans in Jefferson County are named as ie epee of Mr. 
Slemons; but when witnesses on the other side are as to dem- 
ocrats suppo Mr. Bradley, they cannot name a single one. 

We thus find the reason why Mr. Bradley failed of success. In the 
first place, he was distrusted by the republican party. He had only 
the 13 party for his actual copper’, rae 1 as testified by Mr. 
H. King White, there was no greenback party in that district. 

I waive entirely the question as to the ty of the testimon: 
taken in Chicot and Hempstead Counties. It has been truly stai 
upon this floor that this testimony was taken out of time. It was 
taken after the expiration of the forty days allowed to the contest- 
ant in which to take his testimony in chief, those forty days com- 
mencing from the service of the answer of the . the 
contestant. The testimony shows that the answer was on the 
29th of January, 1879; the time of contestant, therefore, expired on 
the 10th of March following. In Jefferson County he concluded his 
testimony within the time allowed. But in Chicot and Hem 
Counties he commenced taking testimony on the 20th of March, and 
continued until the 29th, when he cl He commenced ten days 
rae? Fars expiration of the time allowed him for taking his testimony 
in chief. 

Now I desire to call the attention of the House to another fact. 
Upon examination of the report, it will be found that the entire time 
consumed by the eontestant in taking his testimony (not only that 
which was taken outside of the prescribed time, but that which was 
taken within the time allowed) was only eighteen days—less than 
one-half the time allowed by law. The record shows no reason, no 


House which deserved reprobation in this 
was a casein which the evidence deserved to be excluded, this is such 


acase, Andif you throw out this testimony, the contestant has no 


stan whatever. ButI waive that. I take that testimony and con- 
sider it, I consider the entire testimony and give him all that he or any 
of his friends can claim, and then I say Slemons is entitled to his seat 
by from 500 to 1,000 majority. According to the testimony of his own 
witnesses, Graves and Wilkinson—Graves and Wilkinson are two of 
his witnesses—according to their testimony the republican majority 
in Chicot County was 1,200. Both agree on that, that the republican 
majority in Chicot County was 1,200. In Chicot County these fraudu- 
lent posters were circulated. 

Now, before I go to that I desire to say a word as to the connection 
of Mr. Slemons with these posters. What is the evidence? I will 
read every word of it. I defy any gentleman on this floor to point to 
one fact or circumstance I shall not name which will tend to connect 
Mr. Slemons with that transaction. I say attention was not called 
to it, but I desire to call attention to the report and to the language 
of the report in relation to that transaction : 

The object was evidently to deceive the republican party in that county, and 
thus induce that vote to be cast for Williams, and to lessen the vote it was sup- 

would otherwise have been cast for contestant. It was a shallow device, 
shonorable to those engaged in the transaction, and deserves the emphatic con- 
demnation of every friend of free and fair elections; and if the testimony was 
suflicient to establish the complicity of contestee with an act so dishonorable, and 
we were satisfied that its effect upon the voters produced a result different from 
that which otherwise would have occurred, we would not hesitate to recommend 
that the election be set aside and a new one ordered, 

There is the language of the committee on that transaction, and 
now the gentleman from Iowa talks about this unfair election, and 
about this report as attempting to seat a man who was not entitled 
to it according to the testimony. That committee were unanimous 
on the question. If it could have been shown Mr. Slemons was con- 
nected with that transaction that report would have been entirely 
different, and I am not sure if it would not have been different even 
if the result could have been shown to be different from what it 
otherwise would have been. So decided was that committee against 
such a transaction as that they would have gone far to set aside that 
election if testimony would have at all warranted it. 

What is the testimony in regard to Mr. Slemons’s connection with 
that matter? There are three facts. In the first place, those posters 
were printed at a democratic 3 oflice, and it pices same they 
were printed at the instance of one of Mr. Slemons’s fri Admit 
that. That very man who is suspected to have caused those posters 
to have been printed and circulated on his oath said he had no con- 
versation with Mr. Slemons about it. Then it was not done at the 
instance of Mr. Slemons, and he had nothing to do with the printing 
or circulation of those posters. 

In the next place, it was said they were sent to the Planters’ House 
at Pine Bluff, where Mr. Slemons was then stopping as a guest. No 
connection is shown on his part with that transaction; they were 
only left at the same hotel where he was stopping. That is one of 
the strong circumstances alluded to by my friend from Iowa to show 
that Mr. Slemons had connection with the transaction. It is the 
second one. Richard H. Dawson, a colored man, circulated these 
ponien in the county of Chicot. They were circulated nowhere else, 

ey were circulated in no other county in the district. That is not 
pretended. He circulated them in Chicot County, and before he 
started from Pine Bluff to go to Chicot County he was seen convers- 
ing with Mr. Slemons on the platform at the 5 5 Not one word 
in regard to what that conversation related to. . Slemons denies 
he knew anything about it. Yet,sir,on that testimony, the gentle- 
man from Iowa said he could convict a man of horse-stealing; I say, 
Mr. Speaker, that is slim evidence indeed. There is not a circumstance 
there except the one fact that he was seen talking with Dawson on 
the platform. That has no significance whatever; and, in the absence 
of testimony showing what that conversation to, I say that 
it amounts to nothing at all. 

There is the testimony and the whole of it, and there is no other 
particle in the record showing any connection on Mr. Slemons’s part 
with the matter. 

But why did they not examine Dawson as a witness? He was ac- 
cessible to them. ey knew the testimony was weak. There was 
Dawson, the man who circulated the posters, and he could, if anybody 
could, have proven the whole thing. 

Mr. WEA ‘aby did you not call Dawson? 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Slemons was not called upon to do so because 
you had not made out even a prima facie case. 

Mr. RICHMOND. Youmade thecharge. Why did you not estab- 
lish it? It was your duty to do so. 

Mr. SAWYER. The testimony of two witnesses on the part of the 
contestant show the republican han aaa in Chicot County was about 
twelve hundred. I take their testimony and allow twelve hundred 
votes; although the testimony does not show or tend to show those 
posters led to any confusion. Ninety votes were the number Williams, 
the fraudulent candidate, received in that county. He did not receive 
a vote outside of it. The entire evidence shows, and I call the atten- 
tion of the House to it, there was not in any county in the district 
over one-half or two-thirds ef the full vote cast. A fuller vote was 
cast in Jefferson, Chicot, and e ee Counties, Where the testi- 
mony was taken, than in any other in the district; certainly in Jeffer- 
son County where these great frauds were committed was a 
greater vote than in any other. 


Mr. HOUSE. How many votes did Mr. Williams get? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ninety; and that in Chicot County. 

Now, the testimony both of republicans and democrats shows that 
there was no excitement in that canvass. There was no electioneer- 
i and 


Now, what is the testimony in regard to the election in Ozan Town- 
ship? There was no election held in that township, and the reason 
given in the testimony is that there were no election officers appointed, 
or judges of election. The testimony shows that there were no judges 
of election, but that there were three United States deputy marshals 
there, and the sheriff of the county was there, and yet they did not 
know that under the law of Arkansas they could make the poll-books 
and hold the elections. There was no pretense that there was any 
intimidation, or fraud, or anything else to prevent the election from 
being held. All the witnesses testified that there was nothing of the 
kind, but that eve ing was fair, and that there was no disturbance 
whatever in that to p of Ozan. Bradley's vote I estimate at 200, 
that is, giving him the entire republican vote claimed in the town- 
ship. e witnesses testified that if there had been an election Brad- 
ley would probably have received 200 votes in that precinct. When 
the question was asked how many votes Slemons would have received 
the witness could not say, but I give Bradley the entire number of 
votes claimed for that township, and also that Slemons would not have 
received one at that precinct. 

In Saline Township the conditions were precisely thesame. There 
was no election held there. The ju were not there, though the 
ballot-boxes had been delivered, but they could not be found, and 
the testimony of their own witnesses shows that upon a full vote and 
a fair count of that township Bradley would have receeived 175 
votes. Igixe him that majority there. That closes Chicot and Hemp- 
stead Counties. 

Now we come to Jefferson Connty. In Melton Township, the testi- 
mony shows that the colored men there at the polls threatened to 
arrest one of the judges and break up the election just before sun- 
down. They were colored men; and yet the gentleman from Iowa 
would have us to infer that this was done by the democrats. The 
testimony shows, however, that threats were made by the colored 
men; that the threatened to arrest Mr. Currie, one of the judges of 
election, and that they had their stacked within conven- 
ient distance of the election place. e consequence was that the 
judges were afraid to remain on the ground; and Currie testified 
that the entire vote—and the bora were just ready to close—was 
115; about, he says, 115. Now, I give 115 votes to Mr. Bradley, and 
I do not claim a vote there for Mr. Slemons. I give them all to him. 
Bradley’s friends surrounded the polls, and the deputy marshal that 
attempted to arrest the judge of election was a greenbacker. [Cries 
of “ Vote!” 5 

Mr. MANNING. mtlemen on the other side cry vote“ now, 
when the gentleman from Missouri is beginning to make a statement 
about the republican attempt to carry off the ballot-box. 

Mr. B Thatis astonishing that the republicans would steal 
a ballot-box from their own stronghold. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANNING. Gentlemen, however, seem very anxious now to 
puta sop to the statement of this case. 

Mr. SA In Dunnington Township, Jefferson County, the 
testimony shows that it was a democratic township, and there was 
no election held there, for the ballot-boxes were not there. In Bar- 
roque Township there is a small republican majority. On page 92 

ou will find the testimony. I offset 8 against Barroque 

77 In Washi Township an 
election was held and everything proceeded fairly. There was no 
interruption at all during the day, none whatever. When the polls 
had closed, after a full and fair election, one of the judges started for 
Pine Bluff with the ballot-boxes, and was assaulted by armed men on 
the way, and the ballot-boxes taken away from him. The testimony 
shows the gentleman was “ Do you know who it was that 
assaulted you?” His answer was, “T do not know who they were.” 
“To what party did they belong?” “Ido not know.” There is the 
testimony, and yet the democrats are to be held responsible for tak- 
ing away that ballot-box when there is not a particle of evidence in 
2 of the claim that it was done by them. In the face of this 
fact that there is no evidence and no testimony in support of the 
allegation, ay say that the democratic party is responsible for 
taking away that ballot-box. 

And not only that, but the testimony also shows on page 92 that 
9 and 2 parties a eee ware about 

nothing can be gained upon point for either por 

ow I desire to call attention to another point. A good deal has 
been said, especially by my friend from Iowa, [Mr. WEAVER, ] in re- 
gard to what took place in Vaugine To p, in Jefferson ty. 
desire to call attention to the testimony on that point. And the 
entire testimony on that subject, bear in mind, was giyen for the con- 
testant. The contestant examined nine witnesses from V; Town- 
ship, and of only one did he inquire a word in regard to the conduct 
of election and the intimidation of voters. And that witness 


was Mr. Rogers, the only one out of nine who were examined to whom 
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he put a single question in relation to that matter. I want to show 
what his testimony is: 
State what know of 
in Vangine Towns uae manner of conducting the said election 
Answer. I was in the court- 
early in the morning of that 


1 dation among many of those whom 


su 
township, who was under arrest and in the hands of an officer u or near the 
9 Colonel Bradley and myself inquired into the cause of th and 
receiving no sa’ the 


tisfactory answer, repaired to the office of whom we 
understood had issued the warrant, accompanied by the constable and the party 
this was ; was o and it, too, 


That was the intimidation. 


We then went to the clerk’s office and found it also locked; after an interval of 
twenty minutes, perhaps, we returned to the door of the court-house and found it 
still locked ; meta voter were open; we then went 
to the clerk’s office, saw the deputy 0 Just entering the door, and asked him 

here poll. and if he did not intend to hold an el 
leading democrat alluded to following close behind, and demanded to know what 
right we had to poll-books. Isaid none, but simply wanted to know if they intended 
to open the — and hold the election. 

That is all the evidence there is in regard to intimidation in Vau- 

ine Township. That is all the evidence in relation to this matter of 

e only witness examined by the contestant spon the subject at all. 
And yet after hearing the eloquent remarks of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] you would 7 that this book of testimony 
was full of intimidation, and that the evidence was clear and uncon- 
tradicted. But even this evidence is contradicted by the testimony 
of two witnesses who were there at that time. [Cries of “ Vote!” 


“Vote!” 
Mr, REED. I ask the gentleman from Missouri whether he will 
now yield for a motion to adjourn. , 
Mr. SAWXER. If the House will indulge me ten or fifteen minutes 
ungoy I will hurry pou 
j . WHITE 


h. 
I hope the gentleman will yield for a motion to ad- 
ourn: 
Mr. ATKINS. If we cannot take a vote to-night I think the gen- 
tleman should png for a motion to adjourn. 
Mr. SAWYER. I will do so. 


Mr. REED. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER announced the following appointments on commit- 
tees under Rule X: 

Committee on Claims: Mr. W. G. COLERICK, of Indiana; Mr. SAM- 
UEL L. Sa of Missouri; Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF, of Iowa; Mr. 
R. G. HORR, of EENE 

Committee on Invalid Pensions: Mr. THOMAS EWING, of Ohio; Mr. 
C. Upson, of Texas; Mr. E. W. Farr, of New Hampshire; Mr, W. A. 
Frexp, of Massachusetts. 

Committee on Accounts: Mr. M, P. O'CONNOR, of South Carolina, 
and Mr. Horace Davis, of California. 

The SPEAKER also announced the following appointments of Del- 
egates upon committees, under Rule XII: 

Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures: Mr. M. S. OTERO, 


of New Mexico. 
iculture: Mr. S. W. DOWNEY, of Wyoming. 

Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: Mr. Tuomas H. 
BRENTS, of Washington. 

VISITORS TO THE NAVAL ACADEMY. 

The SPEAKER also announced the following appointments as Vis- 
itors tothe Naval Academy: Mr. F. E. BELTzHOOVER, of Pennsylvania; 
Mr. C. B. SIMONTON, of Tennessee, and Mr. T. C. PounD, of Wis- 
consin. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they bad examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 237) directing the Secretary of the Navy to organize a board to 
inquire into the present condition of the double-turreted monitors, 
‘ak the propriety and cost of completing said vessels; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

x To Mr. Rick, for a fortnight from April 1, on account of important 
usiness; 

To Mr. BALLOU, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family ; 
an 

To Mr, SMITH, of Pennsylvania, for three days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

The question being put on the motion to adjourn, it, was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at five o’clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the 
House 3 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following memorials, petitions, and other were laid on 
the Clerk’s d seid Sin vals, and piera an ras ois ¢ 
By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of J. S. Paradis, editor of the 
Concordia (Kansas) Expositor, that materials used in making paper 


be placed on the free list, and for a reduction of the duty on print- 
mers to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

y Mr. BAKER: The petition of S. S. Bonar,of Yellow Creek, In- 
diana, for the removal of the stamp-tax on ery, cosmetics, and 
proprietary medicines—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of citizens of Woodford County, 
Kentucky, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Kentucky 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLISS: Papers relating to the claim of Jerome A. Eisenlord 
for compensation for services rendered as surgeon United States Vol- 
unteers during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C EN: The petition of ship-owners of New York 
for the passage of an act to amend the law relative to the seizure an: 
forfeiture of vessels for breach of the revenue laws—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of J. M. Guchesand 18 others, sol- 
diers of the late war, and citizens of Franklin County, Ohio, 
the passage of the sixty-surgeon pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of Franklin Crocker, for compensa- 
tion for removal of asunken wreck in Hyannis Harbor, Massachu- 
setts—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARR: The petitions of G. M. Wooster and 49. others, of 
Bristol, and of Nathan H. Weeks and 28 others, of Plymouth, New 


Hampshire, farmers, merchants, and mechanics, against the repeal of 
the duty on vpe ‘to the Committee on Ways ane Means, 
By Mr. F : The petition of soldiers and citizens of Hunting- 


don County, Pennsylvania, for the repeal of the soldiers’ homestead 
act, and for the of an act granting one hundred and sixty 
acres of land to each soldier of the late war—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. . 

By Mr. FRYE : The petition of Charles W. Keyes, that he be placed 
on the retired list of the Army as a captain—to the Committee om 


By Mr. HULL : The petition of citizens of Alachua and Marion 
Counties, Florida, for an appropriation for Fernandina bar, or entrance 
to Cumberland Sound, between the States of Georgia and Florida— 
to the Committee on Commerce. ' 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of C. W. Peery, postmaster at Mid- 
dletown, Virginia, to have refunded to him the sum of $70 in 2 
stamps stolen from him by burglars—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAPHAM: Resolutions of the islature of New York, ask- 
ing that adequate appropriations be made for the improvement of the 
Lock Canal at t Ste. Marie and the improvement of the Saint 
Marie River and the Lime-Kiln Crossing—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Br Mr. MCMILLIN: The petitions of William K. Stone, E. F. 
Brodie, H. Randolph, and 65 0 and of John L. Yates, R. B. Offutt, 
H. M. Moore, J.M. therby, and 44 other citizens, of Robertson Konni 
Tennessee, for relief the hardships caused by the di - 
nations of France, Spain, Italy, and Austria by the regie contract 
system—to the Co ttee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORTON: The petition of Grinnell, Minturn & Co., Brown 
Brothers & Co., Moses Taylor & Co., 8. & W. Welsh, and 36 other 
mercantile and banking firms of New York, for an amendment of the 
Revised Statutes, so that the duties on sugar shall be assessed upon 
the were f delivered from, instead of upon the quantity entered 
into, bon warehouses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of C. Fenchter & Son, publisher of the 
Wachter am Ohio, Ironton, Ohio, for the abolition of the duty on 

to the same committee. 
y Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of Philetus Birch, a Mexican 
invalid soldier, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petitions of masters and owners of vessels en- 
gaged in the coasting trade of the United States, for the amendment 
of the pilotage laws—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pennsyl- 
vania, asking for the appointment of a commission to examine and 
report what general laws relating to pilotage will be suitable for all 
the nayigable waters of the country—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CASEY YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Nicolla 
Malatesta, for compensation for property seized by United States mil- 
. uring the late war—to the Committee on War 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 31, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
ee eee e laid before the — a eee e 
m Secretary o Treasury, transmitting & perk of Captain 
Bailey upon the number, occupation, and condition re of 
Alaska; also a report of the Supervising Surgeon-Gen: Gaetan: 
a 1 Service on the same subject. _ 
VICE-PRESIDENT> The communication, with the manuscript. 


7 


1984 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marca 31, 


matter, will be laid on the table and printed. The other documents 
have already been printed. 

: PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. KERNAN presented a concurrent resolution of the 
of New York; which was read at length, and ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 


Legislature 


STATS or New YORK. Iw SENATE. 
Albany, March 23, 1880. 
the one hundredth anniversary of the Treaty of Peace and the recog- 


Whereas 
nition of American Ind enco occurs during the year 1883 ; and 


A forced fad during that year to hold an international exhibition in 
‘ork; and 


the of New 

Wirten the ini CC 
e eee ition under the auspices of the Government of the 
nited has been presented to Congress, and it is now before the Senate: 


Therefo 
. of the State of New York 


JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 


ASSEMBLY, March 24, 1880. 
Concurred in. 

By order: 

EDW. M. JOHNSON, Clerk. 

Mr. RANDOLPH presented the petition of Annie S. Mellach, widow 
of E. Mellach, late lieutenant commander in the Navy, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. M presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Duluth, Minnesota, in favor of an appropriation by Congress of 
$30,000, to make an immediate examination and preliminary survey 
of a line of slack-water navigation connecting Lake Superior and the 
Mississippi River and Red River of the North; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Fillmore County, Minne- 
sota, praying for such an amendment of the patent laws as will pro- 
tect innocent users of patented articles against prosecution as infring- 
ers; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a petition of numerous citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for such legislation as will prevent fluctuation in freights, 
and unjust discriminations in transportation charges ; which was 
refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of R. S. Austin and 25 others, citi- 
zens of Minnesota and soldiers in the late war. pravio for the passage 
of whatis known asthe equalization bounty b ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Duluth, Minnesota, in favor of an appropriation of $50,000 for the 
improvement and e ent of the harbor of Duluth, in that State; 
which was referred to Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BALDWIN mted the petition of Walter McMillan and 24 
others, citizens of Wayne County, Michi the petition of Ashle 
Pond and 19 others, citizens of Detroit, Michigan; the petition of J. 
F. Joy and 42 others, citizens of Detroit, Michigan; the petition of 
H. B. Ledyard and 40 oth citizens of Detroit, Michi ; the 

tition of G. G. Marshall and 42 others, citizens of Detroit, Michigan ; 

he petition of Jesse P. Warner and 57 others, citizens of Detroi 
Michigan; the 3 of N. G. Williams and 43 others, citizens o 
Wayne County, Michigan; the petition of F. H. Tefft and 42 others, 
citizens of Wayne County, Michigan; the petition of J. R. Callaway 
and 41 others, citizens of Michigan; the petition of John Pettie and 
44 others, citizens of Wayne County, Michigan, and the petition of 
James Hess and 13 others, citizens of Wayne County, Michigan, pray- 
ing for a reduction of the duty on steel rails to $10 per ton; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of the Maryland Branch of 
the Universal Peace Union, asking for the permanent establishment 
of the international arbitration commission authorized by act of Con- 
gress of June 17, 1874; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

e also presented the petition of the Baltimore yearly meeting of 
Friends, dert 2e enactment by Co = i a counteract the 
great evil o perance resulti m the importing, mannfact- 
uring, and vending of eee e which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the Maryland State Temperance 
Alliance, asking Congress to provide for the appointment of a com- 
mission of inquiry to take testimony as to the results of the traffic 
in Bauer in connection with crime, pauperism, the public health, the 
moral, social, intellectual, and financial well-being of the people; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, in relation to the improvement of the Mississippi River and 
its tributaries; which was referred to the Select Committee on the 
Improvement of the e fs River and its Tributaries. 

e also presented the following memorials of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce : 

A memorial in favor of an appropriation for the improvement. of 
the harbor at Manitowoc ; 

A memorial in favor of an appropriation to restore the Oconto 


River, from the city of Oconto to its mouth, to a navigable condition, 

to straighten and shorten its channel and protect its mouth ; 

ey memorial relating to the improvement of the Wisconsin and Fox 
vers ; 

A memorial for an adequate appropriation for the improvement of 
the harbor at Green Bay; si fs s 

A memorial for an appropriation to reopen the channel of Wolf 
River in Northern Wisconsin; and 

A memorial for the more adequate improvement of Port Washing- 
ton Harbor. 

Mr, CARPENTER also presented a memorial of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin, in favor of the of a law zousen the sale of 
patent rights; which was refi to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lej ture of Wisconsin, in 
favor of an increase and change of mail ce in Door County; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of a modification of the existing laws respecting the 
of pensions to disabled ex soldiers and sailors; which was 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the of a law providing for the equalization of boun- 
ties paid to Uni j aiai eee seryed in late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs, 

Mr. LAMAR presented the petition of Emmett L. How, of Canton, 
Madison County, Mississippi, praying for the adoption the Goy- 
ernment of a certain postage-stamp invented by a which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

2 e presented the Perotin of Barton yee Sh ** 
citizens of Kansas, protesting against the 0 
No. 4411) to establish an additional land office district in the sere of 
Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the petition of Grinnell, Minturn & 
Co.; Brown Brothers & Co.; Drexel, Morgan & Co., anda large num- 
ber of other leading business men of the city of New York askin, 
such change in the tariff that the duties on imported anger ee 
in any bonded warehouse established under the authority of the 
United States shall be assessed upon the quantity delivered from the 
warehouse instead of the quantity entered into the warehouse. I 
move that this petition be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Mrs. Cornelia F. White, pani to be allowed a pen- 


yment 
to 


sion, submitted a report thereon, accom ed by a bill (S. No. 1564) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Cornelia F. te. 

The —ͤ— was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1278) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen, submitted 
an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. LPH, from the Committee on pg $ Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 254) for the relief of Herman B re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Naval 
referred the petition of Rear-Admiral Fabius Stanley, United States 
Navy, praying for arrears of pay, reported adversely thereon, and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 


tion. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred. 
the bill (S. No. 1001) to authorize the auditing of certain unpaid ac- 
counts in the Indian Bureau, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CARPENTER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the perean of George H. B. White and others, praying 
for the e of an act to amend the Revised Statutes relating to 
legal holidays in the District of Columbia, reported adversely thereon, 
ane, ee Sar, were discharged from the further consideration of 

e on. 

Ale algo, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1444) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States for 
the District of Columbia relating to public holidays within said Dis- 
trict, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be 
1 and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1063) for the relief of William J. Gamble, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1179) for the relief of Mattie S. Whitney, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon; whic 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (S. No. 131) for the relief of John W. Chickering, 
— it with an amendment, and submitted a new report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the former report withdrawn. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was recommitted the 
bill (S. No. 965) for the relief of D. T. Kirby, reported it with an 


to whom was 
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amendment, and submitted a new report thereon; which was ordered 
topa 14 07555 and the former report withdrawn. 


. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 692) for the relief of Robert A, 
McMurray, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was med indefinitely. 

Mr. PRYOR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 677) for the relief of E. Troisgros, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. s 

Mr, W. I present on behalf of the Committee on Pensions 
a report to accompany the bill (S. No. 496) providing for the exami- 
nation and adjudication of pension claims, the preparation of which 
has been delayed a few days in order to obtain some statistical in- 
formation. I ask that the report be printed, to be considered in con- 
nection with the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed under the rule. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1456) to amend section 2022 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, reported it with an amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1565) to revive the act approved June 3, 1856, 
and to make grants of land to Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Rail- 
road and Steamship Company and to the Louisiana Western Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. SAUNDERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1566) to establish a mail-route in the State 
of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1567) to designate, classify, and fix the sala- 
ries of persons in the railway mail service; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. MAXEY. I call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota 
to the fact that there is a bill already pending on the Calendar to 
accomplish that very object, having been reported favorably from 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WINDOM. I understand the Senator, but I do not know 
whether this bill covers the same points. Possibly it does; but let 
the bill go to the Committee on Post-Offices and-Post Roads, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

LOUISIANA SENATORIAL INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, I desire to call at- 
tention to a matter which I deem a matter of privilege. A sub-com- 
mittee of the Committee on Priyil and Elections sat in New Or- 
leans during a portion of the months of November and December, 
and took evidence, or what by courtesy is called evidence, in the 
Kellogg-Spofford case. Mr. 3 the contestant, introduced as 
a witness in his behalf a gent eman named E. L. Weber, the same 
Weber who became somewhat notorious some years ago by reason of 
the testimony he gave before the Potter committee. 

Mr. Weber appeared before the committee and went on the stand, 
according to my recollection, about two o’clock in the afternoon of 
Saturday. He was examined in chief by the Senator from Georgia, 
Mr. HILL, the chairman of the sub-committee. His testimony was 
what the newspapers would call “important if true.” After the ex- 
amination in chief was completed, I stated that I preferred not to 
cross-examine him until the 3 notes of his testimony 
should be written out by the stenograp 
testimony before me to guide and direct me in the oross- examination, 


and I asked that the cross- examination might be med until his 
testimony could be written ont. The est was ily acceded to 
by my associates on the committee. Mr. Weber then ad ing him- 


self to me inquired if the cross-examination could be completed that 
day. I stated, in substance, that I did not think it could be. He 
then stated that he was engaged in business at Donaldsonville, where 
he resides; that the next day, Sunday, was the best business day of 
the week, and that he desired very much to be at home in order to 
attend to his business. After some conversation between the witness 
and the members of the committee it was agreed that he might 
home that day, Saturday afternoon, with the understanding that he 
would return to New Orleans and submit himself to examination the 
next Monday morning, he stating that he could arrive there, accord- 
8 5 my recollection, about eleven clock. 
. CONKLING. What was his business ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. He is a merchant at Donaldsonville. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. That is right, at eleyen o’clock. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Donaldsonville is situated, as Ven 
all know, on the Mississippi River some sixty or eighty miles, I do 
not know the exact distance, above New Orleans. It is connected 
with New Orleans both by the river and by railroad. He did not re- 
turn on Monday. I made inquiry con him either on Monda; 
or Tuesday, and it was stated by Mr. Walker, the counsel for Mr. Spof- 
ford, that Weber had sent word to some person in New Orleans, who 


125 


x 


er, so that I could have the 


had communicated that intelligence to Mr. Walker, that when he ar- 
rived at home he found his clerk drunk, not attending to business, 
and his wife and children sick. I remarked at the time that I dis- 
credited the statement because it was not likely that so many mis- 
fortunes would come down upon him at the same time. 

The sub-committee remained in New Orleans and continued to 
take testimony, I think until Wednesday evening or Thursday of 
that week. Mr. Weber did not appear again before the sub-commit- 
tee. Istated before the sub-committee adjourned that if Weber did 
not appear for cross-examination I would move before the full com- 
mittee, after the sub-committee returned to Washington, to strike 
out his testimony. There was no action taken upon the matter by the 
sub-committee. The sub-committee returned to Washin; and the 
investigation was pursued by the full Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. Mr. Shella r, who appeared before the committee as 
the counsel for the sitting Senator, Mr. KELLOGG, moved for an attach- 
ment against Weber as a witness in contempt. The committee, ac- 
cording to my recollection, unanimously were of the opinion that he 
was entitled to such attachment. Thereupon the counsel for Mr. 
Spofford, Mr, Merrick, stated that he was very anxious to haps the 
examination of witnesses to a close, and that if the issuing of the 
attachment were not insisted upon he would consent that the testi- 
mony of Weber might be stricken from the record. There was con- 
siderable discussion over the matter, and it was finally by the 
committee unanimously, and with the assent of the sitting Senator, 
Mr. KELLOGG, and the contestant, Mr. Spofford, that the testimony of 
Weber should be stricken from the record, and such an order was there- 
upon made, Isaid then, “ The testimony of Weber will not appear 
in the volume of printed testimony.” Some member of the commit- 
tee remarked, “ Certainly not; the committee has stricken it from 
the record.” 

Day before yesterday the volume of testimony in the Kellogg-Spof- 
ford case was placed upon our tables, I looked it through, and you 
may imagine my surprise when I found, commencing on page 860 and 
closing on page 865, the testimony of Mr. Weber in full. I looked to 
see whether there was any foot-note showing that the testimony of 
Weber had been stricken from the record. I looked to see if there 
were any lines drawn across it to show that it was not a part of the 
record. I did not find them; but finally I found on the last page of 
the printed volume before the index this note: + 

The testimony of E. L. Weber, pages 860 to 865, is stricken from the record by 
order of the committee. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. On what page is that? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is on the last page before the 
index, page 1239. 

After this statement which I now make, and after a reference to 
the action of the committee in regard to the testimony of Weber, it 
can do no injury to Mr. KELLOGG, so far as the Senate is concerned ; 
but this volume of printed evidence will go into the public and pri- 
vate libraries of the country; it will be read by thousands who never 
will hear this statement which I now make, and whose attention will 
never be called to the note on the last page of the printed volume in 
which it is stated, and correctly stated, that Weber’s testimony was 
stricken from the record. 

I do not know whose duty it was to see that this testimony did not 
oppor in the volume of printed testimony. It certainly was the du 
of some one to see that it was actually and in fact stricken out an 
excluded from the volume of printed testimony. 

I desire simply to call attention to this matter at this time in order 
that the sitting Senator [Mr. KELLOGG ] may not be prejudiced by the 


testimony of Weber 

Mr. , of 8 Mr. President, I desire to say that the state- 
ment of facts made by the Senator from Wisconsin as to what oc- 
curred in New Orleans is correct, So far as the printing of this tes- 
timony is concerned, even conceding that Weber's statements ought 
to have been manually stricken from the record, I have only to say 
that I am not aware that any member of the committee had anything 
to do with supervising the printing. I am sure I haye never re- 
garded that I anything to do with it. I was not the chairman 
of the committee here at all, and the order to strike out this testi- 
mony was made here in general committee. I had nothing whatever 
to do with it, nor did I give any order in connection with the print- 
ing of the testimony, except at the request of the sitting member, 
conveyed to me through the chairman, that he should be allowed to 
haye slips of the testimony as rapidly as the proof was corrected and 
printed. He made that request, I understood, and I stated in com- 
mittee that that request was granted. That is all I have had to do 
in connection with the printing. 

There are one or two facts that the Senator has forgotten, I appre- 
hend. Some time after we arrived from New Orleans he asked me if 
I did not think Weber was in contempt and ought to be attached. I 
Ree said to him that I thought he was, and, if the Senator 

enived T would sustain him in any movement to attach Weber. I 
thought Weber’s conduct was inexcusable, and he ought to be brought 
before the committee and cross-exami to the Senator’s sati 
tion. I have no doubt the Senator will remember that. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Certainly ; I remember it. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. There was no request, that I remember, for 
an attachment. My e of Ju llabarger’s motion 
was that Weber should either be attached or his testimony stricken 
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from the record. I was very clearly of the opinion that one or the 
other ought to be done. This man had been before the committee; he 
had undergone a direct examination, and the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin very reasonably, I thought, said that he could not cross-examine 
him until the testimony was written out. 

=i oe Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to 
one fact 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I will get to that fact, no doubt. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is in reference to the Senator's statement that no 
request was made. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I say I will get to that fact if the Senator 
will allow me to go on. 


Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL, of ia. Ihave no doubt it is on 1185 and 1186, 
what I am going to call attention to. It is wholly a matter of in- 


difference whether the counsel asked for an attachment or not. It 
is a matter of great indifference, for every member of the committee 
was ready either to grant him an attachment or to strike the testi- 
mony from the record. 

But I was going on to say that this man appeared before the com- 
mittee at New Orleans and was examined directly. The Senator from 
Wisconsin very reasonably asked that he should have time to have 
the testimony written out in order to cross-examine him. We all con- 
curred in that. It was at Webers own request that he was excused 
until Monday at eleven o’clock. He did not return. There were some 
ideas in the minds of members of the committee at New Orleans that 
the sub-committee could not attach anybody or bring him back. I 
myself felt strongly inclined to send for him and bring him, if I had 
been asked, because I wanted everybody to have a fair chance. So 
from the beginning I was willing that this testimony should bestricken 
out or the witness attached and brought before the committee, and I 
was perfectly willing that the sitting member and his friends should 
determine which remedy they would have. I would have voted for 
either very d E 

I think about the 15th of January, long after the testimony had all 
been printed, this question came before the committee, and the Sen- 
ator has omitted to read what the committee did. He has simply read 
the foot-note on the last page. If the Senator will turn to page 1185 
he will find what 3 before the committee. It is printed in the 
record, and shows that whoever did superintend this printing had no 
disposition to do any injustice to anybody. On page 1185, at the 
bottom, you will find this: 

Mr. Shellabarger, counsel for the sitting member, submitted to the committee, 
without ent, objection previously made by him to the testimony of E. L. 
Weber, taken by the sub-committee in New Orleans, without the cross-examina- 
tion having been pursued on behalf of the sitting member. 

Mr. Merrick. counsel for the memorialist, — the matter to the committee 


without ent. 
Upon the question being put to the committee, the testimony of E. L. Weber 


was unanimously stricken from the 5 

That ought to satisfy anybody. But before this order was passed 
the testimony had been printed. That was the trouble, I suppose. I 
am not a printer, and I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Does the Senator understand that 
it could not be excluded from this printed volume after it was printed 
in leaves, as we had it before the committee! 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I do not know. My understanding is that 
it was printed before that. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Ido not know whether it was or 
not. Iwas told 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Oh, yes; this order was on the 15th of Jan- 
uary. You will remember that the testimony taken in New Orleans 
was before us, I think, long before 5 but the printer can 
answer. I do not know anything about that. That is myrecollection. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I stated the substance of what a 

ars on the page to which the Senator now calls the attention of the 
3 that the committee d to strike from the record the tes- 
timony of Weber, and what I complain of is that it is not in fact 
stricken from the record, but that it now appears as a part of the 
printed volume of ee vere A 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. e Journal shows, the proceedings of the 
committee show, that it was ordered to be stricken out and is there- 
fore not in testimony. I do not 10 oe any Senator will be deceived. 
I do not know whether it should have been manually stricken out, 
whether the type should have been taken down or not. My under- 
standing is (though I know nothing in the world about printing) that 
this testimony was set up in sticks, that it was first printed for the 
use of the committee, that the type is preserved or a sufficient num- 
ber of copies stricken off for the whole Senate when it is stricken off 
for the committee, and that when the testimony is finally closed they 
simply stitch the copies together and send it to the Senate. That 
was my idea. That was why I stated a week ago last Monday that 
1 supposed the testimony was already printed; and you will find in 
the Recorp that I made that statement. Although it had only been 
ordered to be printed for the committee, I sup: that really it had 
been printed for the whole Senate. I-suppose that is just the way it 
occurred, that the type had already been set up, the matter had 
been printed for the committee; and the Public Printer, or the ste- 
nographer, or whoever had supervision of it, simply did not take down 
the type. If it could have been done, he ought to have done it un- 
questionably. I think it would have been better; but I have noticed 
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in a great many cases that that is the way it is done. When testi- 
2 ordered to be stricken out, it is no longer evidence; and 
whether it is manually stricken out or not, I donot think makes much 
difference, As illustrative of that I would call attention to another 
thing. Some complaint was made of some affidavits. The commit- 
tee, a majority at least, established a rule in New Orleans that ex parte 
affidavits were not admissible unless made by persons who were 
charged to be parties to the crime being investigated, that the out- 
side ex parte affidavits of citizens could not be admitted, because the 

a pe aaoo e to a cross-examina’ raped but that the affi- 

of a © co a e crime 

could be admitted simply 8 2 a party to the tact; an 
the circumstance that it was put in the form of a written affidavit 
did not destroy its character as an 

Mr. CARP: 


$ ZR rose. 
Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I do not want to go into a discussion now. 
I am wey eens th 
Mr. C. ENTER. 


e facts. 
I want to know the fact under discussion. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. We regarded every man who received a 
bribe as a party to the crime, as well as the man who paid it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. As entitled to the privilege of being consid- 
ered a party to the crime! 

Mr. , of Georgia. I will not undertake to determine that 
very nice question, whether it be of politics or casuistry. 

Mr. C RON, of Wisconsin. I will say here, to preserve my rep- 
utation as a lawyer if I have any, that I dissented from that ruling 
of the committee. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I said it was the act of a majority. I do 
the justice to the Senator from Wisconsin of saying that he dissented 
from almost everything that was done, and really he is not to blame. 
He was a general dissenter. There is no doubt about that. I think 
he was the head of the dissenters at New Orleans. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The only one. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. He dissented from everything except some- 
thing that was on his side, and I never heard him dissent from any- 
thing that was. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I dissent from that statement now. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I do not mean to be offensive to the Sen- 
ator; but I want to call attention to the fact that somehow or other 
two affidavits got into the record that were not admissible under 
that rule. They were the affidavits of persons who were not mem- 
bers of sisters gare and not officers of the Legislature, and in no 
way conn with the crime o which was c to be a 
conspiracy. Attention was called to the fact in New Orleans that 
two affidavits had gotten in. It was called in this way: It seems 
that the Senator from Wisconsin offered to introduce the affidavit of 
a Mr. Magloire, who was no member of the Legislature and was an 
1 

Mr. KELLOGG. No; he was a member of the islature. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. That was objected to. I do not remember 
who he was; but he certainly was not a party to any crime charged, 
so far as I know. 

Mr. KELLOGG. He was one of the parties actually charged with 
receiving a bribe. ` 

Mr. , of Georgia. Ido not wish any statement from the sit- 
ting member. I am going to read from the record: 

Senator HILL. I said I would admit the affidavits of parties who were parties to 
corruption, and those affidavits only are admissible. 

Senator CAMERON. I move, then, to rule them out. 

That is, attention was called to the affidavits of Franklin and Kel- 
ley, who were rot parties to the corruption, and when that rule was 
restated the Senator from Wisconsin simply said: 

I move, then, to rule them ont. 
OE on I think they ought to be if they are outside parties and were at 


Senator Cameron. I move, then, to strike them from the records, the affidavits 
of Kelley and Franklin. 
Senator HILL. Strike them out, Mr. Stenographer, all the affidavits, those of Ben- 


jamin Franklin and James Kelley. 

The objection to the affidavit of Pierre McGloire was thereupon sustained. 

So he must have been, 8 not a member. I do not know 
whether the affidavits of in and Kelley appear in this printed 
record or not, but I believe they do. 

Mr. LOGAN. They do. 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I have not seen them, but I will say that 
they were ordered to be stricken out, and the order is here in the 
printed record. So very clearly neither the testimony of Weber nor 
the affidavits of these witnesses are evidence. 

I will call attention to another fact, that in looking at the index I 
have been unable to find this testimony, because it is not indexed. 
I do not see that either the affidavit of nklin and Kelley or the 
testimony of Weber has been indexed. I a ap the gentleman who 
indexed the testimony knew that was not testimony and did not index 
it. I therefore was at some trouble in finding any of this testimony. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will look in the index he will find the 
reference to Kelley and Jeremiah Blackstone on page 1256; he will find 
that their affidavits are indexed. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I looked at page 1256 and it appears to me 
the affidavits are not indexed. 

Mr. LOGAN. Page 1253, I should have said. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. The affidavits of Blackstone, De Lacy, 
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Flanagan, Johnson, 
I did not look at 

Mr. LOGAN. page 689 you will find these affidavits annexed. 

Mr. HILL, of gre They may be there, but they were ordered 
to be stricken out. ey are no part of this record. 

Mr. CARPENTER rose. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I advise my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CARPENTER] to be patient. I haye seen men lose their strength by 
being too impatient sometimes. Let ns be patient. The contest as 
to oo, Fr this evidence does amount to is going to come up by and by, 
and we will not be determined just here I say very chee: y that 
the testimony of Weber is no part of the evidence reported by the 
committee. It was ordered to be stricken out here by the general 
committee, and I respond this morning because the chairman of the 
committee is not here—yes, I see he is here, but I did not know that 
he was here when the question arose—and because the testimony was 
taken in New Orleans, and because I have seen a spiteful reference to 
this thing in connection with myself. The affidavits are not testi- 
mony either, and the record shows that they were stricken out. I be- 
lieve they nevertheless appear, but I do not know 3 about it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I simply desire to say in reply to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin that it was somebody’s duty to 
have seen that this matter was stricken out; that it has always been 
usual, I believe, on the part of this committee, to intrust entirely to 
the stenographer the superintendence of printing the testimony which 
is taken by it. I am sure that there was no disposition on the part 
of any member of the committee to have incorporated in the record 
of testimony anything that by the action of the committee had been 
excluded. there had been any duty devolved on any member of 
the committee in reference to the particular testimony taken at New 
Orleans, it would have devolved on the sub-committee appointed to 
go to New Orleans. The general committee itself con d to the 
sub-committee after going to New Orleans the right and propriety of 
superintending the further investigation after they returned to Wash- 
ington. As the chairman of the committee, I requested 

r. MORRILL, Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether he 
would have any objection to having this testimony stricken out so 
that it shall not form a part of the permanent record of the Senate 
in relation to this matter? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Not the least objection in the world. The only 
difficulty is that I do not see how you are to do it without printing 
anew the entire testimony. The testimony taken by the sub-commit- 
tee in New Orleans was in type, I presume, at the time the order of 
the committee was made to strike this ont of the record, and I sup- 

that was the reason why it was not omitted from the record, the 
already having been set up and a sufficient number of copies 
printed for the use of the committee, and perhaps a greater number, 
though I do not know anything about that, because it has never been 
customary with that committee to pay any attention scorns to 
the superintendence of the printing of testimony. It been left 
to the stenographer to superintend the printing of testimony so far as 
I have known in every investigation before the committee. Person- 
ally, I am sure that I gave no attention to it as chairman of the com- 
mittee. Ifit had devolved upon me, and the committee had 5 
a wish that I should e give some attention to it, I would 
have done so; but I did not understand that that was any part of my 
duty as chairman of the committee. 
© gu ion of the Senator from Wisconsin that some person 
ought to have attended to this matter left an implication, perhaps, 
that the chairman of the committee might have attended to it, 
whereas it was certainly understood that the superintendence of the 
investigation of the Lonisiana case, having been submitted to the 
sub-committee, if should be under the control of that sub-committee 
when the examination was resamed in Washington. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I think it is due to the Official Ste- 
nographer of the Senate to say that neither he nor any of his force is 
responsible for the evidence that was taken before the sub-committee 
in New Orleans. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Nor here either, after we came back. 

Mr. IN . And that if any mistake or error has occurred, it 
is not due to any member of his staff. 

It seems to me very strange if the statement of the Senator from 
Georgia is true, and this testimony was ordered to be stricken out, 
and it appears wrongly m this volume, and as appears from the 
statement of the Senator from Wisconsin that it is prejudicial in some 
way to the Senator from Louisiana, that the Senate should hesitate 
upon the expenditure of a few dollars, as towhether this record should 
import verity or not. I understand that the usual custom is to print 
1,900 copies of this document for the use of the Senate and House of 
Representatives and for distribution through the various Departments 
of the Government. This allows three copies to each member of the 
Senate, and one to each member of the House. The rest are distributed 
through the Interior Department and other branches of the Govern- 
ment for distribution to the public libraries of the country. 

That course has not been taken, and it will not cost to exceed $2,000 
or $3,000 at the outside, to do justice and have the absolute trath in 
this matter, and it seems to me that, rather than discuss the question 
whether or not this shall be considered as evidence in to the 
right of the Senator from Louisiana to his seat or not, the Senate 
should take immediate steps to see that its records are correct, that 


J ser eae Seveignes, and McGuire are stated. 


these incorrect records of this testimony should be withdrawn, and | was the object I h 


that the testimony as it was really taken before the committee should 
be set up in the printing office and distributed as the committee finally 


ordered it to appear. I do not know what course the Senator from 
Wisconsin chooses to take, but it seems to me that a motion should 
be made promptly that this record should be withdrawn and those 
offensive portions should be stricken out, and that the proper num- 
ber of the testimony as it ought to appear shall be printed for the 
use of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. I intended—my colleague on the committee and my- 
self have conferred in reference to it—to make the motion mentioned 
by the Senator from Kansas. I do not desire to discuss the proposi- 
tion at all; in fact I am not in a condition to doit; but having ex- 
amined rather cursorily this testimony I find several instan or at 
least two, in which very important testimony, if true, is left in the 
volume, though it was ordered to be stricken out. I therefore make 
the motion that the document as printed thus far be suppressed, and 
that the Senate order a reprint of the testimony as taken by the com- 
mittee, with the exception that the testimony ordered to be stricken 
out be left out of the record. I make that motion and ask leave to 
enter it now. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator from Illinois that the 
testimony perhaps could be corrected by restitching the volume as 
now por leaving out the objected to, without the trouble 
and delay of reprinting the whole testimony. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; any way so that it is out. Suppress that 
portion of it and the object is accomplished. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. ith the understanding that there shall be no 
unnecessary delay, let that be done. The testimony now in the vol- 
ume may be unstitched and the sheets objected to can be omitted 
from the testimony, and so far as the committee is concerned, that is 
so far as I have had an opportunity to consult the committee, there 
is not the 50 5 objection in the world to that course. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; so far as that is concerned I will say to 
the chairman that the only object of reprinting is merely to get ont 
of the record this testimony that is now improperly in the record. 
If the Printer can use the same document, extracting from it this im- 
proper testimony and then restitching the volume, of course I have 
no objection to that. The only object is to get the volume correct, 
and I make that motion ; and if the motion prevails, then such course 
as the chairman of the committee may suggest to the Public Printer 
in re; to it can be taken so as to comply with this order, and it 
will nti orto 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator will modify his motion—— 

Mr. LOGAN. I was just about to change the motion, and if the 
Senator will allow me I will doso. I make the motion now that the 
record be so changed as to leave out the evidence which was ordered 
by the committee to be stricken from the record. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Illinois ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I mean all evidence improperly in the record. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. I do not ot Been there is a member of the 
committee or of the Senate who would think of taking the slightest 
advantage of the ap ce of this testimony in this record. It 
would be contemptible. I do not suppose there is any member of the 
Senate who is not perfectly willing to get rid of it. My own judg- 
ment is that the statement in the y of the report that the testi- 
mony was stricken out by the unanimous vote of the committee, and 
then the errata added, stating also that it was stricken ont, do get 
rid of it. That is my 3 But I will say to the Senator from 
Illinois that I think, if he wants the thing gotten rid of, not only 
legally but actually and does not want these there, the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware is a t deal the best one, because 
if we order this whole record reprinted, which I think wholly unnec- 
essary, these old reports will still be here. Senators talk about 
terity looking into it and the country looking into it. If so, they 
might find these old records. The best plan I think, if anything is to 
be done, is to order that these same printed volumes be taken and 
these omitted Pages be taken out. s 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator would have listened to the motion as 
I corrected it he would have seen that I corrected it so as to meet the 
8 of the Senator from Delaware so that it might be done 

er 


either wax 
HILL, of Georgia. I think that is the best way if it is done 


Mr. 
at all. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is a matter for the Public Printer. I will state 
my object. It is very well for us to say the Senate will not be ne 
erned by this testimony improperly in the record; but we know how 
easy it is to read it if it is in the record. I will not say that Senatore 
do not always read a volume like this; but I will say that it is a 
pretty hard Reece of labor, and sometimes persons are so busily en 

that they do not do so, and a Senator would be as likely ta 

e a mistake in argument by reading the improper testimony as 

he would be apt to read the testimony correctly as it is found in the 

record. By reading it it would go into the RECORD and become a 

part of the RECORD, and the fact would not be known by ms who 

read it ordinarily that it was excluded, as evidence, but it would be 

taken by them to be proper testimony in the case. Hence, I desire 
that it be excluded entirely so that it cannot by any possi! 

into the RECORD 


as proper testimony to go before the country. 
ad in the motion. a 
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Mr. HILL, of genre. I do not think that the evil ap ended 
by the Senator from Illinois could occur in any event. e do not 
ordinarily have printed or written: speeches ; the speeches here are 
delivered; and any Senator undertaking to use this testimony on this 
floor would be corrected at once. He would be corrected by the vol- 
ume. I will say that while I think there is nothing in this matter 
one way or the other, I have never really regarded the testimony of 
Weber as amounting to much raps il It is not referred to in the 
ightest degree in the report of the committee. 

Mr, LOGAN. I understand that. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. It never has been referred to anywhere ; 
but I think to gratify these gentlemen that perhaps, if it can be done, 
while I think it unnecessary —— 

Mr. LOGAN. Allow me to say to the Senator that it is not “to 


gratify these gentlemen.” It is a matter of right that we ask, and 
not of tification. 
Mr. , of Georgia. Well, the Senator will excuse me. 


Mr. LOGAN. Certainly, but I do not wish—— 
Mr. HILL, of Georgia. ishould think a thing that was right would 


gratify the Senator. 

Mr. LOGAN. It ht to gratify everybody ; but the Senator says 
“to gratify these gentlemen.” It ought to gratify the whole Senate 
to do right. 


Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not desire to be putin the attitude to which 
the Senator would assign me. 

Mr. of ia. Isee no objection to the motion if this can 
be done without delay; and I think it can. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; let it be done. 

Mr.GARLAND. Themotion isthat the testimony becorrected. Ido 
not know exactly how the Senate can do that, because the testimony 
comes in a certain shape to the Senate from the committee. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Privi and Elections would not have an 
power to correct this record, and any agreement he might make wi 
the Public Printer would not have any authority to take anything 
out of this record or put anything in it, or change it in an eee 
It seems to be agreed by the members of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections that there are mistakes here. The only way I can 
see, in a parliamentary manner, to get rid of this matter is to recom- 
mit this testimony to the committee, that they may examine it, with 
the witnesses if they see proper, and make the n corrections, 
and then report it back to the Senate. Individuals cannot correct 

is, nor can the Public Printer, nor can the Senate correct it now. 

„HILL, of Georgia. The Senator from Arkansas will allow me. 
The only portion alleged to be incorrect is the — of the testi- 
mony of E. L. Weber and two affidavits in the record which were 
aap by the committee to be stricken out, and do so appear in the 
volume. 

Mr. GARLAND. They appear in the testimony reported by the 
committee, and the only way I can see to get rid of them is first to 
recommit the volume of testimony to the committee and let them 
examine it formally and make their report to the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iwill 8 the Senator from Arkansas, since hearing 
his 1. that I believe that would be the proper way to do it. 

Mr. GARLAND. There is no other way to do it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will accept that suggestion as an amendment to 
my motion, to recommit this testimony to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections for corrections and return so that it may be cor- 
rected, and then have it printed and submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, the suggestion of the Senator from 
Arkansas is very sensible and is the only way to dispose of this mat- 
ter. The cost of correcting the report will be very trifling indeed ; 
if the type is standing it will only require repaging and running over 
the pages; if it is not standing it would have to be reprinted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] 
moves that the testimony taken in the Kellogg-5 case be re- 
committed to the Committee on Privileges an tions for the pur- 
pose of revising its publication. Is that the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois? 

Mr. INGALLS. This motion should be supplemented by another 
in order to obtain fully the results that the ate desires to reach. 
I have just obtained from the document-room a statement as to the 
3 that is made of Senate documents. They are sent as fol- 

ws: to 


Document- room of the Houseüᷣ/ꝛdH R/ „öꝶ˖. : nunestas 411 
Office of the Clerk of ‘the Houseůz——— — n „„ — 
6 

190 

25 

1 

1 

1 

4 

10 

988 

Pon enden ̃ ð ̃ ↄ ̃ ¼ͤU—:—“:—g 1. 900 


These copies should all be withdrawn. The Superintendent of the 
Document-Room informs me that this defective copy has been sent 
to the document-room and ted in with this plan; 
and in onder to reech whiatthe Senatedesires this whole edition should 

be withdrawn and suppressed. i 


Mr. LOGAN. I suppose that by recommitting it to the commi 
we recommit the 2 55 5 wee 


Mr. INGALLS. These copies haye been delivered to the Depart- 
ment of State and the other Departments. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will afterward make a supplementary motion. 
The motion I submit now is that the testimony be recommitted to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, with the direction that the 
committee suppress that portion of the testimony which wasexeluded 
by the eommittee from its record. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suggest to the Senator from Dlinois that the 
motion should be that the copies of the document already distributed 
Mer LOGAN, I tha 

x . Isu t referring it back to the commi i 
withdrawing it from ¢ e Senate. aie ee 


Deparment tothe document-room, and to the Secre of the Interior. 
. LOGAN. There is a motion on that point which I will make 
after this is acted upon. 

Mr. ANTHONY. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The question is on the motion as first 
stated by the Senator from Illinois. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. What is the motion? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is that the evidence taken in the 
n case be recommitted to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections for the purpose of revising the publication. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN. Now I move that the Senate direct that this evidence 
as already printed be withdrawn from distribution, so that when it 
is corrected the corrected copies shall be distributed in lieu of those 


that are 5 yaa a pou 

The VICE-P ENT. The Senator from Illinois further moves 
that the report of the evidence taken in this case, so far as possible, 
be withdrawn and suppressed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I submit that before the Senator from Illinois 
makes that motion the committee itself now having the matter re- 
ferred to it had better take such steps as it deems best to secure a 
sufficient number of copies, because if the Senate by order withdraws 
these I do not see that the ‘committee would have any control over 
them. We may reach the conclusion that the testimony which is 
objected to ought to be omitted. Of course, if we do that we shall 
seek to in whether we can come into possession of a sufficient 
number of copies to answer the order of the Senate for the publica- 
tion, some 1,200, I think; but if the Senate now orders these to be 
suppressed, what control shall we have over them? We shall then 
be driven to the necessity of republishing the whole testimony. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The motion of the ator from Illinois is not 
that they be suppressed, but that they be withdrawn. I do not see 
how the Committee on Privileges and Elections would have any 


authority over these documents. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the is that rex dog not be distrib- 
uted, I have no objection. the object is to p them beyond the 
control of the committee so that we may not haye them corrected 
and drive us to publishing the testimony over again entirely, I think 
it would occasion a „ e delay than we ought to be subjected to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. withdrawn, of course they will be ded to 
the Government Printer, and he will either correct them or reprint 
them as he finds necessary. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If that is the understanding, I shall not object. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is the eee Ei 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the object certainly, to prevent the matter 
being distributed, so that correct copies may be furnished. 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. Tf the object is simply to give them to the 
Government Printer to make this correction, it is very proper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced thee tne House Soa canes in the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. R. No. 237) di- 
recting the Seretary of the Navy to organize a board to inquire into 
the present condition of the double-turreted monitors, and the pro- 
priety and cost of completing said vessels. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. No. 3035) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1851 and for other p an 


d 

A bill (H. R. No. 4214) to amend and re-enact sections 2552 and 2553 
of the Revised Statutes, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. R. No. 237) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to organize a board to inquire into the present 
condition of the double-turreted monitors, and the propriety and cost 
of completing said vessels; and it was thereupon elgned by the Vice- 
President. 

INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION OF 1883, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate proceeds to the considera- 
tion of the Calendar of General Orders. 


i 


\ 
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Dis bill (ENNEN nez eee a! a oe ee Beit se —s the exhibition which was originally contemplated as 


Independence by holding an international exhibition of arts, manu- 
factures, and the products of the soil and mine, in the city of New 
York, in the State of New York, in the year 1883, was announced as 
being first in order; and its consideration was resumed as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. et 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on an amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. EDMUNDS, I in sec- 
tion 9, after the word “each,” to insert “which shall be paid in at 
the time of subscription.” 

Mr. KERNAN. ving had the benefit of a conference with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. BAYARD] who ted a substitute for this amendment, 
and with their approbation, I offer the following amendment in place 
of those already submitted: 

In line 4, section 9, after the word “ each,” strike out “and to” and 
insert: 

And each subscriber sball y not less than 10 per cent. of his subscription at 
the time he subscribes; and said commission shall. 

So as to make the clause read: 


That the said commission shall have authority and is hereby em 
ceive subscri| not e 


wered to re- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from New York, [Mr. KERNAN. ] 

Mr. CARPENTER. Is there any provision in the bill for the pay- 
ment of any money beyond the 10 per cent.? 

Mr. KERNAN. I have deferred to the superior awe of the 
Senator from Vermont. He thonght, leaving it in this way, the bal- 
ance would have to be paid when uired by the corporation. He 
has prepared another section to be offered, which says they shall not 
do certain things till it is paid. He approved of this and thought it 
unwise to add what had suggested by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN. The Senator from Vermont thinks another clause 
important, and I assent to it. I offer the following amendment, pre- 
pared by him, as an additional section : 


corporation shall do any te act other than ma; 
be necessary n and no part of — sai 
corporation shall be withdrawn, be refunded to, or divided among the stockholders 
or any of them, until all the debts and liabilities of said corporation shall be fully 
q 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was rted to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were conc in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the bill be engrossed for a third 


reading ? 

Mr, CARPENTER. On that question, as I am very anxious to 
learn whether the Senate thinks we have any constitutional power to 
organize a celebration in the city of New York, I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the third reading of the bill. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, I dislike very much to vote inst 
a bill which is calculated to benefit our friends in the city of New 
York, and probably to benefit the whole country by an exhibition ; 
but I have never voted yet for any such corporation as is pro to 
be created by this act. I find no warrant whatever for such a pro- 
ceeding in the Constitution. I know that when the bill creating a 
somewhat similar F e in the State of Pennsylvania was om its 
passage, in 1872, and the clause of the Constitution was inquired for 
under which the bill was about to pass, the authority was not found at 
all in the Constitution but in the Declaration of Independence, and 
when Senators expressed some qualms of conscience about the author- 
ity granted by that sacred instrument to pass an incorporation act, we 
were told that none of us would be held accountable for it because it 
would not happen again for a hundred years. 

Now, it is not quite eight years afterward that we are asked to fol- 
low that dangerous and bad precedent. All the provisions which 
seem to be incorporated in this bill were incorporated in that bill 
creating the centennial commission of finance, or board of finance, as 
I believe it was called. All the guard, all the protection that it was 

ible to throw around the bill in the interest of the United States 
ury was put there; but. the le of the United States was 
spread over the exhibition; it was called “under the auspices of the 
nited States.“ The United States invited foreign nations to come 
to our shores with their exhibits, and the United States stood as god- 
father for the exhibition. What was the result? In the January or 
February of 1876, according to my recollection, we were appealed to 
to appropriate, I think, $2,000,000, but with our usual mode of bar- 
gaining wecut it down to a million and a half, and we were induced 
appropriate a million and a half of dollars to carry out that pro 
osition for a world’s exhibition; and the argument that was e 
on this floor not so much openly, not so much 88 but that 
argument which is whispered in the ear was, “The credit of the 
United States is at stake; we have invited foreign nations to come 
to Philadelphia to witness our great exhibition; it will fail unless we 
have help; we must be aided; yor must give us this million and a 


Mr. WINDOM. I should like to ask the Senator if every dollar was 
not paid back! 

Mr. WHYTE. Iwas going to say that. Ofcourse; but did we not 
have to get it back by a lawsuit? Did we ever get it back until the 
Supreme Court of the United States decided that we were entitled to it? 

r. WINDOM. It only proves that we made the law so that we 
could recover, and we lost no money by it. 

Mr. WHYTE. I was just going to say that we hedged it in. We 
did loan it, we meant to loan it, and Con hed, that loan in 
by such la and such apt words that when it came to stand the 
test of judicial inquiry the Supreme Court decided that it was not a 
gift but a loan, and required that the rators, before they distrib- 
uted the assets of their corporation, should pay back into the Treasury 
of the United States this million and a half of dollars which they 
claimed had been a gift. We maintained that it was a loan, They 
intended it to be a gift when they asked for it.. They intended it to 
be a donation when they asked for it, Congress changed the form of 
the act which the executive committee of that association had framed, 
according to my recollection. Con changed it so as to make it a 
loan, so that the United States could recoup ont of the assets of the 
corporation the money which had been loaned. 

e were told then that it was only once in a hundred years. Now 
they come with a new exhibition for New York within eight years of 
that time. We are not to be committed to it, it is said. hy, what 
did that exhibition at Philadelphia cost us in absolute sp ropriation 
exclusive of the million and a half of dollars? What did Congress 
8 for the exhibits, for that part of the work in which the 

nited States was an actor? Congress appropriated in all I think 
$650,000. More than half a million of do we contributed eight 

ears ra ago for an exhibition at Philadelphia, which was to last one 
un years. 

Mr. President, I cannot vote for this bill. I would be glad to see 
the exhibition; I would be glad to see the gathering thousands as for 
a month I saw them in Philadelphia in 1876, glad to see them in New 
York, and I know they would be n received; I know that 
they would be gracefully entertained by those hearted people. 
But with all my desire to do this, I can find no authority in the Con- 
stitution to vote for such a bill; and more than that, I do not think 
that in so short a time we should be called upon to appropriate an- 
other $650,000 for a similar exhibition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill be en- 
raat pase we" for a third reading? upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. — 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PenpLETON] and the Sen- 
ator from Iowa LMr. ALLISON] are paired on this question, They are 
engaged in the room of the Committee on Indian Affairs. The Sen- 
ator from Ohio, if present, would yote “nay,” and the Senator from 
Towa, ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GARLAND. My colleague [Mr. WALKER] is detained at his 
rooms by sickness. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] is also 
detained by sickness. 


Mr. WITHERS. r (Mr. Jonnston] is detained from 
his seat by sickness in his family. He is paired on political questions 
with the ator from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER.] 8 this is 


not a political question. 
Mr. COC I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
VEST] has been called home on some im t business; but on all 
litical questions he is paired with the Senator from Ka LMr. 
UMB.] This is not a political question, of course; and I do not 
know how he would vote. ` 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 26, nays 
21; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Bailey, Cameron of Wis., Kirkwood, Ransom, 
Baldwin, Conkling, McDonald, Rollins, 
Bayard, Farley, McPherson, Saunders, 
Blair, dl Maxey, Wallace, 
Butler, Morrill, Windom. 
Call, Kellogg, Paddock, 
Cameron of Pa., Kernan, Randolph, 

NAYS—21. 

5 — s ee Wilen 
ter, Groom or, W 
Cockreil Ham — Ai Withers. 

Coke, A 
Davis of Minois, Hereford, Teller, 

„ Jonas, Vance, 

ABSENT—29, 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, 
Anthony, Gordon, Jones of Nevada, Thurman, 
Biain Hamlin Logan M 
Bruce) Hill of Georgia” re 8 
0 

Barca, Va., Hoar, Platt, 
Dawes, Johnston, Plumb, 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
EQUALIZATION OF HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, it will be remembered that yester- 
day morning, having in charge a bill that had precedence on the- 
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Calendar, I gave way to the bill which has just been concluded. The 
bill to which I refer is a short bill of great interest to my State, and 
it will not occupy five minutes to pass it, I am sure. It has been be- 
fore considered in the Senate and amended in accordance with the 
view expressed by the Senate then, and it went over without prejudice, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired i 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the indulgence of my g friend from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. EATON. It gives me no pleasure to decline the request of my 
friend from Nebraska, but I have charge of a very important public 
bill, and I desire to get a vote on it to-day. It consumed yesterday, 
and I desire to get a vote on it to-day, and therefore I feel that I 
ought not to give way. I hope my friend will pardon me. 

5 PADDOCK. a assure the Senator that if this bill occupies 
more than five minutes I will assent that it shall be set aside. 

Mr. EATON. I will give five minutes. Iam very good-natured. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask for the consideration of Senate bill No. 1085. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 1085) to equalize home- 
steads, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands, with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in line 6, after the word “en- 
tered,” to strike out the words or may hereafter enter.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 12, after the word “ select,” to 
strike out the word “ others.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 15, after the word “df,” to insert 
the words “crops or;” so as to read: 

But he shall not be entitled to a patent therefor without satisfactory proof to 
the General Land Office of the and continuous cultivation of crops or for- 
est or fruit trees on an area of the same equal to one acre for each forty acres 
thereof during a period of three years. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to insert at the end of the bill: 

And all assignments and transfers of the right hereby secured, and all contracts 
to assign or transfer such right made prior to the issue of the cary homey be null 
and void: And provided further, That any person who has entered 
hundred and sikiy acres may, if he so surrender original entry to the 
United States for cancellation, and the be entitled to enter lands under the 
homestead laws the same as if the surrendered entry had not been made. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask the Senator from Nebraska if this is a claim 
for the cultivation of fruit trees simply under the forest-culture law ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it an extension of the provisions of that law? 

Mr. PADDOCK, No, sir; it is a limitation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concu in, 5 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to offer an amendment that I think my 
colleague will accept. In line 13, after the word “ where,” I move to 
insert “within the State or Territory in which his or her homestead 
is located,” so that the selection be confined to the State or Ter- 
ritory within which the person has his homestead. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is the bill (H. 
R. No, 4924) making appropriations to supply certain deficiencies in 
the 1 raved the Government for the fiscal 

endi une 30, 1880, and for other i 
THE CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I AN ppan of the Senate 
to take up Senate bill No. 1319, which was up once before. 

Mr. EATON. I cannot give way further; Í must insist on the reg- 
ular order. - 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I do not think it will occupy 
three minutes’ time. 

Mr. EATON. I desire to pass this deficiency bill to-day, if possible. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. If my bill occupies three min- 
utes, I will not press it. 

Mr. EATON. I must stop at some time, and I cannot give way 


further. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The deficiency appropriation bill is the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. BLAINE. What arrangement has been made in regard to the 
Geneva award bill? 

Mr. McDONALD. L understand that the appropriation bill is the 
unfinished business befere the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. McDONALD, I want it understood that the Geneva award 
bill does not lose its place, but that when this bill is finished we go 
back to that. 

Mr. BLAINE. Do I understand the Senator from Indiana to sa: 
that the Geneva award bill is Tenoa until after a long politic: 


debate on this Seppe b 
Mr. McDON. I do not know anything about the political de- 
bate on this bill, but I understand it is unfinished b: ess of the 


Senate. 
Mr. BLAINE. Only because by an 


ment yesterday the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, [ 


„Davis, ] who had the floor on the Geneva 


award bill, declined to proceed, and it was understood that this was 
taken up Lagoon | he having the floor and being entitled to it on 
the Geneva award bill. 

Mr. McDONALD. I was not present yesterday when the under- 
standing ORN of by the Senator from Maine was had. 

Mr. EATON. There was not any understanding of that sort, to my 


age tale 
Mr. McDONALD. I heard the Chair announce this appropriation 
bill to be the unfinished business, and I understood it to stand in that 


way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Geneva award bill was laid aside by 
formal vote of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAINE. By formal vote? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By formal vote of the Senate yesterday. 
The question was distinctly put on the motion of the Senator from 
Connecticut that it be laid aside. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. ` Informally. 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The word “informally” did not accom- 

y it. 
wet 5 EDMUNDS. And could not. 

Mr. BLAINE. Do I understand the Chair to say that the motion 
was formally put, that an “aye” vote and a “no” vote was called 
for on a motion that the Geneva award bill be laid aside? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays were not called for. 

Mr. BLAINE. I did not say that ; but was there an aye-and-no vote 
as we answer viva voce? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut asked 
unanimous consent that this deficiency billshould be taken up, to 
which objection was made. He then made the formal motion that 
the Geneva award bill be laid aside. The Chair submitted that ques- 
tion to the Senate and it was carried and this bill taken up, and it 
was under consideration when the Senate adjourned yesterday. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I am a little too hoarse to talk at all to- 
day. Iam ready, but I am too hoarse to-day to speak. 

Mr. BLAINE. Yesterday the honorable tor from Illinois had 
the floor; and my understanding was—— 

Mr. EATON, the Senator from Maine will give way a moment, 
I think I can set the matter entirely right. The Chair of course is 
right that I made the motion. I then myself said that I would give 


way to the Senator from Illinois if he desired to s yes y- 
He did not care to , and therefore I asked the te to go on 
with the deficiency bill. 


The VICE-P. IDENT. The Journal states the fact as it occurred 
and as the Chair has stated it. 

Mr. EATON. If the Senator from Maine has nothing further to 
submit, let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. BLAINE. I desire to state that so far as a hasty reading of the 
RECORD goes, it does not sustain what the honorable President has 
stated was the action of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Maine will look at the bot- 
tom of the second column on page 7 of to-day’s RECORD he will find 


a colloquy between the Senator from Connecticut and the Vice-Pres- 
ident which shows that the then pending bill was postponed by com- 
mon ment of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be read, if there be any 
dispute about the fact. 
. EDMUNDS. The RECORD shows it at the foot of page 7, as 
the Senator from Kansas has said : 
The eee oo pea The Senator from Illinois is entitled to the floor on the 


Geneva award bi 
ve way to the Senator from Connecticut. 


Mr. Davis, of Illinois, I will 
Mr. Eaton, I call for the eration of the bill (H. R. No. 4924) making a 


8 supply certain deficiencies in the ings aging sey for the — 
ent for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first question is on postponing the pending bill. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the motion of the Senator from 
Connecticut to take up House bill No. 4924. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such was the fact. 

Mr. BLAINE. But the agreement was made that the Senator from 
Ilinois should step aside temporarily and the deficiency bill-might 

on. All I desire to say is that I wish the Geneva award bill could 
reported from a committee that would ask the action of the Sen- 
ate upon it. 

Mr. McDONALD. The chairman of that committee is not able to 
be in his seat to-day on account of illness, and if he was here I appre- 
hend he would not insist on continuing the Geneva award bill to the 
displacement of an appropriation bill which is regularly pending. I 
want so far as I am concerned to do whatever may be necessary and 
right and proper to advance the Geneva award bill; and I am justi- 
fied in sa; that as soon as this appropriation bill is disposed of I 
expect to for the consideration of the Geneva award bill and con- 
tinue it until it is acted on by the Senate. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The Senator from Maine does the Senator from 
Ohio very t injustice. 

Mr. B I am not speaking of the Senator from Ohio at all. 

Mr. HEREFORD. He is chairman of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and has the consideration of the Geneva award bill con- 


ro 
the 


tinually but is not now able to be here. The Senator from Maine 
says he hopes it could be reported from a committee that would urge 
it, The gentleman who has charge of it has urged it. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I am ready to speak on the subject, but I 
am hoarse to-day. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senate was quite willing to hear the honora- 
ble Senator yesterday. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I could have talked yesterday better than 


I can to-day. 
Mr. EATON. I hope we shall get through with — sp ropriation 
pill to-day so that we may go on with the Geneva aw: ill to-mor- 


row. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. House bill No. 4924 is before the Senate. 
DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 4924) making appropriations to supply cer- 
tain deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes. 

Mr. EATON. Iwill state to the Senate that I have received a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, desiring a 
ER more than we gave him yesterday, and I will read a few words 

it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the whole of it. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washi: March 30, 1880. 


Sm: Ihave the honor of calling your attention to the fact that there will be a 
in the for" 


deficiency dies, paper and stamps,” Bureau of Internal 
Revenue, for the current fiscal year of $51 10. 

This deficiency is by the ex in the collections of 
internal revenue. During the from July 1, 1879, to March 1, 1880, there were 
issued 54,848,241 in -revenue stamps for tol snuff, beer, spirits, 

, in excess of the number issued the same period in 3 
8 nting alone has been $39,217.04 in excess of tho cost during the 
same period year. 

The amount actually audited and aea for eight months has been $296,693.10. 

these expenditures as a basis for the expenditures of the next four months, 
the following amounts will be required : 
TOE O DON BS ste loge e De $97, 000 00 
American Bank Note pany, for a 16, 000 00 
ag Crook, for printing tin-foil wrappers 1188 8 

r F 
E of recet 4 and coun! 5,400 00 
Hee ae ee OE 82 


These items, with those already audited and paid as above stated, make 
a 


total of 427, 893 10 


Leaving a deficiency jj. a 5æ%:m: DA. 51, 283 10 

This deficiency results necessarily from the fact that during the past eight 

months the — of internal revenue have been $5,944,956.46 ä ot Gere 
ceipts for the same period of the last fiscal year. 


on Appropr Senate, 
an * ent to the immediate deficiency bill now being considered 
UNE 2 GREEN B. RAUM, 
Commissioner. 


Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

I have submitted this matter to all the members of the Committee 
on Appropriations I could find, and we all agree that this addition 
ought to be made, and therefore I have prepared this amendment, to 
be added after line 22, page 2, as a new paragraph: 

For dies, paper, and stamps, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1880, $51,283.10. 

I desire it to be placed on the bill now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will receive the amendment 
at this time. 

Mr. BECK. After consultation with the Senator from Connecticut, 
who has charge of this bill, I that this deficiency ought to be 
made part of the bill—althoug $ penos; it might have been with- 
held until the r deficiency bill; it is very evident that it will be 
needed—or we have complaints made that we are cutting down 
the amount necessary for the public service. 

I rose for the purpose of saying that the estimate of this Depart- 
ment for all the items for which they are now asking a deficiency, 
according to my recollection, was $410,000. We had given $375,000, 
and the deficiency now required is about $20,000 more than the esti- 
mate of the Department for all the service to which it pertains. 

We have been treated first in the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and then in subsequent communications to all sorts of cau- 
tions and remonstrances against extravagant appropriations, and we 
have been told by the Secretary (no doubt he thought he was impress- 
ing on the country how economical he was) that if there were any 
excess of appropriations over the estimates it would be the fault of 
the Congress of the United States; and no doubt whenever we do ex- 
ceed the estimates a dollar, although we are compelled to do it in a 
variety of ways, the gentlemen who take the same view as the Secre- 
tary and agree with him in politics will from one end of the country 
to the other this summer be arraigning the democratic party because 
of the extravagance of both Houses under its control; and yet, in the 
face of these facts, we are told the public service will suffer unless we 
furnish this money in excess of estimates and that the revenues from 
internal taxation will suffer unless it is done, and we are thus placed 
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in the dilemma either in the face of the facts to vote the money re- 
quired or cripple the public service. 

I desire also to say that the statement made by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue in the letter just read has ed a great many 
of his predictions, and a great many of the apprehensions of gentle- 
men on the other side, in regard to the effect of the reduction of 
taxation. We were told by the Commissioner in his report last year, 
and page after page was devoted to the enforcement of his gloomy 
predictions, that if we reduced the tax on tobacco from twenty-four 
to sixteen cents, as it was proposed and as we did, we should lose one- 
third of the revenue. His language was: 


I therefore express the unqualified opinion that a reduction of the tax one-third 
will inevitably result in a corresponding reduction of the revenue derived from that 
source. 


Nine or ten million dollars was to be taken away, and we were 
threatened with being responsible for creating a deficit in n 
revenues, The sinking fund, we were told, could not be provid 
for; nothing could be done which the public faith was pledged to 
maintain if we dared to reduce taxation. What is the result? Al- 
thongh all the internal revenue with the exception of a few million 
dollars comes from tobacco and distilled and fermented spirits, not- 
withstanding we have reduced the tax from twenty-four to sixteen 
cents on tobacco, the falling off on tobacco has been less than three 
millions on any calculation the Department can make, and the To- 
bacco Leaf and other publications indicate even that much will not 
be lost. And they give us the assurance that the revenue from to- 
bacco is going up beyond what it was at twenty-four cents in a very 
few years; even now the Commissioner, instead of having to report 
any of the frightful results he had anticipated, says : 

This deficiency results necessaril, 7 
months the receipts of internal — have been $5,944,956.: Raed nan a 
receipts for the same period of the last fiscal year. 

When he was drawing twenty-four cents on tobacco. 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps the Senator made the statement, but I did 
not catch it. Did he make the comparison on tobacco? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir. I say that all the taxes received from internal 
sa ona Bis the exception of a few million on morreu stam) 
and bank checks, come from tobacco, whisky, and fermented spiri 
of the reduction on tobacco coming short nine an 


ing on. 
be u 


Mr. DAWES. During the whole year? 

Mr. BECK. For the whole year. I will endeavor on some future 
occasion to set forth the exact facts. I thought I had the paper at 
my desk, but I have not. 

. DAWES. I inquired simply to get the facts from the Senator. 

Mr. BECK. I will give the exact facts to the Senator when I have 
them; but at this moment I cannot lay my hand on them, and there- 
fore may not be accurate. I desire to say that it illustrates the fact 
that whenever you have taxation so high as to be far above the rev- 
enue point come in and great em nts of trade follow, 
just as they existed in the tobacco trade at a twenty-four-cent tax; and 
when you put taxation down to something like the revenue point your 
revenues always increase, business in and the uction in- 
creases and prospers, 80 that the revenue does not diminish anything 
like in proportion to the reduction of the tax. The statement of the 
Commissioner that he is nearly six millions in advance for eight months 
of this year over last year grows largely out of the fact that the Com- 
missioner is relieving as far as he can—because I believe the Commis- 
sioner is administering his office well (and that is one reason why I 
am willing to give this deficiency now to him)—all trade and busi- 
ness from which he is obtaining his revenue in every possible way 
that he can consistent with the protection of the Government; he 
has suppressed very many illicit distilleries and has established very 

distilleries in places where there were none else than illicit 
distilleries, all of which are now paying him more or less revenue. In 
other words, he is getting the business in hand, because he is no longer 
treating the men en in it as though they were robbers and 
thieves, but is endeavoring to give them a chance to live. He is no 
longer taking advantage of the little technicalities that no man in 
the business can live up to, but is endeavoring to make men prosper- 
ous in their business, so that the Government itself may be propa 
ous in the receipt of its revenues. The Senator from South Caroli 
(Mr. BUTLER] says it is so in his State. I know itis so almost every- 
where. The increase of stamps that he is selling and the large 
increase that is req because he has to appoint more storekeepers 
and more and is converting what was formerly an illegiti- 
mate business into a legitimate one, and men are prospering under it 
and the Government is prospering under it, make me willing to give 
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him the money n to carry on the business of his Department, 
3 5 6 it does exceed estimate made by the Department by some 
$20,000, and although the Secretary has taken occasion to scold us 


every time he has a chance for daring to go above his estimate; yet 
W of revenue, the increase of business, and the necessity 
for more work in the Internal Revenue Department, growing, as I 
say, out of the business being prosperous, first, by the reduction of 
taxation in one branch of it, and, second, by better administration in 
the other, make it, to my mind, a very proper thing to do. I will 
not embarrass a SOPANEN which is bringing in large revenue and 
which is treatin e men who are carrying it on reasonably well. 
None of us sora 7 5 of fair taxation on spirits and tobacco which 
enter into consumption; we ask only for fair treatment, liberal ad- 
ministration, and the removal of annoying and oppressive restrictions, 
and we will sustain the Commissioner in all his efforts to collect his 
revennes and run his Department free from annoyance or embarrass- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. RoLLINS in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut, 


[Mr. EATON. 
The amendment was d to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will re the next 


amendment of the Committee on Appropriations in order. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is, after line 127, to insert: 

For tin the work of adjusi and settling the claims of the several 
States, poe rag gion of Sante approved September 28, 1850, and the acts sup- 
1 thereto and amendatory thereof, for swamp lands, 1 — claims 

swamp-land indemnity, under the acts of March 2, 1855, and March 3, 1857, and 


other acts, $6,000. 
Mr. EATON. Only a word in regard to that amendment. M = 


tention was called to the subject by my friend, the Senator from 
souri, [Mr. C J] and another gentleman, and I thought it 
important that the amendment should be made and should be ap- 
pended to the bill. It was im 
the committee in order to submit it to them, and, therefore, on my 
own responsibility I added this amendment, for I will not claim that 
it was joined in by the committee. I assumed the responsibility of 
doing it; and if there is anything wrong about it, it can be stricken 
out at once. My friend from Missouri, who has a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, will give full information in regard to the 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I read for the information of the Senate a letter 
from the Department of the Interior addressed to me: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 30, 1880. 


Sim: Referring to your letter of this date relative to an ion ‘for con- 
tinuing the work of ing and adjusting claims for swamp lands and swamp- 
land indemnity,” I have the honor to advise you as follows: 

By the act approved June 28, 1879, (Laws of the Forty-sixth Congress, first ses- 
sion, chapter 45, page, 40,) an appropriation of $15,000 was made for this — 1 
As soon a3 pi le after the passage of said act ts were appointed to in- 
vestigate claims for swamp-land indemnity in the States of Florida. Minois, and 
Missouri—those States having the largest claims of that character before of- 
fice—under the act of March 2, 1855, (10 Stats., page 634,) and the act of March 3 
1857, (11 Stats., page 251,) extending the same. Under the regulations bed 
by the De ent these ts are required to make a personal e: tion in 
the field of each forty-acre t for which indemnity is claimed, besides attending 
the 8 testimony touching the character of said tracts on the part of the 
State. This work is necessarily ex ive, as each agent, in addition to his inci- 
dental expenses of board and lodging, must be furni with transportation to 
the tracts to be examined, which are scattered over a large area of country in each 
State, and, although the strictest economy in expenditures has been insisted u 
and observed by each agent, the rp pa wien is so nearly exhausted that ey 
must all be recalled by the middle of next month unless a farther a) riation 
made. Partial reports from said agents show that about one N and seventy- 
five thousand acres have been examined in the field and testimony taken on a large 
amount of the tracts thms examined. Some of this testimony has been forwarded 
from the results of the work so far, the amount saved 

ly exceed the amount of the a riation. The 
withdrawal of the agents re they have completed their labors not only in- 
pat the work of adjusting these cl: now being zapidiy proceeded with, bnt 
it will involve considerable expense to thè Government, as well as the several 
States in which the authorities have arranged to present testimony in support of 
their claims. In view of all the facts I earnestly recommend that an 1 eto 
tion sufficient to continue the work without interruption to the close of the cur- 
rent fiscal year be made. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 2 K E 
j WILLIAMSON, 

Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, Commi. 

United States Senate. 


I hope that will be satisfactory to the Senate. It is recommended 
in the estimates of of ig riations and also in the annual report of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Missouri in relation tothis matter. As I understand it, these swamp 
lands were all donated to the States; and now there is a claim pend- 
in nm a lands ot not in = cases held out full eee 

è States come upon us for damages in consequence o 
short measure. Is that the fact or not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would thank the Senator to state the source 
of his information on that point. It is marvelously to me that 
such information should be presented to the Senate. My friend from 


Vermont will pardon me for saying so. There is nothing of the kind 
3 Fien States are not making any claim for damages—nothing of 


' The Government granted to the States the swamp lands within 


ible for me to find a majority of 80 


their respective limits. Questions were raised as to the selection of 
those lands and the mode of selection. The States in many instances 
had the lands surveyed and made a claim that certain specific lands 
were swamp and overflowed lands under the law. The General Gov- 
ernment looked at the general surveys of the public lands made, and 


where those general surveys on their face happened to be definitely 
and accurately made, with an accurate d ption of the character 
and quality of the lands, and showed the lands to be swamp and 
ov wed, the General Government patented those lands to the 
States ; but where there was any doubt aboutit the General Govern- 
ment declined to patent them. . 

Now a controversy has arisen between the States and the General 
Government as to the character of particular lands. The General 
Government has refused to patent them to the States until she can 
send an agent to the ground and examine it and take testimony on it, 
and on page 545 of the Report of the Secretary of the Interior, the 
rules and regulations and mode of taking the evidence will be found. 
That is one of the modes of mt of claims for title to these 
lands. In many cases the States have sold these lands; ns have 
inclosed a part of them; in some instances homes have been erected 
upon them; and the title has still been retained in the General Gov- 
ernment. The States are anxious to have the matter settled; the 
General Government is anxious to have it settled. The General Goy- 
ernment has it in its own hands, and asks an appropriation to send 
pa to in te and re upon the character of the lands, and 

is a part of the work of those agents. 


A word in to the swamp-land indemnity, asitis called. The 
States claimed that certain lands were swamp lands. Since the date 
of the grant of Congress to the States the General Government has 


sold through the respective land offices quite a number of these 
tracts of land. Congress passed a law providin t where it after- 
ward turned ont that the lands so sold by the General Government 
were actually swamp and overflowed lands and ought to have been 
tented to the States, then the General Government should refund 
to the States the amount of money received by the Government for 
those lands. That is the swamp-land indemnity claim, nothing more, 
nothing less—the claim made by the State for the purchase-mon 
recei by the General Government for those lands which were 
ually swamp and overflowed at the time, but which have since been 
sold by the General Government and patented to individuals. To 
prevent controversy the States have agreed to accept, under the law 
of Congress passed for that pur, the purchase-money, the indem- 
nity, of asserting title to the land under the swamp-land grant. 

y friend from Vermont is doubtless aware that the Supreme Court 
has decided that that passed the title to the States; it operated as a 
grant. To avoid all these tronbles this law was passed, and the Sec- 
re of the Interior, under an appropriation of $15,000 made at the 
last Congress, has sent agents into the field; they have been exam- 
ining in various countries, have been reporting; they are reporting 
against issuing patents for a large number of tracts of land; they 
are reporting in favor of issuing patents to some ; 5 00 are reporting 
in favor of allowing the States in some cases the pure money for 
certain lands where they are perfectly satisfied that they were swamp 
and overflowed, and where they were not they report against it. Thus 
we are rapid]: gory ane whole matter adjusted. These ts are 
in the fi is $6,000 will keep them to the close of the year, will 
save thousands of dollars in expense to the General Government and 
5 ue on ai States, and it is no claim for damages or anything 
of the ` 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Permit me to add to the very full state- 
ment made by the Senator from Missouri, that the Secretary of the 
Interior in some cases has disputed the selections which were made 
by State officers under the act of 1852, claiming that lands that were 
reported as swamp lands were not so in fact, and with a view of de- 
termining that question agents have been sent to some of the States 
in order that A eae might not issue from the Government for lands 
that did not fall clearly within the provisions of the swamp-land act 
of 1852. Ina * many instances the States proceeded and made 
the selections in accordance with the act of 1852 through their own 

mts and co-operating I think with the surveyor-general of the 

nited States in the State; but when they came up here in 8 
cases I know that objections were made that these selections includ 
lands that were not really swamp lands, and before patents could be 
issued to the States the of the Interior said, I must have 
this matter determined,” so that commissions went to travel over the 

und to see whether they were swamp lands or not, and this is part 
of that business. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think I am now confirmed in the information I 
had, by the Senator from Missouri himself. The very language of the 
amendmentis to provide indemnity to States for swamp lands. Now, 
Mr. President, according to the statement of the Senator from Mis- 
souri we are called os a to pay the States for lands that have 
been sold and settled upon 7 settlers heretofore as 2 and 
of the public lands, because they were really swamp lands. I do not 
3 to argue this question. L suppose the amendment will pre- 
vail, being reported, as I understand it to be, by the Committee on 
Appropriations ; but certainly I cannot see from the statement of the 
Senator from Missouri himnsel f that it is anything else than 


an indemnity to States for lands that have fallen short of the lant 
that the States supposed to have been their due. 


1880. 


— — 


‘Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, there is scarcely any one subject 
of legislation in the appropriation bills that the State of Arkansas is 
more interested in than this one particular feature. The only com- 
plaint I think against the pending proposition is that the amount is 
not sufficient by any means for completing, or, as expressed in the 
provision, “for continuing,” the work of adjusting and settling the 
claims of the several States. 

The swamp-land act of the 28th of September, 1850; used the lan- 
guage that certain lands “are hereby granted.” Very early in the 
steps to secure lands under that grant the question arose in the several 
States what that grant meant, whether it was a grant in presenti or 
whether if was one that had to be perfected thereafter by some other 
act on the part of the person or the State making application under 
it. The State courts held with wonderful unanimity that it was a 
grant in presenti; that all the lands swamp and overflowed within 
the meaning of that act passed at once on the passage of the act to 
the States; that it was only after that a matter of identification to 
establish just what lands were swamp and overflowed. 

There were several acts paee afterward amendatory and explan- 
atory of the original act; but after all, if the State courts were right 
that it was a grant in prasenti, it was beyond the reach of Congress 
to change it. Congress could no more revoke the gift after it had 
been completed than an individual could. It was not given for any 
consideration at all, but simply as an absolute donation. 

The question never came fairly before the Supreme Court of the 
United States until about ninth Wallace in a railroad case from Iowa. 
After considerable discussion of that case Judge Miller, deliverin; 
the opinion of the court, followed the track that had been pursu 
by the State courts, and held that this grant was a grant absolutely, 
by its own terms, in presenti, nothing remaining afterward to do but 
to identify the particular lands, just as if a man should give a deed 
for so many black horses that he had; the only question would be to 
wiy up & horse and show that it was his originally and that it was 


In perfecting this gift questions of fact arose as to whether partic- 
ular lands were swamp and overflowed, questions arose upon subse- 
quent acts, the act of March, 1857, for example; so that the titles 
became complicated in the different States that had received the 
swamp lands under the 3 act. The Department in a measure 
could do nothing. Some claimed the lands under previous claims, 
some under the swamp-land t, and many of the best lands in the 
State of Arkansas, for example, and I suppose in other States where 
the grant operates, are absolutely tied up, held up, the title now in 
eee for the want, as this part of the bill says, of adjusting and 

tt lin various disputes. 

The State of Arkansas heretofore sent her agent especially for this 
business, and she has had bills introduced in both Houses of Co 
heretofore to settle this matter upon her part. The Senator from 
Florida has stated the different disputes that have come up, so that 
the Senate can understand and comprehend just exactly what this 
aie pe is intended to accomplish. We desire to have the gift per- 


The small sum of srg pas in here. I am frank to say that it 
is not sufficient to complete this work; but if it is deemed so by the 
Senator from Missouri, who has gone to the Department to make the 
inquiry, of course I shall be satisfied with it. It is an important 
matter, I say, to those Senators whose States are not affected by this 
grant and who have not had occasion to look into the different laws 
upon this subject, to determine whom these lands belong to, whether 
t ey are of the character that come under the original grant of swamp 
and overflowed lands or whether Sy oe not. In the mean time 
many railroad grants in the State of Arkansas have been laid upon 
some of these lands that are known to be swamp and overflowed, b 
grants made since the act of 1850 was passed. It is necessarily boun 
to give rise to a great deal of litigation hereafter; but as far as the 
General Government can do it, it is its duty to go forward and finish 
this matter of adjusting and settling these disputes, so that the Gov- 
ernment can say who, so far as it is concerned, owns this land, whether 
it is the land of an individual who has an original entry outside of 
the swamp-land grant, or whether it is the land of the State under 
the byes cree 0 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations after line 127. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on e eee was, in 
theappropriations for the Money Order Office, Post-Office Department, 
in line 140, after “from” to strike out “the p of this act” and 
insert “April 1, 1880;” and in line 142, after “eighty,” to strike out “a 
sufficient sum is hereby appropriated” and insert “ inclusive, $2,325 ; ” 
so as to make the clause read : 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Money-Order Office : 

For seven additional clerks for service in the Money Order Office, namely, two of 
class 4, one of class 3, one of class 2, and three at per annum, from April 1, 
1880, until June 30, 1880, inclusive, $2,325. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to i after line 144: 


Office of the Postmaster- General: 
For the preparation and publication of post- route maps, 65,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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page to be available for the salaries and trav 
2 And . ain of $1,200, or so much 
sary, is hereby appropriated 
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The next amendment was, in line 166, in the appropriations for the 
State Department, to increase the item „for extra clerk-hire and 
copying from $2,000 to $4,000, 

e amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 172, after “exceeding,” to strike 
out “two” and insert three; “ so as to read: 

To enable the Secretary of 5 the manuscript of the revised Con- 
sular tions prepared by A. B. Wood, Chief of the Consular Bureau in the 


Department of S and approved by the Secretary of State, for such sum, not 
CCC and to use for the 
payment of such the 


appropriation already made by the act of Co: 
of January 27, 1879, for the expenses of editing net revising the Ounsnlar Hagi: 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 177, to insert: 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


National Museum : 
1 steam - heating apparatus and fuel for the new National Museum building, 


water and gas fixtures and electrical apparatus for the new National Museum 
building, $10,000. 

Mr. EATON. This is a very large increase over the appropriations 
made by the other House, and therefore I feel that it is proper that 
I should make a very brief explanation of it. 

Professor Baird came before us and satisfied your committee that 
it would be a very«great saving of expense to the Government if the 
steam-heating apparatus, the water and gas fixtures and electrical 
apparatus can be put into the new Museum building between this 
time and the Ist of July. The building cannot be finished until that 
is done. They have arrived at a point in the construction of the 
building when it becomes necessary to add these features to it. There- 
fore the committee were unanimously of the opinion that this appro- 
priation ought to be made. I will read a letter from Professor Baird : 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
Washington, D. C., March 10, 1880. 


Sir: ee eee SE ADEE OESS CAE E the Senate to in- 
sertin the special deficiency bill whenever eg pe. eee committee certain 
items herewith inclosed in reference to the National Museum, now included in the 
estimates of the next fiscal year. The appropriation made by Congress of $250,000 
for the buil itself will be sufficient to complete it. The heating apparatus, how- 
bed the plumbing, and the electrical arrangements will necessarily require a sep- 

arate a popra 
The buil g is now nearly completed and will probably be out of the contractor's 
hands by the Ist of June. It e Gen facilitate its prompt occupation if the 
for can be 8. 


a Laas sma asked 
j ery respectfully, 


SPENCER F. BAIRD. 
Hon. H. G. DAVES, 
Chairman Appropriation Committee, United States Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 184, to insert: 
SENATE. 
To pay A. Clarke for services as m in of the Official Re- 
porter’s room of the Senate from July 1, 1879, to June 30, 1880, inclusive, $1,200. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What does that mean, and why has not this gen- 
tleman been paid out of the regular appropriations, as everybody else 
17 he has been employed! 

. EATON. All I can say to my friend from Vermont in regard 
to the matter is that this messenger, who is in the employ of our TaT 
estimable Official Reporter, has been at work and has not been pai 
one dollar during this fiscal year. 

ie AEL eee! meng ane aot 

ý . Itis Mr, Murphy’s messenger, and he is no 
on the roll. He has not been paid up to this time. The work has 
been done; he is a faithful officer. The letter of Mr. Murphy explain- 
ing the case fully is in the hands of the committee. He ought to be 


d. 
PE. EDMUNDS. That I have not the slightest reason to doubt; I 
was only endeavoring to call the attention of the Senator to the point 
of how it happens that the administration of the Senate is carried on 
in such a way that a faithful and meritorious employé cannot get his 
pay through the proper officers in the regular way. That is the thing 
—— puzzles me. There is no doubt about the propriety of paying 

s man. 

Mr. EATON. I suppose it is because the present Sergeant-at-Arms 
does not do his business in the same manner that past Sergeants-at 
Arms have done theirs. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the war? 

Mr. EATON. I have not said that yet, nor have I said when. That 
belongs to my friend from New York and not to me. The present 

t-at Arms has not been able to put this man on the roll. He 
has done the labor and we think he ought to receive pay. 

The amendment was agreed to. Li 

The next amendment was, after the word “ in line 220, 
to strike out the words “of the unexpended balance of any appro- 
priations heretofore made for the support of the southern c 
commission,” and in line 222 to strike out “reappropriated” and 
insert “ appropriated ;” so as to read: 


That the sum of or so much thereof as be necessary, is h author- 
3 the — N 


Sı as may be neces+ 
for the payment of a clerk, who may be appointed by 
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the Secretary of the Treasury, at the rate of $100 per month, to complete the records 
SC ahd oats for thé game DANAC the BUDA of the Treas- 
ury Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 239, to strike out the words: 

Judge of the circuit court of the United States for the district in which such 
marshals are to perform their duties, or by the district judge in the absence of the 
circuit judge. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Circuit court of the United States for the district in which such marshals are to 
= their duties; but should there be no on of the circuit courts in the 
tates or districts where such marshals are to be appointed, then and in that case 
the district judges are hereby authorized to convene their courts for the aforesaid 


purpose. 
So as to make the clause read: 


For special deputy marshals of elections, the sum of $7,600 : That here- 
after special deputy marshals of elections, for ‘orming any duties in reference 
to any election, receive the sum of $5 per day in full for their compensation; 
and that all appointments of such special deputy marshals shall be made by the 
circuit court of the United States for the district in which such marshals are to 

‘orm their duties; but should there be no on of the circuit courts in the 

tes or districts where such marshals are to be appointed, then and in that case 

the district judges are hereby authorized to convene their courts for the aforesaid 

pu ; said special deputies to be appointed in 8 numbers from the different 

political ties. And the persons so appointed shall be persons of good moral char- 

acter, and shall be well-known residents of the voting precinct in which their du- 
ties are to be performed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I just ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption 
of that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BOOTH, (when his name was called.) On all political questions 
I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. BAILEY. ] 

Mr. BURNSIDE, (when his name was called.) On all political ques- 
tions I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey, fat. McPuHEr- 
soy] If he were here, he would vote “yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN,] who is de- 
tained from the Senate by illness, I am sorry to say. If he were pres- 
ent he would, as I understand, vote in favor of the amendment ; I 
should vote against it. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, (when his name was called.) On all polit- 
ical questions I am paired with the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. 
WALKER. 

Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) I am paired on all po- 
litical subjects with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. JoHNnsTon. ] 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. INGALLS. My colleague [Mr. PLUMB] is paired on all polit- 
ical questions with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Vest.] Both 
Senators are unavoidably absent from the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. My colleague, [Mr. Hoar, ] who is necessarily absent, 
is paired with some gentleman on the other side; I think with one 
of the Senators from Delaware. I should not like to put it on record 
that he is paired with the Senator from Delaware, but he is paired 
with some one on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. FARLEY. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. SHARON] is paired 
with the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. GRovER.] If the Senator from 
Nevada were here, he would vote “nay,” and the Senator from Oregon 
would vote “ TA 


Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] is 
absent in company with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ] 
enga in official duties pertaining to the Senate. If the Senator 
from Wisconsin were here, he would vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—31. 
Bayard, Farley, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Beck, Garland, Karak, Vance, 
Butler, Gordon, Lamar, Voorhees, 
Call, Groome, MoeDonald, Wallace, 
Harris, Maxey, Wh 
ereford, Korgen, Willians, 
Davis of W. Va, Hill of Georgia, Pendleton, Withers. 
3 Jonas, Pryor, 
NAYS—16. 
Anthony, ruce, Kell Platt, 
Baldwin, Cameron of Pa., Me Rollins, 
Wes, Morrill, Saunders, 
Blair, Ferry, Paddock. Windom. 
ABSENT—29, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sharon, 
Bailey, Grover, Kirkwood, Teller, 
Booth, Hamlin, Logan, Thurman, 
Bu de, Hampton, McPherson, pA ee 
Cameron of Wis, Hill of Colorado, Plumb, W. 2 
mter, Hoar, ' Randolph, 
— =< 
Davis of Illinois, Johnston, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 252, to insert : 

For repairs to the court-house building in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia, $800, ar a aed ALSE 40 tear be nace, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EATON. I believe all the amendments that were by 
the Committee on Appropriations have been 3 by Senate. 
I understand that my friend from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] desires 
to offer an amendment. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the communication which I send to 
the desk be read for the information of the Senate. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


BOTANIC GARDEN, 
Washington, D. C., March 29, 1880. 
Sin; I respectfully ask your attention to the necebsity of a very small ri- 
ation being put in the deficiency bill for this fiscal po * for the Botanic A en. 
The sum of $500 for extra labor, to . N put up seed, and print labels for the 
— the legislative bill of the first session of this Congress, but for 
some unexplained reason it did not become a law. The benefits of the 5 
4 15 distribution of seed and plants, are only limited by the want of the cheapes' 
d of labor. Four more men at $1.25 per day is an 2 necessity to keep 
the grounds in decent order, and to make the usual distribution of plants they 
es per day 


same was 


be employed at once for the months of April, May, and June. Their 
3 amount to å ms py 


therefore request that the sum of $850 be put in the deficiency bill for extra 
labor and printing labels for Botanic Garden. 
Respectfully — Bre 4 
WILLIAM R. SMITH, 
Superintendent Botanic Garden. 


Hon. D. W. VooRHEEs, 

Chairman Joint Library Committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I offer an amendment, and ask that it be in- 
serted after line 227, under the head of “ miscellaneous.” After line 
227 I move to add: 

For extra labor on the grounds, pu: and prin lal for 
4 — 5 22 7686 gro putting up seed, printing labels, for the 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, I should like to have an explana- 
tion 

Mr. VOORHEES. The letter explains the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I listened to the letter. Ishould 
like to have an explanation why $850 deficiency occurs in the Botanic 
Garden. In proportion to the amount spent there, that isa very large 
deficiency. The first I knew of the amendment was from hearing 
the letter read. I have no doubt the Senator from Indiana can give a 
proper explanation of it. Something in the letter was said about $500 

ing appropriated in the ry e bill that the superintendent did 
not get the use of. If that be so— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me explain. Theitem did not pass; it was 
inserted in the bill at one stago of the proceedings, but it did not be- 
come an appropriation, and that is the way the greater part of this 
deficiency occurs. j 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have heard something of a defi- 
ciency there. I su t to the Senator from Indiana that four or five 
hundred dollars ought to be sufficient. I should not object to four or 
five hundred dollars, but I feel it my duty to object to anything ex- 
ing 3 that amount. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I can only say that I have very great faith in 
Mr. Smith’s . upon this question. He is a very economical 
Scotchman, and I do not believe he would ask for fifty cents beyond 
what he conscientiously believed was needed there to keep the grounds 
in order. With great respect to the Senator from West Virginia, I 
will take the sense of the Senate upon the amendment as I have 
offered it. I prefer to do so. It is recommended by Mr. Smith in his 
official os, me and I have such perfect confidence in not only his 
integrity but his good sense upon these subjects that I prefer to let 
the amendment stand appropriating $850. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I have no objection whatever to the adop- 
tion of the amendment; but as a member of the body I am anxious 
that the administration of its rules in matters of this kind should be 
uniform. There is a rule of the Senate which requires, as I under- 
stand, that all amendments which go to increase an appropriation 
bill shall be recommended by a standing committee of the Senate or 
by the head of one of the Executive Departments. I wish to know 
whether Mr. Smith is the head of an Executive Department? I re- 
member that a year ago this question came up in the Senate, and 
because the head of one of the Executive 3 had suggested 
an increase of an appropriation in a letter addressed to a Senator, so 
strict was the rule that in that case the Chair held very rigorous]: 
against me that because it was not addressed to the Senate the amend- 
ween was not in order, and it was held by the Senate to be out of 
order. 

While I will go as far as a frond in sustaining Mr. Smith in any- 
thing that he may recommend for his branch of the paolo service, 
and I have every confidence in his integrity and in his usefulness, 
still I think it is important that the rules should be observed. Under 
the rules, I think it is necessary that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions should recommend this increase. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not understand the Senator 
from Florida to raise the point of order. Certainly his point of order 
would be well taken if he made it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Florida to make any point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Nor do I make one now. This 
amendment was not before the Committee on Appropriations, although 
the rule requires it to go there. I do not propose to raise the point 
of order on it, however. I only rose again to su, to my friend 
from Indiana whether he had not better make it the amount that it 
was intended to have last year in the legislative bill, $500. I 
should probably vote for $500, but I cannot vote for = I think it 
excessive, I think it unnecessary, and I hope the Senate will not 


| “tts, CARPENTE 


ENTER. Does the Senator raise a point of order? 


1880. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 1995 


Mr. DAVIS, of West 1 I have not done so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
~ amendment of the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. VOORHEES. ] 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 230, I move to strike out the words “the 
general,” before “deputies,” and insert “their ;” so as to read: 

For the payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and their 
deputies, earned during the fiscal year ending June 30, A. D. 1880, $600,000. 

Mr. EATON. I want to say but one word. I do not knowthatmy 
friend from Iowa will explain his amendment. Certainly the Senate 
will not adopt it if they intend to uphold the amendment they have 
just adopted for s ial deputies. erefore I trust that the amend- 
ment will be voted down. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like the Senator from Connecticut to point 
out to me the clause of the statute providing for — deputies. 

Mr. EATON. I am not pointing out clauses of the statute at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. So J infer. I know of no clause in the statutes 
porong for general deputy marshals. Therefore I think the words 

ad better not appear in the bill. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Ohio, Mr. THURMAN, J who is ab- 
sent by illness, as I stated before. I would vote in favor of this amend- 
ment; he would vote against it. 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, (when his name was called.) Iam paired 
haa the Senator from Arkansas (Mr, WALKER] on all political ques- 

ions. 


Mr. BLAINE. Let it be read any way. I suggested that I thought 
it migni require unanimous consent. e words which I offer as an 
amendment are really now in the form of a joint resolution that has 
been reported in the House from the Committee on Printing, which 
committee itself is a joint committee. 

„ OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
re i 

Ə CHIEF CLERK: In line 11, after the word “ dollars,” it is pro- 
posed to add: 

Provided, That the employés of the Government Printing Office shall be allowed 
the following legal holidays with pay, to wit: eee ee „the 2d day 
n of July, the 25th day of December, and s day as may 


d by the ent of the United States as a day of public fast or 
ving, and other public holidays: Provided, That the said employés shall 
be for these holidays only when the employés of the other Government De- 


ents shall be so paid: And provided further, That nothing herein contained 
shall authorize any additional payment to such employés as receive annual salaries. 
C and after the 31st day of 


Mr. BLAINE, This provision needs the change of wording that I 
inserted there, “and other public holidays” after “ e ee 
because Decoration Day was 2 included. The 1 p not 
increase the appropriation. its express language it puts the em- 
ployés of the Printing Office on 8 the same basis with the em- 
ployés of all other Departments and bureaus and Government employ- 
ment of every kind in this District. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend from Connecticut has 
vey ich the bill and will have something to say, but I wish to ask 
the tor from Maine whether he is in favor of legislation upon an 
appropriation bill? Iam opposed to it upon principle, but I want to 
ask the Senator if he is in favor of legislation upon an appropriation 


Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) On all political ques- | bill 


tions I am paired with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. JOHNSTON. ] 
If I were not I should vote “ yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BOOTH, (after having voted in the affirmative.) I desire to 
withdraw my vote; I voted inadvertently. I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, (after having voted in the affirmative.) I voted 
inadvertently. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. 
„ If he were here, he would vote “nay” and I should 
vo ea. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I wish to say that my colleague [Mr. CAm- 
ERON, of Wisconsin] is absent on business of the Senate. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Allison, ter, Kellogg, Platt, 
Baldwin, Kirkwood, Rollins, 
Blaine, Dawes, 2 Saunders, 
Blair, Ferry, McMillan, Windom. 
Cameron of Pa., Hamlin, orrill, 
NAYS—3L. 
Bayard, Farley, Kernan, Slater 
Beck. s Lamar, Vance, 
Butler, Gordon, McDonald, Voorhees, 
C: Groome, Maxey, Wallace, 
Cockrell, 5 a — Wh 
Davia of W. V. Hill of Georgia, Peyo r Withers” 
a., r, 
n, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
ABSENT—26. 
Anthony, Edmunds, J haron, 
Booth, A Hampi MePhorson Thurman, 
„ D, cPherson, 

Hill aE Colorado, Paddock, Vest, 

Hoar, umb, Walker. 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Randolph, 
Davis of Illinois, Jobnston, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. BLAINE. I should like to move an amendment, one that I 
resume will require unanimous consent. I will submit it to the 
udgment of the Senate. It is to the clause on the first page of the 
ill where an appropriation of $300,000 is made for the public print- 

ing. Ever since the Government Printing Office was established the 
employés of that office of all kinds have received until the current 
year the same consideration in respect of holidays that all the other 
employés of the Government have had. Under some new construc- 
tion made by the superintendent of public printing or some neces- 
sity that forced the construction, Ido not know which, perhaps a 
shortness of money, they have been deprived of that privilege. The 
Printing Committee of the House, if I may refer to it—I believe itis 
a joint committee still—have reported a joint resolution which I ask 
to have read by the Secretary, and which I move as an amendment. 

Mr. EATON. Ishall have to object to the amendment. 

Mr. BLAINE. Hear it read. 

_ Mr. EATON. Ihave no objection if my friend really desires to have 
it read; but the Committees on Printing of both Houses have this 
matter now under consideration for the of arriving at a con- 
olusion, if possible, to be put in a general bill hereafter. We did not 
think it best to put it in this deficiency bill. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator will object ? 

Mr. EATON. I shall. 


Mr. BLAINE. My friend’s principle will very soon have a test. Is 
he oppona to the legislation on this bill which comes from the House ? 
Do I understand my friend from West Virginia that he will oppose 
the legislation at the end of this bill? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What the House did is one thing, 
and what the Senate is ae is another thing. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then my friend’s principle breaks down; he is only 
opposed to that kind of legislation on appropriation bills which some 
Senator may think right, but not to that which some member of the 
House sree think right. > 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senate and House are two 
bodies. We cannot control the House, but a majority here can con- 
trol the Senate. : 

Mr. BLAINE. I hardly think my friend from West Virginia would 
like to stand on as narrow an edge as that, that if the House sends 
us a bai of legislation it is all right for us to vote on it as pro} 
but if a Senator shall propose to add a little, then he must object to 
it as a matter of ee 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I did not say it was all right to vote 
upon whatever the House may putin. I have asked the Senator a 
question. I see he wants to di it, and does not mean to answer it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Not at all; I have not the slightest disposition to 
dodge it. I shall defend my position in the way I have heretofore 
done. I should be glad to see a joint rule adopted which should ab- 
solutely prevent legislation upon appropriation bills in either House; 
but,as I had occasion to remark two years ago in the course of a 
lengthy discussion on this point, (and I shall not make this another 
lengthy one,) I conceive it to be in the highest de detrimental to 
the independence of the Senate that it shall bind itself in no event to 
legislate on an appropriation bill, and be spoon-fed by the other House 
with whatever legislation it may choose to attach to an appropriation 
bill. As the rules of the House now stand they are so changed as to 
oo them to attach just what they please to appropriation bills. 

the Senate will bind itself down never to propose anything, then 
I say the equality of legislative power of the two branches is de- 
stroyed, destroyed utterly. 

If the House will say there shall be no independent legislation on 
appropriation bills, I shall join them. I made many efforts when I 
was a member of the House and occupied the position of its presiding 
officer to get a joint rule that should absolutely cut off legislation on 
appropriation bills. At that time the Senate was the body that used 
to send down to the House legislation upon appropriation bills, and 
send it down in whole volumes. Now the thing is changed, and the 
House sends it up to us. I think it wrong in both; but I think if one 
body indulges in it the other in self-defense must do it. In other 
words, the privilege or the surrender of privilege must be precisely 

ual in both cases. 

his ied id oes which my honorable friend from West Virginia 
would hardly class as a dangerous piece of legislation. It is a small 
bit of justice to be done to one of the hardest-worked and most de- 
1 of the Government employés. It is eimply to e 
them the benefit of the holidays that come from political and lig 
2 considerations. It is 8 de sae oar e rone S Jt 

shall, in common with everybody else, enjoy withou 

docked for it. Nobody else is in the whole District, Why should 
they be? I appeal to the kind-heartedness of my friend not to inter: 
pose a discussion here upon the propriety of legislation “ee 
priation bills to cnt off this, I not say generous, but this 


provision. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It is perfectly in the power of the Senate, adher- 


1996 


ing to its own rules against legislation on appropriation bills, (and it 
has such rules that are absolute and imperative,) to defend itself 
3 lation on appropriation bills that comes here from the 
louse by simply striking out all such provisions. We have it entirely 
in our power to defend ourselves; and inasmuch as the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine is clearly and distinctly within 
the prohibition of the rules of the Senate and against what he him- 
self considers to be the just principle that should apply to ES AEA 
priation bills, I make the point of order entirely irrespective of the 
merit of the 8 that this is proposing legislation upon an ap- 
Ma sigan bill, and T object to it for that reason. 
. WHYTE. Iam sorry that the Senator from Maine has intro- 
duced the amendment at this time—— 
„ I should like to hear the Chair rule on the point 
of order. 
Mr. GARLAND. It is to be decided without debate. 
Mr. BLAINE. The Chair can reserve the point of order for a mo- 


ment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will reserve the point of 


er. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us hear the rule read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ` Itis Rule 29. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the rule. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

29. No amendment which eral h 
VVV 

contained in the bill be received ; nor any amendment to 


subject-matter 
| item or clause of such bill be received which does not . Bagman phar pps) 
all questions of relevancy of amen 


an, 

dments under this rule, when raised, shall 
be su to the and be decided without debate; and any 
ee general appropriation bill may be laid on the table without prejudice to the 


Mr. ALLISON. This is not a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, it is a general appropriation bill, a general 
deficiency bill. 

The P. IDING OFFICER. Win the Senator from Vermont state 
the point of order ? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I will state my point of order. It is that this 
amendment falls distinctly within the first clause of Rule 29, (I say 
nothing about the other clauses at the present time,) because this 
is an amendment which proposes a general rule of law, or in other 
words general legislation, on a general appropriation bill. This is a 
general deficiency a bill. 

Mr. BLAINE. Where does the Senator find it defined as a general 


Be er bill? 
. EDMUNDS. I find it defined in the nature of the bill itself 
and in the constant practice of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAINE. I submit that a deficiency bill is not a general ap- 
propriation bill within the very meaning of the words. A rule that 
is exclusively confined to a general appropriation bill, within the 
technical rules that the Senator from Vermont is so fond of applying, 
could not attach to a deficiency bill. 

Mr. WHYTE. I ask the Senator from Vermont to waive the point 
of order a moment, that I << to the Senator from Maine that 
this subject-matter is now the Committees on Printing of the 
two Houses, and we are about to agree upon some action that will be 
satisfactory 5 to the Public Printer and to the employés. 

Mr. My amendment is just what the Committee on Print- 
2 Far in the House. 

$ . But that was not reported by concert of action be- 
tween the two committees. That is from the committee of the House 
acting 3 from the committee of the Senate. There is a con- 
troversy een the Public Printer and his employés. We have had 
some consultation upon the subject, and I have no doubt we shall 
pi a bill that will be ble to all parties.“ 
r. CONKLING. Now let us hear the part of the rule read under 
which this debate proceeds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that this is 
not a general appropriation bill; and under the first clause of the 
rule he would not be inclined to rule the amendment out of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. From the ruling of the Chair the 
Senator from Vermont ap The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ishould like to have the decision stated again, 
and the rule read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont makes 
the point of order that the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
is not in order under the first clause of the twenty-ninth rule. If 
the Senator from Vermont makes the point of order that the amend- 
ment aor in order under the entire rule the Chair will decide upon 
that point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Vermont does not make that 
proa order at this present time ; he makes it on the first clause of 
29, and on no other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair decides that this is not 

a general bill, and therefore under the first clause the 


in order. 
EE DATON: Will the Chair be so kind as to have the entire rule 
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cote er hia OFFICER. The Chair will have the entire rule 
2 ˙ follows». 


No amendment which e general shall be received to any gen- 
eral appropriation bill, nor 15 oe not e or relevant. to the 
subject-matter contained in the bill be received, nor any amendment to an: 


all questions of relevancy of amendments under shall be 
mitted to the Senate decided without debate, and any amendment to a general 
appropriation bill may be laid on the table without prejudice to the bill. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Is debate in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is in order. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I am op to the decision of the Chair on 
the point of order, but as anything is in order after debate comes, I 
want to say that I entirely concur with my honorable friend from 
West Virginia. I am op in principle to any general legislation 
upon an appropriation. b I shall stand by the head of the Appro- 
priations ittee on all occasions in voting to clean all these bills 
of all general legislation. I have no doubt that in aceordance with 
his settled convictions and his well-known firmness of purpose, be- 
fore the bill goes beyond the power of the Senator to do so, he will 
move to amend 8 his principle. u that branch of 
eral legislation which is found upon this bill in regard to elections. 
I desire to say now that I shall follow the lead of that Senator when 
he makes a motion in support of his principle. If he should forget 
to make it, and any other Senator should make it, I shall still vote 
in favor of the principle of the Senator from West Virginia to strike 
out the 1 from this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING, 0 in his seat.) Knowing that he will vote that way. 

Mr. CARP. Knowing that he will vote that way also if he 
e g to be in the Chamber, and is not paired or otherwise encum- 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, The Senators from New York and 
Wisconsin together have made a right good little speech; but let me 
say to the Senator from Wisconsin that it was his side of the House, 
that it was his friend from Vermont, who made the objection, and not 
the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understood the Senator from West Virginia, 
however, to state his objection to this legislation as a matter of prin- 
ciple, because it was general legislation upon an i pe billi 
and I know too much of the Senator to suppose that principles 
apply to only one side of the Chamber. 

DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not know that the Senator 
from West Virginia made any other remark than simply to ask the 
gts eee from Maine, are o ped he was ir favor 
o e on upon an appropriation at the same 
tine that I was ae (P to this eee upon A not upon 
the ground that is stated by the Senator from Wisconsin. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin might have been out at the time, and therefore 
he got started wrong, and he talked so well that he has made a right 
pretty little speech out of what perhaps he did not understand him- 
self, not having heard the whole debate on the question. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow me ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I may have misunderstood the Senator; I am 
subject to Toril mistakes; but I epee him 3 that he e 
op to slation upon a gen appropriation on principle; 
I should now like to. know how he does stand on that 8 as I 
desire in all questions on appropriation bills to follow the lead of the 
chairman of the Committee on 3 if I can. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Upon that question I do not propose 
to be catechised just now. When the ect presents itself, when 
something ible is here, something that the Senate ought to deci 
and a Senator is required to state where he stands, then I shall do i 
without hesitation. 

The question before us now is, whether the amendment is in order. 
I understand the Chair to have decided that this is not a general ap- 
propriation bill, and upon that ground,and that ground alone, the 
decision rests. Am I right in my assumption? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. This bill contains appropriations 
for probably thirty different subjects; I have not counted them, but 
certainly there are twenty or thirty. If that number of appropriations 
for different subjects, going from one department to another, from the 
executive to the legislative, and for almost every Executive Depart- 
ment in the Government, up to the number of thirty, docs not make 
the bill a general rede) Saag bill, then I hardly know what is a 
general appropriation bill. The Chair of course rules in accordance 
with his own belief, and it is only his opinion, or perhaps I should 
not question the decision of the Chair. the Senator will look at 
the bill he will find that it commences with public printing; the next 
items are for the Treasury Department, for which there are several 
eg such as transportation of coin, and the service of the mints; 
then follows the Life-Saving Service, then public 5 the Coast 


Survey, the War Department, the Navy Department, the Interior De- 
ent. All these are appropriated for in this bill. The legislative 
partment is excess for, the Smithsonian Institute, the Com- 
mission, tlie use of resentatives, the artnet ee as some 
O x isang DE ne ent of the Senator from ndiana, and the 
Department o 


Justice. It appears to ce mews neral and pretty 
sweeping, perhaps more so than appropriation hills usually are. 
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With all respect to the decision of the Chair, it appears to me to be 
an appropriation bill in the sense in which the rule applies. Not 
wishing to consume time, I hope that the decision of the te will 
be that this is a general appropriation bill, because if we are to cut 
off this kind of a bill from the operations of the rule I hardly know 
when we shall get a general appropriation bill to which to apply the 


rule. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. IL have arrived at the same conclusion with 
the Senator from West Virginia, but not entirely by the same process 
of reasoning. I have no doubt in the world in my mind that this is 
a general appropriation bill within the meaning of the rule, and I 
shall therefore with reluctance have to vote  ogainst sustaining the 
decision of the Chair. As I understand the rule to be, it is that on 
all bills relating to the appropriation of publie money for public pur- 
poses no increase of such appropriations can be made by amendment 
unless such amendment is sustained by the recommendation of the 
head of a Department or of one of the standing committees of this 
body. The reason of the rule is to goard against hasty legislation 
and an Seana aie sh a ropriation of public moneys for public pur- 
poses. Surely this bill is open to all the objection on that point that 
any ap riation bill could be open to. If a bill comes here making 
a special appropriation for any individual purpose, for a private 


claim, for thin ted with the Government, of course that 
is not a —.— appropriation bill within the meaning of the rule. 
Mr. C ENTER. This bill could not have originated in the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, It is suggested by the Senator from Wis- 
consin that a bill like this could not have originated in the Senate. 
On that point I express no opinion; but if such be the it shows 
clearly that this is of that character of appropriation bills which come 
within the meaning of the rule. 


Mr. BLAINE. I think an appropriation bill may originate in the 


Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will say to my friend from Maine 
that the habit has been for many years that all such bills have orig- 
inated in the other end of the Capitol and have been sent over here. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course the Chair will understand that my ap- 

s is not from any want of respect to the Chair or his decision, but 
in order that the Chair shall determine pay maps | what has 
been determined, in round num a thousand times before, that a 
deficiency bill falls within the provisions of Rule 28 and Rule 29. If 
this is a general appropriation bill, all amendments to it “moved 
by direction of a standing or select committee of the Senate, propos- 
ing to increase an appropriation * * or to add new items 
shall at least one day before they are offered be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations.” In the fourteen that I have 
been in the Senate that part of the rule has been applied to all defi- 
ciency bills uniformly and without question, and any amendment 
moved by direction, &c., as provided in that rule to a deficiency bill 
could not be received unless referred as there provided. 
The ee of the next = is ae “no 5 which pro- 
legislation shall be received to general appropriation 
Bin.” That clause of the rule has been applied to deficiency bills uni- 
formly when any point has been made, and always in respect of the 
raga . the deficiency bill for the fourteen years that I have been 
y- 

The rule in relation to laying amendments to general appropriation 
bills upon the table without eee the bill, has been n 
and universally applied to deficiency bills. 

Now, what is the nature of this bill itself? It makes a general pro- 
vision to supply what is wanted in the general and prospective ap- 
propriation bills for the same kind of service, nothing else. Wehave 
what I suppose the Chair would agree to be a general appropriation 
bill that provides for the service of the Government for the next fis- 
cal year. That bill passes. It is found that in many respects a pro- 
vision made in it is inadequate, Then the House, according to the 

ractice, (not according to the Constitution necessarily, but accord- 

g to a yep originates an additional bill, a supplement to the 
former bill, which provides for making up what the former bill had 
omitted to provide for; and that comes here; so that if the original 
1 to which this bill refers were in general appropriation 
b en this, as it appears to be, must n ily beso; and such 
I say, to the best of my recollection, has been the constant tice 
and understanding of the Senate, and I think without any difference 
of opinion until this time. 
ea — OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont will allow 

-~ Mr. BLAINE. One moment just. The Senator from Vermont is 
now arguing that the same principles of amendment should be ap- 


plied to this as to a general appropriation bill. His first position was 
that it was a gen W a les bill. 
Mr; EDMUNDS. An t is my position now, as I stated dis- 


tinctly. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then the Senator reaffirms that. What are the gen- 
eral appropriation bills must have that character in the Senate and 
House. Lon cannot consider that to be a general appropriation bill 
in the Senate which is not so considered in the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How do you make that out! 

Mr. BLAINE. Because by c (not as the Senator from Wis- 


consin intimated by constitutional right,) they must originate in the 


House. By custom the general appropiiation bills do originate there, 


and they must have exactly the c ter here that they have in the 
House, You cannot call a bill by a different name or give it a dif- 
ferent character if it originates in the House, when it the 
Senate. The House defines with pertens precision that the general 
appropriation bills” shall be the following: “for legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses; for sundry civil expenses; for consular 
and diplomatic exponen, or the Army; for the Navy; for the ex- 
penses of the In department; for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions ; for the support of the Military Academy ; for fortifi- 
cations ; and for the service of the Post-Office Department.” 

Mr. DAWES. And this is for deficiencies in those bills, and there- 
fore of the same quality exactly. 

. BLAINE. Ah! That is another thing. Does the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts say that an amendment toa bill is the same 
as the bill itself? That the mere fact of making it up afterward 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly; a per amendment to a bill is of the 
same character as the bill 8 it must be germane to it. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is not the point we are di now. A 
deficiency is something that has grown up in despite of the rules. 
It has grown up under a necessity even against the rules. The 
rules frown upon deficiency bills; thag ars constructed to prevent 
them; they are regarded as evils. Possibly they are necessary 
evils, not to the extent in which we — them here; but the rules, 
I say, do not at all class them as genera appropriation bills, and it 
would be a very unwise step so to class them. e ought not to leg- 
islate on the ground that necessarily, after all, we are going to haye 
a great prorpio and sweep-all called the deficiency bill elevated to 
the same rank and to be treated with the same dignity as an original 
appropriation bill. It ought to be disco rather than encour- 
aged ; and therefore the ision of the honorable president is, iù 
my ju t, in strict. accordance with the necessities of the case ` 
and with the universal parliamen law. 

Mr, DAWES. I understand a deficiency bill to be to make up of 
what was lacking in the original bills. The original bills did not go 
as far as was required of those bills and a deficiency in each one of 
those bills must of itself partake of precisely the same nature. If 
there be any reason in the world why inde ent legislation should 
not be attached to a general appropriation bill, that same reason, so 
far as I am able to see, must apply to an appropriation for a deficiency 
to make out and complete that bill. 

If there be any reason in the world why it is not to attach 
peal and specific legislation to one particular Dill, w n that bill 

been passed and becomes a law, and it is found that it does not 

go as far as either the law or the necessities of the Government re- 
uired, when we come to supply that deficiency in a new bill it is 
together a different thing, my friend from Maine says, and there is 
no reason in the world why we cannot apply independent legislation 
to that sort of a bill, while it is highly proper that by a joint rule we 
shall bind ourselves not to put independent legislation upon the orig- 
inal bill, but keep it for that part of the bill which completes and 
perfects it. I do not understand it, but I suppose it must be so. I 
never had any great knowledge of rules, especially those rules that 
do not have any index to them. That kind of rules I never could 
understand, and this is one of them. Icannot understand why, if it is 
improper to attach independent legislation to the whole of a thing, 
it is not improper to attach it toa part of the same thing. I hope 
my friend will make it perfectly clear, because he is always clear on 
the rules. I can always understand exactly what they mean after he 
has stated them; I never could find them anywhere else. 4 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator has found some very extraordinary 
rules evolved out of his own i ination. In the first place, I never 
said that tion should go on appropriation bills, nor do 
I admit that the amendment I moved is gen legislation. But it 
is very astonishing how some gentlemen can see legislation 
in one thing and utterly be blinded to general legislation in another 

ing. Here is the Senator from Vermont, the famous fisherman. 
The bill as it comes from the House provides that “ the Secretary of 
the Navy is hereby directed to place the vessels of the United States 
Fish Commission on the same footing with the Navy Department as 
those of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey”—a very large 
piece of independent legislation. It did not arrest the observation 
of the Senator from Vermont a particle ; it does not come within the 
scope of his censure at all; but when alittle bit of a provision is 
2 that gives to a paws printer a privilege which he has been 

prived of by the rule of the superintendent of public printing, which 

in all the years that the Public Printing Office has existed never 
before been denied to him, which restores the status, merely affirms 
what the law is, not making a new law, then the Senator from Ver- 
mont and the r from Massachusetts find that that is a ve 
large piece of independent legislation. Why did not my watchful 
friend from Massachusetis see the expense of the Navy Department 
increased by an independent act ? y did he keep his seat? Why 
did the Senator from Vermont, in connivance with it, permit that 
2 to escape his watchful eye? Did his visions of salmon 

is visions of a summer’s vacation and the enjoyment of the rod and 
the fly, blind him to the fact that the vessels of the United States 
Fish Commission are hereafter, with his consent and his 11 8 5 and 
his connivance in legislation, to be put upon the basis of the United 
States naval vessels and uniformed and commanded ? 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. It isa vision of gammon that I had instead of 
salmon. (Laughter. 

Mr. BLAINE. It is a vision of gammon that the Senator did not 
himself expose to the Senate. 

In the first place, let me say that a deficiency bill has never been 
accounted a general appropriation bill. In the next place, if it were, 
the proposition which I have submitted is not at all obnoxious to the 
criticism that it is a piece of general legislation. I repeat, as I have 
heretofore repeated very often, and will continue to repeat, from some 
observation in both Houses, that a piece of general legislation which 
is out of order on an appropriation bill is a piece of general legisla- 
tion to which the Senator 1 is opposed, whoever he may be. 
The piece of general legislation which is out of order on an appro- 
priation bill is that particular piece to which the individual Senator 
speaking is opposed. That is the one. 

Now, I do not at all 1 my opposition—if I have it, and I have 
already recorded that I have it—to this political legislation on this 
bill simply or chiefly on the ground that it is on an A 
bill. It is vicious in essence, it is vicious in intent, it is vicious in 

igi design, and that design is no less vicious and that intent is 
no less mischievous whether it be in an independent bill or whether 
it be tagged 9 75 an appropriation bill. And, as I said before to the 
Senator from Vermont in a prolonged discussion here, there is not a 
Senator of the United States who is on record for as e an amount 
of independent legislation Tron appropriation bills as the honorable 
Senator from Vermont himself. I believe the honorable Senator from 
Vermont can challenge 8 with any Senator that ever sat 
in this Chamber for loading down the statutes of the United States 
with independent legislation on appropriation bills; and if I join 
him, or he joins me, or we join each other, in opposing the mischiev- 
ous proposition at the end of this bill, I say you utterly fail to put 
the proper appreciation upon the intent of it if you ground your ob- 
jection wholly or chiefly on the ground that it is a part of an appro- 
priation bill. That is a petty objection. The objection to it is that 
it is wrong in itself; it is partisan in design, mischievous in intent, 
disastrous in its consequences, which we will argue when we conie 
to it; and I shall spend very little time in the argument that it is 
attached to this bill or to that bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine is, as 
usual, immensely mistaken in imputing to me what he does about try- 
ing to ee on appropriation bills under the rules as they stand 
now. e thought it fit on one former occasion, I believe, when 
something that he was very much for did not happen to meet the a 

roval of the Senate, to say the same thing, as if the business of the 
Renate here was to try my consistency instead of to obey its own rules. 
I leave ny good friend from Maine to spend all the time that he thinks 
is desirable in assailing me. It will not hurt the business of the coun- 
try any; it will not hurt the Senate; and so far as it hurts me—as 
of course it will in a certain de I shall hail as one of those un- 
seen blessings that come around in that form. I leave it there. 

Now as to what he says about my not having opposed the provis- 
ion about the fish-hatching steamer or whatever it is, let me just re- 
mind him of what perhaps he has not noticed, that that is a provision 
in the text of the bill as it comes from the Honse. 

Mr. BLAINE. But the honorable Senator said—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will be good enough to wait until 
I am pali I shall be very much obliged to him. 

Mr. B . Iwil wait. 

Mx. EDMUNDS. That is in the text of the bill as it came from 
the House. We are now on amendments. When the proper time 
comes, the sense of the Senate in respect of legislation as it is in the 
Honse bill upon this point will be taken, undoubtedly, and it will be 
open to me or any 155 when the proper time comes to call attention 
to provisions in the House bill as it came to us that are of a legisla- 
tive character and that ought not to be here. But until the time 
comes that such a question can be made, it is a little premature in 
my friend from Maine to take me to task as being inconsistent upon 
these matters. 

In the next place perhaps he has forgotten also—for he forgets 
more in a day than I can remember in a week—he has perhaps for- 
gotten also that the provisions in the House bill are not subject to 
any rule of the Senate. The rule does not say, as I think it ought 
to say, that every provision that comes to us in a House appropriation 
bill providing for a change in the laws should be stricken out as a 
matter of duty and without discussion except to ascertain that it 
falls within the rule. We have not any such rule, If therefore I 
make no point, because I cannot make any point under the rules, 
about this fish-hatching steamer, I am not obnoxious to the criti- 
cism of my friend from Maine. 

But now the Senator from Maine chooses to aggravate or supple- 
ment the evilthat he and I both agree exists about going into general 
legislative subjects on appropriation bills; because the House has done 
3 it ought not to have done, he thinks it is desirable 
that the Senate should do something that it ought not to do and 
which its rules provide it shall not do in the way of amendments 
proposed here. 

5 But the honorable Senator, with that memory which 


calls up so much in a week, forgets in the course of half an hour that 
he laid down to us within that brief 
pose every piece of independent le 


iod that our duty was to op- 
ation which the House sent to 


us on an appropriation bill; and I pointed out to him right there be- 
fore his eyes a piece of House legislation which the House sent to us 
and he sat here and assented to it. He never raised his voice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not assented to anyt et. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is critical and hypercritical and a little extra- 
hypercritical, the Senator will it me to say. A man who sits 
still when a bill is read section by section and makes no motion to 
amend it is in the attitude of assenting to it. That is the rule and 
practice, and the honorable Senator from Vermont, who can make 
as fine a point as any man who lives, cannot make a point fine enough 
to cover that. He assented to that piece of le tion and entirely 
trod under foot when he did so the very rule he laid down for the 
government of the Senate, that it was the Senate’s duty to sternly 
resist everything the House sent us on the ground that it was inde- 
333 legislation. On the very first page of the bill that lies upon 

is desk that he stands here assenting to is a very important piece of 
general legislation which probably, if he had called attention to, he 
might have had stricken out. 

ut I do not desire to prolong the discussion. The question of the 
consistency of the honorable Senator from Vermont or of any other 
Senator is not of any very t co uence only that I desire when 
he airs his vocabulary on the rules and his rhetoric on the question 
just to remind him that, like all the rest of us, he is mortal, and that 
the memory which stretches so accurately for a week forgets what 
took place the year before last. 

Mr. WHYTE. Mr. President, the only question, as it occurs to me, 
involved in this appeal, as the objection is made on the first branch 
of Rule 29, is whether thisis a general appropriation bill. The Chair 
has decided that it is not a general edi “eke bill, and consequently 
that the objection is not well taken. Now, I propose to support the 
view ar 7 Chair. In my judgment this is not a general appropri- 
ation bill. 

The rules of both Houses, and certainly of the House of Represent- 
atives, from the formation of the Government down to this time, have 
dealt with appro riation bills, general and special. The general ap- 
propriation b ve been segregated, required to be reported within 
thirty days of the appointment of the Committee on Appropriations. 
They are Aree y and are intended for the support of the Govern- 
ment in all those expenses required by law, by antecedentlaw. They 
are ens as appropriations to support the Government in accordance 
with the law as it exists at the time of their report to the House. 
Congress have by statute, which is incorporated in the Revised Stat- 
utes, provided for the style and title of a general appropriation bill 
distinctly : 

Sec. 11, The we and title of all acts m: appropriations for the support of 
Government be as follows: “ An act m. approp! (here insert the 
object) for the year ending June 30, (here insert the calendar year.)“ 

That is intended for the title of an appropriation bill, whether for 
the support of the consular and diplomatic service, or for the Treas- 
ury Department, or what not; that is the title of a general appropri- ` 
ation bill. When you come to a special appropriation bill, you usea 
different title; when yo come to a deficiency bill you use a title en- 
tirely at variance with this title which belongs to general appropri- 
ation bills 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Maryland allow 
me to call his attention to Rules 27 and 28, which relate to eral 
rd abate bills? I ask the Senator whether with his views on 
t 5 it would be competent to increase a bill of this descrip- 
tion by an amendment, without 5 to a committee or hay- 
ing 5 supported by a recommendation from the head of a Depart- 
men 

Mr. WHYTE. Beyond all question. When an amendment was 
offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TICES nonon raised a 
question. That did not come from any committee ; t had not been 
offered and referred to the Committee on Appropriations in advance; 
and such things are done constantly apon deficiency bills without ob- 
jection. It never would have occurred to me to make the objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend from Maryland will allow 
me to ask him whether he considers what is known as the general 
deficiency bill, which comes to us every year in regular order, is an 
ap 1 bill or not? 

Mr. HYTE. Certainly it is an Lag alee bill—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If the Senator from Maryland will 
suspend his remarks for a moment, the Chair will explain his position 
more fully. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is not in 
order under the rule taken as a whole, and if he had been allowed 
to proceed he would have so ruled at the outset, that the amendment 
is not in order under the twenty-ninth rule. 

Mr. WHYTE. There is no difficulty upon that subject; but the 
Senator from Vermont limits the Chair, limits the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator will allow the Chair 
amoment. The Chair on reflection does not consider himself limited 
to any clause of the rule, but he has a right to rule this amendment 
out of order under the general rules of the Senate, and he so rules. 

Mr. WHYTE. The Chair has ruled it out of order, and from that 
an appeal has been taken. 

Mz EDMUNDS. No, he ruled it in order under the first clause 
which was point, and from that I ee 

Mr. BLAINE. Then the Chair rules this out of order upon a point 
which nobody has yet made. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules it out of order under 
the twenty-ninth rule. 

Mr. B But nobody has raised that point of order; and on 
what does the Chair ees that decision? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order was made, and 
the Chair rules the amendment ont of order. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Vermont distinctly disclaimed 
making that point of order. He wanted to have the preliminary 
point under the twenty-eighth rule settled, and the Chair in my judg- 
ment very properly overruled that, and the Senator from Vermont 
disdained to have it ruled upon any other point than upon that point. 
Now the Chair comes to his relief by suggesting that it is out of order 
on another point which no Senator raised, and therefore the decis- 
ion upon this point is evaded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will allow the Chair to 
suggest that the entire rule was read to the Senate; and under the 
rule the Chair decides this amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. BLAINE. But the Chair will excuse me for saying with all 

roper respect that a point of this kind must be raised before it shall 

ome the habit of the Chair to rule upon it. The habit of the Chair 
is to allow the Senate to dispose of these things unless the judgment 
of the Chair is invoked. 

Mr. FERRY. Lask the Senator from Maine if it is not the practice 
of the Chair to rule on questions that are submitted under the rules 
of the Senate without the point being made? 

Mr. BLAINE. I submit not. I submit that when an amendment 
is offered to a bill it is not the habit in any parliamen body—and 
the Senator from Michigan with his large experience in the chair will 
certainly justify me in saying it—for the Chair to raise a point of order 
of his own motion that that amendment is not in order. 

A Y. I can say that it is the duty of the Chair to rule 
under the rules of the Senate, and it has been the practice of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan when occupying the chair to rule without a point 
being made by any Senator on the floor. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then the Senator from Michigan stands as the soli- 
tary exception to all presiding officers I have eyer had the pleasure 
of sitting under in my life, that an amendment is on the mere motion 
of the ir said to be out of order before anybody in the whole 
House can make the point. If the honorable Senator is correct in 
what he says were his rulings, he takes off from the House the right 
to give unanimous consent. 

. FERRY. Mr. President, how often within the recollection of 
Senators is it the practice of the presiding officer, and almost uni- 
versally so, when an amendment is offered, if the Chair conceives 
it not to be in order, to rule it out of order without the point being 
made. If the Chair makes the decision, then a Senator upon the 
floor can make the point that the decision is not in accordance with 
the rules; but the Chair always exercises the province of ruling under 
the rules on any qoon presented. 

Mr. BLAINE. ithout the point being made! 

Mr. FERRY. Granly, often. 

Mr, BLAINE. Ishall invite the honorable Senator from Michigan 
to with me observe the 1 of the Senate any day or any 
week or any month, and I will convince him upon the records of the 
Senate where he has himself presided so ably, that his memory is 
sadly at fault. 

Mr. FERRY. Frequently the penama officer does not rule in a 
case when a Senator conceiving the assent of the presiding officer to 
be contrary to the rules makes the point of order; but it is almost 
universally the case that when amendments are offered the Chair 
rules them out of order or in order without the point being made. 
If any Senator feels himself aggrieved, and thinks the ruling is con- 
trary to the rules of the Senate, he then makes the point of order, 
and then the Chair is e “sey torule uponit. Ispeak from my 
own rience, since the Senator has referred to me. 

Mr. . This is not a matter of great consequence. I only 
3 entirely from my friend as to the habit, and to say that 


it would be regarded as a piece of very t impertinence for 
any presiding officer to sit in his chase and W without any Sena- 
tor invoking the decision, right along upon the character of amend- 
ments. I think it would be a very extraordinary presiding officer 
that would do it. 

I desire now before this thin, off that the Chair shall dis- 
Sree state the ground upon which this amendment is ruled out of 

er. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. What has become of the appeal f 

Mr. WITHERS. I should like to know what is before the Senate? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair practically reversed its 
first ruling, and he ad fi the appeal fell, by his ruling the amend- 
2 ot of order under the twenty-ninth rule. Is the appeal with- 

awn 

Mr. BLAINE. I simply desired to have the Chair state it, and if 
he Fia it under a rule to have that rule read. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The twenty-ninth rule. 

Mr, CARPENTER. Mr. President, I am unwilling that a great ques- 
tion like this shall pass into the records of the country without my 
name being connected with it. [Laughter.] 

I understand the present ruling of the Chair to be entirely sound. 
I do not understand that, when an amendment is offered, any Sena- 


tor can insist that the Chair shall decide whether it is in order or not 
for a certain reason, or under a certain rule, or under a certain clause 
of a rule. That would be submitting a conundrum, and not raising 
a point of order. Any Senator may cbject to an amendment, as the 
Senator from Vermont did to this, upon the ground that it is out of 
order, and then he proceeded to state his pony of order, which was 
that it was forbidaen by the first clause of the rule which he read. 
That was his statement of his reason for making the point of order. 
The point of order, however, which the Chair must decide, is not 
whether it is out of order under one rule or another, but whether it 
is out of orderor not. If the Chair is satisfied that under all the rules 
of the Senate, taken together and considered together, the amend- 
ment is out of order, he should rule so. No Senator can insist that 
the Chair should pass upon these mere conundrums: is this out of 
order on the first clause of this rule and then appeal from that; next, 
is it out of order on thesecond clause; andsoon. The question is: Is 
it in order or not? On that question the Chair has to rule; and if it 
rules that it is not in order, the Chair is not bound to ify under 
what clause of the rules herulesit out. His decision on the question 
whether it is in order or not settles the only question that can be sub- 
mitted to the Chair. 

Mr, BLAINE. Now we have heard from two presiding officers of 
eminence who have the chair. The last one is that it is the 
duty of the Chair simply to say “that is out of order,” and if a 
Senator respectfull what the reason is, or under what rule 
it is out of order, the Chair shall say, “It is none of your business ; 
I say it is out of order.” That is the way the honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin, under whose presidency I did not have the great pleasure 
of sitting and from which I luckily escaped, a the Chair should 
act. If what he now states as the duty of the Chair was his rule, I 
am very glad that my advent to the Senate was postponed until he 
had been relieved of those disagreeable duties which he says he per- 
formed with such absolute and reckless di of th 
ordinary rules of politeness. I am very glad that I escaped. 

Mr. CARP. I desire for once to concur with the Senator 
from Maine in expressing my satisfaction that he did not get into the 
Senate a moment earlier than he did. [Lanughter.] The Senator from 
Maine is naan ae fortunate in answering suggestions that have 
never been made. I made no statement as to what the Chair should 
do, or what reason it should give, or how insolent it should be. All 
that the Senator from Maine needed no instruction upon. He had 
presided where insolence was the rule. He is a master of it. I was 
not instructing him on that subject 

Mr. B . Oh, no! 

Mr. CARPENTER. Nor offering him any suggestion about it. I 
did say, and I say now, that the only question a Senator can raise 
upon an amendment is whether or not it be in order, and that is the 
only point the Chair has to decide. The Chair may go into an opinion 
on the subject as lengthy as it pleases. It may refer to as many rules 
as it pleases sustaining its opinion. We all know the difference be- 
tween the point in judgment in a case and the opinion delivered by 
the judge as the reason why he decides the case thus and so. So, if 
a Senator asked any presiding officer a civil “Speen: any civil pre- 
. officer would answer it civilly. I © no suggestion that it 
should not be done, that it could not be done, that it ought not to be 
done. Nothing of the kind. I was simply arguing one thing, and that 
was that the point in judgment when the Chair rules on a question of 
order is, 55 the amendment in order or mee How far the Chair shoal 
goin delivering an opinion in support of its judgment, givi e 
reasons why it is out of order, 3 the rules or clauses of the 
rules, is a matter in the first place left entirely to the discretion of the 
Chair. Then if a Senator wants any information on the subject, if 
he wants a pleasant conversation with the Chair, the Chair is su 
posed to be as pleasantly inclined as any Senator, and would probab 
give him the information. I was not speaking upon that subject, an 

e Senator from Maine went adrift on a question that was not i 
gested at all by me nor referred to by me in any way whatever. He 
was eee in overcoming it. He never to ride don a 
hobby that he builds for himself for the purpose of attacking, and he 
was as successful in this case as I ever knew him to be. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Wisconsin now has elaborately 
told us exactly what he did not mean, but he forgot to tell us what 


he did mean. 
Mr. CARPENTER. No; 5 what I did mean. 
Mr. BLAINE. Let us see. I asked of the Chair the simple ques- 


tion—and I certainly asked it from the highest of personal respect— 
under what rule this amendment was out of order, and I am very sure 
the honorable presiding officer will admit that I asked it in a t- 
ful mode. I submit according to all the rules of decorum of which the 
Senator from Wisconsin is an acknow. master, that it was for 
the Chair to determine whether he was ted di tfully, and 
the volunteer efforts of the Senator from Wisconsin were not needed ; 
and if I was in that place where insolence is said by him to be the 
rule, I might gently intimate that his e bordered on the im- 
pertinent, but I am in the Senate and cannot say that. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Since when could not the Senator say that? I 
have never known that Senator restrained by any rule from saying 
anything he wanted to say, and I certainly desire, as far as I am per- 
sonally concerned, to release him now. He can say what he pleases. 
As far as I am concerned, he has my consent. 

The Senator says that I stated what I did not think and I omitted 
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to state what I did think. The Senator was drifting after another 
shadow then. Title, asata, opt Jen, kraag pok Daun let me 
F an amendment to a bill is offered and a Senator 
ses a point of order—what is his point? that that amendment 
under the rules of the Senate cannot go upon the bill; it makes no 
difference whether it is the twenty-tift e, or the twenty-sixth, or 
the twenty-seventh, or the twenty-ninth, that applies to it—the ques- 
tion is, is it in order under the rules of the Senate ; and that is what 
the Chair rnles on; and I say that a Senator cannot insist that the 
Chair shall rule upon a particular clause of a rule, The question and 
the only question the Chair is bound to decide is whether the amend- 
ment is in order or not; otherwise he is deciding conundrums, not 
questions. 
Nr. DAWES. Suppose he gives a wrong reason for it, does that make 
it in order because he happens to give a wrong reason? 
Mr. CARPENTER. No. 
Mr. DAWES. So I supposed. 
Mr. CARPENTER. What Lord Mansfield once told a friend of his 
who was ap antes a judge to go to Indiais 2 in point here. He 
i 


_told him: e cases as you think is right, but never give a 
reason; your decisions will generally be right and your reasons gen- 
erally wrong.” 

Mr. DAW. 


3S. I understood the Senator from Maine to say that 
when a point of order was raised and the presiding officer upon 
it, if he gave a wrong reason for that ruling that made the proposi- 
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Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON.] The Senator from Illinois would 


vote “nay” on this motion if he were present. 

Mr. EATON, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. ConKLING. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this question IL 
am paired with the Senator from Ohio z ho were 
present, he would vote “nay” and I should vote “ yea: 

Mr. HILL, of Colorado, (when his name was called.) On this ques- 

tion I am pai with the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. WALKER.] 
If he were , I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. INGALLS, (when Mr. PLUME’s name was called.) My colleague 
[ Mr. FLUME] had unavoidably absent from the city. He is paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] on all political questions. 

Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) On this and on all 
polison subjects I am paired with the Senator from Virgi [Mr. 

. If he were present, I should vote “yea” on this amend- 

men 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr, ALLISON. Iam paired on this and all other questions con- 
nected with this bill with the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Davis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wy. e (Mr. Vest] is paired on all polit- 
ical questions with the Senator from Kansas,[Mr.PLums.] If he were 
here, my colleague would vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 34; as follows: 


3 YEAS—22. 
-tion in order. I wanted to know how that was. thony, Crna ellos A 
Mr. BLAINE. Well, the Senator from Massachusetts luckily can Baldwin 88 * 6 Rallin 
aid the Senator from Wisconsin. I do not wish to prolong this mat- | Blaine, Dawes, Saunders, 
ter. I only wish before it passes from the Senate to submit to the | Booth, 3 ee Windom. 
honorable Senator from Wisconsin that probably he would have oc- | Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Paddock 
pene Pa Faxes 17 8 inions oti to inpolanoe if Be a served 55 775 i NAYS—34. 
ouse. ave e privilege of serving in the House un - | Baile Karnan Slater, 
ferent Speakers; I have had the honor to be 8 er myself; I could Bayard, 1 Lamar, Vance, 
appeal to very many Senators on this floor who have served in the Beck, Groome, McDonald, Voorhees, 
other House, in that body which the Senator says is ruled with insol- | Buttes ee 0 = Tuo 
ence, and it would have outran even his tion of insolence for | Cockrell, Hereford, Pryor, 
a Speaker to have said, “ that is out of order, and if the member wishes | Coke, Hill of Georgia, Randolph, Withers. 
to ask me why, I will refuse to answer the conun ”Isubmitthat | Davis of W.Va, J Ransom, 
that would have outrun all the insolence that the House ever was Farley, Jones of Florida, portal 
reenter to, as it would destroy all the dignity the Senate ever laid ni Eaton, ee 5 BI , 
Mr. CARPENTER. I did not argue that question at all and have | Bürnzde, foe 5 
nothing to say about it now. I never was Speaker of the House; I Ci, ae Hill of Colorado, Maxey, Vest, 
am glad of that. I never was in the House; Lam glad of that, So | Davis oar, Plumb, Walker. 


that branch of the argument I need not answer, neither confessing 
nor avoiding. Ihave said nothing about it and do not propose to. 

The P IDING OFFICER. Do Senators desire to have the 
twenty-ninth rule read ? 

Mr. I do if the Senator from Wisconsin does not think 
it insolence to have it done. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 1 desire. to have it read if the Sen- 
ator from Maine thinks it is insolent. i 

Mr. McDONALD. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine has called 
for the reading of the twenty-ninth rule. 

Mr. McDONALD. What question is pending before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The agian . the twenty-ninth rule 
is called for by the Senator from Maine. © Secretary will read it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

29. No amendment which proposes general 

ill; shall amen 


2 50 m shall be received to any 
pomas ropriation ; nor 
subject matter contained — the bill 


t not or relevant to 


the Senate and be decided without debate; 
to a general appropriation bill may be laid on the table without preju to the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ordering the bill 
to a third reading. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Imove to strike out of the bill from line 234 after 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The question recurs on ordering the 
amendments to be en and the bill to be read the third time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. t us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, (when bis name was called.) On all. pomes ques- 
tions I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey, . McPHER- 
SON.] If he were here he would vote Ret ix and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. EATON, (when his name was ) On this question Iam 

aired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. ConKLING.] If he were 
ere I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when his name was called.) On this 88 1 
am paired, as I have stated before, with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 


Mr, INGALLS, (when Mr, Prusn’s name was called.) Ire the 


announcement made that my colleague [Mr. PLUMB] is paired 
with, the Senator from Missouri, [Me VEST.] : 
The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. ALLISON. On this question Iam paired with the Senator from 
IIlinois, [Mr. Davis.] I d vote“ ag if he were here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. VEST] if present, and not 
paired, would vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 24; as follows: 


the word “ dollars” to and inelnding line 252. YEAS—35. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the words | Bailey, Garland, Kernan Saulsbury, 
posed to be stricken ont by the amendment of the Senator from | Bayard, Gordon, Lamar, Slater. 
TEE Beck, Groome, McDonald, . 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: Butler, om Morga, ey: Wallace, 
Provided, That hereafter special deprty marshals of electi for performin Hereford, Pendleto: 
any duties in reference to Soy Sate shall receive the sum af $5 per day ind Coke, $ Hill of Georgia, Pryor, * Willies, 
for their com ; and that all appointments of such special d uty marshals | Davis of W. Va., Jonas, Randolph, Withers. 
shall be made by the clronit court of the United States for the distric in which | Farley, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
ppd ype iy rf ee spas re erage ge KARNE A epee ATESA 
in the or W. a a 
then and in that, case the district judges are hereby authorized to convene their | Anthony, 8 a ene Erin 
courts for the ; said specal deputies to be appointed in equal | Baldwin, 8 Pat 
numbers from the different political parties. And the persons so appointed shall | Blaine, 8 ellogg, Rollins, 
be persons of good moral character, and shail be well-known residents of the voting | Blair, wes, Kirkwopd, 9 
precinct in W their duties are to Boot — y Ahan, Windom. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the yeas and nays. oY ABSENT—17 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the . proceeded to Alti Ed ‘McPherson y 
call the roll, Burnside, Saree Plumb, Wal er. 
Mr. e pee Sesto gs aay rs was 8 PN all b una Conkling, Hill of Colorado, Sharon, 
questions I am paired w. mator from New Jersey „Mo- Illinois, Hoar, 5 
— It he were here, he would vote “nay” and I should vote Eaton, Johnston, Thurman, 


# = on this amendment. 
. McDONALD, (when the Lame of Mr. Davis, of Illinois, was 
called.) The Senator from Illinois EMr. Davis] is paired with the 


So the amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill having had three several 
readings, the question is shall it pass? $ 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I said at the close of the morning hour 
to-day that it was my desire to obtain a vote on this bill to-day ; but 
after consultation with friends on both sides of the Chamber, who 
assure me that we can get an early vote on the bill to-morrow, I have 
gladly consented that it may go over till to-morrow, and I will move 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope my friend will withhold that 
motion for a few moments. 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

UTE INDIANS IN COLORADO, 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I am authorized by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs to report a substitute for the bill (S. No. 1509) to accept 
and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated bands of Ute 
Indians in Colorado, for the sale of their reservation in said State, 
and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations for 
carrying out the same. I ask that it be printed, and I desire to re- 
new the notice heretofore given that I will, as soon as the substitute 
is printed, endeavor to call up the bill for action. 

r. ALLISON. I ask after that bill be printed that this substitute 
may be regarded as an original bill, so that amendment may be made 
to it, 


it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 3 substitute will be 
printed; and the course suggested by the Senator from Iowa will be 
pursued if there be no objection. 


NOTICES OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There are on the Calendar not 
strictly speaking appropriation bills, but three bills from the Appro- 
priations Committee. One of them is known as the bill to repeal the 
permanent annual appropriations, which is an important bill to the 
country and it ought to get to the House before it is too late for action 

at this session; the second is the bill to adjust the Treasury accounts 
in regard to what are known as the unavailables ; the third a bill to 
amend the sundry civil bill of last year in regard to the geological 
surveys. I wish to give notice now, not to interfere with the pend- 
ing bill, that at as early a day as it is possible I will on behalf of the 
Committee on Appropriations ask that these three bills be taken up 
and proceeded with ; they are on the Calendar; and if from any cause 
the Geneva award bill does not follow this bill, I will ask that these 
three bills be then taken up in the order I have named. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator does not ask any vote of the Senate 
at this time, but only gives notice. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I give notice of what I propose, so 
that the Senate may be prepared. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations to the fact that I have already given 
notice that I will call up Senate bill No. 1509 and ask for action upon 
it as soon as this deficiency appropriation bill is out of the way. There 
is no bill before the Senate that is more important and demands 
prompter action than it, as I think I shall be able to show whenever 
the time comes. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope it will be the pleasure of the Senate to allow 
me to call up a bill reported from the Committee on Public Buildin, 
and Grounds making an appropriation for the base and pedestal of a 
monument to the late Rear-Admiral Samnel Francis Dupont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut made 
a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business, but 
withdrew it temporarily. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think this bill will lead to no debate, and it is a 
thing that if it is to be accomplished at all should be accomplished 
now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that I 
think we ought to have a short executive session. It is almost half 
past four o’clock now. The bill can wait until morning. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I will not interpese this bill. 

Mr. EATON. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate proeeed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was a; to; and the Senate proceeded to the eon- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-two minutes spent 
in executive session the doers were reopened, and (at four o’clock 
and forty-four minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 31, 1880. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Dav WIL- 
som, D. D., Washington, District of Columbia, 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 

APACHE INDIANS, NEW MEXICO, 

Mr. SCALES. I ask eonsent to`report from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, for consideration at this time, the bill (H. R. No. 5161) 
to amend an act entitled “Aa act for the semoyal of certain Indians 
in New Mexico;” approved June 20, 1878. 
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Mr. BREWER. Let the bili be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d., That the proviso to the act approved June 20, 1878, making 
an appropriation for the removal of the band of A es at Cimarron, New Mex- 
ico, to the Mescalero A: © reservation at Fort ton, New Mexico, 8 
the removal of said Indians within hey, He ager r the passage of the act, 
forbidding the issue of rations and annuities to said Indians, except at the Mesca- 
lero A e New Mexico, be, and the same is hereby, and the 
Secretary of Interior is authorized and directed to issue to said Indians their 
supplies and annuities at the Abiquiu agency, New Mexico. 7 

Mr. BREWER. I have no objection to that bill. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. Is there a report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. SCALES. There are reports from two committees, and a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior recommending it. 

Mr. ee Will the gentleman state the substance of the 
report 

Mr. SCALES. I will endeavor to do so in a few words. By the 
act of 1878 these Apaches were ordered to be removed down into New 
Mexico to the Fort Stanton agency; and there was a proviso to the 
act that they should not be fed nor their annuities paid to them until 
they got to that agency. They stopped on the way there, have never 
been able to be forced one foot beyond where they stopped, and are 
now in a starving condition. It is necessary to repeal the proviso of 
the act of 1878, so that their annuities may be paid to them. 

Mr. NEWBERRY. Is this the unanimons report of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. SCALES, It is, and also of the Committee on eg cna 
I will ask to have printed the correspondence with the Interior De- 
partment upon the subject. 

There was no objection. 

The correspondence is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, January 31, 1880. 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy of a communication from the 
Commissioner of Indian A ffairs, dated 29th instant, relative to the starving condition 
of the Jicarrilla Apaches in the vicinity of the Abiquiu agency, New e e 
recommending the repeal of so much of the act of June 20, Pig Negra volume 
20, page 232,) as provides for the removal of these Indians to the Fort Stanton reser- 
vation, and prevents the issue of rations or annuities to them except at the agency 
of said latter reservation. For the reasons given by the Commissioner, that owing 
to the impoverished condition of these Indians an outbreak is imminent unless re- 
by eal danger a Nout T bavo te honk to rodeon, tat Congres be eget 

t Vi ir to u 
by your ec 3 at once the eee, of the Indian Office, 
F C. SCHURZ 


Hon. A. M. SCALES, Secretary. 
Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, 
House of i 


Sm: By act approved June 20, 1878, (Statutes, 2.) an N caer 
$5,000 wes made a pay the expenses of the riche Fr the band of te Indians 
at Cimarron, New Mexico, to the reservation of that tribe in Colorado, and also to 
remove the band of the Apaches at the same place to the Mescalero Apache reser- 
vation at Fort Stanton, New Mexico, with the proviso that the President shall 
cause the remoyal of said Indians within hpa Punt after the passage of this act; 
and thereafter no rations or annuities shall be ed to said Indians except at the 


accordance with this law an attempt was made to remove the 8 
persistently refused to remove further south than the Abiquiu agency, 
dition, the t being 


that Con- 
gress be requested to repeal that of the act referred to forbidding rations 
or supplies to be issued to said Indians except at the agency located in the Mes- 
calero © reservation. 
Very respectfully, 


E. A. HAYT, Commissioner. 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

The bill was ordered to be 8 and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SC moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ee ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF MISSÍSSIPPI RIVẸR COMMISSION, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I now call up the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the communication from the Secretary ef War trans- 
3 report of the Seeg River eommission was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. will state that my object is to 
have the report referred to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. GIBSON. I feel autherized to state that the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. ConGER,] who on a former occasion objected to the 
reference now desired, withdraws his objection. He is not now pres- 
ent. I hope the House will allow this report to go to the Committee 
on Levees and Improvements of the 8 iver. It is a matter 
of 5 ae importance to the people living in the Mississippi Valley. 

he SPE The Chair thinks the papers W to properly 
belong to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of thé Missis- 
a iver. 
motion to reconsider was 

The communication, with the accom: 
ferred to the Committee on Levees and 
sippi River. 


to. 
report, was then re- 
is Seg of the Miss- 
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Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and | after twelve o’clock. Re 


also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT OF RICHMOND, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. BEALE. I ask unanimons consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce for consideration at this time the bill (H. R. No. 
4214) to amend and re-enact sections 2552 and 2553 of the Revised 
Statutes, I will state that it is a bill local in its character, making 
no appropriation and creating no charge upon the Treasury. 
eè bill was read as follows: 

Beit That 4of tion 2552 of the Revised Statut 
and tos coma is ]¾ ü x chad H ohall reeds i Tbe disorics of Yorktown’ 
‘To comprise all the waters and shores from the point forming the south shore of 
the mouth of the Ray nock River, and from the mouth of York River to Cap- 

oosic, in which Yorktown shall be the port of entry, and East River and Cum- 
land ports of delivery.” 

Sec, 2. And that pa 


and sbores of the Pamunkey and Mattaponi Rivers, to the highest tide-waters in 
said rivers, in which the port of entry shall extend from Richmond and Manches- 
ter to Bermuda Hundreds, and to West Point, at the head of York River.” 

Sec. 3. And that paragraph 7 of section 2553 of the Revised Statutes be, and the 
same is hereby, amended so that it shall read: In the district of Richmond, a col- 
lector and a surveyor, who shall reside at Richmond; a surveyor, who shall reside 
at Bermuda Hundreds; and a deputy collector, who shall reside at West Point.“ 

Mr. BEALE, If the House will permit me I will say that the only 
change made in the existing law by this bill is to take a portion of 
the territory embraced within the Yorktown district and transfer it 
to the Richmond district, in order to accommodate the commerce at 
West Point, which comes from the city of Richmond. 

Mr. DUNNELL., Is this bill approved by the Treasury Department? 

Mr. BEALE. It is, and the law officer of that Department said to 
me that the bill was exactly right and he would not dot an i or cross 
a tin it. j 

There being no objection, the bill was received, ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. B moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
per and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I ask consent of the House that the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3290) for the relief of Kimberly 
Brothers, and that the same be now considered in the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I think we had better have the regular order. 

Mr. KNOTT. I hope the regular order will not be called until I 
can introduce a private bill for reference, as I may be called out of 
the House soon. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Very well, I will not object to that. 


JOHN G. MATTINGLY & BRO. 


Mr. KNOTT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
5525) for the relief of John G. Mattingly & Bro.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POST-ROUTES. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask consent to report from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads the usual post-route bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Has the bill been printed ? 

Mr. MONEY. The original bill has been printed. I desire to report 
a substitute containing some additional routes. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any legislation in the bill? 

Mr. MONEY. None, excepting that necessary to establish theroutes 
therein named. 

Mr. GARFIELD. On the assurance of the chairman of the com- 
mittee that there is no legislation in the bill except for establishing 
post-routes, I hope it will be passed by unanimons consent. 

Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, accordingly reported from the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, asa substitute for House 
bill No. 5256, a bill (H. R. No. 5524) to establish post-routes; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was 3 read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MONEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
essed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. GOODE. The Clerk has now found the bill referred to by the 


8 from North Carolina, [Mr. KIrchIxN.] I hope it will be 
en up. 


The SPEAKER. The difficulty is that the gentleman from Michigan 
[ Mr. STONE] demands the regular order, w is the morning hour. 
. STO. I move that the morning hour for to-day be dispensed 


with. 
The motion was not agreed to, there being, ayes 41, noes not counted. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty-six minutes 


from committees are in order. 
call rests with the Committee on the Judiciary. 


GERMAIN H. MASON. 


Mr. WILLITS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 
with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 2499) for the relief of Germain 
. 
ole on the alen and, wi e acco) ing report 
ordered to be printed. Wires 9 
INNOCENT PURCHASERS OF PATENTED ARTICLES, 


Mr. LAPHAM, from the same committee, reported back adversel 
the bill (H. R. No. 3049) protecting innocent purchasers of patented 
articles from actions for Sarikata which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES REA. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, from the same committee, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 19) to authorize the Secretary of State to allow for expenditures 
within named to James Rea, late consul at Belfast, Ireland; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN IOWA. 

Mr. HERBERT, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 2713, a bill (H. R. No. 5526) providing the times and 
places of holding the circuit court of the United States in the dis- 
trict of Iowa, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ANN GREGORY. 


Mr. HERBERT also, froin the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 2645) for the relief of Ann Gregory, widow 
of Charles N. Gregory, deceased ; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


THEODORE TEED, 


Mr. HAMMOND, of Georgia, from the same committee, reported 
back 5 the petition of Theodore Teed, praying the repayment 
of money pai Hi him for property are daoa ata under the con- 
fiscation act of July 17, 1862, which sale was subsequently adjndged 
void by the Supreme Court of the United States; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN INDIANA. 


Mr. NEW. By unanimous direction of the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, I report back, with a recommendation that it be passed, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. No, 2384) amendatory of and supplement- 
ary to “An act to provide for the holding of terms of district and 
circuit courts of the United States at Fort Wayne, Indiana,” approved 
June 18, 1878. Iam also instructed by the committee to ask for the 
immediate consideration of this bill, if it may be done under the rules, 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be considered now. The gentleman 
can ask unanimous consent for that purpose after the expiration of 
the morning hour. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

L. S. ENSEL, 

Mr. NEW, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute for 
House bill No. 882, a bill (H. R. No. 5527) for the relief of L. S. Ensel; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

PRELIMINARY TRIALS BEFORE UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS, 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tate for House bill No. 2706, a bill (H. R. No. 5528) relating to prelim- 
inary trials before commissioners of the circuit courts of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I am also directed by the same committee to 
report back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
5197) to amend an act entitled “An act to create the northern judicial 
district of the State of Texas, and to change the eastern and west- 
ern districts of said State, and to fix the time and places of 1 
courts in said district.” As this is a local bill, and very short, I 
unanimous consent for its consideration at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill cannot be considered in this hour. The 
gentleman can ask unanimous consent for that purpose after the 
morning hour. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

LAND TITLES IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am directed by the same committee to re- 
port a resolution relating to certain land titles in the State of Missis- 
sippi. As it relates simply to the reference of some papers, I ask that 
the resolution may be and considered now. 


The 


The SPEAKER. It is not in order to consider matters of any kind 
during this hour. If the business of this hour should be interfered 
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with by she consideration of 8 reported from committees, the 
whole hour might be consumed in that way. 

Mr. CULB ON. I withdraw the report. 

BENJAMIN N. DISBROW. 

Mr. HURD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
ferred the petition of Benjamin N. Disbrow praying 
of $5,570.50 to pay yaent awarded to him for costs as an 
ad litem in a suit of The United States re. Heirs of Charles Fox, re- 
ported the same back and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, with a recommendation that the appropriation re- 
quested be made. 

The motion of Mr. HURÐ was 
accompanying report, was refe 
ations. 


whom was re- 
appropriation 


d to; and the petition, with the 
to the Committee on Appropri- 


STATE NATIONAL BANK, BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. ROBINSON, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3305) for the relief of 
the State National Bank of Boston, Massachusetts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CYRUS C. CLARK. 

Mr. ROBINSON also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 2497) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark, pay- 
master in the Army; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

LAND CLAIMS—CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. ROBINSON also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No, 3179, a bill (H. R. No. 5529) relating to the 
legal and equitable rights of . in possession of certain 
and improvements thereon in California, and to provide jurisdiction 
to determine those rights; which was read a first 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PROHIBITION OF ENGRAVED SIGNATURES—BANK-NOTES, 

Mr. BUCKNER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4600) 8 engraved 
signatures upon national-bank notes; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOANS OF NATIONAL BANKS ON MORTGAGE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, from the same committee 
back favorably the bill (H, R. No. 1909) to authorize national 
make loans upon mort 
House Calen 
printed. 


and second tim 


reported 
banks to 
of real estate; which was referred to the 
, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


VERIFICATION OF NATIONAL-BANK RETURNS, 

Mr. PRICE, from the same committee, reported back favorably the 
bill (H. R. No, 4572) defining the verification of returns of national 
banks; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

MANCHESTER CITY NATIONAL BANK, 

Mr. CRAPO, from the same committee, reported back favorably the 
bill (H. R. No. 3794) authorizing the City National Bank of Manches- 
ter, New Hampshire, to change its name; which was referred to the 
are sa Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

BLUE HILL NATIONAL BANK, DORCHESTER, MASSACHUSETTS. 

Mr. CRAPO also, from the same committee, re 
bly the bill (H. R. No, 4006) authorizing the Blue National Bank 
of Dorchester, Massachusetts, to its location and name; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

NEW YORK CLEARING-HOUSE, ETC. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported notes of a conference between the House Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures and the eine l of the Treasury 
and Treasurer of the United States on the subject of the arrangement 
with the New York clearing-house in to the circulation of 
silver; which was ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 

RECOINAGE OF THE HALF DOLLAR. 

Mr. CLAFLIN, from the Committee on Co , Weights, and 
Measures, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 2704, a bill (H. 
R. No. 5530) for the recoinage of the half dollar, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, SAMPIT RIVER, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, 
favorably the bill (H. R. No. 3332) to provide for the erection of a light- 
house at the mouth of Sampit River, Georgetown Harbor, South Car- 
olina ; which, with the e Kegs was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and o to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. REAGAN also, from the same committee, reported the plan of 
General Herman Haupt, civil engineer, on the 8 the 
Ohio River; which was ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 


rted back favora- 


reported back 


guardi 
lands 
e, 
1 


INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

On motion of Mr. REAGAN, from the same committee, that com- 
mittee was disc from the further consideration of a petition 
in reference to the construction of a free ship-canal across the Isth- 
mus of Darien ; and the same was referred to the Select Committee on 
Interoceanie Ship-Canal. 

SANTEE CANAL. 


On motion of Mr. REAGAN, from the same committee, that com- 
mittee was ee from the further consideration of the petition 
of citizens of Charleston County, South Carolina, praying for a sur- 
vey of the Santee Canal, in that State, and for an appropriation to 
open the same; and the same was referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. 

JACOB DUNDORE. 

On motion of Mr. REAGAN, from the same committee, that com- 
mittee was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. kf has the relief of Jacob Dundore, for loss of the barge T. C. 
Zulick, while in the service of the United States under charter-party ; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

R. B. TALFOR AND H. C. RIPLEY. 

On motion of Mr. REAGAN, from the same committee, that commit- 
tee was disch. from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 3671) for the relief of R. B. Talfor and H. C. Ripley; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and omen to be printed. 

THOMAS SAMPSON. 

Mr. BLISS, from the same committee, reported back favorably the 
bill (H. R. No. 146) authorizing the Secre of the Treasury to bestow 
a life-saving medal on Thomas Sampson, of New York City; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-BELL, KENT ISLAND. 

On motion of Mr. McLANE, from the same committee, that commit- 
tee was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
4254) making an appropriation for the erection of a light-house and 
fog-bell on Bloody Point Bar, Kent Island; and the same was referred. 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. McLANE, from the same committee, Oe oben a bill (H. R. No. 
5531) to inerease the efficiency of the Marine- A Service; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY. , 

Mr. THOMAS from the same committee, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 1940, a bill (H. R. No. 5532) to establish 
a life-saving station at Louisville, Kentucky; which was referred to 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF SCHOONER. 

Mr. BEALE, from the same committee, reported back favorably the 
bill (H. R. No. 3285) to change the name of the schooner W. P. Cox to 
Annie V. Minor; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FAYETTEVILLE A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. BEALE also, from the same committee, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. No. 2470) to create a new collection district in North Car- 
olina and to make Fayetteville a port of entry; which was referred 
to the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, CEDAR KEYS, FLORIDA. 

Mr. BEALE also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the bill (H. R. No. 1026) making an appropriation for the erection of a 
marine hospital at the entrance to the harbor of the port of Cedar 
Keys, in the State of Florida ; and the same was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF CHARLES HARBOR, MISSOURI. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 930, a bill (H. R. No. 5533) to improve the landin 
and harbor in the city of Saint Charles, in the State of Missouri; whi 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALABAMA RIVER. 

Mr. CLARDY also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 3338, a bill (H. R. No. 5534) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Alabama River at or near Selma, 
Alabama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTIONS AT DELAWARE BREAKWATER. 

Mr. CLARDY also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the 815 resolution (H. R. No. 246) construing an act approved 
January 23, 1880, for the removal of obstructions the harbor at 


the Delaware breakwater, with an amendment; which was referred to 

the House Calendar; and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
PLEASURE-YACHTS. i 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 

ported back the bill 


(H. R. No. 4803) to amend section 4214 of the 
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Revised Statutes relating to yachts; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF NAME OF STEAMBOAT. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 3803) to authorize the Secretary of 
the T to change the name of the steamboat Minnie P. Child, 
of New York; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE ON SQUAW ISLAND. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back Labbe the bill (H. R. No. mi PANAS 5 for 
the erection of a light-house on Squaw Island, e Michi ; which 
was referred to the Calendar of the Committee of the ole House 
on . of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE AT SAND BEACH, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 2695) for the government and con- 
trol of the harbor of refuge at Sand Beach, Lake Huron 3 
which was referred to the Calendar of the Committee of the ole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT EAGLE RIVER, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. ) to 
appropriate money for rebuilding the light-house at Eagle River, Lake 
1 Michigan; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be ꝓrinted. 
SAINT VINCENT, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also, from the same commi reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 9) mak- 
ing Saint Vincent, in the State of Minnesota, a port of entry in lieu 


of Pembina, in the Territory of Dakota; which was referred to the 
— Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
rinted. 
“2 LIGHT-HOUSE AT MANISTIQUE, MICHIGAN. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back, with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3528) to 
appropriate money for the construction of a light-house at Manistique, 


Mr. CONGER. I ask that that be placed upon the Calendar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PORTSMOUTH, OHIO. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 559) to constitute the 
oot Portsmouth, in the State of Ohio, a port of delivery. 

. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Would it be in order to ask unanimous 
consent 5 consideration of this bill? 

The SP It would not, in the morning hour. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF STEAM-TUG. 

Mr. WAIT, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 4450) to change the 
name of the steam-tug Charlotte and Isabella to Maud; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF SCHOONER J. H. DUSENBEBRY. 

Mr. WAIT also, from the same committee, repored back, with a 
.favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. ) to change the 
mame of the schooner J. H. Dusenberry; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

STAMFORD HARBOR, CONNECTICUT. 

Mr. WAIT also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 5535) for the improvement of Stamford Harbor, in the State of 
-Connecticut; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and, with the aecompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

UNLADING OF FOREIGN VESSELS. 
` Mr. WAIT also, from the same committee, rted back, with an 
amendment, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 3) relating to the unlading 
of ign vessels; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
‘with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 
SHEER-BOOMS AT STRAIGHT SLOUGH. 


Mr. Lied aang “ng frem the same commit reported back, with 
an amendment, the bill egy eye to authorize the Mississippi 
River Logging to ct and operate sheer-boems at or 
near Straight ; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BARK ANNIE JOHNSON. 

Mr. HENDERSON abo, from the same committee, re back, 

with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R, No. 4162) author- 
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izing the Secre of the Treasury to istue an Ameri: i 
the Annie Johnson; which was referred to the Cor ttee ot 


the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
port, ordered to be printed. 55 255 
BEDLOE’S ISLAND, NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported bac 
with an amendment, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 165) as to ne 
transfer of a part of Bedloe’s Island, New York Harbor, for marine- 
8 purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accempanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT INDIANAPOLIS. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported baek, 
with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 3520) to establish a port of 
delivery at pen get the State of Indiana, and moved that 
the bill be placed upon the House Calendar and the report printed. 

Mr. CONGER. Bills of this class, establishi 55 
sore ports of 1 pona for apprai this bill provides 

‘or an appraiser, i ilitate its passage by having it sent to th 
Committee of the Whole on the state of tho Union at once; 5 Sac 
if the point of order is made when the bill is reached on the House 
Calendar, it will then take a lower place on the Calendar of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REAGAN. Does this bill provide for an appraiser ? 

Mr. HENDERSON. It does not. This is a port of delivery. 

Mr. CONGER. A port of delivery has an appraiser. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is no such provision in the bill. 

The bill was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SUGAR-PRODUCING PALMS, 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back, 
with an adverse recommendation, the bill R. No. 1921) making an 
appropriation for the introduction of 5 in the 
Southern States; and the same was laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

JAPANESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. COX, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back, 
with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1358) in relation to the Ja 
neso indemnity fund - obese was yee to the Committee of the 

ole on of the Union, and, with the accom ing re 
ordered to be printed. eR 8 
RESTORATION TO CITIZENSHIP. 

Mr. HILL, from the same committee, reported back, with an amend- 
ment, the bill (H. R. No. 3119) to provide for the restoration to citi- 
zenship of such citizens of the United States as have become natu- 

i subjects of Great Britain; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
BRITISH BARK CHANCE. 

Mr. RICE, from the same committee, ré a bill (H. R. No. 5536) 
for the relief of the owners, offi and crew of the British bark 
Chenoa which was seed & Sask ie ee time, with the accom- 
panying report ordered rinted, and referred to the Committee 
oft Whole on the Private Eie. 

CARĽOS BUTTERFIELD, 

Mr. HERNDON, from the same committee, reported a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of Carlos Butterfield ; which was 
read a first and second and, with the accompanying re or- 
dered to be printed, and to the Committee of the ole on 
the Private Calendar. 

ARCTIC EXPLORATION, 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 5029) to grant an American 
register to a foreign-built ship for the purpose of scientific explora- 
tion ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the stato 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
STEAM-YACHT W. J. GORDON. 

Mr. KENNA, from the same committee, re back, with a favor- 
able recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 4247) to c the name of 
the steam pleasure-yacht W. J. Gordon to o; which was ne- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

BEN. T. PERKINS, SR. 

Mr. SPARKS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 4961) for the relief g Ben. T. Perkins, sr., 
and moved that the committee be discharged from its further eorsid- 
eration and that the same be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE P. WEBSTER. 

Mr. also, from the same comfhittee, reported back the bill 

(H. R. No. 2836 


? 
for the relief of P. Webster, and moved that 
the committee be discharged 1 1 ae consideration and chat 
the same be referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. ; 
W. C. HULL. 
Mr. SPARKS also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 4704) for the relief of W. C. Hull, and moved that the com- 
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mittee be discharged from its further consideration and that the same 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 
GEORGE 8. FRAMEL. 


Mr. SPARKS also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 


(H. R. No. 4545) for the relief of e S. Framel, and moved that 
the committee be di from its er consi tion and that 
the same be referred to the Committee on Claims. > 


The motion was agreed to. 

W. J. LYSTER, 

Mr. SPARKS also, from the same committee, zopereet back the bill 
(H. R. No. 4954) for the relief of Captain W. J. Lyster, and moved 
that the committee be disc from its further consideration and 
that the same be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OF ARTICLES OF WAR. 

Mr. SPARKS also, from the same committee, reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill (S. No. 744) to amend cle 103 of the rules and 
articles of war; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH PHELAN. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the bill (H. R. No. 4199) to place Jeremiah Phelan upon the retired 
list as a commissioned officer of the United States Army; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED ARMY OFFICER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, 5 Pag back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 4913) to provide for 
the detail of retired officers of the Army at colleges, universities, and 
other institutions of learning in the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PHILLIP LESTER. x 


Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, re as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 762, a bill (H. R. No. 5537) for the relief of 
Phillip Lester; which was read a first and second ti with the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed, and refi to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


JAMES KANE. 


Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 5538) for the relief of James Kane; which was read a first and 
second time, with the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of the on the Private Calendar. 

TOBACCO FOR ARMY USE. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, from the same committee, re back, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 4395) to te the method of pur- 
Spry, bea tes for the use of the Army; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

D. T. KIRBY. 


Mr. BROWNE, from the same commi reported 
for House bill No. 3140, a bill (H. R. No. 5539) for the relief of D. T. 
Kirby; which was a first and second time, with the accompany- 
ing oe ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee of 
the ole on the Private Calendar. 
FREDERICK H. E. EBENSTEIN, 


Mr. WHITE, from the same committee, rted back, with an 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 3252) for the relief of First Lieuten- 
ant Frederick H. E. Ebenstein, Twenty-first Infantry, United States 
Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD P, VOLLUM. 


Mr. UPSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Mili Affairs 
to report back Senate bill No. 296, for the relief of Edward P. Vollum, 
— to pek rag it pos ug to Committee on Claims. 

The motion was to, and accordingly the bill was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. ee 

í ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STONE. I make the point that the morning hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. During the morn- 
ing hour several gentlemen desired unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of matters reported by them. The Chair will entertain 
those requests now. He recognizes first the gentleman from Texas, 
[ Mr. CULBERSON.] 

LAND TITLES IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. CULBERSON, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary the following preamble and resolution; which 
were read, considered, and adopted : 

A resolution relating to certain Jand titles in the State of Mississippi. 

‘Whereas it appears Eli A 7 
located in the ame of certain Chicks: 


, as a substitute 


dent of the United States as required by said treaty, and that the lands contained 
therein have since been 1 other claimants or sold and ted to other 
ies by the United States, and proceeds thereof mixed with and credited to 


e trust fund mart he nam gh aay’ Saag ep agea eee and 
‘Whereas it is desirable that the titles to the said lands should be ascertained, 
j and determined upon as the ascertained facts may seem to 


an d 

uire and as to right and equit: to belong: Therefore, 
— Be eee apem with the accompanying 
referred to the of the Interior, and that he be, and he is y, 
after reasonable notice 8 cause a careful examination 
facts and claims relating to the subject-matter thereof to be made and reported to 
this House as soon as practicable. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN INDIANA. 

Mr. NEW. I ask unanimous consent to have considered at this time 
the bill Zoi ego this morning from the Committee on the Judiciary— 
House bill No. 2384, amendatory of and supplementary to “An act to 
provide for the holding of terms of district and circuit courts of 

e United States at Fort Wayne, Indiana,” approved June 18, 1878. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was reported this morning during the 
morning hour; and the gentleman desired that it might then be con- 
sidered, which could not be done under the rules. 

Mr. WHITE. Let the bill be read, reserving the right to object. 

Mr. BROWNE. To save further trouble, I will state that there is 
objection to the consideration of this bill now. 

CLAIMS OF SPANISH INHABITANTS OF EAST FLORIDA. 

Mr. HERNDON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following re- 
port from the Committee on Foreign Affairs ; which was read, consid- 
ered, and adopted : 

Th ttee Forei to whom referred the of th 
President of the United States. dated March J. 1600, in relation to the smnsottled 
claims of Spanish inhabitants of East Florida d the years 1812 and 1813, have 
had the same 3 consideration, and beg leave to report the following resolution, 


and recom its passage: 

Resolved, That the Secret of the Treasury be ested, if not incom le 
with the public interests, to ish to the House of tatives the history 
as it may be of record in the . 
tion to the unsettled claims of inhabitants of East da during 1812 and 
—— ed fi . f th 8 — 8 

ro or le 9 oi e 0 y „ een 
the United States and Spain. 


TAMPA, FLORIDA. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair izes the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. ACKLEN] to submit a report from the Committee on Com- 
merce, as he was out of the House this morning when the committee 
was called. 

Mr. ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Commerce, as a substitute for House bill No. 1025, a bill (H. R. 
No. 5540) making the port of Tampa, in the county of Hillsborough, 
Florida, a port of entry and delivery; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MUNICIPAL CODE FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, as a substitute for House bill No. 3991, a 
bill (H. R. No. 5541) to establish a municipal code for the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HUNTON. This bill contains a tax system for the District of 
Columbia which is absolutely indi ble to the Government. I 
move that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
— fee the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


The motion was agreed to. 

PROTECTION OF POTOMAC FISHERIES. 

Mr. HUNTON. I ask unanimous consent to have taken from the 
eae ergte table, that we may concur in an amendment of the Senate, 

e bill (H. R. No. 4568) for the protection of the Potomac fisheriesin 
the District of Columbia, and for the preservation of shad and her- 
ring in the Potomac River. 3 

ere being no objection the amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 18, page 1, strike out 30th day of May,“ and insert “10th day of June.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote b 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. I rise for the purpose of calling 
up the census bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky desires the exe- 
cution of the order of the House in reference to the consideration of 
the census bill. : 

Mr. COX. It will not take ten minutes. It is the most important 
matter before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business, the 
contested-election case from Arkansas; but the tleman from Ken- 
tucky, by agreement yesterday, was und to have the right to 
call up the census bill. 

Mr. COX. It will not take ten minutes. 

Mr. WHITE. How do you know that? 

Mr. COX. From the matters contained in the bill and from the 
general sentiment on both sides of the House that the preparation for; 
taking the census should go on. 


which the amend- 
e motion to recon- 
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Mr. WHITE. You cannot tell about it. 

Mr. COX. Ithas stopped now because of the non-action of the House. 
earn DRS bill, has no local or selfish thing in it; why not go on | on 
wit 

Mr. PAGE. It is the understanding that the star service should 
come u Š 

Mr. X. There i is only one speech to be made upon it, a short one 
by my friend from Rhode Island, [Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. It was understood that the census 
bill was to come up this morning and be acted on. 

The SPEAKER. The business coming over is the unfinished bus- 
iness of yesterday, which is the contested-election case of Bradley 
and Slemons, au is a question of the ve highest privilege. 

Mr. WHITE. Then I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky. This census bill was set down for 
to-da, 

Mn WHITE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield 
to me for one moment. 

Mr. WHITE. No; I cannot. 


ness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SAWYER] is 
recognized as having the floor. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a parliamentary question. After the election 
case is disposed of, will not the census bill then come up for consid- 
eration ? 

The SPEAKER, It will not lose any of its rights. 

Mr. COX. Then I give notice we will call it up immediately after 
the dis 1 of the election case. 

The SPEAKER. The House has the right to determine by a ma- 
jority vote whether it will consider it or not. 

Mr. COX. I understand that. 

ARKANSAS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—BRADLEY VS. SLEMONS. 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business is the contested-election 
case of Bradley against Slemons comin ne over from yesterday, on which 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Saw ER] is entitled to the floor, 
and twenty minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr.SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER] i in his remarks saw proper to incorporate the answer 
of the contestee to the notice of thecontest. I see by the RECORD of 
this morning that answer has been withdrawn. Of that Ido not com- 

lain ; but as reference was made in that answer to a previous con- 
case in this House of Bradley against Hynes in the Forty-third 
Con and as a portion of the report of the committee in that case 
was inserted in that answer, I will now take the liberty of reading 
from that report a few passages in order to substantiate the position 
I took yesterday that the republican voters of Chicot County and of 
the second co ional district of Arkansas did not consider Mr. 
Bradley a republican candidate, but did consider he was unworthy 
of their sup 

I read these extracts for the purpose of confirming the testimony 
offered by me yeste 3 which was read. I will state, however, | taken, 
before reading, that was a report made in a republican Con- 
gress—a arini iene report of the Committee on Elections, a commit- 
tee composed of H. Boardman Smith, of New York, chairman ; Charles 
K. Thomas, of North Carolina; Jerry W. Hazelton, of Wisconsin ; 
Lemuel Todd, of Pennsylvania; Austin F. Pike, of New Hampshire ; 3 
James W. Robinson, of Ohio; Horace H. Harrison, of Tennessee ; 
Ira B. Hyde, of Missouri; R. Milton Spear, of Pennsylvania; Lucius 
Q. C. Lamar, of Mississippi; and Edward Crossland, of Kentucky. 

Now, that report, akter referring to some preliminary matters, goes 
on to say: 

That after the certificate was given the said Hon. William J. Hynes; the me- 
morialist duly served on him a notice of contest, and thereupon took depositions 


on due notice, showing a majority of the votes cast at the Pid election for Con- 
at largo to have been cast for him; that tho above 490 votes should bave 
Po returned for him; that $ 


I demand the regular order of busi- 


after the taking of said testimony the said Hon, Will 

iam J. Hynes — yg da don the contest and deliver to him 

— 8 he had down, $500 when — took his 7 — 
balance when he his that he accepted the proposal, an 


drew mileage ; 
gavo ap, the „ he had previously ‘taken, and that said Hynes thereupon 


Mr. 8 member of the House charged, a before the committee 
we, Hynes der oath, E e AE D S against him contained 
a 2 memorial. His statement accompanies this re report. 
= also produced the depositions taker take by by the memorialist, which had been given 
up — m. 

In the conclusion the committee use this language : 

The committee cannot but regard the conduct of the memorialist as dishonora 
ble and e If ho believed . his case, he betrayed the 
rights of those who gave him their suffrages. he did not believe his contest 

was meritorious, his demand for money was aia Prot 


With that additional evidence, I leave that of the case and 
now proceed at the point where I closed y with the exami- 
nation of the testimony in relation to intimidation at precincts in 
Vaugine 1 in Jefferson SN 

Mr. FINLEY. Is that the report of a republican committee? 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, of a republican committee of a republican 
House of Representatives. 

Yesterday, at the close of my remarks, I read a portion of the tes- 

' timony of A. A. C. in relation to intimidation and other fraud- 


ulent practices, as testified by him, in Vaugine Township, at Pine 


ay TCC but refer, for I have not 


agi og in detail, to the testimony taken by Mr. Slemons 
2 bf ea e 
Mr. WEAVER. What ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Page It is the deposition of W. N, Portis: 


e Ps rok ents rm a her! If so, state where and to 
è 


hat extent. 
8 e 
at them from the time the 

asa Wil you please give to pari 


Vangine in this coun 
. di Sis 
of the manner of opening the polls on 


A. About eight o'clock in the morning, 1 of the elec there 
8 led in front the waiting for the polls to 
Remember that Rogers states the ju were not there, I will 
read further from this deposition of . Portis: 


As Ratne ty Sree judges a at the 8 1 
appearance, it became t two more; they were elected from 
Sind e T ts tombe: Mr. Sam. Wranklin- wen ome Eel a ME C. W. 
Dowell was the other, who were both present at the time of their election; then 

were opened in form and the balloting commenced. As soon as 
. lower poll in Pine Bluff, and 
vise bet gon putin Moons whites Are 
was one, and Ido 7 
Mr. M. K. Hunter was the regular judge present; both polls being opened in an 
orani oQ. What have you to sa 
F of the election on that day as to its 


or unfairness 
orn, Sh ono fats aha ba acca T oanad. I saw no one prohibited from vot- 
on that day that was entitled to a vote. 
—— dences of intimidation did you see? 


There, six, 8 = evidence of a man who was there that day at the 
same time. gers speaks of “intimidation” in his general way 
without s iculars. Then on page 68 Ii will read the tes- 
timony o peeks . Prigmore : 

18 * Were you about the 75 15 on the day of the election for any gonsider- 

0 e 

Answer. Yes, sir; all day. 

This is a republican who testifies to this. 

. What were your observations as to the general conduct of the election! 
Tt was the mont orderly election in Pine Bluff I have seen for seven or eight 
8 less confusion about the polls. Slemons's democratic friends seemed to be 
— — interest. I — no one taking any active interest for radier 
Mr. Rogers, and two or 00 men. 

So much for that. There you see that in every particular this man 
Rogers is contradicted by two competent witnesses—a republican and 
a democrat—who ties resent on that day. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SAWYER. I have but very little time. 

Mr. ci aera a T only wish to inquire what precinct you are re- 
erty now? 

WYER. To the Pine Bluff precinct. 


Here is some more of Mr. s testimony : 
Under pretense a certain 22 cense question, tickets having 
neither license or no license u N porton Slemons's friends 
colored voters were 


beng = ee the Bradley tickets ià the in the or pay several 

der the pretense of license under them, and, coe of making 

this pretended 8 manent ohn M. Bradley was scratched and the name 
F. Slemons su 

Now he gives an instance, a particular instance, and names the man 

who was guilty of such a practice, and I presume it was the strongest 


— that he was able to refer to, as it is the only one he mentions. 
Ə says: 

On one occasion, while standing at the ballot-box and giving a Bradley ticket to 
a colored friend who asked for it, he handed the ticket to one of the we Tatas bot 
before it fairly out of his hands a deputy sheriff put a Slemons 
sande era took the Bradley ticket, and the judge put the Slemons ticket 

x. 


My attention was called to this by the gentleman from Iowa, and 
also by the contestant in this case. He goes on to say : 
My attention being called to this, I took down the name of the deputy sheriff 
and seeing me writing he announced his name and told me to write it do 
7 — I will read the testimony of this deputy sheriff who is alluded 
to there: 
the fallow T Roger, sworn for the contestant, 
“On one occasion, while x and giving a 
t, gts Handel the ticket to one ot 


but it fairl 1 ity sheriff put a 
88 W judge, took the Bradley ticket, and the judge 


3 the warehouseman, 
his name down if I wanted to. I was informed he was a deputy sher- 
iff, and so believed, for that occasion.” Will you now please give your version of 


Answer. There never was any such transaction occurred ; it is alie. I can tell 


the day of the election, when one 
him off to one 


T 
Pi 
H 
ae 


Q. Was there an; other conversation between yon and Mr. Rogers during that 
oe Ae to your name down!? : 
mA. We a conversation on the steps, in which I told him to mind his own 
business and I would mind mine. 
» Q. Was there any conversation in that regard in reference to any other voter 
i or a 

` o, sir. 

There is the testimony by which is flatly contradicted in the 


whole testimony in reference 
to this fraud in changing the votes. X 

There is some more of Mr, Rogers’s testimony to which I wish to 
call attention in this connection, On page 18 he says : 

Later, an assault was made upon Bradley directly— 

That has been harped upon by the gentlemen on the other side and 
also by the contestant himself. ey te 

Later, an assault was made Bradley directly, by one of the politi rs 

ast d see, and thefriends 

3232 Bog awe ff 

Mark the words— 


forbearan rudence, and of Colonel Bradley and his friends, who 
88 peace, thar 5 have — — difficulty, 3 was the feeling 
of those engaged. 


Now, I turn to the testimony of the party who made the assault, 
and will read his testimony on the subject. This is the testimony of 
Mr. W. N. Portis. He was asked: 

ion. ith having made ult Mr. 
he ore generis me they have yon connected w: ng m an assault upon 


many occasions during the 
two or three o'clock in uperene we met at the court-house tore There he came 
right by the side of me, and used follo language: e and vote for me, 
an honest man. Don't vote with Ch oy of thieves, midnight assassins, and rob- 
bers.” Lasked him to qualify or take back what he had said. He refused to do 
it. Itold him —.— he = 5 He ag a — * u I would ste 
ve 2 
„ — 7 ates what he had said. ‘ite refused to doit 
that I was at the head of the democratic thieves, assassins, and 
x . Ithen struck him. e e ee eee 
met John M. Bradley in the court- 
house. He told me that he had wrong, and was sorry for what he had done, 
and we have been friendly since that time, as far as I know. 

There you have an evidence of the coolness and courage of this 
man Bradley. But I haye not time to comment upon it. 

8o much for the testimony of Mr. Rogers. As you will see it is con- 
tradicted by witnesses in every material particular. What he has 
testified to been contradicted in some cases by two and in others 
by a single witness. 

Mr. B OWS. Will the gentleman allow me one question! 

Mr. SAWYER... I have only fiye minutes remaining, and am not 
nearly through with what I desire to say. `; 

(Mr. BURROWS. I desire to ask one question for information. 

Mr. SAWYER. Very well. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman was speaking of what took place 
at Pine Bluff. I would like to inquire what the canvassing board re- 
turned as the vote there? 

Mr. SAWYER. We have no evidence of that except from the no- 
tice of contest by Mr. Bradley; and I take that as evidence of that 
fac 


t. 
Mr. BURROWS. It ap 
turned as 63 in the to 
Mr. SAWYER. Les, si 
Mr. BURROWS. 


that Mr. Bradley's majority was re- 
pof Vaugine. 


not be set aside. If the gentleman will read the report he will see 
that is clearly stated. 

Mr. BURROWS. I bave read it. 

Mr. SAWYER. Now I have not time in the few minutes remain- 
He . to go into the terimony Mh regent to Pine Bluff precinct 
and the frauds that are all ere. I will state the matter very 
beady oa the testimony will bear me out in what I say. 

So far as the testimony of Dan. M. Robinson is concerned, he tes- 
tifies to printing the election tickets at the Pine Bluff Press office as 
late as six o’clock in the eyening. But he is contradicted by three 
witnesses. The proprietor, C. G. Newman, says there was not a bal- 
lot printed at that office, so far as he knows, after twelve o’clock in 
the day. Portis and Haycock both say they were not at the office, 
the one after three, the other afterfour. And yet this man Robinson 
says they were there after six o’clock folding these tickets which 
were printed. The evidence, then, of Robinson is contradicted by 
three witnesses in that particular, as gentlemen will find by refer- 
ence to the testimony. 

Mr. Speaker, I see that my time is about out. I had intended to 
say something more and go into the testimony, particularly with 
regard to the Pine Bluff precinct; but I shall not bave time.. 
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Inow move the previous question upon the resolutions reported by 
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the majority and of the minority of the committee. 

Mr. VER. I ask the gentleman from Missouri to withhold 
the motion for the previous question for a few moments, as I think 
one or two other gentlemen desire to speak. 

1 SAWYER. I cannot yield further unless overruled by the 
ouse. 


Mr. WEAVER. Then I ask the gentleman to allow me to offer a 
substitute for both the resolutions now pending, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cox.) Does the gentleman from 


Missouri yield for that purpose ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I do not. The gentleman from Iowa had the chance 
of offering that from the sub-committee, but did not avail himself of 
that opportunity. 

Mr. VER. Then I hope the demand for the previous question 
will be voted down. 

The korom question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment proposed by the minority of the committee, which the 
Clerk will now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the seat now occupied by William F. Slemons as a member of 
Co: from the second con: mal district of the State of Arkansas in the 
Forty-sixth Congress be, and the same hereby is, declared vacant. 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for the yeas and nays upon agreeing to that 
resolution. 

Mr. RYON, of Pennsylvania. I ask that the resolution may be re- 
ported again. I think there is a misapprehension about what it is. 

The resolution was in read. 

The question being put on ordering the yeas and neve, there were— 
ayes 27, noes 116; the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole 
vote. 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 28 members voting therefor; not one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question being put on aeons to the resolution offered as an 
3 by the minority of the committee, there were —ayes 30, 
noes 152, 

So the resolution of the minority was not to. 

The question recurred on the resolution reported by the majority 
of the committee; which was read, as follows: ; 

Resolved, That William F. Slemons is entitled to retain the seat he now occu- 
pe as Representative from the second congressional district in the State of Ar- 

in the Forty-sixth Congress. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 149, noes 21. 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for the yeas 2 nays. 

That question being put on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 
ayes 33. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas 
and nays were not ordered and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SAWYER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call up the contested-election case of Curtin vs. 
8 the twentieth congressional district of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ilinois 
that several gentlemen who are familiar with that case are absent 
from the city. I hope he will not call it up until they are here. It 
5 for him to give notice that he will call it up on a par- 
tic y. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I gave notice last week that I would call up this 
case on a particular day, but other business of the House did not per- 
mit it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I know that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have given notice three or four times, and have 
been compelled to give way to other business. If I am antagonized 
now by any other proposition of course the House must decide. 

Mr. BLACKB In accordance with instructions from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and with the notice which I gave to the 
House y y, I must raise the question of consideration upon the 
election case to which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
refers. I do so in order that we may now proceed to the consideration 
of the postal star service deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER ] asks 
the House now to p to the consideration of the contested-elec- 
tion case of Curtin vs, Yocum. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] raises the question of consideration. 

Mr. HOO I rise toa 1 entary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

[ 1 HOOKER. Is not os motion 2 pe oe from Illinois 
. SPRINGER] a question of the highest privilege 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why should he not be peroguised ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized him. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why should the matter be referred to the House? 

The SP. Because the Chair has no power to decide for the 


EAKER. 
majority of the House. It is for the majority of the House to determ- 


2008 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 31, 


ine what business it will proceed to consider, and the gentleman from 

Kentucky [Mr. BLackBURN] raises the question of consideration. 
Mr. HOOKER. Under the rules is it not the duty of ne Ppoaker 

3 the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] before all 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has done so; but it is not for the Chair 
to say that the House shall proceed to consider the case which he 
desires to call up. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the House will do so. 

The SPEAKER. That is another thing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. - Lam informed that the star-service bill will re- 
quire two or three days for consideration ? 

Mr. PAGE. It need not take more than twenty minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not know how long it will take. The con- 
sideration of this election case has been postponed from day to say 
and from week to week on account of other business. I think it sho 
be considered now, and if it be taken up now it can be disposed of 
at least by to-morrow. 

The SP. R. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The only way by which it can be antagonized, 
it seems to me, is by a motion to postpone its consideration until some 
other business has been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would feel bound to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] or any other member from the 
Committee on Elections in charge of a case in relation to the right of 
a member to his seat, whenever he may seek the floor for that pur- 

That is a question of the rn goes privilege ; but it is for the 
kan to determine whether it will proceed to consider the case. 

The question was then taken upon proceeding to consider the elec- 
tion case of Curtin vs. Yocum, and the House refused to proceed to 
its consideration. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now desire to call up the bill reported yes- 
terday from the Committee on Appropriations, with the Senate amend- 
ments thereto, making 3 for a deficiency in the star serv- 
ice for the year ending June 30 . 

The SPEAKER. The record shows that the bill referred to is now 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 

ing with the consideration of the Senate amendments to that 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Scares in the chair. 

POST-OFFICE DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the p of considering the amendments of the Senate te the 
bill (H. R. No. 4736) to provide for a deficiency in the appropriations 
for the transportation of the mails on star routes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1880. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it in order to call for the reading of the Senate amend- 
ments ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. The Clerk will read the amendments of 
the Senate. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows : 

In section 1, strike out ‘$970,000 " and insert 51, 100,000.“ 

In section 1 of the bill, strike out the are pin z 

At or within contract prices as they existed on February 1, 1880: Provided, That 
upon ar route where there has been an increase of the original contract price 
during the last or current fiscal year for expediting the delivery of mails on any 
such route, at the rate of more $2,500 per annum, the compensation for ex- 
pedited service on such raute shall be reduced to the termsof the ori; contract, 
on 8 the Ist day of March, 1880; and nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strned to 


Amend section 2 by striking out the words “or increase the service upon exist- 
reduced by the first section of this act” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following : 


Provided, That the Postmaster-General shall not hereafter have the power to 
expedite the service under any contract either now sping or acetate given to 
ginally 


a rate of ee ee seen Son one Conroe ae 

Add to ti o bill the ä 

“Sec. 3. That the sum of —:.. ̃ Sr aba Oly be rico Ba 
aforesaid, for the publio printing, including the cost of printin, INGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, it being a part of the deficien curren fiscal 


t 7 

“Seo. 4. Ni in this act contain kamod or contrast to affect the 
wally legality t te acis ox omissions of any officer of the United States, or 
2 the title by adding the words “and for other purposes.” 

Mr. PAGE, Will the Chair state to the committee what is the 
question now before the committee? Is it to concur in the Senate 
amendments ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon concurrence in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understand that the bill is now in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union on a motion made by me, by 
instruction of the Committee on Appropriations, to non-concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

And I ee pence J that the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads instructed me to move to concur 
u the Senate amendments; and I will make that motion now if it be 

order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have the floor and will yield for no motion. 

Mr. STONE. All right. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. The bill now under consideration is a bill of 
the House making ap ons for a deficiency in what is known 
as the star service of the country. That bill has been returned 
by the Senate amended in five parti and those amendments are 
now ding for consideration by this House in Committee of the 
Whole. It will be found,as we progress with the discussion of the 
amendments which the Senate has made to this bill, that there is but 
one material amendment; the others involve matters of very incon- 
siderable importance. 

The Senate has added $130,000 to the amount of money appropri- 
ated by the Honse bill. The bill as by the House appropriated 
the sum of $970,000 to meet the deficiency in the conduct of the star 
postal service up to the.end of the present fiscal year; and it con- 
tained the f er appropriation of $100,000 for the establishment 
of service upon new star routes. The Senate struck out the a 
poston of $970,000 for the- 2 se first indicated, and — 1 

ieu thereof the sum of $1,100, The Senate has left the second 

sum of $100,000 for new service precisely as the House bill originally 

3 it. This is not an amendment of any considerable impor- 
ce. 

The House provided that in the case of all star routes where in- 
creased compensation to the extentof $2,500 or morehad been allowed, 
not for an increased number of 5 but for the e ition of sched- 
ule only, such com ion should no longer be wed, such extra 
allowance should be cut off and the schedule time upon all such 
routes put back to the terms of the original contract at the time of 
letting. All this portion of the House bill the Senate has struck out. 
So that the only question of any moment presented for consideration 
now is whether the provision of the House looking to the abridgment 
of this extra compensation for expedited schedule upon the more 
largely expedited routes shall be maintained by this House, or aban- 


doned as proposed by the amendment of the Senate. 
Before going into any detailed statement of the facts involved, I 
wish to buse, if I may be able, the minds of members of some 


erroneous impressions into which T am satisfied many members have 
fallen. In the first place, non-concurrence with this second amend- 
ment of the Senate, as recommended by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, does not involve that committee, nor can it involve the 
House, in any war upon the star service of the country. It involves 
no issue between this House and the Post-Office Department. If that 
issue is to come, it will come when the committee of investigation 
instructed by this House to inquire into the cause of this deficiency 
shall have made its report for your consideration. Neither are we 
involved to-day in a contest with the contractors for star service. 
Nor is there an atom of foundation for the assertion that haste is 
needed in the passage of this bill in order to prevent the abrogation 
of the star service in all the States and Territories. 

It will appear that when this contest first opened the Committee 
on A ppropriesioos sought to declare, and did declare, just as I, speak- 
ing for it now under its unanimous instruction, declare, that the only 
war in which we are engaged is upon a system which by the record 
evidence put upon the desk of every member in print, and upon 
the sworn statements of officials of the Post-Office Department them- 
selves, isin the judgment of the committee a vicious and a dangerous 
system which needs limitation such as the House bill, without the 
amendment of the Senate, seeks to establish. 

There is no need of haste for this appropriation. The records of 
the Sixth Auditor's Lary Ba) auditing office for the accounts of the 
Post-Office Department, show conclusively that upon the first day of 
the last quarter of the present fiscal year there will be unexpended 
$650,000 to meet the demands of the postal service. For the current 
fiscal 1 5 the sum of $5,900,000 was appropriated for the star serv- 
ice. t appropriation was made upon estimate of the Post- 
Office Department. It was every dollar that was asked. Every dol- 
lar requested was given. 


Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman allow one question 
right = so that we may be advised on the facts as the gentleman. 
proceeds 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I do trust that I may be subjected to as few 
interruptions as the patience of the House will permit. But I yield 
to the porene 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The object is to be advised as we ge 
along. I understand the gentleman to assert that the amount he 
has named is all that was asked by the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Is it not a fact that a much larger sum was 
asked for this service, but was arbitrarily reduced by the Secretary 
of the T. in transmitting his estimates? 

Mr. BLA URN. Now the gentleman’s question only shows that 
his = is not to get information but to try if possible to switch 
me off a plain unvarnished statement of what the record shows. 
to be the fact. I shall therefore ask the gentleman not to insist upon. 


any more questions. I ise on of the committee having 
this bill in charge that there will be no effort made by the committee 


to stifle debate, or to refuse to any gentleman as much time as he may 
wish to controvert any statements or to make any presentation of 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Why does not my friend answer the ques- 
n 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I will do so in my own way if the gentleman. 
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will do me the favor not to interrupt me again. I answer questions 
in my own way, and only when I believe they are candidly submitted 
for consideration. 

The sum of $5,900,000, as the gentleman from Ohio has succeeded 
after a waste of a few minutes in — me to repeat the sum of 
$5,900,000 was every cent that the Post-Office De ent asked for 
the p of maintaining the star service of sis country for the 
present ear. It got every cent it did ask. It made its estimates 
on a more Ts ee basis of star service as to distance and numbers 
ef miles than we have to-day irí existence or ever did have. 

Now, sir, when this Congress convened upon the Ist of December 
last we found ourselves confronted by a 5 er from the Postmaster- 
General, in which reference is made to a deficiency of $150,000 for the 
star service for the last fiscal year, but no reference is made, no inti- 
mation is given, of any contemplated deficiency in the star service 
for the 888 pss Yet, sir, this year had been running nearly 
one-half its length. m the ist day of July up to the Ist day of 
December this service was in operation during the present year, and 
yet upon the 1st day of December, upon the convening of Congress, 
no intimation is given, no suggestion is made, that there is or is to be 
a deficiency in the star service to the extent of a single dollar. Yet, 
immediately thereafter, the Postmaster-General is put in the awk- 
ward position of sending a ial communication to this Congress 
telling us the unprecedented deficiency of two millions of money in 
reond numbers is now confronting us in the star service as it was at 
that time bein ie ere The Second Assistant Postmaster-General 
demanded on the th day of December an appropriation of $1,720,000 
to meet deficiencies in this branch of the postal service on the basis 
of its then conduct. He demanded in round numbers $300,000 more, 
making $2,000,000 for the purpose of adding new service to the star 
branch. 

I wish to take up that statement and submit to the candid judgment 
of this House whether it can safely follow the official recommenda- 
tions, suggestions, or even sworn statements of that officer when it 
comes to consider the subsequent revelations which have been made 
by the records of his own Department. Believing it was utterly im- 
possible that this deficiency of nearly two millions of money could 
possibly have been created or could in fact be in existence, the com- 
mitteeon investigation, towhom this matter was referred, sent a letter 
of inquiry to obtain from the Sixth Auditor a transcript of his books 

in order that we might see how much of the $5,900,000 had been ex- 
pended and how much the remainder would fall short at the present 
rates of contract RY for the p of carrying it through to the 
end of the 4 77 e 8 er ai on 8 on the desk. It is 
in an says that instead of 81,720, ing necessary to carry 
retera. that N to the end of the year without curtailing any 
rates, without abridging any ay, without disturbing the service by 
a single mile, that instead of gi: 20,000 being necessary, $1,155,538.60 
was all that was needed; and that exclusive of the fines, penalties, 
and deductions for failure of service now in the hands of the Post-Office 
De tand available as current funds for that service every day. 
MEMBER. What was that? 


alties for the last half of that 
en into account. 


‘ore this committee under oath that he needed 
y carry this service forward. 
Mr. HASKELL. As it stood ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As it stood, without any additional increase 
atall. Here stands the record of his own department telling you 
that, without bese into account the fines and penalties of the whole 
year or any part of it, he only needed $1,155, which leaves a dis- 
3 between the sworn statement of that official and the records 
of his department of $564,561.40. 

But that is not all. You must increase that amount by $200,000 
more at least for fines and ties for the whole year. So that you 
will find instead of $1,720,000 which he swore was absolutely needed 
to carry on the service, there are $764,561.40 of that amount, more 
than three-quarters of a million in round numbers, that is not needed 
even if you do not set back the expedition of a single route, or reduce 
the pay on a single trip on this broad continent. 

More than that, the nd Assistant Postmaster-General was asked 
the question as to how much money he had paid out for the first half 
of the current year. He answered it underoath. The records of his 
own office were brought into testimony and showed conclusively that 
he had testified to us to having paa out, in round numbers, $340,000 
et in the first six months of the present year than had been 

Still more, sir, $347,228.60 is the discrepancy as a matter of fact 
between his statement under oath—not the approximate estimate, but 
the actual payments which he had made from this star-service fund 
for the first months of the current year, and the facts as shown 
by the records of his own artment. 

When this House passed this bill, it ap ated $970,000 to 


forward the star service. The record of the Sixth Auditor's Office 
shows 3 that is every dollar of money you want; having used 
of fines and penalties, it is every dollar you need to carry 


your $200, 


on the star service to the 30th day of June without impairing or 


interfering with any trip or abridgin ay or setting back an 

schedule. Where is the ground 6 tlemen stand 
when they undertake to tell us that the question pending between the- 
House and the Senate is as to whether the star service shall be stricken 
down ; that it is as to whether the star service shall be abrogated, 
that the House is insisting upon crippling the western mails, while 
the Senate is insisting u giving to the frontier settlements ex- 
tended mail facilities either the House bill nor the Senate bill, so 
far as the amount of money appropriated is concerned, touches nor 
trenches upon the postal service in the slightest ogren ; but the House 
bill does this, and the Senate bill does not. It does declare that a 
stop shall be put to the arbitrary action of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment in granting ad libitum additional compensation without bids or 
without e Soules upon all the great star routes of the country. 
Let me call the attention of the House for a moment to the working 
of this “ discretion ” which now exists in the Post-Office Department. 

The contracts for carrying the star mails of this country are let 
under advertisement by a system of bids to the lowest bidder. The: 
lowest responsible bidder must get the contract under the law. After 
that contract has been once awarded, from that time out no reopen- 
ing of the contract can be had, no bids for modifying it, and no com- 
petition is allowed. But the Department not only claims but exer- 
cises the arbitrary discretion for increasing the number of trips or 
expediting the schedule, and the result is the ting of such addi- 
tional pay as the Department chooses, and without restriction. On 
the route from Vinita to Las e EUUY let for $6,330 per an- 
num, it is now increased under this discretion of the De ment 

Mr. ELAM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question 
here? I want to know the exact points of difference between the 
Senate bill and House bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am trying to tell the gentleman. I am try- 
ing to answer the question as to the difference between the House 
bill and the Senate bill. 

Mr. ELAM. I would like to know the difference as to these expe- 
dited routes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have stated it to the House as plainly as E 
could, but I will endeavor to restate it in a few brief words. 

The House bill declares that wherever $2,500 or more per annum 
has been allowed for expedition of schedule on any route, that the 
contract for such expedition shall be canceled and the schedule time 
put back where it was under the original contract. It does not touch 
the increase of trips at all. The House bill does not in any wise in- 
terfere with the mail facilities as they existed prior to such expedi- 
tion, and it does not crrpple the e e of schedule unless it has 


cost more than $2,500 annum. 

Now, sir, if 1 back to the point to which I wish to 
call the altention of the ouse, I had to read the contract 
prices on certain star routes and the present rate of upon them, 

In order to illustrate to yon the beautiful working of the Post-Office 
Department “discretion” and the dangerous tendency and fatal re- 
sults which my friend from Mississippi now before me, chairman of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, so correctly, so justly 
and so forcibly animadverted upon in a h in the last Congress, 
and whose remarks on that occasion I will take occasion to introduce 
into the RECORD before this discussion shall end, let me state that 
on this Vinita and Las Vegas route, which, as I have said, was let 
originally at $6,330 per annum, the bans Mater is $150,592.03 per an- 
num, How was that increase had as it done by competition? 
Were there bids for the additional service? No, sir. No man was 
allowed to put in a bid or to offer to take the route at a less pay; but 
the contract having been in the first instance $6,330 per annum, all 
competition was shut out, and that lucky bidder who undertook it at 


the rate I have ified is to-day receiving $150,592.03 per annum. 
= that is not the only instance of this kind. I will cite several 
others. 


On the route from Bismarck to Fort Keogh 
e HASKELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I cannot now. I do not mean to be unaccom- 
modating, but I wish to continue this line of remarks for a moment. 
On this route from Bismarck to Fort Keogh the original contract 
price was $2,350 per annum. The pay on that route to-day is $70,000 
r annum. From Fort Worth to Yuma, which was let originally at 
134,000 per annum, the present rate of pay is $299,000 per annum. 
On the route from Bozeman to Fort Keogh, originally let at $16,500 
per annum, it is to-day $85,266.81. On the route from Rock Creek 
to Fort Custer, which was let at $10,507.25, the ee is 888,768.12. 
On the route from Las Vegas to Las Cruces, which was originally let 
at $14,900 cag annum, the pay to-day is $91,211.68. From Prescott to 
Santa Fé the original pay was $13,313 pa annum, Its pay to-day is 
$135,975. On the ronte from Prescott to Mohave 2 8 originally let 
at $7,440, the increase of pay brings it up to $66,959.99. On the route 
from Phenix to Prescott, let originally at $680,the pay to-day is 


$32,640.32. On the route from The Dalles to Baker City, which was 
let for $8,288, its pay to-day is $72,520. On the route from Soledad’ 
to Newhall} which was originally let for $29,000, the pay to-day is 


$55,424.33 ; and on the route from Redding to Alturas, on which the 
original contract price was $5,988, the pay to-day is $35,928 per an- 
num. And so, sir, I might goon. I have a long list before me of 
like character and proportions. And, I say, that is the result, that is 
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the net product of the exercise of the discretion which the Post-Office 


t not only claims, but wields and applies in the conduct 
of the star service af this country. 

Mr. HASKELL. Under law. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under law, 8 pease, Because a law ison 
the statute-book which allows a fatal and dangerous discretion to be 
exercised, that forms no warrant for your action if you refuse to put 

a proper limitation on it. More than that; when that official of the 
Pos ce De ent was brought to answer under oath the ques- 
tions that might be submitted by this committee of investigation and 
inquiry, it was submitted for his answer to determine whether, Con- 
wits Saris appropriated $5,900,000, upon his own estimate, as the 
amount needed to conduct this service for a twelvemonth, the law 
in his judgment allowed him to expend that sum of money in the first 
six months of the year and leave the country without an atom of star 
service during the remaining half of the year. Ay, sir, the question 
was driven further and made broader. I asked that official to tell the 
committee whether in his judgment he was clothed with the arbi- 
trary power to spend that $5,900,000 which Congress had appropriated 
for these p to last during a twelvemonth, in the first thirty 
days of the fiscal year, and leave the country with those star routes 
abolished for the other eleven months, and he answered that was his 
construction of the law and his estimate of his power. : 

More than that; when he was interrogated as to the authority he 
held for putting this star service upon a basis of snditure that 
was of necessity to involve this Government in a deficiency of two 
millions of money, with the law staring him in the face—for this was 
notunder law—with the United States statute staring him in the face 
declaring that no Department and no officer of a Department should 
make any expenditure nor enter into any contract that would involve 
this Government in the future payment of any sum of money that 
had not been already specifically appropriated for the purpose, when 
he was confronted with the law prohibiting either an expenditure or 
a contract involving an expenditure of one dollar of money for the 
star service beyond $5,900,000, while before the first half of the year 
was out he insolently thrust into the face of this Con & pe- 
remptory demand for the appropriation of two millions of money as 

deficiency for this branch of the postal service; and when he was 
asked for his authority or his defense, or even his excuse for this vio- 
lation of the law, he answered it was within the compass of his power 
to stop the star service of the country and cutoff your mail facilities 
over all the star routes, and thereby keep within the appropriation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And within the law. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes. Now, sir, I submit to the candid judg- 
ment of the members upon this floor to take the facts as stated by the 
sworn officers of that Department itself. Take the record as it is 


made out by their own testimony. Remember that the Second As- 
sistant Pos r-General tells ee that when Con convened 
on the Ist of December he knew that he was runni star service 


on a basis of pay that would necessarily involve a deficiency of two 
millions of money if kept up to the end of the year; that he tells you 
the Postmaster-General himself knew about it; that he had advised 
and consulted with him aboutit. Couple that with the evidence that 
no mention is made of it in the Postmaster-General’s report. Takeit 
in connection with the fact that the attention of Co is not called 
toit. Then take in connection with all these facts the peremptory, 
sharp order recently issued by the Post-Office Department reducing 
the service on all the star routes to one se a week, and tell me when 
you remember all that and remember er there was no pressing 
need of money to carry that servive on, because their own report 
shows that on to-morrow they will have nearly $700,000 unexpended 
money lying to its credit—is there an impartial or fair-minded man 
on either side of this House who does not know and is not willing to 
admit that it was the application of the thumb-screw process, a proc- 
ess of extortion to enforce obedience to their demand on the part of 
Congress and a carrying out of their arbitrary policy-without regard 
to its appropriation. , 

Why, sir, when that official was on the stand r Se ques- 
tions put to him by the committee, he stated, and it is here in his 
sworn testimony, that he knew he was outside of his authority; that 
he knew he was ing on a basis two millions the ap- 
propriations would warrant. He thought and believed that he had 
power enough at his back in this House to carry through his illegal 
and unwarranted action and to sustain him whether the Committee 
on Appropriations would orno. He boldly, defiantly, ay, sir, inso- 
lontly-this subordinate mudsill clerk of a De t—snaps his 
fingers in the face of an American Congress and bids defiance to its 

Wer. 

* BUTTERWORTH. What do you mean by “ mudsill?“ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I mean a man of about the proportions of the 
man about whom I am speaking. 

Now what good is to come of our sitting here and considering the 
necessity for these appropriations, what is to come of the labor 
performed by the Committee on Appropriations in conjunction with 
the several ents of this Government, if when we meet their 
every demand, when we give them every dollar they ask for, if when 
‘we appropriate every cent that they themselves say will be needed 
for the fiscal year, they shall within the first five months di 

our limitation, override your appropriation, go outside and in open 
defiance of the law and say that Lah Piven pleat ee ee 
Shall be used for this purpose, but I, the Second Assistant Postmaster- 


General, in the exercise of the discretion for which I am 
to nobody but my own will and motion declare that instead of 
it shall be $7,900,000 or $40,000,000 if I choose?” And when 
before the bar of Congress, when brought here as a witness before one 
of its committees, the only explanation vouchsafed, the only defense 
no, not defense, but the only excuse pleaded is that he felt pretty well 
aron 2 err ee e i en 5 ace a bei opposition 
of the Commi on riations an is polic h 
despite its limitations. dsg ery Bre Pores totong 

. ROBINSON. Will the gentleman from Kentucky refer to that 
portion of the testimony to which he alludes ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I willstate by way of explanation that through 
the fault of the Public Printer I find that the testimony printed for 
the use of the Committee on Appropriations (a copy of which I hold 
in my hand) contains all the testimony of the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General. In the compilation of the testimony furnished for 
2 use 5 the House vit Paoho Printer tonr to have left out the 

ei -six pages of the report proper. It is in the testimon 
published for the use of the committee, not in that for the raed 
that I find the statement. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The 3 knows I dorot like to interrupt him. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was perfectly legitimate, and I am glad to 
have the 1 5 to make this statement. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman stated that the Second Assistant 
Postmaster-General had testified that he had power enough in this 
House to defend or protect him against the result of his illegal ac- 
tions. Does the gentleman state that as the language of the testi- 
mony or does he state it merely by way of argument 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I cannot give the exact la just now; 
but I will state that I approximate bgp Rees to a verbatim copy, 
I think, of the response made by the nd Antant Postmaster- 
General under oath as a witness, not once only, but twice or three 
times. His only excuse was that he felt satisfied he was able to main- 
tain these acts of his in incurring $2,000,000 of deficiency outside of 
the law, in violation of the law, by reason of the power that the star 
service and the Post-Office Department had at its back in this House. 
1 Mr. ee rs Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 

ion now 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish the gentleman would make aspeech in 
his own time. 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not want to make a speech, but to ask you 
a question. 

r. BLACKBURN, Very well; on. 

Mr. HASKELL. I want to ask the gentleman from Kentucky if 
there is a deficiency of $2,000,000 in the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Surely that question does not deserve an 
answer, and I do not think an answer to it is desired. 

Mr. HAS The gentleman has stated that there is a defi- 
ciency of $2,000,000. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman cannot get into a quibble with 
me. I say that unless you stop the star service of the country there 
will be a deficiency—not of $2,000,000. Your Second Assistant Post- 
master-General swears to a deficiency of $2,000,000, but the records 
of his office state that there is not such adeticiency. I said there was 
a deficiency, and I have given the exact figures shown by the records 
of the office. 

Mr. HASKELL. And I say that there is not a dollar of deficiency 
to-day in the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want the gentleman to understand that the 
amount of emphasis that he flings into his unwarranted interruption 
is arogas gratuitous, entirely unn and absolutely harm- 
less. Isay that any man in this House who one idea above an 
idiot knows that there is no deficiency. There isan amount of $642,- 
000 in that Department now for this service. But even a man with 
as little wisdom as the one I have indicated would have sense enough 
to know that if we carry forward your postal star service on its pres- 
ent basis to the 30th day of June next, it will find you witha deficiency ; 
I say of less than $1,000,000, and I speak by the records of the Sixth 
Auditors Office. But the Second Assistant Postmaster-General says 
officially and under oath that the deficiency will be $1,720,000. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Allow me one question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust not. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Just for information. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want it understood that I am doing nothing 
except auswerin questions. 

Mr. HAZELTON. Well, that is right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not think so, and I am tired of it. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I want to ask you for how long a time these con- 
tracts are made; whether for one year or for four A oie 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the gentleman for that question; that 
is the very pons which I wanted to put to this House. 

Mr. HAZELTON. You thank me for the question, then? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam sincere in my acknowledgments to the 

tleman for his question. Let no man understand for a moment 

t the contest between the Senate and the House involves a cur- 
tailment of the expedited service for ninety days. These arbitra 
allowances are upon contracts that stand in many cases until the 30t 
of June, 1882; not merely for the rest of this year. The two 


millions of money, or the more than one million that is represented 
8 allowances for expedited service, do not 
year at all; ey go on under these_ 


in these extra an 


stop with the current fisca but 
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arbitrary allowances for the next fiscal year and for the fiscal year 
after that. Therefore it is a question of two and a half or three mill- 
ions of dollars which is involved between the House and the Senate. 


Now, I take it that there is to be a claim presented that it is 
absolutely necessary to te this service. 

The bill of the House which strikes only at those routes that have 
been expedited to the amount of $2, r annum or more touches but 
one hundred and seven routes in all this country out of 10,200 routes 
or more. The bill reaches only those routes held by great monopoly 
contracting firms—those routes which will carry over a million dol- 
lars annually for this expedition, if they are to run until June 30, 
1882. It is a question for Congress to determine whether it will put 
a limitation to the arbitrary exercise of a power that would run the 
cost of these few routes up to a million and a half of dollars more 
annum than they amounted to as originally bid for and originally let. 

I do not claim that the gross revenues of any postal route in this 
country will furnish an accurate standard of measurement as to the 
necessities of the service on that route, but I do hold it reasonable to 
assume that the gross revenues upon any postal route in this country 
will furnish some sort of approximate estimate as to the value or the 
necessity of the service upon that route. 

I find that upon the Prescott and Santa Fé route, where the present 
pay is $135,975 a year, the gross revenne is $10,844.18; I find that upon 
the Rock Creek and Fort Custer route, where the pay is $53,768.12, 
the annual revenue is $2,493.50 ; I find that upon the Bismarck 
and Fort Keogh route, where the pay is $70,000 a year, the gross rev- 


enue is $6,545.77 ; I find that upon the Vinita and Las Vegas route, 
where the pay to-day is $150,592.03, the annual revenue amounts 
to 85,640.76; I find that upon the Fort Worth and Fort Yuma route, 


where the present pay is ,000, the gross revenue is $38,194. Now, 
as to the necessity for this service I beg gentlemen to remember 

Mr.SLEMONS. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Les, sir. 

Mr.SLEMONS. What amendment is the gentleman opposing ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the gentleman want the number of it? 
Iam opposing the second amendment of the Senate, which strikes 
out all the first section of the bill from line 8 to line 19. 

Mr. SLEMONS. Is that the additional appropriation of $130,000 ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no! 

Mr. SLEMONS. You do not strike out the appropriation at all? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. baie agate y e I care nothing about 
the $130,000 which the Senate has ad to the amount appropriated 
by the House bill. The point Iam discussing involves not hundreds 
and thousands but millions of dollars; not for the remainder of this 
fiscal year, but for the two fiscal years yet to come, 

Now there are fifty- 58 70 routes here on which the expedition of 
schedule amounts to $1,114,765. There are seventy-three routes upon 
each of which the cost of expedition was over $2,500 per annum, 
amounting upon those seventy-three routes to $1,164,765 a year. A 
to the Senate amendment number 2, which strikes out the latter part 
of the first clause of this bill, and you leave in full force and effect not 
contracts made but arbitrary allowances granted by the Post-Office 
Department, after competition and bidding had been excluded, to the 
amount of about a mi lion and a quarter of dollars a year; you leave 
these allowances in full force and effect for the balance of this fiscal 
year, for the next fiscal year and for the fiscal year which is to follow 
that. This is the issue. 

Why, sir, at the present rate of pay over $3,000,000 of the ap 
priation made by Congress for the star service would be expended in 
nine Territories and four States. Is that an equitable adjustment ? 

Why, sir, in regard to the Vinita and Las Vegas route, which is a 
little overseven hundred miles long, running from the Indian Territory 
into New Mexico, the committee of investigation had before them as 
a witness the other night one of the most intelligent and certainly 
one of the most efficient of all the special agents of the Post-Office 
Department—a gentleman who has been in that service for five years 
pus The question was put to him as to the necessity for a route from 

VOR Vinita—a route which was let at $6,330 a year, but which 
to-day ws over $150,000 of annual pay. He said that for about one 
hundred miles or less than two hundred miles, there was some sort of 
necessity for the maintenance of a mail. If I had time I would read 
his letter; for it is printed in this testimony. 

Mr. HASKELL. May I ask 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; I do not give the Nr permis- 
sion to interrupt me. This witness said further that for more than 
five hundred miles of the seven hundred there was no necessity for 
any mail at all, and never had been. Those facts were reported to 
the Post-Office Department, and after this statement to the Depart- 
ment by Mr. Adams, its special agent, these enormous, Kein arth 
and inexplicable amounts of arbitrary allowance in the matter of 
compensation were piled up on that route. Why, sir, he went on to 
tell us he had the assurance of the postmaster that from Red River 
Springs eastward on that route, which embraces more than five hun- 
dred and fifty miles of its length, there was no mail carried at all; 
that the -rider would come up with his pouch on his shoulder, 
usually empty; or if carrying any mail at he would come back 
next da; traveling westward and aye the same pouch. 

Mr. KELL. Will you not tell the whole story? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I decline to yield. f 

Mr. HASKELL continued naat y and the chairman to rap loudly 
to order, se what Mr. HASKELL said could not be heard. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas must take his seat, 
as he is out of order, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust it will not be necessary for me to say 
again to the gentleman from Kansas that this is my time and he is 
entitled to no minute of it, nor will he have it. He shall have op- 
portunity to say as much as he pleases. I shall ask the Chair to pro- 
tect not me, for I will protect myself, but to protect the remarks I 
may be ing from any interjection upon the part of any man who 
does it without warrant of authority or on. 

The gentleman to whom I have alluded says that he made that re- 
port to the Post-Office Department in the fall of 1878. Prompt at- 
tention was not given to it, for he testifies that he never heard a word 
from it until some time in the summer of 1879. It was nearly a year 
after before the Post-Office Department took the slightest notice of 
a report by one of its special agents, telling it that on four-fifths of 
that great route there was no mail being carried and no necessity 
for a mail. In the fall of 1879 he was ordered to inspect the route, 
but by reason of prior engagements that order was transferred to an- 
other special post-office agent, Mr. Crowell. That man reported he 
passed over the route from end to end and examined it between its 
termini, That report is here in print, and he never once says there 
was any necessity for this increased service or for the continuance of 
this mail. There is the testimony of one special agent of the Post- 
Office Department who was never over the line, but who was down 
upon the line, passed over a part of it, who testifies in his evidence 
and speaks from his personal observation and from the information 
he got by reason of inquiries and letters from postmasters along the 
line. ere is the other official report of the special deputy, Mr. 
Crowell, who did inspect the route, and, while he goes on to say the 
service is at that time being performed, in the summer or fall of 1879, 
neyer says one word that will warrant or support the action of the 
Post-Office Department in these arbitrary pan fm of increase of com- 
pensation, Yes, sir, and he further testifies, in order to show you how 
thoroughly an impartial witness Mr. Crowell was, that he was taken 
over the line by the very men, the contractors on the line, who are 
the beneficiaries and recipients of this money. 

But, sir, the Second Assistant Postmaster-General furnished one 
other magnificent illustration of the careful prudence with which he 
exercises this questionable discretion. His attention was called to this 
route from Prescott to Santa Fé. He was asked in reference to that 
Santa Fé and Prescott route, as to what was the original contract 


gs for carrying that service. He said it was $13,330. He said he 
ad 1 the trips; that he had been increasing the schedule, 
and had allowed $74,000 extra compensation. That was when a man 


7 the name of McDonough was contractor, and a man by the name 
of Walsh, a banker or broker, here in ee . City, was the sub- 
contractor, and recognized on the books of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment as such sub-contractor. He says he then canceled the service 
and cae Li the route. He was asked as to the reason for such action, 
and said it was because the service was not being satisfactorily per- 
formed. Mr. Walsh was the sub-contractor for the service; he was 
that very day recognized on the books of the Post-Office Department 
as the sub-contractor doing the service. The Second Assistant Post- 
master-General canceled the contract and stopped the route because 
the service was not performed, and then immediately turned round 
and relet it, without bidding, without competition. He relet the 
route, and admitted he had never tried to get another man to take 
it. To whom do you imagine he relet it? He relet it to Mr. Walsh, 
the very sub-contractor on account of whose failure to perform the 
service he had been forced to cancel the service. He relet it to 
Mr. Walsh at $18,500, instead of $13,300 as originally let. He then 
promptly e pEi the trips and expedited the schedule bnt not 
as fast as he done it before, and allowed, not $74,000 extra com- 
pensation again—no, sir! But he allowed him $135,000 extra com- 
pensation, and when asked by the committee as to why he did it he 
said he did it because Mr. Walsh filed an affidavit and said it was 
worth that much money. He admitted he predicated this action of an 
allowance of $135,000 of extra compensation per annum upon Mr, 
Walsh’s affidavit and that alone. He first undertook to say he did it 
on Walsh’s affidavit and his failure to get anybody else to take it for 
less, but then admitted he never tried to get anybody else to take it 
and never offered it to anybody else. 

He relet this route, then, upon the single and only affidavit of this 
man Walsh, the failing sub-contractor, on account of whose failure 
the service had been canceled on the route; and there he is to-day 
receiving $135,000 a year from that route out of the Federal Treas- 
ury. I asked the question of the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, “Did you know Mr. Walsh before he became a mail-contractor?” 
He replied that he did. I asked him, “Did you know that Mr. Walsh 
had been indicted in the Federal courts in New Orleans in 1874 as a 
member of the whisky ring charged with complicity in the frauds 
upon the revenues of the Government?” He said he believed he did 
know it. I asked the question, “Did you not know it, and was not 
that indictment found against Walsh upon your own sworn testimon 
as an internal-revenue officer of this Government at that point?” 
answered yes. That, he admitted, was the record of this sub-con- 
tractor. And such a sub-contractor! The victim of indictment still 
pending as a member of a whisky ring defrauding the revenues of 
the Government in 1874, and this indictment found upon the sworn 
testimony of the now Second Assistant Postmaster-General; that 
same Walsh, the failing contractor on mail-routes other than this 
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one, with the service canceled on account of his failure to perform 
his contract, granted a new lease of power, a new hold and another 
grip on the of the country to feces Sos ed doer 
aud all of this granted to him upon his own unsupported affidavit. 
I pray you, tell me what sort of a custodian of the public Treasury 
does this Second Assistant Postmaster-General make ? 

Now, sir, I simply desire to call the attention of this House to the 
fact that he who tries to dwarf this issue down to one between us and 
the star service of the country deals without candor as to the facts, 
and without warrant, and he who tries to make it appear that there 
is an issue between Congress and the star mail contractors has equally 
little ground on which to plant himself. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

ae. BORER ZIE. I move that the time of my colleague be ex- 
ten 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the time of the gentleman will be extended 
and that all the time ae will be allowed in this discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. there be no objection the gentleman will be 
allowed to proceed. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. BLACKB I thank the committee for its kindness and I 
will not detain it but a very few minutes longer. 

There is but one issue here, whether you ere to the House bill 
or accept the amendments pro by theSenate. So far as the star 
service is concerned it stands intact and untouched. You may put 
the $130,000 additional in the bill, as su ted by the Senate, if you 
want to. I ms warn you when you do it you do it in the face of 
the transcript of the record from the Sixth Auditors Office which tells 
you it is not needed. If you do not want to put back the expedited 
routes, if you want the star service to go fu on its present basis 
of pay to the end of the present fiscal year, you do not need $130,000 
additional offered by the Senate, as shown in the report from the 
Sixth Auditor's Office. It is entirely unnecessary. It is uncalled for 
by the Department. 

The only question pending between the two Houses now is simply 
as to whether or not we will insist upon 2 some kind of limit- 
ation u the discretion of the Post-Office Department, the fruits 
and the results of which have been so imperfectly submitted for your 
consideration to-day. In any event remember I want this committee 
to bear in mind the House bill never proposes to discontinue a star 
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route of the 10,200 rontes now in o tion. The House bill never 
would result in decreasing the number of trips u any star route. 
It never to disturb any but one hundred and seven of the 
ten thousand and odd rontes, and then only proposed to disturb those 
to the extent of setting back their expedited schedule, but leaving 
the compensation for increased trips precisely as it now stands. 

I take it as an indisputable fact, and I believe that no one will cavil 
at it or attempt to deny it, when I say that we should be content if 
we shall give to the Department all that is asked, all that is demanded 
for g on the mail service to the end of the fiscal year in the 
manner as shown by the record of the Department itself. I know 
very well that there are some few men who were fortunate enough 
to hold the contracts for these star routes, some of the great lines in 
the extreme West, who will be 9 if the bill is adhered to, 
not, however, for the remainder of this year, for if you cancel it you 
must pay the contractor thirty days’ extra compensation, and there- 
fore he would lose less pone than sixty days out of this year. That 
is not where he would be hurt. That would affect his compensation 
but very slightly for the remainder of this year, and could scarcel 
be called a serious injury to any one of them, but the injury woul 
be in suffering a diminution of the appropriations of $1,164,765 which 
would be cut off for the next two fiscal years. 

It is for this committee to 


That is where the shoe now pinches, 
determine what shall be done. 

There is one star contractor, sir, to whom I want to allude, the 
heaviest star contractor to-day in the post-office service. There is a 
gentleman who appeared before the Committee on Appropriations or 
the sub-committee, as a witness. I allude now to Mr. Monroe Salis- 
bury, and he is to-day, as admitted by his own statement, the heav- 
iest star contractor in the post-office service, not in the number of the 
routes which he controls, nor in the distance or the length of his route 
but measured by that most infallible of all standards, the amount of 
money he gets ont of the Federal Treasury. The original pay upon 
the star routes that are now operated and run by Mr. Salisbury is 
$532,204. His present pay per annum is $913,225.87. His increase for 
additional number of trips, which neither the House bill nor the Sen- 
ate bill proposes to touch, is $214,153.86, while his increased compensa- 
tion for expedited schedule per annum is $219,505.24. 

8 append his tabulated statement as given by himself under 
oath: 


Increase. 


States. Route. Termini. 8 For additional trips. | For expedition of schedule. 

8 Date. Amount. Date. 
/// AAA / ⁵½̃ OE eter $19,550 00 July 1,1878 
156 $4,350 00 | Aug. I. 17  &500 00 Aug. 1 1878 
361 48, 723 89 Aug. 1,1879 16, 500 00 | Dec. 16, 1878 
140 2,677 08 Jan. 1,1879 9,637 50 | Jan. 1,1879 
116 2 084 50 Jan. 1/1879 7,586 00 Jan. 1, 1879 
Colorado ....| 38155 | Antelope Springs to Silverton -...| 60 1.83 8 Fei 1 10 5,680.00 | Feb. 17, 1670 
New Mexico. 39114 | Fort Stanton to Fort Davis 400 7,000 00| July 1,1879| 21,000 00 July 1,1879 
39116 | Fort Bascom to Trinidad | 185 3,520 00 | July 15,1879| 10, 560 00 | July 15, 1879 
Arizona 40103 Prescott to Mohave City 191 828 ae 11.1570 12,5% 14 | Apr. 13, 1879 
40107 | Wickenberg to Maricopa Wells. 120 2110 8 Leb. 17 180 U., 384 60 Feb. 17, 1879 
Utah .....--. 41192 | Richfield to Kno 150 4.280 00 1.1 7,170 00 | Oct. 1.1828 
Bude 42121 | Eagle Rock to Salmon City 165 12,666 66 | Aug. 1,1879 4.250 00 | Oct. 1,1878 
Nevada ..... 45124 to Pioche ........- 267 2,550 00 July 1,1878 13,150 00 July 1,1878 
45132 | Wells to Hamilton...- IST Sy RN E (RU See ap AEA A Sot roca 15,000 00 | Aug. 1,1879 
California. 46120 | Soledad to Newhall ... r ee cca castes | cceseouet — A. 250 00 | Oct. 15,1878 
46207 | Susanville to Lake View, Oregon.. 155 res onipin 6,975 00 | Ang. 1,1878 

ug. 1, 
46267 | Willow Ranch to Reno, Nevada. 215 34,250 00 Ag 131828 ? 10,275 00 Aug. 1,1878 
e A R E lta dsvedsasnevamiguctexcesenetbeteack 3,508 | 147,700 00 | ü ²˙ Q E A a p Tecate 217, 005 24 


* Reduced $4,250 per annum from October 21, 1878. 


145 Salisbury contractor on all above routes. Total inerease, 


There is one man who stands to-day with an increase, exclusive of 
allowance for increased number of trips—with an increase for expe- 
dition of schedule only of $217,005.24. And yet—is this House pre- 
pasea to believe it—not a contract of all that list is his upon the 

ks of the Post-Office Department; he does not hold a contract on 
this continent; and if he ever had one I have never been able to 
find it. 

Mr. ATKINS. He is a contract-broker. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What I say is that he is not a contractor as 


that Department itself, from which you will be more 
I have been if you are able to glean any such information. But, sir, 
there is the record. 


than | vindication of its action remains to be 


Now there is exactly where all this fight comes from. There is the 
power behind the throne upon which Mr. Brady relied when he 
snapped his fingers in the face of this House and said to them sub- 
stantially, “ You say I shall have $6,000,000 in round numbers; I say 
I shall have eight millions; I shall have as much more as I please; 
and when you undertake to produce the law and tell me I am violat- 
ing it I will appeal to the power that the Post-Office Department and 
the star service of the country are able to marshal in the House to 
override the limitations put spari it by your laws.” There is the 
issue, and it is none other. I will be content if the fair-minded and 
unprejudiced members of this body shall bear in mind the assurance, 
aanas which no amount of declamation will prevail, that the fight 
that is being made here is not upon the star service of the country. 
Nobody means to harm it; nobody means to touch it; the House b 
does not affect it. Neither is it a fight upon the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. Whether it shall be an attack that Department or a 
etermined when this com- 


mittee shall make its final report after the proof is all in. It is a fight 


waged with but one object; it is a contest prosecuted with but one 
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; it is an effort that is being made, if it be possible to succeed 
in doing so, to put a limitation upon an assumed and exercised arbi- 
power which is costing this Government at the rates I have indi- 
cated without any return or compensation therefor. : 

Mr. Chairman, I will ask to have read, or that it may be printed, I 
care not which, a letter that comes from one of the oldest mail con- 
tractors in this country from the far West; for he lives far enough 
west to satisfy in his geography even the advocates of Leadville or 
those who speak for California. He is a California man himself. He 
enters his protest. And there lies before me on my desk letter after 
letter, telling me of protests that have been sent from that far western 
country to the Post-Office Department, protesting against useless 
mail service established there at the enormous cost that these figures 
will indicate. The Post-Office Department takes particular pains to 
tell us of the demand for increased service, but quietly avoids the 
slightest mention of protests from that quarter against the service 
as useless and needless. 

I do not believe that a necessity exists for the increased compensa- 
tion upon the score of an expedited schedule. It is a frightful power 
if it shall indeed be agreed by Congress that the Post-Office Depart- 
ment may employ it as it insists it shall do. It is sufficient to cause 
apprehension. If there is no check, if there is no limitation, if the 
sum fixed in the bill that Congress passes for the maintenance of this 
service is to form no guide in the conduct of that Department, then, 
sir, the Treasury is open to any raid that arbitrary power may seek 
to subject it to; and that, too, ted in the Kk, when com- 
petitive bidding is abolished, when the open light of day is shunned, 
and no chance or opportunity is afforded to anybody to come in and 
do the service of the country upon a fair and legitimate basis of com- 


msation. It is a dangerous power. Its danger has been illustrated. 
ts results have been proven, and here we stand { 82 confronted by 


one of those results in the shape of an inevitable deficiency amount- 
ing, as the Second Assistant Postmaster-General tells us, to one and 
8 millions of money. 

The House may dispose of the di ments between the two Houses 
in its pleasure. But I submit in all candor to the unbiased and un- 
prejudiced judgment of the Committee of the Whole whether, when 
we are confronted by such an issue, prudence and wisdom and fair 
dealing would not dictate the propriety of non-concurrence in the 
amendments of the Senate and that we should allow the questions at 
issue to pe to a committee of conference representing fairly the senti- 
ments of both Houses and see if such limitations cannot be imposed, 
if such an adjustment cannot be had, if such a compromise cannot be 
effected, and such checks cannot be in upon this bill as will 
leave the postal service of the country unimpaired and unbroken and 
the Treasury Department of this Government at least in some meas- 
ure protected from such dangerous and arbitrary power. 

I ask to insert the following statement of the Sixth Auditor: 

OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 
< FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 

e Washington, D. C., March 2, 1880. 

Sm: In compliance with your request of yesterday, I have the honor to transmit 
4 8 ve showing, by 4 and quarters, She ays sd unpaid amounts 

0 transportation fiscal endin, 

Jung 238. 1880, the contracts, orders, Tas, on file in this office. s 

In addition to the total amount shown in this statement the sum of $40,000 should 
be added, being the amount paid for the supply of special offices. 

I am, respectfully, your obedient servant, 


F. B. LILLEY, Acting Auditor. 
Hon. James B. BECK, United States Senate. 


A statement showing, by States and quarters, payments made and yet to be made, (as per contracts, orders, ꝙ v.,) chargeable to the a iation for star 
service, for the ear ending June 30, 1880; also the amount of fines and deductions imposed against the service for the quarters ended Sep- 
tember 30 and 31, 1879. 

First quarter, | Second quarter, 

„1879. | 805 £ 1500 Fines aud de- 
8 

Amount un Amount un 5 

paid. | Amount paid. paid. quarters, 

$420 44 $27, 949 93 $33, 730 99 $33, 730 99 $967 63 
1 3 85, 204 99 94, 786 25 92, 254 02 17, 627 58 
41, 342 82 647 03 35, 084 09 41, 354 53 41, 387 30 2.486 74 
126, 910 58 446 73 121, 502 96 144, 702 54 146, 495 88 10, 474 72 
76, 810 82 323 05 53, 264 27 81,514 91 81, 804 28 9, 852 53 
7,498 45 50 7, 860 33 7, 790 62 7, 790 62 5 00 
48, 734 85 12 00 50, 587 60 60, 773 05 57, 738 89 7,459 10 
(( S cssavsesssvers 1. 376 82 1,376 82 124 
10, 220 99 74 00 10, 971 88 11, 710 71 11, 829 86 493 49 
( 19,177 74 21, 203 29 21, 163 93 21 28 
M1, R A PEAR 36, 958 14 39, 251 35 36, 613 83 1,210 99 
24,009 17 614 62 25, 140 66 25,717 2 25,675 49 372 88 
20, 905 23 6 21, 101 27 21, 311 59 21, 279 49 86 36 
N 56, 907 87 57, 340 28 57, 314 17 2, 750 50 
25, 261 47 1,330 45 23, 339 93 25, 170 65 27, 685 84 446 33 
44, 232 18 58 09 44,955 27 44, 675 80 43, 348 20 841 92 
36, 212 69 246 50 33, 216 19 749 38, 585 62 38, 476 39 3,178 63 
32, 390 56 39, 020 67 876 39, 298 09 42, 587 47 6, 398 24 
21, 897 94 32 59 21, 505 58 661 22. 182 34 22, 160 58 26 40 
15,445 8 score cscnns 15,311 77 455 15, 509 29 15, 509 29 55 57 
LN Die 10. 142 28 16, 179 17 259 04 
17, 693 96 1, 453 41 17, 363 24 1,283 07 18, 449 93 18, 505 91 612 07 
12, 493 58 2,543 41 14, 149 29 1, 690 15 15,912 17 15, 529 18 769 47 
24, 194 04 232 40 21,519 12 3, 006 70 24,290 78 24,200 78 878 61 
34,624 47 895 69 31, 832 05 3, 789 37 34, 808 O4 34, 700 03 462 58 
BE TOC SS. ssa cccaseoeny 38, 030 37 11, 605 50 50, 885 07 50, 937 10 5,005 33 
35, 996 94 26 16 30, 810 73 2, 289 57 35, 022 61 34, 799 84 3, 011 09 
LL 36, 596 14 13, 953 74 51, 964 42 51, 884 60 2,241 87 
8, 488 75 93 50 8, 620 75 89 8, 670 88 8, 643 68 3 00 
LN E EN OT A 7.454 27 7,454 27 15 37 
be tl Ree eee eee 60,999 77 1,108 72 63, 651 54 63, 651 54 5,726 H 
59, 624 78 177 2 58, 706 67 932 13 59, 766 50 59, 892 30 21 77 
31, 293 30 70 75 30, 504 50 1, 812 26 32, 591 38 32, 580 96 578 25 
36, 359 88 264 03 37, 273 83 362 16 37, 485 03. 2 2 97 06 
55, 715 53 38 56 34, 224 03 24, 982 38 59, 999 20 61, 939 5,347 72 
60,154 31 65 89 57, 546 88 2,824 71 61,974 71 61, 899 20 315 95 
On Cin Cree eee ee eos SSS ARITE 3, 069 08 3,069 0 
9, 686 83 55 85 7.728 07 2, 867 19 10, 740 41 ¥0, 761 87 156 62 
22,998 69 33 63 22, 513 67 1, 120 87 23, 821 86 23, I 42 343 70 
167, 086 79 317 74 172, 472 28 1,901 64 176, 491 43 176, 509 61 6, 732 37 
1, 197 62 50, 805 69 2, 212 50 53, 409 72 53, 423 48 2,015 69 
12, 369 68 A 12, 233 70 12, 233 70 16 a 

33, 342 68 33, 455 93 722 71 34, 379 61 | 34,401 91 344 
14, 327 38 14, 630 27 883 17 15, 611 82 15, 601 61 214 70 
10,027 14 7,407 49 192 65 11, 120 46 11, 120 46 95 84 
14,908 22 12, 338 81 4, 413 07 16, 792 43 16, 785 43 388 30 
34, 270 92 605 00 35, 466 29 35, 495 19 687 13 
1, 602, 577 24 160,119 77 | 1,803, 171 7 1, 799, 595 71 101, 659 86 


8 FVV 
a year ending June 30, 1880. 

t paid on account of quarter ended „ . e . depn-dsneei ease A 
SST dl 17 3 AANDE K AEN aE A E e E EE TA A E E E T A A ANE, *. 8 8 


1 quarter ended December 31, 1879 
Amount unpaid on account of quarter ended December 31, 1879 


a E E aparece trad TET PE OE argon porn 


OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 2, 1830. 
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Total amount sh id to pay contracts now 8 $7, 055, 538 60 
, 


Amount a for fiscal year ending June 
N eee S ENA as aada aa K Ble «--- 5,900,000 00 
1, 155, 538 60 
Less fines and deductions for half year only 101, 659 86 
CCC apa as ccc ces tcnsncerueeraeeenes 1, 053, 878 74 
Amount of deficiency stated by Second Assistant Post- 
. o 1, 720, 000 00 
Deduct true deficiene y. 20. cece ee ce ccee 1, 053, 878 74 
666,121 26 
Fines for last half year, (probable)..........---.---- 101, 659 86 
Yo A A VTV 4 767, 781 12 
I now ask the Clerk to read the letter I send up. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


asa c-coast man I am an advocate of liberal facilities for this coast; 
seriously to the manner in which the whole thing is Tam aware 
b es who are in the interest of this wholesale me 
asa ted bidder or , and this is the reason why I make these 
cha: or Of course every man is ted when he bids for serv- 


rges or exposures. 
ice and does not getit; but I deny that this is the reason why I state these facta. 
I do it for the reason that for a long time, but particularly for the last eighteen or 
twenty months, there has been the most reckless and ture of 
the public funds that can be imagined. I notified Judge Key of this as early 
as November or December, 1878. You call on him for a letter be received (person- 
ally) from me, written in November or December, 1878; and alsó one written 
about January 14, 1879; and also get from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads a letter I wrote to Hon. A. M. Waddell, chairman of said 3 dated 


i ired to change my views since I wrote them. I 
was much 5 when Judge Key wrote me p Sehit me for the information 
m, butat the same time 


8 absence as he thought upon good and sufficient data. It was not until after 
had received etter General Key that I wrote to Hon. A. M. Waddell. I 
was greatly su at General Key's reply for several reasons. First. I had 
formed a h estimate of General ws he integrity, and thought he would be 
giad to be ed of these facts and would rectify them as soon as his attention 
was called to them. (I do not wish to be understood as doubting General Key's 
integrity, but I think 


he has been overreached by designing parties.) "Second. 
5 General} 


and carry them for; that there would be no more otanga schedules and 
g the service as had been done heretofore ; that he was to put 

a stop to such business. f 
I leave it to ys tojudge whether he has acted in accordance with his statement 


at that time. is what old contractors on this coast cularly complain of, 
having been deceived by the heads of the Post-Office t in this way. 
These routes that I wrote General Key and Waddell about should be pnt back at 


ex from Fort Texas, 
Yuma, shortening up of schedule was right, but $50,000 for ex- 

pediting the service is all that should have a pr whereas the ent 
$ I bi on this route $217,00 and after 

R Railroad, I thou; 

tion in Congress that I might get the schedule arg 
for which I might get $50,000, making Sete: but 
a, and in less 
service commences he gets $31,000 more double 


doubled on, from Reading to Yreka, via Scott Valley. This was let three a 
. This might be dhe Bs six times a week, which would make 

this up to $22,000a year. There was no 
up this schedule, but I hope you will 8 letters 
the data 


before me and everything was fresh in my memory. 
Where the wrong has Pb that a few favorites have taken these large routes at 
much lower fi than the service could be ‘or, but that in a very short 


time they have worked them up beyond all reasonable expectations. There may not 
al 


most useless to try or to ox to catch them, 
afford = Poth 


for if there is anythin, wrong they cannot to expose each other. When the 
Department advertised this re 


000 to the original letting, and you will soon find out where 
the shoe pinches, I suppose there are some instances where the service on con- 
tracts of over $5,000 ought to be increased some, but limit him to 20 or 25 per cent. 
the contract. You limit him to this on and after Ist July, and let 
him give notice at once of the proposa KAA TONA Su seed Or pe Deere 
any committee and make good what I write. Mr. Buckley, of San José, California, 
= Faget isas the same thing. bel ae 3 the penta erida maio: 
o not seek any notoriety, bui thin e duty of every good citizen to ex- 
such recklessness and wasting of the public funds, Atone time I was the 
est mail contractor on this coast, and I enge any one to in my acts 
as a contractor or otherwise. I refer yon to all of the California delegation. 
Very respectfally, 
J. D. CARR. 


Iam nat, Seki years old ; do not know that I shall ever en in the mail serv- 
ice again. I certainly will not if this state of things is to exist. 


Hon, Messrs. ATKINS or BLACKBURN, 
i . House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. UPSON addressed the committee, but did not conclude his 

remarks. [His speech appears in full on page 2035.] 


Mr. WHITE. If the gentleman from Texas will yield to me I will 
make a motion that the committee rise. 
. Mr. UPSON. How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty minutes. 


Mr. T thet SES le for a motion that the committee rise. 
The Does the gentleman yield the floor ? 
Mr. UPSON. Yes, sir; if it is un that I shall be permitted 
to go on to-morrow. 
CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UPSON. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to move 


that the committee rise. 

Mr. WHITE. I move that the committee rise, 

The question being put, there were—ayes 23, noes 40. 

5 coat A 5 5 not voted. 7 

e uorum is not necessary for the committee 

to refuse to rise. a 

Mr. PAGE. Is not a quorum necessary for business? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is, and if the gentleman makes that point 
the Chair will sustain it. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not make the point. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Who has the floor? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Upson] has the 


floor. He will proceed. 
Mr. HASKELL, I rise to a point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gen eman will state the point of order. 
Mr. HASKELL. In the first place I would like to have order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. HASKELL. And in the next place I call for tellers on the 
motion that the committee rise. It is now half past four. The House 
is oe and a dozen gentlemen want to speak, and I think we might 
as well adjourn, 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a point of order, but if the gentleman 
states he called for tellers in time, the Chair will still ge the motion. 
Does the gentleman state he asked for tellers in time 

Mr. KELL. I didask for them in time. I asked for tellers on 
the motion that the committee rise. 

Er SPARKS. The question is, did the gentleman ask for them in 
time 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman says he did and the Chair will 
submit the question on ordering tellers. 

8 was put, and there was 1 in the affirmative; noes not 
coun: 


Mr. HASKELL. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HASKELL. My point of order is that the want of order in this 
Committee of the Whole was such that the putting of the motion for 
tellers was not heard and that the motion was not voted on. I ask 
that before the call for tellers is submitted the committee shall be in 
order and then if gentlemen do not desire that the committee shall 

ise, I am satisfied. 
e CHAIRMAN. That is not the fault of the Chair. The Chair 


ts | put the question distinctly and the House refused to order tellers. 


So tellers were not ordered and the motion that the committee rise 
win 5 to 
e 


roceed. 0 

N Mr. UPSON. I desire to state that I have been suffering from a 
severe headache all day and am suffering from it now, and I should 
feel indebted to the courtesy of the House if the committee would 
now rise and I should be permitted to finish my remarks to-morrow. 
But if it is insisted upon, of course I shall have to go on. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SPARKS. I hope that will be done ont of courtesy to a gen- 
tleman who res he is sick. 

Mr. REAGAN. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Ohio, 


[Mr. ae) 
Mr. Lask leave to have printed in the RECORD, as a part 
of the debates in the Committee of the Whole, some remarks I have 


pre on this bill. 
ere was no objection. [See Appendix. ] 
The motion of Mr. REAGAN that the committee rise was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose, andthe Speaker having resumed. 
the chair, Mr. SCALES reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 
4736) providing for a deficiency in the appropriation for the trans- 
portation of mails on star routes for the fiscal year ending June 30 
1880, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments thereto, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I ask unanimous consent to make a few reports- 
from the Public Lands Committee and one from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, because I cannot be here to-morrow when those 
committees will be called. I desire to make the reperts simply for 
reference. 

There was no objection. 

HEIRS OF W. A. BURT. 

Mr. CONVERSE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, — a 75 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. for 
the relief of the heirs of the late William K. Burt, inventor of the 
solar compass adopted and used in the public service of the United 


N. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Upson] will 


1880. 


States, and moved that it be referred to the House Calendar and that 


the accom report be printed. 
Mr. CONGER Dore not that bill contain an appropriation ? 


Mr. CONVERSE. No amount is 

The SPEAKER. If the point of order rests against it, it is better 
that it should be made at once. It would cause gey to the bill if 
the point should only be made when it is reached on the House Cal- 


endar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE HEARD. 

Mr. CONVERSE also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 309) for 
the relief of George Heard; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MONROE DONOHO. 

Mr. CONVERSE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No, 1713) for the relief of 
Monroe Donoho; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

DRURY BYNUM. h 

Mr. CONVERSE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable. recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1531) for the relief 
of Drury Bynum; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

L. L. RICE, 

Mr. CONVERSE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the — pa R. No. 519) authorizing L. L. 
Rice to locate land warrant No. „issued under act of March 3, 
1855, in his own name or to sell and assign the same; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CESSION OF LANDS TO OHIO. 

Mr. CONVERSE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill 88 R. No. 580) to construe and 
define ane adh to the 7 5 0 „Ohio phe toes ai era 
Virgin ilitary district in said State,” approvi ebruary 18, 1871; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 4 

MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. CONVERSE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 

a favorable recommendation, the following resolution of inquiry: 

solved, the Secretary of W. a he ish 5 ted to inf 
thie House E reservations in Washington Terri rg ag restored te 
the public domain without detriment to the public service. 

The resolution was adopted. 

SAMUEL BAKER. 

Mr. CONVERSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H.R.No, 5542) to increase the pension of Samuel Baker; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES O'CONNOR. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I ask consent that Senate bill No. 551, 
granting a pension to James O’Connor, be taken from the Speaker’s 
table at this time for reference. 

There was no objection, and the bill was accordingly taken from 
the Speaker's table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

JAMES H. REEVE. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Lask consent that Senate bill No. 39, granting an 
increase of pension to James H. Reeve, be taken from the S. er's 
sable for reference. 

There was no objection, and accordingly the bill was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from the 


Secretary of the ba omer” e ‘ing revised estimates of appropri- 
ations for the National Board of Health; which was refe to the 
Committee on Claims. 


WILLIAM P. WOOD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in relation to the claim of William P. Wood for 
the detection and recovery of the plate on which spurious 7.30 bonds 
were printed ; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the by Mr. B its informed 
J) Banoe ob. casei oasied the DANAEA 
of the House in, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 1085) to equalize homesteads; 
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A bill (S. No. e e provine for the erection of a public building 
at Asheville, North Carolina; and 
A bill (S. No. 1475) to change the name of the steamer J. H. Kelly 
to John Thorn. 
Mr. COX. I move that the House now adjourn. 
The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials, petitions, and other papers were laid on 
the Clerk’s desk, under the rule, and referred as fo ore ok K 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Julius Hensel, of Newark, New 
Jersey, for the passage of an act prohibiting the use of alum in baking. 
powders—to the Committee on Manufactures, 

By Mr. BARBER: Pa relating to the claim of Franklin Lee 
and Charles F. Dunbar for compensation for work done at Ashtabula 
Harbor, Ohio—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER: The petition of honorably 
soldiers and sailors of the late war, of York County, Pennsylvania, 
for the establishment of a soldiers and sailors’ home in said State— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, BLISS: Resolutions of the Legislature of New York, in re- 
lation to the proposed international exhibition in 1883—to the Cem- 
mittee on Forei i 

By Mr. BLOUNT: The petition of J. Cheeves, ee patea 
Cheeves & Osborn, that his claim for pay for tobacco sei y United 
States officials and sold be referred to the Court of Claims, with au- 
thority to appeal to the Supreme Court—to the Committee on the 


J soy 

Also, the petition of R. A. Young & Brother, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Governor Natt Head and others, 
citizens of New Hampshire, for an appropriation for the improvement 
of Lake ee ee in said State to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Also, the petition of Michael Casey and 52 others, of the second New 
Hampshire congressional district, for the enforcement of the eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CARPENTER: Resolutions of the General Assembly of Io 
favoring such Tae as will protect innocent users of paten 
articles—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of P. C. Jarvis & Sons and others, 
of Suffolk County, New York, for the construction of a canal to con- 
nect Lloyd’s Harbor with Cold Spring Bay, in the State of New York— 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. DE LA MATYR: The petition of E. W. Callis, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on t; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Wolfe and 96 others, for the amend- 
ment of the patent law—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of Perry A. McGee and 27 others, and of Samuel 
Wolfe and 64 others, for the passage of the Reagan interstate-com- 
merce bill—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Resolutions of the islature of New York, in 
relation to the Pkt ewe international exhibition in New York City 
in 1883—to the Committee on sie ee Affairs. 

Also, the petitions of George T. Hinman, of A. J. Inloe & Co., and 
of C. K. Brown, of New York, for the removal of the stamp-tax on 
perfumery, cosmetics, and proprietary medicines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FINLEY: The petition of the Soldiers and Sailors’ Associ- 
ation of Seneca County, Ohio, for the passage of the Weaver soldier 
bill, and the Finley bill for the equalization of bounties—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEDDES: The petition of George Logsdan and others, of 
Knox County, Ohio, for the equalization of bounties—to the same 


committee. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of Kelly & Gardner and 50 others, cit- 
izens of Exeter, New Hampshire, for the improvement of Exeter 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HENKLE: The ition of citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia and of Maryland, that the Washington turnpike within the 
District be made a free highway—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. i TEE AIS 4 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Eliza H. Owens for compensa- 
tion for property taken by United States forces during the late war 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petitions of late soldiers and sailors, and of. 
late soldiers and sailors of Syracuse, New York, for the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, the petition of merchants and business men of Syracuse, New 
teeta the enactment of a bankrupt law—to the Committee on the 

udliciary. 

By Mr KENNA: The petition of Rufus P. Sarver, James Ellwood, 
and 90 others, of the third congressional district of West Virginia, for 
the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of William H. Mills and 170 others, 
citizens of Sandusky, Ohio, that Congress shall not place a tax on. 
American wines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, the pohon of A. Guenther & Co. and 180 others, citizens of 
Sandusky, Ohio, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MULDROW: The Petitions of citizens of Alcorn County, 
and of Robert Davenport, and other citizens of Prentiss County, Mis- 
sissippi, that the patent laws be so amended as to make the manu- 
facturer or vendor of patented articles alone responsible for infringe- 
ment—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of John R. Moore and others, citizens of Prentiss 
County; of C. W. Williams, jr., and others, and of citizens of Alcorn 
County, Mississippi, that Congres enact such laws as will alleviate 
theop ions imposed upon the people by the transportation mo 
olies that now control the interstate commerce of the country—to t 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEWBERRY: The petition of James MeMullin and 22 oth- 

citizens of Detroit, ing ao for a reduction of the duty on steel 

ils—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of James G. Duffy, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of V. A. Bullock and 34 others, 
citizens of Bradford County, Pennsylvania, that the patent laws be 
so amended as to make the manufacturer or vendor of patented arti- 
cles alone responsible for infringement—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petitions of the same parties and of F. W. Fincke and oth- 
ers, of Pennsylvania, that the Commissioner of Agriculture be made 
a Cabinet officer—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petitions of C. J. Christian and 11 55 Wyomin 
and Sullivan Counties, and of V. A. Bullock and 34 others, of Brad- 
ford County, Pennsylvania, that Congress enact such laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions im upon the people by the transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the coun- 
—to the Committee on Commerce. 

ae PHISTER: The petition of H. E. 3 and 34 oth- 
e nion soldiers of Mason 88 ramo or the equalization 
of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William H. * and 31 pang aber en soldiers 
of Kentucky, for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the same 
committee, 

Also, the 1 of James Seaton and 99 others, and of Lewis 
Longe and 57 others, of the tenth jaga e district of Kentucky, 
for the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
cation and Labor. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The petition of the heirs of Robert G. Hat- 
field, for the extension of a patent for improvement in sliding-door 
sheaves—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. RUSSELL: The petition of Betsy Arline, for 
a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of William Greer and 
209 others, soldiers and sailors of Pennsylvania, approved by 281 citi- 
zens, for the e of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of 638 citizens of Randolph County, 
Illinois, for the rons i of the bill making an appropriation for the 
protection of the of the Mississippi River near askia, Illi- 
nois—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. P. B. THOMPSON, JR.: Papers relatin 
claim of George W. Waddill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TY. + The petition of Patrick M. Driscoll and 27 others, 
of the second dee er district of Vermont, for the enforcement 
of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. THOMAS UPDEGRAFF: The petition of General William 
Vandever, of Arizona Territory, against certain propona legislation 
in regard to mineral lands and mining elaims—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. URNER: The petition of John B. fer pen care and 27 others 
colored citizens of Frederick County, Maryland, that the unclaimed 
bounty of colored soldiers be given to the colored schools of the South, 
including Storer College, at Harper’s Ferry—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Also, the petition of F. A. Tschiffely and others, citizens of Mont- 
gomery County, Maryland, that Congress enact such laws as will alle- 
viate the 9 imposed upon the people by the transportation 
monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the country 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of William McVeigh and 119 others, and of M. 
Hamilton and 93 others, uf the sixth Maryland ey, meno district, 
for the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Edu- 
eation and Labor. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of W. B. Henry and 24 others, 
for the passage of the equalization bounty bill—to the Committee on 
A A WEAVER Th ti f Joe C ham, 

y Mr. : The petition of Joe Cunnin, of Jasper 
County, Iowa, and 82? others, that Congress enact —— laws as will 
alleviate the oppressions im upon the people by the transporta- 
tion monopolies that now control the interstate commerce of the coun- 
try—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the 3 of Josiah Dubois and 14 others, of Swedesbor- 
ough; of John B. Carey and 19 others, of Bridgepert, New Jersey ; 
of R. A. Outland and 78 oth of Guthrie; of A. cox and 
2 of Elden, Iowa; of Andrew Tuttle and 47 others, of Pentwa- 

r, 


Edu- 


to the pension 


chigan ; of William L. Stroud and 10 others, ef Huntsville, 


APRIL 81, 


Alabama; of William Condon and 5 others, of Bodinesville, Pennsyl- 
vania; and of William McPherson and 1 other, of Geneva, Nebraska, 
for the passage of the Weaver soldier bill—to the Committee on 
ge A Affairs. 

B . WALTER A. WOOD: Resolutions of the Legislature of New 
York, in relation to the proposed international exhibition in 1883—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. YOCUM: The petition of John B, McGrath, Robert Gray, 
and 394 others, citizens of Houtzdale, P lvania, and vicinity, for 
the enforcement of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 1, 1880. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION OF 1883. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that yester- 
day, in the consideration of the bill (S. No. 1160) to provide for cele- 
brating the one hundredth anniversary of the treaty of peace and 
the 5 of American Independence by holding an interna- 
tional exhibition of arts, manufactures, and the products of the soil 
and mine, in the city of New York, in the State of New York, in the 

1883, the seventh section of the bill was stricken out. In the 
following sections there are references to the seventh section which 
are not now applicable. Although the defect is a formal one the Chair 
has not felt it proper to direct a correction of it, but with the consent 
of the Senate the bill will be engrossed to correspond with the fact. 

Mr. KERNAN. It should be corrected so as to read “ ten” instead 
of “ eleven” and “nine” instead of “ten” in renumbering the sec- 


tions. r 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The correction will be made unless there 
be objection. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3035) making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1881, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 3 

The bill (H. R. No. 4214) to amend and re-enact sections 2552 and 
2553 of the Revised Statutes was read twice by its title, and referred 
to tho Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ROLLINS presented a petition of citizens of Concord, New 
Hampshire, praying for an appropriation by Congress for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Lake Winnepesaukee, in that State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Concord and other places 
in New Hampshire, and the petition of Otis F. R. Waite and other 
citizens of Concord, New Hampshire, praying for the removal of the 
United States circuit and district courts from Exeter to Concord, in 
that State; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of Thayer Lincoln and many 
other persons, ship-owners, ship-builders, merchants, manufacturers, 
and others, praying that Congress inquire into the legality of the 
bridge being constructed between the cities of New York and Brook- 
lyn under an authority of Congress conditioned that the bridge should 
be so constructed as not to obstruct, impair, or injuriously modify the 
navigation of the river. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAWES 1 the petition of R. F. Hatfield and others, 
heirs of Robert G. Hatfield, deceased, and citizens of Massachuset 

raying for the passage of a bill to authorize the Commissioner o 
Patents to hear and determine the application of the legal heirs of 
Robert G. Hatfield for the extension of his patent for an improve- 
ment in sliding-door sheaves; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of A. Noltner, publisher of the 
Daily and Weekly Standard, and Baker, Bull & Co., publishers of 
Resources of Oregon and Washington and Rural Spirit, Portland, 
Oregon, praying for the passage of a bill placing wood and straw pulp, 
soda-ash, and other chemi used in the manufacture of papar on 
the free list, and reducing the duty on printing papot used for books, 
pamphlets, and magazines at least 5 per cent. ad valorem ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of R. O. Thomas, postmaster at Tur- 
ner, Oregon, and others, citizens of Oregen, praying for an appropria- 
tion of 000, or three sections of land to mile of the sixty by 
whieh the Marion and Wasco Stock and Wagon-Road Company passes 
the Cascade Mountains, under condition that the United States mails, 
troops, and supplies for troops or other employés of the United States 
pass over the road free, and that the State of Oregon regulate the 
pa ae the same; which was referred to the Committee on Public 


